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9860 Wilshire Boulevard
08 SI S ~NP si R~ alt’ Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Tel: 310.274.6680
Fax: 310.274.4274

June25,2014

Mr. Jeff Kolin, City Manager
Ms. Susan Healy Keene, Community Development Director
Mr. Jonathan Lait, City Planner ~ ~LLB PLANNING COMMUNTTY DEVELOPMENT
City of Beverly Hills APPROVED PLANS
455 N. Rexford Drive, Third Floor 8~C1 10 THE CONDITIONS ~‘ AIMED IN
Beverly Hills, California 90201 CASEH ~1 i ‘12- 9L10c DA ~ q, Z4’~

THIS OV4LIS~’i 48” ‘INqPERVlT
Dear Jeff, Susan, and Jonathan:

We are excited to be moving ahead with this transformative gateway project for the City
of Beverly Hills and look forward to working with you and your staff to make this first phase a
reality.

In 2008, the City approved the three major components of the Beverly Hilton
Revitalization Project: (1) a new 170-room WaldorfAstoria at the corner of Santa Monica
Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard; (2) two new condominium buildings with a total of 110
condominiums along Mew Griffin Way; and (3) site improvements and modifications to the
existing Beverly Hilton.

As permitted by the Beverly Hilton Specific Plan, Oasis West Realty is preparing to
develop the project in phases. The first phase will be the construction of the new five-star hotel,
a Waldorf Astoria, together with modifications to the existing Beverly Hilton’s conference center
space and related infrastructure improvements.

Upon completion of the first phase and prior to commencement of the second phase, 739
operating hotel rooms (569 existing and 170 new rooms) would operate on the property. With
the addition of two new subterranean parking levels as part of the Waldorf Astoria, the parking
for the new five-star hotel would exceed the Municipal Code’s parking requirements. Consistent
with the project’s certified environmental impact report, the first phase would not cause any
interim traffic impacts and would implement certain first phase off-site roadway improvements
on Wilshire and Santa Monica Boulevards.

We are also very pleased with the evolution of the design for the Waldorf Astoria. As the
design has evolved there are several minor modifications necessary to the preliminary design
plans that were included in the Specific Plan. The design modifications are necessary for the
Waldorf Astoria to better realize the Specific Plan’s goal of a true five-star luxury hotel. While
the modifications to the Specific Plan’s conceptual plans markedly improve the design and
function of the Waldorf Astoria, the design remains substantially consistent with the conceptual
designs included in the Specific Plan and do not materially alter the approved architectural style,
modulation, or height of the Waldorf Astoria building. On June 17, 2014, the Architectural
Commission approved the architectural design for the Waldorf Astoria.
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This first phase will have a substantial positive economic benefit for the City. In total,

the combined operation of The Beverly Hilton and Waldorf Astoria is projected to generate in
excess of$lO million in tax revenues to Beverly Hills in their first full year of stabilized
operation. Additional benefits totaling over $6.5 million would come from the required Hotel
Revitalization and School Benefit Fees. Improvements to Wilshire and Santa Monica
Boulevards and general streetscape and landscape improvements will total approximately $2.6
million. City permit fees, the precise amount to be determined, will also generate significant
revenues to the City.

Attached is a more detailed summary of the work to be completed as part of this first
phase, a summary of the design modifications made to the Specific Plan’s conceptual designs for
the Waldorf Astoria, and a traffic analysis confirming that the operation of the first phase is
consistent with the project’s environmental review and City approvals.

We would appreciate your confirmation that the City concurs that the proposed first
phase of development is consistent with the entitlements approved by the City for the Beverly
Hilton Revitalization Project including the Beverly Hilton Specific Plan.

Please let us know if there is any further information you would need as you complete
your review of the proposed first phase project.

Sincerel

‘a—,
Theodore F. ahan
President, Oasis West Realty LLC

RECEIVED

I JUN272014 I
G~VOt~~FLVt~L.LR
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El Summary and Analysis of First Phase Work

The first phase of the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Project consists of three components: (1) the
new Waldorf Astoria; (2) off-site street and transportation improvements; and (3) a reduction of
net square footage and reconfiguration of internal space at the existing Beverly Hilton.

Waldorf Astoria Design.

The new Waldorf Astoria will include 170 hotel rooms, new entry driveways for the Waldorf
Astoria from both Wilshire and Santa Monica Boulevards, the eastern portion of a new
conference center with new Beverly Hilton back of house space beneath, as well as two levels of
underground parking beneath the new structures and driveways.

Demolition for the first phase would itself occur in two phases, with the first part being the
demolition of approximately 18,000 square feet at the corner of Wilshire and Santa Monica
Boulevards.

Since the Specific Plan was approved, the conceptual designs for the five-star hotel have been
refined to be consistent with the Specific Plan’s intent that the hotel be a five-star hotel and meet
the needs of the hotel industry. These refinements substantially conform to the Specific Plan’s
conceptual plans and do not materially alter the approved architectural style, modulation, or
height of the hotel. Renderings of the conceptual plans included in the Specific Plan and the
current design are included under Tab A.

These refinements include:

• Podium and hotel tower design. The footprint of both the podium and hotel tower have
been refined to pull back slightly from both Santa Monica and Wilshire Boulevards and
streamlined the exterior envelope to better reflect the existing Beverly Hilton tower and
create a better guest experience. The modifications to the floorplates are shown in ~
A-l. The Specific Plan site plan is shown side-by-side with the current design.
Consistent with the Specific Plan, this design is “substantially as shown in Figures 20A
and 20B” to the Specific Plan. (Specific Plan, § 4.9.F.) Because the final construction
documents “substantially conform to the conceptual plans set forth in Chapter 8.0” to the
Specific Plan, neither a formal amendment nor an administrative modification is required.
(Sce Specific Plan, § 5.4 [stating that “[njotwithstanding anything to the contrary in this
Section,” formal amendments and administrative modifications not required where “the
final construction documents for the Specific Plan Area development.. . substantially
conform to the conceptual plans set forth in Chapter 8.0.”)

The outline of the podium and a typical hotel floor is superimposed over the current
design. Under Tab A-2 is a summary of the changes in gross floor area on each floor.
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The distribution of uses within the Waldorf-Astoria remains consistent with the
conceptual plans approved as part of the Specific Plan. For example, the Waldorf-
Astoria’s restaurant will primarily serve hotel guests and has been designed to meet better
the demands of a hotel of this size. Under Tab A-3 is a table comparing the square
footages of uses as depicted in the conceptual drawings and as proposed for the current
hotel design.

We would appreciate your confirmation that the proposed design, including the
distribution of uses within the Waldorf-Astoria, substantially conforms with the
conceptual designs set forth in the Specific Plan.

Height. The Specific Plan provides that minor changes to the site plan and building
elevations, provided such changes do not materially alter the approved architectural style,
modulation, or height of the buildings can be approved by the Director of Community

• I Development without a formal amendment to the Specific Plan or an Administrative
Modification. (Specific Plan, § 5.4 [“minor changes to the site plan and building
elevations” do not require amendment or modification “provided that such changes do
not materially alter the... height of the buildings.”].) To create a more grand lobby and
one befitting a Waldorf Astoria and a better functioning mezzanine, the building height of
the building’s podium has been slightly modified. As shown in Tab A-4, the height of
the podium has increased by four feet to accommodate floor to ceiling heights for a five-
star hotel. This four-foot change does not materially alter the height of the building or
otherwise change the rchitectural style approved under the Specific Plan. Please
confirm that you are in agreement with this conclusion.

• Mezzanine. A mezzanine has been included in the tower’s podium. The mezzanine will
allow the hotel to provide the level of back ofhouse service and support and an
appropriately sized gym and spa for a five-star hotel. The mezzanine will be
approximately 10,750 square feet of floor area. This is approximately 55 percent the size
of the first floor. Inclusion of a mezzanine does not materially alter the approved
architectural style, modulation, or height of the building and does not increase the
capacity of Waldorf Astoria, and does not increase the total floor area above that shown
in the Specific Plan’s conceptual plans. Therefore, the mezzanine should be permitted
under the Specific Plan and we respectfi.illy request that you confirm that you agree.

While the conceptual plans for the WaldorfAstoria included in the Specific Plan do not
anticipate a “mezzanine,” the proposed mezzanine is not a story and the five-star remains
a 12-story building. The Specific Plan recognizes that “[a]lthough every effort has been
made to include provisions in the Specific Plan that are clear, the necessity of interpreting
such provisions in light of specific and unusual circumstances may occur from time to
time. When such interpretations are necessary, the Director of Community Development
shall be responsible for the interpretation of the provisions of the Specific Plan.”
(Specific Plan, § 5.3.) Consistent with this authority and the lack of clarity in the
Specific Plan, the Director may conclude that the mezzanine is not a story because it
meets the following definition of mezzanine.
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For the five-star hotel within the approved Specific Plan area only, a “story” shall include
mezzanines, exccpting mezzanines that meet the following criteria: (a) The floor area of
the mezzanine shall not excecd sixty percent (60%) of the floor area of the first grade
level below it; and (b) the height of the building in which the mezzanine is located does
not exceed one hundred forty feet (140’) in height, measured as set forth in the Specific
Plan. No other mezzanines shall be permitted within the Specific Plan area.

• Graywater System. Oasis will install a graywater system in the Waldorf Astoria that
meets the property’s irrigation necds and reduces the project’s overall water demand and
consistent with Specific Plan section 3.4.F. This graywater system will generate, on
average and depending on hotel occupancy, approximately 2,000 to 2,500 gallons of
water per day and will include “sufficient plumbing fcatures to allow graywater to be
used for landscaped areas on the property.” (Condition of Approval No. 19.) The
proposed graywater system would collect drainage from sinks, bathtubs, and showers.
The graywater system will connect to enough drains necessary to meet irrigation needs
for those limited landscaped areas that can be irrigated with graywater and reduce the
project’s overall water demand. This system, which allows the graywater to be used for
landscaping, satisfies both Section 3.4.F and Condition of Approval 19. Documentation
regarding the limitations on graywater use and the estimated demand for graywater are
attached under Tab B. Please confirm that this proposed graywater system satisfies
Section 3.4.F of the Specific Plan and Condition of Approval 19 to the Specific Plan.

