
Jaime de Ia Vega 
GENERAL MANAGER 

February 14, 2012 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

Hasan lkhrata, Executive Director 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818 West Seventh Street, 121

h Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
100 S. Main St., 10"' Floor 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 

(213) 972-8470 
FAX (213) 972-8410 

Re: Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan I Sustainable Communities 
Strategy 

Dear Mr. lkhrata: 

The City of Los Angeles appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the 
Southern California Association of Governments' (SCAG) Draft 2012 Regional 
Transportation Plan I Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). SCAG is to be 
commended for an unprecedented multi-year effort to develop the 2012 RTP/SCS, 
which included extensive outreach. In particular, the City appreciates the exceptional 
effort on the part of SCAG staff to prepare the first Sustainable Communities Strategy, 
as required by SB 375. 

After careful review of the draft RTP/SCS, the departments of Transportation, Airports 
and City Planning have provided comments that clarify the City's position regard ing, and 
request modifications to, certain areas of the RTP/SCS. Accordingly, the Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation (LADOT) prepared the attached report to the City Council 
that includes comments on the draft 2012 RTP/SCS by all three City departments. The 
Los Angeles City Council , on February 10, 2012, adopted the attached report as the 
City's comments on the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS. 

Included in the City's comments is a list of projects that the City requests be added to 
the Strategic Plan of the RTP/SCS. Moreover, as indicated in the attached report, the 
City requests that the City's adopted Bicycle Plan and Mobility Hubs initiative be 
included in the Strategic Plan, if not already included in the Constrained Plan. 

We look forward to working with SCAG staff to substantially incorporate into the 
RTP/SCS those elements of the City's comments that are directed to the content of the 
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2012 RTP/SCS. After review of the attached comments, please contact Tom Carranza 
or Miles Mitchell of my staff for further discussions regarding LADOT's comments, and 
Ken Bernstein or Naomi Guth regarding comments from the Department of City 
Planning. We look forward to a continued mutually beneficial collaboration between the 
City and SCAG as we address future regional challenges and opportunities. 

Sincerely, 

JTV:mm 

Attachment 

c: Borja Leon, Deputy Mayor Transportation 
Matthew Karatz, Deputy Mayor Economic & Business Policy 
Gerry Miller, Chief Legislative Analyst 
Michael LoGrande, City Planning Department 
Michael Feldman, Los Angeles World Airports 



FORI.IGEN.160 (Rev 8-80) CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

Date: February 6, 2012 (Revised Report) 

To: The Honorable City Council, City of Los Angeles 
c/o City Clerk, Room 395 

From: 

Subject: 

Summary 

Attention: Honorable Bill Rosendahl, Chair, Transportation Committee 
Attention: Honorable Ed Reyes, Ch ·r, PLUM Committee 

Jaime de Ia Vega, General Manager _....,._ .. __ 
Department of Transportation 

Draft 2012 Regional Transportation 
Strategy (CF 11-1223) 

n I Sustainable Communities 

This report recommends that the Council authorize the Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT) to submit additional comments on behalf of th~ City of Los 
Angeles to the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) on the draft 
2012 Regional Transportation Plan /Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). 

Recommendations 

1) APROVE the comments provided in this report as the City of Los Angeles' 
comments related to transportation in the SCAG draft 2012 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). 

2) DIRECT LADOT to transmit comments to SCAG that are substantially consistent 
with those cont~ined in this report, including the attached comments from other 
departments. 

3) DIRECT LADOT to work with SCAG to incorporate the comments into the final 
RTP/SCS and related Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR). 

Background 

Every four years the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) prepares 
a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the six-county region. The 2012 RTP/SCS 
includes planned transportation projects and demographic assumptions through the 
year 2035. The plan presents a strategy for the investment of $524.7 billion in the 
region's transportation system between 2012 and 2035 and, for the first time, a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) for the six-county region. 

The SCS, required by SB 375, focuses on reducing greenhouse gas emissions (GHGe) 
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from cars and light trucks by means of several strategies, including integration of land 
use and transportation planning, transit system expansion, and transportation demand 
management (TOM). The California Air Resources Board (CARS) established regional 
GHGe reduction goals of eight percent per capita by 2020 and thirteen percent per 
capita by 2035, compared with 20051evels. SCAG's analysis indicates that the draft 
RTP/SCS would achieve the 2020 target, and would exceed the 2035 target with a 
GHGe reduction of sixteen percent. 

According to SCAG's analysis and modeling, the draft RTP/SCS also meets the federal 
conformity requirements for air quality. It is important to note that reducing GHGe is not 
required for achieving air quality conformity. Therefore, although many of the strategies 
that achieve air quality conformity also assist with GHGe reductions, the two analyses 
are generally independent of each other. · 

A Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also requires that there be reasonably available 
funding sources. The RTP proposes expenditures of $524.7 billion, and SCAG states 
that without new revenue sources the RTP faces a funding shortfall of approximately 
$219.5 billion. Various means to make up the shortfall are set forth. The RTP suggests 
that $127.5 billion. of the shortfall could be addressed by action at the State or Federal 
level to increase the gas tax $0.15 per gallon between 2017 and 2024. The RTP states 
the State and Federal government could then replace the gas tax with an indexed 
mileage-user fee of $0.05 per mile beginning in 2025. If the mileage-based fee was not 
implemented, then there would be a need to further increase the gas tax to generate 
the revenues that would have been created by the mileage-based user fee. Aithough 
these proposals depend primarily on State and/or Federal action, they deserve further 
discussion within the City as the implementation year of 2017 approaches. 

SCAG is to be commended for a multi-year effort to develop the 2012 RTP/SCS, 
including an unprecedented outreach effort. In particular, the passage of SB 375 
required an extensive public education campaign including outreach to cities, 
environmental, public health and business groups. SCAG conducted a series of 
periodic workshops across the region, which included preparation of in-depth graphic 
and narrative presentation materials. The City appreciates the outstanding outreach 
effort, both to the City itself and across the region. 

Pursuant to the. Council action of October 5, 2011 , and in accordance with past 
. practice, LADOT has reviewed the draft 2012 RTP/SCS and compiled proposed 
comments to SCAG. In addition, LADOT has coordinated the preparation of these 
comments on the RTP/SCS with other City departments that are most impacted by the 
RTP. LADOT very much appreciates the cooperation of the departments of Los 
Angeles World Airports (LAWA) and City Planning each of which have provided 
comments. The Port of LA has indicated that it does not have formal comments at this 
time. The Metro staff report on the RTP/SCS is attached as Attachment B. 
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Report to City Council. dated September 21. 2011 
On October 5, 2011, the City Council adopted· a joint report (Attacl)ment A) by the 
Departments of City Planning and Transportation entitled "Alternatives Proposed by 
SCAG for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan I Sustainable Communities Strategy" 
(CF 11-1223). This report, dated September 21 , 2011, provided comments on four 
draft scenarios for the RTP/SCS, released by SCAG in July 2011 . Specifically, 
Attachment A of the report identified proposed RTP/SCS strategies that City staff 
believed would, if adopted, have a potential impact on the City. For purposes of the 
report, "impact" was defined as a significant change from adopted City policy. Staff 
believes that the report, dated September 21, 2011 , continues to reflect City policy with 
regard to many of the strategies presently included in the draft RTP/SCS. 

One of the objectives of th~.report was for the City's comments to be incorporated into 
the RTP/SCS. We are pleased to report that to a large extent the City's comments 
appear to have been acknowledged by SCAG and therefore the RTP/~CS does not. 
include several of the specific proposals of concern. Specifically, three of the concerns 
raised, and the status of the strategy in the draft RTP/SCS, are as follows: 

1) Phased implementation of 5% of major arterials to have dedicated bus 
lanes. As requested by the City, the RTP does not include a specific 
percentage for implementation. As explained in the September 21st 
report, the City supports careful and selected implementation of bus 
lanes, but does not want to commit to implementing a specific percentage 
of bus lanes on City arterials. 

2) 1 0% of primary and secondary arterials to include bike facilities. As 
requested by the City, the RTP does not include a specific percentage for 
implementation. As explained in the September 21 51 report, the qty 
supports careful and selected implementation of bike lanes, but does not 
want to commit to implementing a specific percentage of bike lanes on 
CitY arterials. Rather, the City supports the specific implementation of its 
adopted Bicycle Plan. 

3) Cordon pricing around key activity centers- initial pilot projects in 
downtown Los Angeles and potentially LAX complex. As requested by the 
City, this project has been included in the Strategic Plan portion of the 
RTP/SCS, which acknowledges that the project still requires further study 
and has not been officially approved by the City. 

Discussion of Policy Concerns and Comments 

Although most of the concerns raised in the September 21 , 2011 report appear to have 
been addressed , LADOT has identified additional areas of concern with regard to the 
draft 2012 RTP/SCS, which was released for public comment on December 20, 2011 . 



Honorable City Council -4- February 6, 2012 

LADOT has comments and concerns in the following areas: 

Project List for RTP/SCS 

The RTP includes an extensive project list. As stated in the Project List appendix, the 
list is divided into three sections, as follows: 1) The Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP), which forms the foundation of the RTP project 
investment strategy and represents the first six years of already committed funding; 2) 
the Financially Constrained list of projects not included in the FTIP but which have 
"reasonably available" funding; and 3) the Strategic Plan representing an unconstrained 
list of potential projects that the region would pursue given additional funding and 
commitment. · 

As with past RTP cycles, LADOT has reviewed all three project lists. The FTIP and 
Constrained. project lists appear to include, with one exception, all City of Los Angeles 
projects with either: committed or reasonably available funding. These lists are 
developed through ongoing coordination between City, Metro and SCAG staff. The one 
project that should be added to the FTI P list is a Transit Bureau project as follows: 

TIP ID LAF5427- DASH Clean Fuel- Five Higher Capacity Vehicles (Purchase 
five 35-foot CNG clean-fuel buses to replace five 30-foot propane vehicles). 
SCAG is aware that this project needs to be added to the FTIP project list, and it 
is pending to be added to the list. 

Regarding the Strategic Plan list, in an effort to expedite many as yet unfunded City 
projects, LADOT has prepared the attached list (Attachment E) of approximately ninety 
projects that the City is requesting to be added to the Strategic Plan. 

Additionally, LADOT wishes to draw attention to both the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan and 
Mobility Hubs initiatives (a First Mile/Last Mile strategy). These efforts support both the 
Active Transportation and Transportation Demand Management strategies of the RTP. 
The RTP includes numerous references to expanded bicycle facilities and other First 
Mile/Last Mile strategies, and therefore these strategies are presumably included with 
likely funding in the Financially Constrained plan. However, to the extent these 
initiatives are not included in the Constrained plan they should be added to the 
Strategic Plan. 

Importantly, Metro staff has also reviewed the RTP and found that it includes all the 
projects and programs in the Metro 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). A 
copy of the Metro staff report, dated January 18, 2012, is attached for reference. The 
RTP does not model the 30/10 (Fast Forward) proposal for Measure R projects, 
because the proposal has not yet been approved by the Metro Board , and still requires 
federal approvals. However, SCAG is supportive of the 30/10 proposal and will likely 
amend the RTP if the proposal secures additional approvals. 
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The Metro report also highlights key projects, within Los Angeles County, included in 
the RTP which are not included in Metro's 2009 LRTP. These key projects include: 

• East-West Freight Corridor will be studied along a five mile band generally 
following the SR-60 corridor between the 1-710 and the 1-15. 

• Phase I of the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is in the draft 2012 
RTP in the Constrained Plan, pending an agreement between the CHSRA and 
Metrolink to identify funds to bring local systems up to higher speeds (1 1 0+ mph) 
where possible. 

• A regional Express/HOT Lane Network that expands Metro's Fast L~nes pilot 
project to include the 1-405 and SR-91. This goes beyond the federally funded 
pilot studies on the 1-10 and 1-110 freeways. 

As an overall comment, the City wishes to emphasize that, for future RTP/SCS project 
lists, the City, Metro and SCAG need to continue the effort to improve connectivity 
between various transit systems. For example, in South Los Angeles County, there 
needs to be greater emphasis placed on the development of feeder systems to connect 
and support the Blue, Green, Expo and Crenshaw lines. These systems would include, 
but not be limited to, expanded Bus Rapid Transit and improved bicycle and pedestrian 
linkages. 

Recommendation: 

As described above, the City should request that SCAG include the attached list of 
projects to the Strategic Plan. Additionally, to the extent the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan 
and Mobility Hubs are not included in the Constrained Plan, they should be added to 
the Strategic Plan. 

CEQA Streamlining 

The adopted September 21, 2011 City report, prepared by the Planning and 
Transportation departments, included the following comments: 

"The Sustainable Communities Strategy will include land use maps which will 
facilitate CEQA streamlining of development projects. According to SCAG staff, 
the CEQA relief provided by SB 375 is substantial. Therefore, the City should 
carefully review the draft SCS land use maps to ensure the maps are consistent 
with adopted City land use plans. 

SB 375 allows for CEQA streamlining provided a proposed project qualifies as 
follows: 

1) The project must be consistent with the land use designation contained in 
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the land use maps included in the Sustainable Communities Strategy. 
The maps will describe land use densities and types according to SCAG's 

· Land Development Categories (LDC's). 

2) The project qualifies as a Transit Priority Project (TPP), as defined by SB 
375. To qualify as a TPP, a project must meet certain minimum density 
requirements and must be located within Y2 mile of either a "major transit 
stop or high-quality transit corridor" (SB 375- Section 21155). According 
to SCAG staff, most of the City qualifies as a TPP area because of 
existing transit stations and corridors. 

CEQA streamlining, according to information provided by SCAG, will allow many 
projects meeting the above two criteria to receive the equivalent of a "mitigated 
negative declaration" in the development review process. This could impact 
development review by several departments, including Planning and · 
Transportation. 

The City requests that SCAG provide copies of the draft SCS land use maps for 
review by the Planning and Transportation departments, and the Council and 
Mayor, prior to SCS adoption." 

Because the SCS will emphasize increased development within Y2 mile of either a 
umajor transit stop or high-quality transit corridor" there may be an increased need for 
transportation infrastructure in these areas. LADOT is concerned that CEQA 
streamlining could allow development to occur with impacts on transportation 
infrastructure. 

Recommendation: 

LADOT staff has consulted with staff of DCP and the City Attorney regarding the impact 
of CEQA streamlining on the City's development review process. Input received from 
these sources indicates that although CEQA streamlining of various types will occur 
following adoption of the RTP/SCS, the City may retain some degree of "discretionary 
approval" authority over development projects that are subject to CEQA streamlining. 
LADOT believes that this area deserves further study. This is a complex and important 
subject, and the City should carefully evaluate and prepare for the impact of CEQA 
streamlining following adoption of the RTP/SCS. 

Comments from Other City Departments 

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA): 
• LAWA emphasizes that its fi rst priority is to "maintain safe and efficient airports." 

Like most airports, LAWA receives grant funds from the FAA for eligible 
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construction and noise mitigation projects. In return for federal grant monies, the 
FAA includes grant assurances that limit use of airport revenue solely for 
aviation-related uses on airport property. 

• The RTP includes a proposal to promote a regional system of?lirport express 
buses, modeled in part on the FlyAway service currently operating at LAX. 
Although express buses are a "promising solution" to certain g:round access. 
problems, LAWA advises that express buses are most effectf\le at airports with 
rugh passenger demand and in cities with concentrated populations of 
passengers and employees. Even then, high fares or significant subsidies have 
been required to maintain an effective level of service. LAWA cautions that its 
experience and studies have shown that the expansion of the express bus 
system at LAX will be challenging. Moreover, the expansion of express bus 
service, by itself, may not be effective in increasing passeriger .. demand at 
"secondary" airports. · - ' 

• LAWA agrees that "the aviation constraints in the region, and potential 
dispersion of that activity at other airports, should be re-examined in·subsequent 
regional plans." 

• LAWA requests that, if possible, SCAG utilize the 2011 Air Passenger Survey, 
most likely to be released in February, to update various data points in the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access appendix. 

• LAWA's comments are provided in Attachment C. 

Department of City Planning {OCP): 
The Department of City Planning has provided important comments. which are highly 
technical and lengthy, hence they are attached to this report as Attachment D. 

Conclusion 

The draft 2012 RTP/SCS and PEIR, released by SCAG on Decem~er 20, 2011 , 
represent an outstanding effort to meet both State and Federal planning requirements, 
as well as provide for the multifaceted needs of the region. As described in this report, 
including comments from other departments, City staff has provided comments in the 
areas of transportation and land use. City staff has provided recommended comments 
to SCAG for City Council and Mayor review regarding these proposals. 

Fiscal Impact 

This report contains comments regarding proposed policies and projects included in the 
draft 2012 RTP/SCS and related PEIR. The comments to be transmitted to SCAG will 
not impact the City's General Fund. 
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Attachments 

A) Council Approval, dated October 5, 2011 , of report entitled' "Alternatives 
Proposed by SCAG for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan I 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (CF 11-1223)," dated September 21, 
2011. 

B) Metro staff report, dated January 18, 2012, regarding the draft RTP/SCS 

C) Los Angeles World Airports comments, dated January 20, 2012, 
regarding the draft RTP/SCS 

D) Department of City Planning comments, da~ed January 30, 2012. 

E) City of Los Angeles Projects Requested for Addition to the Strategic Plan 

c: Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
Attn: Borja Leon and Matthew Karatz 

Gerry Miller, Chief Legislative Analyst 
City Planning Department 
Los Angeles World Airports 
Port of Los Angeles 
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To All Interested Parties: 

C ITY OF LOS A NGELES 
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ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
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Attachment A 
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CITY CLERK 

Council and Public Services 
Room 395, City Hall 
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General lllformaUon • (213) t71·11l3 
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The City Council adopted the action{s), as attached, under Council File No. 11-1223, at 
its meeting held October 5. 2011 . 
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TO THE COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

File No. 11-1223 

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
and . 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

report as follows: 

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT and TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEES' 
REPORT relative to Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) proposed 
alternatives for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
{RTP/SCS). · 

Recommendations for Council action: 

1. AUTHORIZE the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) and City Planning 
Department (Planning) to: 

a. Submit to SCAG the comments contained in Attachment A of the joint LADOT and 
Planning report dated September 21, 2011 (contained in the Council file), inasmuch 
as the strategies Identified therein may have a potential impact on the City. 

b. Convey the comments to SCAG requesting that they be incorporated' into the 2012 
RTP/SCS with the understanding that the comments may be modified and 
supplemented by the City, with Council and Mayor approval, as the RTP/SCS is 
further developed. 

2. REQUEST SCAG to provide copies of the draft SCS land use maps for review by the 
LADOT and Planning, Council, and Mayor prior to SCS adoption, inasmuch as the maps 
will identify geographical areas of the City where projects can be eligible for California 
Environmental Quality Act streamlining and thereby potentially allow development projects 
to receive mitigated negative declarations In the development review process and thereby 
Impact growth in the City. 

Fiscal Impact Statement: The LADOT and Planning Departments report the potential fiscal 
impact to the City has not been determined. Further review and evaluation is necessary as 
more information on the ultimate preferred alternative is presented by SCAG. 

Community Impact Statement: None submitted. 

SUMMARY 

At a joint meeting held on September 27, 2011 , the Planning and Land Use Management and 
Transportation Committees considered a joint LADOT and Planning Departments report relative 
to Southern California Association of Governments proposed alternatives for the 2012 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. Representatives from the LADOT and 
Planning gave the Committees background information on the . matter. The Committees 
requested SCAG to provide copies of the draft SCS land use maps for review by the LADOT 
and Planning Departments, Council and Mayor prior to SCS adoption. 
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After an opportunity for public comment was held, the Committees recommended Council 
approve the recommendations contained in the joint report· as amended. This· matter is now 
forwarded to the Council for its consideration. 

PlANNING AND LAND USE 

~pe;:E 

~ 
REYES: 
HUJZA/t 
I<REKORJAN: 

SG 
9127/11 

llQJ1i 
YES 
YES 
YES 

"11/11·1223 _rpl_o!um...9·27 · 11.ooo 

Respectfully submitted, 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

·ADOPTED 
OCT 5 2011 

LOS ANGELES CilY COUNCJL 

~ 
ROSENDAHL: 
PARKS: 
KORETZ: 
PERRY: 
HUIZAR: 

Not Official Until Council Acts 

.l!QI; 
YES 
YES 
YES 
ABSENT 
YES 

L 
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Attachment 8 

One Gateway Pint 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

213.92l.2000 Tel 
metro.net 

REVISED 
PLANNJNG AND PROGRAMMING COMMITIEE 

JANUARY 18, 2012 

SUBJECT: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS' DRAFT 
2012 REGIONAl TRANSPORTATlON PLA~ I SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES ST~ TEGY 

ACTION: APPROVE COMMENT LEnER 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve our comment letter on the Southern California Association of Governments' 
(SCAG) Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS). 

ISSUE 

In December 2011 , SCAG released the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS for public comment. The 
RTP/SCS identifies regional transportation priorities for the six-county region through 
2035. AJI2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) projects and priorities must be 
included in SCAG's RTP/SCS to be eligible for federal funds. We have reviewed the 
Draft 2012 RTP/SCS and Board authorization is being requested to transmit our 
comments to SCAG In time for their Februarfl4, 2012 deadline. 

DISCUSSION 

As part of SCAG's role as a regional planning agency, they are responsible for 
addressing regional 1ssues In the six-county area of Southern California. The 
2012 RTP/SCS is the vehicle to provide solutions to regional mobility and land-use 
issues. For better integration of land-use and transportation, it must also demonstrate 
reduction of Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHGe) from passenger vehicles. Per the 
requirements of SB 375, the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS Includes Southern California's first 
SCS. The SCS is required to analyze how the collective impact of transportation 
policies, transportation investments and land-use policies affect the GHGe based on 
population projections in 2020 and 2035. Transportation issues are primarily addressed 
in the RTP portion of the Draft, and the SCS portion of the Draft presents strategies to 
meet GHGe targets. 
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SB 375 compelled SCAG to conduct a more extensive outreach process than has been 
historically required for RTP development. This process yielded unprecedented tevels 
of public participation and eng~gement, particularly among environmental and public 
health advocates championing increased funding for active transportation to reduce 
GHGe and provide great opportunities for physical activity. The Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health was a leading voice in this advocacy. 

