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1. Introduction

The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the NBCU Evolution Plan project (“Project”) includes a

“No-Residential” alternative (Alternative 10), to the Project.

SCENARIOS ANALYZED

This analysis evaluates the transportation impacts of Alternative 10 under the following scenarios
and compares these transportation impacts to those of the Project analyzed in Transportation
Study for the NBC Universal Evolution Plan (Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc. and Raju
Associates, Inc., March 2010) (the “Project Transportation Study”) provided in Appendix E-1 of the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR):

e Future Conditions (2030 Background) without Alternative 10 (see Chapter Il of the Project
Transportation Study)

e 2030 Background with Alternative 10

e Existing Conditions without Alternative 10 (see Chapter Il of the Project Transportation
Study)

e Existing Conditions with Alternative 10 (Sunnyvale Analysis — presented in Appendix A)

In addition, because the previously proposed Metro Universal project on the Universal City Metro
Red Line station site has been terminated, an evaluation of the impacts of Alternative 10 traffic on
the transportation system without the Metro Universal project as a related project in the
background was also conducted. The results of this analysis are presented in Appendix B of this

report.



DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVE 10

Alternative 10 represents a substantial reduction in the overall density of the proposed Project.
Alternative 10 would eliminate the proposed 2937 residential units and 180,000 square feet (sf) of

neighborhood retail and community serving commercial uses of the proposed Project.

Alternative 10 would consist of the development of approximately 2.68 million sf of net new
commercial development, including two 500-room hotels and related uses, 39,216 sf of net new
entertainment retail, 337,895 sf of net new entertainment uses, 495,406 sf of net new office
space, 307,949 sf of net new studio space and 647,320 sf of net new studio office space. To
implement Alternative 10 as proposed, a total of approximately 585,814 sf of existing on-site uses
would be demolished. The proposed development square footages of Alternative 10 as

compared to the Project are summarized in Table 1.

The main difference between Alternative 10 and the Project is the elimination of the residential
and neighborhood and community serving uses in the Project-proposed Mixed-Use Residential
Area of the Project Site! and an increase in the Studio Office and Entertainment uses. In addition,
the North-South Road proposed under the Project that would connect Lakeside Plaza Drive to
Buddy Holly Drive and primarily serve the Mixed-Use Residential Area of the Project would be
eliminated under Alternative 10. A short section of the North-South Road (known today as
Donald O’Connor Drive) could be constructed in the southern portion of the site to support new
Entertainment Area parking supply. The parking supply in the Entertainment Area would increase
to serve the additional Entertainment uses.

Figure 1 shows the location of potential new parking garages to serve the Entertainment District.
Parking garages may be built at the hotel sites and along Universal Hollywood Drive. At the north
end of Universal Studios Boulevard (at the east end of City Walk), additional parking could be built
as expansions of existing garages and as new structures on the current surface parking areas at
the eastern end of the Entertainment District. The parking areas will also include access roads

and toll plazas to serve the garages.

! For the purposes of this report, the term “Project Site” refers to the entire Universal Studios property.



As with the Project, Alternative 10 would implement two separate proposed Specific Plans, one for
the portion of the Project Site within the City of Los Angeles (the “City Specific Plan”) and one for
the portion of the Project Site in the County of Los Angeles (the “County Specific Plan”).
Alternative 10 would be supported by a Circulation Plan which would consist of site access,
internal circulation, and parking. Figure 1 shows the proposed circulation plan for Alternative 10.
With the exception of the North-South Road through the eastern portion of the Project Site, the
access and circulation plan under Alternative 10 would be very similar to the Project.

Under Alternative 10, the City and County boundaries of the Project Site would be adjusted
slightly. However, the jurisdictional boundary demarking City and County limits would not affect
the results of this traffic analysis in any way. The trip generation characteristics of land uses and
the geographic distribution of project trips would not change depending on whether or not a

particular land use is located within the City or the County of Los Angeles boundaries.
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TABLE 1
ALTERNATIVE 10 LAND USE PLAN

Net New Project

Net New Alternative 10

Land Use Development Development

Studio (sqg. ft.) 307,949 307,949
Studio Office (sq. ft.) 437,326 647,320 *
Office (sq. ft.) 495,406 495,406
Entertainment (sq. ft.) 145,655 337,895
Entertainment Retail (sq. ft.) 39,216 39,216
Amphitheater (sq. ft.) (50,600) (50,600)
Hotel 450,000 ° 900,000 °
Neighborhood Retail and Community - Serving 180,000 0
Commercial (sq. ft.)
Residential 2,937 units 0 units
Total

Commercial (sq. ft.) 2,004,952 2,677,186

Residential 2,937 units 0 units

care center.
Includes up to 500 hotel guest rooms and related hotel facilities.
Includes up to 1,000 hotel guest rooms and related hotel facilities.

Studio Office uses under Alternative 10 include a 5,000 square foot expansion of an existing child

LA\2785108.1






2. Alternative 10 Traffic Volumes

Forecasts of traffic patterns from Alternative 10 are based on the Universal City Transportation
Model employing the methodology described in the Project Transportation Study. The
methodology consists of three major components: trip generation, trip distribution, and traffic
assignment. As with the Project, the Alternative 10 traffic analysis focused on the weekday
morning and afternoon peak hours so as to provide an analysis and evaluation of intersection
operating conditions. Also, the Alternative 10 analysis evaluated impacts within the same 50-

square mile Study Area as the Project.

For planning purposes, the Project Site was divided into four major areas. The areas were further
divided into traffic analysis zones (TAZs), which are represented in the EMME/2-based Universal

City Transportation Model.

As noted above, Alternative 10 includes demolition of certain existing facilities and construction of
new commercial facilities. A discussion of the trip generation characteristics of Alternative 10 as
defined by the removal of certain existing uses and addition of certain other uses within the

various areas is provided below.

For a more detailed discussion of the Universal City Transportation Model and trip generation

calculations please see the Project Transportation Study.

TRIP GENERATION

Similar to the Project analysis, Trip Generation, 7" Edition (Institute of Transportation Engineers,
2003), a national standard used by the traffic engineering profession, was used to estimate the
number of trips expected to be generated by the office and hotel components of Alternative 10.
Empirical data collected for the Project was used to estimate the trip generation for other

components of Alternative 10.



Before Transportation Demand Management

Table 2 provides a summary of the trip generation estimates for Alternative 10. As indicated, it is
estimated that Alternative 10, before trip reduction from the Transportation Demand Management
(TDM) program, would generate a net total of 23,601 daily trips on a typical weekday, including
approximately 2,241 morning peak hour trips (1,642 inbound, 599 outbound) and 2,197 afternoon
peak hour trips (447 inbound, 1,752 outbound).

With Transportation Demand Management

Alternative 10 would implement a similar TDM program as the Project, although it would be
adjusted based on the elimination of the residential and neighborhood retail and community
serving land uses. Table 3 shows the elements of the TDM plan that would be implemented to
achieve the trip reduction target assumed in this analysis. Table 3 shows the effects of the TDM
program elements when applied to Alternative 10. The TDM program would apply to all
Alternative 10 land uses except for the hotel use. Therefore, the TDM trip reductions would apply
to 6,211 of the 6,911 Alternative 10 afternoon peak hour trips and not the approximately 700

afternoon peak hour hotel trips.

The TDM program has the potential to reduce the afternoon peak hour trips from 6,911 trips to
6,140 (5,440 + 700 hotel trips) for a reduction of 771 total peak hour trips. This represents a TDM
reduction of 11.1% when compared to the full site trip generation of 6,911 afternoon peak hour
trips.

