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BEVERLY

AGENDA REPORT
Meeting Date: March 4, 2008
Item Number: E-1
To: Honorable Mayor & City Council *
From: Alison Maxwell, Director of Economic Development and Marketing
Vincent P. Bertoni, AICP, Director of Community Development
Subject: RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS

APPROVING A MUNICIPAL PROJECT THAT WOULD PROVIDE
FOR THE IMMEDIATE AND FUTURE OFFICE SPACE NEEDS OF
THE CITY WITHIN THE PUBLIC WORKS CAMPUS AREA AT 331
FOOTHILL ROAD AND ADOPTING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION AND MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Attachments: 1. Resolution
2. Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
3. Project Plans

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the attached resolution approving a
municipal project and adopting a mitigated negative declaration and mitigation
monitoring program for the project.

INTRODUCTION

Since 2004, the City Council has been considering plans and proposais for the
continued development of the Public Works campus area. An important component of
the overall progression of this area is the establishment of an office building at the
northwest intersection of Foothill Road and Third Street. At its December 19, 2006
meeting, Council reviewed conceptual renderings of such a project and directed staff to
prepare the necessary contracts for architectural services and return with preliminary
elevations and design plans in early 2007.
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At its meeting of February 20, 2007, Council approved the requisite contract for
architectural and engineering design services with the firm Steven Ehilich,
Architects. At its meeting of May 29, 2007, Council gave its consent to the proposed
design of the office building and directed staff to continue with next steps necessary to
complete the project.

DISCUSSION

Council has directed staff to address the immediate and long-term overall space
requirements for which it needs to plan. Staff has addressed this issue through the
reconfiguration of the City Hall ground floor which is currently underway, and the
development of this office building, which at the outset will house the City Cable TV
studio and offices. The office is also designed to accommodate a ground floor
restaurant to serve the area and provide commercial office space for lease.

Through a series of staff presentations and public meetings, Council has concluded that
this office building is an important component of the overall Public Works campus area,
which includes the following elements:

» The newly constructed Public Works/Water Treatment Plant Building located at
345 Foothill Road.

e The Vehicle Shop, located behind the Public Works building and currently under

construction (estimated completion date: Spring 2008);

The office building that is the subject of this report;

A future Public Works warehouse;

A Public Works yard for large City vehicles and for vehicles being serviced; and

A future parking structure to be located adjacent to the proposed office building

for storage of smaller City vehicles, City employee parking and for the office

building parking.

¢ @ & 0

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

An Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to determine whether
any significant impacts on the environment would result from the proposed project
(Attachment 2). The Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration was
posted and published in conformance with the CEQA noticing requirements. In addition,
the notice of intent to adopt a mitigated negative declaration was posted with the Los
Angeles County Clerk. The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration was circulated
for public review on February 12, 2008 and the public review comment period ended on
March 3, 2008. To date, no comments have been received. If any commenis are
received before the close of business on March 3, those will be provided to the City
Council.

The project is subject to applicable environmental mitigation measures required by the
Environmental Impact Report for the Industrial Area Plan, adopted by the City Council on
January 18, 1994, which are identified in the Mitigation Monitoring Program (Exhibit A of
Attachment 1).

The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration evaluated the project for impacts in the
sixteen (16) required environmental areas, including, but not limited to: Aesthetics; Land
Use/Planning; Transportation/Traffic; and also for the cumulative impacts associated
with the proposed project in conjunction with other planned projects in the foreseeable
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future.: The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration indicated that the project would
not result in a potentially significant impacts in any of the 16 impact areas, except for
Geology/Soils. As such, construction of the project is subject to a condition requiring the
preparation of a geotechnical report to determine if certain conditions exist on the project
site. The condition further stipulates that if there are any geologic conditions requiring
remediation measures, such remediation shall satisfy the requirements of the State
Division of Mines and Geology and that the project be constructed in a manner which
complies with geotechnical safety-based building code requirements.

The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration includes a Traffic Study based on
current City standards that evaluates the proposed project’s impact on traffic at 29 study
intersections and 9 residential street segments. The study concludes that the project
itself will not result in a significant impact. However, the project, in addition to the full
buildout of the Entertainment Business District as contemplated by the Draft Sketch
Plan, may result in a potentially significant cumulative impact on traffic at the intersection
of Third Street and Foothill Road. However, re-striping the north and southbound
approaches of this intersection to provide a left-turn lane and a shared through-right lane
would mitigate this impact to a level of less than significant. No other impacts are
anticipated from the establishment of the project.

FPROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project has not changed since presented to the Council on May 29, 2007; it is an
approximate 72,000 square foot, four-story, 60-foot in height office building with its
primary fagade and entrance located along Foothill Road and characterized by the
following:

¢ The building includes ground floor retail and restaurant uses; ;

» The second and third floors are designed for eventual City office uses, but will
accommodate office tenants in the near term, either single or multiple
occupancies — the City has not entered into any leases to date; '

» The City's Cable TV Studio is proposed to be located on the fourth floor because
of its high ceiling requirements to accommodate the recording, production, staff
offices and equipment.

+ The building exhibits a contemporary design with a fagade composed of glass,
cement fiber panels, and other elements compatible with the adjacent Public
Works building.

A breakdown of the square footage and use by floor level is shown below.

~ Floor Use Approx. Gross Square Footage

1 Retail 10,649

Restaurant 5,667
2 Office 18,390
3 Office 18,371
4 Office 14,887

City Cable TV Studio 4,485
TOTAL 72,449
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The project has been designed and is expected to receive a LEED certified rating. (a
silver rating is unlikely due to the nature of this building type as a shell and core project).

The project is included as part of proposed bond financing, being considered as a
separate agenda item and is expected to be ready to bid in April-May 2008 with an
award of contract for construction anticipated for June 2008,

PROJECT LOCATION — RELATION TO THE ENTERTAINMENT BUSINESS DISTRICT

The project site is located on a block containing City support services/facilities and is
within a larger area known as the Entertainment Business District (formerly referred to
as the Industrial Area). The development regulations in this area are currently being re-
evaluated to ensure the uniform and cohesive development of the area. A draft Sketch
Plan has been developed which would serve as the basis for any revisions to existing
regulations and staff is currently preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Report
pursuant to the rules and regulations of CEQA to analyze the impacts that might be
associated with revisions to the development regulations of this area.

FISCAL IMPACT

This project is being included with a bond finance package that has been reviewed by
City Council and for which the Public Hearing is scheduled as a separate agenda item.
The total funding required for the project is $31.2 million.

Alison Maxwell Vincent P. Bertoni, AICP
Director of Economic Development Director of Community Development

Approved By ;oY %ﬁ“ﬁové&%
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEVERLY
HILLS APPROVING A MUNICIPAL PROJECT THAT WOULD
PROVIDE FOR THE IMMEDIATE AND FUTURE OFFICE
SPACE NEEDS OF THE CITY WITHIN THE PUBLIC WORKS
CAMPUS AREA AT 331 FOOTHILL ROAD AND ADOPTING A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND MITIGATION
MONITORING PROGRAM

The Council of the City of Beverly Hills hereby finds and resolves as follows:

Section 1. The City of Beverly Hills proposes to develop a four-story office
building with approximately 72,449 square feet of floor area to address the immediate and long-

term space requirements of the City (the “Project”).

Section 2. The City prepared an initial study and mitigation negative declaration
for the Project (the “Initial Study” and the “Mitigated Negative Declaration” respectively). A
Notice of Intent to adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration was posted and published, as

required by law.

Section 3. Based on the Initial Study, the Mitigated Negative Declaration, the
comments received thercon, and the record before the City Council, the City Council hereby
determines that the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration represent the independent
judgment of the City and there is no substantial evidence that the approval of the Project, as

mitigated, may have any significant environmental impact.

Section 4. The City Council hereby approves the Project, subject to the
mitigation measures set forth in the Mitigated Negative Declaration, and authorizes staff to
proceed with all steps necessary to implement the Project. The mitigation measures set forth in

the Mitigated Negative Declaration are hereby incorporated into the Project.
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Section 5. The City Council adopts the Mitigation Monitoring Plan, which is
attached as Exhibit A.

Section 6. The documents which constitute the record of proceedings for the
Project are located in the Department of Planning and Community Development and are in the

custody of the Director of Planning and Community Development.

Section 7. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this resolution and shall

cause this resolution and his certification to be entered into the Book of Resolutions.

Adopted:
JIMMY DELSHAD
Mayor of the City of
Beverly Hills, California
ATTEST:
(SEAL)
BYRON POPE
City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TQ CONTENT:
L / C
[l [~
LAURENCE S. WIENER VINCENT P. BERTON
City Attorney Director of Community Development
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EXHIBIT A
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM



MITIGATION MONITCRING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
331 FOOTHILL ROAD, OFFICE/COMMERCIAL BUILDING

INTRCDUCTION

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that
agencies adopting Mitigated Negative Declarations take affirmative
steps to determine that approved mitigation measures are implemented
subsequent to project approval.

Effective January 1, 1989, CEQA was amended to add Section 21081.6,
implementing Assembly Bill (AB) 3180. As part of CEQA (state-
mandated) environmental review procedures, Section 21081.6 regquires a
public agency to adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
{(MMRP) for assessing and ensuring efficacy of any mitigation measures
applied to the proposed project. Specifically, K the lead ox
responsible agency must adopt a reporting or monitoring program for
mitigation measures incorporated into a project or imposed as
conditions of approval. The program must be designed to ensure
compliance during project implementation. As stated in Public
Resources Code, Section 21081.6 {(a) (1):

*1) The public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring
program for the changes made to the project or conditions of
project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid
significant effects on the environment. The reporting or
monitoring program shall be designed to ensure compliance during
project implementation. For those changes which have been
required or incorporated into the project at the request of a
responsible agency or a public agency having jurisdiction by law
over natural resources affected by the project, that agency
shall, if so requested by the lead agency or a responsible
agency, prepare and submit a proposed reporting or monitoring
program. ”

AB 3180 provides general guidelines for implementing monitoring and
reporting programs. Specific reporting and/oxr monitoring
requirements, to be enforced during project implementation, shall be
defined prior to final approval of the proposal by the responsible
decision maker(s). In response to established CEQA requirements and
those of (AB) 3180 (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seqg.), the
proposed MMRP for the 331 Foothill Road, Office/Commercial Building
project shall be submitted for consideration by the decision-makers
prior to completion of the environmental review process.

ABRIEVATIONS:
Implementation: A = Applicant
Monitoring: CDD = Community Development Directar; DPW ~ Director of Public Works, TE = City Traffic Engineer; BO = City Building Official

Timing: P=Prior to Issuance; D= During; PC = Plan Check; BP = Building Pesmit; C=Construction; OP= Occupancy Permit; O = Operation
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
331 FOOTHILL ROAD, OFFICE/COMMERCIAL BUILDING

This MMRP will be used by the City of Beverly Hills to ensure
compliance with mitigation measures associated with the project.
Mitigation measures were identified in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration to address significant or potentially significant impacts
to the following resources:

e GCeptechnical

e Traffic and Circulation (construction and cumulative)

These mitigation measures are included in the MMRP, In addition,
measures were identified in the MND as having been incorporated into
or regquired of the project by virtue of it’s location within the
Industrial Area Plan boundaries. These measures are also included in
the MMRP. Finally, the MMRP also includes measures identified in the
MND as conditions of project approval. For each measure, the MMRP
gspecifies: the implementation responsibility and timing and the
monitoring responsibility and timing.

ABRIEVATIONS:

Impiementation: A = Applicant

Manitoring: CDD = Community Developmen Divector; DPW — Director of Public Works, TE = City Traffic Engineer; BO = City Building Official
Timing: P=Prior 10 issuance; D= During; PC = Plan Check; BP = Building Permit; C=Construction; OP= Qccupancy Permit; O = Operation
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Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
February 12, 2008

Environmental Checklist Form

1. Projecttitle: 331 Foothill Road, Cffice/Commercial Building
2. Lead agency name and address:

City of Beverly Hills
455 North Rexford Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90210

3. Contact person and phone number: David Reyes, 310.285.1123

4. Projectlocation: 331 Foothill Road

5. Project sponsor's name and address:

City of Beverly Hills
455 North Rexford Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90210

6. General Plan designation:
Low Density General Commercial & Municipal

7.Zoning:
P-5 Public Service

The proposed project is located within the Industrial Area
Plan area. Regulations for this area were adopted in 1994 by
Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, following completicn cf an Environ-
mental TImpact Report {EIR) (State Clearinghouse Number
89020103) . The EIR for the Industrial Area Plan (IAP) iden-
tified the potential for IAP development to result in Traffic
and Circulation, Air Quality, Human Health, Sewage Disposal,
and Historic Resources impacts. The City adopted mitigation
measures which reduce these impacts. The proposed project
remains subject to the applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of that EIR.



Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
February 12, 2008

8. Description of project: (Describe the whale action involved, including but not limited to later phases
of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation.
Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

The proposed project is a municipal project to be developed
by the City of Beverliy Hills consisting of a 72,449 square
foot office/commercial building on the northwest corner of
Foothill Road and 3™ Street in the City of Beverly Hills. At
the outset, a portion o¢f the building is intended %o house
the City's Cable TV Studios. The building is intended to
provide for the existing and future office space needs of the
City. The project’s regional location is shown in Figure 1.
The project’s location within the City of Beverly Hills is
shown in Figure 2. Figure 3 shows the site plan of the pro-
posed project.
The proposed project would be four stories (60 feet) in
height and would include the following uses:
Floor Use Approximate
Gross Square Footage (gsf)
1 Retail 10,649
Restaurant 5,667

2 Office 18,390

3 Office 18,371

4 Office 14,887

TV Studio (16 employees) 4,485

TOTAL 72,449

As shown in Figure 3, the proposed project is located adja-
cent to a previously approved parking garage which would pro-
vide parking for the proposed project. Access to the site
will be provided from 3™ Street, along the southern boundary
of the project site.

Project construction is anticipated to take approximately 24
months and to be completed in 2010.



Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
February 12, 2008

Figure 1 — Regional Location

Source: Google Earth
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Environmental Initial Study

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED (CONTINUED):

February 12, 2008

Figure 3 - Site Plan
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Environmental Initial Study

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

9. Surrounding land uses and setling: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:

The project site is located in an area general categorized as
containing City support services.

North The existing Public Works Building is
located just north of the project site
on the western side of Foothill Road.
North of the Public Works Building is a
veterinary c¢linic/animal hospital and
Diamcond Tools.

South An Edison substation is south of the
project site, on the southwest corner
of Foothill Road and 3¢ Street. South
0f the Edison substation, on the west
side of Foothill Road, a multi-family
residential use fronts on Burton Way.
The L‘Ermitage Hotel fronts on Burton
Way Jjust east of the intersection of
South {(cont.) Foothill Road. Southeast of the pro-
ject site, the Beverly Hills Federal
Employees Credit Union is located on
the southeast corner of Foocthill Road
and 3" Street.

East To the east of the project site, across
Foothill Rcad from the site is the
City’s vyard. The closed Payne Furnace

and Supply Company Building at 336
Foothill Road and additicnal vyard uses
are located northeast o¢f the project
site.

West The City’s public service yards and a
parking garage are located west of the
project site.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.}

* City of Beverly Hills — The City of Beverly Hills is the approving authority. No other agency
approvals are required. The City of Beverly Hills is responsible for all permits and financial
approval.



Environmental Initial Study

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agriculture Resources Air Quality

Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology / Seils
Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality Land Use / Planning
Mineral Resources Noise Population / Housing
Public Services Recreation Transportation / Traffic
Utilities / Service Systems ¥ | Mandatory Findings of Significance




Environmental Initial Study

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

{ find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects
that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

February 12, 2008
Signature Date

City of Beverly Hills
Printed Name For




Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

7)

8)

9)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each ques-
fion. A "No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that
the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a
fault rupture zone). A "No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific
factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollut-
ants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitiga-
tion, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evi-
dence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact” en-
tries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact” to a
"Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from Section
XVIi, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process,
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacis Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal stan-
dards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incor-
porated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or
outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the
statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead
agencies should normally address the guestions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's
environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

The explanation cof each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b} the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.

-10-



Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

. Poten-  LessTh Less Th No Impact
Issues: o MssThn LT Nolmpas
Signifi- cant with cant
cant Mitigation Impact
Incorpo-
rated
[. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vis- X
ta?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, X
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character X
or quality of the site and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare X
which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?
II. AGRICULTURE RESQURCES -- In determining whether
impacts to agricultural resources are significant environ-
mental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation
as an option model to use in assessing impacts on agri-
culture and farmland. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmiand, Unigue Farmland, or X
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or ¥
a Williamson Act contract?
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment X
which, due to their location or nature, could result
in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural
use?
I, AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or
air pollution control district may be relied upon to make
the following determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the ap- X

plicable air quality plan?

-11 -



Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

. Poten- Less Than Less Than No Ilmpact
ESSUES. tially Signifi- Signifi-
Signifi- cant with cant
cant Mitigation Impact
Incorpo-
rated
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute sub- X
stantially to an existing or projected air quality vio-
lation?
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase h4

of any criteria pollutant for which the project region
is non-attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard (including re-
leasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X

concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial hd

number of people?

V. BICLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or X
through habitat modifications, on any species

identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special sta-
tus species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.3. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian X

habitat or other sensitive natural community identi-
fied in local or regional plans, policies, regulations
or by the California Department of Fish and Game
or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally pro- X
tected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the

Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any hie
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species

or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wild-
life nursery sites?

e) Conilict with any local policies or ordinances pro- X
tecting biological resources, such as a tree pres-

ervation policy or ordinance?

-12 -



Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

Issues:

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Pian, Natural Community Conserva-
tion Plan, or other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

Vi

a)

b)

d)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the signifi-
cance of a historical resource as defined in
§15064.57

Cause a substantial adverse change in the signifi-
cance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
§15064.57

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleon-
tological resource or site or unique geologic fea-
ture?

Disturb any human remains, including those in-
terred outside of formal cemeteries?

GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:

a)

b)

Expose people or structures to potential substan-
tial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, in-
jury, or death involving:

i} Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as de-
lineated on the most recent Algquist-Priolo
Earthguake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including li-
quefaction?

iv}  Landslides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of top-
soil?

-13 -
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tially Signifi- Signifi-
Signifi- cant with cant
cant Mitigation Impact
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Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

. Poten- Less Than Less Than  No Impact

Issues: tially Signifi-  Signifi-

Signifi- cant with cant

cant Mitigation Impact

Incorpo-
rated
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unsta- X
ble, or that would become unstable as a result of

the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liguefac-
tion or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table X
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994}, creat-

ing substantial risks to life or property?

g) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the X

use of septic tanks or alternative waste water dis-
posal systems where sewers are not available for
the disposal of waste water?

VIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Would
the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the en- X

vironment through the routine iransport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the en- X

vironment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or X
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste

within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of X

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a re-
sult, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use ¥
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, X

would the project result in a safety hazard for peo-
ple residing or working in the project area?

-14 -



Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

Issues:
g)
h)

VIII.

Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
{oss, injury or death involving wildland fires, includ-
ing where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized ar-
eas or where residences are intermixed with wild-
lands?

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the

project:

a)

b)

d}

f}

Violate any water quality standards or waste dis-
charge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or in-
terfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aguifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater ta-
ble level {e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantially in-
crease the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?

Create or contribute runoff water which would ex-
ceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwa-
ter drainage systems or provide substantial addi-
tional sources of polluted runcff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

-15-
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Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

Issues:

g)

)

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area struc-
tures which would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

a}

b)

c)

Physically divide an established community?

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

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation
plan or natural community conservation plan?

X. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resocurce recovery site deline-
ated on a local general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?

XI. NOISE - Would the project result in:

a)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise lev-
els in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

-16 -
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Mitigated Negative Declaration - 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

Issues:

d)

Exposure of persons {o or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise lev-
els?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
tevels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or work-
ing in the project area to excessive noise levels?

XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:

a)

b}

induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastruc-
ture)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessi-

tating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

-7 -
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Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):

February 12, 2008

Issues:

Xlil. PUBLIC SERVICES - Would the project result in
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facili-
ties, need for new or physically altered governmental fa-
cilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance ob-

jectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

c) Schools?

d) Parks?

e) Other public facilities?

XIV. RECREATION --

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recrea-
tional facilities such that substantial physical dete-
rioration of the facility would occur or be acceler-

ated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recrea-
tional facilities which might have an adverse phys-

ical effect on the environment?

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial in-
crease in either the number of vehicle trips, the vo-
lume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at

intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level
of service standard established by the county con-
gestion management agency for designated roads

or highways?
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Issues:

e)

f)

g)

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature (e.qg., sharp curves or dangerous intersec-
tions) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equip-
ment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation {(e.g., bus tur-
nouts, bicycle racks)?

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -- Would the
project:

a)

b)

c)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the consfruction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project from existing entittements and re-
sources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition to the pro-
vider's existing commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted ca-

pacity to accommodate the project's solid waste
disposal needs?
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Issues:

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE --

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumtula-
tively considerable” means that the incremental ef-
fects of a project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the ef-
fects of other current projects, and the effects of
probabie future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects which

will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

-20-

Poten- Less Than Less Than  NoImpact
tially Signifi- Signifi-
Signifi- cant with cant
cant Mitigation Impact
Incorpo-
rated
X
X
X
X




Mitigated Negative Declaration -~ 331 Foothill Road
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (CONTINUED):

February 12, 2008

Discussion of Environmental Evaluation:

I.

AESTHETICS.

d.

Less Than Significant - There are nc scenic vistas
that could be significantly affected by the proposed
project. Key views within the City are of the
hillside to the north and key viewsheds are within
local canyons. (General Plan Update Technical Back-
ground Report, hereafter GPUTBR, at page 5-36).
The project site is not located within a canyon, and
views of the hills from the project vicinity are
largely blocked by existing buildings and trees,
with views of the hills primarily visible from mid-
street. The area is largely built out and the pri-
mary use to the immediate south of the project site
is an Edison substation. View impacts are therefore
anticipated to be less than significant.

No Impact - There are no significant scenic re-
sources in the wvicinity o©f the project site that
would be affected by the proposed project. There
are no state-designated scenic highways within the
City (GPUTBR, p. 5-36). The City’s General Pilan
recommends that the City designate Santa Monica
Boulevard east of Wilshire Boulevard (i.e. to Doheny
Blvd.) as a “scenic highway.” (General Plan Scenic
Highway Element, p. 2}. This is due to the presence
of Beverly Gardens park along the north side of the
roadway. There are no scenic resources on the pro-
ject site and the project 1is sufficiently removed
from Santa Monica Boulevard and Beverly Gardens park
such that the project will not have aesthetic im-
pacts on these resources. No scenic rescurce im-
pact are therefore anticipated.

Less Than Significant - The proposed project would
replace a wvacant site with a new modern office
building, thereby upgrading the visual character of
the project site. The surrounding uses consist of
utilities, city facilities and commercial uses, none
of which are particularly sensitive to visual char-
acter impacts. Therefore, the project is not an-
ticipated to substantially degrade the visual char-
acter of its setting.

Less Than Significant - The project may generate
seme light at night but not to a significant degree.
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IT.

ITITI.

The project 1is subject to community ordinances that
limit the amount of spillover light relative to the
ambient. Use of reflective building materials is
generally discouraged in the community, particularly
when they might be oriented toward residential ar-
eas. In general, there are no aspects to the pro-
ject that would result in substantial new light or
glare that would adversely affect daytime or night-
time views in the area to a significant degree.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES.

a., No Impact - The project site is located in an urban-

b., ized area, there are no significant plots of rural

c¢. land in the wvicinity of the project, and the project
site 1s not classified as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland or Farmliand of Statewide Importance. Fur-
thermore, the project site 1is not designated as
Williamson Act Preserve, and no such preserves exist
in the wvicinity of the project site. The project,
therefore, will not have any significant impacts to
agricultural resources.

AIR QUALITY.

The proposed project is located within the Industrial
Area Plan area. Regulations for the area were adopted
in 1994 by Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, following completion
of an Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse
Number 89020103). The proposed project remains subject
tc the following applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of the Industrial Area Plan EIR:

MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

Air Quality

Al If water supplies permit, water |Required as a stan-

trucks and hoses should be used | dard condition

to wet roads, exposed areas, and |project approval.
graded areas at least twice daily |Would reduce emis-
to control the generation of fu- |sion levels from

gitive dust. Periodic wash-downs | those described
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR
Mitigation Status/Applicability

Air Quality

or sweeping of public streets |III (b,c).
should occur in the wvicinity.
Regular watering of unpaved ar-
eas can reduce fugitive dust
emissions by 50 percent from 1.2
tons per acre per month to 0.6
tons per acre per month.

AZ If water supplies permit, the |Required as a stan-
fregquency of watering should be |dard condition of
increased to three or more |project approval.
times per day whenever winds |Would reduce emis-
exceed 15 miles per hour. |sion levels from
Grading activities should c¢ease | those described in
during pericds of winds greater |III (b,c).
than 30 miles per hour.

A3 Material being excavated and | Required as a stan-
stockpiled should be watered or |dard condition of
covered. project approval.