Regional Transoortation Plan 

In general, the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS is a well-written document that properly iden~ifies 
many of the key transportation issues that the region is facing. It includes all of the 
projects and programs in our 2009 LRTP. SCAG has proposed new and innc:>Vative 
sources of funding beyond our LRTP program. These funds are for .additional projects, 
regional maintenance of highway and transit facilities, and meeting Federal Clean Alr 
Act conformity requirements. 

There are new transportation projects proposed in the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS, within Los 
Angeles County, which are beyond revenues that the 2009 LRTP assumes to be 
available from traditional sources. Some of these projects are listed in the Key Projects 
subsection below. SCAG is assuming that these new projects are funded with a 
combination of innovative funding (e.g., container fees and public private partnerships) 
and increased revenues (e.g. gas tax chal'ilges and user-fee per mile). 

The Draft 2012 RTP/SCS proposes targeted improvements in the transit network ~nd 
increases in funding for Transportation Demand Management (TOM), Transportation 
System Management (TSM), and Active Transportation beyond the levels included in 
the six county transportation commissions'· plans, including our 2009 LRTP. 

Funding ior these improvements is anticipated from a $0.15 per gallon increase in the 
gas tax starting in 2017 and ending entirely in 2024. After the gas tax phase-out in 
2024, a proposed user-tax of $0.05 per mile driven, v1ill be phased-i:i st;rting in 2025. 
The goal of the incremental phase-rn is so that consumers will not have any large 
increases of taxes, yet also allow for an indexing to cover the increasing maintenance 
costs, due to the gas taxes not being indexed to inflation and not increasing with costs. 

Key Projects beyond the LRTP 

The following lists Los Angeles County projects identified in the Draft RTP that are not 
identified in the 2009 LRTP 

• East-West Freight Corridor will be studied along a five mile band generally 
foltowing the SR-60 corridor between the 1-710 and the 1-15. 

• Phase I of the 'California Hi.gh Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is in the Draft 2012 
RTP/SCS in the Constrained Plan, pending an agreement between CHSRA, 



Metrolink and LOSSAN to identify funds to bring local systems up to high speed 
(11 0+ MPH) where possible. 

• A regional Express/HOT Lane Network that expands our Fast Lanes pilot project 
to include the 1-405 and SR~91. This is beyond the federally funded pilot studies 
on 1-1 0 and the 1-11 0. The Board is on record supporting these two pilot projects, 
as well as studying the feasibility of a HOT lane on the 1-405 from the Orange 
County Line to LAX. 

Key Issues 

There. are several emerging issues that the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS addresses: 

• A cordon pricing pilot project feasibility study to be developed with the City of Los 
Angeles that is included under TOM Measures, and Major Strategic Projects. 

• Decreased funding available from federal and state so4rces and the need to 
identify new revenue sources is a key RTP concern. SCAG proposes to index 
the gas tax and to incrementally phase~in user-fees to replace the gas tax 
starting in 2025. 

• The exponential cost of deferred maintenance on highway and transit systems, 
the need to maintain the regional system In a state of good repair, and the need 
for additional operations and maintenance funding, is also a key RTP concern. 

" The region is anticipated to experience incrsasing energy costs - residential 
energy and water use is forecasted as $19,000 a year in 2035, and the strategies 
in the SCS reduce it to $16,000. 

Sustainable Communities Strateov 

The Draft 2012 RTP/SCS demonstrates that the region will achieve the GHGe reduction 
targets established for the region by the State of California Air Resources Board (ARB.), 
as a requ irement of California's Sustainable Communities and Climate Change 
Protection Act, or Senate Bill (SB) 375. 

In addition to the transportation elements of the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS, the plan Includes 
a land-use element that was developed. in coordination with local jurisdictions. The 
land-use element responds to the region's changing demographics and housing market 
demand. It recommends a growth scenario that will more than double the share of 
households living in corridors that have frequent transit service by 2035. This land-use 
element is projected to increase the competitiveness of transit service and reduce 
vehicle miles travelled. 

The land-use element in combination with transportation policies, such as the user tax 
per mile fee, and transportation investments (such as TOM, TSM and active 



transportation), support the region in achieving the mandated ARB targets. The Draft 
2012 RTP/SCS provides a projected 8% reduction in GHGe by 2020 and a 16% 
reduction in GHGe by 2035. 

The SCS portion includes policies to increase the number of near-zero and zero 
emission vehicles operating within the region to reduce GHGe, improve air quality and 
lessen the region's dependency on fossil fuels. 

The Draft 2012 RTP/SCS includ·e~ $6 billion for active transportation, a significant 
increase from.$1.8 billion in the 2008 RTP. It acknowledges that additional analysis 
regarding active transportation needs to be conducted in order to develop a better 
understanding of the users and their needs (bicyclists and pedestrians). In cooperation 
with SCAG, we have initiated a joint study to develop a strategy to address first-last mile 
connections to transit in Los Ang.eles County. · 

The technical appendices to the Draft 2012 RTP were not available for staff review at 
the time of the writing_ of this Board report. Additional technical comments on these 
appendices may be added to the draft letter. 

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT 

The comment letter on the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS will not have any adverse safety 
impacts for our employ~es and patrons. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

There is no impact on the Ff 2012 budget, as we are only submitting a comment letter 
to SCAG on their Draft 2012 RTP/SCS. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

The Board can modify or cheese r:ct tc re!e~se a forma! co!'!1me:"lt !etter. The 
alternative of not sending a letter is not recommended, as we would lose the opportunity 
to provide SCAG with comments to enhance the 2012 RTP/SCS document. 

NEXT STEPS 

Upon Board approval, the comment lstter will be tiansmitted to SCAG for their 
consideration in developing their Final2012 RTP/SCS. SCAG is scheduled to adopt 
their Final2012 RTP/SCS at their April2012 General Assembly meeting. 

ATTACHMENTS 

A. Draft comment letter to SCAG 

Prepared by: Brad McAIIester, Executive Officer, Long Range Planning 
Heather Hills, Director, Long Range Planning 
Lori Abrishami, Planning Manager, Long Range Planning 



Executive Director of Countywide Planning 

Arthur T. Leahy · 
Chief Executive Officer 
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January 20, 2012 

Mr. Hasan lkhrata 
Executive Director ,., 
Southern California Associatioo of Govem·m.ents 
818 W. Seventh Street, 12!h Floor · 
Los Angeles, CA ~001 T-3435 

Re: Commenfs on the Draft 2012 Re·gional Transportation Plan 

Dear Mr.: lkhrata: 

Attachment. C 

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) appreCiates the opportunity to comment on the 
Draft 2012 Regional Transporta_tlori Plan (RTP), and is committed to worklhg with all 
leve,!s of government to address the future transportation needs of Southern 
California. As the operator of t~o of the region's commerCial airports, Los Angeles 
International (LAX) and Ontarlo International (ONT), and operator of Van Nuys 
General Aviation Airport (VNY), LAWA plays an important role in meeting the 
region's demands for air travel and goods movement. 

LAWA, as a proprietary department of the City. of Los Angeles, is responsible for 
operating its airports in a safe, efficient, and fiscally i'esponsible manner on behalf of 
our passengers and the citizens of each market service area. Furthermore, we 
must operate within the constraints placed upon our resources by federal Jaw and 
regulation, along with our contractus! obligations to our tenants and partner 
agencies. It is ln this context that LAWA provides the following comments to the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access portion of the RTP: 

1. Use of Airport Funds 

LAW A's first priority is to maintain safe and efficient airports. Our revenues and 
expenditures are used to support that effort and fulfill our commitment to supporting 
the national airspace system. All airports have a tremendous demand for capital 
improvements. 

As such, most airports depend on financial support from the FAA via grant funds for 
eligible construction and noise mitigation projects. In return for federal grant 
monies, the FAA includes grant assurances that limit use of airport revenue solely 
for aviation-related uses on airport property. Using airport funds for non-airport 
functions violates federal law and jeopardizes the airport's ability to receive federal 
grants. 
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Comments on the Draft 2012 
Regional Transportation Plan 

Nevertheless, LAWA seeks to partner with SCAG to find solutions to support ground 
access improvements to airports, other primary transportation facilities, and 
•secondary" airports in the region. 

2. Use of Airport Express Buses 

The RTP includes an "Action Step" which would plan and promote a regional system 
of airport express buses, modeled in part on the FlyAway® service currently 
operating at LAX. LAWA agrees that express buses are a promising solution to 
certain ground access problems. However, It has been LAW A's experience that 
express buses are most effective at airports with high passenger demand and in 
cities with concentrated populations of passengers and employees. Even then, high 
fares or significant subsidies have been required to maintain an effective level of 
service. 

LAWA has spent a great deal of resources carefully studying the feasibility of 
establishing new FlyAway., routes to serve LAX. However, even for LAX, with its 
extensive market area and passenger base, it has been a challenge to find station 
locations that are both viable and successful. LAWA Invites SCAG to continue 
examining ways to bring similar projects to other airports, but cautions that these 
services, by themselves, may not be effective in increasing passenger demand at 
"secondary" airports. 

3. Avlatjon Activity Constraints 

LAWA agrees that the aviation activity constraints in the region, and potential 
dispersion of that activity at other airports, should be re-examined in subsequent 
regional plens. 

4. Additional Technical Clarifications 

LAWA also wants to offer the following technical clarifications and comments to the 
RTP: 

• SCAG has reported a number of vehicle trips to LAX under existing 
conditions as well as undsr a future forecast for 2035, citing the LAX Master 
Plan EIRIEIS as a justification for those trip numbers. However, the 
numbers reported do not correspond to data that LAWA has previously 
reported or used in any environmental analysis. LAWA requests clarification 
of those data points. 

• LAWA recommends the following changes to Tables 4-6 and 4-7 in the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access sections of the RTP: 

o In Table 4-6, the fol'owing projects should be included in the list of 
projects completed since the project notice of preparation In 2008 
(footnote 1 ): Douglas St., La Clenega Blvd., Lincoln Blvd. (all), Nash St., 
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Regional Transportation Plan 

Sepulveda Blvd. (both), the 1-105 westbound off-ramp at Sepulveda 
Blvd., and the 1-405 at SR-90. 

o Two other projects on Table 4-6, Arbor Vitae St., and the 1-405 from 1-10 
to SR-1 01 , are under construction as of January 2012. 

o In Table 4-7, Project LAX-19, which includes lincoln Blvd. 
improvements, has already been completed. 

• LAWA recommends that SCAG include in the RTP a portion of the project 
referred to as LAX-10, widening Aviation Blvd. from Century Blvd. to 
Manhattan Beach Blvd. to 3 lanes in each direction. 

5. 2011 Air Passenger Survey 

Lastly, the 2006 LAX Air Passenger Survey was used to create several data points 
within this section of the RTP. LAWA is hoping to unveil the results of its 2011 Air 
Passenger Survey in February of this year. SCAG should consider updating its 
Appendix with this new data as it finalizes the RTP. LAWA will post the results of 
this survey on our website {http://www.lawa.org) once the report is completed. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the 2012 Draft RTP. We hope that these 
comments will be helpful in developing a successful plan for the region. If you have 
any questions regarding these comments, please contact Diego Alvarez, Regional 
Transportation Coordinator, at 424-646-5179 or dalvarez@lawa.org. 

Sincerely, 

Michael D. Fel n 
Deputy Executive Director 

MDF:DA:yl 
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January 30; 2012 

The Honorable City Council 
City of Los Angeles. 
Room 395, City fial1 

Dear Honorable Members: 

CITY OF LOS A N GELES 
CALIFORNIA 

Attachment D 

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
• MAYOR 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAlNABLE 
CO.MMlJNITIES STRATEGY 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

MIOWl ). tOCRANDE 
Ola!CTO« 

(213]978-1271 

1-U.N BELL, AICP 
Ofl'UlYOIR£CTOit 
(213) 978-1172 

EVA YUAN-MCDANIEL 
Dll'VTY OIR!CTO~ 
1213) 978· 1273 

VACANT 
Dll'VTY DI~£CTO« 
(213) 976-127~ 

FiJc: 0131978-1275 

INFORMATION 
www.plannlng.lac!ty.org 

The Department of City Planning (DCP) bas reviewed and prepared comments for your 
consideration regarding the Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
$trategy (RTP/SCS) prepared by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). 

The 2.012-2035 RTP/SCS includes land use strategies for addressing the region's mobility needs 
and desires for healthy, sustainable communities. DCP has worked with SCAG to ensure tbat the 
City's land use plans and programs are incorporated and the City's interests addressed in this 
long-range regional plan. This work has included collaboration with SCAG over the past two 
years to prepare the population, household and employment growth forecast for the City, ensure 
that this anticipated growth is consistent with the capacity reflected in City's land use plans, and 
ensure that this long-term growth is located according to the City's land use plans. 

DCP staff has identified five issues related to land use, and recommends changes to the 2012-
2035 RTP/SCS to better support the City's interests and role in the regional plan, presented in 
the draft letter to SCAG attached to this report. These include: 

A. Clarify the definition of "High Quality Transit Areas" where growth is focused; 
B. Clarify the definition of "Urban Centers" where growth is focused; 
C. Correc~ inaccurate representations of land uses and potential growth around station areas; 
D. Incorporate the 1,684 miles of bicycle facilities identified in the City's 2010 Bicycle 

Plan; and, 
E. Clarify the role of recently enacted streamlining provisions under the California 

Environmental Quality Act. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

l) Approve DCP staff recommendations regarding the Draft 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. 
2) Direct DCP staff to forward recommendations to SCAG. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

The proposed recommendations will have no fiscal impact on the General Fund. 

~~ · 
MICHAELJ~ 
Director of Planning 

KiN BERNSTEIN, AICP 
Principal City Planner 

/) ~~J / ~:/?'\ -~~~. 
\ ,./ • .44_AA LX -I t 
CLALllli,B~OWIN, CP-
c.ty Dl .....,_ 

~. • .a:"L"'l 

Attachment 

Jk~ 
Deputy Director 

f,rFAlf& 
Senior City Planner 

~ ~~c.J/~'-C! 
NA01vfiGUfH 
City Plar.n.ing Associate 



ATTACHMENT 

[Date] 

Ms. Margaret Lin 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818 W. Seventh St., 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Dear Ms. Lin: 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 

The purpose of this letter is to provide comments from the City of Los Angeles Department of 
City Planning (DCP) regarding the Draft 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/SuStainable 
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). DCP appreciates the collaborative relationship with SCAG in 
developing this plan, which has included working togethet: on the integrated growth forecast and 
understanding the City's land use plans and programs. 

The following addresses five land use issues and recommends changes to the 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS in order to better address the City's land use plans and projected growth. This 
includes: 

A. Clarify the definition of"High Quality Transit Areas" where growth is focused; 
B. Clarify the definition of"Urban Centers" where gro·wth is focused; 
C. Correct inaccurate representations of land uses and potential growth around station areas; 
D. Incorporate the 1,684 miles of bicycle facilities identified in the City's 2010 Bicycle 

Ph"l; and, 
E. Clarify the role of recently enacted streamlining provisions under the California 

Enviror.mentru Quality .Act. 

A. High Quality Transit Areas and Growth P21tterns 

The SCS frames growth patterns, in part, in terms of being within or outside of"High Quality 
Transit Areas (HQTAs)." An HQTA is defined as, "generally a walkable transit village or 
corridor, consistent with the adopted RTP/SCS, that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units 
per acre and is within a Yz mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service 
frequency during peak commute hours." HQTA boundaries are graphically portrayed in exhibits 
throughout the SCS. For the City of Los Angeles, the vast majority of the City's land area falls 
within HQTA boundaries, as seen in the following Exhibits: 4.4, 4.9, 4.13, 4.15, and Exhibits 19, 
20 and 21 in the SCS Background Documentation (see Attachment). 

These HQT A boundaries encompass all neighborhoods within a Yz mile radius and appear to 
indicate that grov.rth will take place throughout the area, including low density single-family 



neighborhoods and industrial districts. In fact, the City is far more discriminating, and adopted 
land use plans reflect carefully studied areas where growth can be absorbed. Generally, land use 
changes to accommodate growth are typically at transit stops and on parcels fronting transit 
corridors. Single-family neighborhoods are generally preserved. 

Recommendation: The City recommends that additional explanation be included on pages 112-
113 to better describe where growth is accommodated, as indicated by the following underlined 
text: 

"A HQTA is generally a walkable transit village or corridor, consistent with the adopted 
RTP/SCS , that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units per acre and is within a 'lS 
mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service frequency during peak 
commute hours. Tills was represented by the proportion of Greenfield versus Refill (infill 
and redevelopment) growth in each of the scen.arios. Within these boundaries. growth 
within a given jurisdiction is consistent with the intelrrated growth forecast for that 
jurisdiction and is distributed according to the jurisdiction's land use plans. Thus. while 
areas within Ya mile of a transit stop or corridor are walkable in relation to transit. not all 
such areas are tareeted for growth and/or land use chanszes." 

B. Urban Centers and Growth Patterns 

The SCS frames the overall land use pattern across the SCAG region around six factors. The 
HQTAs, discussed above, are one factor. Another factor is the region's urbanized core versus 
peripheral areas. Urbanized core areas, or "core centers," are defined in the SCS as, "areas where 
strategies such as compact r.ommunity design, mixed-us~ development, redevelopment of aging 
retail areas, greater housing variety, and additional transit service are more likely to succeed." 
Exhibit 4.5, Urban Centers SCAG Region (see Attachment), depicts the locations of these urban 
centers. However, ~icse ;..;;bcm ce:u.~ers do aot appc:ar to align with .he Llrban tentc::rs identified in 
Exhibit 4. 15 for areas within the City of Los Angeles. 

Recommendation: The City recommends that the relationship between Exhibit 4.5 and Exhibit 
4.15 be clearly described. If the two exhibits are intended to illustrate the same urbanized areas, 
staff recommends that the color scheme used in Exhibit 4.15 also be used in Exhibit 4.5. 

C. Land Uses around Station Areas 

The SCS projects higher density in urban centers, and anticipates growth in transit rich areas 
throughout the City of Los Angeles in order to demonstrate a decrease in GHG emissions by 
2035. DCP staff compared the city's General Plan Land Use to the SCS Land Use Pattern Maps 
and has found that in general the SCS is consistent with the City's land use density and land use 
designations. However, in closely examining 76 rail and bus transit station areas, DCP staff has 
found instances of inflated density, which inaccurately reflects the General Plan distribution of 
growth. 



Exhibit 21 Land Use Pattern Map 2035 (see Attachment) identifies urban centers with densities 
that are not consistent the community plans for these areas. Such centers would have residential 
densities ranging from 82 to 120 housing units or more per acre. This density is typical in the 
Central City and some adjacent neighborhoods, and is proposed for the Warner Center, but it is 
generally not appropriate throughout the rest of the city. 

In addition, the following issues were found in multiple station areas . . 

Multi-Family neighborhoods 
Densities up to 178, 145, or 61 units/acre that are too high for many sites 
Densities too high in areas adjacent to single-family neighborhoods 

Single-Family neighborhoods 
Increase in density in strictly single-family areas that are stable and where no growth 
is anticipated 
Parcels and Corridors in Historic Preservation Overlay Zones reflect density 
designations that are too high; these areas are stable with no projected change 
Residential uses reflected as commercial 

Commercial Corridors 
Density projections are too high · 

Industrial Land Use 
Industrial areas that are to be preserved as industrial are inaccurately represented as 
commercial or retail 
Industrial areas that show residential designations are an inaccurate reflection as these 
sites are preserved 

Public Facilities 
Land use changes !!.t school sites that are not projected to change 
High residential densities or commercial uses projected on public facilities such as 
along freeways, county jail, open space 

Recommendation: The City recommends that more appropriate representations of land use 
around station areas be made, ·which can. be identified on detailed annotflted maps of ttie station 
areas and provided under separate cover. 

D. Proposed Bikeways 

The SCS emphasizes the importance of active transportation options in meeting the mobility 
needs of the SCAG region, including walking and biking. While SCAG bas proposed a regional 
bikeway network, the SCS includes the contributions oflocalities in developing bicycle networks 
within the locality and linking to other transit modes, reflected in Exhibit 4.11 Proposed Bikeway 
Network SCAG Region (see Attachment). However, it appears that the City of Los Angeles' 
recently adopted 2010 Bicycle Plan for 1,684 miles of bike facilities across Los Angeles is not 
included in this Exhibit. Some segments of this bicycle network are in development and have 
been identified for funding, and are therefore included in the 2012 RIP list oftransportation 
investments. Including the full proposed bicycle network will support the long-term commitment 
to pursue resources for development of the network. 



Recommendation: The City recommends that the SCS include the bicycle facilities identified in 
the City's 2010 Bicycle Plan. 

E. CEQA Streamlining Incentives for Sustainable Land Use Patterns 

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS directly addresses the opportunity for relief under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under Senate Bill375, the requirement to prepare a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) was coupled with incentives to encourage sustainable · 
development and implementation of an SCS. The incentives are comprised of relief under 
CEQA, such as streamlined'documentation or exemption from environmental review 
requirements, for specific development types in specific locations, as long as such development 
is consistent with the land use reflected in the SCS. As any proposed d.evelopment is considered 
by local jurisdictions, this CEQA relief is at the discretion of local jurisdictions. However, as 

. written, the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS can be construed to indicate that CEQA relief is part of the 
land use plan and is available by right to all development that meets the qualifications. 

Recommenciation: The City recommends that the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS better reflect the 
opportunity for CEQA streamlining incentives through the following changes: 

1) In the discussion of the mandate to prepare an SCS (page 106 of the 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS), amend the last sentence of the second to last paragraph: 
''In addition, some projects consistent with the SCS 9fe may be eligible for 
streamlined environmental review . ., 

2) In Exhibits 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 regarding population, employment and household growth, 
respectively (see Attachment), remove the depiction of Transit Priority Project (TPP) 
areas. A TPP is oue pa..-ticular type of development that qualiiies for CEQA streamlining. 
Depicting this in these exhibits is cow.'l.lsing because a TPP is not defined. Furthermore, 
the depiction ofTPP boundaries detracts from the pml-'ose oft.1.e exhibits, which is to 
show where growth is directed over the planning period of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. 