To be conservative, the full 11.1% TDM reduction was not assumed in the Alternative 10
transportation analysis. As shown in Table 2, the “Full Site with Alternative 10 TDM Program”
assumed 6,412 afternoon peak hour trips — or a reduction of approximately 500 trips representing
a 7.2% TDM reduction when compared to the full site trip generation of 6,911 afternoon peak hour

trips.



Trip Generation Comparison

As shown in Table 2, the Alternative 10 trip generation represents a reduction when compared to
the Project trip generation. Alternative 10 with the TDM program would generate 8,969 fewer trips
per day, with 568 fewer trips during the morning peak hour and 1,072 fewer trips during the
afternoon peak hour than did the proposed Project with the TDM program.

TRIP DISTRIBUTION

Similar to the Project Transportation Study, the Universal City Transportation Model was used to
distribute and assign Alternative 10 trips to the Study Area street system. The trip distribution
patterns of the Studio, Business, and Entertainment Areas were based on detailed surveys
conducted at the Project Site. The information obtained from these surveys was geo-coded and

trip distribution patterns for Alternative 10 were developed based on the survey responses.

The distribution of Alternative 10 trips was developed using the calibrated Universal City
Transportation Model, which is based on the gravity model implemented in the Southern California
Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan (SCAG RTP) model chain. In general
terms, the gravity model formulation looks at the trips produced and distributes them in direct
proportion to the size or magnitude of the attracting zones and in inverse proportion to the
distance, travel time, or impedance between the zones. No manual adjustments were made in
the model to make Universal City zones more attractive in order to capture a higher proportion of

internal trips.

The Alternative 10 trips are projected to use key travel corridors within the Study Area in a fashion
similar to the Project. The elimination of the residential and neighborhood retail and community
serving land uses results in fewer vehicles using the streets within Burbank, West Hollywood,
Hollywood, and the remainder of the study area to reach employment destinations. The increase
in Entertainment uses results in a slight increase in the use of the freeway system to/from the
Project Site (approximately 80 additional vehicles on the freeway system in the afternoon peak

hour).



TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENT

The traffic assignment process utilized in the Universal City Transportation Model involved the use
of the auto assignment routine as part of the EMME/2 model. Since Alternative 10 would involve
the demolition of some existing buildings and land uses, as well as construction of new buildings
and land uses, as with the Project, the specialized traffic assignment routine was employed to
track the Alternative 10 trips for the year 2030, both without and with Alternative 10. The
difference in the tracked site-only trips of the ‘without Alternative 10’ and the ‘with Alternative 10’

scenarios provides the net Alternative 10 trips throughout the roadway network.

Using the 2030 model base highway networks for the morning and afternoon peak hours, the
Future with Alternative 10 trip tables for morning and afternoon peak hours were assigned using a
multi-path capacity-constrained equilibrium assignment process similar to the existing Project
Transportation Study validated model assignment procedures. The Alternative 10 trips were
assigned to the Project Transportation Study 2030 model base highway network and tracked in

the model as stated above.

The results of these assignments are Future with Alternative 10 (year 2030) traffic volumes on the
streets and freeways in the Study Area and Alternative 10-only traffic volumes for both the
morning and afternoon peak hours. These traffic volumes are further expressed as turning

movements at the analyzed intersections in the Study Area using post-processing procedures.

The morning peak hour and the afternoon peak hour simulations are conducted in two separate
traffic assignments. Figure 2 illustrates the Future with Alternative 10 peak hour traffic volumes at
the 164 analyzed intersections during typical weekday morning and afternoon peak hours, with
TDM trip reduction and mitigations. 132 of the 164 study intersections are at least partially in the
City of Los Angeles. These traffic volumes are the sum of the existing traffic volumes,

background traffic growth, and Alternative 10 traffic.
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TABLE 2
PROJECT SITE TRIP GENERATION WITH TDM PROGRAM

EVOLUTION PLAN PROJECT (1)

. . A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour
Scenario Daily
In Out Total In Out Total
Existing Development 44,883 2,433 582 3,015 1,530 3,184 4,714
Net Project without TDM Program 36,451 1,538 1,531 3,069 1,396 2,227 3,623
Full Site without TDM Program 81,334 3,971 2,113 6,084 2,926 5,411 8,337
Full Site with TDM Program 72,991 3,556 1,787 5,343 2,560 4,924 7,484
Net Project with TDM Program 28,108 1,123 1,205 2,328 1,030 1,740 2,770
ALTERNATIVE 10
Scenario Dail A.M. Peak Hour P.M. Peak Hour
Y In Qut Total In Out Total
Existing Development 44,883 2,433 582 3,015 1,530 3,184 4,714
Net Alternatlive 10 without TDM Program 23,601 1,642 599 2,241 447 1,752 2,197
Full Site without TDM Program 68,484 4,075 1,181 5,256 1,977 4,936 6,911
Full Site with TDM Program 64,022 3,704 1,071 4,775 1,837 4,575 6,412
Net Alternative 10 with TDM Program 19,139 1,271 489 1,760 307 1,391 1,698
Difference between Alternative 10
and Project with TDM Program (8,969) 148 (716) (568) (723) (349) (1,072)

(1) SOURCE: Table 20 of the Project Transportation Study
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3. Future with Alternative 10

The following sections present the effects of the Alternative 10 traffic on future 2030 conditions,
Future (2030 Background) plus Alternative 10 using the same travel assumptions and background
conditions as the Project Transportation Study.

Two additional analyses are also presented in Appendices for comparison and informational
purposes. Appendix A presents the effects of Alternative 10 traffic added to existing conditions
(Existing plus Alternative 10 — or Sunnyvale analysis). Again, the Existing Conditions base
assumptions are the same as in the Project analysis. Appendix B presents the analysis of
Alternative 10 traffic impacts on Future 2030 Conditions assuming that the Metro Universal project
is not constructed. The Metro Universal project was a proposed office/hotel project on the Metro
Red Line subway station site that was actively in the entitlement process when the Draft EIR for
the Project was prepared, and therefore the Metro Universal project was included in all of the
Project analyses as a background ‘“related project”. Now that the proposed Metro Universal
project has been terminated, the analysis presented in Appendix B informs the reader as to the
traffic impacts of Alternative 10 without the Metro Universal related project in the background

conditions.

INTERSECTION OPERATIONS — FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 CONDITIONS

As with the Project, the study intersections were analyzed using the Critical Movement Analysis
(CMA) and 2000 Highway Capacity Manual® (2000 HCM) methodology. The Future with
Alternative 10 intersection operating conditions for typical weekday morning and afternoon peak
hours, with TDM trip reduction and both with and without mitigations, are shown in Table 4 for
signalized study intersections. Detailed level of service (LOS) worksheets are provided in

Appendix C.

As shown in Table 4, under the Future with Alternative 10 with TDM before mitigations conditions,

approximately 51% and 49% of the intersections are projected to operate at LOS D or better, in

2 Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2000.
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the morning peak hour and afternoon peak hour, respectively, and 49% and 51% are projected to

operate at LOS E or F during the morning peak hour and afternoon peak hour, respectively.