Operation of 739 Hotel Rooms

After completion of the first phase of development as permitted by the Specific Plan, there will
be 739 hotel rooms in the Specific Plan area. Please confirm that 739 hotel rooms shall be
permitted to operate until “completion of development as provided for by the Specific Plan.”
The Specific Plan further provides that “[pjrior to completion of the development as provided for
by the Specific Plan, the maximum number of hotel rooms permitted at any given time shall be
established by the project phasing section of the Specific Plan, which may be revised with the
approval of the Director of Community Development.” (Condition of Approval No. 4.)

As discussed below, the Waldorf Astoria will provide parking sufficient to meet the Municipal
Code’s parking requirements and its opcration, together with the continued operation of the
existing 569 hotel rooms at The Beverly Hilton will not result in any significant traffic impacts
under the City’s former or current significant thresholds.

ParkinE in the Snecific Plan Area Meets the Project’s Demands.

The attached parking analysis confirms that the 314 parking spaces that would be provided as
part of the Waldorf Astoria’s development exceeds the Municipal Code’s parking requirements.
Tab C shows the dimensions of the two levels of parking to be provided at the Waldorf-Astoria.

Parking across the entire Specific Plan area will continue to meet the Specific Plan’s needs. As
noted above, the Waldorf-Astoria will provide parking consistent with the Municipal Code’s
current standards. Parking at The Beverly Hilton will continue to be sufficient to meet the needs
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of the operating hotel. There are currently 818 parking spaces at The Beverly Hilton. As part of
the first phase, approximately 48 spaces contained in the surface parking lot on Santa Monica
Boulevard (the so-called “Trader Vic’s Lot”) will be removed. These spaces, which are
physically separated from the parking areas used by The Beverly Hilton, serve only the now-
closed Trader Vic’s restaurant and the soon to be demolished 10,000 square feet of office space.
With the removal of both the restaurant and office spaces, there will no longer be a need for this
surface parking. The Beverly Hilton will continue to meet its parking demands with the 770
marked parking spaces in addition to the substantial parking capacity provided by way of valet
assist spaces. See Tab D for a summary of parking provided at the end of the first phase.

The First Phase Results in an Reduction of Meeting CaDacity Sitewide and a Reduction of
Usable Square Footage at The Beverly Hilton.

Upon the first phase’s completion. there will be a reduction in meeting space and overall square
footage at The Beverly Hilton.

Meeting Space and Meeting Space Capacity Will Be Reduced. There will be a net reduction in
meeting space across the entire site upon completion of the Project’s first phase. Meeting space
capacity, which the Specific Plan defines in terms of square footage, will, therefore, also be
reduced. The Waldorf Astoria will add approximately 6,500 square feet of meeting space.
Approximately 5,000 square feet of new meeting space will be added to The Beverly Hilton.
This new meeting space would be offset by removing a total of approximately 11,500 square feet
of meeting space within The Beverly Hilton as part of the project’s first phase. The diagrams
under Tab E identify the existing meeting space in The Beverly Hilton that would converted to
storage or other back of house uses and also show the additional meeting space to be added as
part of the Waldorf Astoria and the upgraded conference center at the east end of The Beverly
Hilton. As a result of the removal and conversion of existing meeting space, there will be a net
reduction in meeting space capacity site wide.

The Beverly Hilton’s Square Footage Will Be Reduced. Approximately 49,300 square feet of
3 existing space at The Beverly Hilton would be demolished or converted to storage or other back

of house uses serving the existing hotel.

This 49,300 square feet of existing space to be removed or converted is comprised of: (1) the
low rise structure along Wilshire Boulevard that currently houses office, meeting, and retail
spaces and the former Trader Vie’s restaurant (Tab F); and (2) a portion of the Beverly Hills
Ballroom abutting the surface parking lot; and (3) meeting rooms that will be converted to
storage. The areas to be demolished and converted to storage are shown under Tab G.

Approximately 19,000 square feet of new conference space and back of house space will be
added adjacent to the existing meeting rooms at The Beverly Hilton. (See Tab G.) When
compared to the approximately 49,300 square feet of space to be demolished or removed from
service from The Beverly Hilton, the first phase will reduce the square footage of The Beverly
Hilton by approximately 30,400 square feet and, therefore, reduce its meeting room capacity.



First Phase Off-Site Ri~ht-of-Wav Improvements Ensure No SiEnificant Traffic Impacts.

The first phase of the Project will also involve significant traffic improvements on Wilshire and
on Santa Monica Boulevards consistent with the Specific Plan. The improvements to Wilshire
Boulevard for the first phase will be the area of Wilshire east of the Hilton Wilshire cutout at the
front of The Beverly Hilton. The improvements to Santa Monica Boulevard will be east of the
existing Hilton Lanai/Cabana building.

As shown in Tab H, the following right-of-way improvements would be made to Wilshire
Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard as part of the first phase:

• Wilshire Boulevard:

o Widen Eastbound Wilshire Blvd. by moving to the south the curb that runs
along the portion of the project site subject to first phase work, remove the
center island, and restripe to accommodate a new left turn lane from
eastbound Wilshire Blvd. to northbound Santa Monica Blvd. This will result
in two dedicated left turn lanes and three through lanes on eastbound Wilshire
Blvd. Presently, there is one dedicated left turn lane, one shared left and
through lane, and two through lanes.

o Upgrade the right turn radius from eastbound Wilshire Blvd. to southbound
Santa Monica Blvd., and improve the pedestrian island.

• Santa Monica Boulevard:

o Widen southbound Santa Monica Blvd. by moving to the north the curb that
runs along the Phase I project site and restripe the lanes. This will result in 3
westbound lanes on Santa Monica Blvd. along the Phase I project site. The
new curb lane will be extra-wide to accommodate vehicles slowing to turn
right into the hotels. Presently, there are two westbound lanes on Santa
Monica Blvd. (with an extra-wide curb lane).

o Reconstruct and re-time the Wilshire and Santa Monica Blvd. intersection
traffic signal.

• Streetscape and Landscape Improvements along Wilshire and Santa Monica
Boulevards:

o Install new landscape median in Santa Monica Blvd. at new luxury hotel
entrance.

o Replace sidewalk, curb, and gutter along Wilshire Blvd. and Santa Monica
Blvd.

o Upgrade/change sewer, water, fire supply along Wilshire Blvd. and Santa
Monica Blvd.
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o Install new transit (bus) facilities on Wilshire Blvd. and Santa Monica Blvd.

o Enhance landscaping along Santa Monica Blvd. and Wilshire Blvd.

Together with these traffic improvements and consistent with the analysis completed in the
project’s environmental impact report, the first phase, as proposed and with the operation of 739
hotel rooms, would not have a significant impact on traffic under the City’s former or current
thresholds of significance.

A traffic impact analysis prepared by Overland Traffic Consultants is attached at Tab I.

Please confirm your agrecment with the scope of the off-site improvements proposed as part of
the project’s first phase.
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RENDERINGS I Gwathmey Siegel 2008
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RENDERINGS GenslerlPierre-Yves Rochon 2014
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LOT 1 PROPERTY PODIUM
BOUNDARY WILSHIRE BOULEVARD LINE SETBACK
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SPECIFIC PLAN
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NEW EAST LUXURY HOTEL (SITE A)

SPECIFIC PLAN CURRENT DESIGN
HOTEL RESTAURANT 9,660 7,105 -2,555

Indoor Seating 5,053

KItchen 2,052

(exduded 2,428sf outdoor dining)
-5,410

MEETING ROOMS 6487 6 300 -167
HOTEL OFFICE 1150 489 -661

3,470

HOTEL SUPPO 37, 42,856 5,323
based on Idorf Asto standard)

TOTAL 207,100 207,100 0

AREA SUMMARY
Gensler Oasis West Realty

AI.~em Capital Croap
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MEMORANDUM 6.6.14

Job Numbir

To Kent Warden GNSS2J3

From Shannon Scovell

Project Name Waldorf Astoria o Facsimile

Subject Irrigation Calculations for Ground Level
O Hard Copy

• El.ctronic Copy

Formula used to determine maximum gallons per day values:

Monthly use = ET0 x KC x LAx .623
Where: ET0 is monthly evapotranspiration rate

KC Is the crop coefficient
LA is landscape area
.623 is a constant to convert to gallons

Daily use is the monthly use divided by 20 irrigation days. Landscape area used for calculations is 14,703
square feet.