3) In the discussion of Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) and Development Types 
(page 122 of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS), remove the brief discussion regarding CEQA 
streamlining and the adequacy of TAl-levelland use information. First, this point is 
difficult to understand as presented and requires further explanation. Second, this point 
pertains to incentives available to jurisdictions and developers, not to the modeling 
analysis. Lastly, this point detracts from the purpose of the section, which is to describe 
the approach to modeling land use and transportation information. This paragraph would 
thus read: 

''To conduct required modeling analysis for the RTP/SCS, SCAG 
distributes the growth forecast data to transportation analysis zones 
(TAZs) to capture localized effects of the interaction of land use and 
transportation. Additioaa:lly, SB 375 offers 1oee:l go·1ernments potential 
GEQA: relief for qucdified de·,•elopment projeets ooasisteat ... .,~t:li au 



adopted SCS. SGAG suggests that utilizing community types at the Tt\Z 
level of geography (·with aa average size of 160 square aores) offers local 
jurisdictions adeq;uate information and flexibility to make appropriate 
consistency fiadings for prejeets to be eligible to receive CEQA 
streamlining benefits. 
To further facilitate regional modeling of land use information from nearly 
200 separate jurisdictions, SCAG developed a simplified series of 
Community Types to represent the land use categories taken from the 
region's many general plans ... " 

4) A reference to the summary 9fthe CEQA incentive (page 148 of the 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS) should be included under the section ''RTP/SCS Next Steps" and the summary 
should be moved to follow this because the incentive can be used to encourage and 
facilitate implementation of the SCS and is therefore better understood as a "next.step." 
In addition, the summary should include a discussion regarding a jurisdiction's discretion 
in certifying the environmental review for a project, regardless of eligibility for 
stream] ining. 

5) In the SCS Background Documentation, the summary of the CEQA exemption (page 84) 
should include a description of a jurisdiction's discretion in certifying the environmental 
review for a project, regardless of eligibility for streamlining. 

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments. If you have any questions or would like 
additional information, please contact Naomi Guth at (213) 978-3307 or by email at 
Naomi. Gu.thla2lacitv. or g. 

Sincerely, 

J\.flCHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

Attachment 

CC: Ken Bernstein, Principal City Planner 
Naomi Gutb, City Planning Associate 
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exmorr 4.15 Land Use Pattern Los Angeles County (2035) 
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exm BIT t 9 Land Uso Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2008 
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EXIIIOIT 20 Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2020 
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~XIII BIT 21 Land Uso Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2035 

--- -··. ' ·· ...... ... . . .... .. . ..... . -~%-: ... ~. --- - •• ... • \. • ! a..r· · 

•• 
. .("' -- . ( ,, 

~ ). 

r-1 rl . ·=~ I [ /. ' \ J Lr---J, . .. ~., / "' ' . . I .,..:, i: . / , • .,-, 
\1; - r;i.:!i.i L- .:.: \. - " . tr-• ~ ' 

CJ ~ 1\ c:::::J ·.., c=::::::T , ••. 
.~ ' ' .. c -: :J 

lasVwl!llllas 

• 
" }i .. 

Urban 
City 
Town 
Suburban 

... , ..... n...-:r Rural 

CI HQTA 

.-...,IO\O.t.M-01-.t ... .._ 
"'TA·~-~-

t • 
:. u'i< i "'!:

1
:;...· £J 

"

1 

.~ ;L I 
~ I - ~.:..:::::..\.. 

