CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

4024, 4064 & 4200 N. Radford Avenue
LADOT Case No. SFV24-116500
LADOT Project ID No. 56834

Date: August 9, 2024

To: Claudia Rodriguez, Senior City Planner
Department of City Planning

From: Vicente Cordero, Transportation Engineer
Department of Transportation

Subject: TRANSPORTATION ASSESSMENT FOR THE RADFORD STUDIOS DEVELOPMENT
LOCATED AT 4024, 4064, AND 4200 NORTH RADFORD AVENUE (CPC-2023-1347-
GPA-VZC-SP-SN)

The Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) has reviewed the transportation assessment
prepared by Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., dated July 2024, for the Radford Studio Center
development located at 4024, 4064, and 4200 N Radford Avenue in the Sherman Oaks - Studio City -
Toluca Lake -Cahuenga Pass Community Planning Area of the City of Los Angeles. On July 30, 2019,
pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 743 and the recent changes to Section 15064.3 of the State’s California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the City of Los Angeles adopted vehicle miles traveled
(VMT) as the criteria by which to determine transportation impacts under CEQA. Pursuant to the VMT
thresholds and study methodology established in LADOT’s Transportation Assessment Guidelines (TAG),
the proposed project submitted a transportation impact assessment and VMT analysis, which is
summarized below.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

Project Description

The project would establish the Radford Studio Center Specific Plan to allow for the continuation of an
existing studio use and the modernization of media production facilities. The North and South Lots are
currently improved with multiple buildings totaling approximately 1,179,110 square feet (sf), including
359,730 sf of sound stages, 255,510 sf of production support, 450,060 sf of production office, and
113,810 sf of creative office.

The proposed Specific Plan would allow a maximum total of up to approximately 2,200,000 sf of sound
stage, production support, production office, creative office, and retail uses within the project site
upon buildout of the project as well as associated ingress/egress, circulation, parking, landscaping, and
open space improvements. The Specific Plan would permit up to approximately 1,667,010 sf of new
floor area, the retention of approximately 532,990 sf of existing uses, and the demolition of up to
approximately 646,120 sf of existing uses. The project also includes open space and landscaping
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improvements to enhance the public realm along the perimeter of the project site and improve public
access to the Los Angeles River and Tujunga Wash. Consistent with existing conditions, the project
would continue to operate 24 hours a day, seven days a week, and special events would continue to be
governed by the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC).

Under the proposed Specific Plan, the permitted floor area of certain studio uses may be adjusted
pursuant to the land use exchange provisions detailed in the proposed Specific Plan, provided the total
permitted floor area on-site does not exceed 2,200,000 sf. The proposed Specific Plan would allow for
limited exchanges between certain permitted studio land uses and associated floor areas. Specifically,
the floor area from any permitted land use could be reduced in exchange for an equivalent increase in
sound stage and/or production support floor area, as long as the limitations of the proposed Specific
Plan are met. The permitted adjustments would be limited as follows:

e The total sound stage floor area may be increased from 450,000 sf up to a total of 575,000 sf in
exchange for equivalent decreases in the floor area of any other permitted uses.

e The total production support floor area may be increased from 300,000 sf up to a total of
575,000 sf in exchange for equivalent decreases in the floor area of any other permitted uses.

e Asthe exchange in floor area is only limited to the sound stage and production support uses,
the total permitted floor area for production office uses would not exceed 725,000 sf, the total
permitted floor area for creative office uses would not exceed 700,000 sf, and the total
permitted floor area for retail uses would not exceed 25,000 sf.

For the purposes of the transportation assessment, the proposed project development summary from
Attachment A represents a conservative program and was used in all analyses herein.

A total of approximately 6,050 parking spaces would be provided, including approximately 2,170
existing parking spaces to remain, within a combination of above-grade parking structures,
subterranean structures, and/or surface parking lots. The project would also provide bicycle parking
spaces, including short-term and long-term spaces, in accordance with the LAMC.

Vehicular access to the project site would continue to be provided along Radford Avenue via the
existing ingress/egress driveways at the southwestern portion of the South Lot, the Radford Gate, and
the northwestern portion of the South Lot, which provides direct access to the existing Sater parking
structure. Vehicular access from Colfax Avenue via the existing ingress/egress driveway, the Colfax
Gate, would be located in the southeastern portion of the South Lot. Additional vehicular access from
Ventura Boulevard, via Carpenter Avenue, would be provided via a former ingress/egress driveway at
the Carpenter Gate that would be restored as part of the project. The project is also proposing a new
multi-modal bridge, referred to as the Radford Mobility Connector, which would extend Radford
Avenue north across the Tujunga Wash to Moorpark Street (no through access for vehicles would be
permitted north or south along Radford Avenue). Two additional existing ingress/egress driveways
located in the northwestern and southwestern portion of the North Lot along Radford Avenue would
be for limited access only, consistent with existing conditions. Two loading/service access areas would
also be located along the southern boundary of the project site accessed from the adjacent public
alley.
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Mobility Hub(s) would be located on-site, currently proposed as one in the northern portion of the
North Lot and one in the southern portion of the South Lot, subject to operational needs. The Mobility
Hub within the North Lot would be constructed after completion of the Radford Mobility Connector.
The Mobility Hub(s) would support first-mile/last-mile connections; encourage employee use of public
transit, carpooling, vanpooling, and biking/scootering to work; and support other transportation
demand management (TDM) strategies. The Mobility Hub(s) would provide an off-street space for
project-related passenger pick-up/drop-off and the temporary parking of buses, carpools, vanpools,
shuttles, ride-share, taxi, and other commercial and non-commercial vehicles. The Mobility Hub(s)
would include space to accommodate support uses, storage, maintenance, staging facilities, bike share,
and ridership amenities.

Project buildout could take place in one or multiple years and is anticipated to be completed as early as
Year 2028. However, the project is seeking a Development Agreement with a term of 20 years, which
could extend the full buildout year to approximately year 2045. The analysis in this study considers
project operations in Year 2028 as well as the Year 2045 long-term buildout scenario.

B. Freeway Safety Analysis

Per the Interim Guidance for Freeway Safety Analysis memorandum issued by LADOT on May 1,
2020 to address Caltrans safety concerns on freeways, the study addressed the project’s effects on
vehicle queuing on freeway off-ramps. Such an evaluation measures the project’s potential to lengthen
a forecasted off-ramp queue and create speed differentials between vehicles exiting the freeway off-
ramps and vehicles operating on the freeway mainline. The evaluation identified the number of project
trips expected to be added to nearby freeway off-ramps serving the project site. It was determined
that the project would add 25 or more peak hour trips to the following off-ramps during the morning
and afternoon peak hours:

e US 101 Northbound Off-Ramp to Laurel Canyon Boulevard (morning peak hour)

e US 101 Southbound Off-Ramp to Laurel Canyon Boulevard (morning and afternoon

peak hours)
e SR 170 Southbound Off-Ramp to Riverside Drive (morning peak hour)
e SR 134 Westbound Off-Ramp to Lankershim Boulevard (morning peak hour)

Conditions were analyzed for the anticipated project buildout year of 2028 and the long-term buildout
year of 2045. The assessment of the off-ramp facilities included a review of the resulting queue length
as compared to the total available queuing capacity of the ramp to determine whether the queue
would extend beyond the length of the ramp onto the freeway mainline. As shown in Attachment B,
under Future with Project Conditions (Year 2028) and Future with Project Conditions (Year 2045), none
of the four analyzed off-ramps would have queues that both exceed the ramp storage length and
include project-related vehicles that would add 50 feet or more to any queue during any of the
analyzed peak hours compared to Future without Project Conditions (Year 2028 and Year 2045).
Therefore, the project would not be subject to a speed differential analyses and no corrective
measures are required. The project would implement comprehensive TDM strategies to reduce single-
occupancy vehicle trips and encourage the use of alternative transportation modes to and from the
project site.

C. CEQA Screening Threshold
A trip generation analysis was conducted to determine if the project would exceed the net 250 daily
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vehicle trips (DVT) screening threshold set forward by the TAG. The City of Los Angeles VMT Calculator
Tool, which draws upon trip rate estimates published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Trip Generation Manual, 9th Edition, as well as applying trip generation adjustments when applicable,
based on sociodemographic data and the built environment factors of the project’s surroundings,
determined that the project exceeds the net 250 DVT threshold. The transportation assessment
concluded that implementation of the project would not result in a significant transportation impact.
The traffic analysis included further discussion on the screening of the following CEQA transportation
thresholds:

1. Threshold T-1: Conflicting with Plans, Programs, Ordinances, or Policies
The transportation assessment evaluated the proposed project for conformance with the
adopted City’s transportation plans and policies for all travel modes. According to the analysis,
the project does not obstruct or conflict with the City's development policies and standards for
the transportation system. Therefore, no project or cumulative significant transportation
impact was identified for this threshold.

2. Threshold T-2.1: Causing Substantial Vehicle Miles Traveled
Using the VMT Calculator, the assessment determined that the project would generate a net
increase in DVT and a net increase in daily VMT. The analysis concluded that the project would
not result in a significant VMT impact as discussed below under Section D, CEQA Transportation
Analysis.

3. Threshold T-3: Substantially Increasing Hazards Due To a Geometric Design Feature or
Incompatible Use
The project does not involve any design features that are unusual for the area or any
incompatible use.

D. CEQA Transportation Analysis
The LADOT Transportation Assessment Guidelines (TAG) provide instructions on preparing
transportation assessments for land use proposals and defines the significant impact thresholds.
LADOT identified distinct thresholds for significant VMT impacts for each of the seven Area
Planning Commission (APC) areas in the City. For the South Valley APC area, in which the project
is located, the following threshold has been established:

» Daily Household VMT per Capita: 9.4
» Daily Work VMT per Employee: 11.6

The VMT analysis was based on the gross total project, including 2,175,000 sf of total permitted
floor area for sound stages, production support, production office, and creative office uses, and
25,000 sf of total permitted floor area for retail on the project site. For conservative purposes,
the 25,000 sf of retail space in its entirety was considered as high-turnover restaurant use in the
VMT calculator. Although the project would voluntarily implement a comprehensive TDM
Program, the VMT analysis conservatively considered only those TDM measures required by City
ordinance and code. The analysis incorporated two of these measures, which are bicycle parking
per the LAMC and promotions and marketing of site-specific transportation options, and the
effects of travel choices. The project would generate an average Work VMT per Employee of 6.2
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which falls below the established threshold for the South Valley APC area. The project does not
have a residential component and, therefore, the household VMT per capita does not apply. The
VMT analysis results are shown in Attachment C. It was concluded that the implementation of
the project would not result in a significant VMT impact. The additional TDM measures not
accounted for in this analysis would further reduce total VMT and VMT per Employee.

Land Use Exchange Scenarios

The proposed Specific Plan would allow for limited exchanges between certain permitted studio
land uses and associated floor areas, would account for the special needs of the project site, and
allow for adapting to and addressing potential future changes in technology and space
requirements inherent to the rapid pace of entertainment technology’s advancement.
Accordingly, the Specific Plan would allow for the limited increase in sound stages, and
production support uses for an equivalent decrease in the floor area of other permitted uses,
provided that the maximum permitted floor area of 2,200,000 sf is not exceeded. Specifically,
sound stage floor area may be increased by up to 125,000 sf (from 450,000 sf to up to 575,000 sf)
in exchange for equivalent decreases in the floor area of other uses, and production support
floor area may be increased by up to 275,000 sf (from 300,000 sf to up to 575,000 sf) in exchange
for equivalent decreases in the floor area of other uses. The Maximum Land Use Exchange
Scenarios and supplemental VMT analysis can be seen in Attachment D and Attachment E,
respectively.

E. Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Access Assessment
The project’s potential effect on surrounding pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities was assessed and
would result in an increase in activity. Given the project site’s location near local bus stops and its
proximity to active commercial centers, it is ideally located to encourage non-automobile trips to and
from those destinations and reach additional public transit routes. The project would also expand
employment opportunities in close proximity to housing and transit options to further reduce the
reliance on single occupancy vehicle travel. Additionally, the project would improve the adjacent
pedestrian facilities and promote a more comfortable and safer environment for all users through a
new bridge connection, a protected bikeway along Radford Avenue, wider setback areas, and new
landscaping along the project frontages. The project’s on-site Mobility Hub(s) would also provide first-
mile/last-mile connections for employees and visitors through bike-share facilities, shuttle connections,
etc. The amount of additional pedestrian, bicycle, and transit activity generated by the project would
not strain the capacity of facilities and operations dedicated to those modes.

F. Access and Circulation
The access and circulation analysis included a study of selected intersections using the Highway
Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology which calculates the amount of delay per vehicle based upon the
intersection traffic volumes, lane configurations, and signal timing.

Traffic Conditions

Intersection turning movement counts at the study intersections were collected in March 2023 and
November 2023 during the morning (7:00 AM to 10:00 AM) and afternoon (3:00 PM to 6:00 PM) peak
periods to develop the Existing Conditions Year 2023. The project may be constructed over a 39-month
period beginning in Year 2025 and ending by Year 2028. Under the project’s Development Agreement,
the project buildout could extend through Year 2045. Thus, for the purposes of the transportation
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analysis, it is anticipated that by Year 2045, the study area would be affected by transportation
infrastructure improvements and other development projects completed in the interim.

The Future without Project traffic volumes include ambient growth, which reflects increases in traffic
due to regional growth and development outside the study area, as well as traffic generated by
ongoing or entitled projects near or within the study area. An ambient growth factor of 1% per year
compounded annually was applied to be conservative by adjusting the existing traffic volumes to
reflect the effects of the regional growth and development. A total growth of 5.1% was applied to
account for the five-year period corresponding to buildout in Year 2028. An ambient growth factor of
0.5% per year compounded annually was applied to the adjusted traffic volumes between Year 2028 to
Year 2045 to simulate regional traffic growth corresponding to the project’s buildout under the
Development Agreement. As such, a total growth of 14.95% was applied to account for the additional
17-year period. These growth factors account for increases in traffic due to potential projects plus
projects not yet proposed and projects located outside of the study area.

Related Projects were considered and conservatively assumed to be completed by completion of the
project in Year 2028. The related project volumes were added to the existing traffic volumes after
accounting for ambient growth through the project buildout Year 2028 and Development Agreement
Year 2045. These volumes represent the Future without Project Conditions for Year 2028 and Year
2045 at the study intersections.

The project-only morning and afternoon peak hour traffic volumes without and with completion of the
Radford Mobility Connector were added to both the Future without Project Conditions (Year 2028) and
Future without Project Conditions (Year 2045) morning and afternoon peak hour traffic volumes. The
resulting volumes represent the Future with Project Conditions (Year 2028) and Future with Project
Conditions (Year 2045) without and with the Radford Mobility Connector respectively. All future
adjustments including cumulative traffic growth (i.e., ambient growth and Related Project traffic) and
programmed transportation improvements are incorporated into the Future with Project Conditions
(Year 2028) and Future with Project Conditions (Year 2045).

Under the HCM methodology, level of service (LOS) at signalized and unsignalized intersections is
defined based on the delay experienced per vehicle as seen in Attachment F. LADOT has reviewed this
analysis and determined that it adequately disclosed operation concerns.

Intersection Queuing Analysis

Project vehicles were evaluated to determine whether the project site access would contribute to
unacceptable queueing on an Avenue or Boulevard at project driveways or would cause or
substantially extend queuing at nearby signalized intersections. The queue lengths were estimated
using Synchro software, which reports the 95™ percentile queue length, in vehicles, for each approach
lane. The reported queues are calculated using the HCM signalized intersection methodology. The
results of the queuing analysis are shown in Attachment G. LADOT has reviewed this analysis and
determined that it adequately disclosed queueing concerns.

Driveway Operational Analysis
An analysis of anticipated operating conditions based on the Future with Project Conditions (Year
2028) and Future with Project Conditions (Year 2045) was conducted for the project’s five vehicular
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driveways. The analysis determined that the anticipated queues entering the project driveways would
not extend into the public right of way and would not substantially affect through traffic along adjacent
corridors. All security gates would be located to provide adequate queueing areas that would meet City
requirements and project demand and would minimize the potential for vehicle queueing into the
public streets. The results of the driveway operational analysis under Future with Project Conditions
(Year 2028) and Future with Project Conditions (Year 2045) are shown in Attachment H.

Signal Warrant Analysis

Signal warrant analyses were conducted at the intersection of Radford Avenue & Moorpark Street
proposed for signalization to determine whether the anticipated traffic volumes are sufficient to
technically justify the installation of traffic signals. The analysis used Future with Project Conditions
with the Radford Mobility Connector traffic volume forecasts for Year 2028 and 2045. The analyzed
intersection meets the warrant thresholds for signalization under both Year 2028 and 2045.
Furthermore, signalization is recommended in order to provide safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings
and safe operations for vehicles accessing the project site via the Radford Mobility Connector. No
through vehicle access would be allowed north or south on Radford Avenue from the Radford Mobility
Connector.

Residential Street Cut-Through Analysis

The objective of the residential street cut-through analysis is to determine potential increases in
average daily traffic volumes on designated Local Streets, as classified in the City’s General Plan, that
can be identified as cut-through trips generated by the project. Based on the analysis indicated in the
traffic study, the residential streets in the following four neighborhoods to the north (North
Neighborhood), east (East Neighborhood), south (South Neighborhood), and west (West
Neighborhood) of the project site were examined for the availability of parallel local streets that could
be used as cut-through route to avoid arterial congestion as shown in Attachment I.

e North Neighborhood: The neighborhood to the north of the project site is generally bounded by
US 101 to the north, Colfax Avenue to the east, Moorpark Street to the south, and Laurel
Canyon Boulevard to the west.

e East Neighborhood: The neighborhood to the east of the project site is generally bounded by
Moorpark Street to the north, Tujunga Avenue to the east, the Los Angeles River to the south,
and Colfax Avenue to the west.

e South Neighborhood: The neighborhood to the south of the project site is generally bounded by
Ventura Boulevard to the north, Carpenter Avenue to the east, Sunshine Terrace to the south,
and Whitsett Avenue to the west.

e West Neighborhood: The neighborhood to the west of the project site is generally bounded by
Moorpark Street to the north, Radford Avenue to the east, Ventura Boulevard to the south, and
Laurel Canyon Boulevard to the west.

Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan (NTMP)

LADOT has developed an iterative process, through which neighborhoods most directly affected by a
project’s potential cut-through traffic effects are included in the process to develop, evaluate, and
implement traffic calming options preferred as part of a NTMP to minimize these types of issues. This
NTMP process includes the collection of new traffic data after the approval of a project to assess the
actual effects of project trips and multiple community workshops with potentially affected residents
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and LADOT, during which a mutually acceptable NTMP would be formed. A toolbox of typical
neighborhood measures is provided in Attachment J.

The project applicant has voluntarily begun the NTMP process in the four neighborhoods identified
above. Individual, small group, and neighborhood-wide meetings and public workshops with each of
the neighborhoods have been underway since October 2023. While the general concerns and issue
areas are similar in the four neighborhoods, representatives from each neighborhood have identified
specific topics that relate to their particular geographic area. Because the issues and concerns in each
neighborhood are different, the detailed NTMP plans for each neighborhood would utilize different
measures and strategies to minimize the identified issues and concerns. For this reason, it is important
that the detailed NTMP plans be prepared by each individual neighborhood in consultation with
LADOT.

The project applicant would continue the NTMP process in each of the four study neighborhoods by
funding and coordinating the implementation of the NTMP studies already begun as part of the project
planning efforts. As a component of the project’s NTMP contribution, the applicant would contribute a
total of up to $500,000 to assist with the funding of an NTMP study in the neighborhoods and the
implementation of the measures approved by LADOT and supported by stakeholders.

PROJECT REQUIREMENTS

A. TDM Program
The project would implement a series of TDM measures for the project site as a whole and would be

available to both existing and new employees on-site. The TDM strategies proposed under the TDM
program are as follows:

e Educational Programs/On-Site Coordinator: The coordinator would provide information on
public transit and any related incentives, flexible work schedules and telecommuting programs,
pedestrian and bicycle amenities provided, ride-share/carpool/vanpool programs, and parking
incentives.

e Transportation Information Center/Kiosks via Mobility Hub(s): The project would install a
transportation information center at the Mobility Hub(s). The transportation information center
would provide employees and visitors with information regarding transit, commute programs,
and planning travel without using an automobile.

e Bicycle Parking and Amenities: In order to facilitate bicycle use, the project would provide
short-term and long-term bicycle parking spaces in accordance with the LAMC, as well as
showers, lockers, and bicycle service areas and repair stands within the Project Site. The project
would incorporate features for bicyclists, such as exclusive access points and secured bicycle
parking facilities. The project applicant would also contribute toward the implementation of
bicycle improvements within the study area under the Mobility Plan.

e Pedestrian Amenities: The project would incorporate features for pedestrians, such as
pedestrian-only access points and upgraded pedestrian facilities and bus stops. Additionally,
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the Project Site would be designed to be a friendly and convenient environment for
pedestrians. The Project would provide more pedestrian-friendly sidewalks and areas along
Radford Avenue, Colfax Avenue, and Moorpark Street, and maintain internal walkways
throughout the Project Site. The project applicant would also contribute toward pedestrian
facilities improvements as part of Vision Zero.

e Ride-Share Matching and Carpool/Vanpool Program: The on-site TDM coordinator would
provide ride share matching services to match interested employees with similar commutes
into carpools and vanpools. Carpools/vanpools provide the potential for employees to come to
work relaxed and/or work during the commute and reduce the number of single-occupant
vehicles and, therefore, reduce automobile trips and VMT.

e Neighborhood Enhancements: The project would enhance the transportation mobility around
the perimeter of the project site to encourage alternative transportation modes within the
development and connections to the development from off-site locations. The project would
also enhance existing crosswalks at the signalized intersections in the Project area to current
LADOT standards. As part of the Radford Mobility Connector, the project would provide
pedestrian and bicycle access from Moorpark Street to Ventura Boulevard via Radford Avenue,
while prohibiting through access north and south along Radford Avenue for vehicles. Access to
the Los Angeles River and Tujunga Wash would also be enhanced.

e First-Mile/Last-Mile Options: There has been a proliferation of new options for personal
transportation in recent years that help to address first-mile/last-mile connectivity issues with
public transit including motorized scooters, skateboards, and bicycles as well as human-
powered bicycles. The project applicant is committed to forward-thinking mobility solutions in
the design and implementation of the project and intends to provide support for such services
at the Mobility Hub(s).

e Carpool/Vanpool Parking and Loading via Mobility Hub: The Mobility Hub(s) would provide safe
and convenient passenger loading areas for employee carpools/vanpools along with access to
the project site’s internal roadway network to get to the parking structures. Additional
passenger loading areas are also proposed within the project site at the Mobility Hub(s).

e Guaranteed Ride Home Program: A Guaranteed Ride Home program assures transportation
service to individuals who commute without their personal automobiles. In the event of
personal or family emergencies, the individual would be reimbursed for a taxi ride, ride-share
ride, or short-term car rental. This program would cover all employees participating in the
carpool/vanpool program or using transit to and from the project site.