MONTH JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

MAX. 625 689 1138 1587 1715 1843 1940 1892 1459 1138 834 689
DAILY
GALLONS

Los

Sausailto

Lacuna Beach

Houstos

Dallas

San Francisco

Shanghai

811 West 7th Street

Suite 430

Los Angeles

CA 90017-3415

Tel 213.236.9090

Fax 213.236.9091

www.swagroup corn
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Memorandum
SYSKA HENNr~:ssY

GROUP 800 Corporate Pointe, Suite 200 • Los Angeles, CA 90230 • 310.312.0200 • www.syska.com

1

To: Kent Warden

FROM: Oasis West Realty LLC

SUBJECE Waldorf Astoria Gray Water Calculations

DATE: 06/0912014

COPIES To: Bryan Qakes - Gensler

GRAY WATER CALCULATIONS

Gray water will be collected from the guest room’s showers and lavatories only.
Estimated water usage per day is 39 Gallons per day (GPD) of water per person calculated as follows:
1 shower at 1.75 GPM at 20 minutes duration per doy = 35 Gallons
1 lavatory at 0.5 GPM at 8 minutes duration per day = 4 Gallons

Total No. of guest rooms = 170

100 % occupancy (double occupancy per room) = 170 rooms x 2 guests
50% occupancy (double occupancy per room) = 85 rooms x 2 guests
34% occupancy (double occupancy per room) = 58 rooms x 2 guests
17% occupancy (double occupancy per room) = 29 rooms x 2 guests

=340 guests x 39 GPD = 13,260 GPD
= 170 guests x 39 GPD = 6,630 GPD
= 116 guests x 39 GPD = 4,524 GPD
= 58 guests x 39 GPD = 2,262 GPD

Based on owners input the current occupancy is 70% at an overage of 1.5 occupants per guestrooms; the gray
collected is calculated as follows

100% occupancy (1.5 occupancy per room) = 170 rooms x 1.5 guests
50% occupancy (1.5 occupancy per room) =85 rooms x 1.5 guests
34% occupancy (1.5 occupancy per room) = 58 rooms x 1.5 guests

= 255 guests x 39 GPD = 9,945 GPD
= 128 guests x 39 GPD = 4,992 GPD
=87 guests x 39 GPD = 3,393 GPD

34% occupancy provided with a diversity of 70% average occupancy across the year provides the approximate
2.000 GPD required for the irrigation system demand.
34% occupancy = 3,393 GPD x 70% = 2,375 GPD

Syska Hennessy Group
Charbel Farah
06/09/2014

SYSKA HENNESSY GROUP
~:\lao\rnep_w\awdbh004\project management\correspandence\gray water calculations.dacx
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Parking Analysis

Upon implementation of the first phase of the project, there will be 1,071 marked parking spaces
on the site. Upon the project’s full implementation, the Specific Plan requires 1,572 marked
parking spaces. Thus, upon the completion of the first phase, the project will provide
approximately 70 percent of the total number of parking spaces required to be implemented
upon the project’s full implementation. These 1,071 marked parking spaces, together with the
valet spaces to be provided at both the Waldorf Astoria and The Beverly Hilton, provide
sufficient parking for the project’s first phase. The distribution of these 1,071 parking spaces
between The Beverly Hilton and the Waldorf Astoria area shown below.

The Beverly Hilton

Use Current Parking Spaces at
Parking Conclusion of First
Spaces Phase

Hotel (Hotel 770 770
Rooms,
Restaurant,
Meeting Rooms,
etc.)
Trader Vic’s 48 0(1)
Restaurant Space:
Office

(1) Trader Vic’s restaurant space and office space to be demolished as part of project’s first
phase.

Waldorf Astoria

Use Units I BHMC Parking Parking Parking
Square Requirement & Section Spaces with Spaces
Footage Appurtenant without

Restaurant Appurtenant
Restaurant

Hotel Guestrooms 170 rooms I space / guestroom (10- 170 170
3-2730 B. 1
10-3-2866 A)

Hotel Restaurant + 5,053 sf I space /45 sf 0 125(2)
Ooen-air dininQ 2.428 sf (up to 9,000 sf)~1~
Total Dining 7,481 sf [10-3-2730 B.9
(Open to public) 10-3-2866 B]

Hotel Restaurant 2,052 sf 1 space I 350 sf [10-3- 0 6
Kitchen 2730 B.10]
Appurtenant Hotel N/A No Parking Required 0 0
Uses (Retail, under 10-3-2866 F
Meeting, Back of
House, etc.)
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PHASE 1 DEMO: 2,100 SF
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Overland Traffic Consultants, Inc.
24325 Main Street #202

Overland Traffic Consultants~ Inc. Santa Ciarita, CA 9132i
Phone (661) 799 -8423
E-mail: otc@overiandtraffic.com

March 4, 2013

Mr. Ted Kahan
President
Oasis West Realty LLC
9860 Wilshire Boulevard
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

RE: Traffic Impact Assessment for Phase I of the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan

Dear Mr. Kahan,

Overland Traffic Consultants has reviewed your proposal to implement construction of the

Beverly Hifton Revitalization Plan in two phases to determine its consistency with the traffic

impact analysis set forth in the certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Beverly

Hilton Revitalization Plan. Under the proposal:

• Phase I would include construction of the new luxury 170 room hotel, related parking,

and an adjacent partial conference center at The Beverly Hilton. The existing

Beverly Hilton, including all hotel rooms, would remain, except for removal of the

building running east along Wilshire Boulevard from the hotel’s Wilshire entrance to

the corner of Santa Monica Boulevard and housing some offices, retail, meeting

rooms, and the former Trader Vic’s restaurant (approximately 42,240 sq. ft of

demolition) and conversion of approximately 7,155 sq. ft of office space into storage

rooms; and

• Phase II would include construction of two condo structures (110 units), the balance

of the new conference center, modifications to The Beverly Hilton lobby and pool

area, and related parking, and the demolition of The Beverly Hilton’s existing parking

structure, hotel conference center, OasislPalm Court and Cabana/Lanai rooms, and

portions of the existing Beverly Hilton lobby.

The Phase I proposal anticipates the continued full operation of the existing 569 rooms of

The Beverly Hilton (except for the removal of 55 parking spaces at the Trader Vic’s parking

lot and the demolition of office, retail, meeting rooms and the former Trader Vic’s restaurant

along Wilshire) together with the operation of the new luxury 170 room hotel. Phase I will

J A_Traffic Engineering and Transportation Planninp ConsuItin~ Services Company
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Overland Traffic Consu.ltan s, Inc.

continue in operation until Phase II is fully constructed. Under Phase I, 739 hotel rooms —

569 at The Beverly Hilton and 170 at the new luxury hotel — would operate.

Based on our review of the certified Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan EIR, the

implementation of Phase I and ongoing operation of The Beverly Hilton for a total of 739

guestrooms, does not change the project’s traffic impacts and project requirements. The full

operation of Phase I of the project will not create any significant traffic or transportation

impacts. Further, when Phase II is implemented, the traffic impacts will be entirely

consistent with the analysis presented in The Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan EIR.

This determination is based on our prior work, understanding of the approved project and

environmental documents contained in the certified Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan EIR,

and our analysis of the number of trips generated by Phase I. Our assessment evaluated

the traffic flow associated with the off-site street improvements provided for Phase I as

shown in the circulation plan (Figure T-001) and analyzed whether the traffic generated by

Phase I remains consistent with the conclusions the City reached in the EIR for The Beverly

Hilton Revitalization Plan.

Our consistency evaluation was based on trips generated by Phase I, associated traffic

impacts based on the previous traffic impact study, on-site vehicular circulation and access,

and on-site parking.

Project Access

Summary Findings: The 170-room luxury hotel’s on-site circulation, access, and loading are

consistent with the adopted Beverly Hilton Specific Plan for the Beverly Hilton Revitalization

Plan.

Discussion: Attached is the approved circulation plan for The Beverly Hilton Revitalization

Plan illustrating access to and from Wilshire Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard and the

off-site infrastructure improvements, which include the following:

Widening Wlshire Boulevard’s easthound intersection with Santa Monica Boulevard

to include two dedicated left turn lanes, two eastbound through lanes, and one

through/right turn lane;

2
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Overland Traffic Consultants, inc.

• Widening Santa Monica Boulevard to include a third lane along the frontage of The

Beverly Hilton property from the Wilshire Boulevard intersection west to the

westernmost driveway to The Beverly Hilton existing service yard.

The same project vehicular access to and from the proposed 170-room hotel project

adopted in the Beverly Hilton Specific Plan has been used in this analysis, though certain

off-site infrastructure improvements would not be completed until Phase II. These include

improvements at the Wilshire Boulevard and Merv Griffin Way and Santa Monica Boulevard

and Merv Griffin Way intersections and, and further widening along Santa Monica

Boulevard to create a third lane of traffic along the entire frontage of The Beverly Hilton and

9 “Wilshire Boulevard properties. Figures 1 and 2 illustrate the project traffic assignment

thru the study area for Phase I of the Revitalization program.

Trip Generation

Summary Findings: The estimated trip generation from a 170-room hotel at the corner of

Santa Monica Boulevard and Wilshire Boulevard has been calculated and compared to the

EIR traffic volumes. The volumes are consistent with the volumes analyzed in the Beverly

Hilton Revitalization Plan EIR.

Discussion: The following analysis compares the trip generation of Phase I with the full build

out of the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan. The trip generation estimate has been

prepared with the same assumptions used in the certified EIR traffic study (see attached trip

generation table).

Traffic Impacts

Summary Findings: No significant traffic impacts will be created by developing the project in

two phases (Phase I and Phase II, as described above). As the City’s EIR for the project

found, the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan would not result in any significant transportation

impacts. The development of the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan in two phases does not

change that condusion. The implementation of Phase I (a 170 room luxury hotel, related

parking, and an adjacent partial conference center) with the existing 569 rooms of The

Beverly Hilton (totaling 739 guestrooms) will not create any significant traffic impacts

3
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Overland Traffic Consultants, Inc.

Discussion: As was determined in the certified EIR for the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan,

the approved project did not have any significant transportation impacts. Using the EIR

database, the Phase I traffic impacts have been calculated. After the projected trips from

Phase I are added to projected future conditions, and consistent with the thresholds of

significance used in the Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan EIR, there are no significant traffic

impacts created by Phase I of the project. Table 1 shows that the Phase I project traffic

impacts are not significant and consistent with the traffic analysis previously identified in the

Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan EIR.

Further, considering the project’s traffic improvements to Wilshire Boulevard, Santa Monica

Boulevard, and the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard

undertaken as part of Phase I of the project, the Phase I portion of the project will not create

any significant transportation impacts and all impacts will be below the significance

thresholds of the City of Beverly Hills. Therefore, the Phase I project (assuming full

operation of 739 guest rooms) will not create any significant traffic impacts.