Would reduce emis-
sion levels from
those described in
ITT (b,c).

aq Materials being transported | Required as a stan-
should also be watered or cov- |dard c¢ondition of
ered. project approval.

Would reduce emis-
sion levels from
those described 1in
IIT (b,c).

A5 On-site vehicular traffic |Required as a condi-
should be limited to <15 miles |ticn of project
per hour during construction. |approval. Would
Speed control, although diffi- | reduce emission
cult to enforce, can reduce | levels from those
dust and fine particulate mat- |described in I1T
ter emissions from unpaved | (b,c).
roads by up to 63 percent.

Ab Low-sulfur {(0.05 percent by | Required as a condi-
weight) diesel fuel should be|tion of proiect
used in construction equipment. approval. Would
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation

Status/Applicability

Air Quality

reduce emission
levels from those
described in IIT
{b,c).

7 Construction eqgquipment should be
maintained and adjusted prior to
project cecnstruction and during
construction to minimize emis-

Required as a condi-

tion of project
approval. Would
reduce emission

sions. levels from those
described in ITI
(b,c).

A8 Truck trips should be scheduled |Required as a condi-
during non-peak traffic hours|tion of project
to minimize peak hour emissions. approval. Would

reduce emission
levels from those
described in ITI
(b, c}.

A9 Construction activities should|Required as a condi-
be phased and scheduled to avoid | tion of project
high ozone days. approval. Would

reduce emission

levels from those
degcribed in ITI

(b,c).

Al0 Construction operaticons should |Reguired as a condi-
cease during Stage II smog alerts | tion of project
{(ozone >0.35 ppm}) or during high | approval. Would
winds and low humidity. reduce emission

levels from those
described in 111

Plan should encourage conserva-
tion measures such as super insu-
lation, thermo-pane glass, sky-
lights, soclar energy and other
measures that minimize the need
for imported natural gas or
electricity. Applicant to pro-

{(b,c).

All All Stationary emissions can be |Required as a condi-
reduced through aggressive pas- |tion of project
sive and active energy— | approval. Wouid
efficiency. The Industrial Area | reduce emission

levels from those
described in 111
(b,c).
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR
Mitigation Status/Applicability
Air Quality
vide information on proposed en-
ergy efficiency and conserva-
tion methods as part of plan
review
Al2 A Transportation Demand Manage- |Required as a condi-
ment (TDM) Program should be |tion of project
implemented, which should include | approval. Would
elements such as: reduce emission
levels from those
e financial incentives for ride- |described in  III
sharing; (b,c) .
e full or partial subsidization
of carpooling, vanpooling, bus-
pooling or use of public tran-
sit;
o flexible or modified work hours
for ridesharing employees;
¢ allowance for employees to
utilize fleet vehicles for
ridesharing purposes (if appli-
cable) ;
¢ assignment of preferential or
free parking for vehicles used
for ridesharing;
¢ annual surveys of program par-
ticipation, attitudes and needs.
Applicant to participate in a
Transportation Demand Management
(TDM} Program at the time of
Program's creation by the City.
a. Less Than Significant - The project 1is consistent

with all local and regional planning standards on
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which the current Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP)
was based. Every three years, the Scuth Coast Air
Quality Management District (AQMD) prepares an over-
all plan (AQMP) for the air gquality improvement to
be submitted for inclusion in the State Implementa-
tion Plan (SIP). Each iteration of the plan is an
update of the previous plan. The current plan, the
Final 2007 AQMP was adopted by the AQMD Governing
Board on June 1, 2007. In addition, as discussed
more fully under III (bé&c), below, the project ex-
ceeds none of the AQMD’s thresholds of potential
significance. As such, the project does not appear
to conflict with or obstruct the implementaticn of
the AQMP.

Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are called

greenhouse gases (GHG), analogous to the way a
greenhouse retains heat. Common GHG include water
vapor, carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxides,

chlorofluorocarbons, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluoro-
carbons, sulfur hexafluoride, ozone, and aerosols.
Both natural processes and human activities emit
GHGs. Scientists have observed that there appears
to be a close relationship between the concentration
of GHGs in the atmosphere and global temperature.

The relationship between GHG emissions and the con-
centration of GHGs in the earth’s atmosphere is a
complicated one. However, what we do know is that
there has been a large increase in the level of GHGs
in the earth’'s atmg¢sphere since the start of the in-
dustrial revcolution. We also know that energy gen-
eration and the burning of fossil fuels produces
large amcunts of carbon dioxide and GHGs. These GHGs
absork infrared energy that would otherwise escape
from the Earth, resulting in heating of the earth’s
atmosphere. An overall warming trend has been re-
corded since the 1late 19th century, with the most
rapid warming occurring over the past two decades.
This effect is widely recognized as resulting in
global warming and the observed changing of the
Earth's c¢limate. However, the exact relationship
between levels of greenhouse gas emissions and clili-
mate change has yet to be established. No thresh-
olds of project significance have been established
by the State or Federal government and the associa-
tion between any individual project and global warm-—
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ing remains speculative. The proposed project 1is
not sufficiently large that it alone could affect
climate change. The project’s impact on global

warming is therefore less than significant.

California has taken a number of actions to begin to
control the emission of greenhouse gases. In addi-
tion, existing requirements, like Title 24, do have
an effect on greenhouse gas emissions from individ-
ual projects. California Code of Regulations Title
24 Part 6: California’s Energy Efficiency Standards
for Residential and WNonresidential Buildings, were
first established in 1978 in response to a legisla-
tive mandate to reduce California's energy consump-
tLicn. The standards are updated periodically to al-
low consideration and possible incorporation of new
energy efficiency technologies and methods. The lat-
est amendments took effect in September of 2006 and
currently regquire new homes to use half the energy
they used only a decade ago. Non-residential build-
ings are similarly required to reduce energy use.
Energy efficient buildings reguire less electricity,
and electricity production by fossil fuels results
in greenhouse gas emissions. Therefore, increased
energy efficiency results in decreased greenhouse
gas emissions. All development projects are re-
guired to comply with Title 24.

California Assembly Bill 1493 (Pavley) was enacted
on July 22, 2002. It requires CARB to develop and
adopt regulations that reduce GHG emitted by passen-
ger vehicles and light duty trucks. Regulations
adopted by CARB will apply to 200¢% and later model
year vehicles. CARB estimates that the regulation
will reduce climate change emissions from light duty
passenger vehicle fleet by an estimated 18 percent
in 2020 and by 27 percent in 2030 (CARB, 2004).
CARE applied to the Federal government for a
“waiver” to allow it to implement AB 1493. The EPA
denied California’s request for a waiver and the
state filed suit in Januvary against the EPA seeking
to overturn the EPA waiver denial. California is
likely to be jeined by other states in its legal
challenge of the denial.
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California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger announced
on June 1, 2005, through Executive Order $-3-05, the
following GHG emission reduction targets:

» by 2010, reduce GHG emissicons to 2000 levels;
» by 2020, reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels;

¢ by 2050, reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent
below 1990 levels (CA 2005).

In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted AB
32, the California Global Warming Sclutions Act of
2006 and the Governor signed it into law. AB 32 fo-
cuses on reducing GHG in California. GHG as defined
under AB 32 include: carbon dicoxide, methane, ni-
trous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons,
and sulfur hexafluoride. AB 32 requires the Califor-
nia Alir Resources Boarxrd (CARB), the State agency
charged with regulating statewide air qguality, to
adopt rules and regulations that would achieve
greenhouse gas emissions equivalent to statewide
levels in 1990 by 2020. On or before June 30, 2007,
CARB is required tc publish a list of discrete early
action GHG emission reduction measures that can be
implemented by 2010. AB 32 also requires that by
January 1, 2008, the State Board determine what the
statewide greenhouse gas emissions level was in
1990, and approve a statewide greenhouse gas emis-
sions limit that is equivalent to that level, to be
achieved by 2020.

Califeornia Climate Action Team (CAT) and CARB are
thus working to define a set of actions and associ-
ated regulations that will allow California to meet
the GHG reduction targets established by recent
State law. Individual development projects will be
subject to these strategies once enacted. AB-32 re-
ducticn strategies are not yet formulated by CARB
and are not mandatory until 2010 (in part) to 2012
{in full). Therefore, the proposed project will not
obstruct implementation of AB32. Project glcbal’
warming impacts from this small-scale local project
are therefore less than significant.
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b.
C.

I

Less Than Significant - Air quality standards in
southern California are identified by Dboth the
United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) in the National Ambient Air Quality Stan-
dards (NAA(QS) and the California Alr Resources Board
{CARB) in the California Ambient Air Quality Stan-
dards (CAAQS). The air quality standards of the
following five c¢riteria pollutants relate to devel-
opment projects - ozone (03}, carbon monoxide (CO),
nitrogen dioxide (NO;), sulfur dioxide (S0}, and
particulate matter (PM;g and PM; s). The South Coast
Air Basin (SCAB), in which Beverly Hills lies, is a
designated non-attainment basin for 03, CO, and
particulate matter, meaning the basin has recorded
exceedances of the air gquality standards for these
pollutants in recent years.

The SCAQMD has developed significance thresholds
that correspond to these criteria pollutants. These
thresholds, which are described in Chapter 6 of the
SCAQMD CEQA Handbook (1993), identify the guantity
of daily project emissions the SCAQMD considers to
be a significant air quality impact.

The proposed project would generate short-term air
pollutants from constructicn activities and long-
term air pollutants from vehicle emissions and typi-
cal household emissions (i.e., natural gas combus-

tion). The proposed project’s potential air emis-
sions were calculated using the “URBEMIS 2007 Air
Emissions From Land Development” model (URBEMIS
9.2.2 model).

The following table compares the estimated air qual-
ity emissions of the proposed project as calculated
by the URBEMIS model to the SCAQMD thresholds assum-—
ing a very conservative 15 month construction sched-
ule beginning in March of 2008. A later start date
would not alter the conclusions of the analysis. A
longer construction schedule would reduce daily
construction emissions.
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Project Air Emissions Without Mitigation
SCAQMD Threshold
Comparison Matrix
Area Plus|Project’s |Project’s (Daily Project’s
Opera- Winter Summer Construc [Winter and
tional Area and|Area and|tion Summer
Emission |Opera- Opera- Emission (Maximum
Threshold {tional tional Thresh- (Daily
{max. Emissions |Emissions |old Ceonstruction
lbs/day) (max. {max. (max. Emissions
lbs/day) lbs/day) lbs/day) | (max.
ibs/day)
ROG* 55 18.28 16.7 75 64.65
NOx 55 27.67 23.28 100 28.08
CO 550 184.5 183.05 550 14.81
50, 150 0.14 0.16 150 0.01
PMig 150 26.2 26.21 150 18.02
BM, o 5.20 5.21 4.77
COZ2 14,918.74| 16,343.36 2,371.76

As shown in the table, neither the construction
emissions nor the area and operational emissions of
the propeosed project would be significant air qual-
ity impacts, per the SCAQMD standards. Therefore,
the proposed project would not result in significant
air guality impacts related to the air quality stan-
dards. Further, most of {the emissions are substan-
tially below the SCAQMD thresholds and would be
further reduced as a result of implementation of the
mitigation measures required by the Industrial Area
Specific Plan EIR.

The project as proposed does not exceed any of the
SCAQMD's thresholds of potential significance;
therefore, it 1is not expected to violate any air
quality standard, or contribute substantially to any
alr quality wviolation. Further, the table above
shows that the project impacts are below the SCAQMD
thresholds and therefore will not result in a cumu-
latively considerable net increase of any criteria
pellutant in the South Coast Air Basin.

Less Than Significant - The project would not intro-
duce any new, heavy staticnary air emission sources.
Tc the extent that the basin experiences poor air
quality, the project would expose sensitive recep-
tors to pollutants, but episodes where the one-hour
and eight-hour State carbon monoxide standards are
exceeded are infrequent and are not the result of
the project. As such, sensitive receptors would not
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be exposed to substantial pollutant concentrations
as a result of the project.

Less Than Significant - The project does not propose
or facilitate uses that are significant sources of
objectionable odors.

IV. BICLOGICAL RESOURCES.

O TN o g1

No Impact -~ The project area is a fully developed
urban area, where there are no sizable, subdividable
tracts of land. No significant habitats or migra-
tory wildlife corridors would be directly affected
by the project. (GPUTBR, page 5-1 to b-4). The
project site 1is vacant (see Figure 2) and does not
contain any endangered, threatened, or rare species
or their habitats. Further, the project deoes not
propcose any policy changes that present significant
impacts to endangered, threatened, or rare species
or their habitats.

No Impacts - There are no wetlands present on the
project site as can be seen in Figure 2. The pro-
ject involves no development in a federally pro-
tected wetland and involves no improvements that
would impair or interrupt hydrological £flow into
such a wetland.

No Impact -~ The project will be required to comply
with the City's tree preservation ordinance. How-
ever, the site is currently vacant as seen in Figure
2, and contains no trees that would be subject to
the City’s tree preservation ordinance. There are
no other City policies relevant to bioclogical re-
source impacts that pertain to the project site.

No Impact - The site 1is currently vacant. (See Fig-
ure 2). There are no natural habitats or natural
biological communities in the wvicinity of the pro-
ject. The project is not of such a scope as to have
a significant, wide-ranging effect on the natural
environmental. The project site is not within the
area of any habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan.
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V. CULTURAL RESGCURCES.

The proposed project 1is located within the Industrial
Area Plan area. Regulations for this area were adopted
in 1994 by Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, following completion
of an Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse
Number 89020103). The proposed project remains subject
te the feollowing applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of the Industrial Area Plan EIR:

MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

Historic Resources

HR1 For the two historic resources |Does not apply to
identified with the Specific|the project. No
Plan area (the Payne Building at |historic resources
336 Foothill Road, constructed in|are located on the
1925, and the Beverly Hills Mor- |project site.
tuary at 417 No. Maple Drive) a
historic property report shall be
prepared prior to issuing a per-
mit for alteration or demoli-
tion. The historic property re-
port shall contain a description
of the property's physical char-
acteristics; a history of the
structure discussing construc-

tion, alterations, and use;
blackand-white photographs of
all exterior facades; and an

evaluation of the structure's
historical wvalue.

HRZ Historic property reports shall|Does not apply to

be filed with the Planning De-|the project. No
partment prior to issuing permits | historic resources
for alteration or democlition. are located on the

project site.

a., No Impact - The project site dces not contain any
b. resources which are listed in or determined to be
eligible by the State Historical Resources Commis-
sion for listing in the California Register or His-
torical Resources. Neither the project site nor any
existing development on the site, which is wvacant,
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has been included in a local register of historical
resources. The project site contains no known his-
torical or archeological resource of any architec-
tural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricul-
tural, educational, social, political, wnmilitary, or
cultural significance. If archaeological resources
onnce existed on-site, it is likely that previous
grading, construction, and modern use of the site
have either removed or destroyed them. Conse-
quently, surficial soils on the project site are
anticipated to be devoid of archaeological re-
sources. The project area has experienced substan-
tial change over the last 20 vyears, and project
development, therefore, would not significantly
impact the historic context of any cultural re-
source. Although no impact to archeological re-
sources 1s anticipated, the following will be in-
cluded as a standard condition of project approval:

Condition of Approval - If archaeological resources are encoun-
tered during proiect construction, all
construction activities shall halt un-
til an archeologist certified by the
Society of Professional Architects ex-
amines the site, identifies the ar-
chaeological significance of the find,
and recommends a course of action. T
the archeological resource 1s deter-
mined to be a unique archeological re-
source, options for avoidance or pres-
ervation in place shall be evaluated
and implemented 1if feasible. In the
event that avoldance c¢r preservation in
place is infeasible and the archaeolo-
gist determines that the potential for
significant impacts to such resources
exists, a data recovery program shall
be expeditiously conducted. Construc-
tion in the wvicinity of the find shall
net resume until the site archaeologist
states in writing that the proposed
construction activities will not damage
significant archaeological rescurces.

c¢. No Impact - The project site is located in a devel-
oped setting, 1t is currently wvacant and has been
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VI.

subject to earth movement. It is relatively £flat
and does not contain any unique natural geclogic
features or any 1identified paleontological re-

sources.
d. No Impact - There are no known human remains on the
site. The project site 1s not part of a formal

cemetery and is not known to have been used for dis-
posal of historic or prehistoric human remains.
Thus, human remains are not expected to be encoun-
tered during construction of the proposed project.
In the unlikely event that human remains are encoun-
tered during project construction, State Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires the project to
halt until the County Ccroner has made the necessary
findings as to the origin and disposition of the re-
mains pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
5097.98. Compliance with these regulations wculd en-
sure the proposed project would not impact human re-
mains.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS.

The proposed project is located within the Industrial
Area Plan area. Regulations for this area were adopted
in 1994 by Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, following completion
of an Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse
Number 89020103). The proposed project remains subject
to the following applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of the Industrial Area Plan EIR:

MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

Geology

Gl Specific proposals for projects|Excavation over

which involve excavation of over | feet in depth is not
50 feet in depth should include | proposed, therefore
provisions for the control of]this requirement

groundwater during construction. |does not apply.
Such measures shall include
pumping/ dewatering systems, in-
stallation of barriers to ground-
water (i.e., plastic sleeve) or
other measures deemed appropri-
ate by the City bDepartment of
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED RBY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR
Mitigation Status/Applicability

Geology
Building and Safety, Metropoli-
tan Water District and other ap-
plicable agencies. Implementa-
tion of these measures 1s ex-
pected to preclude significant
impacts to groundwater resources.

G2 Drawdown of the water table |[Does not apply to

should be performed by using |the project. The
wells. The location and pumping |project does not
of wells should be conducted by | include any wells.
a certified groundwater hy-
drologist. These individuals
should evaluate the potential
subsidence of the site due to
drawdown of groundwater, and
the wviability of long-term op-
erations of such a pumping sys-
tem.

G3 Underground elements of sub- |Site-specific geoc-
structures should be designed | technical concerns
for increased lateral pressure |will be addressed in
and uplift pressure caused by li- | the Geotechnical
quefaction. Report regquired by

project Mitigation
VI.

a. Seismic hazards.

i. Less Than Significant With Mitigation - There
are no¢ Alquist-Priolo mapped faults in Bev-
erly Hills. Table 6.2.2 from the GPUTBR
lists the active and potentially active
faults in the wvicinity of Beverly Hills, and

is provided below:
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Active Faults

Potentially Active Faults

Santa Monica 0 6.6 Overland 27 6.0
Hollywood 1.3 6.4 Charnock 4.0 6.5
Newport-Inglewood 2 6.9 MacArthur Park 4.5 57
?h"::g"’“"“” Alamitos 7 6.8 Coyote Pass 10.5 67
Northridge Thrust 7 6.9 Northridge Hills 15 6.6
Maliby Coast 8.6 6.7 Santa Susana 18 6.6
Anacopa-Dume 8.6 7.3 Norwalk 20* 6.7
Raymond 14 6.5 Los Alamitos 22 6.2
Verdugo 10.5 &7 Buarte 23 6.7
Elysian Park Thrust 10.5 67 Clamshell-Sawpit 23 6.5
Palos Verdes 18 7.1 San Jose 30 6.5
San Fernando 14 &7 Hollister 33 4.5
Sierra Madre 19 7.0 Indian Hill 36 6.6
San Gabriel 15 7.0 Chino-Centrel 38 67
Whittler 23 6.8 Santa Cruz Island &5 6.8
Simi-Santa Rosa 24 6.7

Qak Ridge 28 6.9

San Cayetano 33 6.8

?;onu$2f;e;:gment) 36 7.4

Cucamonga 40 7.0

Simre G |1y | o

San Jacinto

{San Bernardino 53 67

Segment) (Active}

SOURCE: CDMG, cited In Beverly Hills, 1996

* Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, Fault Activity Map of California and Adjscent

Areas, 1994,

¢ Farthquake potential is commenly described in terms of the maximum credible and maximum probable
earthquake along a particular fault. Maximum credible earthquake {MCE] refers to the seismic event of

largest Richter magnitude possibly occurring under the currently understood tectonic framework. The maximum
probable eorthquake [MPE) describes that earthquake likely to occur during a given time perlod fi.e., 50 or

100 yeors), and is regarded as o probable occurrence, not an assured event. Magnitude estimates for
maximum probable earthquakes are generally less than estimates of maximum ¢redible earthquokes,

b In 1935, Charles Richter of the California Institute of Technalogy developed a system for measuring

earthquake size bosed on selsmograph records. The Richter mognitude, often called the local magnitude,

refates the amplitude of the waves recorded to the energy released by the earthquake. The Richter scale is

logarithmic, meaning that each whole number increase on the scale represents a ten-fold increase in the
amplitude of the selsmic waves, and o 30-fold increase In the amount of energy refeased. See Harden

(1998},
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There is no substantial evidence of any earth-
quake fault on or close to (within two miles

of} the project site. Therefore, there does
not appear to be any significant potential for
on-site surface rupture. Regardless, the pro-

posed project is required to comply with the
California Bullding Code that
regulations for structures in potentially haz-
ardous areas, 1in order to withstand
caused from localized earthquake
Specifically, the City will regquire as a stan-
dard condition of approval (repeated herein as
a mitigation measure) that a geotechnical re-
port be prepared for the project by a licensed
geologist, under the direction of the City of
Beverly Hills. As part of this condition,
City reguires that the report concliusively de-
termine whether any geologic fault transverses
the project site and that the report be re-
viewed and approved by the City Department of
Building and Safety prior to issuance of any

grading or building permits.

establishes

impacts
activity.

Should a fault

be identified, then the report will
appropriate remediation measures to be imple-

mented with the approval of

specify

construction

Building and Safety. Project
would only occur if remediaticon measures sat-
isfy the requirements of the State Division of
Mines and Geoleogy and the proiect can be con-
structed in a manner which complies with seis-
mic safety-based building code

As explained in the GPUTBR:

requirements.

The state of California provides a
minimum standard for building de-
sign through the California Build-
ing Code (CBC). The CBC is based on
the UBC, with amendments for Cali-

fornia conditions.

Chapter 23 of the CBC contains spe=-
cific requirements for
safety. Chapter 29 0f the CBC regu-
lates excavation, foundations,
retaining walls. Chapter 33 of the

CBC contains specific

selsmic

requirements

pertaining to site demolition,
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vation, and construction to protect
people and property from hazards as-
gsociated with excavation cave-ins
and falling debris or construction
materials. Chapter 70 of the CBC
regulates grading activities, in-
cluding drainage and erosion con-
trol. Construction activities are
subject to occupational safety stan-
dards for excavation, shoring and
trenching as specified in Cal- OSHA
regulations (Title 8 of the Califor-
nia Code of Regulations ([CCR]) and
in Section A33 of the CBC.

Chapter 16A, Division IV of the
California Building Code ({(CBC), en-
titled "Earthguake Design," states
that the "purpose of the earth-
quake provisions herein is primar-
ily to safeguard against major
structural failures or loss of
life.”"™ The CBC and Uniform Building
Code (UBC) regulates the design and
construction of excavations, foun-
dations, building frames, retaining
walls, and other building elements
to mitigate the effects of seismic
shaking and adverse so0il condi-
tions. The procedures and limita-
tions for the design of structures
are based on site characteristics,

occupancy type, configuration,
structural system, height, and seis-
mic zoning. Seismic ZONEeSs are

mapped areas (Figure 16A-2 of the
CBC and Figure 16-2 of the UBC) that
are based on proximity to known ac-
tive faults and the potential for
future earthquakes and intensity
of seismic shaking.

The City has adopted the most recent Califor-
nia Building Code and requires project compli-
ance with this code. Therefore, the proposed
project subkject to the below described mitiga-
would not expose people or structures
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to potential adverse effects from the rupture
of a known earthguake fault and would cause no
assoclated impacts.