'---1 1.. f'. .• 

t: .. .. · 

~ \ 

1, ~ I ..... -.~ 1 . . · ~ -... I .. - ~ .... . , 
... ... -

'~~ -· ~ .g 

-~ ~ 

~~~ ~: .. 
~· 

:·, ~.-.. 

. ~ .. :} ~};~·;~ 
' .... . ,; n.~· - ::• ' 

:· Norlll, t"'Angales 00\lnly 
•f , o1, 

• ~' ,. ~-~:-'1 

f ' 

. .i 
-l<-

,.. 

,1\No~·o Verdugo 

:: ' ..- , ,. . , ... 
,1 • , ~ Jil ;A 

N 

A 
~ .,M\!c-$ 



EXII IBIT 4.5 Urban Centers SCAG Re{Jion 125 
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O HIBIT 4.1 Population Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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EXHIBIT 4.z Employment Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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LXHIBIT 4.3 Housing Unit Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 
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~J.:~1.&MJ.e.!!_ .. ____ J __ !,_I?£a.1 .. !:!.!9 .. ~il.Y..:.::. · • W f'!P.!9~¥,~;:.:t<';.:-. •·! ~ Cg)dwaterCan~on·Boulevard. ,; Ventufa Blvd • .:..------·~'-..M§.!121ia -Blvd. . ...~: .-a."""...i-.1Ll!.!!!2Y!1.\!£~~:.fc?_~~·boo th(~g~ lao·e~t~~@~<l!!.._J<~)~~!~Ies.:..<2!!Y. __ .:.. . ..! 
i i i ! ! j Widening to add eastbound and westbound through lanes i ! 
L...!:2.~ .. ~o:!9.~J.~~ .... - ... - ...L. !:.o.9.!! .. !:!J~L--L_£'!P..'!~i.t>: ! Cc:Lrtm..6.~'!~~--.... -----.. -·..L ..... Y.!ctory B~~-----.......... - ............ .L .. _ .. ____________ , ......... - ... ___ L __ ~~':'P.9~.!!~..!!'1J!Lc sis.~!ll.. __ , .. _ ........ --.. ·--.. ·- ----L .. h2!.:~!)9!~e..£iJ.L .... J 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

Strategic Pr.oject's--. 
c:;ounty System C•tegory From/At I Project Description Lead Agen~y 

! I · ·! ,,, ·· • . ·~-~ 1· . · ;. '·"1. WldenSB Crenshaw Blvd to provide a SB right-tum only 
I f · . , • .... .•..• 1 ":..~ · . lane and redesign the WB off-ramp to reduce congestion • 

L._h<?!~ll~~s _J_~ .. !:!Js~L._ .. ___9!!P.!!£~L .•. _._, __ 11_..:.cre~!l~~.~-!lJ~Y!£_d ____ .~.J:J.Q .. W..B Qll·f!!!l.e...::. .. _:.. .... ;....L .. _.__:::___=--.L-::;::::=-::._. ·: · !~Jmll.f2Y4!..!!1!.!rJ!£!!.2!l~!.'!.!!~~.:~.:L~--·--r'·-... ~.!?.t~.9~~es 9..~.x.·"--·l 
j 1 , ! I Improve traffic now along Culver Blvd between Centinela 
I ! ! I Ave and 1-405 Freeway Including providing left-tum lanes at 
l-!:!:>s ~~J!~.---- .. ....l:!!~!!!!fl!lW.!L_ , __ £!!>!!£!!Y._ .. __J __ cut.~.~!?.!:!L~Y.!I!.!! _____ , ______ 9..!.!1.!!!!.~!.!!. Ave LJ:.4.9~-----·r' --~X,!!.gnai1M!.~ .. !~~!i>!!!.(~~.~din!l.!.!!9.LE!~.l!L~~--.. r .. -~.g!~.9.~~!..£!.\L. 
L ' . ! · • • :.<.1 j ·" ~.:. J~;., lntenedion widening to add through and/or t~m lanes,~ 

1

. 
1: I .. ·• . -~'I >-l<:. , , '•· .~ ·,·:. 1 ~adetrafficslgnaltoi~udenewphasln~asneededlo 

ll~~~les _!:.~J .. tl.!ll~~I!L._ ~~'1 ! DeSotoAY._e.!!,!.,_ r~ ~!!!!.I.!!.!! Blvd .'f..'{c:, I Clarl<St . ~ ._ ..... 'j.J!!!P.rOVelntersectloncapacity. - :·: . . los~.!..fjt 
----,- 1 i Widening to add eastbound and westbound right tum lanes c 

L los An~-L~~ . .t!.!i.hw!L_ Capacity I DeSoto Aveue Satlooyj>t ! and UJ.ISradeltal!ic algnal~~.lt 
! I I ~ t.~>;,..·, ·· ';• 'i! ... .:; '". C · -, 1 Wldeningtoaclddedicatedeastboundwestboundrighttum 
i . ! . '>·· . ..t'.,'!fJ'. Y., .n i·-. I, 'f'•.;:... ,, ':· laneandnorthbomdphaslll!llromleft-tumpermit\edto ! Los Angeles l local Highway Capacity ! DeSoto Street • .,t;~l_ 'i PartheniaSt '},.(;~~, •. rl .__ • ._.-,_., ..,., ,· -'- proleded. .· .. 
! ! ! i Widening to add northbound and westbound right-tum lanes 
! los Anoeles I local Hiahwav Caoacitv ! De Solo Street Califa St ! and inslall ,_traffiC sklnal 

Widen Enterprise SlatMileo St (near WS:10 Off-ramp) to 
Los AngeleS · i local Highway I Capacity r ! l:nterplise Street ,..;: ~. 1 Mateo St (nearWB 1-10 ~ ":;r'· --, · o:~ ,~ "' j im~lt\lcl( movement at curb returns · 

1 1 
' Widening to add westbound right tum lane and upgrade 

tratroe sional 
~ . , ! ,,~ ---~-~--, ~ ~. f. . ~ WklenFigueroasftO major highway standard from 62 n to 

! los~~~ · I Local Highway CaJW!Iy_ I .Figueroa Street~--- __ 146th St '; i Redondo Beach Blvd 80ft to provl!le 1/vee lanes in each dir~ __J_j.~eles.fJ!L-.1 r------ l -·· 1 i Widen to increase capacity and improve access to 1·5 Fwy; I 
L!:..OS~M~Ies__j~..!i!S..~!:t_ .~a~!!L I! Fletche.r..§!!.~t Brlda!_ ____ l,b._f3.!~------~----~~...,..~..- .,...!:!!.!!..~J!~e...~ .. ~-~'!.~...J!L----·--·-----.,...-·-.....-~~1!.! Cit.x, ___ _ 
1 ·~ 

1 
. •. .. . 'I:t . .. . ..... ;.r~r~·, . ..J . _ ;;·'\,~ ..... :1. \o-. ·~~r· -WidennorthotsalboaBivdovereo!vertand .w.!denwe~t'eg I . 

1 ': ~ : , . · "' . I ···~·;':' · :d • ,, :,;.~·. ~ \·1 ": ·• j: ~ ~~~(;\· !" .o of Foothill Blvd at Balboa Blvd. Upg~e traffic signal ~o '' ,, 
Li:~~_i!t~ __ 1l_J.~.!.tiJ~L- __ QI!P.M!!i.:... .. _l.:...L..£..oothtlL~~J!!~d ·---=·-- __ eai!?9.!.!?JY.!L ___ . ..:.~...:~ .• :.J_ ... :~ ·"""'~ . .L..:.' J b.~t .~ _J£1:l.P.!OY!J.!!!!!~~.!:.~LC?.!! . .!'::'!P.!~i-.. "--·.i:! ___ ,.:.:.. ____ . __ j_j...2!.6!J9.!.~4l.!.S;.!!L.:~. 
! I ., Construct a new bridge with bike path (Including equestrian 
i I i trail) over LA River at LAEC. Re-aligh the SR-134 freeway 
j , ! j on/off ramps at Forest lawn Dr. to Improve flow and ~ 
j __ !,~~!'!~9.~!!!,L._. __ L..h..~J.!:l.'.fl~!r ___ f.!e.I!.~.!Y.. .. _. ____ J Fore~~!~I?!fv_e ____ , ._!,!!!1.!.~·134 Bri~,A! ___ L.M_~lver -----·--- .E!~.!!l:·-·-·-·- __ !:~-~!!!!.£!!t_ 
i . f ... ·! , ! · , ~: , ' Widen Fountain Ave to add a left-tum lane at'each . ~ 
j.~~~.~9.~~.t-~ .tt.'.fl~~!'t--- r-£~P..~L-.:!..."-- I ;: Fountain Avenue -~.!!Oset Blvd . , l Westem Ave __ '!:.._ interaed~ROW acqulaltlon needed > ~!.6!2Qeies <;.l!x. 
, , i Widen Glenoaks Blvd to provide an eastbound rtghl·tum T 
i-h<2.~ AnJl~L-~. Local !!JS~¥..- Capacity ! Glenoaks Boulevard , Sun'!nd Blvd ! . .. ·~ . Ia"!, __ . los ~eles Cit't _ 
1 . , ,.~.., ~ 1 • >! WldenbrtdgeoverU$-101 FwytolmproveaccesstoU$- j l 
L LosAnQeles , . . localHiahwav CapacitY I GrindAvenueBridQe ~: CesarChavezAve i TemPleS! . ··ll' ~ 101 SR-110 M\resdloolanc:tGiandAve. . . 1:osAn,gelesCity 
! I i ! Widen the Existing bridge to provide dual left-tum lane onto • 
I ! j the 101 and 110 freeways on-ramps, includes, and add 
j Los Angeles local HIQhwaY Ca~ ! Grand Aveooe BridQe Over US 101 Fwv I throu9;!! lane and right-tool lane, and widen sidewalk. 

1 
Los Allgeles Cit~ 

' I 1 r " i: l c:~·:. · ··:· ~- Widen to provide contu-us ttwee through lanes in each 
i Los !ingeJ!!S 1 local Hpay Capacity · l Imperial tfl!lhwaY · Sepulveda Blvd : Perstililg Or dil'edion ,. 
! I ! ! Intersection widening to add through and/or tum lanes, and 
I ! ! upgrade traflic signal to Include ,_ phasing as needed to 

los 

j los ~eles 1 Local Highway Cap.!£!:\L l Irwin Street Owensmouth Ave ! De Soto St Improve lntenectloo capa!.:!!L_ . . $:o.s ~e~es City·-·. 
1 .: ! c- c• ·~ =·· . ., i <" •• WldenandreslrlpetoaccomrriOdat&threethroughlane~in ~ 
L los Angeles local H!9~ ,___.£!2!£11Y I t..8 Cieneg~ Boulevard Acl)or Vitae St ' J. .1-111th St ··-< e~ diredlon . . . :.,.., ' ~ . .. · . lo~g!!!!.Q!).Y. 
! ! i Widen and restripe to provide continuous three through 

L· .l,P..;;_A./.la~!S---c- ...,.!.~!!!11~- _9..1!P.!!~:!!'L------J---l:!!.I.~.· .. e:!:!.!!.~!~Y!~!L -~~~ ,!!J.vd . . . .. · ! .... !:a CJ!~!.§.lY .. \L..,...._.,... 1---i. ':!~!.!!!..!!.~ d[.~.!.~---.. --.-·------~~- ~.!:.9!!.:!19!.1.!!_<:;_.i),Y, __ ,_ 
! , 1• • • ·1 • .._ ., · · • . . · ),\.{ . . ! · ~ . , Wlaen the west side of Lautei._Canyo!' Jil.IV.~ SOU!!' of . , .~ . · 
i ·. . . , · "' 1 • '·~,?.:" ;. . . · ~. ' ~F> ! ., . . . ;r~. · · : .Mulholland Drto cany two solilhbourjd, ta,nes ltvough \lie ' l ,;,. . > ,· ' 
t__!:~~.~etes _____ t_h~L!::fJs~-·- .::...9.!~j!Y.:_ ___ l __ h.~.ureL9.!!.!).Y.9.!! .. ~\l..!lJ.!!Y.!r..c.! ••. _ '' .... M!:!!.hPJ!!n!!.P.l_-~;.< :ii!.f-__ .. _-.:....:....:' ,~~,~-~' · '' ' .. ~Wi~;~~';m;c-a-,t-~a-ns&tAcouiii'Y~~J;v~Ilincoi~li·i~i·· ·-... ~.2~-Ans!!!!.s:J!Y..: .••• 
i , i l between Jefferson Blvd & Fiji Way including removing the 
i I 1 i existing boHieneck by replacingtwidening the existing bridge 
i I j ... to provide an add'l lane In each direction & on-street bike 
L. .•. ~.!?..~-~!;!fl~!~----,---h~!.!:i!llt!~r- _f_~P..~J!L---~- llnc<?J.!l.!!.9.!!.!~Y!.~--- .,_.~.~-~!!!~ BI~!!._ __ _L.f!l! . .'.Y..!!.Y. _____ ~...,... ~~s ---· ~· --·-
! _j ' j ·· . · ·~-; 'I 'j}' :;.. ·~ Remove jut-outs on MaClay at Gladstone and lnstall a new 
~s ~!S Local Hl~1.-....:_~~ i M~.Y.§.!~et Glactstone Ave ·.-:! "' • tralflc sl9!l!l ..,.·...,...·---:-:----· 
1 I i ! Widen the north side or Magnolia Blvd. to provide an 
I los Angeles Local Hh:Jhwav Capadtv I Magnolia Boulevard Cah~a Blvd ! Vmeland ~ve (north sid!) additional lane In the westbound diredion. 

February 6, 2012 

~-"-!?!.!:!.19.!!.!!.£.i!Y..._._.I 
J:..~.~!_!es City ···1 
los I 

2 of5 



City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

~ 

System t 
I= 

Route Name 

StrategJC Projects 
FromJAf. ;,· . l Project Description - Lead Age~cy 

, 1 , I ;r..,... 1 Widening to add Exclusive nght-tum tanes·ror au 
_ .!,osAIIgeles I LocaiH~~L i Ca .!<1asonAvenue --'-------- i. Satico_Y.St __ ", .• - ~· ·, 7 ;; .. •·· : L .. .!!.l?.e£~andupgradetra.!f1Csigna! __ .. , I Lo!_~.9!!!sCitr 1 

.
1
. :±= ! ! Widen Mission Road to provide an adciHional through lane in I 

! d I ! each dicedioo, an<l install new pedestrian signal at Sichel 1 . 
! LO$ Allg_!!~s 1 Local Hl!£1~!Y.. Ca · -· Mlsslon Road Gr[f1in Ave f ___ M!rengo St -·-·- 1 Street ---- ---·-- i !,.~.!_~eles Crty j 
1 t .. ,. , ~ . --· Widen Moorpark Ave. to increase capacity aoolnstan street I 1 

rl Lo!.~!l~S LocaU:i!9!l~ ca city M~t!Y.~ue -- ~men Ave Mammoth Ave ___ ~;., I' w~J!nd gutter. - ..l..:. ....J__j,_os Angeles City_ 
, ! Glade seperate North Main Street over the exlting Metrollnk l 
j ! 1 and freight tracks; reduces delays for vehicles aoo transit 

~-.h!?~eles 1 ~~l!:IJ9.hway i ~!_P.acity ! ~~~-~.!!.~Street [. Albion St i !!.!!.!!.!:! traveling on Main Str~t__ ·-- Los ~eles _£!!L_ 
1 i I · • ! , ! t l::,;: r 1 Widen N. Spring SL between Roundout SL to Baker Sl from 

I i l I · ~ i ·· •. i .. r; >ff! I 44 ft. to an ~ roadway width and lllstalllandscaped . . 
~ Los Angeles .... J. Local Highway__, __ f_af)SCi!y North Spring Stre~ .Roundout St ~· BI!!,~[§J ' • F --·1 'medians ;::~·r,<~ . --· · L!?_!.M.9.!l!!..f.!!L_j 
! , 1 Improvements to the Intersection by increasing the cub ! ,. 
i I 1 return radius of all four comers and Olympic Blvd i 

~
'• LO$ A.'!iil!!!~~ Local Hia.h~X I Capaci!X i Olympic B~evard _§.g~<?_§! .. . ~- ........ _., ~ _ ''>:£' ,.,,..,.-. a~~:..'39~ requlfed ,-. - .. ~- ; -~-:~,;~.~ Angel~s C!!Y_,_--~-· 

~.Ma~!~ Local.!:i!fi!~W~ I capac1ty i . Ol.yme.!;.i£.~2,\!levant . (.;. . ... .Alameda St . 'p.~ ~_---· - _, .._ . ~ ....... _,·_;·~~it~ '• Wlde·n. to i.£!1.1?!'_~y~~. Lf~~'!~-way. reg. uif. !d. -.~.L ... : ; ;k~s . eles c.~.-i j ! Widening curb retrun to Improve truck movement through the 

.!?.~ .. f..!l9_~1es .!:.g.£!1!.!:!!9hway ~ C~.m!£1.\¥. 1 Ol~~oulevard .. ! . Santa Fe Ave •.. ,, _ ; -,-.,-- int~.!!zction. • . .., -~ .< : -~-~ los ~eles CLIY._ . 
1 t ~ '~·:y:-!0" ·~ .·1- .;.1, #. . , I J-~ P.l.r l ~~ ! . :>X ~!--· ::-~ 

I I ±=• v-- • ' •• , • 1 ';=:; · .; ~ ;;'.;' ·• '::'' ! Wldenlr~g to add soulhboun<l aoo eastbound ifght':tum lanes,! "· 
t Los Mgeles .

1
1 . .....!:.~~1 H a ~-- --~sniouth Av~.!!\1.!!. ... -- - 1 Can~ £1!.~Q£. Private i ~ · . ~ <>".J ~. • _j"" add a llOI1hbou\d le~·tum lane, and IIJ!SI!!g!..'!i!.!f!.C_slanat. ,

1 
LO!.~!!!J...fl!r___J 

i M J Wldenmg to add northboun<lleft-ltm and upgrade traffic . j 
! Los Angf!les __ 

1 
Local Hig~y _____ .. CSp!ICily ---~ Owensmouth ~ve.nue S~r..§t ..• , .:,;- _ , J .. --::~ 

1 
si9nal. .. -·-·-- ... -... ; . . Los A!!lleles City 

1
, 

! ~ . I . · ;, _ . -;~ "'~~:.a. 'l .:' ,. ·=:' .. ~-- · :~;.lb,~ · · 1l Oxnard ~et widening from 75ft. exiting ROW to 100 fl. ' · 

I .. I · 1 ::;- -. 'l .~:.. ~ :t < ';i{7 •. (Requite.~.~~ional ROW) to allow through lane 111 eiiCII 'l 
r-1.~-~Jl.~es L0£!!!.!:!!.9!l~ay CSQ!9,t\y_ i Olcna"1 • .§!!.:~t ·- ~ · .. ! . r._~e Oak Ave ,_.. ..:_ __ 

1 
Llndle Ave -iz::..~.- direction . ..:.::::_ . •. "'..:.. --·-... ___ t,.!?_s ~eles Clt.L_ .. 

l 
1 i ; ! Intersection widening to add through and/or t~ lanes, and 
I ! I I I upgrade traffiC signal to include new phasing as needed to 

-..... ~P.!.~~9e1es i L~~.!:!.!~

1
!_capac~~!':!i!!fSI Street ---··r!_ AMC Owy • i 0e S!?.\o SL~. 1 l!!!.P.f.£Ve lntersedlon caeacJtL ---· Los .!!.!!.~ c'!.Y..--: 

[:.c 1 ::.,.~ f . . . ;·~ <'"' • """'-~~ { f l~ersectlon widening t~~~d through and/or tum lanes, and . .< 1 ; . :, .. , ,.: ~ ~ 5d' ·,' ; ! upgrade trat!lc signal to 111CIIIde new phasing as needed to . ~· i Los ~.!!.L .. __ l Local Higtr.var;__,_l ___ Capacl!y ~ l~ - Rueda BOuJevilfd . • .. . Burbar.1!SJ!!)!d • . ·' . _\:!.~: .. ! 01 F":VY we ra.!!'..P.!._ lm e lnte,!sed!!?ll~~y~ .. _....... I LC?S A(lJI!!es c· 
l ~ Widen the bridge to improve the capacity and to add the 1 

~
~! ...... - L~Hlg!}~~L-J~rty___ _ RlversideQ.~!:!'~.~. SR-134Fv.y __ ..... ---- bikelane__ . I ... \:-.~I)SeJes City __ j 

~/ . 1 ., ._.,_ j .. -.. ! . :1 ~ ·' , : ' " Reconfigure ~x]sUng ramps and construct new ramps to • · • 
s-~~9~~s L~.Highway · . i CS~1L--. , RobertSOIJ .. ~,Y.enue I 1'!.\!.\f.~aiBivd _:.: .. .:!i.' _JI·10Fwylntercha.!'S~------.l!!!~~['~itf ... _..... _ ....... los~elesCity •. _ .. 

i l I i 1 Realign Roxford St. at Sepulveda Blvd. by widening curb 

s.~S~Ies , ~.....!:.g£1!!.!;!!shway 1 ~-!.e. ..!!£'!L I Roxf~.§..~!:_eet _ ~-·--f~ .. _.§~pulveda Blvd ·--.. -~ ... l • radiu~enhance traffic now. ·---·- ·--· .. LO$ Angeles C!!Y,_,.J 
! - . · 1 ;J..; .: j'- · ·- I' l ~1~c:c• 1 l~stall_ace~ter-reo:'ersib.lela~orithaOidRoadt~P.f~ide .t-- _ 
! . l ::: . .,. ;. . ' · 1 •.. , ;cl 1 extr!l capacity dt.mg pea~'h,l)uts along an approx'ma!£1Y.~ 

1 
.l · , 

i:_~M ""'"' - ' ~...lli!i!!o!Y i C>: - .....§» ,......,Rood__ .,_ ""..C:.~''· "';', · Foxfort! .. §.! ~ :l :l ...!!ll!~~menl .... ...:t~l: ,., ..... ~. · · l Los ~!!es Cit.y 1 
i ~ Widening curb retrun to improve truck movement through the ! · I Los~!!- Local H!9_~Y..,...._ Capacity . . Santa Fe Av~~- .. POf!!!.~-~! .. , -·-~ ~-· -~tersection. _ • ·---·-.... 1 Lo!~Jl,.~~ • ..... . .: . ,, · l . ·.·~V,, 1,-f':,. .. .. :;- Constructgrade:;eperattonandextendro!ldwaywesterly · · 
Lb.!?.s Ange!!L Locallj_!S~~..Y- ca Y .... :::.....:-._ 1 Saticoy.§!~~L:'- ' .! _y~~~Bivd ::;.-____ .:.. .• I!JoodmenAve . ... :! .... : .. _ frornWoodri)~!)AVetoVanNuys.J!~t!2>' • 
I l l i Widen to major highway standard and increase Nmber or 

~'.!.!l.t.-~iil!!!.!!s • L~!.l:!.!a!)wa~ !' Co:- I ~L&.•wn I ~ .. .!1!!<.1!'&1 BlVd 1 Otym~ Bly.!!_. ·-·--.. --. lhr!?'!.ll!l . .!......at!!:.~f.!X1l. two to lln!l.!!l" .. .!!.. --~·-b!?.s Angeles C.!!Y _ __ ... 

I 1 - ~· ••· 1 '- · ~:~ I · · J Pannenng with CU!vef.:.City & LA <;:ounty, ldantify and '·' 1 
! .. ~~ _ ' __ ~ . ,, ~ .''' ,.. .~'-~· }_ _ l . ~ ~ · i .- \mp]ement ways of lnii)roving traffic flow, carrying capaqty, ,, ·· · I 

I ! ' · · , -~ ·• ! · ·:r~4 f. ·and et!lclency lrlthe utilizati9fl,ofltle Sepulveda Conidor . ,~ ; 

[ Los Allgalea. • .. L Local HighWa . Ca · • '.' -~!P.Uiveda Boule. v·.Bil!.f£.njdor Wilshire B. lvd r ~ LAX--·----~~. . .. · from Wilshire. to LAX...... '" ;,; . ·_ _ . :., . Los ~.- le £.!l.L.J I 1 Widen existing tunnel to provide add'rtional traffic lanes and ; 1 
[ Los~eL~.!l-........... 1 LocaiHijjhwaL . Capacity -~pulvedaTun~l_ Mufh9U~_.!!Bridge ··.,.,.-·--- ---· blkelanes . ._,....,. . .- .• .,.. ! ..!:~!.~!l~J·.:::es~C!!'IIL--l 

~ 
,:< ·- I "' · .. · ! . ·"' ~-- , :i':· -<·r • •· .. ·,, : Intersection wid~ning to add llvooghand{Or tum lanes, 81\d •. 
'" ': c I ! ! ; ;.. .··'·I . . . -~\ , .. r ... upgrade traffi9'~signal to 1nclllde new pl'lil~Jng as needed to .. ~ <; ':.." 

os2-~9.!!!.!!... I Local H!g~~y... Cap~!,r,..., ____ ~ l Shennan V:!!Y...~.J.~ ·"'"I ~Slf.~-~D .. .f<ve ·"·l: · DeSoto St ;•, .~;?:.... 11 ~!!!!!!f.~.~ion cae!9ty. _ ... ,.:........ . ..... Jos AnQbles City 
l 'I l 1 Widening to add northbould right tum iar~e 81\d upgrade I i 1 l traffic signal to include northbound protected left·t~ 

~_1~.~-t.I)S&Ies i \,~1 Highway . Capi!~).Y s_~J?..~venue .• L .. ~~n Ave - .... - __ .. i J)l)asl'lQ... --·--·-·- ---- Los Angeles ~.J!X __ _ 
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f. County 

City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

System Categ~ry Route Name 

Sfiiltegic ~rojects 
From/At Project Description Lead Agency 

! ~ ;_,._ I I . ; I ' " I _,,,. ..... _..,.,.,"" ..... """" i . :·; . . : · . , _;) .. !. ··• .c·:~:·~~ I tJ:aflicsigraaltolndudewestb<iund!indllOfthbcluldprotected - ~~ . 

.J:_os All eles Local Highwa~ _9_~ I Sh2,!!,e_~venue ..s '. • • ._:9xnard St ' ""':;· r .~::.._. ' ::'1 ~le!!;~l}.!!'l...2.t:!!'.si!!9!_ ' t.. Los Angeles §_it_L_j 
Widening to add eastbound right turn lane and upgrade i 

Los eles _ Local ~ _ Vanowen St _ ----- _ traffic signal Los AlliJ.!Il1!!.9.!!L_j 
. }'t ~ I . J •• ..;•. ·' 'I ~.; • !' ,_;·• ~/'.;;. . "' ·Widening to;add northbound right l\llllane and upgrade 1 

Los All ~- 1 Local Hig!l~~1. __ Avenue ·-p Y> I SIJ.ennan ~!Y ··•·n 1 ·-- ~'.:.:.;..: ~ tramc 
i i i Design and construction or street improvements and signage 

~~!l!:.!es l L~JJ:!!S..~!Y. Ca .'Y •.. .,...._ Slauson A~~()):J_!__ ! _Qren~J:!aw Blvd -· i Alameda S1 ,__ ror local a~.~«:.a)onal traffic. ---····-... i ..... k~.~ An9eles City 
: . ,_ .. , ·,. ~· i 't .- 1 ,;... '-4: • 
1 

" ' •• , • 
1
. , .• ,.,;:; :J · C. W!denl?g t~add a southboUnd rfght-tum lane and upgrade, · . 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

Strategic Projects 

System Cat.gory Route Name 

; Los Angela I Local Hlglf.Nay I Transit '' ., I Downtown LA Streetcar 

February 6, 2012 

Project Description 
Construct 4-mile ftxe<klta I.Wban stre.icar ci.l'tiUJMOr systems 
to serve dOwntown areas oncludes Bla'lker HiU, Gtlnd 
Avenue and Musk: Center, Historic Btoactway .net 1M 

1 Lead Agency 

Historic core. Soulh Plllk, LA Live end the Los Angelos , I I 
Coovermon Certer. ~' Los !\!!jlelea City 1 

s ors 



FORM GEN. 160 (Rev. 6-80) 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

January 30, 2012 

The Honorable City Council, City of Los Angeles 
c/o City Clerk, Room 395 
Attention: Honorable Bill Rosendahl, Chair, Transportation Committee 
Attention: Honorable Ed Reyes, Ch ir, PLUM Committee 

Jaime de Ia Vega, General Manager 
Department of Transportation 

Draft 2012 Regional Transportation an I Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (CF 11-1223) 

This report provides additional comments regarding the draft 2012 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS), being prepared by 
the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). These comments 
supplement those comments approved by Council and the Mayor as indicated in the 
attached Council action of October 5, 2011. 

Recommendations 

1) Approve the comments provided in this report as City of Los Angeles comments 
to SCAG on the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS). Following the submittal of these comments to SCAG, the 
Department of Transportation will continue to collaborate with SCAG in an effort 
to have the City's comments substantially incorporated into the RTP/SCS and 
related Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR). 

2) Authorize the Department of Transportation to transmit comments to SCAG that 
are substantially consistent with those contained in this report, including the 
attached comments from other departments. 

Summary 

Every four years the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) prepares 
a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the six-county region. The 2012 RTP/SCS 
includes planned transportation projects and demographic assumptions through the 
year 2035. The plan presents a strategy for the investment of $524.7 billion in the 
region's transportation system between 2012 and 2035 and, for the first time, a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) for the six-county region. 

The SCS, required by SB 375, focuses on reducing greenhouse gas emissions (GHGe) 
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from cars and light trucks by means of several strategies, including integration of land 
use and transportation planning , transit system expansion, and transportation demand 
management (TOM). The Cal ifornia Air Resources Board (CARS) established regional 
GHGe reduction goals of eight percent per capita by 2020 and thirteen percent per 
capita by 2035, compared with 2005 levels. SCAG's analysis indicates that the draft 
RTP/SCS would achieve the 2020 target, and would exceed the 2035 target with a 
GHGe reduction of sixteen percent. 

According to SCAG's analysis and modeling, the draft RTP/SCS also meets the federa l 
conformity requirements for air quality. It is important to note that reduqing GHGe is not 
required for achieving air quality conformity. Therefore, although many of the strategies 
that achieve air quality conformity also assist with GHGe reductions, the two analyses 
are generally independent of each other. 

A Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also requires that there be reasonably available 
funding sources. The RTP proposes expenditures of $524.7 billion, and SCAG states 
that without new revenue sources the RTP faces a funding shortfall of approximately 
$219.5 billion . Various means to make up the shortfall are set forth. The RTP suggests 
that $127.5 billion of the shortfall could be addressed by action at the State or Federal 
level to increase the gas tax $0.15 per gallon between 2017 and 2024. The RTP states 
the State and Federal government could then replace the gas tax with an indexed 
mileage-user fee of $0.05 per mile beginning in 2025. If the mileage-based fee was not 
implemented , then there would be a need to further increase the gas tax to generate 
the revenues that would have been created by the mileage-based user fee. Although 
these proposals depend primarily on State and/or Federal action, they deserve further 
discussion within the City as the implementation year of 2017 approaches. 

SCAG is to be commended for a multi-year effort to develop the 2012 RTP/SCS, 
including an unprecedented outreach effort. In particular, the passage of SB 375 
required an extensive public education campaign including outreach to cities, 
environmental, public health and business groups. SCAG conducted a series of 
periodic workshops across the region, which included preparation of in-depth graphic 
and narrative presentation materials. The City appreciates the outstanding outreach 
effort, both to the City itself and across the region. 

Pursuant to the Council action of October 5, 2011 , and in accordance with past 
practice, LADOT has reviewed the draft 2012 RTP/SCS and compiled proposed 
comments to SCAG. In addition , LADOT has coordinated the preparation of these 
comments on the RTP/SCS with other City departments that are most impacted by the 
RTP. LADOT very much appreciates the cooperation of the departments of Los 
Angeles World Airports (LAWA) and City Planning each of which have provided 
comments. The Port of LA has indicated that it does not have formal comments at this 
time. In addition, the Metro staff report on the RTP/SCS is also attached for reference. 



Honorable City Council -3- January 30, 2012 

Report to City Council. dated September 21 . 2011 
On October 5, 2011 , the City Council adopted a joint report by the Departments of City 
Planning and Transportation entitled "Alternatives Proposed by SCAG for the 2012 
Regional Transportation Plan I Sustainable Communities Strategy" (CF 11-1223). This 
report, dated September 21, 2011, provided comments on four draft scenarios for the 
RTP/SCS, released by SCAG in July 2011 . Specifically, Attachment A of the report 
identified proposed RTP/SCS strategies that City staff believed would, if adopted, have 
a potential impact on the City. For purposes of the report, "impact" was defined as a 
significant change from adopted City policy. Staff believes that the report, dated 
September 21 , 2011 , continues to reflect City policy with regard to many of the 
strategies presently included in the draft RTP/SCS. 

One of the objectives of the report was for the City's comments to be incorporated into 
the RTP/SCS. We are pleased to report that to a large extent the City's comments 
appear to have been acknowledged by SCAG and therefore the RTP/SCS does not 
include several of the specific proposals of concern. Specifically, three of the concerns 
raised, and the status of the strategy in the draft RTP/SCS, are as follows: 

1) Phased implementation of 5% of major arterials to have dedicated bus 
lanes. As requested by the City, the RTP does not include a specific 
percentage for implementation. As explained in the September 21st 
report, the City supports careful and selected implementation of bus 
lanes, but does not want to commit to implementing a specific percentage 
of bus lanes on City arterials. 

2) 10% of primary and secondary arterials to include bike facilities. As 
requested by the City, the RTP does not include a specific percentage for 
implementation. As explained in the September 21st report, the City 
supports careful and selected implementation of bike lanes, but does not 
want to commit to implementing a specific percentage of bike lanes on 
City arterials. Rather, the City supports the specific implementation of its 
adopted Bicycle Plan . 

3) Cordon pricing around key activity centers- initial pilot projects in 
downtown Los Angeles and potentially LAX complex. As requested by the 
City, this project has been included in the Strategic Plan portion of the 
RTP/SCS, which acknowledges that the project still requires further study 
and has not been officially approved by the City. 

Discussion of Policy Concerns and Comments 

Although most of the concerns raised in the September 21 , 2011 report appear to have 
been addressed, LADOT has identified additional areas of concern with regard to the 
draft 2012 RTP/SCS, which was released for public comment on December 20, 2011 . 
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LADOT has comments and concerns in the following areas: 

Project List for RTP/SCS 

The RTP includes an extensive project list. As stated in the Project List appendix, the 
list is divided into three sections, as follows: 1) The Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP), which forms the foundation of the RTP project 
investment strategy and represents the first six years of already committed funding; 2) 
the Financially Constrained list of projects not included in the FTIP but which have 
"reasonably available" funding; and 3) the Strategic Plan representing an unconstrained 
list of potential projects that the region would pursue given additional funding and 
commitment. 

As with past RTP cycles, LADOT has reviewed all three project lists. The FTIP and 
Constrained project lists appear to include, with one exception, all City of Los Angeles 
projects with either committed or reasonably available funding. These lists are 
developed through ongoing coordination between City, Metro and SCAG staff. The one 
project that should be added to the FTIP list is a Transit Bureau project as follows: 

TIP ID LAF5427- DASH Clean Fuel- Five Higher Capacity Vehicles (Purchase 
five 35-foot CNG clean-fuel buses to replace five 30-foot propane vehicles). 
SCAG is aware that this project needs to be added to the FTIP project list, and it 
is pending to be added to the list. 

Regarding the Strategic Plan list, in an effort to expedite many as yet unfunded City 
projects, LADOT has prepared the attached list of approximately ninety projects that the 
City is requesting to be added to the Strategic Plan. 

Additionally, LADOT wishes to draw attention to both the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan and 
Mobility Hubs initiatives (a First Mile/Last Mile strategy). These efforts support both the 
Active Transportation and Transportation Demand Management strategies of the RTP. 
The RTP includes numerous references to expanded bicycle facilities and other First 
Mile/Last Mile strategies, and therefore these strategies are presumably included with 
likely funding in the Financially Constrained plan. However, to the extent these 
initiatives are not included in the Constrained plan they should be added to the 
Strategic Plan. 

Importantly, Metro staff has also reviewed the RTP and found that it includes all the 
projects and programs in the Metro 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). A 
copy of the Metro staff report, dated January 18, 2012, is attached for reference. The 
RTP does not model the 30/10 (Fast Forward) proposal for Measure R projects, 
because the proposal has not yet been approved by the Metro Board, and still requires 
federal approvals. However, SCAG is supportive of the 30/10 proposal and will likely 
amend the RTP if the proposal secures additional approvals. 
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The Metro report also highlights key projects, within Los Angeles County, included in 
the RTP which are not included in Metro's 2009 LRTP. These key projects include: 

• East-West Freight Corridor will be studied along a five mile band generally 
following the SR-60 corridor between the 1-710 and the 1-15. 

• Phase I of the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is in the draft 2012 
RTP in the Constrained Plan, pending an agreement between the CHSRA and 
Metrolink to identify funds to bring local systems up to higher speeds (11 0+ mph) 
where possible. 

• A regional Express/HOT Lane Network that expands Metro's Fast Lanes pilot 
project to include the 1-405 and SR-91 . This goes beyond the federally funded 
pilot studies on the 1-10 and 1-110 freeways. 

As an overall comment, the City wishes to emphasize that, for future RTP/SCS project 
lists, the City, Metro and SCAG need to continue the effort to improve connectivity 
between various transit systems. For example, in South Los Angeles County, there 
needs to be greater emphasis placed on the development of feeder systems to connect 
and support the Blue, Green, Expo and Crenshaw lines. These systems would include, 
but not be limited to, expanded Bus Rapid Transit and improved bicycle and pedestrian 
linkages. 

Recommendation: 

As described above, the City should request that SCAG include the attached list of 
projects to the Strategic Plan. Additionally, to the extent the Los Angeles Bicycle Plan 
and Mobility Hubs are not included in the Constrained Plan, they should be added to 
the Strategic Plan. 

Land Use Strategy and Sustainable Communities Strategy Map for 2035 

As stated in the SCS Background Documentation appendix, page 110, one of the goals 
of the SCS is "to identify strategies that can reduce per capita vehicles miles traveled 
(VMT) over the next twenty-five years." Among other strategies such as Transportation 
Demand Management, Transit etc. , one of the key strategies for reducing VMT is the 
land use strategy. Essentially, this strategy involves reducing VMT through the 
gradual implementation of smart growth policies, including Transit Oriented 
Development, whereby new development is focused near transit stations and high 
quality transit corridors. The City is supportive of smart growth policies and has been 
working for many years to advance smart growth planning in a variety of ways. 

LADOT realizes that the Department of City Planning has a major role in the review of 
the land use strategy of the SCS. However, because the land use strategy involves 



Honorable City Council -6- January 30, 2012 

residential density increases near transit stops and transit corridors, the strategy, if 
implemented, will impact the City's transportation infrastructure needs by 2035. 
Accordingly, LADOT has reviewed the SCS land use strategy. 

The 2012 SCS includes Land Use Pattern Maps for each SCAG subregion, based upon 
five Community Types (Urban, City, Town, Suburban and Rural). The maps show the 
development pattern, according to SCAG, that is "likely to occur" by 2020 and 2035. 
However, the maps utilizing Community Types are at a "macro" level. The five 
Community Types actually include thirteen Development Types which give a more 
detailed picture of the land use pattern that the SCS proposes. 

Because LADOT wished to examine more closely SCAG's desired and projected land 
use pattern for the City, LADOT requested that SCAG provide a map of the City for 
2035 in which development patterns are shown by the thirteen Development Types. 
Accordingly, SCAG provided a map entitled "City of Los Angeles Year 2035 Preferred 
Scenario by Development Type," dated November 7, 2011 (SCS map for 2035). The 
SCS map for 2035 represents what SCAG desires and believes is "likely to occur'' by 
2035, categorized by SCAG's thirteen Development Types. It therefore represents a 
developed, rather than merely a planned, environment. 

LADOT has compared the SCS map for 2035 with many of the maps for the City's 
adopted 35 community plans, which are found on the Department of City Planning 
website. It is evident that the SCS Map for 2035 is not consistent with many of the 
Community Plan maps, and shows a level of residential density considerably higher 
than shown on the adopted Community Plan maps. In particular, the SCS Map 
appears to show much fewer single family neighborhoods, defined as approximately 
seven units per acre. Because the SCS map for 2035 shows residential densities that 
are different than shown in the adopted Community Plan maps, if implemented, the 
map would impact land use patterns and the need for transportation infrastructure. 

It is true that the SCS states, and SB 375 provides, that the SCS does not supersede 
local land use policies (see page 158 of the RTP/SCS main document). Therefore, 
revising the City's land use policies to be generally consistent with the SCS map would 
be voluntary. However, although voluntary, the concern is that, unless the City 
indicates otherwise, the adoption of the RTP/SCS by the SCAG Regional Council may 
imply to SCAG and other parties that the City supports the implementation of the land 
use pattern described in the map. Moreover, the SCS states in Table 4.3 (page 150) 
that local jurisdictions should "Update local zoning codes, General Plans, and other 
regulatory policies to accelerate adoption of land use strategies included in the 
RTP/SCS Plan Alternative." 

Recommendation: 

The City should clarify that it is the City that determines its own land use .policy, and the 
adoption of the RTP/SCS, including the land use strategy and maps, does not imply 
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that the City will implement the development pattern described in the land use strategy. 

The City should indicate to SCAG that the SCS Map for 2035 appears to be 
inconsistent with many adopted Community Plan maps. Further, changes to adopted 
land use policies and plans must go through an established City process, subject to 
Mayor and Council approval. This process includes an extensive and robust 
community outreach effort. The SCS Map for 2035 represents SCAG's "vision" of the 
City's developed land use pattern for 2035. However, the City may or may not 
implement the land use pattern described on the SCS Map for 2035. 

CEQA Streamlining · 

The adopte9 September 21, 2011 City-report, prepared by the Planning and 
Transportation departments, included the following comments: 

"The Sustainable Communities Strategy will include land use maps which will 
facilitate CEQA streamlining of development projects. According to SCAG staff, 
the CEQA relief provided by SB 375 is substantial. Therefore, the City should 
carefully review the draft SCS land use maps to ensure the maps are consistent 
with adopted City land use plans. 

SB 375 allows for CEQA streamlining provided a proposed project qualifies as 
follows: 

1) The project must be consistent with the land use designation contained in 
the land use maps included in the Sustainable Communities Strategy. 
The maps will describe land use densities and types according to SCAG's 
Land Development Categories (LDC's). 

2) The project qualifies as a Transit Priority Project (TPP), as defined by SB 
375. To qualify as a TPP, a project must meet certain minimum density 
requirements and must be located within Y2 mile of either a "major transit 
stop or high-quality transit corridor" (SB 375- Section 21 155). According 
to SCAG staff, most of the City qualifies as a TPP area because of 
existing transit stations and corridors. 

CEQA streamlining, according to information provided by SCAG, will allow many 
projects meeting the above two criteria to receive the equivalent of a "mitigated 
negative declaration" in the development review process. This could impact 
development review by several departments, including Planning and 
Transportation. 

The City requests that SCAG provide copies of the draft SCS land use maps for 
review by the Planning and Transportation departments, and the Council and 
Mayor, prior to SCS adoption ." 
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The above comments provide an overview of CEQA streamlining. A more complete 
description is provided on pages 84 and 85 of the SCS Background Documentation 
appendix for the draft 2012 RTP/SCS. This section begins by stating: "SB 375 amends 
CEQA (the California Environmental Quality Act) to add Chapter 4.2 Implementation of 
the Sustainable Communities Strategy, which allows for CEQA exemption for certain 
projects, as well as reduced CEQA analysis." 

LADOT is concerned regard ing the impact of CEQA streamlining if it is based , in part, 
on the SCS Map of 2035. As described in the Land Use Strategy and SCS Map section 
above, it appears that the SCS Map is not consistent with many of the land use maps of 
the adopted Community Plans. Accordingly, the concern is that CEQA streamlining 
could allow development to occur that is not consistent with adopted City plans, with 
related impacts on transportation infrastructure. 

Recommendation: 

LADOT staff has consulted with staff of DCP and the City Attorney regarding the impact 
of CEQA streamlining on the City's development review process. Input received from 
these sources indicates that although CEQA streamlining of various types will probably 
occur following adoption of the RTP/SCS, the City may retain some degree of 
"discretionary approval" authority over development projects that are subject to CEQA 
streamlining. Although this interpretation may be correct, LADOT believes that this 
area deserves further study. This is a complex and important subject, and the City 
should carefully evaluate and prepare for the impact of CEQA streamlining following 
adoption of the RTP/SCS. To the extent possible, the City's authority over its land use 
should be preserved. 

Program Environmental Impact Report {PEIR) for 2012 RTP/SCS 

The draft PEIR evaluates the potential environmental impacts associated with the 
adoption of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS by SCAG. As stated in the PEIR, "The PEIR for 
the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS serves as an informational document to inform decision­
makers and the public of the potential environmental consequences of approving the 
proposed Plan. The PEIR includes mitigation measures designed to help avoid or 
minimize significant environmental impacts." The PEIR is a program level document, 
generally followed by project-specific CEQA reviews which focus on project-specific 
impacts and mitigation measures. 

The PEIR is over six hundred pages in length, and includes an Executive Summary (of 
87 pages). The Executive Summary lists and describes mitigation measures in many 
areas, including, but not limited to: Air Quality, Biological Resources and Open Space, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Land Use and Agricultural Resources, Public Services 
and Utilities, Transportation, Traffic and Security, and Water Resources. There are 
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over 500 mitigation measures listed, including 85 Land Use mitigation measures. 

Concerns have been raised among various SCAG subregions regarding the extent and 
legal impact of the mitigation measures included in the PEIR. The mitigation measures 
extend to and impact a broad spectrum of technical and policy areas. A specific 
concern is with the use of the wording "can and should" throughout the PEIR. Two 
examples are as follows: 

• "Transportation, Traffic and Security 35: Local jurisdictions can and should 
(emphasis added) adopt a comprehensive parking policy that discourages 
private vehicle use and encourages the use of alternative transportation." 

• "Transportation, Traffic and Security 37: Local jurisdictions and transit agencies 
can and should (emphasis added) provide public transit incentives such as free 