—j Please call me if you have questions.
Sincerely,

Jerry T. Overland

• Attachments

]

.1
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Table I
Future Cumulative + Project Traffic Conditions

Wthout Project Wth Project
No. Intersection Peak Hour V/C LOS V/C LOS Impact

BeverlyDnve& — — ____

1. Santa Monica Blvd. (N) Weekday ~ôj~ 1.038 F 1.041 F + 0.003

Weekday PM 1.103 F 1.105 F + 0.002
Wilshire Boulevard &

2. Santa Monica Blvd. (N) Weekday 1OJ,~~ 1.553 F 1.182 F - 0373

Weekday PM 1.251 F 0.985 E - 0.266
Beverly Drive &

3~ Santa Monica Blvd. (S). V~~Y AM 0.995 E 0.995 E + 0.000

Weekday PM 0.941 E 0.942 E + 0.001.
Wlshire Boulevard &

‘~ Santa Monica Blvd. (S) Weekday AM 1.722 F 1.724 F + 0.002

Weekday PM 1.077 F 1.080 F + 0.003
Merv Griffin Way&

5~ Santa Monica Blvd. (N) Weekday AM 0.858 D 0.862 D + 0.004

Weekday PM 0.956 E 0.963 E +0.007
Beverly Dnve &

6. ~Mlshire Blvd Weekday AM 0.867 0 0.868 D + 0.001

Weekday PM 0.865 D 0.869 D +0.004
Whittier Drive &

7. WilshireBoulevard WeekdayAM 1.115 F 1.116 F +0.001

WeekdayPM 1.110 F 1.113 F +0.003
Crossover &

8. Santa Monica Blvd Weekday AM 1.070 F 1.071 F +0.001

Weekday PM 0.893 D 0.897 D +0.003
Century Park East &

~ Santa Monica Blvd Weekday AM 0.910 E 0.911 E +0.001

Weekday PM 0.984 E 0.987 E + 0.003
Whittier Drive &

10. Sunset Blvd. Weekday AM 0.872 D 0.873 D + 0.001

Weekday PM 0.925 E 0.929 E + 0.004

.1

I
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The Beverly Hilton Revitalization Plan
PHASE I Development Program

Project Trip Generation

EIR Project Trip Generation
Condominiums (120)

Hotel (522 rooms)
Restaurant (12,270 sf)

Sub-total Proposed Project

Am Peak Hour
In Out Total
11 23 34

128 85 213
2 2 4

141 110 251

P Peak Hour
In Out Total
22 18 40
137 161 298
40 11 51
199 190 389

Credit for existing Hotel
TOTAL NET TRIPS EIR STUDY

-140 -95 -235
1 15 16

-154 -177 -331
45 13 58

Phase I Development

Condominiums (0)
Hotel (170 rooms)

Restaurant (6,518 sf)
Sub-total Proposed Project

Credit for existing Hotel
(no change to TBH room count)

Credit for existing non-hotel office (13,030 sf)
TOTAL NET TRIPS PHASE I

0 0 0
43 27 70

1 1 2
44 28 72

0 0 0

-18 -2 -20
26 26 52

0 0 0
44 53 97
21 6 27
65 59 124

0 0 0

-3 -16 -19
62 43 105

Temporary Difference
25 36 30 47

1

Phase 1 trips - EIR Trips
(increase above EIR Trips)
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Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Xntersection No. 1 Base Year Without Project WTFH PROJECT
North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 Per2007EIR ~ Q~j~ ]~~j
Beverly Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (n)

WEEKDAY
AM Peak: =Total =TotalVolume Lanes V / C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

.~ Left 1 0.013 1 0.021 0% ~ ii 0.02121~4 Lt-m 0 0 000 0 0:000 0% OMOO
~ I Thru 369 1 0.145 421 1 0.172 421 1 0.172
~ ~Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0 OOO 0% 1 0000
0 r Right 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% ~ 130 0 0 000
Z~4~ Shared o 0 000 130 0 0MO0 0% “ 0 0 000

.~ Lj~f~ 23 1 0.014 68 1 0.043 0% 68 1 0.043
~ ~Lt-Th 0 0 000 0 0 OGO 0% 0 ~ o 000
~ ~ Thru II 0.221 ii 0.246 0% II609~a4 Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0 000 0% 0 680 1 0.247680 0,0~0
~J RIght 0.000 0 000 6% 0:000
~+ Shared 98 - 0 0.000 107 - 0 0’~G0 2 109 - 0 oooo

—~ Left II 0.028 II 0.032 (6%) 2 53 ii 0.033
51

~ -~ Lt-Th 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~ —Thru 1 0.419 1 0.599 (17%) 4 1827 1 0.600
~ -~‘m-,~t 1319 1 0000 1823 1 o.ooo 0% 1 0,000
~ ~ Right 23 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0 000

-+ Shared 0 0 000 0 o.obo 0% 0 0 0’ 000
~ rLeft 56 1 0.035 146 1 0.091 0% ~ 146 1 0.091
~ Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0000
0”— Thru ii 0.543 ii 0689 17% 2175 II 0.690

2171•04 1728
~*h Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0000 0% o~oao

~ ~- RIght 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0 000
4- Shared 0 0.000 0~ 0000 0% 0 0~000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.234 North-South: 0.267 North-South: 0.268
East-West: 0.570 East-West: 0.721 East-West: 0.723

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050
Volume/capacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.854 1.038 1.041

Level of Service (LOS): D F F
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/c due to project 0.003
Significantly impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (IC U)

i - .- I.’ Base Year Without Project WiTH PROJECT

North/South Street: Capadty: vphpl 1600 Per2007EPR ~ Q~j~ ]~j
Bever!y Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
EastjWest Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (n)

WEEKDAY

PM Peak: = Total TotalVolume Lanes V! C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V 1 C
.~ Left 78 1 0.049 193 1 0.121 0% 193 1 0.121
~4 Lt-Th 0 0OOÔ 0 0000 0% 0 0 0.000
~ ~ Thru I 0.254 1 I 0.312 0% I 0.312653~ fTh-Rt 1 0 000 1 0000 0% 0 0000
0 ~ RIght 159 0 0 000 260 0 0 000 0% 260 0 0 000
Z~~fØ Shared 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0.000

.~ L~~ft ii 0.028 II 0.063 0% 101 II 0.063
44 101~ I~Lt-Th 0 0 000 0 0:000 0% 0 0 000

~ 1 Thru 527 1 0.170 592 1 0.191 0% 592 1 0.193
~ Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0 000 0% 0 1 0~000
~.i RIght 0000 0000 6% 0000
~+ Shared 18 - 0 0 000 20 - .0 ÔOO0 0% ~ 24 - 0 o.oöo

—~ Left 1 0.019 1 0.021 (6%) ~ 36 ~ 0.023
~ —~ Lt-Th 30 0 0 000 o o~ooo 0% 0 0 000
~ —Thru ii 0.435 1932 ii 0.616 (17%) 7 1939 ii 0.618
~ ~‘m-i~t 1367 1 o.ooo i o:ooo 0% 1 o;ouo
~ ~ Right 25 0 0 000 40 0 0000 0% 40 0 0 000

-~ Shared 0 0 000 0 ~000 0% 0 ~ ooo~
.~ C Left 69 II 0.043 1 I 0.062 0% ~ I~ 0.062
~r Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 .0 0:000
~ Thru 1293 1 0.418 1825 1 0.593 17% ~ 1836 1 0.597
.0 ~
~- Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0.000 0% ~ ‘ 1 0 000

~ ~- RIght 0 0.000 0 0:OUb 0% 0 0000f Shared 0 0.000 0 0~000 0% 0 0 0 OÔO
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.282 North-South: 0.375 North-South: 0.375

East-West: 0.478 East-West: 0.678 East-West: 0.680
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050

Volumeicapacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.809 1.103 1.105
Level of ServIce (LOS): D F F

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/c due to project: 0.002

Significantly impacted? NO

n
‘•1

J



1

1

Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Entersection No. 2 Base Year Without Project WiTH PROJECT
North/South Street: Capacity: vplipl 1600 In Qi~ I~I
Wilshire Boulevard Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (n)
WEEKDAY

=Total =TotalAM Peak: Volume Lanes Vt C Volume Lanes Vf C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

~ I-~ 119 I 206 1 0.129 27% 1 0.1337 213~ ~-4 Lt-Th 0 .0 000 0 ‘0.000 0% 0 0 000
~ I Thfti 1455 21 0.305 2114 2 0.445 0% 0 2114 21 0.445
~ ITh-Rt I 0 000 1 0000 0% 1 0 000
ci r~ RIght 0 0 000 0 o’:ooo 0%
Z +Sh~ ~ 22 0 0 060 0% 0 22 0 0 000

0 0.000
.~ ~..Left 1 0.226 853 1 0.296 0% 21 0.296

651 0 853~ ~-.Lt-Th 1 0000 1 0 000 0% 0 0 000
1 0.456g ~ Thru 1453 2134 ii 0.670 (50%) 13 2147 2 0.449

~ ~ Th-Rt I 0~000 I 0:000 0% 1 0 000
~J Right 0 0000 0 0000 0% 10 0 0.000

“~+Shared 6 0 0.000 10 0 0.000 0% 0 0.000
—~ Left 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% o 0 0.000

~-L~-m 0 0.000 0 O;Obo 0% 0 0.000
~—Thru 2 0.211 2 0.314 0% 2 0.314

0 1006~~Th-Rt 675 0 0.000 1006 0 o;ooo 0% 0 0.000
~ RIght 1 0.021 307 1 0.192 0% 0 307 1 0.192

+Shared 0 0~000 0 0.000 0% 0 0.000
.~CLeft 0 0.000 0 0000 0% o 0 0.000
~7-Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~—Thw 1369 21 0.316 1721 21 0.388 23% 6 1727 21 0.389
j~—Th-Rt I 0~000 1 0.000 0% 1 0.000

~ ~- Right 656 1 0.316 765 1 0.388 0% 0 765 1 0.389f Shared I 0.000 0 0:000 0% 0 0.000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.76 1 North-South: 1.1 15 North-South: 0.741

East-West: 0.316 East-West: 0.388 East-West: 0.389
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050

Volume/capacity (v/c) ratio: 1.126 1.553 1.182
Level of Service (LOS): F F F

PROJECT I
Change in v/c due to project; —0.373

Significantly impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 2
:i North/South Street:

Wilshire Boulevard
EastfWest Street:
Santa Monica Sd (n)

Ti WEEKDAY - -

PM Peak:
~ Left

Lt-Th
~tThw
~ frIli-Rt
O r’Rlght
Z +Shared

.~ ~.Left
~ ~Lt-Th
~Thru
f~i Th-Rt
~.J Right

Shared
Left

~-LLt-Th
o—Thru
~ -~Th-Rt
~ Right

Shared
~ Left

~ •T- Lt-Th
—Thru
-Th-Rt

~ Right
Shared

Critical Volumes:

Volumelcapaclty (wt) ratio:
Level of Service (LOS):

Base Year I Without Project
Capadty: vphpl 1600

Dual 2880

Counts =Total
Volume Lanes V C Volume Lanes V C

152 I 0.095 217 1 0.136
0 0.000 0 0.000

1309 2 0.277 1610 2 0.3411 0000 1 0000

22 0 0.000 28 0 000,0
0 0.000 0 0.000

502 1 0.174 648 1 0.2251 0.000 1 0 000

1207 i~ 0.380 15590000 1 0000

10 0 0.000 0 0:0000 0.000 0 0.000
0 0.000 0 o;ooo
0 0000 0 0.000

809 2 0.253 1180 2 0.369‘0 0.000 0 0.000

87 1 0.054 156 1 0.0980 0.000 0 0.000
0 0.000 0 0.000
0 0.000 0 0.000

1021 2’JZ*~ 1397 2 0.3661 0.000 1 0.000

694 1 0.268 1 0.366
0 0~000 0 0.000

North-South: 0.658 North-South: 0.832
East-West: 0.268 East-West: 0.369

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050
0.975 1.251
E F

WiTH PROJECT
nQilt I~t~i

AM 26 26 52
PM 62 43 105

Total
+ P oct Volume Volume Lanes V C

27% ~ 1 0.1467 234 ‘0 •oooo

0% 2 0.341
0% 0 1610 i”oqoo
0% 0 00000 28 0 0000

0% 2’~1
0% 0 648 .0 0:000

2. 0.33222 1581 ‘1 0000

0% 0 0.00011
0% ‘0 0:000
0% ~ 0 0000
0% U 0 0:000
0% ,., 2 0.369
0% u 1180 0. 0.000
0% ~ 1 0.098
0% 156 0 0.000
0% 0 0.000
0% 0 0.000

23% 2 0.368
0% i4 1411 1 0.000
0% ~ 1 0.368
0% u ~ 0 0.000

North-South: 0.566
East-West: 0.369

Loss Time: 0.050
0.985
E

PROJECT I
Change in vAdueto project. —0.266

Si ntftcantl macted? NO



‘1

Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection Np. 3 Base Year Without Project WITH PRO.1ECT
North/South Street: Capadty: vphpl 1600 In Qia~ IQt~I
Beverly Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (s) east-west spilt
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: = TotSl = TOtSlVolume Lanes V / C Volume Lanes V / C 1 Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

I I 0.039 78 II 0.049 0% 78 1 0.04962~ ~4 u-m 0 0.000 0 000 0% 0 0 0 000
~ t ThI•U 436 2 0.136 520 2 0.163 0% 520 2 0.163
~ ~Th-Rt 0 0000 0 0 d00 0% 0 0 0 000
0 rRlght 1 0.058 107 1 0:067 0% 107 1 0.067
Z +Shared 0 0.OÔO 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0 000
.~ L,~ft 0 000,0 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~ 4~-m 0 0 000 0 0 OÔO 0% 0 0 o:ooo
~ ~ Thru 1 I 0.226 854 II 0.298 0% 854 1 I 0.298634£~ Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0:000 0% 0 1 0:000
~.) Right 0 0.000 100 0 0000 0% 100 0 ‘0.000
~ +Shared 88 0 0 000 0 0000 0 0 0.000

—~ Left II 0.014 31 II 0.019 0% 31 ‘11 0.019
~-~Lt-Th 23 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~—Thw 1 0.178 821 1 0.285 (8%) 2 823 1 0.286
~ ~ Th-Rt 488 1 0 000 1 0 000 0% 1 .0 000
~ ~ Right 83 0 0 000 92 0 0.000 0% 92 0 0 000
4 Shared 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0 .0.000
i- Left 1 0.089 157 1 0.098 0% 157 1 0.098

~7- Lt-Th 142 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0 0 000
~rhru 1465 II 0.467 1818 I~ 0.579 8% ii 0.579

ij~-Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0000 0% 2 1820 0000
~ ‘- RIght 29 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 OQOf Shared 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.265 North-South: 0.347 North-South: 0.347
East-West: 0.481 East-West: 0.598 East-West: 0.598

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050
Volume/capadty (v/c) ratio: 0.796 0.995 - 0.995

Level of Service (LOS): C E E
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/c due to project: 0.000
Significantly impacted? NO

I



1

Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)
~ Intersection Np. 3 Base Year Without Project WiTH PROJECT

North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 Iii QMI IQ~il1
Beverly Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (s) - east-~vest split
WEEKDAY
PM Peak:

D ~ Left
~ Lt-Th
~?Thru
~ 1’Th-Rt
0 (‘Right
Z +Shar

D~
~Thru
~—~Th-Rt I
~J Right I
~ +Shared I

-~ Left 1 0.073
~ -L Lt-Th 0 0.000 0. 0
~—Thru II 0.425
W~’Th-Rt 1 0000 1 0000
~ RIght 158 0 0000 181 0 Q000 0% g~ 181 0 -000Q

-f Shared 0 0.000 0 0~000 0% V 0. o:ooô
~ ‘ ‘-~ 137 1 I 0.086 158 1 I 0~099 ‘~ 158 1 I 0.099
~7Lt-Th 0 0000 0 0000 0% “ 0 0.000
~—Thru 1 0.292 1 0.344 8% 1 0.346
~t~Th~Rt 886 1 0000 1050 1 0000 0% ~ 1055 1 0.000
~ ~- Right 0 0.000 51 0 0O00 0 51 ~ o:b~o

~ +-Shared 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.257 North-South: 0.298 North-South: 0.298

East-West: 0.511 East-West: 0.593 East-West: 0.594
Total: 0.050 Total: 0.050 Total: 0.050

Volumelcapadty(Wc)ratio 0.818 0.941 0.942
Level of Service (LOS). D E E

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/cduetopi~ject: 0.001

Significandy impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)
Intersection No. 4 Base Year Without Project WITh PRO3ECT

North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In Q~ IQt~J
Wilshire Boulevard -~ - Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (s)
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: =TotSI =TotMVolume Lanes V I C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V f C

.~ ~ Left 147 1 0.092 1 I 0.243 0% 388 1.1 0.243388~4 Lt-Th N/BRTOR: 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~ I Thru Existing: 0% 1182 2 0.257 1589 2 0.344 19% ~ 1594 2 0.345

1 Ô000~ f~Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0 000 1 0 000 0%
0 rRIght 52 0 0.000 60 0 0000 60 0 0.QQO
Z +Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0~000

0 0.000.~ ~ 183 0 0000 307 a 0:000 (31%) 8 315 1 0.197
~ ~Lt-Th SIB RTOR: 1 0.114 1 0.192 0%

~ ~ Thru Exlseng: 0% 1 I 0.395 1 I 0.671 (19%) 5 1778 1 I 0.6721203 1773~ 4 Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0 000 1 0.000 0% 1 0:000
~) Right 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0000
~“ +Shared 60 0 0 000 o o.odo 0% 0 0-000

-‘ Left 1 0.044 1 0.152 0%
~-LLt-Th E/BRTOR 71 0 0000 243 a o~ooo o~ 0 243 1 0.1520 .0000
~ Thru ExIsting: 0% 2 0.157 2 0.227 0% 2 0.227

~Th-Rt Projected:0% 502 0 0000 726 0 0000 0% 0 726 0’ 0000
~ Right ii 0.168 II 0.337 0% 0 539 II 0.337

268 539+Shared 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
C- Left 1 0.058 1 0.064 0% 1 0.064

~ 7 Lt-Th WIaRTOR: ~ a 000 103 0 0.000 0% 0 103 0 o 000
~ ExIsting: 0% 694 ii 0.313 ~ II 0.421 0% a 937 ii 0.422

~ ~- Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0.000 1 0.000 0% 1 0’OOO
~~-RIght 306 0 0.000 410 0 0.Ô00 (8%) 2 412 0 0000

+- Shared 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.487 North-South: 0.914 North-South: 0.916

East-West: 0.481 East-West: 0.758 East-West: 0.758
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050

Voiumelcapacity (v,t) ratio: 1.018 1.722 1.724
Level of Ser~lce (LOS): F F F

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/c dueto project: 0.002

SignificanNy impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 4 Base Year Wthout Project WiTH PROJECT
North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In ~iit Io~I
Wilshire Boulevard Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Skeet: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (s) -

WEEKDAY
PM Peak: COUflts = Total TotalVolume Lanes V I C Volume Lanes V j C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C
~ Left II 0.127 II 0.198 0% 317 ii 0.198203 317
~ -t Lt-Th NIB RTOR: 0 0~0Oó 0 0 000 . 0% 0 0 000
~ t Thru ExistIng: 0% 1220 2 0.269 1490 2 0:329 19% 12 1502 2 0.331

I 0000~ 1Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0 ~() 1 0000 0%
0 r~Rlght 72 0 0 000 87 0 0.000 0%. 87 ~
Z ±Shared 0 0~OO0 0 0000 0% 0 .0~0O0

.~ ~.Left 200 0 0000 232 0 0000 (31%) 13 245 0 ‘0 000
~ ~Lt-Th S/B ~0R: 1 0.125 1 0.145 0% 1 0.153
~ ~ Thru ExistIng: 0% 1 I 0.335 1 I 0.439 (19%) 8 1356 II 0.44213481053f .4 Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0 000 1 0.000 0% I 0000
~ .J Right 0 0 000 0 0:000 0%