Mitigation VI - A geotechnical report shall be prepared for
the project by a licensed geologist, under the
direction of the City of Beverly Hills. The
report shall determine 'whether any geologic
fault transverses the project site, the poten-
tial for expansive scils, or other geclogic
conditions requiring remediation. The report
shall be reviewed and approved by the City De-
partment of Bullding and Safety prior to issu-
ance of any grading or building permits.
Sheould a fault, expansive scils or other con-
ditions requiring remediation be identified,
then the report shall specify appropriate
remediation measures to be implemented with
the approval of the Dept. of Building and
Safety. Project construction shall only be
allowed to occur if remediation measures sat-
isfy the requiremenits of the State Division of
Mines and Geolegy and the project can be con-
structed in a manner which complies with geo-
technical safety-based building code regquire-

ments.

ii. Less Than Significant - Southern California is
a seismically active region and prone to
earthquakes, which may result in hazardous

conditions to people within the ragion.
Earthquakes and ground motion can affect a
wide~spread area. Nineteen individual faults
or fault zones are located within 50 miles of
the area, including the three local faults,
are capable of generating earthquakes of Rich-
ter magnitude 6.25 to 8.5 (City of Beverly
Hills Industrial Area Plan Draft EIR 1990).
The potential severity of ground shaking de-
pends on many factors, including the distance
from the originating fault, the earthquake
magnitude and the nature o0f the earth materi-
als beneath the site. The most serious im-—
pacts associated with ground shaking would oc-
cur 1if the structures were not properly con=-
structed according to seismic engineering
standards. As discussed under VI(a) (i), the
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City requires, as a standard condition of ap-
proval, that proposed buildings and structures
adhere to the applicable building codes
undergo engineering checks in compliance with
State and City standards, otherwise grading

and building permits will

These necessary compliance strategies are de-
signed to ensure that impacts are less than
significant. See Mitigaiion Measure VI above.

iii. L.ess Than Significant Impact

evidence of potential seismic-related ground
failure on the site. The Division of Mines
and Geolegy’s determination of areas contain-
ing soils susceptible to liquefaction begins
with evaluation of geologic maps and histori-
cal occurrences, cross-sections,
test data, geomorpholegy, and ground-water hy-
drology. Scil properties and soil conditions
such as type, age, texture, color,
tency, along with historical depths to ground
water are used to identify, characterize,

correlate susceptible soils.

geotechnical

and consis-

The project site

is located in an area with a groundwater depth
of 20 feet or greater. (See reference 3).
indicated by the project plans,
up to 5-feet may be required and proposed pro-
ject footings will be 2-feet below the lowest

adjacent grade. Therefore,

excavation of

construction

not anticipated to encroach into groundwater.
(See reference 14). The site is not located
in any mapped liquefaction area
Hazards Mapping Act, Chapter 7.8 of Division 2
of the California Public Resources Code),

shown in Figure 4. Therefore,

(1990 Seismic

the project is

not expected to have any potentially signifi-
cant, adverse impact from seismic ground fail-

ure.

iv. Less Than Significant Impact - The site is lo-
cated in level terrain and is no evidence of
potential landslides con the site.
not located in any mapped landslide area

Seismic Hazards Mapping Act,

The site is

Chapter

Division 2 of the California Public Resources

Code), as shown in Figure 4

(from reference

3). Therefore, the project is not expected to
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have any potentially significant, adverse im-
pact from landslides.

Less Than Significant Impact - The project site is
essentially flat, there are no water features or
drainage channels present on the project site which
is located in a developed area. Currently and dur-
ing construction of the proposed project, the soils
on—-site will be exposed, and thus subject to ero-
sion. However, since the project site is small,
currently wvacant, and located in a developed urban
area. The project 1is therefore anticipated to re-
sult in a limited, less than significant, change in
s0ll erosion during construction. Furthermore, the
project is required to comply with existing regula-
tions that reduce ercosion potential. The proposed
project 1is required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 403,
which would reduce the potential for wind erosion.
Similarly, water erosion during construction would
be substantially reduced through mandatory compli-
ance with existing National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) requirements. As further
detailed in Section VIII of this report, NPDES re-
quires the construction of the project to incorpo-
rate Best Management Practices (BMPs) to reduce ero-
sion and prevent eroded soils from washing offsite.
Thus, the limited potential to increase erosion dur-
ing any construction activity would be effectively
mitigated through the required compliance activi-
ties. Operation of the proposed project would
ftherefore not cause significant wind or water ero-
sion or the loss of topsoil.

Less Than Significant - Soil characteristics will be
addressed in the Geotechnical Report required as
Mitigation Measure VI. The project site is a flat

parcel that is neot located on a cliff, mountainside,
bluff, or other geographic £feature with stability

concerns. The site and vicinity are not susceptible
to landslide, subsidence, or collapse. (See Figure
4). Therefore, the proposed project would not cause

impacts related to unstable geologic units or socils.
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Figure 4 — Seismic Hazards
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Less Than Significant - According to the Seismic Ha-

zards Report for Beverly Hills (reference 3), the
project site is in an area characterized by Qyal
soils. This is a younger Quaternary alluvial de-
posit. According to the report: “The younger Qua=-

ternary &alluvial deposits can be differentiated by
their geomorphic relationships and have been mapped
as Qva, 0Qval or Qva2. In the subsurface, based on
the geotechnical parameters, it is not possible to
distinguish among the generations on an alluvial
fan. For liquefaction susceptibility these units are
placed 1in the same group. Borehole logs describe
soil characteristics of alluvium fan deposits in the
cities of Beverly Hills and West Hollywocd area as
alternating beds of clay, silt, and fine- to medium-
grained sand. Gravel is abundant in many layers.
Compactness of sand layers range from loose to mod-
erately dense as indicated by both lithologic de-
scriptions and penetration tests performed during
drilling. The thickness of this unit in this area
ranges from zero to more than 20 feet.”  Expansive
soils are typically very fine grained (i.e. clay)
and can expand from small fractions to multiples of
their wvolume, depending on their clay mineralogy.
As previously explained in VI(a) (i)}, the City will
reguire as a standard condition of approval (in-
cluded herein as Mitigation VI) that a geotechnical
report be prepared for the project by a licensed ge-
ologist, and reviewed by the City of Beverly Hills.
As part of this condition, the City requires that
the report address soil conditions and that the re-
port be reviewed and approved by the City Department
of Building and Safety prior to dissuance of any
grading or building permits. Should expansive or
other soil stability issues be identified, the re-
port shall specify apprcpriate remediation measures
to be implemented with the approval of the Dept. of
Building and Safety. Project construction would
only occur if remediation measures satisfy the re-
quirements of the State Division of Mines and Geol-
ogy and the project can be constructed in a manner
which complies with seismic safety and soil stabil-
ity-based building code requirements. Impacts are
therefore anticipated to be less than significant.
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VIT.

e. No Impact - The project will connect to the existing
public sewer system. Therefore, soil suitability
for septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems is not applicable in this case, and the pro-
posed project would have no associated impacts.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

The proposed project 1is located within the Industrial
Area Plan area. Regulations for the area were adopted
in 1994 by Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, feollowing completion
of an Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse
Number 8%020103). The proposed project remains subject
to the following applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of the Industrial Area Plan EIR:

MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

Hazardous Materials

H1 If asbestcs is found in Indus- |Does not apply

trial Area buildings, asbkbestos|the project. Pro-
removal shall occur in accor-|ject site 1is cur-

dance with applicable laws and|rently vacant.
regulations and under permit by
the SCAQMD and the Beverly Hills
Fire Department.

He Adherence to guidelines, c¢on— |Does not apply to

tamination thresholds, and | the project.

remediation practices defined|LUFTS are located on

in the California Department of | the project site.
Health Services' (DHS) Leaking
Underground Fuel Tanks (LUFT)
Manual should be maintained.

a. Less Than Significant - The project does not involve

the use or storage of hazardous substances other than
the small amounts of pesticides, fertilizers and
cleaning agents required for normal maintenance of
the structure and landscaping. The project must ad-
here to applicable =zoning and fire regulations re-
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VIIT.

garding the use and storage of any hazardous sub-
stances.

No Impact - The project is not intended to facili-
tate any activity involving significant use, trans-
port, or disposal of hazardous substances, thus no
impact will result.

No Impact - The project site is not on the State's
Harzardous Waste and Substances Sites List or on the
US EPA’s list and has no known history of use in-
volving hazardous materials.

Ne Impact - The project is not located in an area
governed by an Airport Land Use Plan or in the wvi-
cinity of a private airstrip or airport.

Less Than Significant - The project is located on a
standard parcel with street access that poses no
physical or operational barriers to emergency plans.

No Impact -~ The wvicinity of the project site is
highly developed with urban uses, thus, there are no
significant areas of flammable brush, grass, or
trees in the vicinity of the project site.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.

a.

Less Than Significant - Section 303 of the federal
Clean Water Act reguires states to develop water
quality standards to protect the beneficial uses of
receiving waters. In accordance with California’s
Porter/Cologne Act, the Regional Water Quality Con-
trol Boards (RWQCBs) of the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) are required to develop water
quality objectives that ensure each RHQCB regicon
meets the reguirements of Section 303 of the Clean
Water Act.

Beverly Hills is within the jurisdiction of the Los
Angeles RWQCB. The Los Angeles RWQCE adopted water
quality objectives in its Stormwater Quality Manage-

ment Plan (SQMP). This SQMP is designed to ensure
stormwater achieves compliance with receiving water
limitations. Thus, stormwater generated by a devel-

opment that complies with the SQMP does not exceed
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the limitations of receiving waters, and thus does
not exceed water quality standards.

Compliance with the SQMP is ensured by Section 402 of
the Clean Water Act, which is known as the Natiocnal
Poilutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). Un-
der this section, municipalities are reguired to ob-
tain permits for the water pollution generated by
stormwater in their jurisdiction. These permits are
known as Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4)
permits. Los Angeles County and 85 incorporated Cit-
ies therein, including the City of Beverly Hills, ob-
tained an MS4 (Permit # 01-182) from the Los Angeles
RWOQCB, most recently in 2001. Under this MS4, each
permitted municipality is required to implement the
SOMP.

None of the proposed project’s uses are point source
generators of water pollutants, and thus, no guanti-
fiable water quality standards apply to the project.
A point source generator is a municipal or industrial
discharge at a specific location or pipe. A non-
point source 1is diffuse runoff of water from land
uses. As an urban development, the proposed project
would add typical, urban, nonpoint-source pollutants
to storm water runcff. hs discussed, these polliut-
ants are permitted by the County-wide MS4 permit, and
would not exceed any receiving water limitations.

The proposed project would be required to comply with
all applicable federal, state and regional regula-
tions to protect water quality during construction,
as well as during the life of the project. In addi-
tion, the project would comply with City Wastewater
Crdinance (Number 05-0-2478) restricting waste and
discharge limits. Since the precject site covers an
area less than one acre, a Stormwater Polution Pre-
vention Program (SWPPP) is not strictly required.
Compliance with mandatory reguirements will ensure
that impacts are less than significant. The project
is subject to the following mandatory requirements:

Condition of Approval - A drainage plan shail be prepared for

the project and shall be reviewed and
approved by the City Department of
Building and Safety prior to approval
of project plan. The drainage plan
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shall identify storm water runcff wvol-
umes for the entire site and shall
identify the capacity of local storm
sewers. The drainage plan shall provide
the necessary detention and conveyance
infrastructure tc ensure that the ex-
isting storm sewer capacity would not
be exceeded during a design flood.

Condition of Approval - Prior to the issuance of a grading

permit by the City, a Water Quality
Management Plan shall be prepared for
the project and reviewed and approved
by the City Department of Building and
Safety. The WQMP shall identify the
site design, source control and treat-
ment control BMPs that will be imple-
mented on the site to contrel predict-
able pcllutant runoff.

The project involves no significant discharges beyond
wastewater associated with ordinary human occupation
of the facility, and the project will comply with all
discharge requirements of State and Federal agencies.
Impacts are therefore anticipated to be less than
significant.

Less Than Significant - The project would not in-
stall any groundwater wells, and would not otherwise
directly withdraw any groundwater. In additiocn,

there are nc known aquifer conditions at the project
site or in the surrounding area, which could be in-
tercepted by excavation or develcopment of the pro-
ject. The project does not include any subterranean
or excavation below the groundwater level. There-
fore, the proposed project would not physically in-
terfere with any groundwater supplies. The proposed
project would alter the drainage of the site by add-
ing impermeable surfaces; however, the proposed pro-
ject would maintain the site’s outflow into the sup-
porting storm drain system. Therefore, the proposed
project would not substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge, and the project would have no related sig-
nificant impacts.
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T a0

f.

The proposed project may result in minimal changes
in absorption rates, drainage patterns or the rate

and amount of surface runoff. Implementation of the
proposed project will result in a minimal increase
in the amount of paved surfaces to the area. Over-

all, any change in groundwater recharge rates re-—
sulting from the project would be less than signifi-
cant, given the small size ©of the project site and
prior development on the site.

., No Impact - There is no stream or river located on
., or near the project site. The project site does not

include any discernable drainage courses. The pro-
ject would, however, alter the drainage of the site
by installing an engineered drainage system. The
proposed drainage plan does not include the chan-
nelization of any drainage courses and would not
focus surface water flows into areas of exposed
soil. The project will be designed to make use of
existing storm drain facilities which are adequate
to accommcdate flows from the project site and avoid
project-induced flooding. The on-site drainage sys-—
tem, 1in accordance with the NPDES requirements dis-
cussed above in Section VIII(a), is alsc required to
include Best Management Practices (BMPs) to reduce
erosion and siltation to the maximum extent practi-
cable. Therefore, with the application of standard
engineering practices, existing NPDES reguirements,
and City standards, the project would not result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site,
and the project would have no related significant
impacts. Changes in drainage would not be substan-
tial enocugh to significantly <change siltation or
increase erosion. No significant impacts are an-
ticipated.

Less Than Significant - See discussion under VIII{a)
above. The proposed project will not alter the water
sources on the site and the surrounding area. No de-
watering of the project site during either construc-
tion or operation is anticipated, since the proposed
precject does not include any subterranean parking or
other subterranean uses. The proposed development will
not be a point-source generator of water pollutants.
The project, however, also has the potential to gener-
ate short-term water pollutants during construction,
including sediment, trash, construction materials, and
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equipment fliuids. The Countywide MS4 permit requires
construction sites to implement BMPs to reduce the po-
tential for construction-induced water pollutant im-
pacts, as detailed more fully under VIII(a) above.
These BMPs include methods to prevent contaminated
construction site stormwater from entering the drain-
age system and preventing construction—-induced con-
taminates from entering the drainage system. The M54
identifies the following minimum requirements for con-
struction sites in Los Angeles County:

1. Sediments generated on the project site shall be
retained wusing adequate Treatment Control or
Structural BMPs;

2. Construction-related materials, wastes, spills or
residues shall be retained at the project site to
avoid discharge to streets, drainage facilities,
recelving waters, or adjacent properties by wind
or runoff;

3. Non-storm water runoff from equipment and vehicle
washing and any other activity shall be contained
at the project site; and

4., BExrosion from slopes and channels shall be con-
trolled by implementing an effective combination
of BMPs (as approved in Regional Board Resclution
No. 99-03), such as the limiting of grading sche-
duled during the wet season; inspecting graded
areas during rain events; planting and mainten-
ance of wvegetation on slopes; and covering ero-
sion susceptible slopes.

Complying with the existing MS4’s construction site
reguirements will ensure that future construction
activity on the project site would not significantly
impact water quality.

g. No Impact - The project does not include housing.
h. WNo Impact - As shown in Figure 6.3-1 in the GPUTBR,
the project site is not within a flood hazard area.

The proposed project will have no effect on flood
hazard areas north and east of the project site.
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i.,
7.

Ne Impact - The project will not increase ncor create
naw potential for exposure to problems associated
with water related hazards such as flooding, seiche,

tsunami, or mudflows. The project site is outside
the area that would be affected by a failure of the
City’'s Greystone Reservoir (GPUTBR at 6-18). The

project site is also outside the area that would be
affected by a failure of the Lower Franklin Canyon
Dam. (GPUTBR at 6-29)

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING.

&.

No Impact - The project is not of sufficient scale
Lo pose a physical barrier to the community and is
located on an existing lot served by an existing
street network. The proposed project therefore does
contain any design elements that would constitute a
physical barrier which would divide a community.
Further, the project site 1s located in an area
which has evolved over time, but is not considered
an established community in the context of this dis-
cussion. The project area, once reserved for “in-
dustrial” uses, is now developed with a mix of mu-
nicipal, utility and commercial uses and the pro-
posed office building would be consistent with these
existing uses.

Less Than Significant - The proposed project is clas-
sified within the P-S Public Service zone and desig=
nated for Low Density General Commercial and Munici-
pal Uses in the Land Use Element of the City’s Gen-
eral Plan.The proposed project does not precisely
comply with the height and setback requirements for
the P-S zone and the height limitation identified on
the Land Use Element Plan Map. However, these devia-
tions would not result in any physical environmental
impacts.

Zoning regulations and the Land Use Plan Map place a
453 foot height restriction on the project site.
(BHMC: 10-3-2006; Land Use Element Page 5 Map 1). The
proposed project would be 60 feet in height . How-
ever, this height would not result in any significant
visual or aesthetic impacts, and as detailed in the
remainder of this Mitigated Negative Declaration (see
discussion under Aesthetic in I, above), the project
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as proposed would not result in any significant un-
mitigated impacts. Visually the 60 foot height, al-
though slightly higher, would be compatible with the
45-foot in height uses along 3" Street as well as
those along Burton Way in the project vicinity, which
includes a number of four story buildings. The eight
story l’Hermitage Hotel is located just east of the
corner of Burton Way and Foothill Road.

The proposed project does not comply with the setback
requirements established by the zoning district.

(BHMC Section 10-3-2008 and 10-3-2010). A fifty-foot
by fifty-foot setback is required at the northwest
corner of Foothill Road and 3" Street. This results

in a setback area of approximately 2,500 sguare feet.
As proposed, an approximate 1,700 sqguare foot area
will be provided. In addition, a minimum 20-fcot
building setback from Foothill Road is required. At
the ground floor, a variable 20 to 31-foot setback is
proposed. However, above the ground floor, an exter-
nal catwalk is proposed that would be set back ap-
proximately 19-feet from property line abutting Foot-
hill Rcoad, one foot less than required. In addition,
a small portion of the building (approximately 16
feet of the building’s 219 foot frontage along Foot-
hill Rcad) above the main entrance would be set back
approximately 13 feet. However, proposed project
setbacks are not inconsistent with existing develop-
ment in the Plan area.

As indicated above, no environmental impacts are an-
ticipated as a result c¢f project’s proposed heights
or setbacks although they do not strictly comply with
the development regulations established by the zoning
ordinance. The project is a municipal project pro-
posed by the City of Beverly Hills. As such, zoning
regulations are not meant to apply to this project as
they would to private development. (BHMC Secticon 1-
1-13) .

Although the project’s height exceeds the 45-foot
height identified on the Land Use Map, the project is
compatible with and will further the objectives and
policies of the City’s Land Use Element of the Gen-
eral Plan. Specifically, the primary Land Use Ele-
ment peolicies that directly apply to the proposed
project are as follows:
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The general land use pattern of Beverly Hills
should remain as it now 1iIs.

Establishment of the propesed commercial office
building would be consistent with the existing
built environment and the Land Use Designation of
Low Density General Commercial and Municipal
Uses. The building is being proposed by the City
of Beverly Hills and would provide area to house
the City’s cable TV operation, future City office
expansion space and general office lease space to
produce revenue to augment the City’s general
fund. Existing uses in the area consist of a mix
of municipal, utility and commercial uses and the
proposed project would not disrupt the existing
land use pattern in this area.

A major problem raised by the Land Use Element 1is
to resolve transitional conflicts which occur be-
tween abrupt changes in land use or intensity of
use within Beverly Hills or between Beverly Hills
and neighboring jurisdictions.

The proposed municipal project would establish a
new commercial office building in an area that is
developed with compatible land uses. A new mu-
nicipal office building of comparable size was
constructed adjacent to the project site in 2002.
Portions of this project are immediately proposed
to be utilized by the City’'s Cable TV Studio and
would provide the City with additional office
space for future needs. The Hilton Corporate
Eeadquarters and other offices are located adja-
cent to the project site, therefore, establish-
ment of the project would not result in an abrupt
change in land use or transitional conflict.

The underlying objective of the Land Use Element
is to maintain and enhance those gualities which
contribute to the long-term stability and desir-
ability of residential and non residential areas
of Beverly Hills.

The establishment of this municipal project will
provide office space for existing and future City
office needs. Customer service and responsive-
ness to both residents and businesses located
within the City are gualities that contribute to
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the stability and desirability of the City. Pro-
viding appropriate and adequate office space to
house employees which provide this service will
further this objective.

A "“Plan Area” should be designated in the Indus-
trial Area. This area should have development
standards which encourage public open space and
encourage corporate headguarters uses, general
office uses, and service commercial uses to the
extent that those uses are designed to be com-
patible with the City’s municipal service uses
and the public utility uses in the area.

This municipal project 1s consistent with the
general office use contemplated by this policy
and has been designed to ke compatible with the
City’s municipal service uses in the area. A
portion of the building will be utilized for mu-
nicipal uses consistent with the newly con-
structed Public Works office abutting the project
at 345 Foothill Road.Therefore, on balance, the
project is consistent with the City’s General
Plan and, as indicated above, no environmental
impacts are anticipated from the building’s pro-
posed 60-foot height. c¢. No Impact - There are no
habitat conservation plan or community conserva-
tion plan areas in the City of Beverly Hills,
thus no such plans apply to the project site.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES.

a.
b.

I

No Impact - WNo mineral resource of wvalue to the
region and the residents of the State are known to
be within the project area other than petroleum, and
the project proposes no policies that would have any
effect on the petroleum rescurces located in the

vicinity. Petroleum exploration of the site is not
planned. Petroleum extraction on the site is not
currently feasible. The project involves no site

designated for resource recovery.
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XI.NOISE.

(ORI

-r

-7

Less Than Significant- As shown in Figure 6.9-2 of
the GPUTBR, noise levels along 3™ Street are in the
60 CNEL range. Noise levels along Foothill Road in
the project vicinity are below 60 CNEL.

The City of Beverly Hills noise policy is to achieve
a 65 dB CNEL exterior noise level at any usable
exterior space in neise-sensitive development.
Usable space is any outdoor recreation environment
such as vard, patio, etc. For commercial uses such
as a retail or office, there are normally no exte-
rior noise sensitive uses unless there is outdoor
dining or some sort of other outdoor public assem-
bly. The proposed project includes outdoor restau=-
rant seating. Noise levels 1in the project wvicinity
would be acceptable for the introduction of noise-
sensitive development. Furthermore, the proposed
restaurant use would be located at the north edge of
the project. It would thus be screened from 3*
Street noise by the building. Noise levels along
Foothill Road in the project wvicinity are below &0
CNEL, consistent with the City’s exterior noise
standard. The existing noise envircnment would
result in a less than significant impact on proposed
project exterior uses.

Interior noise standards are the appropriate noise
evaluation criterion for commercial and office uses.
Noise levels of 50 dB CNEL are considered an accept-

able interior exposure standard. Structural at-
tenuation for office/commercial buildings  with
closed doors/windows 1is 20-25 dB. Exterior noise

levels of 70-75 dB CNEL can therefore easily be
accommodated while still meeting interior noise
standards. The existing noise environment would
therefore result in a less than significant impact
on proposed project interior uses.

There could be some high levels of noise generated
by the project during construction, but construction
noise 1is temporary and 1s restricted by City to
during the times of day when residential areas are
least sensitive. The City has not adopted any con-
struction noise thresholds. However, Section 5=1-
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206 of the City Municipal Code, which is intended to
restrict typical short-term construction noise im-
pacts to generally acceptable levels and to prohibit
construction noise generation which would disturb
evening and nighttime residential uses, restricts
construction noise as follows:

A, No person shall engage in construction,
maintenance or repair work which requires a
city permit between the hours of six o'clock
(6:00) P.M. and eight o'clock (8:00) A,M. of
any day, or at any time on a Sunday or pub-
lic holiday unless such person has been is-
sued an after hours construction permit is-
sued pursuant to subsection C of this sec-
tion. In addition, no person shall engage in
such work within a residential =zone, or
within five hundred feet (500') of a resi-
dential zone, at any time on a Saturday un-
less such person has been issued an after
hours construction permit issued pursuant to
subsection C of this section.

Implementation of the Proposed Project would regquire
the use of heavy equipment for site grading, paving,
and building fabrication. Construction activities
would also involve the use of smaller power tools,
generators, and other sources of noise. During each
stage of construction there would be a different mix
of equipment operating, and noise levels would vary
based on the amcunt of equipment in operation and
the location of the activity.

The EPA has compiled data regarding the noise
generating characteristics of specific types of
construction egquipment and typical construction
activities. These data are presented in two tables
which follow: Noise Ranges of Typical Construction
Egquipment and Typical Outdecor Construction Noise
Levels.
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Noise Ranges of

Typical Construction Equipment

Equipment Noise Levels in
dBA L., at 50 Feet
a

Front Loader 73 to 86
Trucks 82 to 95
Cranes (moveable) 75 to 88
Cranes (derrick) 86 Lo 89
Vibrator 68 to 82
Saws 72 to 82
Pneumatic Impact 83 to 88
Equipment

Jackhammers 81 to 928
Pumps 68 to 72
Generators 71 to 83
Compressors 75 to 87
Concrete Mixers 75 to 88
Concrete Pumps 81 to 85
Back Hoce 73 to 95
Pile Driving ({peaks) 95 to 107
Tractor 77 to 98
Scraper/Grader 80 to 93
Paver 85 to 88

SOURCE: U.S5. EPA 1971

* Machinery equipped with noise control
devices or other noise-reducing design
features does not generate the same
level of noise emissions as that shown
in this table.
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Typical Outdoor Construction Noise Levels

Noise Levels at
Noise Levels at 50 Feet with

Construction Phase 50 Feet (dBA L.g) | Mufflers (dBA L.g)
Ground Clearing 84 82
Excavatlon, Grad- 89 86
ing
Foundations 78 77
Structural 85 83
Finishing 89 86

SOURCE: U.S5. EPA 1971

Uses 1in the wvicinity of the proposed project are
primarily municipal uses: the existing Public Works
Building is located just north of the procject site;
an Edison substation is south of the project site on
the southwest corner of Foothill Road and 3"® Street;
the Federal Employees Credit Union is located on the
southeast corner of Foothill Road and 3" Street;
east of the project site, across Foothill Road from
the project site is the City’'s yard and the closed
Payne Furnace and Supply Company building; and addi-
tional yard uses are located northeast of the pro-
ject site. These are not considered sensitive noise
receptors.