Significant Impact Criteria for Signalized Intersections

A total of 164 intersections in five jurisdictions were analyzed as part of the Project and this
Alternative 10 traffic study. While some cities have adopted similar criteria in measuring
significant impacts, different cities have their own methodologies and thresholds for determining
significant traffic impacts. A total of 132 of the 164 study intersections are at least partially within
the City of Los Angeles, so for the purpose of this traffic analysis, the LADOT significant impact

criteria were used in determining impacts at all study intersections.

As discussed in the Appendix F of the Project Transportation Study, the use of other jurisdictions’
Level of Significance thresholds for the studied intersections with the Project traffic added would
not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified based on the Los Angeles
Department of Transportation (LADOT) standards. As discussed above, the lower trip generation
of Alternative 10 would result in fewer vehicles using the surface streets within the Study Area.
Therefore, it is anticipated that, as with the Project, Alternative 10 would not result in any
additional significant impacts using the thresholds of the other jurisdictions as compared to the
LADOT standards. The analysis of Alternative 10 impacts using the other jurisdictions Level of
Significance thresholds would not show any additional impacts beyond the levels already shown
in the Draft EIR because the traffic generated by Alternative 10 is lower than the Project studied in
the Draft EIR.

LADOT has established threshold criteria used to determine the significant traffic impact of a
proposed project on signalized intersections in its jurisdiction. Under the LADOT guidelines, a
signalized intersection would be significantly impacted with an increase in volume-to-capacity
(V/IC) ratio equal to or greater than 0.04 for intersections operating at LOS C, equal to or greater
than 0.02 for intersections operating at LOS D, and equal to or greater than 0.01 for intersections
operating at LOS E or F after the addition of project traffic. Intersections operating at LOS A or B
after the addition of the project traffic are not considered significantly impacted regardless of the

increase in V/C ratio. Of the analyzed intersections, 148 intersections are signalized
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locations in the year 2030. The significant impact criteria for signalized intersections identified in
the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide® are consistent with the LADOT criteria.

The table below summarizes the significant impact criteria that were used to assess the Project’s

and Alternative 10’s impacts at the 148 signalized intersections:

Intersection Conditions Project-related Increase
with Project Traffic in V/C Ratio
LOS VIC
C 0.701 - 0.800 Equal to or greater than 0.04
D 0.801 - 0.900 Equal to or greater than 0.02
E,F > 0.900 Equal to or greater than 0.01

Unsignalized Intersections Analyzed for Signalization

Unsignalized intersections were analyzed using the 2000 HCM stop-controlled methodology,
which quantifies the intersection operations in terms of average vehicular delay in seconds. Of
the 164 study intersections (132 of which are at least partially in the City of Los Angeles), 16
locations are expected to be unsignalized in the year 2030. LADOT’s criteria do not assess
unsignalized intersections for significant impacts. Based on consultation with LADOT and
consistent with Policy Memo 09-01 Analyzing Unsignalized Intersections (LADOT, March 18,
2009), it was determined that unsignalized intersections of the Project and Alternative 10 would be
assessed by analyzing these locations for signalization with the following criteria:

1. Is the intersection projected to operate at LOS E or F during the analyzed peak hours
under future with project conditions?

2. Does the project add traffic to the intersection?
3. Does the intersection meet signal warrants?

The determination that an unsignalized intersection meets the criteria of a traffic signal
warrant shall not in itself require the installation of a signal. The decision on whether a
traffic signal should be installed will be made by the governing jurisdictions by taking into
consideration other factors such as spacing with adjacent signalized intersections and
interruption to traffic flow along the major street.

3 LA CEQA Thresholds Guide: Your Resource for Preparing CEQA Analyses in Los Angeles, City of Los Angeles,
2006.
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It should be noted that while LADOT’s Policy Memo 09-01 requires the analysis of the above
criteria for only those unsignalized intersections that are either adjacent to the project or integral to
the project’'s site access and circulation. The Project and this Alternative 10 traffic study also
include the analysis of unsignalized intersections in the vicinity and those farther away from the

Project Site for the above criteria.

While the significant impact criteria for signalized intersections identified in the L.A. CEQA
Thresholds Guide is consistent with LADOT, unlike the LADOT methodology, the L.A. CEQA
Thresholds Guide also analyzes unsignalized intersections for significant impacts. Both the
LADOT and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) methodology for unsignalized

intersections is evaluated below.

Alternative 10 with TDM Before Mitigations -- Signalized Intersection Impacts

Table 4 provides a summary of the Alternative 10 significant impact analysis, with TDM trip
reduction both before and after mitigations, conducted for the 148 signalized study intersections
based on the criteria established by LADOT at different service levels during the morning and
afternoon peak hours. The capacity calculation worksheets for the calculations shown in this

analysis may be found in Appendix C.

During the morning peak hour in 2030, Alternative 10 with TDM before mitigations is expected to

result in a significant impact at:

e 6 intersections operating at LOS C or LOS D
e 8intersections operating at LOS E

o 3l intersections operating at LOS F

During the afternoon peak hour in 2030, Alternative 10 with TDM before mitigations is expected to

result in a significant impact at:
¢ 10 intersections operating at LOS C or LOS D

e 11 intersections operating at LOS E

e 22 intersections operating at LOS F
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Intersections impacted in the morning peak hour are not necessarily the same intersections
impacted in the afternoon peak hour, and vice-versa. If an intersection is impacted during either

or both peak hours, it is counted as a Significantly Impacted Location in the summary tables.

A total of 60 of the 148 signalized study intersections are expected to be impacted in the morning
and/or afternoon peak hour under Alternative 10 with TDM before mitigations. Alternative 10
would not result in a significant traffic impact at 88 of the 148 signalized study intersections during

either peak hour.

Table 5 shows a comparison of the Project and the Alternative 10 signalized intersection impact
results. After the TDM program, but before mitigations, Alternative 10 would impact 10 fewer
intersections than would the Project.

Alternative 10 Unsignalized Intersections (LADOT Criteria) — With TDM Trip Reduction and
Before Mitigations

Of the 164 study intersections (132 of which are at least partially in the City of Los Angeles), 16
locations are expected to be unsignalized in the year 2030. These locations were analyzed for
the need for the installation of a traffic signal based on LADOT's criteria described above. As
shown in Table 6, of the 16 unsignalized intersections, seven intersections during the morning
peak hour and seven intersections during the afternoon peak hour are projected to operate at
LOS E or F in the Future with Alternative 10 scenario, with TDM trip reduction and before
mitigations. Of these, five intersections meet the criteria for signalization. It should be noted that
the satisfaction of a traffic signal warrant shall not in itself require the installation of a signal.
The decision on whether a traffic signal will be installed will be made by the governing
jurisdictions by taking into consideration other factors such as spacing with adjacent signalized

intersections and interruption to traffic flow along the major street.

As shown in Table 6, similar to the signalized intersection analysis summarized above, there is
a decrease in the number of LOS E or F operations of one morning and two afternoon peak
hour operations under Alternative 10 with TDM before mitigations when compared to the Future

with Project with TDM and before mitigations.
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FREEWAY OPERATIONS — FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 CONDITIONS, WITH TDM
TRIP REDUCTION AND BEFORE MITIGATIONS

The Future with Alternative 10 with TDM before mitigations freeway operating conditions are
shown in Tables 7 and 8 for the weekday morning and afternoon peak hours, respectively, on the
16 freeway segments analyzed for the Project. The ambient traffic growth and traffic from other
developments would bring all 16 of the analyzed freeway segments to LOS E or LOS F conditions
during the one or both peak hours. Alternative 10 would add traffic to 15 of the 16 freeway

segments during one or both peak hours.