or low-cost monthly transit passes to employees, or free ride areas to residents 
and customers." 

While these measures may have merit, the concern is to what extent does the "can and 
should" language imply feasibility and create an expectation or requirement for these 
measures, as well as other mitigation measures in the draft PEIR, to be implemented 
by the City. In addition to the local control concern, some of the measures may actually 
not be financially feasible for the City. 

Recommendation: 

Throughout the SCAG region, the PEIR is still being studied. The City should continue 
to review the PEIR as well as gather input from staff of other SCAG subregions. It is 
recommended that the PEIR be revised to indicate that not all of the mitigation 
measures will apply to each city in the region (including the City of Los Angeles). 
Rather the mitigation measures should represent a kind of "menu" of measures for 
consideration by each SCAG member agency. It is also recommended that SCAG 
remove the "can and" from the "can and should" language in the mitigation measures 
as well as the SCS Chapter of the draft RTP/SCS. 

Comments from Other City Departments 

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA): 
• LAWA emphasizes that its first priority is to "maintain safe and efficient airports." 

Like most airports, LAWA receives grant funds from the FAA for eligible 
construction and noise mitigation projects. In return for federal grant monies, the 
FAA includes grant assurances that limit use of airport revenue solely for 
aviation-related uses on airport property. 

• The RTP includes a proposal to promote a regional system of airport express 
buses, modeled in part on the FlyAway service currently operating at LAX. 
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Although express buses are a "promising solution" to certain ground access 
problems, LAWA advises that express buses are most effective at airports with 
high passenger demand and in cities with concentrated populations of 
passengers and employees. Even then, high fares or significant subsidies have 
been required to maintain· an effective level of service. LAWA cautions that its 
experience and studies have shown that the expansion of the express bus 
system at LAX will be challenging. Moreover, the expansion of express bus 
service, by itself, may not be effective in increasing passenger demand at 
"secondary" airports. 

• LAWA agrees that "the aviation constraints in the region, and potential 
dispersion of that activity at other airports, should be re-examined in subsequent 
regional plans." 

• LAWA requests that, if possible, SCAG utilize the 2011 Air Passenger Survey, 
most likely to be released in February, to update various data points in the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access appendix. 

Department of City Planning CDCP): 
The Department of City Planning has provided important comments which are highly 
technical and lengthy, hence they are attached to this report as Attachment D. 

Conclusion 

The draft 2012 RTP/SCS and PEIR, released by SCAG on December 20, 2011 , 
represent an outstanding effort to meet both State and Federal planning requirements, 
as well as provide for the multifaceted needs of the region. However, as described in 
this report, City staff has identified several areas of concern related to potential impacts 
on land use and transportation planning in Los Angeles. City staff has provided 
recommended comments to SCAG for City Council and Mayor review regarding these 
proposals. 

Fiscal Impact 

This report contains comments regarding proposed policies and projects included in the 
draft 2012 RTP/SCS and related PEIR. The comments to be transmitted to SCAG will 
not impact the City's General Fund. 

Attachments 

A) Council Approval , dated October 5, 2011 , of report entitled "Alternatives 
Proposed by SCAG for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan I 
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Sustainable Communities Strategy (CF 11-1223)," dated September 21, 
2011 . 

B) Metro staff report, dated January 18, 2012, regarding the draft RTP/SCS 

C) Los Angeles World Airports comments, dated January 20, 2012, 
regarding the draft RTP/SCS 

D) Department of City Planning comments, dated January 30, 2012. 

E) City of Los Angeles Projects Requested for Addition to the Strategic Plan 

c: Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
Attn: Borja Leon and Matthew Karatz 

Gerry Miller, Chief Legislative Analyst 
City Planning Department 
Los Angeles World Airports 
Port of Los Angeles 
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File No. 11-1223 
TO THE COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
and 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITIEE 

report as follows: 

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT and TRANSPORTATION COMMITIEES' 
REPORT relative to Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) proposed 
alternatives for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS). 

Recommendations for Council action: 

1. AUTHORIZE the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) and City Planning 
Department (Planning) to: 

a. Submit to SCAG the comments contained in Attachment A of the joint LADOT and 
Planning report dated September 21, 2011 (contained in the Council file), inasmuch 
as the strategies identified therein may have a potential impact on the City. 

b. Convey the comments to SCAG requesting that they be incorporated into the 2012 
RTP/SCS with the understanding that the comments may be modified and 
supplemented by the City, with Council and Mayor approval, as the RTP/SCS Is 
further developed. 

2. REQUEST SCAG to provide copies of the draft SCS land use maps for review by the 
LADOT and Planning, Council, and Mayor prior to SCS adoption, inasmuch as the maps 
will identify geographical areas of the City where projects can be eligible for California 
Environmental Quality Act streamlining and thereby potentially allow development projects 
to receive mitigated negative declarations in the development review process and thereby 
impact growth in the City. 

Fiscal Impact Statement: The LADOT and Planning Departments report the potential fiscal 
impact to the City has not been determined. Further review and evaluation is necessary as 
more information on the ultimate preferred alternative Is presented by SCAG. 

Community Impact Statement: None submitted. 

SUMMARY 

At a joint meeting held on September 27, 2011, the Planning and Land Use Management and 
Transportation Committees considered a joint LADOT and Planning Departments report relative 
to Southern California Association of Governments proposed alternatives for the 2012 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. Representatives from the LADOT and 
Planning gave the Committees background information on the . matter. The Committees 
requested SCAG to provide copies of the draft SCS land use maps for review by the LADOT 
and Planning Departments, Council and Mayor prior to SCS adoption. 



After an opportunity for public comment was held, the Committees recommended Council 
approve the recommendations contained in the joint report as amended. This matter is now 
forwarded to the Council for its consideration. 

PLANNING AND LAND USE 

@P~E 

~ ~ 
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HUIZAR: YES 
ICREJ<ORWt YES 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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OCT 5 2011 
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Attachment 8 

One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

213.922.2000 Tel 
metro.net 

REVISED 
PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE 

JANUARY 18, 2012 

SUBJECT: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS' DRAFT 
2012 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAf\1 I SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 

ACTION : APPROVE COMMENT LETTER 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve our comment letter on the Southern California Association of Governments' 
(SCAG) Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS). 

ISSUE 

In December 2011, SCAG released the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS for public comment. The 
RTP/SCS identifies regional transportation priorities for the six-county region through 
2035. All 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP} projects and priorities must be 
included in SCAG's RTP/SCS to be eligible for federal funds. We have reviewed the 
Draft 2012 RTP/SCS and Board authorization is being requested to transmit our 
comments to SCAG in time for their February 14, 2012 deadline. 

DISCUSSION 

As part of SCAG's role as a regional planning agency, they are responsible for 
addressing regional issues in the six-county area of Southern California. The 
2012 RTP/SCS is the vehicle to provide solutions to regional mobility and land-use 
issues. For better integration of land-use and transportation, it must also demonstrate 
reduction of Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHGe) from passenger vehicles. Per the 
requirements of SB 375, the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS includes Southern California's first 
SCS. The SCS is required to analyze how the collective impact of transportation 
policies, transportation investments and land-use policies affect the GHGe based on 
population projections in 2020 and 2035. Transportation issues are primarily addressed 
in the RTP portion of the Draft, and the SCS portion of the Draft presents strategies to 
meet GHGe targets. 

16 



SB 375 compelled SCAG to conduct a more extensive outreach process than has been 
historically required for RTP development. This process yielded unprecedented tevels 
of public participation and eng~gement, particularly among environmental and public 
health advocates championing increased funding for active transportation to reduce 
GHGe and provide great opportunities for physical activity. The Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health was a leading voice in this advocacy. 

Regional T,raneoortation Plan 

In general, the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS is a well-written document that properly identifies 
many of the key transportation issues that the region is facing. It includes all of the 
projects and programs in our 2009 LRTP. SCAG has proposed new and Innovative 
sources of funding beyond our LRTP program. These funds are for additional projects, 
regional maintenance of highway and transit facilities , and meeting Federal Clean Air 
Act conformity requirements. 

There are new transportation projects proposed in the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS, within Los 
Angeles County, which are beyond revenues that the 2009 LRTP assumes to be 
available from traditional sources. Some of these projects are listed in the Key Projects 
subsection below. SCAG is assuming that these new projects are funded with a 
combination of innovative funding (e.g., container fees and public private partnerships) 
and increased revenues (e.g. gas tax changes and user-fee per mile). 

The Draft 2012 RTP/SCS proposes targeted improvements in the transit network and 
increases in funding for Transportation Demand Management (TOM), Transportation 
System Management (TSM), and Active Transportation beyond the levels included in 
the six county transportation commissions• plans, including our 2009 LRTP. 

Funding for these improvements is anticipated from a $0.15 per gallon increase in the 
gas tax starting in 2017 and ending ~ntirely in 2024. After the gas tax phase-out in 
2024, a proposed user-tax of $0.05 per mile driven, will be phased-in starting in 2025. 
The goal of the incremental phase-in is so that consumers will not have any large 
increases of taxes, yet also allow for an indexing to cover the increasing maintenance 
costs, due to the gas taxes not being indexed to inflation and not increasing with costs. 

Key Projects beyond the LRTP 

The following lists Los Angeles County projects identified in the Draft RTP that are not 
identified in the 2009 LRTP 

• East-West Freight Corridor will be studied along a five mile band generally 
foltowing the SR-60 corridor between the 1-710 and the 1-15. 

• Phase I of the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is in the Draft 2012 
RTP/SCS in the Constrained Plan, pending an agreement beiween CHSRA, 
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Metrolink and LOSSAN to identify funds to bring local systems up to high speed 
(110+ MPH) where possible. 

• A regional Express/HOT Lane Network that expands our Fast Lanes pilot project 
to include the 1-405 and SR-91 . This is beyond the federally funded pilot studies 
on 1-10 and the 1-110. The Board is o·n record supporting these two pilot projects, 
as well as studying the feasibility of a HOT lane on the 1-405 from the Orange 
County Line to LAX. 

Key Issues 

There are several emerging issues that the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS addresses: 

• A cordon pricing pilot project feasibility study to be developed with the City of Los 
Angeles that is included under TOM Measures, and Major Strategic Projects. 

• Decre.ased funding available from federal and state sources and the need to 
identify new revenue sources is a key RTP concern. SCAG proposes to index 
the gas tax and to incrementally phase-in user-fees to replace the gas tax 
starting in 2025. 

• The exponential cost of deferred maintenance on highway and transit systems, 
the need to maintain the regional system in a state of good repair, and the need 
for additional operations and maintenance funding, is also a key RTP concern. 

• The region is anticipated to experience increasing energy costs - residential 
energy and water use is forecasted as $19,000 a year in 2035, and the strategies 
in the SCS reduce it to· $16,000. 

Sustainable Communities Strategy 

The Draft 2012 RTP/SCS demonstrates that the region will achieve the GHGe reduction 
targets established for the region by the State of California Air Resources Board (ARB.), 
as a requirement of California's Sustainable Communities and Climate Change 
Protection Act, or Senate Bill {SB) 375. 

In addition to the transportation elements of the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS, the plan Includes 
a land-use element that was developed. in coordination with local jurisdictions. The 
land-I,Jse element responds to the region's changing demographics and housing market 
demand. It recommends a growth scenario that will more than double the share of 
households living in corridors that have frequent transit service by 2035. This land-use 
element is projected to increase the competitiveness of· transit service and reduce 
vehicle miles travelled. 

The land-use element in combination with transportation policies, such as the user tax 
per mile fee, and transportation investments (such as TOM, TSM and active 
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transportation), support the region in achieving the mandated ARB targets. The Draft 
2012 RTP/SCS provides a projected 8% reduction in GHGe by 2020 and a 16% 
reduction in GHGe by 2035. 

The SCS portion includes policies to increase the number of near-zero and zero 
emission vehicles operating within the region to reduce GHGe, improve air quality and 
lessen the region's dependency on fossil fuels. 

The Draft 2012 RTP/SCS includes $6 billion for active transportation, a significant 
increase from $1.8 billion in the 2008 RTP. It acknowledges that additional analysis 
regarding active transportation needs to be conducted in order to develop a better 
understanding of the users and their needs (bicyclists and pedestrians). In cooperation 
with SCAG, we have initiated a joint study to develop a strategy to address first-last mile 
connections to transit in Los Angeles County. 

The technical appendices to the Draft 2012 RTP were not available for staff review at 
the time of the writing of this Board report. Additional technical comments on these 
appendices may be added to the draft letter. 

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT 

The comment letter on the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS will not have any adverse safety 
impacts for our employees and patrons. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

There is no impact on the FY 2012 budget, as we are only submitting a comment letter 
to SCAG on their Draft 2012 RTP/SCS. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

The Board can modify or choose not to release a formal comment letter. The 
alternative of not sending a letter is not recommended, as we would lose the opportunity 
to provide SCAG with comments to enhance the 2012 RTP/SCS document. 

NEXT STEPS 

Upon Board approval, the comment letter will be transmitted to SCAG for their 
consideration in developing their Final2012 RTP/SCS. SCAG is scheduled to adopt 
their Final2012 RTP/SCS at their April2012 General Assembly meeting. 

ATTACHMENTS 

A. Draft comment letter to SCAG 

Prepared by: Brad McAIIester, Executive Officer, Long Range Planning 
Heather Hills, Director, Long Range Planning 
Lori Abrishami, Planning Manager, Long Range Planning 
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Executive Director of Countywide Planning 

Arthur T. Leahy 
Chief Executive Officer 
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January 20, 2012 

Mr. Hasan lkhrata 
Executive Director 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818 W. Seventh Street, 121

h Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435 

Re: Comments on the Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan 

Dear Mr. lkhrata: 

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the 
Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and is commilted to working with all 
levels of government to address the future transportation needs of Southern 
California. As the operator of two of the region's commercial airports, Los Angeles 
International (LAX) and Ontario International (ONT), and operator of Van Nuys 
General Aviation Airport (VNY), LAWA plays an important role in meeting the 
region's demands for air travel and goods movement. 

LAWA, as a proprietary department of the City of Los Angeles, is responsible for 
operating its airports in a safe, efficient, and fiscally responsible manner on behalf of 
our passengers and the citizens of each market service area. Furthermore, we 
must operate within the constraints placed upon our resources by federal law and 
regulation, along with our contractual obligations to our tenants and partner 
agencies. It is In this context that LAWA provides the following comments to the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access portion of the RTP: 

1. Use of Airport Funds 

LAW A's first priority is to maintain safe and efficient airports. Our revenues and 
expenditures are used to support that effort and fulfill our commitment to supporting 
the national airspace system. All airports have a tremendous demand for capital 
improvements. 

As such, most airports depend on financial support from the FAA via grant funds for 
eligible construction and noise mitigation projects. In return for federal grant 
monies, the FAA includes grant assurances that limit use of airport revenue solely 
for aviation-related uses on airport property. Using airport funds for non-airport 
functions violates federal law and jeopardizes the airport's abili ty to receive federal 
grants. 

PC DOC 201081 
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Comments on the Draft 2012 
Regional Transportation Plan 

Nevertheless, LAWA seeks to partner with SCAG to find solutions to support ground 
access improvements to airports, other primary transportation facilities, and 
"secondary" airports in the region. 

2. Use of Airport Express Buses 

The RTP includes an "Action Step" which would plan and promote a regional system 
of airport express buses, modeled in part on the FlyAway® service currently 
operating at LAX. LAWA agrees that express buses are a promising solution to 
certain ground access problems. However, it has been LAW A's experience that 
express buses are most effective at airports with high passenger demand and in 
cities with concentrated populations of passengers and employees. Even then, high 
fares or significant subsidies have been required to maintain an effective level of 
service. 

LAWA has spent a great deal of resources carefully studying the feasibility of 
establishing new FlyAway® routes to serve LAX. However, even for LAX, with its 
extensive market area and passenger base, it has been a challenge to find station 
locations that are both viable and successful. LAWA invites SCAG to continue 
examining ways to bring similar projects to other airports, but cautions that these 
services, by themselves, may not be effective in increasing pas_senger demand at 
"secondary" airports. 

3. Aviation Activity Constraints 

LAWA agrees that the aviation activity constraints in the region, and potential 
dispersion of that activity at other airports, should be re-examined in subsequent 
regional plans. 

4. Additional Technical Clarifications 

LAWA also wants to offer the following technical clarifications and comments to the 
RTP: 

• SCAG has reported a number of vehicle trips to LAX under existing 
conditions as well as under a future forecast for 2035, citing the LAX Master 
Plan EIRJEIS as a justification for those trip numbers. However, the 
numbers reported do not correspond to data that LAWA has previously 
reported or used. in any environmental analysis. LAWA requests clarification 
of those data points. 

• LAWA recommends the following changes to Tables 4-6 and 4-7: in the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access sections of the RTP: 

o In Table 4-6, the following projects should be included in the list of 
projects completed since the project notice of preparation in 2008 
(footnote 1 ): Douglas St., La Cienega Blvd., Lincoln Blvd. (all), Nash St., 
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Regional Transportation Plan 

Sepulveda Blvd. (both), the 1-105 westbound off-ramp at Sepulveda 
Blvd., and the 1-405 at SR-90. 

o Two other projects on Table 4-6, Arbor Vitae St., and the 1-405 from 1-10 
to SR-101, are under construction as of January 2012. 

o In Table 4-7, Project LAX-19, which includes Lincoln Blvd. 
Improvements, has already been completed. 

• LAWA recommends that SCAG include In the RTP a portion of the project 
referred to as LAX-10, widening Aviation Blvd. from Century Blvd. to 
Manhattan Beach Blvd. to 3 lanes in each direction. 

5. 2011 Air Passenger Survey 

Lastly, the 2006 LAX Air Passenger Survey was used to create several data points 
within this section of the RTP. LAWA is hoping to unveil the results of its 2011 Air 
Passenger Survey in February of this year. SCAG should consider updating its 
Appendix with this new data as it finalizes the RTP. LAWA will post the results of 
this survey on our website (http://www.lawa.org) once the report Is completed. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the 2012 Draft RTP. We hope that these 
comments will be helpful in developing a successful plan for the region. If you have 
any questions regarding these comments, please contact Diego Alvarez, Regional 
Transportation Coordinator, at 424-646-5179 or dalvarez@lawa.org. 

MDF:DA:yl 
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January 30,2012 

The Honorable City Council 
City of Los Angeles 
Room 395, City Hall 

Dear Honorable Members: 

CALIFORNIA 

ANTONIO R. VILLARA!GOSA 
MAYOR 

Attachment D 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE 
CO:Ml\.1UNITIES STRATEGY 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

MICHAEL). LOCRANOE 
DIR!CTOR 

(213) 976-1271 

ALAN BEll, AICP 
OEPVTY OCRECTOR 
(213) 976-,272 

EVA YUAN-MCDANIEL 
OEP\IIV OIRfCTOR 
(213) 976-1273 

VACANT 
omnv OCRECTOR 
(213) 978-127-4 

FAX: (213) 978·1275 

INFORMATION 
www.planning.lacity.org 

The Department of City Planning (DCP) has reviewed and prepared comments for your 
consideration regarding the Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS) prepared by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). 

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS includes land use strategies for addressing the region's mobility needs 
and desires for healthy, sustainable communities. DCP has worked with SCAG to ensure that the 
City's land use plans and programs are incorporated and the City's interests addressed in this 
long-range regional plan. This work has included collaboration with SCAG over the past two 
years to prepare the population, household and employment growth forecast for the City, ensure 
that this anticipated growth is consistent with the capacity reflected in City's land use plans, and 
ensure that this long-term growth is located according to the City's land use plans. 

DCP staff has identified five issues related to land use, and recommends changes to the 2012-
2035 RTP/SCS to better support the City's interests and role in the regional plan, presented in 
the draft letter to SCAG attached to this report. These include: 

A. Clarify the definition of"Higb Quality Transit Areas" where growth is focused; 
B. Clarify the definition of"Urban Centers" where growth is focused; 
C. Correct inaccurate representations of land uses and potential growth around station areas; 
D. Incorporate the 1,684 miles ofbicycle facilities identified in the City's 2010 Bicycle 

Plan; and, 
E. Clarify the role of recently enacted streamlining provisions under the California 

Environmental Quality Act. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

1) Approve DCP staff recommendations regarding the Draft 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. 
2) Direct DCP staff to forward recommendations to SCAG. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

The proposed recommendations will have no fiscal impact on the General Fund. 

~ MICHAELJ~ 
Director of Planning 

A ~ · Sa\ ' 
Kf?N BERNSTEIN, AICP 
Principal City Planner 
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ATTACHMENT 

[Date] 

Ms. Margaret Lin 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818 W. Seventh St., 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Dear Ms. Lin: 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE 
CO~TIESSTRATEGY 

The purpose of this letter is to provide comments from the City of Los Angeles Department of 
City Planning (DCP) regarding the Draft 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). DCP appreciates the collaborative relationship with SCAG in 
developing this plan, which has included working together on the integrated growth forecast and 
understanding the City's land use plans and programs. 

The following addresses five land use issues and recommends changes to the 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS in order to better address the City's land use plans and projected growth. This 
includes: 

A. Clarify the definition of"High Quality Transit Areas" where growth is focused; 
B. Clarify the definition of"Urban Centers" where growth is focused; 
C. Correct inaccurate representations of land uses and potential growth around station areas; 
D. Incorporate the 1,684 miles ofbicycle facilities identified in the City's 2010 Bicycle 

Plan; and, 
E. Clarify the role of recently enacted streamlining provisions under the California 

Environmental Quality Act. 

A. High Quality Transit Areas and Growth Patterns 

The SCS frames growth patterns, in part, in terms of being within or outside of "High Quality 
Transit Areas (HQTAs)." An HQTA is defined as, "generally a walkable transit village or 
corridor, consistent with the adopted RTP/SCS, that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units 
per acre and is within a Y2 mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service 
frequency during peak commute hours." HQTA boundaries are graphically portrayed in exhibits 
throughout the SCS. For the City of Los Angeles, the vast majority of the City's land area falls 
within HQTA boundaries, as seen in the following Exhibits: 4.4, 4.9, 4.13, 4.15, and Exhibits 19, 
20 and 21 in the SCS Background Documentation (see Attachment). 

These HQTA boundaries encompass all neighborhoods within a Y2 mile radius and appear to 
indicate that growth will take place throughout the area, including low density single-family 



neighborhoods and industrial districts. In fact, the City is far more discriminating, and adopted 
land use plans reflect carefully studied areas where growth can be absorbed. Generally, land use 
changes to acconunodate growth are typically at transit stops and on parcels fronting transit 
corridors. Single-family neighborhoods are generally preserved. 

Recommendation: The City recommends that additional explanation be included on pages 112-
113 to better describe where growth is accommodated, as indicated by the following underlined 
text: 

"A HQT A is generally a walkable transit village or corridor, consistent with the adopted 
RTP/SCS , that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units per acre and is within a Y2 
mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service frequency during peak 
commute hours. This was represented by the proportion of Greenfield versus Refill (infill 
and redevelopment) growth in each ofthe scenarios. Within these boundaries, growth 
within a given jurisdiction is consistent with the integrated growth forecast for that 
jurisdiction and is distributed according to the jurisdiction's land use plans. Thus. while 
areas within 'l2 mile of a transit stop or corridor are walkable in relation to transit, not all 
such areas are targeted for growth and/or land use changes." 

B. Urban Centers and Growth Patterns 

The SCS frames the overall land use pattern across the SCAG region around six factors. The 
HQTAs, discussed above, are one factor. Another factor is the region' s urbanized core versus 
peripheral areas. Urbanized core areas, or "core centers," are defined in the SCS as, "areas where 
strategies such as compact community design, mixed-use development, redevelopment of aging 
retail areas, greater housing variety, and additional transit service are more likely to succeed." 
Exhibit 4.5, Urban Centers SCAG Region (see Attachment), depicts the locations of these urban 
centers. However, these urban centers do not appear to align with the urban centers identified in 
Exhibit 4.15 for areas within the City of Los Angeles. 

Recommendation: The City recommends that the relationship between Exhibit 4.5 and Exhibit 
4.15 be clearly described. If the two exhibits are intended to illustrate the same urbanized areas, 
staff recommends that the color scheme used in Exhibit 4.15 also be used in Exhibit 4.5. 

C. Land Uses around Station Areas 

The SCS projects higher density in urban centers, and anticipates growth in transit rich areas 
throughout the City of Los Angeles in order to demonstrate a decrease in GHG emissions by 
2035. DCP staff compared the city's General Plan Land Use to the SCS Land Use Pattern Maps 
and has found that in general the SCS is consistent with the City's land use density and land use 
designations. However, in closely examining 76 rail and bus transit station areas, DCP staff has 
found instances of inflated density, which inaccurately reflects the General Plan distribution of 
growth. 



Exhibit 21 Land Use Pattern Map 2035 (see Attachment) identifies urban centers with densities 
that are not consistent the community plans for these areas. Such centers would have residential 
densities ranging from 82 to 120 housing units or more per acre. This density is typical in the 
Central City and some adjacent neighborhoods, and is proposed for the Warner Center, but it is 
generally not appropriate throughout the rest of the city. 

In addition, the following issues were found in multiple station areas. 

Multi-Family neighborhoods 
Densities up to 178, 145, or 61 units/acre that are too high for many sites 
Densities too high in areas adjacent to single-family neighborhoods 

Single-Family neighborhoods 
Increase in density in strictly single-family areas that are stable and where no growth 
is anticipated 
Parcels and Corridors in Historic Preservation Overlay Zones reflect density 
designations that are too high; these areas are stable with no projected change 
Residential uses reflected as commercial 

Commercial Corridors 
Density projections are too high 

Indus trial Land Use 
Industrial areas that are to be preserved as industrial are inaccurately represented as 
commercial or retail 
Industrial areas that show residential designations are an inaccurate reflection as these 
sites are preserved 

Public Facilities 
Land use changes at school sites that are not projected to change 
High residential densities or commercial uses projected on public facilities such as 
along freeways, county jail, open space 

Recommendation: The City recommends that more appropriate representations of land use 
around station areas be made, which can be identified on detailed annotated maps of the station 
areas and provided under separate cover. 

D. Proposed Bikeways 

The SCS emphasizes the importance of active transportation options in meeting the mobility 
needs of the SCAG region, including walking and biking. While SCAG has proposed a regional 
bikeway network, the SCS includes the contributions of localities in developing bicycle networks 
within the locality and linking to other transit modes, reflected in Exhibit 4.11 Proposed Bikeway 
Network SCAG Region (see Attachment). However, it appears that the City of Los Angeles' 
recently adopted 2010 Bicycle Plan for 1,684 miles of bike faciHties across Los Angeles is not 
included in this Exhibit. Some segments of this bicycle network are in development and have 
been identified for funding, and are therefore included in the 2012 RTP list of transportation 
investments. Including the full proposed bicycle network will support the long-term commitment 
to pursue resources for development of the network. 



Recommendation: The City recommends that the SCS include the bicycle facilities identified in 
the City's 2010 Bicycle Plan. 

E. CEQA Streamlining Incentives for Sustainable Land Use Patterns 

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS directly addresses the opportunity for relief under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under Senate Bill375, the requirement to prepare a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) was coupled with incentives to encourage sustainable 
development and implementation of an SCS. The incentives are comprised of relief under 
CEQA, such as streamlined documentation or exemption from environmental review 
requirements, for specific development types in specific locations, as long as such development 
is consistent with the land use reflected in the SCS. As any proposed development is considered 
by local jurisdictions, this CEQA relief is at the discretion of local jurisdictions. However, as 
written, the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS can be construed to indicate that CEQA relief is part of the 
land use plan and is available by right to all development that meets the qualifications. 

Recommendation: The City recommends that the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS better reflect the 
opportunity for CEQA streamlining incentives through the following changes: 

1) In the discussion of the mandate to prepare an SCS (page 106 of the 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS), amend the last sentence of the second to last paragraph: 
"In addition, some projects consistent with the SCS are may be eligible for 
streamlined environmental review." 

2) In Exhibits 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 regarding population, employment and household growth, 
respectively (see Attachment), remove the depiction of Transit Priority Project (TPP) 
areas. A TPP is one particular type of development that qualifies for CEQA streamJining. 
Depicting this in these exhibits is confusing because a TPP is not defined. Furthermore, 
the depiction ofTPP boundaries detracts from the purpose of the exhibits, which is to 
show where growth is directed over the planning period of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. 

3) In the discussion of Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) and Development Types 
(page 122 of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS), remove the brief discussion regarding CEQA 
streamlining and the adequacy ofTAZ-levelland use information. First, this point is 
difficult to understand as presented and requires further explanation. Second, this point 
pertains to incentives available to jurisdictions and developers, not to the modeling 
analysis. Lastly, this point detracts from the purpose of the section, which is to describe 
the approach to modeling land use and transportation information. This paragraph would 
thus read: 

"To conduct required modeling analysis for the RTP/SCS, SCAG 
distributes the growth forecast data to transportation analysis zones 
(TAZs) to capture localized effects ofthe interaction ofland use and 
transportation. Additionally, SB 375 offers local go·remments potential 
CEQA relief for qualified de>~elopment projeets eonsistent vt'ith an 



adopted 8C8. 8CAG suggests that utiliziag eommunity types at the TAZ 
level of geography (with an average size of 160 square aeres) offers local 
jurisdictions adequnte infonnfltion and flexibility to make appropriate 
consistency findings for projects to be eligible to receive CEQA 
streamlining benefits. 
To further facilitate regional modeling of land use information from nearly 
200 separate jurisdictions, SCAG developed a simplified series of 
Community Types to represent the land use categories taken from the 
region's many general plans ... " 

4) A reference to the summary ofthe CEQA incentive (page 148 ofthe 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS) should be included under the section "RTP/SCS Next Steps" and the summary 
should be moved to follow this because the incentive can be used to encourage and 
facilitate implementation of the SCS and is therefore better understood as a "next step." 
In addition, the summary should include a discussion regarding a jurisdiction's discretion 
in certifying the environmental review for a project, regardless of eligibility for 
streamlining. 

5) In the SCS Background Documentation, the summary of the CEQA exemption (page 84) 
should include a description of a jurisdiction's discretion in certifying the environmental 
review for a project, regardless of eligibility for streamlining. 

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments. If you have any questions or would like 
additional information, please contact Naomi Guth at (213) 978-3307 or by email at 
Naomi.Guth@lacity.org. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

Attachment 

CC: Ken Bernstein, Principal City Planner 
Naomi Guth, City Planning Associate 



EXHIBIT 4 .4 Compass Blueprint Demonstration Projects 
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EXHIBIT 4.9 High-Quality Transit Areas (HQTA) SCAG Region 
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EXHIBIT ts Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2008 
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EXHIBIT 20 Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2020 
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EXHIBIT 21 Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2035 
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EXHIBIT 4.11 Proposed Bikeway Network SCAG Region 
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EXHIBIT 4.1 Population Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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EXHIBIT 4.2 Employment Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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EXHIBIT 4.3 Housing Unit Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS 

category Route Natn• 

Strategic Projects 
From/At To Project Description 

_ ! ! i Widen and restripe to accommodate two through lanes In 1 ! 

__ ,.!,.c?..~~a~!~.~---·J_!,__~~l9~.Y. .... -!.__f!!l!!!!:~~'i.----···-·· ···- _ _ m!!.~~~.!L_ . __ .. _ ~ Avla~~~ .. !!~-----·--.. --~-~ . .£J .. _e~!~~!!. ____ u~..$..f!.d_J~_" --·-·---·----+.J£s~!J.!!!.£!!Y__j 
I 1 · •. •·\6.;:·~;-£ 1 -7--::-:::. , 1 .. Wide.~ ~9. 10,~ a~ remove embedde_d ralls and ties, Install . · ,. . .:_. 1 I ' I . , _-·· .;" t~ ., !--.-4 ··• .:,. :t>· :• to, 1 _, left, tilm Cfiannehzatlon and widen curb returns to reduce I · , ,, ,.,__ ! 