L~) +Shared 19 0 0 000 58 ~ 0.000 0% 0 58 .0. 0 0000 0000
—~ Left 1 0.033 1 0.054 0%

~-LLt-Th EIBRTOR: o__0.000 87 0 0000 0% 0 87 - 0;0540 0’OOO
~—Thru Exlstlng:0% 21 0.276 1060 21 0.331 0% • 1060 21
~VTh-Rt Projected:0% 883 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0.3310 000
~ Right 1 0.217 498 1 0.311 0%

4 Shared 0 0 000 0 0~O00 0% 0 498 1 0.3110 0.000
.~ C Left 72 II 0.045 1 I 0.059 0% 0 ~ ii 0.059

0 Q~000~ 7 Lt-Th w/e RroR 0 0 000 0 O~OQQ 0%
0—Thru Exi~ng:0% 515 1 0.241 631 1 0.290 0% ~ 631 1 .0.291

.D
~ .~.- Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0 000 1 0:000 0% 1 0~000
~ ~— Right 255 0 0 000 298 0 0 000 (8%) ~ 301 0 00.00

4-Shared 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 ‘0000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.462 296-South: 0.637 North-South: 0.640

East-West: 0.320 East-West 0.390 East-West: 0.390
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050

Volume/capacity (v/c) ratio; 0.832 1.077 1 .080
Level of Service (LOS); D F F

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in i~ due to project: 0.003

Significantly impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 5 Base Year Without Prpject WITH PROJECT
North/South Street: Capadty: vphpl 1600 In Qiat IQt~1
Men, Griffin Way Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (n)
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: =Total =TotalVolume Lanes V~ C Volume Lanes V ~C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V) C
~ Left 0 0 0000 0 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~ ~t Lt-Th N/B FUOR: 0 0 000 0 0~00O 0% 0 0. 0.000
~ I Thru ExistIng: 0% 0 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~ f’Th-Rt ProJected: 0% 0 0 000 0 ~ 0OOq 0% 0 o.Ooo
0 r~ Right 0 0 0()0 0 0~000 0% 0 0 Q.000
Z+Sh~ 0 0 0000 0 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
.~ ~L~ft 0 000~3 10 0 0000 0% 10 0 oooo
~ ~Lt-Th S/B RTOR: 0 0.000 0 O0Ô0 0% 0 0 o:ooo
g ~ Thru Existing: 0% 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0.~00
~ ~ Th-Rt ProJected: 0% 0 0:000 0 0 000 0% 0 o o:ooo

I 0.118~J Right II 0.105 366 ii 0.118 0% ~, 1
L~) +Shared 332 1 •o~ooo 0 000 0% ~ 366 1 o:ooo

-~ Left II 0.063 114 ii 0.071 0% ~ I
~-~‘Lt-Th E/BRTOR: 100 0 0000 0 0000 0% U 114 o1 0.071o;ooo
~—Thru Existing:0% 2 0.214 1310 2 0.409 20% 1315 2 0.411
~ ~ Th-Rt Projected: oo,~ 684 0 0 000 0 0~000 0% a o.ooo
~ ~ RIght 0 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.00

-4~ Shared 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0 0 000
~ (~ Left 0 0 0 000 0 ~ 0000 0% 0 0 0000
~ ~ Lt-Th W/B RTOR; 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 .0 000
0 —Thru ExistIng: 0% II 0.478 ii 0.619 (20%) 5 1946 II 0.623
.o 1500
~ ~- Th-Rt Projected: 0% 1 0~000 1 0 000 0% 1 0 000
~ ~-. RIght 31 0 0.000 41 0 0 000 (30%) 8 ~g 0 o:ooo

4-Shared 0 00CC) 0 0000 0% 0 0000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.105 North-South: 0.118 North-South: 0.118

East-West: 0.541 East-West: 0.690 East-West: 0.694
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050

Volumefcapadty (wt) ratio: 0.696 0.858 0.862
Level of Service (LOS): B D D

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/c due to project: 0.004

Significantly impacted? NO

.1



_1

Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection Na. S Base Year Without Prc~ect WITH PROJECT
North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In Q~ ]~ili
Merv Griffin Way Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd (n)
WEEKDAY
PM Peak: Counts = Total TotalVolume Lanes V/ C Volume Lanes V/ C + Project Volume Volume Lanes VI C
~ Left 0 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0000
~ ~4 Lt-Th N/B RTOR: 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0.000
~ I Thru Ex~ng: 0% 0 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 0 0:000
~ I~Th-Rt Projected: 0% 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 ~ o.ooo
0 r~RIght 0 0 000 0 OMQO 0% 0 0 0000
Z +Shared 0 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 ~
.~ L~~ft 15 0 0000 12 0 0~Q00 0% ~ 12 0 0000
~ ~Lt-Th S/B RTDR: 0 0.000 0 0:000 0% u 0 O’OOO
~ ~ Thru ExistIng: 0% 0 0 000 0 0~000 0% 0 0000
~ ‘4 Th-Rt Projected: 0% 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0;000
~.) Right ii 0.086 271 1 I 0.088 0% 1
~+Shared 259 1 0.000 1 0.000 0% 0 271 ~I 0.0880~000

-‘ ‘-~ II 0.278 ~I 0.288 0% 461 ii 0.288
~-LU-Th E/BRTOR 0 0.000 0.000 0% 0 0 oooo
~—Thru bd~ng:0% 891 2 0.278 1344 2 0.420 20% ~ 1356 2 0.424
~ ~ Th-Rt Projected: 0% 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% i 2 0 0.000
~ RIght 0 0 0.000 0 0.0(Y0 0% 0 0000
4 Shared 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0 o:ooo
(- Left 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 0 0.000

~ 7 Lt-Th W/B RTOR: 0 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0.000
0—Thru ExistIng: 0% II 0.388 1639 ii 0.530 (20%) 9 1648 ii 0.537.o~ 1171
j~*~-Th-Rt Projected:O% 1 0.000 1 0000 0% 1 0000

~ ~- RIght 71 0 0.000 58 0 0.000 (30%) 13 71 0 0 000f Shared 0 0.000 0 0:000 0% 0 0 000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.086 North-South: 0.088 North-South: 0.088

East-West: 0.666 East-West: 0.818 East-West: 0.825
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050

Volume/capacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.802 0.956 0.963
Level of Service (LOS): D E E

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/c due to project: 0.007

Signiflcan~y impacted? NO



I

Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection Np. 6 Base Year Without Project WflH PROJECT
North/South Street: Capadty: vphpl 1600 In ~ut Tht~1
Beverly Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Wilshire Boulevard
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: = Total = TotalVolume Lanes V~ C Volume Lanes V / C + Project Volume Volume Lanes Vf C
~ Left 131 ii 0.082 II 0.089 4% j 143 ii 0.089142~—tLt-Th 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 000

2 0.200.8 1 Thru 536 2 0.168 640 2 0.200 0% 0 640 0 0;000
~ 1’Th-Rt 0 0 000 0 0 000 0%
0 r’Right 1 0.062 1 0.076 0% 0 121 1 0.076

121Z +Shared 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.000
.~ LLeft 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0.000
~ ~Lt-Th 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.000
.8 ~ Thw 466 21 0.146 21 0.173 0% 0 555 21 0.173555~ ~‘4 Th-Rt 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 ‘0:000
~.J Right 1 0.069 130 1 0.081 0% 0 130 1 0.081
L~ +Shared 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.000

-~ Left ~ ii 0.037
122 II 0.076 °~‘ 0 122 •1I~ 0.076~ 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0000

~—‘Thru 856 2 0.203 1363 2 0.311 (15%) ~ 1367 2 0.312
~-~‘Th-Rt 1 0000 1 0000 0% 1 0.000
~ Right 119 0 0000 131 0 0.000 (4%) ~ 132 0 0’OOO
4 Shared 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 ~0~000
‘~ 153 1 0.096 166 1 0.104 0% 0 166 1 0.104

.~
0 0.000C~’-Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0000 0%

o—Thw 1647 21 0.360 21 0.479 15% ~ 2202 21 0.480~ 2198~-Th-Rt 1 0000 1 0000 0% I :o~ooo
~ ~— Right 80 0 0.000 103 0 0 000 0% 0 103 0 0009

~- Shared 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0:000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.228 North-South: 0.262 North-South: 0.262

East-West: 0.397 East-West: 0.555 East-West: 0.556
Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050

Volumelcapacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.675 0.867 0.868
Level of Service (LOS): B D D

PROJ ECT
Change in v/c due to project: 0.00 1

SignifloanNy impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 6 Base Year Without Project WITH PROJSCT
North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In Qut IQt~1
Beverly Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
Eas~fWest Street: PM 62 43 105
Wilshire Boulevard
WEEKDAY
PM Peak: Counts = Total TotalVolume Lanes V / C Volume Lance Vj C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V, C

~ g~ 11 0.059 101 ii 0.063 ~ 2 103 lj 0.064
~ 4 Lt-Th 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0.000
~ t Thru 521 2 0.163 643 2 0.201 °~‘ 0 643 2 0.201
~ tTh-Rt 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 000
0 FRight 125 I 0.078 1 0.087 0%
Z+Shaed 0 0.000 139 0 0000 0 139 1 0.0870 0000
D L.Left 0 0000 0 0.000 0% o 0 0.000
~ ~‘Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~ I Thru 639 21__0.200 756 21 0.236 °‘~ o 756 21 0.236
~ ~ Th-Rt 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 000
~.J RIght 169 1 0.106 1 0.115 0%
“~+Shared 0 0000 184 0 0000 0% o i~ 1 0.1150 0000

—~ Left 182 1 0.114 217 1 0.136 0% ~ 217 1 0.136
~-~‘Lt-Th 0_0000 0 0.000 0% 0 0000
oThru 1259 21_0.296 1606 21 0.370 (15%) 6 1612 21 0.372
~-~Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0 000 0% 1 0 000
~ Right 164 0 0.000 171 0 0.000 (4%) 2 173 0 0.000
4 Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 000
~ 206 ii_0.129 234 II 0.146 0% 0 234 II 0.146