Freeway Segment Impacts

Tables 7 and 8 summarize the incremental increase in the V/C ratio at the 16 analyzed freeway
segments that can be attributed to Alternative 10 with TDM trip reduction and before mitigations
during the weekday morning and afternoon peak hours, respectively. According to the 2010
Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County (Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority [Metro], 2010) (CMP) significant traffic impact criteria, Alternative 10 is
expected to result in a significant impact at six freeway segments during the morning peak hour or
the afternoon peak hour, or both in 2030, with TDM trip reduction and before mitigations:

Segment 1: US 101 south of Alvarado Street — morning peak hour (northbound) and
afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 2: US 101 south of Vermont Avenue — morning peak hour (northbound and
southbound) and afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 3: US 101 south of Santa Monica Boulevard — morning peak hour (northbound)
and afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 4: US 101 south of Barham Boulevard — morning peak hour (northbound) and
afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 5: US 101 north of Campo de Cahuenga Way — afternoon peak hour (northbound)
Segment 10: SR 170 north of Magnolia Boulevard — afternoon peak hour (northbound)
The same six freeway segments were impacted in the morning peak hour or afternoon peak hour,

or both under the Future with proposed Project with TDM trip reductions and before mitigation

scenario (see Project Transportation Report, Chapter V, page 195).
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TABLE 4
NBCUNIVERSAL EVOLUTION PLAN
SUMMARY OF INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS - ALTERNATIVE 10

Future W.lthOUt Future with Altern_ayve‘lo with TDM, Before Future with Alternative 10 with TDM Program and Mitigation Measures
Alternative 10 Mitigations
Required Required R e Required V/C
. . Mitigation | Leftover Mitigation | Improvement .
No. Intersection Peak Hour Changein| Significant Evolution Mitigation V/C Metro Shared with V/C after Metro to eliminate Fl%es.lc.iual
VvIC LOS VIC LOS VvIC LOS Plan . Universal . . . Significant
VvIC Impact? s Effectiveness s Metro Universal Required | Evolution Plan
Mitigation Mitigation Universal Credit Significant Impact?
VvIC VIC
Impact
1. [a] [Colfax Avenue & AM. 0.770 C 0.793 C 0.023 NO 0.755 C 0.000 0.038 0.000 NO 0.038 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.032 F 1.057 F 0.025 YES 1.019 F 0.016 0.038 0.017 YES 0.021 NO
2. [a] [Kraft Avenue/SR 170 SB Off-Ramp & AM. 0.663 B 0.700 B 0.037 NO 0.647 B 0.000 0.053 0.000 NO 0.053 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.613 B 0.621 B 0.008 NO 0.592 A 0.000 0.029 0.000 NO 0.029 NO
3. [a] [Tujunga Avenue & AM. 1171 F 1.200 F 0.029 YES 1.158 F 0.020 0.042 0.017 YES 0.025 NO
Riverside Drive/Camarillo Street P.M. 1.126 F 1.128 F 0.002 NO 1.118 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
4. [a] [Tujunga Avenue & AM. 0.696 B 0.719 C 0.023 NO 0.682 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.841 D 0.867 D 0.026 YES 0.831 D 0.007 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
5. [a] [Eureka Drive & AM. 0.695 B 0.719 C 0.024 NO 0.683 B 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.668 B 0.694 B 0.026 NO 0.657 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
6. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 1.197 F 1.206 F 0.009 NO 1.196 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 1.107 F 1.113 F 0.006 NO 1.103 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
7. [a] [Studio City Place & AM. 0.617 B 0.643 B 0.026 NO 0.606 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.683 B 0.709 C 0.026 NO 0.673 B 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
8. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 1.101 F 1.104 F 0.003 NO 1.094 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 1.402 F 1.406 F 0.004 NO 1.396 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
9. [a] |Vineland Avenue/Lankershim Boulevard & A.M. 1.351 F 1.376 F 0.025 YES 1.324 F 0.016 0.052 0.021 YES 0.031 NO
Camarillo Street P.M. 1.205 F 1.216 F 0.011 YES 1.206 F 0.002 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
10. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 1.124 F 1.175 F 0.051 YES 1.068 F 0.042 0.107 0.028 YES 0.079 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.820 D 0.843 D 0.023 YES 0.791 C 0.004 0.052 0.000 NO 0.052 NO
11. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 1.127 F 1.136 F 0.009 NO 1.051 F 0.000 0.085 0.000 NO 0.085 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 1.056 F 1.073 F 0.017 YES 1.037 F 0.008 0.036 0.004 YES 0.032 NO
12. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.500 A 0.501 A 0.001 NO 0.491 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Whipple Street P.M. 0.446 A 0.447 A 0.001 NO 0.437 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
13. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.484 A 0.485 A 0.001 NO 0.471 A 0.000 0.014 0.000 NO 0.014 NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.405 A 0.406 A 0.001 NO 0.396 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
14. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 1.027 F 1.075 F 0.048 YES 0.909 E 0.039 0.166 0.080 YES 0.086 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.049 F 1.087 F 0.038 YES 0.987 E 0.029 0.100 0.043 YES 0.057 NO
16. [a] [Plaza Parkway & AM. 0.804 D 0.847 D 0.043 YES 0.713 Cc 0.024 0.134 0.010 YES 0.124 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.539 A 0.566 A 0.027 NO 0.529 A 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
17. [a] [Riverton Avenue/Campo de Cahuenga Way & AM. 0.640 B 0.646 B 0.006 NO 0.691 B 0.000 -0.045 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.616 B 0.648 B 0.032 NO 0.657 B 0.000 -0.009 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
18. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.935 E 0.965 E 0.030 YES 0.916 E 0.021 0.049 0.021 YES 0.028 NO
SR 134 WB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.597 A 0.615 B 0.018 NO 0.605 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
19. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 1.259 F 1.337 F 0.078 YES 1.192 F 0.069 0.145 0.069 YES 0.076 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 1.060 F 1.082 F 0.022 YES 0.995 E 0.013 0.087 0.018 YES 0.069 NO
20. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 1.368 F 1.463 F 0.095 YES 1.137 F 0.086 0.326 0.075 YES 0.251 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 1.178 F 1.233 F 0.055 YES 1.138 F 0.046 0.095 0.017 YES 0.078 NO
21. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.951 E 1.034 F 0.083 YES 0.889 D 0.074 0.145 0.065 YES 0.080 NO
Whipple Street P.M. 0.489 A 0.528 A 0.039 NO 0.518 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
22. [a] [US 101 NB Ramps & AM. 0.235 A 0.264 A 0.029 NO 0.362 A 0.000 -0.098 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way P.M. 0.667 B 0.727 C 0.060 YES 0.727 C 0.027 0.000 0.003 YES 0.000 0.027 YES
23. [a] [Metro Driveway & AM. 0.202 A 0.219 A 0.017 NO 0.237 A 0.000 -0.018 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way P.M. 0.607 B 0.671 B 0.064 NO 0.697 B 0.000 -0.026 0.072 YES 0.000 NO
24. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 1.828 F 1.845 F 0.017 YES 1.809 F 0.008 0.036 0.016 NO 0.020 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 1.403 F 1.408 F 0.005 NO 1.329 F 0.000 0.079 0.000 NO 0.079 NO
25. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.940 E 0.956 E 0.016 YES 0.923 E 0.007 0.033 0.000 NO 0.033 NO
Huston Street P.M. 0.549 A 0.553 A 0.004 NO 0.480 A 0.000 0.073 0.000 NO 0.073 NO
26. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 1.489 F 1.507 F 0.018 YES 1.472 F 0.009 0.035 0.017 YES 0.018 NO
Camarillo Street P.M. 1.278 F 1.282 F 0.004 NO 1.234 F 0.000 0.048 0.000 NO 0.048 NO
27. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.702 C 0.805 D 0.103 YES 0.740 C 0.064 0.065 0.000 NO 0.065 NO
SR 134 WB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.555 A 0.591 A 0.036 NO 0.554 A 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
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TABLE 4
NBCUNIVERSAL EVOLUTION PLAN
SUMMARY OF INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS - ALTERNATIVE 10