The noise that would be experienced by sensitive
uses due to implementation of the proposed project
is determined at their property lines. Residential
uses, including the L'’Ermitage Hotel are located at
least 275 feet from the project boundaries. Noise
levels from a particular source decline as distance
to the receptor increases. Noise levels diminish
rapidly with distance from the construction site at
a rate of approximately 6 dBA per doubling of dis-
tance. For example, a ncise level of 86 dBA measured
at 50 feet from the noise source to thes receptor
would reduce to 80 dBA at 100 feet from the scurce
to the receptor, and reduce by another & dBA to 74
dBA at 200 feet from the source to the receptor.
Cther facters, such as the weather and reflecting or
shielding, also help intensify or reduce the noise
level at any given location. Noise levels may also
be reduced by intervening structures; generally, a
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single row of buildings between the receptor and the
noise source reduces the noise level by about 5 dBA,
while a solid wall or berm reduces noise levels by 5
to 10 dBA. The 1‘’Ermitage Hotel and other residen-
tial uses in the area are screened from the project
site by existing intervening buildings which would
screen these sensitive uses from project construc-
tion ncise. In addition, the manner in which older
homes in California were constructed generally pro-
vides a reduction of exterior-to-interior noise
levels of about 20 to 25 dBA with closed windows.
The exterior-to-interior reduction of newer residen-
tial wunits is generally 30 dBA or more. Given the
distance of sensitive receptors from the project
site, the presence of intervening buildings, the
exterior-to-interior reduction achieved by residen-
tial buildings, and Municipal Code construction time
limitations, construction noise impacts on sensitive
receptors 1is anticipated to be less than signifi-
cant.

There are no established vibration standards in the
City oif Beverly Hills. Regardless, the proposad
project at the specified location would neither
generate, nor expose people tc excessive groundborne
vibrations or groundborne noise levels. Construc-
tion of the project may temporarily generate vibra-
tions. However, the proposed project does not in-
volve construction practices that are typically
associated with vibrations, such as pile driving and
large-scale demclition. Therefeore, the proposed
project would not cause significant vibration im-
pacts.

Project construction will be subject to the City’s
noise ordinance which is designed to reduce the
noise effects of project construction to acceptable
levels and times of day. Project generated opera-
tion noise, given the existing noise environment
would not expose persons in the area to levels ex-
ceeding established standards.

Less Than Significant - The proposed project con-
sists of development of a 72,449 gsf of-
fice/commercial building. The project will gener-
ate trips that may increase traffic noise levels in
the surrounding roadway areas. However, the exist-
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ing roadways surrounding the project site create
substantial amounts of noise, and the increases in
traffic volumes that would be caused by the proposed
project are small in relation to existing volumes as
detailed in the Traffic Report contained in Appendix
i This small percentage increase in roadway vol-
umes would not cause a noticeable increase in road-
way noise as generally a doubling in roadway traffic
volume is required to result in a noticeable in-

crease in traffic noise. This i1s because noise 1is
measured on a logarithmic scale of sound pressure
levels that is known as a decibel (dB). Because dBs

are logarithmic units, sound pressure levels cannot
be added or subtracted by ordinary arithmetic means.
When two sounds of equal sound pressure levels are
combined, they will produce a combined sound pres-
sure level that is 3.0 dB greater than the original
sound pressure level. A doubling of sound energy re-
sults in a 3.0 dB(A) increase in sound, which means
that a doubling of sound energy {e.g., doubling the
volume cof traffic on a roadway) would result in a
barely perceptible change in sound level. Therefore,
no significant long-term noise impacts &are antici-
pated from the project. (See also Section XI.a).

No Impact -~ The proposed project is not within an
airport land use plan.

No Impact - The proposed project is not in the vi-
cinity of a private airstrip.

XIT. POPULATION AND HOUSING.

& .

Less Than Significant - Growth-inducing impacts are
caused by those characteristics of a project that
foster or encourage population and/or economic

growth. These characteristics include adding resi-
dential wunits or businesses, expanding infrastruc-
ture, and generating employment opportunities. The

proposed project will result in a small-scale in-
crease in employment opportunities within the Citiy.
The proposed project may thus result in a very lim-
ited small-scale increase in the demand for housing
in the area, should some of the employees in the
building seek to relocate to Beverly Hills. How-—
ever, this indirect minor increase in potential de-
mand for City housing is not a significant impact.
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b.,
c.

Rather, the increase to the City’s housing stock is
accommodating of the growth that is being experi-
enced in the City’s and region-wide. This level of
growth is planned for by both the Southern Califor-
nia Association of Governments and the City of Bev-
erly Hills. The project is located in a developed
area and requilres no significant changes to the lo-
cal infrastructure to accommodate 1it.

No Impact - There is no housing currently located on
the site. No housing would be displaced by the pro-
posed project.

XITT. PUBLIC SERVICES.

a.

Less Than Significant - As detailed more fully in
the GPUTBR, fire protection in the City of Beverly
Hills is provided by the Beverly Hills Fire Depart-
ment (BHFD)} . Presently there are three fire sta-
tions in the City which are manned in three rotating
shifts. The nearest fire station to the site is lo-
cated in the City Hall complex at 445 North Rexford
Drive. Response times average four minutes for an
engine company and 3.5 minutes for an ambulance.
The City’s fire service provision has been rated by
the Insurance Service QOffice (IS0O) as Class 1, which
is the best rating available. Existing resources
are sufficient to serve the propcesed project, with-
out the need for expanded services.

Less Than Significant - As detailed more fully in
the GPUTBR, police protection in the City of Beverly
Hills is provided by the Beverly Hills Pclice De-
partment (BHPD). Police headquarters are located
near the project site, in the City Hall complex at
464 North Rexford. Currently the BHPD employs a to-
total of 138 sworn officers and about 71 support
staff. The BHPD does not use officer/population as
its measure of effectiveness, but instead uses re-
sponse time to emergency calls. The goal for 911
emergency and Priority 1 calls is less than 3 min-
utes and for Priority 2-3 calls from three tc five
minutes. In 2004 the BHPD maintained an overall
emergency response time of 2.85 minutes. The pro-
posed project 1is small in scale and is not of a use
type that is likely to generate a substantial number
of police calls. Therefore no significant increase
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in the overall emergency response time in the City
is anticipated to result from the proposed project.
Existing resources are sufficient to serve the pro-
posed project, without the need for expanded ser-
vices.

Less Than Significant - To compensate for population
growth, the school districts impose development fees
for new residential units constructed within the
District. As specified by Section 65995(h) of the
Government Code, the payment of the school impact
fee “in the amount specified in Section 65995 and,
if applicable, any amounts specified in Section
65995.5 or 65995.7 are hereby deemed to be full and
complete mitigation of the impacts of any legisla-
tive or adjudicative act, or both, involving, but
not limited to, the planning, use, or develcpment of
real property, or any change in governmental organi-
zation or reorganization as defined in Section 56021
or 56073, on the provisicn of adequate school fa-
cilities.” Thus, the payment of the school impact
fee fully mitigates any impacts of new residential
development con schools.

The proposed project is a commercial/office building
and pursuant to California Government Code Section
65985 (b) (2) 1is subject to the following impact fee
requirement which constitutes, per code full mitiga-
tion of school impacts:

In the case of any commercial or industrial
construction, thirty-one cents ($0.31) per
square foot of chargeable covered and en-
closed space. "Chargeable covered and en-
closed space,™ for this purpose, means the
covered and enclosed space determined to be
within the perimeter of a commercial or in-
dustrial structure, not including any stor-
age areas incidental to the principal use
of the construction, garage, parking struc-
ture, unenclosed walkway, or utility or
dispcsal area. The determination of the
chargeable covered and enclosed space
within the perimeter of a commercial or in-
dustrial structure shall be made by the
building department of the city or county
issuing the building permit, in accordance
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with the building standards of that city or
county.

Any indirect growth inducing impacts of non-
residential development is similarly mitigated
through school impact fees collected on any new
housing created to meet growth-induced demand for
new housing.

Less Than Significant - As detailed more fully in the
GPUTBR, Beverly Hills provides a number of recreation
and park facilities. Residents alsc have access to a
variety of parks and recreaticn uses in the near vi-
cinity: 36 public use park facilities are located
within a three mile radius of Beverly Hills. Bev-—
erly Hills Gardens park (22 blocks alcong Santa Monica
Blvd) and Rexford Mini Park (362 North Rexford Dr.)
are the closest parks to the proposed project. Al-
though the City of Beverly Hills does not meet the
National Recreation and Parks Association standard of
five acres of parkland per 1,000 residents, the pro-
posed project is unlikely to significantly increase
demand for parkland, since it 1is a small-scale
(72,449 gsf) office/commercial building, and not a
housing project bringing new residents to the area.
The proposed project would not contribute new resi-
dences to the area that would lead to an increase in
the use of the local and regional parks systems. Any
project-induced park demand is most likely to be con-
centrated at lunch time. This minor increase in use
is unlikely to result in physical degradation of fa-
cilities or the need for new or expanded facilities.
Impacts are therefore anticipated to be less than
significant. '

Less Than Significant - Given the nature and size of
the project, no significant impacts to any other
public facilities are anticipated.

XIV. RECREATION.

2.

Less Than Significant. See discussion under
XII1{d), above.

No Impact - The project does not include any recrea-
tional facilities, nor does it require the construc-
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tion or expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse effect on the environment.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC.

The proposed project 1is Jlocated within the Industrial
Area Plan area. Regulations for this area were adopted
in 1994 by Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, fcllowing completion
of an Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse
Number 89020103). The proposed project remains subject
to the following applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of Industrial Area Plan EIR:

MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

Traffic
T1 Implementation of a Transporta- |Not applicable to
tion Demand Management (TDM) pro-|this project. The
gram. Each individual develop-jproject is located

ment of the project will bejon City owned land

responsible for implementing a|within +the Public
TDM program to reduce peak hour |Works campus area,
vehicular trips by 15%. The |which encompasses
peak hour trip reduction goal of | approximately
15% can be reached in a variety 230,000 square feet.
of ways at the option of each |Establishment of
develcopment. this project along
with existing pro-
As a supplement to developing a|jects would result

TDM program, land use develop-
ments can reduce the number of
PM peak hour trips by reducing
the size of development. The

in total development
square footage of
approximately

132,000 square feet

traffic mitigations outlined injor a Floor Area
the EIR are based on a 2:1 FAR|Ratio {FAR) of
buildout of the Industrial |0.57:1. Therefore,
Area. Therefore, PM peak hour|although the Indus-

trips can be reduced by devel-

trial Area Plan EIR

oping specific project sites|is based on & 2:1
at less than a 2:1 FAR. The Di-|FAR buildout, the
rector of Transportation will |project as proposed,
assess the trip generation char- |only contemplates
acteristics of a specific pro-|29% of the contem-
posed land use and the amcunt of |plated floor area
sguare footage less than a 2:1|and TDM measures
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

FAR to determine the percentage |are not required to
of trips reduced. If the per-|reduce trip rates of
centage of trips reduced is less | the proposed pro-
than 15% of a 2:1 buildout trip/| ject.

generation, the difference shall
be mitigated through TDM meas-
ures.

When developing a TDM program,
each development will employ a
TDM coordinator to establish and
monitor the program. The TDM co-
ordinator will provide a report
to the Director of Transporta-
tion annually describing the
success of a development's TDM
program. If a land use 1s re-
ported to fall short of the TDM
15% goal (cr the percentage of
trips supplementing a project
built out at 1less than 2:1
FAR), the City may reqguire
that land use to implement man-
datory staggered hours. As such,
the subject property would not
be permitted to use the building
before 9:30 AM.

TDM programs can be developed
from +the feollowing list or
other creative programs recom-
mended by the TDM coordinator:

Ride Share Promotion - The em-
pioyver will conduct an ongoing
survey of the residential loca-
tion of enployees to provide
carpool matching. Preferential
parking and flex-time work sche-
dules or direct compensation
will be given tc employees that
carpool as an incentive.

Bus Pass - Unlimited ride RTD bus
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE TINDUSTRIAIL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation

Status/Applicability

passes shall be purchased each
year for all employees.

Staggered Work Hours - Stag-
gered work hours will be im-
plemented to change the em-
ployee's arrival and departure
times to avoid peak hour travel
times. Standard organizational
work hours which qualify as
staggered hours are either 7:00-
4:00 {or earlier) or 9:30 to 6:30
(cr later). Staggered Work Hours
do not apply to retail land uses.

Four-Day Work Week - The em-

ployer shall implement longer
daily work hours for four days
cf a work week such that either
the Monday or Friday work-day
can be eliminated {(cleosed office
or retail).

Telecommuting - The employer

will enable certain employees to
work at their homes by establish-
ing home based work stations
(computer, telephone, £fax) at the
employer's cost. Telecommuting
applies to office land use only.

T2

Implementation of a corridor
signal coordination plan for
Santa Monica Boulevard will be
initiated by the City of Beverly
Hills in coordination with the
City of West Hollywood and Cal-
trans. This will result in a
five to six percent improvement
in the capacity along Santa Mo-

nica Boulevard. Specifically,
the intersecticns on Santa Monica
Boulevard (north) at Crescent

Drive, Rexford Drive, and Bev-
erly Boulevard will benefit and

Would not be af-
fected by the pro-
posed project.
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability

increase in level of service due
to the corridor signal coordina-
tion.

T3 Widening of Third Street to a |Would not be af-
width of 50 feet (curb-to-curb) | fected by the pro-

throughcut its entire length in |posed procject. The
the project area. This widening |proposed building is
will enable Third Street to be | setback approxi-
striped for five travel lanes. mately 22'5” from

the Third Street
property line. The
existing road is
approximamtely 35
feet (curb to curb)
and provides ap-
proximately 12 feet
of sidewalk/parkway,
which equates to an
appreoximate distance
of 47 feet from the
opposite curb to
property boundaries
abutting Third
Street. Therefore,
a 50-foot in width
road {(curb-to-curb)
along with a 7 foot
sidewalk could Dbe
accommedated by a
10-foot dedication
of the subject
property. Since the
building is setback
over 22-feet from
the existing prop-
erty line, future
widening of Third
Street would not be
precluded by this
project.

T4 Restripe Third Street east of |Would not be af-
Maple Drive to Oakhurst Drive to | fected by the pro-
allow for an additional east- |posed project.
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR
Mitigation Status/Applicability
bound lane during the evening
peak travel hours. This mitiga-
tion measure will reguire parking
restrictions on the south side of
Third Street between Maple Drive
and Oakhurst Drive during the
evening peak hours and elimina-
tion of parking on the north side.

T5 Signalization of the intersection {Would not be af-
of Third Street at Maple Drive. fected by the pro-

posed project.

T6 Signalization of the intersection|Although the City
of Third Street and Foothill |may choose to sig-
Road. nalize this inter-

section at a future
time, signalization
is not required by
this project.

T8 Implementation of a signal | Would not be af-
coordination prcgram for the | fected by the pro-
Burton Way corridor. Similar to |posed project.
the signal coordinaticn program
proposed for Santa Monica Boule-
vard, traffic signals along Bur-
ton Way should be cocrdinated to
increase vehicular flow capacity
and level of service.

TS Removal of parking on both sides {Would not be af-
of Maple Drive for 200 feet to| fected by the pro-
the north of Burton Way. This |posed project.
will create an additional
southbound shared through/right
lane.

T10 Conversion of the northbound | Would nct be af-
left-turn lane at the intersec- | fected by the pro-
tion of Santa Monica Boulevard |posed project.
{north) and Rexford Drive to a
shared through/left-turn lane.

Tll Widening of the southeast corner |Would not be af-
of Crescent Drive and Santa Moni- | fected by the pro-

-67-




Mitigated Negative Declaration — 331 Foothill Road

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL [MPACTS (CONTINUED):

February 12, 2008

MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED RY
THE INDUSTRIAL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation

Status/Applicability

Monica Boulevard (north}). This
mitigation will allow for the
construction of an additional
northbound right-turn lane which
will increase intersection ca-

pacity and level of service.

posed project.

T12

Elimination of curbside parking
along Burton Way during the PBM
peak hour to permit striping a
third east-west through lane from
Rexfeord Drive to 200 feet west of
Foothill Road. During the AM peak
hour, parking needs to bhe re-
stricted on the north side of
the same portion cof Burton Way
tc provide a third westbound
through lane.

Wouzld not be af-
fected by the pro-
posed project.

T13

Provision of a two-way stop-signs
on Third Street at Palm and Oak-
hurst Drives.

Would not be af-
fected by the pro-
posed project.

T14

Reconfiguration and construction
of east and westbound left-turn
pockets at the intersections of
Burton Way at Foothill Rcad and
Maple Drive. The leftturn pockets
will be realigned to traverse the
landscaped median on Burton Way in
order to lengthen the storage ca-
pacity of the northbound move-
ments. Although the westbound to
southbound left-turn movements
will not be impacted by the pro-
ject, they must be realigned to
coincide with the opposing east-
bound left-turn movements.

Would not bhe af-
fected by the pro-
posed project.

T15

Removal of parking on the north
side of Burton Way for 200 feet
east of Maple Drive.

Would not be af-
fected by the pro-
posed project.
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAIL AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation Status/Applicability
Funding of the proposed mitigation
measures should be appropriated

proportionally amongst development to
the degree each site impacts the
roadway system. This type of appro-
priation will be accomplished through
"trip fees." A trip fee is a per trip
dollar assessment the developer pays
according to the number of net new trips
the proposed site will generate (total
site trips minus existing site poten-
tial trips). The per trip fee is calcu-
lated by dividing the total estimated
cost of mitigatien measures by the
estimated number of net new Industrial
Area trips. The total estimated cost of
mitigation measures should be pro-
rated to account for inflation over
the time period in which develop-
ment 1is projected to occur. The trip
fee should be required, as with
other development fees, prior to the
issuance of occupancy permits.

Less Than Significant - A Traffic Study prepared for
the proposed project is included as Attachment A,
The Appendices to the Traffic Study are available
for review in the Planning Department of the City of
Beverly Hills.

The proposed project does not include any alteration
of the traffic mitigations included in the Indus-
trial Area Plan EIR.

Cummulative Traffic impacts are discussed under XVII
{b), below.

Existing Roadway Conditions

East-West Streets

North Santa Monica Boulevard is a principal arterial
northwest of the project site and runs diagonally
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from southwest to northeast in the study area.
There are two through lanes in each direction and a
striped median left turn lane. On-street parking is
prohiblited along WNorth Santa Monica Boulevard in the
study area. Land uses along North Santa Monica Bou=-
levard are single-family residential on the north,
separated from the roadway by a wide parkway/park as
well as several churches. An abandoned railroad
right-of-way, public parking structures, and
institutional, commercial/retail uses are located
along the south side.

South Santa Monica Boulevard is a principal arterial
southhwest of the project site and runs diagonally
from southwest to northeast in the study area.
There are two through lanes in each direction. The
posted speed limit is 25 mph in the study area. Land
uses along South Santa Monica Boulevard in the study
area are commercial.

Wilshire Boulevard is a principal arterial that runs
east to west along the south side of the study area.
There are three through lanes 1n each direction plus
a median left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is
35 mph. Land uses along Wilshire Boulevard are com-
mercial/retail.

Beverly Boulevard is a principal arterial that runs
east to west along the north side of the study area.
There are two through lanes in each direction plus a
median left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is 35
mph . Land uses along Beverly Boulevard are commer-
cial/retail and residential.

Burton Way is a principal arterial that runs sast to
west along the south side of the study area. There
are two through lanes in each direction separated by
a wide median that also provides turn lanes at the
intersections. The posted speed limit is 35 mph.
Land uses along Burton Way are mainly residential.

Alden Drive is a local street that runs east to west
along the center of the study area. There is one
through lane in each direction. The posted speed
limit is 35 mph. Land uses along Alden Drive are
mainly residential.
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3™ Street is a local street that runs east to west
along the center of the study area. There 1is one
through lane 1in each direction. The posted speed
limit is 35 mph. Land uses along 3rd Street are
mainly residential.

North-South Streets

Rexford Drive, south of South Santa Monica Boulevard
is a local street that runs ncorth-scuth through the
edge of the Business Triangle and the Entertainment
Business District. There 1is one through lane in each
direction. Land uses along Rexford Dr. are residen-
tial on both sides of the street, except at the
northern portion where Rexford fronts the City Hall.

Doheny Drive, from Whitworth Drive to Burton Way is
a collector street that runs north to south along
the east side of the study area. From Burton Way to
Santa Monica Boulevard North, Doheny Drive is under
the Jjurisdiction of the City of West Hollywood.
There is one through lane in each direction plus a
median left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is 35
mph. Land uses along Doheny Drive are residential
and commercial.

Palm Drive 1is a local street that runs north-south
through center of the study area. There is one
through lane 1in each direction. Land wuses along
Palm Drive are residential on both sides of fhe
street.

Maple Drive is a local street that runs north-south
through center of +the study area. There 1is one
through lane in each direction. Land uses along Ma-
ple Drive are residential on both sides of the
street.

Foothill Road is a local street that runs north-
south through center of the study area and fronts
the project site, providing immediate access. There
is one through lane in each direction. Land uses
along Foothill Read are residential and commercial.
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Existing Intersection Conditions

In coordination with the City of Beverly Hills, a
total of 29 intersections were selected to be ana-
lyzed in the traffic study for typical weekday morn-
ing and evening peak hour and Saturday peak hour

conditions. The study locations include the follow-—
ing:
1. Santa Monica Bl. (M) & i6. Civic Center Dr.
Wilshire Bl. & Foothill Rd. (TWSS)
2. Santa Monica Bl. (8) & 17. Civic Center Dr.
Wilshire Bl. & Beverly Bl. (TWSS)
3. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & 18. Civic Center Dr.
Beverly Dr & 3™ sSt. (AWSS)
4, Santa Monica Bl. (8) & 19. 3™ 8t. & Foothill
Beverly Dr Rd. (AWSS)
5. Santa Monica Bl. & Rex- 20. 3™ 5t. & Maple
ford Dr. Dr. (AWSS)
6. Santa Monica Bl. & Al- 21. 3™ st. & Palm Dr.
pine Dr./Civic Center Dr. {AWSS)
{TWSS)
7. Santa Monica Bl. & Maple 22. 3" st. & Oakhurst
Dr. (TWSS) Dr. (AWSS)

8. Santa Monica Bl. & Bev-
erly Bl. /Palm Dr.

23, 37 st
Dr.

& Docheny

9. Santa Monica Bil. & Do- 24. Alden Dr. & Foot-
heny Dr. hill Rd. (TWSS)

10. Burton Wy. & Rexford 25. Alden Dr. & Maple
Dr. Dr. (AWSS)

11. Burton Wy. & Civic Cen-

26. Beverly Bl. & Ma-

ter Dr. (TWSS) ple Dr.

12. Burton Wy. & Foothill 27. Beverly Bl. & Do-

Rd. heny Dr.

13. Burton Wy. & Maple Dr. 28. Clifton
Wy./Foothill Rd. &
Rexford Dr. (AWSS)

14. Burton Wy. & Doheny Dr. 29. Wilshire Bl. &

Rexford Dr.

15. Civic Center Dr. & Civ-
ic Center Dr. (AWSS)
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Fifteen of the study intersections are controllied by
traffic signals. Six are controlled by two-way
stop-signs (TWSS) and eight are controlled by all-
way stop signs (AWSS).

The morning and evening peak period turning movement
traffic counts were conducted during June 2006 at
all the study intersections. All counts were con-
ducted from 7:00-9:00 AM, 4:00-6:00 PM, and Saturday
(SA) 11:30 AM- 1:30 PM with the highest single hour
of traffic (during the morning, evening and Saturday
peak periods) at each location used in the traffic
impact analysis. Appendix A of the Traffic Study
contains traffic count worksheets for each intersec-
tion. A field inventory was conducted at all study
intersection locations. The inventory included re-
view of intersection geometric layout, traffic con-
trol, lane configuration, posted speed limits, and
land uses. This information is required for the
subsequent traffic impact analysis.

The morning, evening and Saturday peak hour level of
service (LOS) analyses were conducted for the 29
study intersections based on the measured traffic
volumes and the methodologies described previously.
All intersection analyses are performed using the
TRAFFIX software program. Table 1 provides a defi-
nition of the Levels of Service which range from A
to F.