~~~~ l~~~-1-~~-~~-~~~~ ~~ ~- u~~M ~ t'~--~!~~·: ___ J_~~~~~~~~~--~----~-~~~~~-~ ! , ! l Alameda St. from 1-10 to Seventh St. - projectlncJudes 1 
i i 1 i rehabilitation of the roadway, removing enbedded ralls and ! 
! ! i I lies, installing left tum Channellzat~. spot widening where ! 

losAn les I ,- ! _ _ AlamedaStreet .!,.':!?.:~- ~ , .. - 71hSt .. ·- J_!leed_edto~mmod~~E,~traffic --.---~·..,._l:.~~~!_SCtty---1 
- -L :-.~AW' , -. •-. ~ , _ M Realign Alhamlira Aile. be\Ween lowell Ave. and the City or 1 

_,<,:_ ·;· I ~- ! :<f.:.,,- . •. <~~ - · ... 'f.{; .f.,. Alllamllr.l c:ity.lln'\lf$10 smooth out an exlsllng sharp s-o.uve·· · ,., ., i 
los 1es i .. ' Alhambra Avenue 1'''<~u Ave -~ c~- " · C of Alhambra city limits ·! and to lll)ll3nCe'liil!f-K:'and capacitY. ! los'~~les City_·_ -! 

! I I Widen Anaheim Sl from 78' to 84' and restripe to I , 
! I accommodate an addltionallane ill each direction; this · ! 

CaDacltv Anaheim Street i Farraaut Ave Oomloauez Channel ! would improve the roadway from 4 lanes to 61anes I los Angeles City_ _I los les local H' 

Los les local H Aviation Boulevard · 
Widen -and resttipe to IICCOfiV1'ICidate ll)ree lhiOugh lanes 10 ~ ,. l 
each direction los Anoe!@S Citv , 

los 1 Los Angeles 

1 • I 1 , Widen east side ot Balboa Blvd. SOUth ot Devonshire St. for 
i j ! j approximately 500 ft. , and restripe the intersection to provide 
! ! i I dualleft-ttnllanes for the nolthbol.rld and southbot.rld 
! local Highway ! Cae!£!ty Balboa Boulevard j Devonshire St ! a aches. __ 

1
1 L' i ·' -r ::."',;: __ , · · .J ~ ~~ .• ! Replaceltle-'ilxlstlng~-:blld:=-:-ge~to;:-.-lncrea~~se'"'traf!lc=~ca-:-p-:-adt=· y and 

.1 ~S~ ·I :; ·· ;~ t. " , . .j?, . ,, I wldenlre~pe Southbound us-101 otr-nlmp at Bamam Blvd _ 
_ los~~!!.~ .. ,!· .J.-~.£!.!9~~~- ~'!.!!:!!~.--. .....:...~ _ .!lartl!!n_Boulevard ·~.§:1.<?_1__ ""·· .1 ~·.:::::...: ' ~ -~oprovide-southbounddoubi...!J!!!J!!!n.!!!!!!! los ~e~C . 

I 
j , Widen west side of Bart\am Blvd. 10 provide a southbound 

, , ! I right-tum only lane on Barham Blvd. and to Improve access 

_,_LE.!.~!!S!!~-.. --J __ loc!!!..t!~~~r-._-4___9.!.e.!!.£i!L .. ---· --~-~r!)!!Jl.~~!e..Y.!!~--------1--~!!.!?.L---~ -·~ -{---to Un~sal ~.!]!!.~_the 1.9..!~!L~r.!.'~.e:._.___ l~!-~Jl.!ll~l.L....J 
· 1 ., , ·--:·y. 1 1 ' .:..;.· • . ' "'• • , • ! ·:-!:l-, •f _ -.,~:1> ~:;: ~' - .. , .,, • h Wlden·so!llh leg of B'I.Yerty Gleo Blvd to ct,ale a right tum · ;:.. : «' . ! 