Future W.lthOUt Future with Altern_ayve‘lo with TDM, Before Future with Alternative 10 with TDM Program and Mitigation Measures
Alternative 10 Mitigations
Required Required s S Required V/C
. . Mitigation | Leftover Mitigation | Improvement .
No. Intersection Peak Hour Changein| Significant Evolution Mitigation V/C Metro Shared with VIC after Metro to eliminate Res_lc.jual
VIC LOS VIC LOS VvIC LOS Plan . Universal . . . Significant
Vv/C Impact? s Effectiveness s Metro Universal Required [ Evolution Plan
Mitigation Mitigation Universal Credit Significant Impact?
VvIC VvIC
Impact
28. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.924 E 0.966 E 0.042 YES 0.678 B 0.033 0.288 0.010 YES 0.278 NO
SR 134 EB Ramps P.M. 0.969 E 1.077 F 0.108 YES 0.899 D 0.099 0.178 0.088 YES 0.090 NO
29. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 1.158 F 1.221 F 0.063 YES 1.019 F 0.054 0.202 0.065 YES 0.137 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 1.291 F 1.372 F 0.081 YES 1.215 F 0.072 0.157 0.067 YES 0.090 NO
30. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 1.047 F 1.129 F 0.082 YES 0.987 E 0.073 0.142 0.139 YES 0.003 0.070 YES
Moorpark Street P.M. 1.117 F 1.202 F 0.085 YES 1.148 F 0.076 0.054 0.138 YES 0.000 0.076 YES
31. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.658 B 0.727 C 0.069 YES 0.578 A 0.027 0.149 0.000 NO 0.149 NO
Whipple Street P.M. 0.692 B 0.777 C 0.085 YES 0.723 C 0.046 0.054 0.000 NO 0.054 NO
33. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.837 D 0.938 E 0.101 YES 0.745 C 0.082 0.193 0.090 YES 0.103 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.636 B 0.699 B 0.063 NO 0.602 B 0.000 0.097 0.000 NO 0.097 NO
34. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.715 C 0.769 C 0.054 YES 0.579 A 0.015 0.190 0.000 NO 0.190 NO
Valleyheart Drive/James Stewart Avenue P.M. 0.904 E 1.000 E 0.096 YES 0.787 C 0.087 0.213 0.116 YES 0.097 NO
35. [a], [b] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.880 D 0.939 E 0.059 YES 0.726 C 0.040 0.213 0.110 PARTIAL 0.103 NO
Main Street P.M. 0.760 [ 0.965 E 0.205 YES 0.721 C 0.166 0.244 0.114 PARTIAL 0.130 0.036 YES
36. [a], [b] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 1.034 F 1.254 F 0.220 YES 1.121 F 0.211 0.133 0.020 PARTIAL 0.113 0.098 YES
Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive P.M. 1.375 F 1.563 F 0.188 YES 1.120 F 0.179 0.443 0.140 PARTIAL 0.303 NO
37. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.937 E 1.094 F 0.157 YES 0.730 C 0.148 0.364 0.060 YES 0.304 NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.877 D 0.978 E 0.101 YES 0.647 B 0.082 0.331 0.000 NO 0.331 NO
38. [a], [c] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.952 E 1.003 F 0.051 YES 0.884 D 0.042 0.119 0.011 YES 0.108 NO
Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.911 E 0.945 E 0.034 YES 0.790 C 0.025 0.155 0.011 YES 0.144 NO
39. [a] [US 101 SB Ramps/Regal Place & AM. 0.846 D 0.882 D 0.036 YES 0.817 D 0.017 0.065 0.000 NO 0.065 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.810 D 0.850 D 0.040 YES 0.657 B 0.021 0.193 0.000 NO 0.193 NO
40. [a] |Ledge Avenue/Moorpark Way & AM. 1.070 F 1.110 F 0.040 YES 0.894 D 0.031 0.216 0.093 YES 0.123 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 1.067 F 1.125 F 0.058 YES 0.918 E 0.049 0.207 0.094 YES 0.113 NO
41. [a] [Forman Avenue & AM. 0.798 C 0.820 D 0.022 YES 0.759 C 0.003 0.061 0.000 NO 0.061 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.901 E 0.939 E 0.038 YES 0.855 D 0.029 0.084 0.022 YES 0.062 NO
42. [a] [Broadlawn Drive & AM. 0.661 B 0.692 B 0.031 NO 0.656 B 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.447 A 0.527 A 0.080 NO 0.490 A 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
43. [a] [Universal Center Drive/Universal Studios Boulevard & AM. 0.397 A 0.413 A 0.016 NO 0.403 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Buddy Holly Drive P.M. 0.892 D 0.876 D -0.016 NO 0.866 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
44. [a] [Universal Studios Boulevard & AM. 0.668 B 0.705 C 0.037 NO 0.591 A 0.000 0.114 0.000 NO 0.114 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.724 C 0.800 C 0.076 YES 0.658 B 0.037 0.142 0.000 NO 0.142 NO
45, [a] [Oakshire Drive & AM. 0.718 C 0.753 C 0.035 NO 0.649 B 0.000 0.104 0.000 NO 0.104 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.776 [ 0.844 D 0.068 YES 0.637 B 0.044 0.207 0.000 NO 0.207 NO
46. [a] |US 101 SB Ramps w/o Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.225 F 1.283 F 0.058 YES 1.171 F 0.049 0.112 0.000 NO 0.112 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 1.368 F 1.468 F 0.100 YES 1.222 F 0.091 0.246 0.000 NO 0.246 NO
47. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.072 F 1.092 F 0.020 NMES 1.079 F 0.011 0.013 0.000 NO 0.013 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 1.356 F 1.374 F 0.018 YES 1.322 F 0.009 0.052 0.007 YES 0.045 NO
48. [a] |Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.109 F 1.121 F 0.012 YES 1.103 F 0.003 0.018 0.000 NO 0.018 NO
Buddy Holly Drive/Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 1.323 F 1.321 F -0.002 NO 0.980 E 0.000 0.341 0.000 NO 0.341 NO
49. [a] |Oakcrest Drive & AM. 0.973 E 0.992 E 0.019 YES 0.962 E 0.010 0.030 0.000 NO 0.030 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.723 C 0.739 [ 0.016 NO 0.721 [ 0.000 0.018 0.000 NO 0.018 NO
50. [a] |Mulholland Drive & AM. 1.051 F 1.075 F 0.024 YES 1.046 F 0.015 0.029 0.000 NO 0.029 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 1.061 F 1.085 F 0.024 YES 1.066 F 0.015 0.019 0.000 NO 0.019 NO
51. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.869 D 0.885 D 0.016 NO 0.857 D 0.000 0.028 0.000 NO 0.028 NO
Hillpark Drive P.M. 0.725 C 0.738 C 0.013 NO 0.719 [ 0.000 0.019 0.000 NO 0.019 NO
52. [a] |Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.028 F 1.040 F 0.012 YES 1.018 F 0.003 0.022 0.000 NO 0.022 NO
De Witt Drive P.M. 1.005 F 1.005 F 0.000 NO 0.917 E 0.000 0.088 0.000 NO 0.088 NO
53. [a] |Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.168 F 1.179 F 0.011 YES 1.157 F 0.002 0.022 0.000 NO 0.022 NO
Lake Hollywood Drive P.M. 1.093 F 1.115 F 0.022 YES 1.094 F 0.013 0.021 0.000 NO 0.021 NO
54. [a] |Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.049 F 1.059 F 0.010 YES 1.038 F 0.001 0.021 0.000 NO 0.021 NO
Coyote Canyon Road P.M. 0.927 E 0.923 E -0.004 NO 0.896 D 0.000 0.027 0.000 NO 0.027 NO
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55. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.352 F 1.383 F 0.031 YES 1.241 F 0.022 0.142 0.000 NO 0.142 NO
Lakeside Plaza Drive/Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 1.204 F 1.213 F 0.009 NO 1.077 F 0.000 0.136 0.000 NO 0.136 NO
56. [a] [warner Brothers Studios Gate 7/Gate 8 & AM. 0.732 C 0.753 C 0.021 NO 0.762 C 0.000 -0.009 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.542 A 0.559 A 0.017 NO 0.537 A 0.000 0.022 0.000 NO 0.022 NO
57. [a] [Memorial Drive & AM. 0.529 A 0.550 A 0.021 NO 0.559 A 0.000 -0.009 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.535 A 0.552 A 0.017 NO 0.534 A 0.000 0.018 0.000 NO 0.018 NO
58. [a] [Mount Sinai Drive & AM. 0.531 A 0.551 A 0.020 NO 0.561 A 0.000 -0.010 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.443 A 0.460 A 0.017 NO 0.441 A 0.000 0.019 0.000 NO 0.019 NO
59. [a] [ForestLawn Drive & AM. 1.141 F 1.180 F 0.039 YES 0.573 A 0.030 0.607 0.000 NO 0.607 NO
Z00 Drive P.M. 0.816 D 0.843 D 0.027 YES 0.708 C 0.008 0.135 0.000 NO 0.135 NO
62. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard/Highland Avenue & AM. 0.738 C 0.748 C 0.010 NO 0.738 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Pat Moore Way/US 101 On-Ramps P.M. 0.616 B 0.636 B 0.020 NO 0.626 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