The existing conditions level of service analysis
results are summarized in Table 2 for the AM, PM,
and Saturday peak hours. Appendix E of the Traffic
Report contains the level of service calculation
worksheets.
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Table 1 Intersection Level of Service Definitions

ICU/CMA Signalized Intersections

Volume to

Level Capacity
of Description Ratio
Ser-
vice

Excellent operation. All apprecaches te the intersection appear
guite open, turning movements are easily made, and nearly all

A . . : 0-.6GC0
drivers find freedom of operation.
Very good operation. Many drivers begin to feel somewhat

8 restricted within platoons of vehicles. This represents stable 601—. 700
flow. An appreach Lo an intersection may occasionally be fully ) )
utilized and traffic gueues start to form.
Good operation. Occasionally drivers may have to wait more

C than 60 seconds, and back-ups may develop behind turning .701-.800
vehicles. Most drivers feel somewhat restricted.
Fair operation. Cars are sometimes required to wait more than

D 60 seconds during short peaks. There are nc long-standing 801-.500
traffic queues. This level is typically asgsociated with design : :
practice for peak periods.
Poor operation. Seme long-standing vehicular queues develop on

E critical approaches to intersections. Delays may be up to .901-1.00C0
several minutes.
Forced flow. Represents Jjammed conditions. Backups form
locations downstream or on the cross street may restrict or

F prevent movement of wvehicles out of the intersection approach Over 1.000
lanes; therefore, volumes carried are not predictable. Poten-
tial for stop and go type traffic flow.

Scurce: Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report 209, Transportation Research Board, Washington,

D.C.,

1985 and Interim Materials on Highway Capacity, NCHRP Circular 212, 1982.
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HCM Unsignalized Intersections

Level of
Service

Description

Stop-Controlled
Intersection Delay
(seconds per
vehicle)

Excellent operation, All approaches to the intersec-
tion appear quite open, turning movements are easily
made, and nearly all drivers find fresedom of opera-
tion.

< 10

Very good operation. Many drivers begin to feel
somewhat restricted within platoons of vehicles. This
represents stable flow. An approach to an intersec-
tion may occasionally be fully utilized and traffic
gueues start to form.

>10 and < 15

Good operation. OCccasionally drivers may have to wait
more than 60 seconds, and back-ups may develop behind
turning vehicles. Mest drivers feel somewhat re-
stricted.

>15 and < 25

Fair operation. Cars are sometimes required to wait
more than 60 seconds during short peaks. There are no
long-standing traffic queues.

>25 and < 35

Poor operation. Some long-standing wvehicular gueues
develop on critical approaches to intersections.
Delays may be up to several minutes.

>35 and < 50

Forced flow. Represents jammed conditions. Backups
form locations downstream or on the cross street may
restrict or prevent movement of vehicles out of the
intersection approach lanes; therefore, volumes
carried are not predictable. Potential for steop and
go type traffic flow,

Source: Highway Capacity Manual, Special Repert 202, Transportation Research Board,

Washingten, D.C., 2000.
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The results shown in Table 2 indicate that 8 of the
29 analyzed intersections are currently operating at
LOS E or F during at least one peak hour. These in-
tersections are:

1. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Wilshire BRI1. {All Peak
Hours)

Z. Santa Monica Bl. (5) & Wilshire Bl. (AM and PM)

3. Santa Monica Bl. (N} & Beverly Dr. {PM Only)

4. Santa Monica Bl. (S) & Beverly Dr. (PM Only)

5. Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (PM Only)

6. Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr./Civic Center Dr.

(All Peak Hours)
Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (All Peak Hours)
11. Burtcn Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (AM Only)

~J

The remaining 21 intersections are currently operat-
ing at LOS D or better during all three peak hours.

Thresholds of Significance

The City of Beverly Hills has established guidelines
for determining significant impacts at signalized
intersections. The guidelines state that a project
impact 1is significant if the addition of project
traffic results in the following increases in the
ICU (volume-to-capacity ratic) at a signalized in-
tersection:

¢ For ICU walues of 0.91 or greater {(LOS E and F)
- an ICU increase greater than or egqual to
0.02.

¢ For ICU values of 0.81 to 0.90 (LOS D) - an ICU
increase greater than or equal to 0.04.

For unsignalized intersections, the City uses the
following thresholds of significance:

All-Way Stop Control: An impact 1is considered sig-

nificant if the following increase of average total
delay per vehicle results in:

¢ 3.0 seconds or more average total delay at fi-
nal LOS E or F
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e 4.0 seconds or more average total delay at fi-
nal LOS D

e 5.0 seconds or more average total delay causing
the intersection to cperate at LOS D

Two-Way Stop Control: An impact is considered sig-
nificant if the following occurs:

. A change in any traffic movement to LOS E or F
from LOS D or better.

The City of Beverly Hills utilizes the change in
traffic wvolumes to determine potential project-
related significant impacts on residential streets.
The City’s criteria are as follows:

Daily Project Contribution to Project Contribution to
Traffic Volume Peak Hour Traffic Daily Traffic Volume
Volume
3,750 or Less 25% or More 25% or More
»3,750 to 6,750 12.5% or More 12.5% or More
>6,750 6.25% or More 6.25% or More

Project Trip Generation

The first step in analyzing the existing conditions
with the project is to estimate the number of trips
it will generate. Traffic generation estimates for
the proposed project were developed using trip gen-
eration rates in the Institute of Transportation En-
gineers’ publication (ITE) Trip Generation, 7 Bdi-
tion (2003). Table 3 summarizes the estimated trip
generation for the project.
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Table 3
Project Trip Generation

ITE | Weekday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Peak Hour | Weekend
Size Code # |Daily Trips] In Out | Total | In Out | Total| In Out | Total | Daily Trips
Proposed Project
Restaurant 5,667 sf 931 510 3 2 5 28 14 42 36 25 61 535
Pass-by 0% 0 4 0 4] 0 a ] 0 0 1]
Office 51,648 sf 710 569 70 10 80 13 64 77 1" 10 21 122
Cable TV Office 16 emp| 710 53 2 6 g 1 6 7 1 1 1 ]
Retail 10,649 820 457 7 4 1 19 21 40 27 24 51 532
Total New Trips 1,589 82 22 103 62 105 | 167 75 60 135 1,198
Internal Retail Trips 16 1] 1] 0 0 -1 1
Internal Residential Trips 0 0 0 0 0
Internal Office Trips -16 0 Q 0 -1 o] -1
Total Net Trips 1,557 81 21 103 61 104 | 165 75 60 135 1,198
Existing to be Removed
Retail - sf 820 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pass-by 0% 0 D a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Office 0 sf 710 [b] 0 ] o a 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0
Total Existing Trips - sf 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Net Trips 1,557 81 2 103 61 104 | 165 75 60 135 1,198
Motes:
Sowce - ME Trip Generation 7th Edition,
[a] General Office Building rates used.
As shown in Table 3, the proposed project is ex-

pected to generate approximately 1,557 weekday daily
trips of which about 163 would occur during the
morning peak hour, and 165 during the evening peak
hour. The project is expected to generate approxi-
mately 1,198 Saturday daily trips, with 135 occur-
ring during the midday peak hour.

Project Trip Distribution

The next step in the forecast of project traffic is
to develop the anticipated distribution of the pro-
ject trips. The origins and destinations of the ve-
hicle trips associated with the project are used to
distribute project traffic to the area streets. The
geographic distribution of project trips is based on
the type of land use, demographics of the area, the
street system that serves the site, and the level of
accessibility of the routes to and from the project
site. It is important to note that due to the mixed
use nature of the project, the trip distribution is
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different for each the three peak hours. Input from
City staff was also utilized in the development of
the project trip distribution pattern. Project trip
distribution patterns for the proposed project, with
the existing circulation network, are illustrated in
Figure 6 of the Traffic Report (see Attachment A)
for the AM peak hour and Figure 7 1in Attachment A
for the PM and Saturday peak hours.

Project Intersection Impacts

Existing Plus Project Scenario

The intersection volume-to-capacity ratios and cor-
responding levels of service for the Existing Plus
Project conditions were calculated and the results
summarized in Table 4 for each of the 29 analyzed
locations.

Cummulative Traffic impacts are discussed under XVII
(b), below.

Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance
thresholds, in the Existing Plus Project scenario
the proposed project would not have a significant
traffic impact at any of the 29 analyzed intersec-
tions.

Cummulative Traffic intersection impacts are dis-
cussed under XVII (b), below.
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Neighborhood Residential Street Impacts

In addition to the intersection analysis, a residen-
tial street impact analysis was conducted for the
following nine residential street segments in the
vicinity of the project:

A. Rexford Dr. between Santa Monica Bl. & Carme-

lita Av.

B. Palm Dr. between Santa Monica Bl. & Carmelita
Av.

C. Maple Dr. between Civic Center Dr. & Beverly
B1.

D. Maple Dr. between Beverly Bl. & Alden Dr.

E. Maple Dr. between Alden Dr. & 3 St.

F. Maple Dr. between 3™ St. & Burton Wy.

G. Alden Dr. between Maple Dr. & Palm Dr.

H. 3" St. between Maple Dr. & Palm Dr.

I. Foothill Rd. between Burton Wy. & Davton Wy.

Existing Plus Project Scenario

Project-generated segment veolumes were added to ex-
isting counts to obtain Existing Plus Project vol-
umes. Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ signifi-
cance thresholds, the Existing Plus Project fore-
casts demonstrate that the proposed project would
not result in a significant traffic impact at any of
the 9 analyzed segments, as shown on Table 12 in the
Traffic Report included as Attachment A.

Cummulative Traffic impacts are discussed under XVII
{b), below.

Construction Traffic Impacts

It is anticipated that the construction of the pro-
posed project would occur over an approximately 24
month period. During the construction phase of the
project there would be traffic associated with the
construction activities. However, it is not antici-
pated that road closures or lane closures would be
reguired as part of the construction of the proposed
project. In addition, the potential impacts associ-
ated with construction traffic would be temporary in
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nature and would be eliminated after the construc-
ticn is completed.

In order to minimize the potential effects of the
construction-related traffic, the City requires as a
standard condition c¢f approval a construction moni-
toring plan, which would be reviewed and approved by
the City pricr to the start of construction. This
plan would include measures to minimize the con-
struction impacts and could include: limited hours
for construction activities (i.e., avoid the peak
hours of street traffic); identifying truck haul
routes; if on-site staging and parking is not avail-
able, identifying off-site locations for construc-
tion parking; and providing a shuttle for construc-—
tion workers between the site and off-site parking
area. The following mitigation measure is included
to ensure compliance with this standard condition of
approval:

Mitigation XV -~ Temporary Construction Traffic Impacts - 1In

order to minimize the potential effects of the
construction-related traffic, a construction
monitoring plan shall be developed for the
project and reviewed and approved by the Di-
rector of Public Works prior to issuance of
the building permit for the project. This plan
would include measures to minimize the con-
struction impacts and could include: limited
hours for constructicn activities (i.e., avoid
the peak hours of street traffic); identifying
truck haul routes; 1if on-site staging and
parking is not available, identifying off-site
locations for construction parking; and pro-
viding a shuttle for construction workers be-
tween the site and off-site parking area.

b. Less Than Significant - As detailed mecre fully in the
Traffic Report contained in Attachment A:

Congestion Management Program

The Congestion Management Program (CMP) was created
statewide as a result of Propositicn 111 and has
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been implemented locally by the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA). The
CMP for Los Angeles County requires that the traffic
impact of individual development projects of poten-
tial regional significance be analyzed. The CMP es-
tablishes that a traffic impacts analysis should be
conducted if the proposed project will add 50 or
more trips during either the AM or PM peak hour to a
CMP intersection. The intersection of N. Santa Moni-
ca Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard is the only CMP
intersection 1in the Study Area. The project 1is
expected to add less than 50 trips to this intersec-
tion during the AM Peak Hour. However, it will add
50 trips to this intersection during the PM Peak
Hour and 52 trips during the Saturday peak hour. Ac-
cording to the CMP, a significant impact occurs on
the CMP system as a result of project-generated in-
crease of 2% or more in V/C ratio. The threshold of
significance is not met; the proposed project will
not have a significant impact on the only CMP inter-
section in the Study Area as detailed more fully un-
der XVi{a), above.

CMP Transit Impacts

The CMP for Los Angeles County reguires that the
transit impact of individual development projects of
potential regional significance be analyzed. Per
the CMP, because the proposed project is being proc-
essed as a Mitigated Negative Declaration, it is
therefore exempt from a CMP Transit analysis (CMP
5.2.3).

No Impact - the proposed project is a 72,449 gsf of-
fice/commercial Dbuilding. It is not located in
proximity to an ailrport and because of its type and
location will not result in any air safety risks.
The project is small in scale and will not result in
significant new demand for air travel or demand suf-
ficient to necessitate a change in air traffic pat-
terns.

No Impact - The proposed project does not propose

any physical circulation improvements or make recom-
mendations directly affecting wehicular right-of-
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AVI.

way. The project will therefore not result in a de-
sign-related traffic hazards.

e. No Impact - The project neither proposes nor facili-
tates any physical improvements that affect access

to uses within or around the project area. The pro-
ject will therefore have no effect on emergency ac-
cess.

f. Less Than Significant Impact - Shared parking for

the proposed project will be provided in the adja-
cent parking structure, which has adeguate capacity
to serve the project. The structure was previously
approved and will be completed prior to the opening
of the proposed project. The proposed structure
will accommodate approximately 500 wvehicles. The
proposed office building and other components of the
Public Works campus area, which include the Public
Works Facilities Building and asscciated Wastewater
Treatment Plant and Vehicle Shop would require ap-
proximately 390 parking spaces pursuant to BHMC re-
quirements. Adequate parking is therefore available.

g. No Impact - The proposed project is a 72,449 gsf of-
fice/commercial building and does not contain any
features or uses which would conflict with adopted
policies or programs supporting alternative trans-
portation.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

The proposed project is located within the Industrial
Area Plan area. Regulations for this area were adopted
in 1994 by Ordinance No. 94-0-2193, following completion
of an Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse
Number 89020103). The proposed project remains subject
to the following applicable mitigation measures adopted
as part of Industrial Plan Area EIR:
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MITIGATION MEASURES REQUIRED BY
THE INDUSTRIAI, AREA PLAN EIR

Mitigation

Status/Applicability

Public Utilities (Sewer)

sl

The existing deteriorated
concrete pipe sewer lines
should be replaced with Ilike-
sized vitrified clay pipe.

Each development will be re-
gquired to pay the impact fee
based on the gross square foot-
age proposed prior to the issu-
ance of a construction permit.
The sewer system should be up-
graded in relation to this, coxr-
responding with each develop-
ment's construction.

This project shall
be subject to sewer
impact fees based
upcn the project’s
percentage of the
Industrial Area’s
overall buildecut.

Less Than Significant -
the GPUTRB,

As discussed more fully in
all of the wastewater flows

generated

from the City are collected and treated at the Los

Angeles Hyperion Wastewater

Treatment Plan

{HTP) .

The plant has a dry weather capacity of 450 millicn

gallons per day (MGD)
and 850 MGD wet weather capacity.
340 MGD.

is, therefore,
wastewater tLreatment needs,

for full secondary treatment

Current flow 1is

The proposed project would generate an es-
timated 12,042 gallons per day of wastewater.
sufficient capacity to meet project
None of the proposed

There

uses would generate atyplcal wastewater such as in=-

dustrial or agricultural effluent.

All wastewater

generated by the proposed project is expected to be

domestic sewage.

Since the project would not gener-

ate atypical wastewater and would not exceed waste-

water treatment capacity,
less than significant impacts.

Less Than Significant -
the GPUTRE,

the project would have

As discussed more fully in
the City of Beverly Hills currently im-

ports approximately 20 percent of its water from the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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(MWD) and approximately 10 percent is currently pro-
vided from local groundwater wells. The City has
prepared a Water System Management Plan (WSMP) to ad-
dress projected water demand through the year 2025.
The City also has a comprehensive Capital Improvement
Program to repair and replace water system infra-
structure and storage facilities.

The proposed development would increase the demand

for water and wastewater service. It is estimated
that project water demand would be approximately
9,547 gallons per day. However, the increase to wa-

ter/wastewater service demand is minimal in compari-
son to the existing sexvice areas of the water and
wastewater service purveyors.

According to the GPUTBR (page 3-3) average daily wa-
ter use in the area has been relatively stable at be-
tween 10.4 and 13.7 millicon gallons per day. Accord-
ing to the City’s Urban Water Management Plan, total
water use in the City’s service area 1is not expected
to 1increase significantly over the next fifteen
years., The proposed project’s water use represents
an insignificant increase in water demand within the
service area.

In addition, the facilities currently maintained by
the service purveyors are adequate to serve the pro-
posed increase in demand. The only water and waslte-
water improvements required for the project are on-
site pipelines and unit connections to the infra-
structure systems, which are subject to connection
fees. Therefore, the proposed prcject would not re-
quire or result in the constructiocn or expansion of
new water or wastewater treatment facilities off-
site, and the project would have no associated im-
pacts.

Less Than Significant - The proposed project is in
an area served by existing storm water drainage fa-
cilities. Project drainage improvements are not an-
ticipated to significantly impact existing facili-
ties. {See also discussion under VIII, above).
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Less Than Significant - The proposed project is a
small-scale office/commercial building which is not
sufficiently large to require new or expanded water
entitlements, as detailed under (b) above.

Less Than Significant - The proposed project 1is a
small-scale office/commercial building which is not
sufficiently large to require new or expanded waste-
water entitlements or to chalienge the service pro-
vider’s capacity, as detailed under (a) above.

Less Than Significant - The following disposal fa-
cilities are used for Beverly Hills solid waste dis-
posal:

= Puente Hill Landfiil - has a remaining capacity
of 49,348,500 (cubic yards) or 46.4 %. It ac-
cepts approximately 13,200 cubic yards per day
and is planned tco close on October 31, 2013.

" Chiquita Canyon Sanitary Landfill has a remaining
capacity of 35,800,000 (cubic yards) or 56%. It
accepts approximately 6,000 tons per day and has
a closure date of November 24, 2019.

" Sunshine Canyon SLF - has a remaining capacity of
17,015,625 (cubic vyards) or 45.6%. it accepts
6,600 tons per day and has a anticipated closure
date of February 1, 2008.

* Calabasas Sanitary Landfill County Extension -
has a remaining capacity of 16,900,400 (cubic
yards) or 24.2%. It accepts 3,500 tons per day
and has an anticipated closure date of 202Z8.

The proposed project is a small-scale of-
fice/commercial project which is anticipated to re-
sult in approximately 818 pounds per day of solid
waste. There are adequate facilities to meet pro-
ject waste disposal requirements. Project waste
disposal impacts are therefore anticipated to be
less than significant.

Less Than Significant - The proposed project would
comply with applicable statues related to solid
waste. The California Integrated Waste Management
Act (AB939) is the key statute. It requires that

jurisdictions maintain a 50% or better diversion
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rate for solid waste and for each city to prepare a
Source Reduction and Recyling Element. The City has
had a 57% diversion rate as of 2002. The propose
project is small in scale and will not significantly
impact the City’s diversion rate or AB939 compli-
ance.

XVIT. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a .

Less Than Significant - As discussed in Section IV
of this document, the propesed project would not
have substantial impacts to special status species,
stream habitat, and wildlife dispersal and migra-
tion. Furthermore, the proposed project would not
affect the local, regional, or national populations
or ranges of any plant or animal species and would
not threaten any plant communities. Similarly, as
discussed in Section V o¢f this document, the pro-
posed project would not have substantial impacts to
historical, archaeological, or paleontological re-
sources, and thus, would not eliminate any important
examples of California Thistory or prehistory.
Therefore, the proposed project does not have a Man-
datory Finding of Significance due to impacts to
biological or cultural resources.

Less Than Significant With Mitigation - This section
addresses the potential for cumulative project im-

pacts.

Cumulative Intersection Traffic Impacts

A cumulative project impact occurs when the effect
of project traffic would exceed the City’'s thresh-
olds of significance when viewed in combination with
past, present and reasonably foreseeable future pro-
jects. Two future cumulative scenarios are ad-
dressed in the Traffic Report: the 2010 future and a
2010 future which includes the proposed Entertain=-
ment Business District (EBD) Specific Plan (SP).
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2010 Future Without Project Traffic Growth

To evaluate the potential impact of the proposed
project on future traffic conditions, it is first
necessary to develop a forecast of future traffic
volumes in the study area at the project’s buildout
horizon vyear (2010) under conditions without the
proposed prcject. The proposed project condition
provides a basis against which to measure the poten-
tial significant impacts of the proposed project.

The anticipated buildout year of the proposed pro-
ject is expected to be 2010. The projection of 2010
Without Project traffic consists of existing traffic
plus ambient traffic growth (general background
growth) plus growth in traffic generated by specific
cumulative projects expected to be completed by the
year 201C. The following describes the two growth
components.

Ambient Traffic Growth

Ambient traffic growth 1is the traffic growth that
will occur in the study area generated by general
employment growth, housing growth and growth in re-
gional through trips from outside of the study area.
Even if there was no change in housing or employment
in the City of Beveriy Hills, there will be some
background (ambient) traffic growth in the region.
The City of Beverly Hills has generally experienced
about one percent (1.0%) per year growth in the
area. For this study, as well as for other area
traffic studies, this rate was used as a conserva-
tive estimate of increases in traffic. Using this
ambient growth factor, the existing 2006 traffic
volumes were increased by a factor of 1.04 to ac-
count for ambient traffic growth to the year 2010.

2010 Future Without Project

Table 5 shows the resulting 2010 Without Project le-
vels of service.
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Cumulative Project Growth

Cumulative project traffic growth, is growth due to
specific, known develcpment projects in the study
area, has also been included in the analysis of the
2010 Without Project conditicns. The City of Beverly
Hills maintains a database that includes the known
development projects within the City and some in the
Cities of Los Angeles and West Hollywood. The re-
lated projects information/data, which includes an-
ticipated turning movements at specific intersec-
tions within the City of Beverly Hills, was obtained
from the City. Based on this data, the traffic as-
soclated with related projects was identified for
most of the study intersections. For the analyzed
intersections at which data was not available, esti-
mates for the related projects traffic were devel-
oped utilizing the available data at the closest in-
tersection. The total trips added by the related
projects, are illustrated in Appendix B of the Traf-
fic Report for the proposed project.

2010 With Project - Cumulative Impacts

Based on the 2010 With Project traffic forecast
shown on Figures 14 and 15 of the Traffic Study in-
cluded as Attachment A, the levels of service at the
analyzed intersections were caliculated for the morn-
ing and evening peak hours.

Table 6 summarizes the peak hour levels of service
results.

Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance
thresholds, in the 2010 With Project scenario the
proposed project would not have a significant traf-
fic impact at any cf the 29 analyzed intersections
as detailed in Table 10 in the Traffic Study in At-
tachment A.
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2010 Future With the EBRD SP

Because the proposed project is located within the geo-
graphical boundaries of the Draft EBD SP area, future
traffic conditions with the traffic from eight projects
identified for inclusion into the EBD SP was also as-
sessed. It is important to note that the EBD SP projects
are not expected to be completed by the proposed pro-
ject’s horizon year (2010), but are included in the
analysis as a worst-case scenario. The expected build-
out year for the EBD SP projects is 2015. The trip gen-
eration estimates for all projects included in the EBD
SP are provided in Appendix C of the Traffic Report.
Circulation improvements proposed as part of the EBD SP
were included in the analysis, as these are considered
key to the study area’s circulation upon buildout of the
EBD SP. The future intersection configurations with pro-
posed improvements are illustrated in Figure 16 of the
Traffic Report included as Attachment A.

These improvements are:

1. Santa Monica Blvd at Foothill Rcad - Provide access
from North Santa Monica Boulevard to Civic Center
Drive and Foothill Road by installing two new traf-
fic signals and prohibiting movements onto north-
bound North Maple Drive from both Santa Monica Bou-
levard and Fcothill Road.

2. North Santa Monica Access Drive and Civic Center
Drive - The proposed improvement involves the con-
struction of a northbound right-turn departure Xane
that would preovide a northeast access from the Spe-
cific Plan projects to northbound North Santa Moni-
ca Blvd.

3. Signalization of the 3™ Street & Foothill Road in-
tersecticn

4. Signalization of the 3" Street & Maple Drive inter-
section

5. Burton Way and Foothill Reoad - Provide eastbound
and westbound left-turn pockets. These Ieft-turn
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pockets would be realigned to transverse the land-
scaped median on Burton Way in order to lengthen
the storage capacity of the northbound and
southbound movements.

The trips expected from the EBD SP projects were
then added to 2010 Without Project traffic volumes
to develop the 2010 Without Project-With EBD SP
traffic wvolumes. The total trips added by EBD SP
projects and the other related projects, are illus-
trated in Appendix D of the Traffic Report included
as Attachment A. The resulting 2010 Without Project
- With EBD SP peak hour traffic volumes at the 29
analyzed intersections are shown on Figure 17 of
the Traffic Repcort for the AM and PM peak hours,
and on Figure 18 of the Traffic Report for the
Saturday peak hour.

Based on the future forecasts, the 2010 levels of
service at the analyzed intersections were calcu-
lated for the morning, evening and Saturday peak
hours. Table 7 summarizes the peak hour levels of
service results.

2010 With Project Traffic Analysis - With EBD SP

Because the proposed EBD SP roadway improvements
are expected to shift circulaticon patterns in the
study area, a modified project trip distribution
pattern for the proposed project was created. The
project trip distribution with Citv-proposed future
circulation network improvements is illustrated in
the Traffic Report contained in Attachment A for
the AM peak hour, and PM and Saturday peak hours.
The proposed project-only peak hour traffic volumes
were then added to the 2010 Without Project- with
EBD SP traffic projections.
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Environmental Initial Study

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (CONTINUED):

February 12, 2008

Based on the 2010 With Project - With EBD SP traffic
forecast, the levels of service at the analyzed in-
tersections were calculated for the morning and eve-
ning peak hcocurs. Table 8 summarizes the peak hour
levels cf service results. The resultant change in
V/C ratio comparing the 2010 With Project and EBD SP
to the 2010 Without Project and EBD SP are presented
in the Traffic Report contained in Table 11 in At-
tachment A.