B. Off-Site Transportation Improvements
The project would implement a series of off-site transportation improvements that were identified in
consultation with LADOT. These improvements fall into the categories of pedestrian and bicycle safety,
traffic signal operations and vehicular mobility, neighborhood transportation conditions, and transit
stop amenities as shown in Attachment K.
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements

The project would install a Class IV protected bicycle lane along Radford Avenue between Radford
Mobility Connector and Hoffman Street, as programmed in the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master
Plan. In addition, the project would contribute toward the implementation of bicycle and pedestrian
connections to the Tujunga Wash as part of the Radford Mobility Connector or an equivalent
bicycle/pedestrian connection at a similar location. The project would contribute up to $3 million
toward these improvements.

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Improvements

The project would contribute toward the installation of TSM improvements at locations identified by
LADOT to provide system-wide benefits and to better accommodate traffic operations throughout the
project area. These features could include signal upgrades, new controllers and cabinets, closed circuit
television cameras and necessary infrastructure, installation of vehicle detection loops, flashing yellow
arrows, leading pedestrian intervals, and/or left-turn signal phasing at several key intersections along
Laurel Canyon Boulevard, Colfax Avenue, Moorpark Street, and Ventura Boulevard. The TSM
improvements would provide LADOT with the ability to better monitor traffic operations and respond
instantly to incidents that delay vehicles and transit service. The project would contribute up to $1.55
million toward the implementation of TSM improvements.

NTMP

As noted in Section F, four neighborhoods were identified as potential alternative routes that could be
used as a cut-through route to avoid arterial congestion. The project applicant would allocate funds for
a NTMP to assist with the funding of an NTMP study in each neighborhood and the implementation of
the measures approved by LADOT and supported by stakeholders. In total, the project would
contribute a total of up to $500,000 (e.g. $125,000 to each neighborhood).

Vision Zero

Vision Zero is a traffic safety policy that promotes strategies to eliminate transportation-related
collisions that result in severe injury or death. As part of the Vision Zero improvements, upgraded ADA
ramps would be provided at key locations in the Project Site vicinity (all corner ramps at Radford
Avenue & Ventura Boulevard, northwest and southwest corners at 4024 Radford Avenue, and
southwest corner at 4141 Radford Avenue) and a pedestrian hybrid beacon (a type of traffic signal
control for pedestrian crosswalks) at the intersection of Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Valleyheart Drive.
The project would contribute up to $550,000 toward these Vision Zero improvements.

Transit Stop Improvements

The project would contribute to the implementation of transit stop improvements to promote non-
auto travel. Upgrading and enhancing the transit stop infrastructure around the project site and
throughout the study area effectively facilitates the use of alternative modes and reduces the reliance
on single occupancy vehicle travel. The transit stop improvements may include the installation of bus
stop shelters, benches, signage, etc. The project would contribute up to $200,000 toward transit stop
improvements.

C. Non-CEQA-Related Requirements and Considerations
To comply with transportation and mobility goals and provisions of adopted City plans and ordinances,
the applicant should be required to implement the following:
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Construction Impacts

LADOT recommends that a construction worksite traffic control plan be submitted to
LADOT's Citywide Temporary Traffic Control Section for review and approval prior to the
start of any construction work. Refer to https://ladot.lacity.org/businesses/temporary-
traffic-control-plans to determine which section to coordinate review of the worksite
traffic control plan. The plan should show the location of any roadway or sidewalk closures,
traffic detours, haul routes, hours of operation, protective devices, warning signs and
access to abutting properties. LADOT also recommends that construction related traffic be
restricted to off-peak hours to the extent possible.

Highway Dedication and Street Widening Requirements

The project would be consistent with the intent of the Mobility Plan and would maintain
roadways with street standards in accordance with standards and criteria contained in the
Mobility Plan standards. The project applicant is requesting a waiver of dedication, but
would provide a three-foot public sidewalk easement to widen the existing sidewalk along
Radford Avenue.

The applicant should check with Bureau of Engineering’s Land Development Group to
determine if there are any applicable highway dedication, street widening, and/or sidewalk
requirements for this project.

Parking Requirements

There are currently approximately 3,095 parking spaces located in multiple above-grade
parking structures and surface parking lots throughout the project site. With the project, a
total of approximately 6,050 parking spaces would be provided, including approximately
2,170 existing parking spaces to remain, within a combination of above-grade parking
structures, subterranean structures, and/or surface parking lots. The project would also
provide bicycle parking spaces including short-term and long-term spaces in accordance
with the LAMC. The on-site parking facilities would serve the parking needs for project
employees, staff, visitors, audiences, etc.

The applicant should check with the Department of Building and Safety on the number of
Code-required parking spaces needed for the project.

Driveway Access and Circulation

Vehicular access to the project site would continue to be provided along Radford Avenue
via the existing ingress/egress driveways at the southwestern portion of the South Lot, the
Radford Gate, and the northwestern portion of the South Lot, which provides direct access
to the existing Sater parking structure. Vehicular access from Colfax Avenue via the existing
ingress/egress driveway, the Colfax Gate, would be located in the southeastern portion of
the South Lot. Additional vehicular access from Ventura Boulevard, via Carpenter Avenue,
would be provided via a former ingress/egress driveway at the Carpenter Gate that would
be restored as part of the project. The project is also proposing a new multi-modal bridge,
the Radford Mobility Connector, which would extend Radford Avenue north across the
Tujunga Wash to Moorpark Street (no through access for vehicles would be permitted
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north or south along Radford Avenue). Removable bollards, fire access gates, planters,
and/or other traffic calming measures would be installed to prevent cut-through vehicular
traffic by prohibiting vehicular access from Moorpark Street south to Ventura Boulevard.
The Radford Mobility Connector would provide a pedestrian and bicycle connection to the
Tujunga Wash and include new studio-related vehicle access, as well as ramps and/or stairs
to provide direct access to the Los Angeles River trail system.

Two additional existing ingress/egress driveways located in the northwestern and
southwestern portion of the North Lot along Radford Avenue would be for limited access
only, consistent with existing conditions. Two loading/service access areas would also be
located along the southern boundary of the project site accessed from the adjacent public
alley.

A copy of the project site plan is shown in Attachment L. The review of this study does not
constitute approval of the existing driveway dimensions, access, and circulation scheme
with regard to this project. Those elements require separate review and approval and
should be coordinated with LADOT’s Valley Planning Coordination Section (6262 Van Nuys
Boulevard, Rm 320, @ 818-374-4699). To minimize and prevent last-minute design
changes, the applicant should contact LADOT before the commencement of building or
parking layout design efforts, for driveway width and internal circulation requirements.
Additionally, the applicant should check with City Planning regarding the project’s vehicular
access and design.

Transportation Demand Management Ordinance

The TDM Ordinance establishes trip reduction requirements for non-residential projects in
excess of 25,000 sf. The project will comply with the requirements of the TDM Ordinance
through the project’s design and TDM program. Transportation information and
carpool/vanpool loading areas would be provided at the on-site Mobility Hub(s).
Designated carpool/vanpool parking would be provided within the project site. The
project’s internal circulation system would provide pathways for pedestrians and bicycles
to the public street and sidewalks, and the project would provide pedestrian
enhancements around the project site within the proposed setbacks. The project would
coordinate with the appropriate agencies regarding any improvements to local transit
services in the area, such a upgraded benches, shelters, lighting, signage, etc.

The TDM Ordinance (LAMC 12.26 J) is currently being updated. The updated ordinance,
which is currently progressing through the City’s approval process, will:

*  Expand the reach and application of TDM strategies to more land uses and
neighborhoods.

* Rely on a broader range of strategies that be updated to keep pace with
technology and

*  Provide flexibility for developments and communities to choose strategies that
work best for their neighborhood context.
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Although not yet adopted, LADOT recommends that the applicant be subject to the terms
of the proposed TDM Ordinance upon its approval. The updated ordinance is expected to
be completed prior to the anticipated start of construction of this project.

6. Development Review Fees
Section 19.15 of the LAMC identifies specific fees for traffic study review, condition
clearance, and permit issuance. The applicant shall comply with any applicable fees per this

ordinance.

If you have any questions, please contact Sheila Ahoraian of my staff at (818) 374-4690.
Attachments

J:\Projects\SFV\56834 — 4200 N Radford Ave_Radford Studios

cc: Armida Reyes, Council District 4
Steve Rostam, LADOT East Valley District
Ali Nahass, BOE Valley District
Quyen Phan, BOE Land Development Group
Emily Wong, Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc.
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Proposed Project Development Summary

August 9, 2024

TABLE 1
PROPOSED PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY [a]
Land Use Existing Demolition E::::;?nto P(;?:ﬁ::ri‘:: ::: Perit::tled Net New [
Sound Stages 359,730 sf 136,310 sf 223420 sf 226,580 sf 450,000 sf 90,270 sf
Production Support 255510 sf 170,370 sf 85,140 sf 214,860 sf 300,000 sf 44 490 sf
Production Office [d] 450,060 sf 297,110 sf 152,950 sf 572,050 sf 725,000 sf 274,940 sf
Creative Office 113,810 sf 42,330 sf 71,480 sf 628,520 sf 700,000 sf 586,190 sf
Retail [g] - - - 25,000 sf 25,000 sf 25,000 sf
Total Development 1,179,110 sf 646,120 sf 532,990 sf 1,667,010 sf 2,200,000 sf 1,020,890 sf

Notes:

All land use sizes shown in square feet (sf) measured as described in the Radford Studio Center Specific Plan.
[a] Per the proposed Radford Studio Center Specific Flan, floor area shall be defined in accordance with LAMC Section 12.03, with the following exceptions:
areas related to the Mobility Hubs; basecamp; outdoor eating areas (covered or uncovered); trellis and shade structures; covered walkways and storage
areas; and all temporary uses (e.g., sets/facades). The approximately 2,200,000 sf of total floor area within the Project Site per the Specific Plan
definition is equivalent to approximately 2,345,000 sf based on the LAMC definition.
[b] Total permitted includes existing uses to remain. The Specific Plan would allow for the exchange of certain permitted studio land uses and associated
floor areas in order to respond to the future needs and demands of the entertainment industry. Specifically, floor area from any permitted land use
category may be exchanged for additional sound stage and production support uses as long as the limitations of the Specific Plan are met. However,
the total permitted floor area on-site would not exceed 2,200,000 sf. In addition, the total floor area of production office, creative office, and retail uses
permitted under the Specific Plan would not exceed 725,000 sf, 700,000 sf, and 25,000 sf, respectively.
[c] Net new = Proposed New Construction — Demolition.
[d] Includes an approximately 13,500 sf Mill building that would be relocated within the Project Site.
[e] Could include up to 25,000 sf of ancillary restaurant uses.
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Attachment B

August 9, 2024

Freeway Off-ramp Queuing Safety Analysis (Year 2028 & 2045)

TABLE 12
FREEWAY OFF-RAMP QUEUING SAFETY ANALYSIS (YEAR 2028)
95th Percentile Queue (ft) . .
Ramp Storage Exceeds Project Requires
off i Peak Ramp Adds Speed
“famp Length Capactty) Storage | 50Feet | Analysis
(ft) [a] Future without Project Future with Project b g dy
Conditions (Year 2028) Conditions (Year 2028) [b] [c] [d]
US 101 Nerthbound Off-ramp to 935 AM. 259 288 NO NO NO
Laurel Canyon Boulevard
AM. 218 270 NO YES NO
US 101 Southbound Off-ramp to 1265
Laurel Canyon Boulevard '
P.M. 310 333 NO NO NO
SR 170 Southbound Offi-ramp to
Riverside Drive 813 AM. 270 353 NO YES NO
SR 134 Wesibound Off-ramp to 830 AM. 208 290 NO NO NO
Lankershim Boulevard
Notes:
Ramp storage length and 95th percentile queue reported in feet.
[a] Storage length capacity is the distance from the freeway mainline gore point to the terminus of the off-ramp, expressed in feet.
[b] Based on Future with Project Conditions (Year 2028) queue.
[c] The difference in queue length between Future with Project and without Project Conditions.
[d] Speed differential analysis is required if the ramp storage length is exceeded and the Project adds 50 or more feet fo the queue length.
TABLE 13
FREEWAY OFF-RAMP QUEUING SAFETY ANALYSIS (YEAR 2045)
95th Percentile Queue (ft) . .
Ramp Storage Peak E;ceeds P ::’j ;ct R;qwr:s
off-ramp Length Capactty| o storage | 50Feet | Analysis
(ft) [a] Future without Project Future with Project . g dy
Conditions (Year 2045) Conditions (Year 2045) [b] (c] (d]
US 101 Northbound Off-ramp to 935 AM. 278 310 NO NO NO
Laurel Canyon Boulevard
AM. 235 290 NO YES NO
US 101 Southbound Off-ramp to 1965
Laurel Canyon Boulevard ’
P.M. 343 363 NO NO NO
SR 170 Southbound Off-ramp to
Riverside Drive 815 AM. 328 510 NO YES NO
SR 134 Westbound Off-ramp to 830 AM. 303 320 NO NO NO
Lankershim Boulevard

Notes:

Ramp storage length and 95th percentile queue reporied in feet.
[a] Storage length capacity is the distance from the freeway mainline gore point to the terminus of the off-ramp, expressed in feet.
[b] Based on Future with Project Conditions (Year 2045) queue.
[c] The difference in queue length between Future with Project and without Project Conditions.