-~!!~Angeles --·-1 l~J..!:lJ9~r • . :._.f-.--caE!ci!Y..: __ _.. _ _,_;>· ...... .!l!:{.e.r!t.~~.!?!:l!~r.!..:::... __ ; Mulh.e!J!~~ Dr ~-·-··--------J:.~----·!r .. w:J~"~J1'r:f~~~.ll,~~PfOVTaaarr·aaaitronaJ 1,2~ Anseles c!fY.::.. .. ~ 
___ \:!!~.~~!!.~_ .. _ _j...,.h.~J..t!.~~~Y.. __ l,_ Capac~r___ --~!.!~l~!<t§~L---·----~..!:LQ'!!.'!Y!?.!)_!}l~~-- --~!!'~.A'!e .. .,.......... .. ;--~~-~"'-~---~--~-·~---·-·--·--------· ...... ,!:?.!~-~!,L~!.fl!L...~ I · I :• l - ' I ;.. 1 -< Build'gr~~~~rated access to waterfront area from rail -~ :.;-t ,• ... 1 

I ·~ j_ ' : , .. ~.-\ !' ~--£:". ,. ~ I lines .. e~~!3~AvetoWa\erStreet,andlnstallbike :--f~~~ ul 
-l:.<.?-!~~.!!?._

1 
LocaiA!JlhwiiL. ~ t--;::;, BroadAVe~ '~:;l_~ J~!!.~.!llvd ___ -~!!l.!!!.§.L __________ . ....j_~nes!!!.@_!~eYiall<~.!!.!.'!~sideo!Jk9.!!L~~---.. ---- · J9t~nae._lesC!!Y.:.....J 

I i ! t 
, j J 1 Reduce congestion on Bundy by r~figUflng the 1-10 we ! 
1 1 l -+- ramps (consolidate to one ramp location accommodating I l 

los~eles i LocaiH~>: I Caf130Y.____ BundyDrive ! I-10Fwyramps I boththe~~-o_trrampswilhne~.~- LosAnJ!!)esc;,_!!L,_j 
1 -_"i.l .j. :·. ~ .. r, r . .., . . ~- '~. -~-, 1 WI. deoBurtlankB~d.to_~inajorhigtlwaystandard(BO.toot I •. . I 
I _._.: '· ·· ·j ~ • -~"--· 1 ! "roadwayW1dlh)oq~s•desorstreettolmproveroadway I 

Local Hiahwav Y Call8Citv :~ Burbank Boulevard I CIYbOIJ'ne Ave · · _ Vineland Ave "-•~ i capaciiy. · los Angeles City I Los 
i Widening to add second westbound through lane and 
I upgrade traffiC signal los Angeles City 

Widen westbound off-ramp to prove a right tum only lane to _ 
los a Ave los ffl!l.eles City 

i ! i ~- Widening to add a second weStbowld ietl-tum lane and a l 
J I I , dedicated northbound right-tum lane and upgrade traffiC l 

Los A~les 1 local H~y I Ca~-- C a Avenue ~~ Burbank Blvd ! si nat los .AI)geles City i 

I
, ' ... ~ • 1- _,__;,- · ~. ~·~ . ..:.>:''"' l Purdlase20_newbusestoaddtoaloca!Circutatorbus • i 

'c I, , 1 ·"!~'': · . ' ~ .,.. '11 ' " ""- <.-. · ,;J ~ $yslem between Vem~,~ra Bovlevard adn Canoga Orange ·' ! 
'- ~· - · ::''-';.:.: ~ ':> j _ ' f line StatiOfl.~lnstalln&N bus sheHers and/or enhance the ·1 

-~?.:S A!!~L!!.~ .... ~loca!_!:l.!S~L-.bransit --·~--~.:~. -· c~~..!l\!!. _ __:_~----.::..-.J!enf~ .. !.l!Y..!!.. ____ C3:L_ ca.~.!lQ!..Une Statioli.._.....!!~.!!!19 bus~.!!!.~-~~~~ as re~- . los.M9.!!.les City- I 

a 
(') 

J 
3 
CD 
j ... 1 ; I I Widening to add southbound through lane. Change 3 i 

...... l:.\!.~.f.!!.!g~!.£t.:·-.. - 1 
..... -~!!~.!.l::l.!ll~!'~r--J....,...Q,¥.!~!l ... Ca11.29!..~~e---:·.---:-~--~!I~•~\:~!-;-:;:--~-·--,;.--T·-···~~-------, _____ 1 __ !~~~:: :::nd phasi~:.~~-~~~~m ~~ _ _I:P.~geles ~~ 

•. J:.<!!!~!.!S!L~~_; ___ , .. - .. .!:..~9~!1!1.~ ..:..:1j_:;__£¥~~L.- _.:_ __ :~ . Coldwater C!!f.!Y.~I) .!l~!.veiq_:J __ ~ll!i!r!.~!YiG_...t-!_ _____ ,, ... _.M~.2!l!J1L'!~Y~- .~ . ..J..-Re~'!!l~~.!.!~ iidd one ..ID!~!l.~\~~..!.!l . ..!~.£!! .. ~l!Ocliol.!._ Los An_g~les _f~::::.__j m 
: ! W1demng to add ea~tbound and westbound through lanes i ~~'"""'"--u,.,_~~"'--~~-"""-'.!!!!!!c!!o!!L _______ ... __ .. __ ... ___ ...... ~!?~-~.!!a~!~~~!!.L__i 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS 

!Strate_gic PrG_teets 
Frp.miA) Route Name ProJect Description Leacf!'Agancy ! 

" ..... ' v ..• ,,.,+ ",. ;. - ,. ~ ~ x ·< j: Wtden SB Crenshaw BlvcUo provt~e a SB right-tum only ~ · · i 
. ••'· ,~_:.!: .. £ '" · o:. ~ - l' :--:· 1 taneancl"redesfgn the WB otl-ramp to reduce congestion v 

1
1 . ' t 1'- ~'; -~ ""( . . t . u.!:.!.Q.t.@OfH!IITIP '~" , . ~ · ~..:.-'tu.. '>•~ •. ·' anclimpr0ve1ntt!!§!£!~1Qn ·---- _l2.!Nl9elesc~ 

I 
1 Improve traffic flow along Culver Blvd between Centineta I 
! Ave and 1--405 Freeway Including providing left-tum lanes at . 

_C:,!.')!~c:!!!.a Ave_~~-.--,.._!~.Q~ . .f~L-.,-v-:-~-----:~Y..!!.9.c:!!!~....!DL~~Ions Q!!9:l!.!!.!ni .!!29.!~~~!~~L- ..J-~~_!!Ies City _j 
."') .. -, ,.., • . -~~·!,::-.,;. ~i'Jl~cr,;~~,; 1•· . Intersection widening to add.thr~h and/or tum tanes, ancl . ~' . -~'', ! 

·' _-;a '~.. ,..;;.;:-!·/: :. _,:~.'~~- ·~ 1 ·upgrade.traffiqlgnaqoincludenewpllaslngasn&eded to ' ::' 1-'':-='~" I 
_ _ Ven!~_E!!vd •• •<•P=;; }?:~ __ g_@;~~St.~-~':':1f >.::'~ ',t __ !!1J.P.!O~&in~i~!~!.fs.M~!!i'J.u...2.:. ____ ..J.,.•------" · lo,!I...6!JII.~les_:C_!!x.i:..._J 

j 1 Widening to add eastbound and westbound r1ght tum lanes ! 
·--:-=-::--:-·j ____ __ ·- . . . ••··· ~. .!~~.u !!!!!'J!!!!!£.!!Q!)!L ______ ~_ - _-·---. _ __l,g. _s •.• ~ .. '!9,!ll.e! Citr,_. __ 

1

i 
····'" I • •,:r·;.h· ',.,,~I · . . l , Wldanlngtoaddd.edicated418stboundwestbouric(oghltum ·.;.'''-''"'' I ~~ ; =~ ~\':i'J _ ;;: J .}i L ' lal)e and northboUnd phasing from l~fl-tum permitted to ·~ . 

~· . , , l - .- ~~ " ., [;..: ., . ".J"·r-:-w.~~· to add nonhbound a~ ·;;$i'I)Oi:i;'id~ifght·iUfii'"iiines -he.~.6!19eles·C!!L_-I 
Callfa St · ~------ .~J~l!!L.~_!.raffic signa!_ ________ ~~--- _ !:-.!?! .. ~!19~.!.~-~ 

_ -.:r:~j -; · ~ 1 ~denenterpriseStatMateo'St(near,WB.-,Oolf·ramp)to .. . 1 
MateoSt(nearWB J-10off-f!111p) "' .;_._....-.. u ... .i-l,., I t!!)J!ovelluckmovementatculbretu~------· -'-- 1.~~-elesCity I 

1 j Widening to add westbowld right tum lane and upgrade i 

= :: I = I 
Fallbrook Av~ . I Vi: Blvd t J . traffic s!gn.il:!_ __ ----------- ~.!?!..~~les C!!,v i 

I I >i ~~--~ I -""' 1 i WKienF!gueroaSttomajorhlg.hwayslandardfrom62flto 
~v.-.. ·~~ ~~ .. ~~ ""b ,,ri! fliueroa~ 1~St ~- ':. RedondoBeactiBIIId • ! SO'fttoprovidetlveetanes lneaclldlrectlon __ j,E!_~fesCJ!i_ 

' . · ' l' I Widen to increase capacity and Improve access to I..S Fwy; LA River . . - ·- .. --- . .. -- - I =k~~ ::t!a~~~er cutvert and widen west leg Lo!.~les C!!r,__ 

i ... "".., ,....,.,-...... ..._. "V' '"~' i -·t====nz I ..... ~~.-e,se Street 

of FOO!Oill Blvd at Balboa Blvd. Upg.rade tralllc signal to 
Foothnt Boulevard Balboa Blvd e in!I!ISection ca · Los 

• , , , Consttud a new bridge With bike pelh (including equestrtan 
! l '1' i I trail) oYeflA River at LAEC. R&-aligh the SR-13-4 freeway 

~ 
j _ i ! onlolf ramps at Forest Lawn Or. to lmPfO\Ie flow and 

~!s ! Local Highway j Capacity Forest Lawn Drive near SR-13-4 e J /LA River 1 capacitY. _ 
1 _ l _ -~ • . -~ ,_,: · ~ ·:..tpi} . r Wtden Founta111 Ave to add a lefl-lum lane at each 1 . 1 

I Los Angeles ..... I .. ~oc;:a(Hig~y :i _ Capacity Fountain Avenue ,. " SUM81 Blllcf _ _ _ _1 ~-We stem ~ver-_ _._.:_; ___ Lirtt_~oyv acqulsitJon needed _ I . LD$ Angeles City I 
Los A, 

I i ~ I I Widen Gleooaks Blvd to provide., eastbound right-tum · -[~~- · 1 
I Los ~s i Local Highway CI!P .. !'CiiY Glenoaks ~!!:!_Sid Sunland Blvd I ! lane Los Af!!!t;les City , 

I , .-.~.. · i -. j WldenbridgeoverUS-101 Fwyto lmproveaccesstoUS. · j 
I Los Angeles . ! ,Local Hjghwa . 1 Grand Avenue Br1d e Cesar ChaVez Ave. i Tem eSt .~ ' ! . 10f; SR-110 !lAure school and Grand Ave. Los eies c· 

! l i Wtden the EXisting bridge to provide dual left-lum 1- onto 1 
I I 1 i 1 the 101 and 110 freeways OIH'aiTlps, includes, and add ! 

..h.~..&.:!ll~~_!--r:l Local Hig~Y..: i Ca1?!9ty ·-·--· Grand Avenu~~!.~. __ Ove!,_l,!.~-1~----1---- . j lhrough lana~ Oght-tum lane, and widen sidewalk. _J,_os Angeles C~ .,.;_,.. ~: j · 1 ,.. Widen to ptovide contffWOUS three througlllanes In each 1 
Los An9!!!'t ~I !:!!ghw~J.''-'- ~----- J!.n..P.!!!al Hlghwat,__ S~_t'{~a Blvd -L....f!!J'shil!9 Dr !t~ '' diredlon _ Lo~Qj!y___J 

l I 'I Intersection widening to add through and/or tum 1-s. and · l 
upgrade tratnc signal to include M-N phasing as needed to LOS:.~-¥~~~~--J.. __ L_~_c~~LI-!!9.~~~ f!i~~!L~~- ~.!.~M'!'.L_.~1 . ..,...Qe ~ot~ St • ! Improve intersect~~--------- Los I 

1 ~;:k.!1.'•1w .. .:.. ~ ; ., •'*- ~, .;
1
- ~~ ;.-~---. •. -... 1 Widen and restljpo to acconvnoc:late three througll tanes In 

t-i,<2!Ma~l~~; Ah~.!:.<EafHia!!~Y.~<a~sHY.. , _ -~.f.!!l!!!!9!L~!!.!!W.!L_ .- ·- ,. · 1111h~St,~ " ... -": "' · _._:_~dir9ct.l§O ' '· . _ 
I 

1 
1 ' i I Widen and restripe to provide continuous three through 

r---.. ~!?!JI_~~l.!!-1' ! L~~~l!Y._J:I <2-~----·-...... ~..!'iera B~!!Y!r!l._____ _., ...... !::!!. .. 9!.. !:!!:l.I.!!_E:!~-d_.-, .· -. __ .· -. _i . lanes in eactl __ !!!r~~.L~~------------. · , .; i _;; ' '\~ ' ~ ~ : .. ' · ' • "F ~ ;~;;~: I~ "Widen the west side of Laurel Canyon Blvd south of 
,. ~?.- I .. :;&. ~~t.. ·~ ,, , ;, , • . ~ . ,, '· •>?.;%'l.<:N:~;r~~!-1u1!1Dliancl Or to canytwo soutnbound lanes through the I Los ~ll~l~~---~1 Hig~!'i:2:':!... _£_~~---.. ---1..-~ ' ..... Laurel CIII)~Q.:!:!.9.!:!!!V8rd __ -~Y.!!.!.9.!.1Pnd Or __ _:_, __ .... 

1 
___ .. .:.. .... ..:.=....:...:.~ . .2:"-,,~·tJt4l,.'k.~!)I~E:!.2!L.,__ ___ . ---~~; ____ ........_ ____ Lh.~~!!!SJ!L_, 

I i I Partnenng with Caltrans & LA County, Improve Uncoln Blvd 
i 1 between Jefferson Blvd & Fiji Way Including removing the 
I I I , existing bottleneck by replacing/Widening the existing bridge 
I ! j i to provide an add'llane in eactl direction & on-street bike 

, _ ,--~. -· -~ . 1 __ -~ocal Hig_hwa_l_ ! ~apacity _______ .... J!~!!!.BoYl~.Y!.!~.l.-----.. -- Jell«lf!2!l~Y~-.---h-:·~!JJ_I_._Y,-J..~-:---_-___ .- •. -_-- +-_ ..!!11. __ e.!_ .. .. _. ~. . -~-~--..,..--.. ---.,...,.....---~ ... ,.~~!.~~~~~~~ Cll¥-. . _ .. -.-_· .·. 
r '·, • '?l!r;.. -· !' •· 1=:·· \' - · .:~ ,_ ~ ~·:<:... ·~ ". •, l ~- R'!f!\oV!'J~~son MaclayatGiac!stO!J.San~instattanew ':::,;• .,. 
I LosAnoeteS. '" ~.: I LilCaC Hiahway . ~ Cap'"'itv : Maclay Street ·~ ~ , Gladslonl Av" .. ;. ! ~ · · ~- · · -, ~ traffis:'$ilfnar • . ' . . ,. · . . Los Anneles cw, -' 
r---=--~ l -=-"---- . --------- -----·-·---=------- - j Widen thenortii"Side'OfMagnolia BiVciToprovlde a_n___ ····-·· ·"':..'!t~----:J!.l,;..... 

L Los Angeles ! Local Hl!lhway ! Ca~ .. M~l!-~!.!y_~ Cahuenga Bl~ I Vinelancl Ave {north sld~LJ__addltionallane_l~J.he ~estbo~J!ld d~ecti.!?!l: ...... -----... -~E-~_6,().Q!).!!..£!!y ___ , __ 

"' Los_~~!!_~ 
"!?~~~-.£!!L_J .. I 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS 

1 ~ya-m · I Category I Route Name ','•·rp frO'in/~t .._t '-To :i1 _-_• j Projec:.t Descrlptloq I Lead Agency 
! : 1. _,,·_ , I :. . '' ,. . "' · <:,· I h.:£: . ~·'. 1 Wid~lng to 'addEXdl.islve rlght·IUI!l lanes for all j , . . .1 

_ Los ~.ll~!L _ _ L.f~l!:!t9~~~__:_[_£~~J!Y....:, ____ 

1
_M~.!!.!!l~~\!!!~.!-.i:.:..~ . .:~- '•'' .§.I!~!£2Y..§.L _ _:.~---- ~- ; .:.-: -~'!.:.:.:_· -~_p_eroach!!.!l~-~~-l!.l!.f(l.£.!!v~L-·-------~~~.II~!es £_it)'_:::__3 

i 1 i I ~den Mission Road to provide an addnlonal through lane in I i 
• ! ! ! • each direction, and Install new pedestrian signal at Sichel l i 
1r~--~P-~!!f.l2~'e. ~-----J--l~!!:l_.~~!'i'L_.l._~_I!P.~9J~---.- ~!!£!\.B~!!~-:""7----: <i~W.!!.A~.------L..Maren9c:? St ____ _l strei!L, ____ ,...~---..,.,....,.,.~----- ·---'=~!.A!!aeles ci!Y..,.....-r .. , 

• _, .. , .. . ! ..... ,.,_..., . I . : . · ' ·.; · ~,..) I ~ . 1 Widen MoO(par1(. :A.ve.,to In<:rease capacity and Install street ,'..;, .f><',. :.~,··i 
~ los t.'!9~-l..-.1ocal. ·!:!.!9. i !:!_W.·.-~'1. . j Cap_:_ • Mo!!f.£!!.!!.:.~~~-'1!:!!---·-· _ _ ,. __ \!Y~r:nan Ave ·· ', • ._, --~ammo!~ Ave ~· +!9nl.!.._~.._!!!&_ll!.!!!...!!£,__ · · h • • • '· ,. • • • Lo!!_6!.)jjeles ~. ·- .-. _l 

1 1 1 Grade separate North Main Street over the exiting Metrollnk II 

i I i and freight tracks; reduces delays for vehicles and transtt 1 r "":· I ~ "''~T! C~£~~-r.___ .-.l"~.M~!~ . .§l~_t ----_ ... t!.~.!~-~-------~--------- _ .!!.<!!!!.!!.l!.Y!Ii!l9 on M_!lln Stre~t__,_- . --~.!l.!.~geles..f.!!Y---1 
~ ,,,_,.: . · ~-· ·;-, -i,~ ':j ·~·-:?•r 1 · •,:..::•-~· Widen fi. Spring St. between Roundout St.lo Baker St. from · ..,'c 1 

: · ; . . · .; f -!1 ,1l ~1.:{ · ! (f ~f ~- 44 ft. to an 80' roadway Width and install landscaped ' _: . •· 1 
eles Loca!!!!9,~~Y ( " Ca~ __ ;__ North Sf!!ln9..2.._tf!tel -'S!~:~ Roundout St ~j _ _ ! Baker St ' .;~~- ·.-. i. me<!~ ,. _ ~ Los eles c' '___j 

I ! .
1 

Improvements to the lntersealon by Increasing the curb 1 ! 
, ' rerum radius of all four comers and Olympic Blvd i 

---~les L ". _.§_91oSt .• ,ri .. 'l~. -·<J • ..., ,, · +~..!:.,!3,QWrequired ~ I_ L~s~eles~ 
~eles I . Boulevard .I.J Alameda St it~- i ·~ :-o; f.'_.,_:r.~ .. ' Widen to im ve ltudonovemertt (~ht-of-way ~ uit ' los· metes ci!f i 

I I Widening curb rettun to Improve truck movement through the 1 

Los Angeles l ocal Highway i Capacity c~ .,_~' . " ,_,.. S ... FoAw "'" '"'""'>-"',""""' .......... '-"' .... ~ 
:~: ·f~ .J/: ~~t:.r. · :·~·~~~ J- • i 

I C .. . . OwensmouthAvenue • C , q.~ . • -·,;: ':lttJ- I LosAr!gelesCity · i 
Owensmouth Avenue Satlcoy St 1 Los Angeles City i 

Los 

Los 

Los Oxnard Street ,- I White Oalc Ave I l.iodley Ave;· ~:. I ~equire addt1ional Rc)w,-~~h ~ j,'; ~ ~~ u,;~~ ciiY -~ 

Los Oxnard Street 

Intersection widening to add through and/or tum t.Ms. and I - I 
upgrade traffiC signal to include new phasing as needed to I 

De Solo St I imDrove interseaion caoacitv. Los Anaeles Cltv , 
l ~, 1ntersect!Oowidenlngto-8diftliOOghandtOr~lanes,and 

'-"': ..- ~ upgrade traffiC slgnal to include new phasing as needed to 1 • -
Los i Reseda Boulevard • ~ Burbank Blvd ;::A.~ lJS-.101 F WB ramps im.prove intersection capacitY. 1 Los Angelei.Ci!y , ~ J I i Widen the bridge to Improve the capacity and to add the 1 1 
Los Angeles .. Riverside Drive _ §R;134 Fwy ~ bike lane I Lo~-~eles Ci!Y ! 

l i . · . t~' ,. !' ,.,_ .. t>. - -: t . ~ "' :;; ~ 1 Reconfigure exlstlng remps and QOflstflJCI new ramps to .. · 1 
Los~ I [oea1 H~l - Robertson Avenue ..?""' .ft.I!!.~Blvd I /h10 F;Wy lntel'dla!!.9.!:: I im~~ . Los les c · ' 

I ! j ~eallgn Roxford St at Sepulveda Blvd. by widening CUfb , 
.• !-~.~!!II!!!I!!I ___ I_J.~P.~!Y_J_£!1~ Roxford Stre.!.L__,.__ __ ~2!!!Y.~!Jl,M. _____ 1 j radius to e~.!9~-·--------~- __ l,.c:?s Anaeles C!!Y.-~ 

-+ . {i{~ f , - · , , 1 .,. .. , ; ~ 1 lnataU a c:enter-reveralbla 1-on the Old Rol!(l to prQVJOe ~:r,-- · '~'1 
~· cYt;, L · -. ' 1 01 • 11, r ~ • ~ n ! extra capaCity during peak hours al~ 8(1 approximately 3 _~ ~ Los~~!... L~ Hi~ ' ~ Ca • . San Feman~_...:.:_ -~erra ~ • ; _l RoxfJ?fd St · -~ ·~=... I mile 1!!9ment_. __ .• __ LJ?.sAngeles CitY_ 

~ 
i ~dening curb retrun to improve truck movement through the 1 

~os A!!£i_!!les I Local ljJ~J......~!I.E!£l!r._ -~.!!f~~.!!!!!!.L,._,....._,_. -f~.!!.!!L~-------- ---- . ----·-=----~~cti!'.£!:.. .•• ""'.~-------~-,....,..~--- ·- Los ~~J~!~-... I 
, . . ;,~- , · if-" . , __ .>-'! __ '' ,.$~. • Con~IIUct~Ueperationandel(lendr~dwaywesferly ' "' · · --~J 
L~-~-~!l!!l!!_ ___ ___!;ocat.f:!.!9~h. •. L~~E..\Y __ ·' _· -· Sati<:o SI(!!L.__:._ __ .• Y!!l~L~!Yf! ___ _:.df~ ~~~'Ave · ··~ i . rroni:w~rfian Ave~ van N.!£t..sjlhid _:_ · ,. . . .. · . -'=~!§eleL9Ji'~ 

! t t' Widen to major highway standard and Increase number of ! 
... J~-~~f.l9!!!!L _____ .!:.~!.!:!!9.~~L..:-r,L_.9~.P.i'SIIY. --·-- ._ .. §~P.0.Y.!!!!,~!!J~:::!!:L---···· _J~.!~!9.!!~L~Jy_d ---···---· _Q!'f.!!!P.!£,~~0..----~--- __ tl!f~g-~~!)!.S}r.o.r!!.~.!<?...!t'.'!~J.~.! .. _,~r-- L!!._~"~~~9.L'Y...,,_,,j 