Cumulative Project Impacts - 2010 with Project and
EBD 5P

Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance
thresholds in the 2010 With Project-With EBD SP sce-
naric the proposed project would result in a sig-
nificant traffic impact at one of the 29 analyzed
intersections:

» 3" Street & Foothill Road, during the AM and
PM peak hours.

This is not a Congestion Management Program (CMP)
intersection. (The CMP is explained in XV (b)}.

This cumulative impact is the result of the increase
in traffic from the development of projects that are
part cof the EBD SP. As such, the mitigation of this
cumulative impact will only be required if the EBD
Specific Plan projects are developed. The 331 Foot-
hill Road Office/Commercial Building project will be
subject to a fair share contribution for cost of the
mitigations prior to issuance of the certificate of
occupancy, 1if the EBD SP is approved prior to that
time.
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Environmental Initial Study

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (CONTINUED):

February 12, 2008

Fair Share Contribution

In order to determine the proposed project’s fair
share contribution towards the mitigation of the
preject cumulative impact, project traffic at the
impacted intersection was compared to the total cu-
mulative traffic. The proposed project’s contribu-
tion to the identified impact and associated mitiga-
tion measures is based on the proportion of project
peak hour traffic contributed to the specific inter-
section relative to the total growth in peak hour
traffic volume.

Project’s Fair Share Contribution

AM PM SA
Related Projects 157 63 196
EBD Specific Plan Projects| 572 699 545
331 Foothill Rd Traffic 86 122 107
Total Cumulative Traffic 815 884 848
Project Percentage 11% 14% 13%

The proposed project’s fair share contribution would
be 14 percent, during the PM peak hour.

Mitigation Measures

A mitigation measure was developed for the impacted
location that would improve the level of service to
less than significant levels. This measure, designed
to increase capacity, includes physical improvements
and are presented for planning purposes.

Mitigation XVII{a)- The project shall be responsible for its

fair share towards the installation of the
signal at the intersection of 3™ and Foot-
hill included in the EBD project, should
the EBD project be approved prior to the
issuance of construction permits for the
3 and Foothill project.

Mitigation XVII(b) - At the intersection of 3rd St. & Foothill

Rd. - Following signalization of the inter-
section under the EBD SP, the City shall
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Environmental Initial Study

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

re-stripe the northbound and southbound ap-
proaches from one shared left-through-right
turn lane to provide cne left-turn lane and
one shared through-right turn lane at each
approach.

With the implementation of this mitigation measure, the
intersection would operate at LOS D (V/C 0.804) during
the AM peak hour and LCS C (V/C 0.770) during the PM
peak hour. With implementation of the mitigation meas-
ure, cumulative project impacts at this intersection
would be mitigated.

Cumulative Residential Street Impacts

2010 Future With Project Scenario

Project-generated segment volumes were added to 2010
Without Project volumes to obtain 2010 With Project vol-
umes. Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ and City of
Los Angeles’ thresholds of significance, the Existing
Plus Project forecasts demonstrate that the proposed
project would not result in a significant traffic impact
at any of the 9 analyzed segments, as shown on Table 13
of the Traffic Report contained in Attachment A.

2010 Future With Project Scenaric - With EBD SP

Project-generated segment volumes were added to 2010
Without Project - with EBD SP volumes to obtain 2010
With Project - with EBD SP volumes. Based on the City of
Beverly Hills’ and City of Los Angeles’ threshelds of
significance, the Existing Plus Project forecasts demon-
strate that the proposed project would not result in a
significant traffic impact at any of the ¢ analyzed seg-
ments, as shown on Table 14 of the Traffic Repcrt con-
tained in Attachment A.

c. Less Than Significant - As discussed in Sections VIII
and XV of this document, the proposed project would not
expose persons to flooding or transportation hazards.
Section VI of this document explains that occupants of
the proposed project could be exposed to strong seismic
earth shaking due to the potential for earthguakes in
Southern California. The earth and geclogy cconditions
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Environmental Initial Study

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (CONTINUED):
February 12, 2008

of the site would be alleviated by the required compli-
ance with the California Building Code and, thus, the
proposed project would not result in adverse effects on
human beings from geotechnical considerations. There-
fore, the project would not create environmental effects
that would cause substantial adverse effecits on humans.
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes the results of a traffic impact analysis undertaken for the 331 Foothill Road
Office/Commercial Building (the proposed project) located in the City of Beverly Hills. The report
summarizes the methodology, findings and conclusions of the traffic impact analysis. A total of 29 key
intersections and 9 roadway segments in the vicinity of the project site were analyzed. The analysis
assesses the effects of the additional trips expected to be generated by the new development. The traffic
impact analysis takes into account the increase in traffic due to overall ambient growth in background
traffic through the horizon year of the project (2010} and as well as other development projects expected
to be completed by the horizon year. An analysis of traffic conditions with the implementation of the
Entertainment Business District Specific Plan projects was also included in the study. Conditions with
and without these improvements were assessed.

Project Description

The proposed project consists of the development of the existing site as an office and commercial
building. The proposed project would include approximately 51,648 square feet of office space, a 16-
employee Cable TV Office, a 5,667square-foot restaurant, and approximately 10,649 square feet of retail
space. Access to the site will be provided from 3™ Street along the southern boundary of the project site.
Figure 1 shows the location of the proposed project site in relation to the surrounding street system.
Figure 2 shows the proposed site plan. The proposed project’s site is currently vacant.

In coordination with the City of Beverly Hills, a total of 29 intersections were selected to be analyzed in
the traffic study for typical weekday morning and evening peak hour and Saturday Peak hour conditions.
The study locations include the following:

1. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Wilshire BI. 16. Civic Center Dr. & Foothill Rd. (TWSS)
2. Santa Monica BL (S} & Wilshire BI. 17.  Civic Center Dr. & Beverly BL (TWSS)
3. Santa Monica BL. (N) & Beverly Dr 18.  Civic Center Dr. & 3™ St. (AWSS)
4.  Santa Monica BI. (S) & Beverly Dr 19. 3" St & Foothill Rd. (AWSS)
5. Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. 20. 3" St & Maple Dr. (AWSS)
6. Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr./Civic Center 21. 3" St & Palm Dr. (AWSS)
Dr. (TWSS) 22. 3" St. & Oakhurst Dr. (AWSS)
7. Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (TWSS) 23, 3" St. & Doheny Dr.
8. Santa Monica Bl. & Beverly BL /Palm Dr, 24.  Alden Dr. & Foothill Rd. (TWSS)
9. Santa Monica Bl. & Doheny Dr. 25.  Alden Dr. & Maple Dr. (AWSS)
10. Burton Wy. & Rexford Dr. 26. Beverly Bl. & Maple Dr.
1E. Burton Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (TWSS) 27. Beverly Bl. & Doheny D,
12. Burton Wy. & Foothill Rd. 28. Clifton Wy./Foothill Rd. & Rexford Dr.
13. Burten Wy. & Maple Dr. {AWSS)
14. Burton Wy. & Doheny Dr. 29.  Wilshire Bl. & Rexford Dr.
15. Civic Center Dr. & Civic Center Dr.
{AWSS)

Fifteen of the study intersections are controlled by traffic signals. Six are controlled by two-way stop-
signs (TWSS) and eight are controlled by all-way stop signs (AWSS).

lteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The morning and evening peak period turning movement traffic counts were conducted during June 2006
at all the study intersections. All counts were conducted from 7:00-9:00 AM, 4:00-6:00 PM, and
Saturday (SA) 11:30 AM- 1:30 PM with the highest single hour of traffic (during the morning, evening
and Saturday peak periods) at each location used in the traffic impact analysis. Appendix A contains
traffic count worksheets for each intersection.

Figure 3 shows the existing AM and PM peak hour traffic volumes at the 29 study intersections. Saturday
peak hour volumes are shown in Figure 4. A field inventory was conducted at all study intersection
locations. The inventory included review of intersection geometric layout, traffic control, lane
configuration, posted speed limits, and land uses. This information is required for the subsequent traffic
impact analysis.

Figure 5 illustrates the existing intersection geometrics (lane configurations) for the 29 analyzed
intersections.

Existing Roadway Conditions

The project site is served directly by 3“ Street from the south side of the site. The following is a
description of the main roadways in the project’s vicinity.

East-West Streets

North Santa Monica Boulevard is a principal arterial northwest of the project site and runs diagonally
from southwest to northeast in the study area. There are two through lanes in each direction and a striped
median left turn lane. On-street parking is prohibited along North Santa Monica Boulevard in the study
area. Land uses along North Santa Monica Boulevard are single-family residential on the north, separated
from the roadway by a wide parkway/park as well as several churches. An abandoned railroad right-of-
way, public parking structures, and institutional, commercial/retail uses are located along the south side.

South Santa Monica Boulevard is a principal arterial southwest of the project site and runs diagonally
from southwest to northeast in the study area. There are two through lanes in each direction. The posted
speed limit is 25 mph in the study area. Land uses along South Santa Monica Boulevard in the study area
are commercial.

Wilshire Boulevard is a principal arterial that runs east to west along the south side of the study area.
There are three through lanes in each direction plus a median left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is 35
mph. Land uses along Wilshire Boulevard are commercial/retail.

Beverly Boulevard is a principal arterial that runs east to west along the north side of the study area.
There are two through lanes in each direction plus a median left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is 35
mph. Land uses along Beverly Boulevard are commercial/retail and residential.

Burton Way is a principal arterial that runs east to west along the south side of the study area. There are
two through lanes in each direction separated by a wide median that also provides turn lanes at the
intersections. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. Land uses along Burton Way are mainly residential.

Alden Drive is a local street that runs east to west along the center of the study area. There is one through
lane in cach direction. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. Land uses along Alden Drive are mainly
residential.

Tteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

3" Street is a local street that runs east to west along the center of the study area. There is one through
lane in each direction. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. Land uses along 3rd Street are mainly
residential.

North-South Streets

Rexford Drive, south of South Santa Monica Boulevard is a local street that runs north-south through the
edge of the Business Triangle and the Entertainment Business District. There is one through lane in each
direction. Land uses along Rexford Dr. are residential on both sides of the street, except at the northern
portion where Rexford fronts the City Hall.

Doheny Drive, from Whitworth Drive to Burton Way is a collector street that runs north to south along
the cast side of the study area. From Burton Way to Santa Monica Boulevard North, Doheny Drive is
under the jurisdiction of the City of West Hollywood. There is one through lane in cach direction plus a
median left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. Land uses along Doheny Drive are residential
and commercial.

Palm Drive is a local strect that runs north-south through center of the study area. There is one through
lane in each direction. Land uses along Palm Drive are residential on both sides of the street.

Maple Drive is a local street that runs north-south through center of the study area. There is one through
lane in each direction. Land uses along Maple Drive are residential on both sides of the street.

Foothill Read is a local street that runs north-south through center of the study area and fronts the project
site, providing immediate access. There is one through lane in each direction. Land uses along Foothill
Road are residential and commercial.

Existing Transit Operations

Two separate transit agencies provide bus service in the study area. The Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro or MTA) operates the majority of the fixed-route bus
transit service, with 16 bus lines within the City. The Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AV) also
provides limited transit routes within and the study area. The following is a listing of the transit lines
currently operational in the study area.

Metro Lines 4 and 304 - operating primarily along Santa Monica Boulevard within the study area and
providing service from downtown Santa Monica to downtown Los Angeles.

Metro Line 14 - operating along, Canon Drive, Santa Monica
Boulevard, and Beverly Boulevard in the study area and providing transit service between the City of
Beverly Hills and downtown Los Angeles.

Metro Lines 16 and 316 — operating along Santa Monica Boulevard and Burton Way within the study
area and providing transit service between the Century City area of Los Angeles and downtown Los
Angeles.

Metro Lines 20 and 21 - operating along Wilshire Boulevard within the study area. Line
20 provides transit service between City of Santa Monica and downtown Los Angeles via
Westwood where Line 21 combines with Line 20.

Metro Line 714 - Rapid Bus operating along Santa Monica Boulevard (North) and Beverly Boulevard,
stopping at limited locations within the study area. The line provides transit service between Beverly Hills
and downtown Los Angeles.

Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Metro Line 720 — Rapid Bus providing limited-stop setvice between Santa Monica,
downtown Los Angeles, and East Los Angeles/Montebello via Wilshire Boulevard and
Whittier Boulevard.

AV Line 786 - commuter express route that provides transit service for commuters

between Lancaster/Palmdale and the Century City/West Los Angeles area of
Los Angeles.

Traffic Operations Analysis Methodology

Traffic operating conditions in the vicinity of the project were analyzed using two methodologies. At the
signalized intersections, the “Intersection Capacity Utilization” (ICU) methodology was used. For the
existing unsignalized intersections the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) stop-controlled methodology
was utilized. Both are consistent with the City of Beverly Hills guidelines.

The efficiency of traffic operations at a location is measured in terms of Level of Service (LOS). Level of
service is a description of traffic performance at intersections. The level of service concept is a measure of
operating conditions at intersections during an hour. It is based on a volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio for
signalized locations and delay (in seconds) for stop-controlled intersections. Levels range from A to F
with A representing excellent (free-flow) conditions and F representing highly congested or failing
conditions. The ICU methodology compares the amount of traffic a through or turn lane is able to
process (the capacity) to the level of traffic during the peak hours (volume). The critical V/C ratios are
combined to determine the ICU value (V/C ratio) for the entire intersection. The HCM method for stop-
controlled intersections calculates the average delay, in seconds per vehicle for each approach and for the
intersection as a whole. The delay for the intersection corresponds to a LOS value which describes the
intersection operations. Intersections with volumes that are at or near capacity experience greater
congestion and longer vehicle delays.

Table | describes the level of service concept and the operating conditions expected under each level of
service for signalized and stop-controlled intersections.

Existing Traffic Operations Analysis

The morning, evening and Saturday peak hour level of service analyses were conducted for the 29 study
intersections based on the measured traffic volumes and the methodologies described previously. All
intersection analyses are performed using the TRAFFIX software program. The existing conditions level
of service analysis results are summarized in Table 2 for the AM, PM, and SA peak hours. Appendix E
contains the level of service calculation worksheets.

Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study
Table 1 Intersection Level of Service Definitions
ICU/CMA Signalized Intersections
Volume to
Level of Capacity
Service Description Ratio
Excellent operation. All approaches to the inlersection appear quite open, turning movements
A are easily made, and nearly all drivers find freedom of operation. 0-.600
Very good aperation. Many drivers begin to feel somewhat restricled within platoons of
B vehicles. This represents stable flow. An approach to an intersection may occasionally be fully .601-.700
utitized and traffic queues start to form.
C Good operation. Occasionally drivers may have to wait more than 60 seconds, and back-ups 201-.800
may develop behind turing vehicles. Most drivers feel somewhat restricted. R
Fair operation. Cars are sometimes reguired fo wail more than 60 seconds during short peaks.
b There are no long-standing traffic queues. This level is typically associated with design .801-.900
practice for peak periods,
Poor operation. Some long-standing vehicular queues develop on critical approaches to
E . . . .901-1.000
intersections. Delays may be up to several minutes.
Forced flow, Represents jammed conditions. Backups form locations downstream or on the
F cross street may restrict or prevent movement of vehicles out of the intersection approach Over 1.000
lanes; therefore, volumes carried are not predictable. Potential for stop and go type (raffic )
flow.

Source;  Highway Capacity Manual, Specinl Report 209, Transportation Research Board, Washington, D.C., 1985 and interin Materials on
Highway Capacity, NCHRP Circular 212, 1982.

HCM Unsignalized Intersections

Stop-Controlled

Level of e .
Servi Description Intersection Delay (seconds
ervice .
per vehicle)
Excellent operation. All approaches to the intersection appear quite open,
A turning movements are easily made, and nearly all drivers {ind freedom of <10
operalion.
Very good operation. Many drivers begin fo feel somewhat restricted within
B platoons of vehicles. This represents stable low. An approach to an intersection >{0and < 15
may occasionally be fully wilized and traffic queues start to form.
Good operation. Occasionally drivers may have to wait more than 60 seconds,
C and back-ups may develop behind turning vehicles. Most drivers feel somewhat >15and <25
restricted,
Fair operation. Cars are sometimes required to wait more than 60 seconds
D duri L >25 and < 35
uring short peaks, There are no long-standing traffic queues.
E Poor operation. Some jong-standing vehicular queues develop on eritical >35 and < 50
approaches to intersections. Delays may be up to several minutes. andz
Forced flow. Represents jammed conditions. Backups form locations
F downstream or on the cross street may restrict or prevent movement of vehicles > 50

out of the intersection approach lanes; therefore, volumes carried are not
predictable. Potential for stop and go type traffic flow.

Source; Highway Capacity Manial, Speeial Report 209, Transportation Rescarch Board, Washington, D.C., 2000.
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

The results shown in Table 2 indicate that 8 of the 29 analyzed intersections are currently operating at
LOS E or F during at least one peak hour. These intersections are:

Santa Monica Bl, (N) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)

Santa Monica BIL. (S) & Wilshire Bl. (AM and PM)

Santa Monica Bl (N} & Beverly Dr. (PM Only)

Santa Monica Bl {8) & Beverly Dr. (PM Only)

Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (PM Only)

Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr./Civic Center Dr. (All Peak Hours)
Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (All Peak Hours)

Burton Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (AM Only)

N N

—

The remaining 21 intersections are currently operating at LOS D or better during all three peak hours.

PROJECT TRIP CHARACTERISTICS

The following section describes the methodology for developing the project related trip estimates, the
assignment of these trips and the resulting traffic conditions with the project at the 29 analyzed
intersections.

Forecast Trip Generation of the Project

The first step in analyzing the existing conditions with the project is to estimate the number of trips it will
generate. Traffic generation estimates for the proposed project were developed using trip generation rates
in the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ publication (ITE) Trip Generation, 7" Edition (2003). Table
3 summarizes the estimated trip generation for the project.

Table 3 Project Trip Generation

ITE | Weekday AM Peak Hour FM Peak Hour Saturday Peak Hour | Weekend
Size Code # |Dailly Trips| In Cut | Tofal In OQut | Total In Qut | Total | Daily Trips
Proposed Project
Restaurant 5667 sf 931 510 3 2 5 28 14 42 36 25 61 535
Pass-by 0% 1} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Office 51,648 sf 710 569 70 10 80 13 64 77 1 10 21 122
Cable TV Office 16 emp| 710 53 2 6 8 1 6 7 1 1 1 9
Retall 10,649 820 457 7 4 1t 19 21 40 27 24 51 532
Total New Trips 1,589 82 22 103 62 105 | 167 75 60 135 1,198
Internal Retall Trips 16 \] 1] 0 0 -1 -1
Internal Residentizl Trips 0 0 o 0 0
Internal Office Trips =16 0 u) 0 -1 0 -1
Total Net Trips 1,557 81 21 103 &1 104 | 165 5 60 135 1,198
Exisfing to be Removed
Retall - sf 820 0 0 a s} 0 0 o [s} 0 0 4]
Pass-by 0% 0 0 0 1] 0 0 a 1] 0 0
Office 0 sf 710 [b] 0 0 a s} 0 0 [t} [t} 0 0 G
Tutal Existing Trips - sf 0 0 0 0 1] 1] 0 0 0 0 ¢
Total Net Trips 1,557 81 21 103 61 104 | 165 75 60 135 1,198
Moles:
Source - ITE Trip Generation 7th Edition.
[a] General Office Buildig rates used.
Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

As shown in Table 3, the proposed project is expected to generate approximately 1,557 weekday daily
trips of which about 103 would occur during the morning peak hour, and 165 during the evening peak
hour. The project is expected to generate approximately 1,198 Saturday daily trips, with 135 occurring
during the midday peak hour.

Distribution of the Project Trips

The next step in the forecast of project traffic is to develop the anticipated distribution of the project trips.
The origins and destinations of the vehicle trips associated with the project are used to distribute project
traffic to the area streets. The geographic distribution of project trips is based on the type of land use,
demographics of the area, the street system that serves the site, and the level of accessibility of the routes
to and from the project site. It is important to note that due to the mixed use nature of the project, the trip
distribution is different for each the three peak hours. Input from City staff was also utilized in the
development of the project trip distribution pattern. Project trip distribution patterns for the proposed
project, with the existing circulation network, are illustrated in Figure 6 for the AM peak hour and Figure
7 for the PM and Saturday peak hours.

Project-Only Traffic Yolumes

Utilizing the trip generation estimates and trip distribution pattern described above, the project trips were
assigned to the roadway network. The resulting project-only volumes, given the existing circulation
network, are illustrated in Figure 8 and Figure 9 for the weekday and Saturday peak hours, respectively.

EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS

To evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project on current local traffic conditions, the generated
project trips were assigned to the existing roadway network.

Existing Plus Project Traffic Analysis

The proposed project-only peak hour traffic volumes (shown on Figure 8 and Figure 9) were added to the
existing volumes (previously shown on Figure 3 and Figure 4). The resulting Existing Plus Project
morning and evening peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure 10. Existing Plus Project Saturday
peals hour volumes are shown on Figure 11. Based on the Existing-plus-Project traffic forecasts shown on
Figure 10 and Figure 11, the levels of service at the analyzed intersections were calculated for the
morning and evening and Saturday peak hours. Table 4 summarizes the peak hour levels of service
results. Appendix E contains the level of service calculation worksheets.

As shown in Table 4, 9 of the 29 study intersections would operate at levels of service E or F under
Existing + Project conditions during at least one peak hour. The intersections are:

Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)

Santa Monica Bl (S) & Wilshire BL. (AM and PM)

Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Beverly Dr. (PM Only)

Santa Monica Bl. (8) & Beverly Dr. (PM Only)

Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (PM Only)

Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr./Civic Center Dr. (All Peak Hours)
Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (All Peak Hours)

Santa Monica Bl. & Beverly Bl./Palm Dr. (PM Only)

Burton Wy, & Civic Center Dr. (AM Only)

ooV A =

—

Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

FUTURE (2010) WITHOUT PROJECT CONDITIONS

To evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project on future traffic conditions, it is first necessary to
develop a forecast of future traffic volumes in the study area at the project’s buildout horizon year (2010)
under conditions without the proposed project. The 2010 without project condition provides a basis
against which to measure the potential significant impacts of the proposed project.

Future Traffic Growth

The anticipated buildout year of the proposed project is expected to be 2010. The projection of 2010
Without Project traffic consists of existing traffic plus ambient traffic growth (general background
growth) plus growth in traffic generated by specific cumulative projects expected to be completed by the
year 2010. The following describes the two growth components.

Ambient Traffic Growth

Ambient traffic growth is the traffic growth that will occur in the study area generated by general
employment growth, housing growth and growth in regional through trips outside of the study area. Even
if there was no change in housing or employment in the City of Beverly Hills, there will be some
background (ambient) traffic growth in the region. The City of Beverly Hills has generally experienced
about one percent (1.0%) per year growth in the area. For this study, as well as for other area traffic
studies, this rate was used as a conservative estimate of increases in traffic. Using this ambient growth
factor, the existing 2006 traffic volumes were increased by a factor of 1.04 to account for ambient traffic
growth to the year 2010,

Cumulative Project Growth

Cumulative project traffic growth, which is growth due to specific, known development projects in the
study area, has also been included in the analysis of the 2010 Without Project conditions. The City of
Beverly Hills maintains a database that includes the known development projects within the City and
some in the Cities of Los Angeles and West Hollywood. The related projects information/data, which
includes anticipated turning movements at specific intersections within the City of Beverly Hills, was
obtained from the City. Based on this data, the traffic associated with related projects was identified for
most of the study intersections. For the analyzed intersections that data was not available, estimates for
the related projects traffic were developed utilizing the available data at the closest intersections. The
total trips added by the related projects, are illustrated in Appendix B of this report.

2010 Without Project Traffic Analysis

The resulting 2010 Without Project peak hour traffic volumes at the 29 analyzed intersections are shown
on Figure 12 for the AM and PM peak hours, and on Figure 13 for the Saturday peak hour.

Based on the future forecasts shown on Figure 12 and Figure 13 the levels of service at the analyzed
intersections were calculated for the morning, evening and Saturday peak hours. Table 5 summarizes the
peak hour levels of service results. Appendix E contains the level of service calculation worksheets.

As shown in Table 5, 12 of the 29 study intersections are expected to operate at levels of service E or F
under 2010 Without Project conditions. The intersections are:

Tteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Comimercial Building Traffic Study

. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. (8) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl (N) & Beverly Dr. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. (8) & Beverly Dr. (AM and PM)

. Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr./Civic Center Dr. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. & Beverly Bl./Palm Dr. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica BL. & Doheny Dr. (All Peak Hours)

11. Burton Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (AM Only)

14. Burton Wy. & Doheny Dr. (PM Only)

27. Beverly Bl. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)

NDOOO =] Oy L s L B e

FUTURE (2010) WITH PROJECT CONDITIONS

2010 With Project Traffic Analysis

The proposed project-only peak hour traffic volumes shown on Figure § and Figure 9 were added to the
2010 Without Project traffic projections shown on Figure 12 and Figure 13. The resulting 2010 With
Project morning and evening peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure 14 for AM and PM peak
hours. Saturday midday peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure | 5.