[d] Speed differential analysis is required if the ramp storage length is exceeded and the Project adds 50 or more feet to the queue length.
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Attachment C
City of LA VMT Calculator Results

-
CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled analysis?

Project Information Existing Land Use Project Screening Summary

Land Use Type - Unit
Office | General Office 285 ksf L
Project - Custom Studio & Office Land Use (custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 8622 Trips Existing Proposed

- (custom) Studio. Production & Office | HBW-At 52 Percent Land Use Project
4200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604 {custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent g

feustom) Studio. Production & Office | NHB-Att Percent
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | HEW-P1 Percent 7,783 17,228

)l
)
1
)
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent Daily Vehicle Trips Daily Vehicle Trips
)
1
)
)

Radford Studio Center Project

{custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pri Percent

{tustom) Studio. Production & Office | Daily 0 Residents 52,567 115,300
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 4781 Employees Daily VMT Daily VMT
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily ~ Mon-Retai Retail'Non-R] ‘ :

Tier 1 Screening Criteria

Project will have less residential units compared
[ Qlick here to add a single custom land use type {will be included in the above list) to existing residential units & is within one-half D
mile of a fixed-rail station.

Proposed Project Land Use Tier 2 Screening Criteria
Land Use Type Value
Office | General Office 0.001 The net increase in daily trips < 250 trips
Retail | High-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant 25
Office | General Office 0.001

. : 0 (custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 16931 ] Th ti in daily VMT £ 0 62,733
Is the project replacing an existing number of {custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At 52 Percent B ol = Net Daily VMT
H H H {custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At 24 Percent

residential u with a smaller number of {eustom) Studie. Production & Office | NHB-Att 12 Percent - c .
residential u AND is located within one-half (custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-P1 Percent The proposed project consists of enly retail 25,000
{custom) c‘lud\o Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent land uses < 50,000 square feet total. ksf

)

) S

)

)

9,445
Net Daily Trips

mile of a fixed-rail or fixed-guideway transit (custom Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pri 12 Percent
tati 2 , Production & Office | Daily 0 Residents

station? {custom “tud\o Production & Office | Daily 8820 Employees 3 = -

{custom) Studio, Produstion & Office | Daily ~ Non Retai RetailNon R} T A [ £ e e (e

VMT analysis.

[ Click here to add a single custom land use type twill be included in the above list)

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Information TDM Strategies Analysis Results

Project: Radford Studio Center Project Select each section to show individual strategies

Use I to denoteif the TDM strategy is part of the propased project or is a mitigation strateqy .
Scenario: Project - Custom Studio & Office Land Use i e Proposed With
Address: 4200 N RADFORD AVE, 51604 Max Home Based TDM Achieved? No No Project Mitigation
Max Work Based TDM Achieved? No No

(n] Parking
Reduce Parking Supply

16,435 16,435
Daily Vehicle Trips Daily Vehidle Trips
city code parking provision for the project site

= ) - L 109,996 109,996
[ Propossd P§ | Mitigation 74 acusal parking provision for the project site Diaily VMT Daily VMT

Unbundie Parking 175 manthly parking cost {dollar) for the project
[ Propossd Pj [ Mitigation site 0.0 0.0

T Houseshold VMT
Parking Cash.Out Houseshold VAT iouseshal

3 50 percent of employees eligible per Capita per Capita
I Proposed Prj Mitigation

. . 6.2 6.2
Price Workplace Parki ; . - -
= < 600 _| daily parking charge (dollar) Wark VMT Wark VMT
oo Percent of employees subject to priced per Employee per Employee
[~ Proposed Prj [~ Mitigation parking

Hesldenhal Area Parking

. . 200 «cost (dollar) of annual permit

Proposed Project Land Use Type Unit N || cost(dati e Significant VMT Impact?
Retail | High-Turmover Sit-Down Restaurant ksf
Office | General Office ksf
(customn) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips Transit
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At Percent Household: No  Household: No
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent Education & Encouragement Threshold = 0.4 Threshold = 0.4
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att Percent 159% Below APC 15% Below APC
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Pr Percent Commute Trip Reductions
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pn Percent Shared Mobility Work: Ne Work: No
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Residents X Threshold = 116 Threshold = 116
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 8520 Employees Bicycle Infrastructure 15% Below APC 15% Below APC
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily MNon-Retai F

®

FALLBACR,

Neighborhood Enhancement
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Attachment D

TABLE D1

ANALYSIS SCENARIO SUMMARY

Maximum Land Use Exchange Scenarios

August 9, 2024

Land Use Conceptual Maximum Land Use Maximum Land Use Maximum Land Use Maximum Land Use
Development Program | Exchange Scenario 1 | Exchange Scenario 2 | Exchange Scenario 3 | Exchange Scenario 4
Sound Stages 450,000 sf 575,000 sf 175,000 sf 575,000 sf 450,000 sf
Production Support 300,000 sf 175,000 sf 575,000 sf 300,000 sf 575,000 sf
Production Office 725,000 sf 725,000 sf 725,000 sf 600,000 sf 450,000 sf
Creative Office 700,000 sf 700,000 sf 700,000 sf 700,000 sf 700,000 sf
Retall 25,000 sf 25,000 sf 25,000 sf 25,000 sf 25,000 sf
Total Development 2,200,000 sf 2,200,000 sf 2,200,000 sf 2,200,000 sf 2,200,000 sf

Notes

All land use sizes shown in square feet (sf) measured as descnbed in the Radford Studios Center Specific Plan.
[a] Permitted development for individual land uses varies from these values as described in Chapter 1. Overall site-wide permitted development is 2,200,000 sf.
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Attachment E

August 9, 2024

City of LA VMT Calculator Results — Scenario 1

.
CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled analysis?

Project Information

Project: Radford Studio Center Project

Scenario:
Address:

Max LU Exchange Secnario 1
4200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604

FrE——

Existing Land Use

Land Use Typ Value Unit
Office | General Office 285 kesf

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 8622 Trips
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At 52 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At 24 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att 12 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pn 12 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily o Residents
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 4781 Employees
)

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Men-Retai RetaillNon-R|

Project Screening Summary

Proposed
Project

Existing
Land Use
7,783
Daily Vehicle Trips
52,567

Daily VYMT

17,425
Daily Vehicle Trips

116,632
Daily VMT

Tier 1 Screening Criteria

£ Qlick here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

Project will have less residential units compared
to existing residential units & is within one-half []
mile of a fixed-rail station.

Is the project replacing an existing number of
residential units with a smaller number of
residential units AND is located within one-half
mile of a fixed-rail or fixed-guideway transit
station?

Proposed Project Land Use
Land Use Type
Office | General Office

Value

Retail | High-Tumover Sit-Down Restaurant
Office | General Office

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Pr

) Pereent
)
)
)
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr
)
)
)
)

Percent
Pereent
Percent
Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pni Percent

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Residents
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 9270 Employees

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily MNon-Retai Retail/Non-R|

[ Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Information

Project Radford Studio Center Project

TDM Strategies

Select each section to show individual strategies

Scenario: Max LU Exchange Secnario 1

Use [ to denote if the TDM strategy is part of the proposed project or is a mitigation strategy

PPN 1200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604

Proposed Project
Max Home Based TDM Achieved? No

Proposed Project Land Use Type Unit
Retail | High-Tumover Sit-Down Restaurant ksf
Office | General Office . ksf
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips
{cusfom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At Percent
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-At Percent
{cusfom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Pr Percent
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pri Percent

Max Work Based TDM Achieved? No
Parking

Transit

Education & Encouragement

Voluntary Travel Behavior
Change Program 100

I Proposed Prj [ Witigation
Promotions & Marketing
™ Progosed Prj

percent of employees and residents
participating

percent of employees and residents

I itigation participating

Commute Trip Reductions
Shared Mobility

Bicycle Infrastructure

MNeighborhood Enhancement

The net increase in daily trips = 250 trips

The net increase in daily VMT < 0

The proposed project consists of only retail
land uses < 50,000 square feet total. ksf

Tier 2 Screening Criteria

9,642
Net Daily Trips

64,065
Net Daily VMT

25.000

The proposed project is required to perform

VMT analysis.

Analysis Results

With
Mitigation

Proposed
Project

16,623

Daily Vehicle Trips

16,623

Daily Vehidle Trips

111,266

Daily VMT

111,266

Daily VMT

0.0 0.0
Houseshald VT Houseshold VMT
per Capita per Capita

6.0 6.0
Work VMT Work VMT
per Employee per Employee

Significant VMT Impact?

Household: No

Threshold = 9.4
15% Below APC

Household: No

Threshold = 9.4
15% Below APC

Work: No Work: No

{custom) Studio,
{custom) Studio,
{custom) Studio,

Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | Daily

Residents
Employees
Retail/Non-Ret

Threshoid = 116
15% Below APC

Thrashold = 11.6
15% Balow APC
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Attachment E (cont’d)
City of LA VMT Calculator Results — Scenario 2

August 9, 2024

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled anal

Project Information

Radford Studio Center Project

Max LU Exchange Secnario 2
4200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604

P —

Is the project replacing an existing number of
residential units with a smaller number of
residential units AND is located within one-half
mile of a fixed-rail or fixed-guideway transit

station?

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Information

Projed: Radford Studio Center Project

Existing Land Use

Land Use Type
Office | General Office

Value
285

(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
Studio.

(custom

)
)
il
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,

Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | HBW-At
Production & Office | HBO-At
Production & Office | NHB-Att
Production & Office | HBW-Pr
Production & Office | HBO-Pr
Production & Office | NHB-Pr
Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | Daily

B622 Trips

52 Percent

24 Percent

12 Percent
Percent
Percent

12 Percent

0 Residents

4781 Employees

Mon-Retai RetailNon-R|

1 Click here 10 add a single custom land use type {will be included in the above list)

Proposed Project Land Use
Land Use Type
Office | General Office

Value Unit

Retail | High-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant
Office | General Office

(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,
(custom) Studio,

Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | HBW-At
Production & Office | HBO-At
Production & Office | NHB-Att
Production & Office | HBW-Pr
Production & Office | HBO-Pr
Production & Office | NHB-Pn
Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | Daily
Production & Office | Daily

25
0.001
16494
52 Percent

24 Percent

12 Percent

0 Percent

0 Percent

12 Percent

0 Residents
7830 Employees

Mon-Retai RetailNon-R|

[ Click here to add = single custom land use type fwill be included in the above list)

Scenario: Max LU Exchange Secnario 2

PRI 1200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604

TDM Strategies

Select each section to show individual strategies

Max Home Based TDM Achieved?