63. [a] |Highland Avenue & AM. 0.861 D 0.872 D 0.011 NO 0.862 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Odin Street P.M. 0.710 C 0.720 C 0.010 NO 0.710 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
64. [a] |Highland Avenue & AM. 0.744 C 0.751 C 0.007 NO 0.741 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Camrose Drive P.M. 0.697 B 0.702 C 0.005 NO 0.692 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
65. [a], [d] |Highland Avenue & AM. - F - F 0.010 YES - F 0.001 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Franklin Avenue P.M. - F - F 0.005 NO - F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
66. [a], [d] |Highland Avenue & AM. - F - F 0.014 YES - F 0.005 0.010 0.002 YES 0.008 NO
Franklin Place/Franklin Avenue P.M. - F - F 0.009 NO - F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
67. [a] [Odin Street & AM. 0.571 A 0.577 A 0.006 NO 0.577 A 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.771 C 0.775 C 0.004 NO 0.775 C 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
68. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.652 B 0.663 B 0.011 NO 0.663 B 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. 1.071 F 1.077 F 0.006 NO 1.077 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
69. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.875 D 0.880 D 0.005 NO 0.870 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Franklin Avenue P.M. 1.325 F 1.328 F 0.003 NO 1.318 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
70. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.925 E 0.927 E 0.002 NO 0.927 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.825 D 0.829 D 0.004 NO 0.829 D 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
71. [a] [Vine Street & AM. 0.665 B 0.665 B 0.000 NO 0.655 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Franklin Avenue/US 101 SB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.543 A 0.545 A 0.002 NO 0.535 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
74. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.776 C 0.778 C 0.002 NO 0.795 C 0.000 -0.017 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.889 D 0.891 D 0.002 NO 0.887 D 0.000 0.004 0.000 NO 0.004 NO
75. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.866 D 0.877 D 0.011 NO 0.847 D 0.000 0.030 0.000 NO 0.030 NO
Verdugo Avenue P.M. 1.203 F 1.209 F 0.006 NO 1.139 F 0.000 0.070 0.000 NO 0.070 NO
76. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.526 A 0.528 A 0.002 NO 0.541 A 0.000 -0.013 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Oak Street P.M. 0.626 B 0.627 B 0.001 NO 0.627 B 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
77. [e] |Evergreen Street/Riverside Drive & AM. 0.740 C 0.755 C 0.015 NO 0.647 B 0.000 0.108 0.000 NO 0.108 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.827 D 0.849 D 0.022 YES 0.764 C 0.003 0.085 0.000 NO 0.085 NO
78. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.789 C 0.793 C 0.004 NO 0.757 C 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
SR 134 EB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.696 B 0.701 C 0.005 NO 0.651 B 0.000 0.050 0.000 NO 0.050 NO
79. [e] [Pass Avenue & AM. 0.987 E 0.994 E 0.007 NO 0.978 E 0.000 0.016 0.000 NO 0.016 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 1.078 F 1.094 F 0.016 YES 1.011 F 0.007 0.083 0.005 YES 0.078 NO
80. [e] [Pass Avenue & AM. 0.818 D 0.834 D 0.016 NO 0.809 D 0.000 0.025 0.000 NO 0.025 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.641 B 0.645 B 0.004 NO 0.604 B 0.000 0.041 0.000 NO 0.041 NO
81. [e] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.967 E 0.986 E 0.019 YES 0.859 D 0.010 0.127 0.000 NO 0.127 NO
Pass Avenue P.M. 0.948 E 0.965 E 0.017 YES 0.770 C 0.008 0.195 0.000 NO 0.195 NO
82. [e] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.807 D 0.811 D 0.004 NO 0.781 C 0.000 0.030 0.000 NO 0.030 NO
Warner Brothers Studios Gate 2/Gate 3 P.M. 0.853 D 0.859 D 0.006 NO 0.865 D 0.000 -0.006 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
83. [e] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.652 B 0.661 B 0.009 NO 0.648 B 0.000 0.013 0.000 NO 0.013 NO
Warner Brothers Studios Gate 1/Lakeside Drive P.M. 0.825 D 0.831 D 0.006 NO 0.795 C 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
84. [e] [Hollywood Way & AM. 1.315 F 1.319 F 0.004 NO 1.323 F 0.000 -0.004 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 1.266 F 1.272 F 0.006 NO 1.272 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
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85. [e] [Cordova Street/SR 134 WB Off-Ramp & AM. 1.052 F 1.055 F 0.003 NO 1.055 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.941 E 0.955 E 0.014 YES 0.949 E 0.005 0.006 0.008 NO 0.000 NO
86. [e] [Hollywood Way & AM. 0.791 C 0.796 C 0.005 NO 0.800 C 0.000 -0.004 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Olive Avenue P.M. 1.207 F 1.209 F 0.002 NO 1.216 F 0.005 -0.007 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
87. [e] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.786 C 0.788 C 0.002 NO 0.788 C 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.871 D 0.872 D 0.001 NO 0.868 D 0.000 0.004 0.000 NO 0.004 NO
88. [e] [Lima Street & AM. 0.435 A 0.435 A 0.000 NO 0.406 A 0.000 0.029 0.000 NO 0.029 NO
Olive Avenue P.M. 0.452 A 0.453 A 0.001 NO 0.430 A 0.000 0.023 0.000 NO 0.023 NO
89. [e] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.937 E 0.941 E 0.004 NO 0.852 D 0.000 0.089 0.000 NO 0.089 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 1.100 F 1.108 F 0.008 NO 1.061 F 0.000 0.047 0.000 NO 0.047 NO
90. California Street & AM. 0.605 B 0.606 B 0.001 NO 0.606 B 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.827 D 0.829 D 0.002 NO 0.825 D 0.000 0.004 0.000 NO 0.004 NO
91. [e] |Bob Hope Drive & AM. 0.985 E 0.986 E 0.001 NO 0.986 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 1.013 F 1.017 F 0.004 NO 1.017 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
92. [e] |Buena Vista Street & AM. 0.937 E 0.938 E 0.001 NO 0.933 E 0.000 0.005 0.000 NO 0.005 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.946 E 0.949 E 0.003 NO 0.949 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
93. Buena Vista Street/SR 134 EB On-Ramp & AM. 1.075 F 1.075 F 0.000 NO 1.073 F 0.000 0.002 0.000 NO 0.002 NO
Riverside Drive/SR 134 WB Ramps P.M. 1.020 F 1.023 F 0.003 NO 1.019 F 0.000 0.004 0.000 NO 0.004 NO
95. [e] |Buena Vista Street & AM. 1.121 F 1.123 F 0.002 NO 1.076 F 0.000 0.047 0.000 NO 0.047 NO
Olive Avenue P.M. 1.099 F 1.100 F 0.001 NO 1.052 F 0.000 0.048 0.000 NO 0.048 NO
96. [a], [c] |Sepulveda Boulevard & AM. 1.291 F 1.291 F 0.000 NO 1.264 F 0.000 0.027 0.000 NO 0.027 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.485 F 1.485 F 0.000 NO 1.485 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
97. [a] |Noble Avenue & AM. 0.815 D 0.828 D 0.013 NO 0.791 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.873 D 0.884 D 0.011 NO 0.847 D 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
98. [a] |Kester Avenue & AM. 0.777 Cc 0.777 C 0.000 NO 0.753 C 0.000 0.024 0.000 NO 0.024 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.818 D 0.830 D 0.012 NO 0.793 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
99. [a] |Willis Avenue & AM. 0.676 B 0.691 B 0.015 NO 0.654 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.729 C 0.747 C 0.018 NO 0.710 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
100. [a] |Cedros Avenue (West) & AM. 0.784 c 0.798 C 0.014 NO 0.761 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.941 E 0.959 E 0.018 YES 0.922 E 0.009 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
101. [a] |Cedros Avenue (East) & AM. 1.078 F 1.094 F 0.016 YES 1.056 F 0.007 0.038 0.000 NO 0.038 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.835 D 0.838 D 0.003 NO 0.800 C 0.000 0.038 0.000 NO 0.038 NO