Based on the 2010 With Project traffic forecast shown on Figure 14 and Figure 15, the levels of service at
the analyzed intersections were calculated for the morning and evening peak hours. Table 6 summarizes
the peak hour levels of service results. Appendix E contains the level of service calculation worksheets.

As shown in Table 6, 13 of the 29 study intersections would operate at levels of service E or F under 2010
With Project conditions. Even though one additional intersection (Wilshire Boulevard and Rexford
Drive) is operating at LOS E under the 2010 With Project scenario (AM Peak only), the increase in
volume/capacity ratio does not meet the significance criteria for a traffic impact. The intersections are:

. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. (8) & Wilshire Bl (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Beverly Dr. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica B, (S) & Beverly Dr. (AM and PM)

. Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr./Civic Center Dr. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica BL. & Maple Dr. (All Peak Hours)

. Santa Monica Bl. & Beverly Bl./Palm Dr. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica Bl. & Doheny Dr. (All Peak Hours)

11. Burton Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (AM Oaly)

14. Burton Wy. & Doheny Dr. (PM Only)

27. Beverly Bl. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)

29. Wilshire Bl. & Rexford Dr. (AM Only)

oo RS e N TN N IR 6 I
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

FUTURE (2010) CONDITIONS WITH THE ENTERTAINMENT
BUSINESS DISTRICT SPECIFIC PLAN (EBD SP)

2010 Without Project — With EBD SP Traffic Analysis

Because the proposed project is located within the geographical boundaries of the draft EBD SP area,
future traffic conditions with the traffic from eight projects identified for inclusion into the EBD SP was
also assessed. It is important to note that the EBD SP projects are not expected to be completed by the
proposed project’s horizon year (2010), but are included in the analysis as worst-case scenario. The
expected build-out year for the EBD SP projects is 2015. The trip generation estimates for all projects
included in the EBD SP are provided in Appendix C of this report. Circulation improvements proposed
as part of the EBD SP were included in the analysis, as these are considered key to the study area’s
circulation upon buildout of the Specific Plan. The future intersection configurations with proposed
improvements are illustrated in Figure 16.

These improvements are:

1. Santa Monica Blvd at Foothill Road — Provide access from North Santa Monica Boulevard to
Civic Center Drive and Foothill Road by installing two new traffic signals and prohibiting
movements onto northbound North Maple Drive from both Santa Monica Boulevard and Foothill
Road.

2. North Santa Monica Access Drive and Civic Center Drive — The proposed improvement involves
the construction of a northbound right-turn departure lane that would provide a northeast access

from the Specific Plan projects to northbound North Santa Monica Blvd.

3. Signalization of the 3™ Street & Foothill Road intersection

4. Signalization of the 3" Street & Maple Drive intersection

5. Burton Way and Foothill Road — Provide eastbound and westbound left-turn pockets. These left-
turn pockets would be realigned to transverse the landscaped median on Burton Way in order to
lengthen the storage capacity of the northbound and southbound movements.

The trips expected from the EBD SP projects were then added to 2010 Without Project traffic volumes to
develop the 2010 Without Project-With EBD SP traffic volumes. The total trips added by EBD SP
projects and the other related projects, are illustrated in Appendix D of this report. The resulting 2010
Without Project — With EBD SP peak hour traffic volumes at the 29 analyzed intersections are shown on
Figure 17 for the AM and PM peak hours, and on Figure 18 for the Saturday peak hour.

Based on the future forecasts shown on Figure 17 and Figure 18, the levels of service at the analyzed
intersections were calculated for the morning, evening and Saturday peak hours. Table 7 summarizes the
peak hour levels of service results. Appendix E contains the level of service calculation worksheets.

As shown in Table 7, 17 of the 29 study intersections are expected to operate at levels of service E or F
under 2010 Without Project — With EBD SP conditions. The intersections are:

. Santa Monica Bl. (N} & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica BL. {S) & Wilshire BL. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Beverly Dr. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica BL. (S) & Beverly Dr. (All Peak Hours)

[teris, Inc
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33! Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

5. Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (All Peak Hours)

6. Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr. /Civic Center Dr. (All Peak Hours)
7. Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (PM Only)

8. Santa Monica Bl. & Beverly BL./Palm Dr. (All Peak Hours)

9. Santa Monica Bl. & Doheny Dr. (All Peak Hours)

11. Burton Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (AM and PM)

12 Burton Wy. & Foothill Rd. (AM Only)

14. Burton Wy. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)
22. 3rd St. & Oakhurst Dr. (AM only)

23. 3rd 5t. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)

24. Alden Dr. & Foothill Rd. (All Peak Hours)
27. Beverly Bl. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)
29. Wilshire Bl. & Rexford Dr. (AM Only)

2010 With Project Traffic Analysis — With EBD SP

Because the proposed EBD SP roadway improvements are expected to shift circulation patterns in the
study area, a modified project trip distribution pattern for the proposed project was created. The project
trip distribution with City-proposed future circulation network improvements is illustrated in Figure 19
for the AM peak hour, and on Figure 20 for PM and Saturday peak hours. The resulting project-only
volumes, assuming the future circulation network improvements, are illustrated in Figure 21 and Figure
22 for the weekday and Saturday peak hours, respectively.

The proposed project-only peak hour traffic volumes shown on Figure 21 and Figure 22 were added to the
2010 Without Project- with EBD SP traffic projections shown on Figure 17 and Figure 18. The resulting
2010 With Project — With EBD SP morning and evening peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure
23 for AM and PM peak hours, and Saturday midday peak hour traffic volumes are shown on Figure 24.

Based on the 2010 With Project — With EBD SP traffic forecast shown on Figure 23 and Figure 24, the
levels of service at the analyzed intersections were calculated for the morning and evening peak hours.
Table 8 summarizes the peak hour levels of service results. Appendix E contains the level of service
calculation worksheets. As shown in Table 8, 17 of the 29 study intersections would operate at levels of
service E or F under 2010 With Project — With EBD SP conditions. The intersections are:

. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica Bl. (§) & Wilshire Bl. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica Bl. (N) & Beverly Dr. (All Peak Hours)
. Santa Monica Bl. (S) & Beverly Dr. (All Peak Hours
Santa Monica Bl. & Rexford Dr. (All Peak Hours)

Santa Monica Bl. & Alpine Dr. /Civic Center Dr, (All Peak Hours)
Santa Monica Bl. & Maple Dr. (AM and PM)

Santa Monica Bl. & Beverly Bl./Palm Dr. (All Peak Hours)

9. Santa Monica Bl. & Doheny Dr. (All Peak Hours)

11. Burton Wy. & Civic Center Dr. (AM and PM)

[2 Burton Wy, & Foothill Rd. {AM Only)

[4. Burton Wy. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)

e R RS
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

22, 3rd 5t. & Oakhurst Dr. (AM only)

23. 3rd 5t. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)

24, Alden Dr. & Foothill Rd. {All Peak Hours)
27. Beverly BL. & Doheny Dr. (AM and PM)
29. Wilshire Bl. & Rexford Dr. (AM Only)

PROJECT IMPACTS

Whether the proposed project would have a significant traffic impact is determined based the thresholds
of significance established by respective agencies. This section describes project impacts on both
intersections and residential street segments using the City of Beverly Hills threshold of significance
criteria,

Threshold of Significance
The City of Beverly Hills has established guidelines for determining significant impacts at signalized
intersections. The guidelines state that a project impact is significant if the addition of project traffic

results in the following increases in the ICU (volume-to-capacity ratio) at a signalized intersection:

* For ICU values of .91 or greater (LOS E and F) - an ICU increase greater than or equal to 0.02.
* For JCU values of 0.81 to 0.90 (LOS D) — an ICU increase greater than or equal to 0.04.

For unsignalized intersections, the City uses the following thresholds of significance:

All-Way Stop Control:  An impact is considered significant if the following increase of average total
delay per vehicle results in:

e 3.0 seconds or more average total delay at final LOS E or F

e 4.0 seconds or more average total delay at final LOS D

» 5.0 seconds or more average total delay causing the intersection to operate at LOS D
Two-Way Stop Control: An impact is considered significant if the following occurs:

e A change in any traffic movement to LOS E or F from LOS D or better.

The City of Beverly Hills utilizes the change in traffic volumes to determine potential project-related
significant impacts on residential streets. The City’s criteria are as follows:

Daily Project Contribution to Project Contribution to
Traffic Volume Peak Hour Traffic Volume Daily Traffic Volume
3,750 or Less 25% or More 25% or More
>3,750 to 6,750 12.5% or More 12.5% or More
>6,750 6.25% or More 6.25% or More
Iteris, Inc
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331 Foorthill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Intersection Traffic Impact Analysis

Existing Plus Project Scenario

The intersection volume-to-capacity ratios and corresponding levels of service for the Existing Plus
Project conditions were calculated and the results summarized in Table 4 for each of the 29 analyzed
locations. The resultant change in V/C ratio comparing the Existing Plus Project to the Existing are
presented in Table 9.

Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance thresholds, in the Existing Plus Project scenario the
proposed project would not have a significant traffic impact at any of the 29 analyzed intersections.

2010 With Project Scenatio

The intersection volume-to-capacity ratios and corresponding levels of service for the 2010 With Project
conditions were calculated and the results summarized in Table 6 for each of the 29 analyzed locations.
The resultant change in V/C ratio comparing the 2010 With Project to the 2010 Without Project are
presented in Table 10. Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance thresholds, in the 2010 With
Project scenario the proposed project would not have a significant traffic impact at any of the 29 analyzed
infersections.

2010 With Project Scenarioc — With EBD SP

The intersection volume-to-capacity ratios and corresponding levels of service for the 2010 With Project-
With EBD SP conditions were calculated and the results summarized in Table 8 for each of the 29
analyzed locations. The resultant change in V/C ratio comparing the 2010 With Project to the 2010
Without Project are presented in the Table 11.

Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance thresholds in the 2010 With Project-With EBD SP

scenario the proposed project would result in a significant traffic impact at one of the 29 analyzed
intersections: 3 Street & Foothill Road, during the AM and PM peak hours.

Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Table 9 Existing + Project Intersection Impacts

sntarsaction Consol ::T: Existing Condltions Enxisting plus Project char;?eii: we S[ig}ni;t::?m
ViCorDelay | LOS | ViorDelay LOS 2 P

3. Santa Monica B, (N} & Wilshira BI k- AM 115 F 1.181 F 0.0 Ho
P 1.072 F 1.073 F 0.001 No

sA 1162 £ 1168 £ 0.005 No

2. Santa Monkca Bl (S) & Wilshira BI. -3 AM 1.057 F 1.057 F 0000 Ne
P 1424 F 1426 F 0.002 No

SA 0.544 o 0.515 [»] n.0m No

3. Santa Monlea 8 (M) & Bevedy Dr. 8 Al 0.854 ] 0.857 o] 0.002 Ne
PAL 0517 E n.g2z E 0.005 No

BA 0.833 [+} 0.83% D 0.006 No

4. Santa Monica BI. (S} & Baverly Dr. g8 Al 0.85 ] 0.851 D 0,001 No
M 1,152 F 1154 F 0.002 No

8A 0.745 [ 0748 c 0.003 No

5. Santa Menica BI. & Rexford Dr. 8 AM 0.827 o 0828 ] 0.00t No
PM 1.008 F 1.04¢ F 0.004 Ko

SA 0.776 < 0.780 o 0.004 No

6. Sonts Menica Bl & Alpine DrJ/Civle Center Dr. TWSC AM 49 E 49 E c.o No
PM 1279 E 1279 F 0o No

SA 394 E 39.4 E o No

7. Santa Monica Bl & Maple Dr. TWSC AM ar4 E 374 E 0.0 Na
PM 473 E 473 E 0.0 No

5A 98,6 F 98.6 F 0.0 HNe

6. Santa Monlca Bl & Beverly Bl/Palm Dr. s AM 0.708 c D708 c 0,000 No
P 0.835 D 0.903 E 0.008 No

88, 0.728 c 0.749 [ .0%0 No

2. Sania Menlca B1. & Doheny Cr. s AM o817 D 0.821 D 0004 Ne
M 0.815 D ¢.819 [+] 0.004 No

SA Q737 [ 0.742 [+ 0.005 No

10. Burlon Wy. & Rexford Dr. 5 AN 0.658 B 0.659 B 6.001 No
FM C.752 c 0.756 c 0.004 No

SA 0,439 A 0.443 A 0.004 Ne

11. Burlon Wy. & Civic Center Dr. TWSC AM B84.5 E a0.3 F 58 No
Pl 18.3 [+ 20 (o] 1.7 Ne

SA 122 B 125 B 0.3 Ne

12 Burtan Wy. & Foathil Rd 5 AM or B 0.7i3 (o] 0.012 No
PM 0.853 B 0.665 a8 o012 No

SA 0468 A 0.485 A .08 No

13. Burton Wy. & Mapla Dr. 8 AW 0701 [ 0.705 c 0.004 No
PM 0.842 8 0.645 B 0.003 No

SA 0433 A 0437 A 0.004 No

14. Burton Wy. & Doheny Br. S AN 0.724 [+ 0.728 < 0.004 No
PM 0.875 ] 0877 3] 0.002 Ne

SA 0.554 A 0558 A 0.001 No

15. Chvle Center Dr, & Civic Cenler Dr, AWSC AM 165 B 10.7 e Q.2 Ne
M 8.2 A a3 A 0.1 No

84 7 A 7.8 A 0.1 Na

16. Chvlc Canter Dr. & Foothilt Rd. S AN 16,3 B 104 8 0.100 No
PM 4.6 A a.7 A 0.100 No

8A g1 A 8.1 A 0,600 No

17, Civic Center Dr. & Beverly BI. TWSC AM 12.9 B 13 B [1K] No
PM 134 B 138 a 0.z No

SA 131 B 133 a8 0.2 No

18, Civic Center Dr. & 3rd St AWSC AM 10.2 8 103 a 0.1 Mo
PM 8.9 A 2.7 A 03 No

SA 78 A 8 A 0.2 No

18, 3rd 5. & Foalhill Rd, AWSC A 122 B 333 ] 11 No
PM 9.8 A 10.9 e 11 No

SA 8.1 A BS5 A a4 Ho

20. 3rd St. & Mapla Dr. AWSC AM 126 8 129 B Q3 No
PM 18 8 1.8 B a2 o

8A 6.8 A X} A LA No

21. 3rd St. & Palm Dr. AWSC AN 136 ) 138 B a2 No
PM 101 B i0.2 B [A3 No

SA 8.3 A a4 A 0} No

22. 3rd 5t. & Dakhurst Or. AWSC AM 15.4 c 187 c 03 Ne
P 12.2 e 123 B 0.1 No

SA ar A a8 A 0.1 No

23 3rd St. & Doheny Dr. S AM 0,787 c a7 c 0.004 Ne
PM 0.778 c Q.78 [s] 0.002 No

3A 0.573 A 058 A 0,001 Na

24. Alden Dr. & Foothill Rd. TWSC AM 10.% a8 103 B 02 Ne
M 98 A 102 B 04 Ne

SA a3 A 9.5 A 0.2 No

25, Alden Dr, & Maple Dr AwsC AM 79 A 8.0 A 0.1 No
PM a2 A 8.5 A 0.2 No

SA 7.5 A 76 A 01 No

26. Beverly Bi. & Maple Dr. E AM ¢.509 A 0.513 A 0.004 No
] .538 A 0.585 A 0.027 No

SA 6.375 A 0.292 A an? No

27. Bevarly Bl & Coheny Dr. § AM 0.568 o 0.872 ] ©.004 No
PM 0.873 o 0.874 D .00% No

8A 0.754 4 0.755 [ 0.00t No

28 Ciiftenn Wy./[Foothill Rd, & Rexford Dr. AWSC AM 125 B 126 B o1 No
FM 129 B 1.2 B 0.3 No

SA 8.6 A 8.7 A G.1 No

29. Wilghiro BI. & Raxiard Or. 5 AM 0.718 [ 0718 < 0.003 No
FM 0.63 B 0.636 [:] 0.006 No

SA 0.516 A 0,517 A 0,002 No

Hotes,
5 = Signal TWSCH twoway £10p controlied; AWST ahways stop eontroliad
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Table 10 2010 With Project Intersection Impacts

intorsaction Contrel | Peak Hour Existing Cenditlons Future withoul Project Future with Profect Chlr;!g;il: wic Significant impact?
VI or Dolay LoS VIC or Delay LOS ViC or Delay LOS

1. Santa Monica 81, (N} & Wilshire 8] s AN 1.450 F 1274 F 1.28 F 4006 Mo
Pr 1072 F 1270 F 1275 F 0.005 No
SA 1182 F 1258 F 1268 F @007 Ro
2. Santa Monica B, (S) & Wikshire 31 5 A 1057 F 1328 F 1328 F 0000 Mo
PM 1422 £ 1325 £ 1327 F 0002 No
84 [iE:E] o 1018 3 1.018 F 0001 No
3 Santa Monica BIL (N} & Beverly Dr = AN 0854 D 0894 E 0.987 E 0.003 No
P oMy E $143 F 148 F 0005 No
A 0833 o 1018 F 1.025 F [dvai] No
4. Sants Monica Bl {5} 5 Beverly Or s Al 0.850 o 1061 F 1058 F G003 No
PH 1152 F 1308 F tan F 0.002 Ne
SA 0745 c oert o 0874 D 0.oo2 Ko
5 Sanis Menica B & Realord Bt & Al oBzv o Q.84 E 0261 E .00 He
Pt 1.006 F 1.205 F 1.20% [ aned Mo
54 o178 c 0972 E 0.976 E 0.004 No
6. Santa Monlca Bl & Alpine Or/Civic Center Ot TWSC A 490 E WLt F 1621 F a8 Mo
Pl 1279 F Lotk F Bse 9 F 00 Ne
8A 394 £ 1845 F 164 6 F 00 No
7. Santa blenlca 81 & Magls Dr IWSC AN 374 E 725 F 725 F 00 No
PM 413 E 788 F 788 F 00 No
sa 968 F 014 F 2014 F o0 N
8. Santa Monica BI. & Baverly Bl/Paim Dr 5 AM 0708 c agay E 0.970 E i) No
PM 0855 [} 1075 F 1088 F £003 No
SA 0.3y [+ 0828 E 0936 E gon No
9. Santa Monica Bl, & Dohany Or 5 AM 0817 o 1087 F 1o F 3] o
M [E3E] o 0997 E 001 F 0004 Mo
SA niar < 0901 E 0 506 E o005 Ko
10 Burion Wy & Rextord Or 8 AM 0.658 ] 6730 -] 0¥ 3 2001 Ha
P 0.752 [ 0822 ] 0825 ) 8.003 No
SA 0433 A 0485 A 0489 A 0004 No
11. Burlon Wy. & Givic Center Or TWSC AR 845 F 2064 F 2184 i F 100 No
[ 183 < 252 [~ 65 o a3 HNo
SA 122 8 142 B 140 0s o
12 Burlon Wy. & Foolhil Rd § AN 0.700 -] 0.83 o 0.843 o 0013 No
P 0453 B o722 [ 0.742 c ooez0 No
SA 0485 A {508 A 0.578 A aoe He
13, Burlon Wy. & Maplo Br TWSE AM e A o788 c 0,782 c 0.004 Ho
PH 04 A 712 [ o.rs c 0.003 No
SA 0433 A 9492 A 0436 A 0.004 No
14, Burton Wy, & Doheny Df 5 AN o722 c 0882 o 0.887 D 0805 Mo
PM 0875 -] 0385 E 0967 E 0.002 Mo
Ba 0554 A 04837 B 0.83% B nee2 Mo
15. Givic Center Or. & Gide Conter Dr AWSC AR 105 B 129 8 Ty B a2 No
PH 82 A X A B2 a 04 No
SA 77 A T8 A 78 A o1 No
1B, Civic Contar Dr. & Foolutl Rd TWSG AM 103 ] 10.1 B 102 ] [ 4] No
=Y -1 A 10 6 101 ] [:3] Ne
Sh 21 A 04 A 85 { A o No
17 Civic Centor Dr. & Bavorly Bf TWEG AN 128 ] w3 [ 196 : c 01 N
P 124 ] 157 ¢ 150 [ 0z Ho
L1 131 B 154 [ 157 [+ 03 Na
18. Givic Contor Dr. & 3rd 5t AWEC AN 102 a 06 B 107 8 01 Mo
M 89 A 2.1 A 84 A 03 Mo
SA 78 S 78 A 81 A 02 Na
19. 3rd St & Foofhid Rel. AWST Al 122 3 58 3 we [} 23 Mo
Pis 98 A 05 a 12 8 145 No
SA at A 92 A 58 A 06 No
20 3rd St & MapieDr AWSC Al 128 8 153 e 158 [ a5 Ho
P 14 B 129 ] 132 [} 83 Mo
sa 3B A 28 A a7 A o1 No
21. 3zd &1 & Palem i AWSC A 134 B 108 < 7o c o4 ho
FM 1004 -] 109 u B o1 Ha
sA 83 A ] A b8 A a No
22 3rd St & Ookhursl O AWEC A 154 [4 199 [ 204 I3 o5 Ko
PM 122 B 3y ] 14 B .3 No
54 87 A 25 A 96 A a Nao
23 3rd 5L & Dohony Dr 5 AM o767 4 04873 o 0877 +] 0.004 Ne
PM 0778 c 0.82 o 0.622 o wobz No
84 0579 A 0623 B 0624 0008 No
24 Agen D+ & Foothill Rd wse AM 101 B nz B 1ns a 03 No
PN 98 A 101 B 105 8 04 N
SA 93 A 03 B 07 a 04 No
25 Aden Dr & Maplo Or ANSC AM 79 A B A a1 A 01 No
PM 83 A 4 A 86 A 0z No
Sh 5 A 75 A 76 A o1 No
26. Bovarly Bt & Mapla Or 5 AM 0508 A 0633 B 0840 ] 0007 No
PM 0558 A 0608 B 0,625 ] 00 No
SA 0375 A 042 A 0.435 A L131) No
27. Bovorly B & Dehany Dr § AM 0.868 o 1.086 ¥ 109 F 004 No
m 0.872 o 0892 E noss £ 0062 Ne
SA 0.764 & o823 -] 0.624 [*] oot No
28. Ciftan Wy fFoathill Rd. & Rexford Dr AWSC AN 125 ] 123 B 135 8 0z No
Pt 129 a “ B 43 B 032 No
5A 68 & 28 A B A oo Ho
29. Wishire Bl & Rexlard Or s AN o718 < 0898 -] 0.5m £ 0.003 to
M 0630 B o748 < 0.754 c ooos Mo
5A [E1H A 0.681 ] oE83 B 0.002 No

Hotn,

8 w Fignst TWSCa tumewry Bop Ceniraiod, AWSTa atwayy winp eontrated
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Table 11 2010 With Project — With EBD SP Intersection Impacts