0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 000~‘TLt4h 0
04—~~ij 1309 2 0.296 1607 2 0.365 15% ~ 1616 2 0.367
.0~
ij~ ~- Th-Rt 1 0.000 1 0 000 0% 1 0 000
~ ~— RIght 114 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 000

+-Shared 0 0.000 144 0 oooo 0% 0 144 0 0000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.258 North-South: 0.299 North-South: 0.301

East-West: 0.425 East-West: 0.516 East-West: 0.518
Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050

Volume/capacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.733 0.865 0.869
Level of Service (LOS): C D D

PROJ ECT
Change in Wc due to project: 0.0041

Signi~cantly impacted? NO I
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Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)
Intersection No. 7 Base Year ~Mthout Project WF~H PROJECT

North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In Out ]~aI
Whittier Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
EasVWest Street: PM 62 43 105
Wilshire Boulevard
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: = Totol = TotalVolume Lanes V I C Volume Lanes V / C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

1 0.02421.~ ‘~ Left 1 0.013 1 0.021 (20%) 5 38 0 0 000
~.4 Lt-Th 0__0.000 0 0 000 0%
~ I Thru 01__0.020 71 01 0.022 (10%) ~ ~ O~ 0.02364~ ~Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0 000 0% 0 000
0 r~Rlght 1 0.008 31 1 0.019 0% 31 1 0.019
Z+Sh red 12 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000

0 0.000.~ ~.Left 162 0__0000 172 0 0000 10%
~ ~.u-m IL 0.259 11 0.276 0% ~ 175 II 0.277
~ ~ ThflJ 0 0 000 348 0 0 000 0% 0 348 0 0 000325
~ Th-Rt 1 0.259 1 0.276 0% 1 0.277
~) Right 0 0.000 363 0 0 000 0% 0 0000~ +Shared 342 0 0 000 0 a coo 0 363 0 0 000

—~ Left ii 0.143 244 11 0.153 0%
~ 228 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 244 Ii 0.1530 0000

~ —
2 0.589o Thru 2 0.406 2735 2 0.588 20%

~~Th-Rt 1878 1 0000 1 0000 0% ~ 2740 1 0000
~ RIght 72 0 0000 88 0 0.000 0%

-~ Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 88 0 0 0000 0000
1 0.033C Left 1 0.026 52 1 0.033 0%

~rLt-Th 42 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 52 0 0.000=
~—Thru 2152 21 0.454 2914 21 0.613 0% 0 2914 21 0.613
~ .~— Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0.000 0% 1 0.000

0 0.000~ ~- Right 25 0 0.000 27 0 0.000 ~ 0 27 0 0.0004- Shared 0 0 000 0 0.000 0%
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.279 North-South: 0.298 North-South: 0.300

East-West: 0.597 East-West: 0.766 East-West: 0.766
Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050

Volumelcapacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.926 1.115 1 .116
Level of Service (LOS): E F F

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/c due to project: 0.001

Significanuy impacted? NO

~1
.1
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Intersection Capacity Utilizaflon (ICU)
Intersection No. 7 Base Year Without Project WiTH PROJECT

North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 Iii QUt IQt~.L
Whittier Drlv Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Wilshire Boulevard
WEEKDAY
PM Peak: Counts = Total TotalVolume La.es V ~I C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V / C

1 0.033.D~ ‘-~ 48 ~ 0.030 1 0.027 (20%) 9 52 0. 0 000
~4 Lt-Th 0 0000 0 0.000 0%
~ t Th~ 441 0 0.138 467 01 0.146 (10%) 4 471 oI 0.147

1 o:oooj~ ~Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0 000 0%
0 r~Rlght 106 1 0.066 1 0.053 0% 1 0.053
Z +Shared 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.000

0 o:ooo.~ L.~ft 24 0 0000 25 0 000 10%

~ i~’Lt-Th ii 0.109 II 0.11 0% 6 31 II 0.117
.0 ~ Th~ 138 0 0000 145 0 0.000 0% 0 145 0 0.000

1 Ô.ill~ Th-Rt 1 0.109 1 0.11 0%
~) Right 0 0 000 199 0 0.00 0%
tfl+Shared 188 0 0000 0 000 0% 0 199 0 0.0000 :o:boo

—~ Left ii 0.246 419 ii_0.262 0%
~-LLt-Th a 0000 a o.ooo 0% 0 419 ii 0.2620 0~0OO
~—Thru 2 0.361 2196 2 0.471 20%
~i~Th-Rt 1674 1 0.000 1 0.000 0% 12 2208 2 0.4731 0000
~ RIght 60 0 0.000 64 0 0.000 °°‘° 0 64 0 0.000

0 0~d00-~ Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0%
1 0.041(- Left 1 0.047 65 1 0.041 0%

~ ~ Lt-Tti 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 65 0 0.000
o—Thru 21 0.419 2550 21 0.537 0%
~~—Th-Rt 1985 1 0.000 1 0.000 0% 0 2550 21 0.5371 0000
~ ~- Right 26 0 0.000 28 0 0.000 0% 0 28 0 0 000f Shared 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 0 0~000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.247 North-South: 0.261 North-South: 0.264
East-West: 0.665 East-West: 0.799 East-West: 0.799

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050
Volumelcapacity (v/c) ratio 0.962 1.110 1.113

Level of SeMce (LOS) E F F
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/c dueto project: 0.003
Signiflcanily impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 5 Base Year Without Project WITH PRO)ECT
North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In QLtt I2~1
Crossover Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: =Total =TotalVolume Lanes V I C Volume Lanes V! C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V ~ C

.~ ~i Left 0 0 000 0 0:000 0% 0 0000
I~ 44 Lt-Th 0 0’OOO 0 0~000 0% 0 0.000

0.559839 2 0.262~ f Thru 1789 21 0.559 0% o 1789 OOOQ
~ t~Th-Rt 0 0.000 0 0.000 0%

0 o:oöo0 f~Rlght 0 0000 0 ~ 0.~00 0% o 0 0 o~
Z.f.~d 0 0000 0 DM00 0%
.~ cLeft 0. 0 000 0 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0~000
~ ~Lt-Th 0 0 OÔO 0 0.000 0% 0 0000
~ Thru o o.ooo 0 0 00Ô0 0% 0 0 0 0000
~ —~ Th-Rt 0 0.000 0 0 Ô00 0% 0 0:000
~ ~J RIght 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 O~O0O~ +Shared 0 0 0.000 0 ~ o•oô’o 0% 0 0 0 0000

~ Left 0 0000 0 0000 °“ 0 0 0000
~~,LtTh 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0’ 0000
~—Thru 2 0.256 2 0.428 20% 2 0.429
~-~m-Rt 819 0 0000 1369 0 0.000 0% ~ 1374 0 0.000
~ Right 835 2 0.261 1455 2 0.455 0% o 1455 2 0.455
4 Shai~d 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 o~obd
C Left 0 ‘DM00 0 0000 0% o 0 0000

~rLt-Th 0 .0.000 • 0 0000 0% 0. oodO
o—mru 3j 0.376 2212 ~ 0.461 (20%) 4 2216 31 0.462.o~ 1806

0 0000~ç ~- Th-Rt 0 0.000 0 Q~0Q0 0%

~ ~— Right 0 o:ooo 0 0 000 0% o 0 0.000
+- Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.262 North-South: 0.559 North-South: 0.559
East-West: 0.376 East-West: 0.461 East-West: 0.462

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050
Volume/capacity (Wc) ratio: 0.688 1.070 1.071

Level of Service (LOS): B F F
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/cduetop~ject: 0.001
Significantly impacted? NO



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 8 Base Year Without Project WITH PRWEC~
North/South Street: Capacity: vphpl 1600 In
Crossover Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd
WEEKDAY
PM Peak: COUflts = Total TotalVolume Lanes V~ C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

,~ ~ Left 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0 000
~ 4 Lt-Th 0 0000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0 000
~ 1 111W 768 2 0.240 1020 2j 0.319 0% 1020 21 0.319
~ fTh-Rt 0 0 000 0 0~0 0% 0 ~ 0000
0 rRlght 0 0000 0 ~ 0’OOO 0% ,~ 0 .o:ooo
Z+Sh red 0 0 O~000 0 0 bOO 0% u 0 Ô 0000
.~ L.Left 0 0 0000 0 0 0000 0% 0 0 0~000
~ ~Lt-Th 0 0000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0000
~ I mru 0 0 0 000 0 0 0:QpO 0% 0 0.000
~ ‘i Th-Rt 0 0 000 0 0000 0% “ 0 0 0.QO0
~ RIght O ooöo 0 0~00ó 0% 0 0:000
~ +Shared 0 0 0 000 0 0 00~0 0% 0 0 0.000

-~ Left 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~ -~ Lt-Th 0 oooo I ~ 0•Ô00 0% 0 0 O’ boo
~—‘Thru 2 0.416 21 0.524 20% 1688 21 0.528
~-~Th-Rt 1332 0 .0000 1677 0 0000 0% 0 ~0~000
~ Right 21 0.424 1660 2 0.519 0% 1660 2 0.519

1358-f Shared 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0000
(~ Left 0 0000 0 0~000 0% 0 0000
TLt-Th 0 0000 0 0O~O 0% 0 0 o:boo

~g—Thw 1421 3 0.296 1747 3 0.364 (20%) 8 1755 3 0.366
-Th-Rt 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 000

~ RIght 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0~0Q
f Shared 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0 000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.240 North-South: 0.319 North-South: 0.319
East-West: 0.424 East-West: 0.524 EastWest 0.528

Total: 0.050 Total: 0.050 Total: 0.050
Volume/capacity (v/c) ratIo: 0.7 14 0.893 0.897

Level of Service (LOS): C D D
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/c due to project: 0.003
Significantly impacted? NO

j
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Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 9 Base Year Without Project WITH PRO3ECT