Proposed Project Land Use Type Value
Retail | High-Tumover Sit-Down Restaurant
Office | General Office X ksf
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-AH Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-P1 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pn Percent

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Residents

Max Work Based TDM Achieved?

Parking

Proposed Project
No
No

No
No

Project Screening Summary

Existing Proposed
Land Use Project

7.783 16,789
Daily Vehicle Trips Daily Vehicle Trips

52,567 112,336
Daily WVMT Daily VMT

Tier 1 Screening Criteria

Project will have less residential units compared
to existing residential units & is within one-half []
mile of a fixed-rail station.

Tier 2 Screening Criteria

9,006

The net increase in daily trips < 250 trips
Net Daily Trips

The net increase in daily VMT = 0 59,769
Neat Daily VMT

The proposed project consists of only retail 25.000
land uses £ 50,000 square feet total. ksf

The proposed project is required to perform
VMT analysis.

Analysis Results

Use [ to denote if the TDM strategy is part of the proposed project or is a mitigation strategy
With Mitigation

Proposed With
Project Mitigation

16,017 16,017

Daily Vehicle Trips Daily Vehide Trips

Transit

I Propased P

Promotions & Marketing
W proposed P [

I Mitigation

Education & Encouragement

Voluntary Travel Behavior .
(Change Program [ o e

participatin

g PEEEEAL
Mitigation participatin

)

percent of emplayees and residents

)

107,168 107,168

Daily VMT Daily VMT

0.0 0.0
Housashald VMT Houseshold VMT
per Capita per Capita

6.8 6.8
Work VMT Work VMT

Commute Trip Reductions

per Employes per Employes

Shared Mobility

Bicycle Infrastructure

Significant VMT Impact?

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 7830 Employees
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily MNon-Retal Retail/Non-Ret:

Neighborhood Enhancement

Household: No  Household: No

Threshold = 9.4 Threshold = 9.4
15% Below APC 15% Below APC

Work: No Work: No

Threshold = 11.6 Threshold = 11.6
15% Below APC 15% Below APC
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Attachment E (cont’d)
City of LA VMT Calculator Results — Scenario 3

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled analysis?

Project Information Existing Land Use Project Screening Summary

Land Use Type Unit
Office | General Office ksf .
Scenario: Max LU Exchange Secnario 3 (custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips Existing Proposed
_ (custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At Percent Land Use Project
bl 200N RADFORD AVE. 51604 (custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent )
TR - (custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att Percent 7.783 16,841
‘ﬁf“@a& NN (custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-P1 Percent . g
g, ’*z,ﬁ k) (custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent Daily Vehicle Trips Daily Vehicle Trips
% (custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pro Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Residents 52,567 112,688
E (custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 4781 Employees Daily VMT Daily VMT
SHERNA (custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Non-Retai Retail/Non-R]
R Tier 1 Screening Criteria
aunEac
o

Project: Radford Studio Center Project

— a 4
E = nosoe0f

TESAHA CAreR
EAHOGA o 7

Project will have less residential units compared
[ Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list) to existing residential units & is within one-half [
mile of a fixed-rail station.

Proposed Project Tier 2 Screening Criteria
Land Use Type Unit

Office | General Office The net increase in daily trips < 250 trips NE?'[EJE"BT

aily Trips
Retail | Hgh-Turmover Sit-Down Restaurant e
Office | General Office
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips ; 3 A < 60,121
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At Percent i eine el RIS Net Daily VMT
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At 24 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att 12 Percent . . .
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-P1 0 Percent U2 FIEFInEl R GTe S FemyiEan  2E0TD
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr 0 Percent land uses < 50,000 square feet total. ksf
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Prt 12 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 0 Residents
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 9020 Employees The proposed prnject is required to perform
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Non-Retai Retail/Non-R] .

VMT analysis.

[ Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Information TDM Strategies Analysis Results

Project: Radford Studio Center Project Select each section to show individual strateaies
* Use [ to denote if the TDM strategy is part of the proposed project o is a mitigation strategy .
Scenario: Max LU Exchange Secnario 3 Proposed With
" Propased Project With Mitigation ) . .
Address: 4200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604 Max Home Based TDM Achieved? No No Project Mitigation

Max Work Based TDM Achieved? No No

16,067 16,067

Parking Daily Vehicle Trips Daily Vehicle Trips

Transit

- 107,504 107,504
Education & Encouragement Daily VMT Daily VMT

Voluntary Travel Behavior X
Change Program 00 [ T 0.0 0.0
participating Houseshold VMT Houseshold VMT
per Capita per Capita

CANOGA |,

TP CANTEN

I Proposed prj | Mitigation
Promotions & Marketing T percent of empl and residents
I proposed Pj | Mitigation participating 5.9 5.9
Work VMT Work VMT
per Employee per Employee

Commute Trip Reductions
Shared Mobility

Proposed Project Land Use Type Bicycle Infrastructure Significant VMT Impact?
Retail | Hgh-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant kst -
Office ‘| G'gnem. Office Ksf Neighborhood Enhancement
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At 52 Percent Household: No = Household: No
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent Threshold = 9.4 Threshold = 9.4
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att Percent 15% Below APC 15% Below APC
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-P1 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pri Percent Work: No Work: No
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Residents iaehoid= 115 =t = 116
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 9020 Employees 15% Below APC 15% Below APC
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily ~ Non-Retai Retail/Non-Ret:
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Attachment E (cont’d)
City of LA VMT Calculator Results — Scenario 4

August 9, 2024

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled analysis?

Project Information

Radford Studio Center Project

Max LU Exchange Secnario 4
4200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604

Address:

e

MO o 510

T
GG

TERRA GV 2

SinzeT

=]

Is the project replacing an existing number of
residential units with a smaller number of
residential units AND is located within one-half
mile of a fixed-rail or fixed-guideway transit
station?

Existing Land Use

Land Use Type Value Unit
Office | General Office ksf
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Dally 8622 Trips
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At 52 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At 24 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att 1 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Pr 0 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr 0 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pri 12 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 0 Residents
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 4781 Employees
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Non-Retai Retail/Non-R)

Existing
Land Use
7,783
Daily Vehicle Trips

52,567

Daily VMT

Project Screening Summary

Proposed
Project
15,938

Daily Vehicle Trips

106,589

Daily YMT

Tier 1 Screening Criteria

Project will have less residential units compared

I Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

to existing residential units & is within one-half D

mile of a fixed-rail station.

Proposed Project Land Use
Land Use Type
Office | General Office

Retail | High-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant
Office | General Office

(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily
{custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Al
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Pr
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pre
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Dally 0
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 8270
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily

Residents
Employees
Non-Retai Retail/Non-R]

[ Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.4

Project Information

Project: Radford Studio Center Project

TDM Strategies

Select each section to show individual strateaies

Scenario: Max LU Exchange Secnario 4

Use & to denote if the TDM strategy is part of the proposed project or is a mitigation strategy

Address: 4200 N RADFORD AVE, 91604

Proposed Project With Mitigation
Max Home Based TDM Achieved? No No

QFuoNSAIRE

Proposed Project Land Use Type Value  Unit
Retail | Hgh-Turnover Sit-Down Restaurant kst
Office | General Office ksf
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Trips
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-At 52 Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-At Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Att Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBW-Prt Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | HBO-Pr Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | NHB-Pri Percent
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily Residents
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily 8270 Employees
(custom) Studio, Production & Office | Daily

Max Work Based TDM Achieved? No No

Parking

Transit

Education & Encouragement

Voluntary Travel Behavior

Change Program oo Percent of employees and residents
- participating

I broposedp | Mitigation

Promotions & Marketing T S——

W proposed Pj | Mitigation participating

Commute Trip Reductions

Shared Mobility

Bicycle Infrastructure

Neighborhood Enhancement

Non-Retai Retail/Non-Ret:

The net increase in daily VMT = 0

The proposed project consists of only retail
land uses < 50,000 square feet total. ksf

Tier 2 Screening Criteria

The net increase in daily trips < 250 trips 8,155

Net Daily Trips

54,022
Net Daily YMT

25.000

The proposed project is required to perform

VMT analysis.

Analysis Results

With
Mitigation

Proposed
Project

15,205
Daily Viehicle Trips

15,205
Daily Vehicke Trips

101,687
Daily VMT

101,687
Daily VMT

0.0 0.0
Houseshold VMT Houseshold VMT
per Capita per Capita

6.1 6.1
Work VMT Work VMT
per Employes per Employee

Significant VMT Impact?

Household: No
Threshold = 94
15% Below APC

Household: No
Threshold = 9.4
15% Below APC

Work: No
Threshold = 116
15% Below APC

Work: No
Threshold = 116
15% Below APC
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Attachment F
Intersection Levels of Service (LOS)

TABLE 15

EXIZTING CONDITIONS (YEAR 2023)
INTEREECTION LEVELE OF BERWVICE

Exiting Conditiom

Existing with Peupct Cosditions
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Attachment F (cont’d)
Intersection Levels of Service (LOS)

TAELE1&
FUTURE COMDITIONE [YEAR 2028)
INTEREECTION LEVELS OF 3ERVICE

Future with P Conditions Futuss with P Conditiom with
Pk Falwn without Project Conditicas | . o Mu-ur::in-.-l.'u-w fiaedleu :::.w Consmet
L] Itersection
Haour
Dol LOg Dy LOS Dy i ]
Lisiirel Cariyoh Boubivare A arz E Tk E Tk E
Rbvanikis Dive Pl ] o 523 b 53 1]
2 Feamiferd Avers Al I F ] F [1T] F
[a] Rebvatikie Diva Pl TRT F 7ar F Tar F
3 Collax Avarus A 158 B FET] G F=T &
Rbvatikie Diva Pl 1o =] 125 B 125 B
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Attachment F (cont’d)

TABLE 17T

FUTURE CONDNTIONE [YEAR 2045)
INTEREECTION LEVELS OF 3ERVICE

August 9, 2024
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Attachment G
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE 18

FUTURE CONDITIONS (YEAR 2028)
INTERSECTION CORRIDOR GUEUES

August 9, 2024

95th Percentile Gueue (ft) Project )
; Contribution to | =%
) Inl:ensei:hnn Peak Approach Future with Project | Future with Project GQueue (ft} Contri bulmn_tu
Intersection Spacing Hour |FOS (FUtW)  copire without | Conditions without | Conditions with | without Radforg | YUeUe (ft) with
{Capacity) Projl | Project Conditions | Radiord Mobility | Radford Mobility Mobility Radford Mobility
Connector Connector Connector Connector
Intersection #8. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Landale Street
Westbound Through 2525 AM. D [a) - - - - -
= PM. 2] - - - - -
Morthiound Through 535 AM Ala] - - - - -
- P.M. ®] - - - - -
Southbound Through 505 AM. F 508 a0 810 214 214
- P.M. ®] - - - - -
Intersection #12. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Moorpark Street
Easthound Through 2525 AM. F 470 530 530 &0 a0
= P.M. F 328 333 338 10 10
Westhound Through AM. E 578 543 620 =35 42
2525 .
P.M. D [al - - - - -
Morthiound Through B25 AM. F 1.078 1,253 1.218 175 140
o P.M. F 1.650 2,305 2,080 655 410
Southbound Through 515 AM F 1.188 2,035 1.755 BT 587
o P.M. F 1673 1,853 1,735 180 a2
Intersection #14. Colfax Avenue & Moorpark Street
Eastound Through 7 595 AM Ala] - - - - -
= PM. Alal - - - - -
Westbound Through 580 AM E - - - - -
- P.M. D [a) - - - - -
Merthiound Through 3200 AM. E 260 245 260 -15 a
. P.M. F 468 aan 680 212 212
Southbound Through 570 AM. Clal - - - - -
- P.M. G [al - - - - -
Intersection #19. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Place
Westhound Through 040 AM [b] - - - - -
P.M. F a3 ga o] 0 a
Northibownd Through a2 AM [b] - - - - -
P.M. C[al - - - - -
Southbound Through 1 B30 AM &) - - - - -
' PM. G [a] - - - - -
Intersection #20. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard
Eastound Through 585 AM. D [a) - - - - -
e P.M. C[al - - - - -
Westbound Through 247 AM. D [a] - - - - -
P.M. D [a] - - - - -
Merthibouwnd Through AM. E 425 548 520 123 25
830 .
P.M. D [al - - - - -
Southbound Through 240 AM. E 565 55 580 -15 25
P.M. E 470 433 488 18 18