"""~:q *'~:1 ii. . · '·: ; :,t~ ;. -~ ~~;i< :;:!~ Partneri,!lg'with (,'ulver City & LA·OoiJI'IIy, ~entity and ., '· ·· .' i · ·:· ·'-;tl '7Uf . . . · ; -. ''"', I . ,«: {. ·. .. implement way~ ,Qf i)nprQving traffic now, carrying capacity. ''} ~ 
,., ~c- • v:, . ,a: ';'~~ e: . ~ ~· : i~~~~ i and elliclen<:.Y.fn. tfte utilll'atlon of th~ SepuJveda Corridor' { 

--~ES..!.~~g~l!~.-~.l:.....!'J.-h~l..!:tlS!}~.____:_t~i!i-... _.:__ ,WJ!!_!lJ!..e. alvd ___ ':,':.,_, __ , ___ ~ ____ _::::::._~.J' ... __ J__from Wl!~.!!.lfe to LAX. · "' ~------- _,!,.!?~.!!..'!.!.£:. · . 
I I I i I' Widen existing tumel to provide additional traffic lanes and 

-~-~~-~~l!!~---h--~~ll:!!ahw~y ! Cap~_!y __ , s~~~!..I!!n!l!! _ _Mulholl~_f!.tiE.9L------}-.- _ __ • - j·· bike~ ·-·-~-- L~-~.9~~----11 
' 1 ., <~<ii·:" - ; . .P: l , · • ,. ,, t ,{. "-· .. _ !"' ~~ ~ ·'' lrifersedioo widening to add throi.J9h and/or tum lanes. and •i 

· ! · .., ·. \~L ! : ~· 11> ~:_- •.:: i · 1 upgrad&~mftie signal to include new phasing as needed to ~ 
· los'A!!II~---1---b~-His~:LS:.!~-- Sherman"Y!'i..O~~------~~Avf!_ t~ , _..,_· _ -~So~..§L_!,-~..:__J..l~~~~--- •c !-os~_!!esC!!Y ·, 

; · ] · I Widening to add northbound right tum lane and upgrade I 
I i I I traffiC signal to include northbound protected left-tum 1 
I local Highway I Cap!'?l~Y ShouJ?. AI(.~~ Irwin Ave inS _ los ~eles Citt ! 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS 

I System I category !! .-~ Route Name t Frorii!A( .:,." i-- ~ - .. To ,;:..; I Project D~l1ptlon "' t L•l!~.:~sency 
., . . h . '."'·· 1 I . ~- 1,, l ·;,:q . . . • , 1 Widening to add northboun<l right tun)\arie al)d upgrade:, j ;~ -~ Ll. 
' ··· ·• I • .. , . '' · <:<: .,.....: ·,x,._..,_, ··: _,. · · tra111c signal to lndllde westboUnd and northboUnd protected - · ,,,. *' 

l LosAngeles I LocaiHighwaY Capacity -- ~~:!.~.l.le-.~-· --· OXIlardSt- ·".# ~!'. ,~:;';;~· . ...:L_:_ _!_!ft·tum~a.L _____ · ....:...L __ _:_ __ :~~ ...:.L I~.-1,2.~;1esc· ' · 
1 I Widening to add eastboUnd right tum lane and upgrade t 1 

1 Los'~!19eles I L.ocaJ . .!:!!~L- _ £!.1!.\IE..!t_ ShO!!.e.~Y.!!~.!' , .... , ____ Y.!I.!!£WenSI . , , ---.~-.-r--~!!9.,1)!!.... ____________ .. _, ________ ~·~·:-.. J"~s,~~lesCitr.,._~ 
1 , ;-, 1 . .,., . , •lt: .. ..1",. ~-"'''. \., · Widenlngto!!l!dnortllboUndrigllltuml!lnean(lupgrade <:· j ., ·" , }: .. 1 
i ·i~~eles ·~ 1-. LocaiHlghwily Ca~ Shouj!Avenue··: '!'''i·,<-:; .'' .• Sherman Way ... ;.~· ·.f ,., ... ' --1-·traffiC~nal;, ·' :·> ·. "?' . ·,;;.¥ l Losf.!!!_9elesCity\ 1 
i- i · - - - I -·--- 1 - Design arid"construclion of strllilt improvements and slgnager-·-- --l 
~-;~-~~~l---\£~J9h'N!L,_ _f!P.!~l!L .. ,__~ _.§~~_t(?.O Aven~ _ ~ I· 1.~'?,.f~ ···:,-;-;-:-:-:---,·--.. --J--.!!1~~~~~'---~---- ...J9!..129.ffi.!!!!f.~!!!~.~t!! .. __ , _________ ___ .-·---. -·~_lis.,.~ C!!Y _ __ ..j 

I .:.~::J ~; ' I "'-""""" ,;...., ~_., ... ..;.. ' j'f:~ii~ ~ i ' :< -"~~,~ ~ =~~~~. hboU~i:.~=!~~~=~ i Los~~;~sCilf: J r-.. ·- --·---.. ·---· -·- -- - ..... -... ·-·-·-·----.. -· ·l___ · ---·--- - wrcfiiiiinolo'8d'diiOi1hbouridliin-iUm ail<l souiiiboUnd right- i -- - - 1 

i-!:~.!i-~~~!!!!i--m.,.,-'=-~I . .!:I!S.!:!Y:'!L_ ~£!P.!~ty ..!E.I?.~.Il.!L~.!nY.~!!.!?.'!!.evar<!._~ •••. B~~s ~vd ·- tum la!!!!.~.!!!!!!C signal uwde. I Los ~es City ,' 
I ·~~ '"' ,:~' ·:l ~ . ., ·· '·•' I' ~-;·,~;r.~ ~~ I·J'-';;;-c) ' , -·" ·:• ,; lnterseclionwldenlngtoaddthroughand/OI'tumlanes-,and 1 .. ·~ ··· I 
. .... ~ .-.:;· ...... 1~~..... • ~ ~ ... '"1 ..... ~· ... f~ 1 -» ····· · 
i~~: .. l; ,. ,. , .;"·'·. " ':,. ., ~;~li."'.x.r · ' ·.:_ ~ ·upgradetramcslgnallolndude,_phaslngasoeededto ., "' ·~. , r :-"iW'( ';"; . ..l . I ,. ' :' ' -~,!~t,o ' ~; i'-1" 4.:~:; .. l Improve intersection capacity. Install,_ signal at Topanga! ' ~ I 
L_.::b§_:;_~geles ~--h<?PSI Hig~y Ca~·--''-- _!.~..9!.£!."1.2!'-~lev8f!!._L VanovienSt:J: r ~·:: :·j Ventura Blvd Canyon Blvd.~ Califa St. , . .1·' 'Los Angeles C!IY i 
i I I ! Widening to add eastbound and westboUnd thrOI.!Qh lanes ! j 
j Los .Afflele! __ l ~ill9.~1- C.,P!CiiY. Vaiel Ave'!.'!! I Kittri!!a! St ! and upgrade tratrte .!!inal j Los Angeles City j 
i · ;;.. 4~;., ·'• i · ·· ! · ·• ; . r , • "' .t ~ . ·, Improve capacity and eMan<:e traf'llc flow at railroad -i.( 1 
; :-; ":i. :<;; · .. _·· 1 _ , ": ~ J . . • ~ ~ ~-:, ·. crossing by 'Nidenlng to add lanes, to improve curb, and to I' I 
i ,... · ,;~<;, :; ' ·' ··,~ ~ • ' j · ~ a •{' -~ upgrade signal systems and rail road equipment along · 
i Les~'J.!_s_~ocalt::!!ahway Capacity ,] Vaii!X_Boulevard ;:.,-. ' I SanPabloSt J·· BocaAve '~· " Valleyarvc!. . . . · 1 LOsAng!!esCify ' ; 
: 1 i Widen both sides of Van Ness Ave. to ac:coiMIOdate one ! 1 
i Los Angeles . Local Highway Capacity Van Ness Avenue I U$-101 FwySB olf-nunp ! S~l Blvd addltJonal SOtJII\bolnllane. i . Los Anoetes Cilv 1 
i '" . ! ' l • _: . . Widening to add westboUnd ttvough lane and upgrade tralf.C:l li"' 
~ Los Angeles 1- Local Hi!lhwaY capacity . ~ ' .. Vanatden Avenue ' 1 us-.101 fW'I EB ramps Nent\n Blvd ~ I signal to lmPfOve lotersecllon capacity, l ~=tO's 
! j I i Intersection widening to add through artd/or tum lanes, and j ! 
i 1 jl 1 upgrade traffiC signal to include new phasing as needed to i I 
i Los An!leles , i Local HlahwaY Capacity Vanowen Avenue ~Ave . Mason Ave . , ."". imllfOVe ~on capacitY. . . • } ~os Apgeles City 

' 1 !I · ---~ - .. . . ! \ -.. ~ l Con$trudi0fl ot a "th Orange Une Station 1r1 Warner Center ·-j- ..,, _ . .., 
Los Anoeles" 1 , Local Hl!lhwav Transit Variel Avenue • Oxnani Sl~ . '!! •• • ~ ' i - ., ' Area . . . . . . ; [os Anaeles C"'· I 

I j I Widen between Shoup Ave and us-101 freeway southboUnd! I 
! Los Angeles ., I Local H' Venhn Boulevard ; ShOup Ave ~ 1 us-101 SB ramps s to ovlde double lefl.l~mlanes . ! Los Angele~ ChX 

1 ; . .l ; ~ _ 1 ! Widen 10 It ot east-side of V~ Ave to.provide left-tum j :.· ,;:: ..,..; .. , 
1 losAngeles ' ! LocaiH'JS!hwl!r .. ca VermontAvenua · ., .I onBivd - ; 1-10 . lane .. ... . . . . . . ~ . .. . ---J--!:.os~!!es:c~ 
i I l : P!Sd\ase 20 new buses to add to a Local Circulator bus i • 
I I i system to operate from Victory to Owensmouth to Oxnard to • 

I I I I v""'"" -~-,. """'"~"" """m"""" I i i · enhance the existing bus shelters along the route as i 
L.....!:£LAngeles LocaiH!i!!.Y!! Transit Vk:l J!~yard . I OwensmouthAve_ toOXI!!Ild~V~ei~Vlct~ .. Bivd required __ .. _ __ l .. Los~---· 
i . · •· "- I · ... · · · lnteiSeCtfon widening to add throUgh aodfor tum' Janes, and~ l;i=;:( ·· 1: "'·· . ·.· · ·'· . 1 ~ 1 • , , upgrade ttamc slgoaJ to include new Jlh!lslng as [18eded ~!::bfb'\. ~ , . ~OS ~!I!!!!S __ I l~ Hl~~~~L- ....f!P!C!!L__ Vli:t!?£Y_~y~d , '-' · l :.,. Owens~~'!.fL .. - - .. .. +Yf.l!!fl_&k_!.f.~----- _!l!!.l!f2.Y!.!!!.!!!!~.~~.Y.: ___ ~-·- ,:6>'-:;;_,_._:::lffa~!-~ele$ .9_!!Y _ _ j 
i I. 1 Widen east side of Western Ave. to accomodate left-tum i i 
L_~. Lo ___ s_f-_ 1)9eles .• f-L~!!.!S~r. .f.! a<:i We~.!_~ Avenu.!!_ ____ _j_ Florence~,!!. __ .. __ , _____ .L_.~.QQ!.§VM~.~!l!.~~r. ~y~ _ l!!l.!!!!.:!!~J .. int!'~ionl.~~!!!!!.!!! . .!!.J?.!....ol.~_-J!m.._ ~~. '---:-:=L_=_ L.· ~s_.-~ .. · . !;!~J...f.!!r..-l 
i ' _..,. - ~ . , ·~ . ' a1-;_.;~I'S,. ... I ': .. ,. ·~ . WldenWesternBivd, toa<!dn«thboundandsouthbqUnd,le(fJ~-'r";'j:~~-., ... I 
~i~!~~~--· ·-~!!.!9.!.!War _____ £!!~!L_.___ .!!t~m Avenue·-·- ·-·_. _:..;_ i~ ~ Ex~itlon Blvi1 ______ ~---.. --i-·- > ·. / ....::_-'-·-- !!'m l&!!!! .. !!t~itlonJ!l.P..:._ .. __ :'}:__:i. __ :~~...::~~--.. , ' ;Io_!:~les -Ci!Y 
l I Local 1 · Arterial widening to provide an additional lane In each ! ~ 
!.-. .J:51.!! . .e..!.!fl~L~1--. _L..~!.!:!.!Jttr!f.!Y-._. __ ---~..I!.!E!Y..___ ~.!t~!r!.~~J~ard-----~. San \ljcei)!!~~V.<!.,..,. •.. _ ••. __ 

1
i__ .... g,~..!'l!!:'.~!-4Y~----~-·--·-· ..,....$.~.!1.:...-."""'~~~---~~--l! _ jEs A!!a!!!~ C~y __ _ 

i · .' · , ... ,,. · · · . · . · · .. .., , . 'J 'f"' ·.~J · . . . · . · • · . ~~· ' - · Widening to 8Clil11orthbour)d and southbQun!l right,turn lanes , . · 
L. .. Los ~~J.!!.~---~r-~U:!.!s!!i!.~r._ _______ 9.!!e!!~!L . ....!:... • · _Y.{.I!.!r.!!!.!~.:~~~~-!.-.-- t: ______ ~_:-Y!!IOW.!'l.~-----:.,.!" _ .... .+-.. -:...._._ __ ..... -::: __ -~~.! .. !!..!!!!£.!!a.f1!_1 -· . ·::- ._,, i::..:~ . .:. ... L l<>s:Angeil!!.f.!!L_ 
i t· 1 I Change westboUnd right-tum lane to a shared through-right i 
i I ! tum lane, add an eastboUnd left-tum lane, and upgrade I 1 
L_L0..!!~!!9.e!~1--~-l.9.~ • .t.!;iJa_ !:!w.~-r~ ,.~~---. ·_b-__ Y!!ntura B.!~L-~~-,.-·--r·------·-----~. - .·-.-.-. ..ttaf!l<?_~.!_. l. _ . . ·---. 11~s ~~s:..!!L-.. -i i " ., · " .. · t .. · · ~!1¥ . · ·~ ~ ~l:l~ ~ y-...~W.· · Widening to add westb<itm light tum lane and upgrade A. ., • • 1 

L..L..~AQg~Jes · . ._.2.t· i!,~IH_[Q~y ___ C81!!£!.11,.__ WiMetkaAvenue fJ\ ·~ f* OxnaroSt ... :',• ·-. ·~ ,,· ;.' ~ "'"ii .. ,. -~.!l!I!!!L_ . -< . ": .. . LosAns!etesCity I 
I 1 1· Widening to add northbound shared-through right tum lane i 1 
: Los_~!!fJ!!J~ _!:~.L!:!!a!2'!Y.!~ Ca~- W~~~-~e Ave~!!_~ .. _ _ ___ I _V!~~ Blvd , and upgrade traffiC slana! i Los Angeles City I 
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- Urban Core Res H19h MIX 

- C1ty Res H.gh M1X 

- Town Res High MIX 

Neighborhood Res High MtX 

Suburban Res High Mtx 

- Urban Core Emp H1gh Mtx 

Neighborhood Res Low M1x 

fi-l Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low MIX 

Neighborhood Emp High Mile - Urban Core Emp Low MIX 

Suburban Emp High M1x - Ctty Emp Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res low Mix 

r-"1 City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low MIX 

Town Emp Low Moe 

Neighborhood Reta1t Low Mtx 

Suburban Retail Low MIX 

SublM'ban OffiCe Low MtX 

SublM'ban tndustnat Low MIX 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

A 

Civic Center Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project A~eas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,A1 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIONof GOVERNAUNTS 



----
CEOA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix NeighbOI'hood Res Low Mix Ne~hbortlood OffiCe Low Mox 

Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

Coty Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp Hogh Mox -Urban Core Emp Low Mox Suburban lndustnal Low Muc 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp Low Mox Rural Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix t Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix -City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mox Feet 

Civic Center Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,JA SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION OfGOVlRNMlNT$ 



::---.._ 

CEQA Streamlining Avail -City Emp High M1x -Urban Core Res High MIX Town Emp High MIX -C1ty Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp H1gh Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhocxl Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix ~ City Res Low Mix -Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res low Mix 

Suburban Re$ Low Mix -Urban Core Emp low Mix -City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhocxl Office low M1x 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lndustliallow MIX 

Rural low Mix 

N 

o-=-.iii2s::o:::::s:ioo.__1iii,ooo A 
• Feet 

Input raceived by June 2011 

Pica Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
!:" ~ SOUTI!£RN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofGOVERNMENTS 



----

-s~ 

CEQA Streamlining Avail. I2IZI! City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res low Mix Neighborhood Office low Mix 

Urban Core Res High Mix 1m Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp low Mix Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -C~y Emp low Mix Rural l ow Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res low Mix Town Emp low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix ~ City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

Pico Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~A SOUTHER N CAUFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION Of GOVERNMENTS 



I J CEQA Streamlining Avail. lim1 City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix J!iiim Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mi.x Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

-= 1 Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix fl2iliil City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

•. ~ Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Relall Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

o.-25=o=5:::~o•o __ ,_.ooo A 
Feet !'\ 

Scenario is based on local input 

Union Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ ~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATI ONof GOV ERHM l NTS 



--.. 
-

CEQA Streamlining Avail. IE City Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res High Mix Q!!ll Town Emp High Mix 

City Res High Mix Neighborhood Ernp High Mix -Town Res H1gh Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -Neighborhood Res High Mix fZil Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix jn'!Z!l City Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

5ct~v-<i!.- ~ 0~ w/ ac)c!r/l,o~ 
ai'\1\.Q~fl...:,,u be{o~ 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

-rr 
,;t 

/ !_,/ 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

received by June 2011. 

Union Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/ SCS 

~ ...6J SOUTHERN CAUFORNIII 
~ ASSOCIATIOHOfGOYERHMENTS 



I 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp Hogh Mtx Suburban Res Low Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp Htgh Moe - Urban Core Emp Low MIX 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res Htgh Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mtx 

Suburban Office Low Mtx 

Suburban lndustnal Low Moe 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

o 250 500 1.000 A 
--==:::~--• Feet 

is based on local input received by June 20 I 1 

2nd Street I Broadway Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 

~ SOUTHERN CAUFORHIA 
'llliq ASSOCIATIONofGOVUNMlNT$ 



- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp H1gh M1x -Neighborhood Res H1gh M1x - Urban Core Res Low M1x 

Suburban Res High Moc Crty Res Low Mix -Urban Core Emp Hgh MIX Town Res Low Mix 

- s~ <A.S o~ V>/ ~\n.o~ 
~~+{"" 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

C1ty Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp low MJX 

Neighbomood Relaii Low MIX 
0 

Suburban Relail Low Mil< 

l-JC rc>l<t~t 
Of. 

'lt ""'t II ll'\ttcol 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban industnai Low Mix 

Rural low Mix 

N 

250 500 l ,OOO A Feet 

2nd Street I Broadway Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CA~IFORHIA 
~ A.SSOCIAT10N of GOVERNMEN"TS 



----

l NOV STIZ-1 'It- L 

CEOA Streamlining Avail -cny Emp High MiX Netghborhood Res Low MiX Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Urban Core Res High MiX Town Emp High MIX Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban OffiCe Low Mix 

Crty Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low M1x 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High MIX -City Emp Low Mi)( Rural Low MIX 

Neighbortleod-Re~tgh-Mhc-.. - Urban Core Res Low M1x ' Town Emp Low Mix 
N 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 
0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low M1x Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

7th Street I Metro Center Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ ~ SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofGOVIERNMIENTS 



----
CEQA Streamlining Avail. -City Emp High Mix Nelghbortlood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Offoce Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Hogh Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

City Res High Mix Neighbortlood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mox 

Town Res Hogh Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -Coty Emp Low Mix Rural low Mox 

Neighbortlood Res Hogh Mox -Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mtx N 
Suburban Res Hogh Mox n Coty Res Low Mix Neoghbortlood Retail Low MIX 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp Hogh Mox Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

ScenariO IS be sed on local mput received by June 2011 

7th Street I Metro Center Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ ~ SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATI ON of GOVERNMENTS 



----
CEOA Streamlining Avail -City Emp High MIX Neighborhood Res low MIX Neighborhood OffiCe low Mix 

Urban Core Res High MIX Te7Nn Emp High MIX SUburban Res l<7N Mix Suburban OffiCe l<7N Mix 

C1ty Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp low MIX Suburban lndustnallow M1x 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High M1x -City Emp low Mix Rural low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix 1 Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix m City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix TC7Nn Res Low Mix Suburban Retalll<7N Mix Feet 

&enario is based on local mput received by June 2011. 

Flower I 3rd Street Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAliFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION oiGOVERNMlNTS 



1 CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mi.x 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Bill Urban Core Emp High Mix 

tiD City Emp High Mix 

Em Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Suburban Emp High Mix -.. Urban Core Res Low Mix 

~ City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

- S"\O'NZ- ~ 0 &' v.JI c.u:ic:k~ 
11 t\ ~ h .. ./-~PVl b et bw 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix N 
Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1.000 A Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

Flower I 3rd Street Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/ SCS 

~"' SOUntERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofGOVERNM ENT$ 



----
Urban Core Res High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix ID Urban Core Res Low Mix 1 Town Emp low Mix 
N 

Suburban Res High Mix ~ City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 
0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

Pershing Square Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/ SCS 
~..<II SOIITHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIONofGOVERNM EHTS 



----
CEQA Streamlining Avail. -City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Urban Core Res High Mix lfR Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mi~ 

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp LOIY Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix ~ City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix Feel 

Scenario is based on local input by June 2011. 

Pershing Square Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ ./J SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
. ~ ASSOCIATIOH of GOVERNMENTS 



Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low M1x Suburban OffiCe Low M1x 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp Low Mix Rural Low MIX 

NeiQhborhOod Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low MIX 
N 

Suburban Res HIQh Mix C1ty Res low M1x Neighborhood Retail Low Mtx 
0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retatl Low Mix Feet 

Vermont I Beverly Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ _t SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ A$SOCIATIONofGOVIUtNMEHT$ 



CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix l!l'"1'il Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res low Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 
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Scenario is based on local input raceived by June 2011. 
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Scenario is based on local input received by June 2011 
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2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 
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CEOA Streamlining Avaol 
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- Town Res High MIX 
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CEQA Streamhnmg Avail 
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input re~lved by June 
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