North/South Street: Capacity: vpt~pI 1600 In Qi~t IQ~1
Century Park East Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/WestStreet: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: Total =TotalVolume Lanes V/ C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

D’.~ Left 142 2 0.049 151 2 0.052 0% 151 2 0.052
~ ‘.4 Lt-Th NIB RTOR 0 0 000 0 0.00Ô 0% 0 0 000
~ t Thru ExIs~ng:50% 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~ frlTh-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0.000
0 (‘RIght 21 0.088 21 0.093 2% 21

267Z +Shared 252 0 0 000 0 0 000 13% ~ 268 0 0.093
0 000

.~ L..j~ft 0 0 0000 0 0 0000 0% ~ 0 0 0000
~ 1~Lt-Th S/BRTOR 0 0000 0 0000 0% U 0 0.000
~ ~ Thru Ex~ng: 50% 0 0 000 0 0 0000 0 0 0.000
~ ~ Th-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% u 0 0.000
~ .J Right 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0 000
~+Shared 0 0 0 000 0 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0.000

—~ Left 1 0.003 1 0.003 0% 1 0.003
~ ...t. Lt-Th EJB RTOR: ~ 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0 000
~—Thw Exlsting:50% 1327 4 0.237 2480 41 0.443 18% 2485 41 0.444
~ ~‘ Th-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~ Right II 0.331 561 1 0.351 0% ~ 561 1 0.351529-+ Shared 0 0 000 0 0000 0% u 0 0 000
r Left 21 0.306 21 0.324 (2%) ~ 909 21 0.325908

~ ~ Lt-Th WIB RTOR: 857 0 0.000 0 o 000 0% 0 0.000
O—Thru Exl~ng:S0% 3 0.383 3148 3 0.656 (18%) 5 3j53 3 0.657
~4 1837
~.~-Th-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.000
~ ~- Right 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0.000
f Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0 0.000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.088 North-South: 0.093 North-South: 0.093
East-West: 0.637 East-West: 0.767 East-West: 0.767

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050
Volumeicapacity(v,t)ratio: 0.775 0.910 0.911

LevelotService(LOS): C E E
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/c dueto project: 0.001
Significantly impacted? NO
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Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 9 Base Year Without Project WY1H PROIECT

North/South Street: CapacIty: vphpl 1600 In ~
Century Park East Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Santa Monica Bd
WEEKDAY
PM Peak: Cou,its = Total TotalVolume Lanes V I C Volume Lanes Vf C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C
~ Left 2 0.151 460 2 0.160 460 2 0.160
~ -j~ Lt-Th N/B RTOR 0 0~000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0 000
~ I Thru ExistIng: 50% 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
~ ~Th-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 000 0. 0;000 0% 0 0 000
0 r’Rlght 21 0.272 21 0.288 2% 21 0.289830783Z +Shared 0 0 000 0 0:000 0% ~ 831 0. 0 000
.~ 1.Left 0 0.000 0 0 0000 0% ~ 0 0 0000
~ ~Lt-Th SJ~ RTOR: 0 0 000 0 0000 0% u 0 0000
~ Thru Exi5tlng: 50% 0 0 0.OQO 0 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0~Oâ.o
~ ~ Th-Rt ProJected: 50% 0 0:000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0000
~.) Right 0 0:000 0 0:OóO 0% 0 0. 0.000
~+Shared 0 0 0.000 0 0 0.000 0 0 oooo

—~ Left 1 0.016 1 0.017 0% 27 1 0.017
~ -L Lt-Th E/B RTOR: 25 0 0 ooo 27 0 0000 0% 0 0 0.000
~ —~ Thru ExIsting: 50°~~ 41 0.357 41 0.466 18% 2622 41 0.4682001 2611~V Th-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 1 1 0 0000
~ Right 1 0.126 214 1 0.134 r~ 214 1 0.1342024 Shared 0 0000 0 0~000 0% ~‘ 0 0:000
.~ C Left 476 21 0.170 505 21 0.180 (2%) ~ 506 2! 0.181
~7Lt-Th WIBRroR: 0 0000 0 0000 0% 0 0.000
g Thru E,dstlng: 50°,’o 1683 3 0.351 2233 ~ 0.465 (18%) 8 2241 3 0.467
~ ~— Th-Rt Projected: 50% 0 0 0~30 0 0000 0% 0 O~OOO
~ ~- RIght 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0~OO04- Shared 0 0000 0 000b 0% 0 tj 0.000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.272 North-South: 0.288 North-South: 0.289
East-West: 0.527 East-West: 0.646 East-West: 0.649

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 LossTime: 0.050
Volume/capacity (v/c) ratio: 0.849 0.984 0.987

Level of Service (LOS): D E E
PROJECT IMPACT

Change in v/c due to project 0.003
Significantly impacted? NO
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Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 10 Base Year Without Prolect WiTh PROJECT
North/South Street: Capacity: vpl,pI 1600 Zn Q!it IQ~I
Whitter Drive Dual 2880 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Sunset Boulevard
WEEKDAY
AM Peak: Total = TotalVolume Lanes V I C Volume Lanes V ~ C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V I C

~ 40 ~ j 0.055 (6%) 2 42 ~ LQ~.o~32 1 0.037
~4Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~ I Thru 0 0 000 88 0 0 000 0% 88 0 0:000
~ 1Th-Rt 1 0.078 1 0.102 0% 1 0.103
0 r RIght 63 0 0 000 0 0.000 (4%) 76 0 0000
Z+Sh~ 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0000
~ L~ft 36 1 0.173 38 1 0.189 0% 38 1 0.189
~ 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0 0000
~ 4 Thru 276 0 0 000 302 0 0 000 0% 302 0 0~00O
~i Th-Rt II 0.214 II 0.233 0% 0 ii 0.233
~ ~.J RIght 0 0 000 0. 0.000 0% 71 0 0.000
~“ +Shared 67 0 0.000 71 0. 0 000 0% 0 o o:000

-~ Left 1 0.025 1 0.026 0% 42 1 0.026
~LtTh 40 0 0.000 42 0__0:000 0% 0 00~000

oThru II 0.434 ii 0.46 0% 1428 ii 0.4621428~-~‘m-Rt 1347 1 0.000 1 o:ooo 0% 0 1 o~oo
~ Right 0 0.000 0 0000 6% 51 0 &00043

+Shared 0 0.000 0 000 0% 2 0 o~doo
CLeft ii 0.063 II 0.07 4% 116 II 0.073115

~ 7 Lt-Th 100 0 0 000 0 0.000 0% 1 0000
~—Thru 1116 1 0.353 1185 1 0.374 0% ,~ 1185 1 0.374
i.~ .L Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0:000 0% U 1 0 000
~~—RIght 10 0 0000 0 0~00O 0% 0 0000
f Shared 0 0 000 0 0000 0% 0 0 0 000

Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.251 North-South: 0.288 North-South: 0.288
East-West: 0.497 East-West: 0.534 East West: 0.535

Loss Time: 0.050 Loss Time: 0.050 LossTinie: 0.050
Volume/capacity (v/c) ratio: 0.798 0.872 0.873

Level of Service (LOS): C D D
P~.

Change in v/c due to project: 0.001
SignificanUy impacted? NO

~1



Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU)

Intersection No. 10 Base Year Without Project WITH PROJLCT
North/South Street: Capadty: vphpl 1600 In Q~
Whitter Drive Dual 2580 AM 26 26 52
East/West Street: PM 62 43 105
Sunset Boulevard
WEEKDAY
PM Peak: Counts =Total TotalVolume Lanes Vt C Volume Lanes V I C + Project Volume Volume Lanes V/ C
~ 1 0.152 1 0.188 (6%) ~ 113 1 0.188
~.4 Lt-Th 0 0 000 0 0 000 0% 0 0~000
.2 t Thw 0 0 000 0 0:000 0% 0 0.000243 300 300~ 1Th-Rt 1 0.255 1 I 0.299 0% 1 ri~30Q
0 rRlght 0 0.000 178 0 0000 (4%) 2 180 0 0~000

165Z +Shared 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0000

.~ ~.Left 30 ~ I 0.062 32 ~ 0.072 0% ~ 32 1 I 0.072
~ ~Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0 000 0% 0 0000
.2 ~ Thru 0 0.000 115 ~ 0~00 0 115 0 0.000
~ Th-Rt 1 0.092 1 0.104 0% 1 0.104
~ .J Right 0 0 000 0 0 oob 0%

~+Shared 48 0 0.000 51 ~ 0~oÔ0 0% 0 51 0 0.0000 0.000
—~ Left 1 0.032 1 0.034 0% 1 0.034

0 54~-LLt-Th 51 0 0.000 o 0000 0% 0 0:000
~—~Thru ii 0.407 ii 0.433 0% 0 1348 ILO.434

1348~VTh-Rt 1272 1 0.000 1. oooo 0% 1 :G~o0o
~ 1 RIght 31 0 0.000 36 0 0 000 6% ~ 40 0 ~0 000
4 Shared 0 0.000 0 0~000 0% 0 0 Ô00
C Left ii 0.062 ii 0.07 2 116 I~ 0.073114~ ~ Lt-Th 0 0.000 0 0:000 0% 0 0 000

g1—mru 1148 1 0.363 1217 1 0.384 0% 0 1217 1 0.384
i~1-Th-Rt 1 0 000 1 0 000 0% 1 0;000
~ k~ RIght 12 0 0.000 13 0 0000 0% ~ 13 0~ 0:000

f Shared 0 0.000 0 0.000 0% 0 0.000
Critical Volumes: North-South: 0.317 North-South: 0.371 North-South: 0.372

East-West: 0.469 East-West: 0.504 East-West: 0.507
Total: 0.050 Total: 0.050 Total: 0.050

Volume!capaclty (v/c) ratio: 0.836 0.925 0.929
Level of Service (LOS): D E E

PROJECT IMPACT
Change in v/c due to project: 0.004

Significantly impacted? NO
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