All lzrgths shown In feet based on 25 feet pervehicke. Cususs based on 95th percentile queue calculated by the HCM methodalogy.
[a] The directional approach Is not anticipated to operate at LOS E o F. As such, no further cormidor quets analysls s not requined.
[b] A5 detalizd In Tadke 16, the Intersaction |6 not antcipated to oerate at LOS D or warse durng this peakl nour. A5 Such, 3 detalled comidor queus analysis is not requinsd.
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE 18 (CONTD)
FUTURE CONDITIONS (YEAR 2028}
INTERSECTION CORRIDOR QUEUES

95th Percentile Gueue (ft) Project i
) Contribution to | __ Froiect
] Inhelse?hnn Peak Approach Future with Project | Future with Project Queue (f) Contri bulmn_tu
Intersection Spacing | pour [“O3IFUW|  Future without | Conditions without | Conditions with | without Radford | (o ueUe I with
{Capacity) rofl | project Conditions | Radford Mobility | Radford Mobility Mobility adford Mobility|
Connector Connector Connector Connector
Intersection #21a. Ventura Place-Radford Avenue & Ventura Boulevard
Eastound Through oo AM. Ala] - - - - -
PM. Ala] - - - - -
Westbound Through 810 AM. F Tl aad B4T eie] - 1]
PM. F 725 1.001 B43 276 218
Southbound Through 215 AM E 150 130 180 30 30
- PM. F M3 408 406 63 63
Intersection #21b. Ventura Place & Ventura Boulevard
Easthound Through &0 AM. F 65T 1,084 1,030 437 33
PM. F B1g 1,036 1,047 120 131
Westbound Through 05 AM. B[a] - - - - -
PM. C [a] - - - - -
Intersection #22. Carpenter Avenue & Ventura Boulevard
Eastbound Through a5 AM. D [a] - - - - -
- PM. D [a] - - - - -
Westbound Through 035 AM. F 460 788 608 308 143
- PM. F 383 463 443 BO 80
Intersection #23. Colfax Avenue & Ventura Boulevard
Eastbound Through 035 AM. B [a] - - - - -
- PM. B[a] - - - - -
Westbound Through 3 BEE AM. D [a] - - - - -
' PM. F 6E3 718 T16 23 s}

Hoes:
All lengthes shown In fest based on 25 fest per vehicie. Queuss based on 35th percantile queus caiculated by the HCM methodoiogy.
[&] The directional approach Is Not antcipated to operate at LOS E or F. A5 SUSh, N TUMNer cOmgor queus analysis 1§ not requirzd.

|b] A= detalied In Taime 15, the Intersaction 15 not antcipated 1o operate at LOS D or worse duning this peak hour. A5 sUch, 3 setallied comdor queus analysls s nol requinad,
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE 19
FUTURE CONDITIONS (YEAR 2028)
INTERSECTION TURN POCKET QUEUES

B5th Percentile Queue {ft) ) Project
Project c ibution to
Turn Peak Future with Future with Contribution to uam u ';’m"
Intersection Pocket ed . Project Conditions |Project Conditions | Queue (ft) without auetie
Futu ithaut h .
Length () | Ho0 | iians | Without Radford |  withtRadford | Radford Mobility | "' Facror®
Mobility Mobility Connector obility
Connector Connector Connector
Intersection #3. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Landale Street [a]
Eastbound Left-Tum 50 AM. 188 138 138 0 o
P.M. 238 238 238 a a
Morthbound Left-Tum 180 AM. 50 45 52 4 2
P.M. T | 9 1 2
Southbound Left-Tum 128 AM. 23 20 20 -3 -3
PM. a0 1 1:] 81 Erivd a
Southbound Right-Tum 120 AM. o o o o i}
P.M. ] a a a 4]
Intersection #12. Lawrel Canyen Boulevard & Moorpark Street
Eastbound Left-Tum 120 AM. 603 600 800 -3 -3
P.M. 585 588 580 3 5
Westbound Left-Tum 420 AM. 230 245 55 15 25
PM. 123 128 135 5 12
Westhound Right-Tum 2505 AM. 78 i3] 133 -10 60
- P.M. 48 73 135 25 BT
Northibound Left-Tum 155 AM. 73 80 80 7 T
P.M. a3 213 200 150 137
Southbound Left-Turn 158 AM. 43 45 113 2 7
P.M. 85 58 83 -7 18
Intersection #14. Colfax Avenue & Moorpark Street
Eastbound Left-Tum 150 AM. 5 a0 58 5 3
P.M. 80 58 58 -2 2
Westbound Left-Tum a0 AM. 258 423 303 235 45
P.M. 203 238 210 35 T
Northibound Left-Tum 75 AM. 245 318 283 73 38
! P.M. 220 270 243 50 28
Northbound Right-Tum 120 AM. 185 175 160 -20 -35
PM. 245 308 220 63 -25
Southbound Left-Tum o5 AM. 123 108 113 -15 -10
P.M. 125 130 130 5 5
Southbound Right-Tum 120 AM. 70 63 105 -7 35
P.M 78 80 28 2 20
Intersection #19. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Place [a]
Westbound Right-Tum . AM. 82 &8 &8 8 &
PM. 214 338 334 125 125
Northbound Left-Turn 105 AM. 11 11 11 a a
P.M. 21 sl sl 1 1
Southbound Left-Tum 55 AM. a8 24 a2 i} 4
P.M. 178 188 194 21 16
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE 13 {CONTD)
FUTURE COMDITIONS [YEAR 2028)
INTERSECTION TURN POCKET QUELES

August 9, 2024

B5EN Perentils Qusus
o Praject Froject
Tum _— Future with Fuhare with Contribution o ':"'gh“'ul'l’_l';‘"
Lt LI}
Intsrcection Fooksd e Fubure without Projeot Condftions | Froject CondRiont | gusus it without il
Lisragrtts i1 Propet Conditions withcut Radtord wattht Radtord Ractord Mottty adfornd
Wablitty Mty Conmscbar Mobiiity
Connaator Conmeotor Conneotor
intsrsection £25. Laursl Canyon Boulevard & Venhara Boulevand
Eastbound Le=-Tum - AM. 125 123 123 =z -2
' F.M. 183 168 158 o |
Easthound Right-Tum = AM. 225 260 a5z z o
PR 5] &2 53 o o
Wesound Lef-Tum - AN S az8 232 133 110
P 200 240 225 40 2
Weshound Right-Tum . AM. 45 0 75 4 30
F.M. 0 200 153 130 a3
Northbound Las-Tum - AM. 08 M 2z 7 7
P s R 252 a0 30
Northbound Fight-Tum - A, 170 230 ) &0 58
= F.M. T3 138 135 z 22
Soathbound Le-Tum - AN, T8 253 27 185
! F.M. 145 2 ki 50
Soathbound Right-Tum 1am A, 123 13 12 o 2
P 150 120 120 30 -an
intsrcection #£31a. Wentura Plage-Radicnd Averus & Ventura Boulsvand [3]
Eastbound Les-Tum . AM. 1 m E 0
FM. 23 8 4 5
Westhound Lef-Tum e A, 122 132 LED ] -1
= P 21 251 251 o o
Westhound Rige-Tum - A, 157 152 =2 -15 -15
F.M. 133 135 13 =z -2
Soathbound Let-Tum - A, 114 17 E]
P 155 154 -z -2z
Southeastound Right-Tum = A, o ] o o
F.M. 3 438 232 i 185
intsrcection £21b. Ventura Fisos & Ventura Bowlsvard [a]
Soathbound Let-Tum - A, 4 =] 52 = -2
P s 15 108
Soathbound Rignt-Tum - A, 31 kY] 30 -1 -1
F.M. E T = 3 |
Indercaction £22. Carpanier Avenus & Venhara Boulsvand
Easthound Lat-Tum - A, 1% 13 0 27 52
! P 10 128 153 158 133
Westhound Left-Tum . A, 140 143 145 E] 5
= PM. 130 180 s -1 -15
Indsrcaction £23. Coftax Avenus & Wentura Soulevard [a]
Easthound Lat-Tum - A, 104 130 1= % 18
P 245 152 1 x) 108
Soathbound Les-Tum - A, 331 238 :E 7 7
P W05 kT =3 = 25
Soathbound Rignt-Tum 150 AW, =0 113 a3 = 33
FM. a2 a1 34 s 2

Hotey:
Al largiie ahown i feel based on 25 el
(@] S based of BS1h peroenlile qua

f veliicha . Cusums Based on BEIh per
N wal] i cakcukted by Swnchio scvam

sl

alnd by Ta HON mabhodoogy
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TAELE 29

FUTURE CONDITIONE {YEAR Z046)
INTERZECTION CORRIDOR QUEUESR

August 9, 2024

#Eth Peroantiles Queus (i) Prajsat
Conibuson in Prjeat
Inkeneotion Approzth Fusturs wih Projsot | Futurs with Projsct Contribution fo
Intersae] Bpand Peak || ns Fut auee il | o e 1) with
on pacing Haour L w Fubure withwour Conditlorc witheourt | Condifore with | withowd Foactond Radfu:ﬂnlndﬂl
[Gapaotty) Fral) | Projeot Condltions | Raciord Mckilllty | Radford MobiRy Mobilsy o
e ok s -y o (GO o
inteseotion £5. Laured Canyon Boulesard & Landals Street
‘Wesshourd Through oy AL Dl - - - - -
s FAL D& - - - - -
Morfbourd Through gz AR E[a] - - - - -
= PAL Clal - - - - -
Sousrbound Through . AL F 580 2 Hz
= FAL = TES 533 88 58
interceotion #12. Laursl Canyon E-oulsvard & Moorpark Street
Easthourd Through - AL F 530 = = 88 58
- FAL F Im = S 15 15
‘Weshourd Througn oy AL F 725 EE= TE3 -7 EL]
s FAL = 7i0 710 743 EE]
Morbound Through — AL E 1,350 1,540 1453 180 133
= FAL F 1,350 2,540 235 L 40
Sousmbound Through . AL E 1,543 2,33 2 7 472
== FAL F 1,325 2,140 2 5 03
inteeaotion #14. Colfax Svenue & Moorpark Simeet
Easthourd Through . AL E[al - - - - -
= FAL E[al - - - - -
‘Wesshound Through s AL F sz 503 = &1 12
FAL D - - - - -
Morbound Through - AL F T3 s s - 2
- FAL F 555 B0 TES 155 |
Soushbourd Through - AL Dl - - - - -
= FAL Cal - - - - -
inteseotion #19. Laursl Canyon Eoulevard & Ventura Flaos
‘Wesshourd Through s AL bl - - - - -
FAL F a7 £ a7 o o
Morfhbound Through am AL ] - - - - -
FAL Cal - - - - -
Southbourd Throughi 3830 ARl i21] = - - - -
: FAL O - - - - -
interceotion £20. Laursl Canyon Eoulsvard & Ventura Boulevand
Easthourd Through ot AL Chil - - - - -
= FAL = 215 .o} o] 12 -12
‘Weshound Througn i AL F e = =3 o H
FAL = M3 FES =0 12 17
Morbound Through - AL F B 58 515 b T3
FAL F 350 i = o EH
Bousbourd Througt s AL F 740 T3 TIE -7 ~15
FAL F EEES 508 505 12 12