Intersection Control | Peak Houe £xisting Conditions Fuluze without Projeet Fuluro with Project Char;‘geﬂln vic S;gnlﬁcla?n\
ViC of Delay [Hel] vic or Delay LO§ VIC or Dolay Wes wilo mpag
1. Santa Monica BI. {N) & Weahiro Bt ES Al 115 F 1,282 F 1388 F 0.006 Ho I
PM i 1072 F iR F 1349 F 0008 No
sA 1.182 F 356 F 1.363 F (024 o
2. Santa Monlca Bl. {S) & Wilshire Bt s AM 1.057 F +.237 F 1338 F 2.001 No
PM jA2L F 1.362 F 1.355 F 0402 No
SA 0814 o 1032 F 1.033 F Q.00% No
3 Santa Monica B, (N} & Baverly Dr s AM 0854 o 1.062 F 1.076 F o008 Ho
PA 0.817 E 1.201 F 1.206 F 0.005 Mo
SA 0832 o 1102 F 1.109 F 4.007 No
4. Santa Monica Bl {$) & Bavery Dr. s Ark 0.85 D 1138 F 1141 F €083 Ho
Pt 1.152 F 134 E M3 F 0.002 No
5A 6.745 [ a.814 E 0.816 E 0002 Ne
5, Santa Monica BI. & Rexiord Dr 8 AL o827 B 1.034 F 104 F 0.008 No
PR 1.006 F 1.285 F 1210 F 0,005 HNo
5A 0776 < 1056 F 1062 F 0008 No
6. Sonta Honlea BE. & Alpine Dr./Civic Canter Dr TWSG AM 48 E 8011 F 5206 F m7 No
PR 1219 F QVRFL F OVRFL F - No
SA | 304 3 7169 F 786.7 F 6.8 No
7. Santa Morica 8. & Maple Dr s A 374 E 0819 o 0822 D 0.0 Ko
PH 473 E 1031 F 1083 F 0.0 Ko
SR 986 F 0500 [+ 0.926 E 0Q Ko
8. Santa Morica Bl. & Bovary Bu/Falm Dr. § A 0708 c 504 F 1045 F 0.005 No
Ph 0385 5} 1128 E 121 F 0.012 Mo
SA 0738 [ 1024 F 033 F o008 Ho
9, Santa Monica BI. & Dohoeny Or 5 A L L5 [+ 1474 F 44758 F 0.005 Ha
] 0.Bi5 [+3 1.1 F 1,108 F 0,006 Na
SA 0737 [+3 1.001 F 1.002 F a.007 Ne
10. Burton Wy. & Rexlord Dr ] At 0.658 B 8742 G 0,743 [ 0001 No
Pt 0.752 c 0432 2} 083 o 0001 No
A 0439 A o5m A 0.503 A -6.008 No
11. Butten Wy, & Chic Senter D TWSEC AM B4S ¥ 2618 F 2686 F 6.8 Mo
P 83 c 458 E 522 F T4 No
SA 122 B 163 c 168 c 05 No
12 Burton Wy. & Foothit Rd s A 07 B ¢.0a8 E 0,996 [ 0.008 No
PH 0,653 B 0.881 D 0.897 B 2.016 No
sA 0.466 A 0733 c 0747 5 0.014 Ho
13, Burion Wy. & Maple Or S AM 0.701 A 0,853 D 0,868 a 0.005 Na
PM 0.5 A 0,795 [ 0.753 < £.002 No
SA 0.433 A 0.559 A 0.562 A £.003 No
14, Burlon Wy. & Dahony Ot 3 AM 0724 c 0.069 E 0.974 E 0.005 No
PM 0.875 D 1054 F 1.058 F 0.004 Ho
SA ! 0.554 A 0875 B8 0677 [} a.002
15. Civic Center Dr. & Civic Centar Dr. AWSC AME n5 ] 15 8 128 B g4 No
PM B B2 A 92 A 93 A a1 Ko
SA 77 A 86 A -2 A 01 No
16, Civic Center Dr. & Foothill Rd 5 AM 103 a8 0.624 A 0841 A a7 No
PM 86 A 0.529 A 0.553 A Q24 No
5A 81 A 0476 A 0498 A 0.022 No
17. Chvic Sentor Dr. & Boverly Bl TWSC AM 1238 B 6.3 o 255 o 02 No
PM 34 8 13 c 8.1 [ A o
SA 131 B 17.8 3 18 c a1t No
18. Givic Center Dr. & 3rd St AWSC AW w2 B 114 B 118 B o2 No
PM 8.9 A 89 A w2 3 ¢3 No
SA 78 A na A 85 A a1 No
19, 3rd St. & Foothik Ret s AR 122 8 1780 c 0.838 D 0.038 Yos.
PM 98 A 0.748 [ n.788 c 0.051 Yea
5a a1 A 0606 ] 2637 5 0.031 Ko
20. 3t St & Maple br. s AN 126 3 0.703 c 07t c 0.007 Ko
PN 18 B 0.732 [ 4741 [ 0.009 No
5A 88 A 0.499 A 2505 A 0,006 Ko
21, 3rd 5L & Paim Dr. AWSC AN 136 B 273 o 283 D 10 Ne
PN e B 1“7 B 15 c 0.3 Mo
SA 83 A 10 B 101 B o1 He
22, 3rd 5t & Oakhurst Dr AWSC AL 154 c 362 E are E 14 No
PR 122 B 229 Cc 238 53 039 Ne
sA 87 A 0.8 B 108 B 0.0 No
23. Jrd 51 & Baheny D 5 AR 2.787 < 0.869 E 05972 E 0.002 MNe
Pr Lrie c 0.805 E o897 E 0.002 No
SA 579 A 0575 8 0578 B a.001 Ho
24. Alden Dr. & Foothilt Rd TWSG AM 10.1 B 2284 F 2855 F 57 Ho
P 98 A 407 F 152.8 F 49.1 Mo
SA 83 A 563 F 197 F 234 No
25 Alden Dr. & Maple br AWSG AM 78 A 12 B 112 B L] No
P 83 A a7 8 151 [+ 04 No
SA 5 A 98 A a7 A o1 Ne
28. Bavarty Bl. & Mapio Dr 5 AN 0.508 A 0.713 c 0.718 [ 0.005 No
LY 8.558 A 0,729 [+ 0735 c 0.006 No
SA Q.375 A 0469 A 049 A .04 Mo
27. Bavorly Bl & Dahany Dr. 5 AM 0868 D 1181 F 1.162 F 0.001 o
PM 0.873 D T F 1118 F 0.004 o
SA G154 [ 0387 ] 0889 o 0002 No
28. Cliftlon Wy Foothitl Rd. & Roxfoud Br AWEC AM 1256 B 16 c 162 [+4 0.2 No
PN 128 B 226 < 236 c 10 No
sa 85 A a8 A 5.9 A a1 No
25, Witshire Bi. & Rexlord Dr § A LR4T3 c 0943 E 0.946 E 0.003 No
PR 063 B 0.818 2] n.e2 [+ 0.005 Na
SA 0515 A 0747 < 0.752 c 0005 No
Batsa

S = fignat, TWEGs huoway siap cortroted; AWSTr atways siop contoted
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Neighborhood Residential Street Impacts

In addition to the intersection analysis, a residential street impact analysis was conducted for the
following nine residential street segments in the vicinity of the project:

Rexford Dr. between Santa Monica Bl. & Carmelita Av.
Palm Dr. between Santa Monica Bl. & Carmelita Av.
Maple Dr. between Civic Center Dr. & Beverly Bl,
Maple Dr. between Beverly Bl. & Alden Dr.

Maple Dr. between Alden Dr. & 3™ St.

Maple Dr. between 3™ St. & Burton Wy.

Alden Dr. between Maple Dr. & Palm Dr.

3" St. between Maple Dr. & Palm Dr.

Foothill Rd. between Burton Wy. & Dayton Wy.

~rommUOwR

Existing Plus Project Scenario

Project-generated segment volumes were added to existing counts to obtain Existing Plus Project
volumes. Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ significance thresholds, the Existing Plus Project forecasts
demonstrate that the proposed project would not result in a significant traffic impact at any of the 9
analyzed segments, as shown on Table 12.

2010 With Project Scenario

Project-generated segment volumes were added to 2010 Without Project volumes to obtain 2010 With
Project volumes. Based on the City of Beverly Hills’ and City of Los Angeles’ thresholds of significance,
the Existing Plus Project forecasts demonstrate that the proposed project would not result in a significant
traffic impact at any of the 9 analyzed segments, as shown on Table 13,

2010 With Project Scenario - With EBD SP

Project-generated segment volumes were added to 2010 Without Project - with EBD SP volumes to
obtain 2010 With Project ~ with EBD SP volumes. Based on the City of Beverly Hills” and City of Los
Angeles’ thresholds of significance, the Existing Plus Project forecasts demonstrate that the proposed
project would not result in a significant traffic impact at any of the 9 analyzed segments, as shown on
Table 14.

lteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Table 12 Existing + Project Residential Street Segment Analysis

AM Peak Hour
% of Project Total Total Project "
Segment Existing Trips on Project Trips an Fu;:;?e:’:th Change | Impact?
Segment Trips Segment d
A Rexford Dr. between Santa Monica Blvd,and Carmelila Ave. 605 1% 1063 1 606 0% No
B Palm St. belwesn Santa Menica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave. 466 2% 103 2 488 0% No
C Maple Dr. beiween Civic Genter and Beverly B 80 0% 193 o 60 0% No
D Maple Dr. betwaen Beverly Bl and Alden Dr. 322 11% 143 11 333 3% No
E Maple Or. between Alden Dr.and 3rc St. 354 0% 103 o 354 0% No
F Maple Br. between 3rd St.and Burion Wy. 433 6% 103 6 439 1% Ne
G Alden Dr. between Maple Dr.and Palm Br. 171 6% 103 6 177 4% No
H 3rd belween Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 680 7% 103 7 637 1% Ne
| Foothil Rd. between Burton Wy.and Dayton Wy. 262 9% 103 g Pl 3% Ne
PM Peak Horer
% of Project Total Totak Project .
Segment Existing Trips on Project Trips on Fu;::.}ett“h Change  Impact?
Segment Trips Segment d

A Rexford Cr. between Sanla Monica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave. 666 1% 165 2 668 % No
2 Palm St. between Santa Monica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave. 513 2% 165 3 416 1% No
¢ Mapfa Dr. belween Civic Center and Beverly Bl 106 0% 165 1] 106 6% No
2 Maple Dr. belween Beverly Bl and Alden D, 435 27% 165 45 480 10% No
£ Maple Dr, between Alden Dr.and 3rd Si. 423 1% 165 2 425 0% No
¥ Maple Dr, betwean 3rd St.and Burlon Wy. 488 3% 165 5 480 1% No
G Alden Dr, batween Maple Br.and Palm Dr. 145 4% 165 7 152 5% No
H 3rd between Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 569 8% 165 10 579 2% No
} Feothill Rd. between Burlon Wy.and Dayton Wy. 284 9% 165 14 298 5% No

Saturday Peak Hour

% of Project Total Total Project Future with

Segment Existing Trips on Preject Trips on Project Change | Impact?
Segment Trips Segment
A Rexford Dr, between Santa Monica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave. 368 1% 135 2 370 1% No
B Palm 51 between Santa Monica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave. 281 2% 135 3 284 1% No
G Maple Dr. batween Civic Center and Beverly Bl 81 0% 135 0 61 0% Ne
D Maple Dr. between Beverly Bl and Alden Dr. 167 2% 135 28 195 17% Ne
E Maple Dr, between Alden Dr.and 3rd St. 437 1% 135 1 438 0% Ne
F Maple Dr, batween 3rd St.and Burton Wy. 217 4% 135 [ 223 3% Ne
G Alden Br. between Maple Dr.ané Palm Dr. 8 7% 135 g 77 3% No
H 3rd hetween Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 21 7% 135 g 280 3% No
| Foothill Rd, between Burton Wy.and Dayton Wy. 180 8% 135 11 20% 6% No
Weekday ADT
% of Project Total Total Project Future with
Segment Existing Trips on Project Trips on Praject Change | Impact?
Segment Trips Segment 1
A Rexford Dr. belween Santa Menica Bivd.and Carmelita Ave. 7.877 1% 1,567 19 7,696 % No
B Palm Si. between Santa Menica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave, 5,498 2% 1,557 28 5,527 1% No
C Maple Dr. betwaen Civic Center and Beverly Bl 1028 0% 1,557 4} 1,028 1% No
D Magle Dr. batween Beverly B! and Alden Dr, 4,508 27% 1,587 425 4,933 9% No
E Maple Dr. betwaen Alden Dr.and 3rd St 4,756 1% 1,557 19 4,775 4% No
F Magle Dz. belwaen 3rd Sl.and Burlon Wy. 5,444 3% 1,567 47 5,491 1% No
G Alden Dr. between Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 1,738 4% 1,567 66 1.804 4% No
H 3rd belwaen Maple Dr.and Paim Dr. 6,910 6% 1,567 95 7.004 1% No
| Foothill Rd. between Burten Wy.and Dayton Wy, 3,065 9% 1,557 132 3,197 4% Mo
Saturday ADT
% of Project Total Total Project Future with
Segment Existing Trips on Project Trips on Project Change | Impact?
Segment Trips Segment
A Rexford Dr. between Santa Monica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave. 3624 1% 1,198 18 3,842 0% o
B Palm Si. between Santa Menica Sivd.and Carmelita Ave. 2,075 2% 1,188 27 2,901 1% No
C Maple Dr, belween Civic Center and Beverly BI. 542 0% 1,188 0 542 0% No
O Maple Dr. beiween Beverly Bl and Alden Dr. 1,311 21% 1,188 249 1,558 19% No
E Maple Dr. belween Alden Dr.and 3rd St 1,125 1% 1,198 9 1,934 1% No
F Maple Dr. between 3rd St.and Burion Wy. 1.453 4% 1,198 53 1,508 4% No
G Alden Dr. between Maple Dr.and Palm Or. 579 7% 1,198 80 658 14% No
H 3rd betweenMaple Dr.and Palm Dr. 2,391 7% 1,198 80 247¢ 3% No
| Focthilt Rd. hetween Burlon Wy.and Daylan Wy. 1,803 8% 1,198 93 1,901 5% No
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Table 13 2010 With Project Residential Street Segment Analysis

AM Peak Hour
Talal
- . % of Projact]  Taotal Future
Sugment Existing Existing + Ahiant Rel_alod Future No Tsips on Praject Projact with Change | Impact?
Growth Projects Praject 5 h Trips on )
egment Trips Sagmant Project
A Rexiford Dr. between Santa Manica Bivd.and Carmefita Ave. 605 629 1 640 1% 103 1 641 0.2% No
B Paim St. betwean Sanla Monica Blvd.and Cammelila Ave. 465 485 567 1,052 2% 103 2 1,054 0.2% No
C  Maple Dr, betwoen Givie Center and Bavery Bl 80 62 (4] 62 0% 102 '] &2 00% No
D Maple Dr. balween Beverly B! and Alden Dr. az2 335 6 a 11% 102 11 352 32% No
E  Mapla Dr. belwoen Alden Cr.and 3rd St 354 368 121 488 % 102 1] 488 0.0% Mo
F  Maplo Dr. belween 3rd Stand Burton Wy. 433 450 78 528 0% 103 ] S5z 0.0% No
G Alden Dr. betwean Maple Drand Patm Or. 171 177 10 187 8% 103 6 193 3.2% No
H  3rd betwean Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 550 w7 T 783 T4 103 ? 740 0.5% No
| Foalhill R4 between Burton Wy.and Drayton Wy 262 272 0 272 9% 103 g 281 3.3% No
PM Peak Hour
Tatal
- " Other % of Project| Total Future
Sogment Existing E’“‘“g‘“ + l‘r"““’ Rolatod F:“"“ ':" Tripson | Project TFr i"”::; with | Change |impact?
row Projects zojec Sogment Trips su:"“m ' Praject
A Rexford D, between Santa Monica Bivid.and Cammalita Ave 666 692 6 698 1% 165 2 700 0.3% No
B Palm 5l between Santa Monica Bivd and Carmelita Ave. 513 534 858 1,392 2% 163 3 1,395 0.2% HNo
C  Maple Dr. between Civic Cenler and Beverdy Bl 106 110 Q 110 0% 165 [} 110 0.0% Mo
D Maple Dr, between Baverly Bl and Alden Dr. 435 452 a 45Z 2T% 185 45 a7 8.9% No
E  Maple Dr. between Alden Dr.and 3rd St 423 439 19 A5G % 165 2 461 0.4% No
F  Maplc Dr. between 3rd Stand Burlon Wy, 485 504 10 514 0% 165 1] 514 0.0% No
G Alden Dr, belweer Maple Dr.and Palm Dr 45 151 0 151 4% 165 7 158 46% No
H  3md between Maple Dr.and Paim Dr. 569 582 54 546 6% 165 10 856 1.5% Na
1 Foothill Rd. belween Burton Wy.and Daylon Wy, 284 295 1] 298 9% 185 14 308 4.7% No
Saturday Peak Hour
Tatal
" Qther % of Projoct | Votal Futare
Sagment Existing Exlslgg +:|hlanl Refated F::‘“T r:n Trips on Praject 1::“!:“ with Change | impact?
oW Projocts rojec Segment Trips Se:m::t Project
A Rexford Dr, belween Sanla Menlca Blvd.and Garmelila Ave. 368 383 8 )] 1% 135 2 393 0.5% No
B Palm St. belweon Sanla Monlca Bivd.and Carmelita Ave 251 293 862 1,154 2% 135 a 1,157 0.3% Ne
G Maple Dr. betwesn Civic Center and Beverly Bi. 61 B3 1] B3 % 135 1} 63 0.0% Mo
D Maple Dr. between Baverly Bl and Alden Dr, 167 174 1} 174 21% 135 28 202 16.1% No
E  Mapfe Dr. botween Alden Dr.and 3rd S1. 437 455 143 587 1% 135 1 598 0.2% Na
£ Mapfo Dr. batween 3rd Stand Burton Wy. 27 226 g2 318 0% 135 o 312 0.0% No
G Alden Dr, betwoen Maple Drand Palm Dr. 68 71 o 71 bk 135 & a0 12.7% No
H  3rd batween Meple Drand Palm Dr, an 282 108 390 ks 135 g 399 2.3% No
1 Foolhill Rd. between Burlon Wy.and Dayton Wy, 190 197 B 205 8% 135 " 216 5.4% Mo
Weekday ADT
Tetal
Other % of Prefect]  Total Future
Sogment Exdsting E"'“g’“ :d:h"'"' Rolated F:‘““’ h:" Tripson | Project Tpf"]s“' with | Chango | Impact?
re Prajects rojec Segment Trips S:;m:r:‘t Project
A Rexforg Dr. between Santa Monica Blvd.and Carmelita Ave, 7677 7.984 60 8,044 1% 1,557 19 8,063 0.2% Mo
B Palm 3L behween Sznta Monica Bivd.and Sarmelita Ave. 5499 5718 8,580 14,299 2% 1,887 28 14,327 0.2% Ne
¢ Maple Dr. botwoon Civic Center and Bevedy Bl 1,028 1,069 [1] 1,069 0% 15467 0 1.068 0.0% Mo
D  Maple Dr. betweon Boverly Bl and Aldon Dr. 4,508 4,688 0 4,686 27% 1.657 425 5114 9.1% No
E  Maple Dr. between Alden Drand 2rd St 4,756 4,946 192 5,138 1% 1,657 19 5,157 04% Mo
F  Maple Dr. between 3rd Sland Burton Wy, 5,444 5,661 a8 5,780 0% 1,567 0 5,760 0.0% Ne
G Alden Dr. between Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 1,738 1,808 0 1,808 4% 1,557 66 1.874 3% Mo
H 3¢ between Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 6,910 7185 S41 ey 8% 1,557 a5 7.822 1.2% Me
H Foclhil! Rd. between Button Wy.and Dayton Wy 3,065 3,188 0 3,188 9% 1557 132 3,320 4.2% No
Saturday ADT
Total
Other % of Projoct| Tatal Future
Segment Existing | 5¥=U0G * MBI gopareq | Fulrelo | Tripsan | proect | P i"’i“:; with | Chango | Impact?
rowl Projects rojec Segment Trips. Sn:monl Project
A Rexord Dr. botwoen Santa Monica Bivd.and Carmelita Ava. 3,624 3,765 80 3,849 1% 1,198 18 3,867 05% Mo
E  Palm SL between Santa Monica Blvd.and Carmelila Ava, 2075 2,157 8,619 10,777 2% 1,198 27 10,803 0.2% Mo
C  Maple Dr. betwoen Civic Cenler and Bevery BI. 542 564 0 564 0% 1,198 0 564 0.0% Mo
D Maple Dr, botween Beverly Bland Aldes Dr. 1311 1,363 0 1,363 21% 1,398 248 1,611 18.2% No
E  Maple Dr. between Alden Dr.and 2rd St 1,125 1,170 1428 2,598 1% 1,198 9 2608 0.3% Mo
F  Mapla Dr. between 3rd Stand Burion Wy 1453 1,511 a1 2,432 0% 1,188 1] 2,432 0.0% No
G Alden Dr. botwoen Maple Dr.and Palm Dr. 579 602 0 602 % 1.198 80 682 13.3% No
H  3rd between Maple Dr.and Palm Cr. 2,30 2,486 1,081 3,567 7% 1,198 80 3,847 22% No
1 Foothill Rd. belween Burton Wy.and Daylon Wy, 1.803 1,875 B8O 1,855 8% 1,498 a8 2.053 5.0% No
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

Congestion Management Program

The Congestion Management Program (CMP) was created statewide as a result of Proposition 111 and
has been implemented locally by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(LACMTA). The CMP for Los Angeles County requires that the traffic impact of individual
development projects of potential regional significance be analyzed. The CMP establishes that a traffic
impacts analysis should be conducted if the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the
AM or PM peak hour to a CMP intersection. The intersection of N. Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire
Boulevard is the only CMP intersection in the Study Area. The project is expected to add more than 50
trips to this intersection only during the PM Peak Hour (50 trips) and the Saturday peak hour (52 trips).
According to the CMP, a significant impact occurs on the CMP system as a result of project-generated
increase of 2% or more in V/C ratio. As seen on Tables 9 through 11, the proposed project will not have a
significant impact on the only CMP intersection in the Study Area.

CMP Transit Impacts

The CMP for Los Angeles County requires that the transit impact of individual development projects of
potential regional significance be analyzed. Per the CMP, because the proposed project is being
processed as a Mitigated Negative Declaration, it is therefore exempt from a CMP Transit analysis (CMP
5.2.3).

Construction Traffic Impacts

It is anticipated that the construction of the proposed project would occur over an approximately 24
month period. During the construction phase of the project there would be traffic associated with the
construction activitics. However, it is not anticipated that road closures or lane closures would be
required as part of the construction of the proposed project. In addition, the potential impacts associated
with construction traffic would be temporary in nature and would be eliminated after the construction is
completed.

Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building Traffic Study

PROJECT IMPACT MITIGATIONS

One intersection is expected to be significantly impacted during the AM and PM peak hours under 2010
conditions with the project when cumulative traffic from the EBD SP is considered. This cumulative
impact is the result of the increase in traffic from the development of projects that are part of the EBD SP.
As such, the mitigation of this cumulative impact will only be required if the EBD Specific Plan projects
are developed. The 331 Foothill Road Office/Commercial Building project will be subject to a fair share
contribution for cost of the mitigations prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy, if the EBD SP is
approved.

Fair Share Contribution

In order to determine the proposed project’s fair share contribution towards the mitigation of the project
cumulative impact, project traffic at the impacted intersection was compared to the total cumulative
traffic. The proposed project’s contribution to the identified impact and associated mitigation measures is
based on the proportion of project peak hour traffic contributed to the specific intersection relative to the
total growth in peak hour traffic volume. Table 15 summarizes the proposed project’s fair share
contribution.

Table 15 Project’s Fair Share Contribution

AM PM SA
Related Projects 157 63 196
EBD Specific Plan Projects) 572 699 545
331 Foothill Rd Traffic 86 122 107
Tatal Cumulative Traffic 815 834 848
Project Percentage 11% 14% 13%

As shown on Table 15, the proposed project’s maximum fair share contribution would be [4 percent,
during the PM peak hour.

Mitigation Measures

3rd St. & Foothill Rd. (a) — The [Froject shall be responsible for its fair share towards the installation of
the signal at the intersection of 3™ Street and Foothill Road included in the EBD project, should the EBD
project be approved prior to the issuance of construction permits for the 331 Foothill Road project.

3vd St. & Foothill Rd. (b) ~ Following signalization of the intersection under the EBD SP, the City shall
re-stripe the northbound and southbound approaches from one shared lefi-through-right turn lane to
provide one left-turn lane and one shared through-right turn lane at each approach. With the
implementation of this mitigation measure, the intersection would operate at LOS D (V/C 0.804) during
the AM peak hour and LOS C (V/C 0.770) during the PM peak hour.

Temporary Construction Traffic Impacts - In order to minimize the potential effects of the construction-
related traffie, the applicant would submit a construction monitoring plan to the City of Beverly Hills,
which would be reviewed and approved by the City. This plan would include measures to minimize the
construction impacts and could include: limited hours for construction activities (i.e., avoid the peak
hours of street traffic); identifying truck haul routes; if on-site staging and parking is not available,
identifying off-site locations for construction parking; and providing a shuttle for construction workers
between the site and off-site parking area.

Iteris, Inc
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331 Foothill Road Office/Conmmercial Building Traffic Study

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The proposed project is an office/commercial building including approximately 51,648 square feet of
office space, a 16-employee Cable TV Office, a 5,667 square-foot restaurant, and approximately 10,649
square feet of retail space. The proposed project is expected to generate approximately 1,557 weekday
daily trips of which about 103 would occur during the morning peak hour, and 165 during the evening
peak hour. The project is expected to generate approximately 1,198 Saturday daily trips, with 135
occurring during the midday peak hour.

Based on City of Beverly Hills traffic impact significance criteria, the proposed project’s impact on traffic
conditions at 29 study intersections and 9 residential street segments was evaluated under several
scenarios. Under existing conditions, the proposed project will not cause any significant impacts at the
study intersections and street segments. Under 2010 traffic conditions, the proposed project will not
cause any significant impacts at the study intersections or street segments. However, when traffic from
the Entertainment Business District Specific Plan (EBD SP) projects is added {proposed to be completed
by 2015) the proposed project will contribute to the cumulative impacts at one study intersections - 3rd
St. & Foothill Rd. Assuming this intersection is signalized as contemplated by the EBD SP, the project
proposes to re-stripe the northbound and southbound approaches of the intersection to provide a left-turn
lane and a shared through-right lane to mitigate this cumulative project impact.

The cumulative project impact is the result of the increase in traffic from the adoption of the EBD SP. As
such, the mitigation of these impacts will only be required if the EBD SP projects are constructed. The
3"/Foothill Office/Commercial Building project will be subject to a fair share contribution for cost of the
mitigations prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy, if the EBD SP is approved. It was calculated
that the proposed project’s fair share contribution would be 14 percent. '

Tteris, Inc
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