Dol

Al et ahos if Teal bised of 25 Tl ped seliche. Cun o

[in] T clipumctiornl s

i o B Pl oanthe Gueus ceicileled By e HCM maBeciogy
e el e L opeiite il LOS E o FoAG ach, i ol osimksor quai afalyil b mol edgune

[t A cataied in Tatia 17, t intereecton B ol erdcpiie 1o operaete @ LOGS D of wome duting T peek hour, A such, i detalbed cormided Guss arilyai @ fol il ied
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE 20 (CCNTD]
FUTURE CONDITIONE {YEAR Z04B)
INTERZECTION CORRIDOR QUEVES

S6th Peroantile Queus (Mt Prejsct Project
Confibutionio
Infermogtion | | Approsch Fusburs with Projsct | Futurs with Projec | Guoue iy | Coniribubion to
impreaction Spacing | |DORPEW! Eibrs without | Conditions without | Conditions with Gy (1] withy
ur withew Ractord
[Capaaity] Frell | projsot Conditions | Racford Mobll Fiacford Mokl Wobiy | Pt Mobiity
Zonmect Connet e Connector
intereaotion #21a. Verhura PlaceRacford Avenus & Ventura Bouevard
Easthound Through - AL Al - - - - -
FM. AL - - - - -
Westhound Through - AL F 853 353 Tz 100 ™3
P F 838 1053 102 7 T
Sousbound Through s AL E 151 a1 201 a0 %
= P F ERL| a3 I =] 53
interection #21b. Ventura Flaoce & Ventura Boulevand
=asthourd Through a0 AL F 1,176 1,113 43¢
P F 1,178 1,151 157
WesThound Through 3 AL Rl - - - - -
P C - - - - -
intereaotion #22. Carpenter Avenue E Ventura Boulsvand
Eastbound Through g1z AL O fal - - - -
= FM. S 753 o3 EES £
Westhound Through a3z AL S 500 520 Erad ur
== PM. E[al - - - - -
interesotion £33, Colfax Avenus & Ventura Boulevand
=asthourd Through - ARL B [al - - - - -
= P B[l - - - - -
"Weshhound Throughi 2585 AR O fal - - - - -
- PM. F TS TS k- 25

=8
Bl i ot 16 Toul Dmsend of 25 Dol e welicle oo b on (558 peiosntls queus caculel e By e =00 meBedeogy
[ Thua cloomtiorml o cueh i ool el cidod oy oot i LO0S E o FoAS ek, o o codiksed quaie afalya b ol egunsd
i) A bt o Tk 17, ol [lirseecton M fol arlizpsa e 15 operate @l LOGS D) of sesde duiing T peek. e, G sech, @ Setabed covider susue ol & ol nsuied
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE
FUTURE CONDITIONS [YEAR 2045)

August 9, 2024

INTERSECTION TURN POCKET QUEUES
86t Peroentlis Guews (1)
Praject c.m::ﬁ.:nm
Turn _— Future with Futurs with Contributicn b e
Project CondRtions| Froject Condiiens
Indereecdion Packet | o e o oot Conaion ot Conationt | Gusus i wihout | oo
Langth [ty Frojest Conditions| ™Mot A2 w FRacford Mobilltty Moo
Mobllity Mablltty c to Iy
onmaator
Conneabor Conneotor Conneoter
intercecdion #2. Laured Canyon Boulevard & Landale Sireed [2]
Eastbound Le-Tum - ALK n 211 211 o o
PHL B 68 258 o ]
Marthbound La-Turm - AKL =] 47 52 -3 2
FML s 5 3 2 1
Scubound Lef-Tam . AN % 2 22 -+ -
- F.ML = 3 78 7 T
Soutbound Righe-Turm - ALK 6 202 2 - -4
PHL =] 8 =] -1 4
intarcecdion #12. Laursd Canyon Boulevard & Mocrpark Sreet
Easthound Le-Tum - AWML 7 740 o 1
FML 735 e o ]
Weshound Left-Tum 150 ALK 313 18 3z 5 10
PHL 158 158 185 o 7
Weshound Righe-Tum o AL £ 7E 125 -10 53
= PLML &0 80 208 o 128
Marthbound Le=-Tum . AN 0 50 0 10 10
= F.ML 170 2z 5 85 55
Scuthbound Let-Tum . AM. 3 B 128 2 50
= PHL =] 8 83 5
intercecdion #14. Coffax Avenus & Mcorpark Stat
Easthound Le=-Tum - AM. &2 8 55 5 2
PM. & &5 52 o ]
Westhound Left-Tum - AM. 3 05 385 i 52
PM. 210 263 2m ] 20
Marthbound Le®-Tum - AM. W3 ar3 Y 170 75
! PM. 3z ass 3 &5 -10
Morthbound Right-Tum - AM 3 153 173 -1 -30
PM. 300 EE] 23 =2 ]
Scuthbound Let-Tum o AM. 128 13 15 15 -13
- P, 150 150 125 o 2
Ecethbound Right-Tum - AM. 7 b 103 = 38
PM. 20 B8 m 2 13
intsreecdion #18. Laursl Canyon Boulevard & Ventora Placs (2]
Westhound Righe-Tum . AM. Ll ]l 15 15
PM. =1 a7 I 128 125
Marthbound Le®-Tum o= AM. 10 5 -1 4
PM. 1 2 ) a 2
Scathbound Lea-Tum - AM. 114 125 ==z 12 ]
PM. o7 183 =4 -24 17
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Attachment G (cont’d)
Queuing Analysis Results

TABLE 21 {CONTD)
FUTURE COMDITIONS [YEAR 2045)
INTERSECTION TURN POCKET QUELIES

August 9, 2024

B5kth Pemantile Guewe ()
Project Projest
Turm _— Futurs with Futare with Contribution to ':"'gh““““‘"
ntarection Pockst | P° cuture witnout | Prolect Conaitions | Projest Conditions | Gusus i witnout| _Sueue )
Length ift | o0 | ot Conatione| WRhCUt Ractord | withtRadters | Racford Moblty [ ¥ “adfon
Mabllity Mobility Conneotor Moblitty
Connaabor Conmneobor Connaotor
intsrcestion £2%. Laursd Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Boulsvard
Eastbound Le-Tum - AL 120 HE 115 = =
! F.ML 175 03 203 = 28
Eastbound Right-Tum i AL 288 58 73 3 15
= F.M. o 85 H = E
Wesshound Lef-Tum - ALK 43 88 523 148 100
PAL 3 %60 365 b )
Wesshound RigHe-Tum . AL = 53 75 48 a3
F.ML 73 03 185 130 az
Marthbound Le=-Tum - AL 280 273 73 7 -7
P.ML 45 =8 235 =0 51
Morthbound Fight-Tum - ALK 178 130 2m: =2 52
== PR 185 183 183 18 18
Scasrbound Left-Tum - AL & 420 235 337 M2
= F.ML 155 = 235 100 81
Seubound Right-Tum vz AW, 138 140 13 z a
I 128 133 133 = 5
inftercaction £21a. Venbura Plass-Radfond Avenus & Verhara Boulevand [2]
Exsihound Le-Tum: 0 AN el 137 142 a7 Ed
F.ML &3 B7 5 4 5
Westbound Left-Tum . AL 149 148 o o
= PM. ol 77 o o
Westhound Rige-Tum o AW, 180 167 157 13 -13
PM. 147 146 125 - -1
Scathbound Lea-Tum @ AL 123 126 126 3 3
FM. z 181 151 -39 -38
Scathbound Right-Tum w AW, o o ] o a
PM. ol as3 2z 182 182
intsreastion #21b. Vanturs Flass & Vanturs Boulsvard [a]
Scathbound Lea-Tum - AL =) =5 5% 2 -z
FM. 115 16 115 o
Scathbound Right-Tum - AW, 3z 3 3 -1 -1
PM. 31 3 3 o o
intercaction £22. Carpander Avenus & Vernhara Boulsvand
Easthound Le-Tum - AM. = £35 T =18 Rl
! FM. 35 155 158 157 130
Westbound Lef-Tum . AL 140 120 123 -0 -7
= PM. 33 3 ;3 -182 -152
infercaction £23. CoMax Avenus & Wentura Boulsvard [a]
Easthound Le-Tum s AM. 17 125 135 12 1
FM. a6 166 143 -150 183
Scathbound Lea-Tum - AL 355 362 =2 7 7
PM. 3z =2 =2 i z7
Scathbound Right-Tum = AW, 5 142 04 &0 &
P, 33 =] 43 15 10

Hotey:
&l I gTrs shown i leel based on 25 feal
(@] Cunues based on BELh peroenlie quau

vl Cusums Based on PEDh percenl e Susue calculaled by Ta HOCE rafodSoogy
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Attachment H
Project Driveway Level of Service (LOS)

TABLE 22
PROJECT DRIVEWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE OPERATIONS (YEAR 2028)
Future with Project Future with Project
without Radford Mobility with Radford Mobility
] Peak

Access Point [a] Connector Connector

Hour

Delay LOS Delay LOS

AM 0.0 A 89 A
Moompark Gate

PM 0.0 A 79 A

AM 9.4 A 88 A
Sater Parking Structure Gate

PM 101 B 94 A

AM 134 B 134 B
Radford Gate

PM 136 B 136 B

AM 156 C 11.5 B
Carpenter Gate

PM 132 B 108 B

AM 919 F 487 E
Colfax Gate [b]

PM 2694 F 1139 F

Notes:

[a] Unless otherwise noted, operational analysis is based on Highway Capaeity Manual, 6th Edifion (Transportation
Research Board, 2018) (HCM) All-Way Stop Control Unsignalized methodology, which calculates the average
intersection delay, in seconds, for each vehicle passing through the intersection.

[b] Operational analysis is based on HCM 8th Edition Two-Way Stop Control methodology, which calculates the
contral delay, in seconds, for each individual approach of an intersection. The reported control delay represents the
worst-case approach, and does not account for fraffic gaps created by adjacent traffic signals.

TABLE 23
PROJECT DRIVEWAY LEVEL OF SERVICE OPERATIONS (YEAR 2045)
Future with Project Future with Project
without Radford Mobility with Radford Mobility
Access Point [a] Peak Connector Connector
Hour
Delay LOS Delay LOS

AM - MIA 8.9 A
Moormpark Gate

PM - MIA 7.9 A

AM 9.5 A 8.8 A
Sater Parking Structure Gate

PM 10.2 B 9.5 A

AM 142 B 142 B
Radford Gate

PM 147 B 147 B

AM 161 cC 1.7 B
Carpenter Gate

PM 134 B 10.7 B

AM 127.1 F 60.8 F
Colfax Gate [b]

PM 404.0 F 168.6 F

Notes:

[a] Unless otherwise noted, operaticnal analysis is based on Highway Capacity Manual, 6th Edifion (Transportation
Research Board, 2018) (HCM) All-Way Stop Control Unsignalized methodology, which calculates the average
intersection delay, in seconds, for each vehicle passing through the intersection.

[b] Operational analysis is based on HCM 8th Edition Two-Way Stop Control methedology, which calculates the
control delay, in seconds, for each individual approach of an intersection. The reported control delay represents the
worst-case approach, and does not account for traffic gaps created by adjacent traffic signals.

August 9, 2024
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Attachment |
Neighborhood Boundaries

POTENTIALLY AFFECTED NEIGHBORHOODS FIGURE
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Attachment J
Neighborhood Traffic Management Tool Samples

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT TOOLS

August 9, 2024

1These are only rough cost estimates, and should not be used to formulate detailed budgets. Actual costs can vary greatly from the rough cost estimates, depending on street conditions, extent of
londscaping, NTM goals, inflation, efc.

{Less thon $3,000 per
intersection)

esp. at intersections.

*Increases opportunity for
pedestrian crossings.

*May discourage cut-through
traffic.

*Inexpensive

signs.

*Will increase noise and emissions ar
stop signs.

®* May require police enforcement.

Neighborhood
Traffic Measures | Depiction Pros Cons Considerations
(Rough Cost')
EDGE LINES n/a #Reduces side-swipe collisions.  May raise aesthefics concerns. ® 18-ft min. lane width if on-street
M, d hicul ds. parking is provided.
{$1,000 or more for ay reduce vehicular speeds. o h ‘ s
*May facilitate traffic entering ust have adequate lane width for
each 1,000 ft.) Ve C .
and exiting driveways, if there is each direction of traffic.
a parking or shoulder area.
®Inexpensive.
LANE STRIPING— nfa *May reduce vehieular speeds. * May raise aesthefics concerns * Requires adeguate roadway width te
Such as two-way left- * May reduce collisions. accommodate the existing or desired
turn lane, centerline, etc. sInexpensive roadway usage (for traffic, parking,
' etc.) bosed on LADOT standards.
($1,000 to $2,000 per
1,000 1)
STOP SIGN PATTERN nfa * May reduce vehicular speeds, ®Drivers may speed up between stop ® Must meet LADOT stop sign warrants.

SPEED HUMPS

{$6,000 for three units)

LNy

*Slows traffic, esp. at midblock
locations.

* Self-enforcing.

* Minimum maintenance.

*Mare cost-effective than other

traffic calming readway features.

* May increase emergency service
response fime slightly.

* May increase traffic noise in the
vicinity of the hump.

* May raise aesthefics concerns.

* Must meet justification and feasibility
criteria.

*Requires petition signed by at least
75% of hauseholds per block.

* Higher cost for longer blocks.

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT TOOLS

1These are only rough cost estimates, and should not be used to formulate detailed budgets. Actual costs can vary greatly from the rough cost ding on street extent of
| NTM goals, inflation, etc.
Neighborhood
Traffic Measures [ Depiction Pros Cons Considerations
(Rough Cost')

SPEED TRAILERS

($15,000 per trailer)

*Slows traffic by educating
drivers.

® More cost-effective than the
fixed speed display sign.

® Allows for placement at multiple
locations.

® May lose effectiveness over time, if
periodic police enforcement is not
provided.

® May raise aesthetics concerns.

® Requires staffing resources to move
around.

® LAPD only has a limited number of
these trailers.

® Requires adequate shoulder or curb
lane width for placement.

SPEED FEEDBACK
SIGNS

($30,000 per sign, incl.
500 ft:trench for power
drop & new pole if a/c
powered)

* Slows traffic by educating
drivers.

® May lose effectiveness over time, if
periodic police enforcement is not
provided.

® May raise aesthetics concerns.
®Expensive.

® Must meet justification and feasibility
criteria.

®A/C powered sign is expensive to
install.

® Most effective with periodic police
enforcement.

®Solar powered sign can operate for a
maximum of 12 hours/day, and for a
shorter duration if daily sun exposure
is less than optimum.

TRAFFIC CIRCLES

($100,000 to
$150,000 or more,
depending on size,
extent of decorative
treatments, and street
conditions)

*Slows traffic, esp. at intersections.
® Reduces collisions at intersection.

setting.

® Drivers have to learn to go around it.
®May impede left turns by very large
vehicles (buses, trailers, etc.).

® May increase emergency service
response fime slightly.

® May require removal of on-street

® Must meet justification and feasibility
requirements.

® Requires petition signed by at least
67% of households from each block
adjacent to the intersection.

® Higher cost for larger intersections.

parking. ® Requires commitment from
® Resid. will have to hborhood to
lendscaping. landscaping.

*Very expensive.

Note: Other NTM strategies and/or tools not listed in Attachment J may be used by the LADOT, with
concurrence from LADCP, as part of the NTMP.
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Attachment J (cont’d)
Neighborhood Traffic Management Tool Samples

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT TOOLS

August 9, 2024

'These are only rough cost estimates, and should not be used to formulate detailed budgets. Actual costs can vary greatly from the rough cost estimates, depending on street conditions, extent of
landscaping, NTM goals, inflation, etc.

($30,000 + $100 per
sq. ft.)

traffic lanes and creating a visual
break in the roadway.

® Landscaping enhances residential
setting.

Neighborhood
Traffic Measures / Depiction Pros Cons Considerations
(Rough Cost')
l"stf:gsMEmAN ® May slow traffic by narrowing ® May require removal of on-street ®There may be objections from

parking spaces.

® May restrict driveway access,
resulting in u-turns.

® Residents will have to maintain
landscaping.

®Very expensive.

residents affected by parking and
driveway access restrictions.

® Requires commitment from
neighborhood to maintain
landscaping.

CURB EXTENSIONS /
BUMPOUTS

($50,000 or more per
corner)

® May slow traffic by narrowing
traffic lanes.

® Shortens pedestrian crossing
distance if located at
intersections.

® Landscaping enhances residential
setting.

® May require removal of on-street
parking spaces.

® At driveways, may impact driveway
access.

® Residents will have to maintain
landscaping.

®Very expensive.

®There may be objections from
residents affected by parking
restrictions.

®Extent of driveway, gutter & curb
work increases costs.

® Requires commitment from
neighborhood to maintain
landscaping.

TURN RESTRICTION
SIGNS

($500 for each access
point)

®Reduces cut-through traffic
volume.

® May limit restrictions to problem
hours.

®No effect on response time for
emergency service providers
when compared to physical
barriers.

®|nexpensive.

® May cause drivers fo use other
neighborhood streets.

® Will increase travel time for local
residents as well.

® Not self-enforcing; requires police
enforcement.

® Must be verified by LADOT that there
is a demonstrated cut-through
problem.

® Requires support of residents in the
affected area (at least two-thirds in
support).

® Must address potential diversion of
traffic to other neighborhood streets if
restriction affects access to high
volume streets (esp. collector streets).

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT TOOLS

1These are only rough cost estimates, and sheuld not be used to formulate detailed budgets. Actual costs can vary greatly from the rough cost estimates, depending on street conditions, extent of
landscaping, NTM goals, inflation, etc.

To reduce green time
for targeted traffic
flows

discouraging some drivers from
using the cut-thru route, once they
perceive better time saving and
convenience on adjacent
highways and freeways.

®Delay may create conditions that
result in slower speeds.

neighborhood streets.

®Excessive delay may cause long
queve lengths over a longer period of
time (to clear out). Residents may
perceive the long queues to be
undesirable as well (hoise, emissions).

®Residents are subjected to delays, too,
while leaving or returning home.

® May make driveway access across
long queves difficult.

®Depending on the signal timing
scheme, may cause inconvenience to
non-participating residents
immediately adjacent to the NTM
project area.

®Expensive if traffic signal hardware
changes are needed.

Neighborhood
Traffic Measures / Depiction Pros Cons Considerations
(Rough Cost!)
SIGNAL TIMING n/a ® May reduce traffic volume, by ® May cause drivers to use other ® Must be verified by LADOT that there
METERING—

is o demonstrated cut-through
problem.

® Requires support of residents in the
affected area (at least two-thirds in
support).

® Must address potential diversion of
traffic to other neighborhood streets if
restriction affects access to high
volume streets (esp. collector streets).

® May be most effective if there are
signal timing and striping changes that
facilitate movements leading to the
arterials.

Note: Other NTM strategies and/or tools not listed in Attachment J may be used by the LADOT, with
concurrence from LADCP, as part of the NTMP.
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Attachment J (cont’d)
Neighborhood Traffic Management Tool Samples

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT TOOLS

1These are only rough cost estimates, and should not be used 1o formulate detalled budgets. Actual costs can vary greatly from the rough cost estimates, depending on street conditions, extent of
landscaping, NTM goals, inflation, etc,

Neighborhood

Such as half street
closures, diagonal
diverters, efc.

($50,000 to $100,000
and more for each
access point, depending
on street conditions and
extent of landscaping)

.

One type of barriers:

Half Street Closure

volume.

® Self-enforcing.
® Landscaping enhances residential

setting.

neighborhood streets.

*'\Will increase travel time for local

residents as well,

® Some drivers may go around the

barrier.

*\ery expensive.

Traffic Measures [ Depiction Pros Cons Considerations
{Rough Cost!)
BARRIERS-- *Reduces cut-through traffic ®* May cause drivers to use other ® Must be verified by LADOT that there

is a demonstrated cut-through
problem.

* Requires support of residents in the
affected area (at least two-thirds in
support).

* Must maintain emergency or routine
street access for service providers,
including but not limited to the Fire
Department and the Bureau of
Sanitation.

* Must address potential diversion of
traffic to other neighborhood streets if
restriction affects access to high
volume streets (esp. collector streets).

®Extent of gutter & curb work increases
costs.

* Requires commitment from
neighborhoed to maintain
landscaping.

Note: Other NTM strategies and/or tools not listed in Attachment J may be used by the LADOT, with
concurrence from LADCP, as part of the NTMP.
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Attachment K
Recommended Transportation Improvements

TABLE 25
RECOMMENDED TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS
Improvement Measures Cost Estimates
P without Moorpark Gate With Moorpark Gate

Project Access Improvements
New Carpenter Avenue Gate

Carpenter Avenue & Veniura Boulevard Improvements $1,000,000 $1,000,000
Improved Gate Control Operations

RFID $200,000 $200,000
Radford Mobility Connector / New Moorpark Street Gate )

Bridge Connection & Neighborhood Access Restricfions $28,000,000

Traffic Signal Installation $500,000
Subrtotal - Project Access Improvements $1,200,000 529,700,000
Froject Fearures
TDM Program

Mability Hub Construction Cost $500,000 $4,500,000

Annual Operations / Maintenance g $2,000,000 $2,000,000

$500,000 £4,500,000
Subrotal - Project Features & Ongoing Opertions and Maintenance + £2,000,000 Annual Operations / + $2,000,000 Annual Operations /
Maintenance Cosis Maintenance Cosis

Off-Site Improvements

Radford Mobility Connector - Bike & Pedestrian Improvements $2,000,000 $2,000,000

Radford Avenue - Class IV Bike Lanes from Radford Mohility Connecfor to Hoffman Street jg $1,000,000 $1,000,000

TSM Improvements (Intersection Signals and Comidor Signals) g 51,550,000 $1,550,000

Neighborhood Traffic Management Improvements $500,000 $500,000

Vision Zero [/ Pedestrian / Mobility Improvements $550,000 $550,000

Transit Stop Improvements $200,000 $200,000
Subtotal - Off-Site Improvements m 55,800,000 55,800,000

Motes

[a] Cost estimates reflect one-time payments and do not include costs associated with design, engineering, utilities, on-going operations & maintenance, etc.

[&] The Radford Mokbility Connector is a multi-modal bridge that would provide vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle moutes access across the Tujunga Wash, and include a new studic-related vehicle access.

[c] Represents an ongoing annual Operating and Maintenance cost to operate the TDM Program.

[d] The Project would contribute toward the LA River Master Plan improvement that would provide a pedestrian and bicycle route across the Tujunga Wash and the ramps and/or stairs that would provide direct acoess
to the Los Angeles River frail system.

[e] Bike improvements along Radford Avenue to provide access to and connect pedestrians and bicydlists with the Los Angeles River and tributaries already envisioned by the City have been incorporated as part
of the Project's off-site improvements.

[F] Traffic signal improvemsents could include but are not limited to signal controller upgrades, loop detectors, signal cabinets, ete.

[g] Cormidor-wide improvements could include but are not limited to fiber opfic cables. systemwide advance loop detectors, conduits, imterconnect cables, eic.

[h] The off-site improvements are subject to refinement.
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Project Site Plan
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