102. [a] |Van Nuys Avenue & AM. 1.125 F 1.143 F 0.018 YES 1.103 F 0.009 0.040 0.000 NO 0.040 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.297 F 1.318 F 0.021 YES 1.278 F 0.012 0.040 0.000 NO 0.040 NO
103. [a] |Tyrone Avenue/Beverly Glen Boulevard & AM. 0.864 D 0.879 D 0.015 NO 0.843 D 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.004 F 1.006 F 0.002 NO 0.969 E 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
104. [a] |Hazeltine Avenue (West) & AM. 0.751 C 0.767 C 0.016 NO 0.730 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.871 D 0.890 D 0.019 NO 0.853 D 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
105. [a] |Stern Avenue (West) & AM. 0.597 A 0.613 B 0.016 NO 0.577 A 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.605 B 0.624 B 0.019 NO 0.587 A 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
106. [a], [c] |[Woodman Avenue & AM. 0.818 D 0.835 D 0.017 NO 0.799 C 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.903 E 0.923 E 0.020 YES 0.886 D 0.011 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
107. [a] [Sunnyslope Avenue & A.M. 0.697 B 0.714 C 0.017 NO 0.677 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.624 B 0.644 B 0.020 NO 0.607 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
108. [a] |Dixie Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.665 B 0.682 B 0.017 NO 0.645 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.701 C 0.722 C 0.021 NO 0.685 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
109. [a] |Fulton Avenue & AM. 0.857 D 0.874 D 0.017 NO 0.837 D 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.868 D 0.888 D 0.020 YES 0.851 D 0.001 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
110. [a] |Valley Vista Boulevard/Ethel Avenue & AM. 0.775 C 0.795 C 0.020 NO 0.758 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.765 C 0.786 C 0.021 NO 0.749 C 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
111. [a] |Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 1.217 F 1.237 F 0.020 YES 1.197 F 0.011 0.040 0.007 YES 0.033 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.491 F 1.515 F 0.024 YES 1.475 F 0.015 0.040 0.007 YES 0.033 NO
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112. [a] |Whitsett Avenue/Laurel Terrace Drive & AM. 0.744 C 0.765 C 0.021 NO 0.725 C 0.000 0.040 0.000 NO 0.040 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.904 E 0.928 E 0.024 YES 0.888 D 0.015 0.040 0.002 YES 0.038 NO
113. [a] |Laurelgrove Avenue & AM. 0.609 B 0.629 B 0.020 NO 0.592 A 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.729 C 0.752 [ 0.023 NO 0.715 [ 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
114. [a] |Vantage Avenue & AM. 0.682 B 0.704 C 0.022 NO 0.667 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.710 C 0.733 [ 0.023 NO 0.697 B 0.000 0.036 0.000 NO 0.036 NO
115. [a], [c] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & A.M. 1.152 F 1.175 F 0.023 YES 1.135 F 0.014 0.040 0.013 YES 0.027 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.069 F 1.095 F 0.026 YES 1.055 F 0.017 0.040 0.013 YES 0.027 NO
116. [a] |Radford Avenue/Ventura Place & AM. 0.649 B 0.673 B 0.024 NO 0.634 B 0.000 0.039 0.000 NO 0.039 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.640 B 0.645 B 0.005 NO 0.606 B 0.000 0.039 0.000 NO 0.039 NO
118. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard/Tujunga Avenue & A.M. 1.189 F 1.194 F 0.005 NO 1.184 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Burbank Boulevard P.M. 1.170 F 1.178 F 0.008 NO 1.168 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
1109. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.843 D 0.850 D 0.007 NO 0.840 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Burbank Boulevard P.M. 0.798 C 0.803 D 0.005 NO 0.793 [ 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
120. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 1.169 F 1.174 F 0.005 NO 1.147 F 0.000 0.027 0.000 NO 0.027 NO
Burbank Boulevard P.M. 1.080 F 1.084 F 0.004 NO 1.074 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
121. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.471 A 0.476 A 0.005 NO 0.455 A 0.000 0.021 0.000 NO 0.021 NO
Chandler Boulevard P.M. 0.706 C 0.712 [ 0.006 NO 0.695 B 0.000 0.017 0.000 NO 0.017 NO
122. La Cienega Boulevard & AM. 0.831 D 0.832 D 0.001 NO 0.832 D 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 1.218 F 1.222 F 0.004 NO 1.222 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
123. [c] |La Cienega Boulevard & AM. 1.067 F 1.066 F -0.001 NO 1.066 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Santa Monica Boulevard P.M. 0.916 E 0.917 E 0.001 NO 0.917 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
124. [a] |Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.607 B 0.611 B 0.004 NO 0.601 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.754 [ 0.754 C 0.000 NO 0.744 [ 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
125. [a] [Crescent Heights Boulevard & A.M. 1.243 F 1.250 F 0.007 NO 1.250 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.981 E 0.981 E 0.000 NO 0.981 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
126. [a] |Fairfax Avenue & AM. 0.950 E 0.953 E 0.003 NO 0.953 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.875 D 0.875 D 0.000 NO 0.875 D 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
127. [a] |Fairfax Avenue & AM. 0.728 C 0.730 C 0.002 NO 0.730 C 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.949 E 0.952 E 0.003 NO 0.952 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
128. [a], [d] |La Brea Avenue & AM. - E - E 0.007 NO - E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Franklin Avenue P.M. - E - E 0.007 NO - E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
129. [a] |La Brea Avenue & AM. 1.026 F 1.033 F 0.007 NO 1.023 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.930 E 0.934 E 0.004 NO 0.924 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
130. [a] |La Brea Avenue & AM. 0.929 E 0.933 E 0.004 NO 0.923 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 1.091 F 1.101 F 0.010 YES 1.091 F 0.001 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
131. La Brea Avenue & AM. 1.076 F 1.079 F 0.003 NO 1.079 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Fountain Avenue P.M. 1.033 F 1.035 F 0.002 NO 1.035 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
132. La Brea Avenue & AM. 0.977 E 0.979 E 0.002 NO 0.979 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Santa Monica Boulevard P.M. 1.080 F 1.083 F 0.003 NO 1.083 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
133. [a], [d] |Highland Avenue & AM. - F - F 0.016 YES - F 0.007 0.010 0.002 YES 0.008 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. - F - F 0.017 YES - F 0.008 0.010 0.002 YES 0.008 NO
134. [a] |Highland Avenue & AM. 0.930 E 0.949 E 0.019 YES 0.939 E 0.010 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.896 D 0.914 E 0.018 YES 0.904 E 0.009 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
135. [a] |Highland Avenue & AM. 0.991 E 0.999 E 0.008 NO 0.989 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Fountain Avenue P.M. 0.793 [ 0.804 D 0.011 NO 0.794 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
136. [a], [c] |Highland Avenue & AM. 0.918 E 0.922 E 0.004 NO 0.912 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Santa Monica Boulevard P.M. 0.938 E 0.939 E 0.001 NO 0.929 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
137. [a] |Kester Avenue (East) & AM. 0.697 B 0.710 C 0.013 NO 0.673 B 0.000 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.996 E 1.010 F 0.014 YES 0.973 E 0.005 0.037 0.000 NO 0.037 NO
138. San Vicente Boulevard/Clark St & AM. 0.959 E 0.962 E 0.003 NO 0.962 E 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 1.117 F 1.119 F 0.002 NO 1.119 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO




TABLE 4

NBCUNIVERSAL EVOLUTION PLAN
SUMMARY OF INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS - ALTERNATIVE 10

Future without

Future with Alternative 10 with TDM, Before

Future with Alternative 10 with TDM Program and Mitigation Measures

Alternative 10 Mitigations
Required Required s S Required V/C
No. Intersection Peak Hour . - Evolution S Metro M|t|gat|oln Leftover Mitigation Imprqvgment Residual
ViC LOS VIC LOS Changein| Significant v/C LOS Plan Mmga'.uon VvIC Universal Shared with \_//C after Metr_o to ellmlnate Significant
Vv/C Impact? s Effectiveness s Metro Universal Required [ Evolution Plan
Mitigation Mitigation Universal Credit Significant Impact?
VvIC VvIC
Impact
139. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.907 E 0.908 E 0.001 NO 0.898 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.814 D 0.817 D 0.003 NO 0.807 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
140. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.594 A 0.601 B 0.007 NO 0.601 B 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Chandler Boulevard (North) P.M. 0.353 A 0.356 A 0.003 NO 0.356 A 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
141. [a] |SR 170 SB Ramps & AM. 0.776 C 0.787 C 0.011 NO 0.749 C 0.000 0.038 0.000 NO 0.038 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.606 B 0.607 B 0.001 NO 0.563 A 0.000 0.044 0.000 NO 0.044 NO
142. [a] |SR 170 NB Ramps & AM. 0.551 A 0.561 A 0.010 NO 0.521 A 0.000 0.040 0.000 NO 0.040 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.712 C 0.715 C 0.003 NO 0.705 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
144. [a] |Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.560 A 0.561 A 0.001 NO 0.551 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
US 101 NB Ramps P.M. 0.551 A 0.552 A 0.001 NO 0.542 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
145. [a] |Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.632 B 0.633 B 0.001 NO 0.623 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. 0.605 B 0.605 B 0.000 NO 0.595 A 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
146. [a] [Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.953 E 0.955 E 0.002 NO 0.945 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 1.103 F 1.104 F 0.001 NO 1.094 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
147. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.765 C 0.765 C 0.000 NO 0.755 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
US 101 NB Ramps P.M. 0.692 B 0.692 B 0.000 NO 0.682 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
148. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.735 C 0.736 C 0.001 NO 0.726 C 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. 0.646 B 0.646 B 0.000 NO 0.636 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
149. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 1.174 F 1.177 F 0.003 NO 1.167 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 1.287 F 1.290 F 0.003 NO 1.280 F 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
150. [a] |Colfax Avenue & AM. 1.000 E 1.001 F 0.001 NO 0.991 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 1.005 F 1.006 F 0.001 NO 0.996 E 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
151. [a] |Colfax Avenue & AM. 0.864 D 0.866 D 0.002 NO 0.856 D 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 0.654 B 0.655 B 0.001 NO 0.645 B 0.000 0.010 0.000 NO 0.010 NO
152. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.758 C 0.766 C 0.008 NO 0.766 C 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Chandler Boulevard (South) P.M. 0.609 B 0.619 B 0.010 NO 0.619 B 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
153. [e] [Hollywood Way & AM. 1.265 F 1.267 F 0.002 NO 1.271 F 0.000 -0.004 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Verdugo Avenue P.M. 1.162 F 1.165 F 0.003 NO 1.162 F 0.000 0.003 0.007 NO 0.000 NO
154. [e] |Hollywood Way & AM. 1.277 F 1.279 F 0.002 NO 1.283 F 0.000 -0.004 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 1.053 F 1.054 F 0.001 NO 1.054 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
155. [e] |Buena Vista Street & AM. 1.012 F 1.013 F 0.001 NO 1.015 F 0.000 -0.002 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Verdugo Avenue P.M. 1.176 F 1.181 F 0.005 NO 1.178 F 0.000 0.003 0.000 NO 0.003 NO
156. [e] |Buena Vista Street & AM. 1.068 F 1.072 F 0.004 NO 1.074 F 0.000 -0.002 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 1.147 F 1.147 F 0.000 NO 1.147 F 0.000 0.000 0.000 NO 0.000 NO
160. Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.724 C 0.762 C 0.038 NO 0.580 A 0.000 0.182 0.001 NO 0.181 NO
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. 0.664 B 0.680 B 0.016 NO 0.597 A 0.000 0.083 0.000 NO 0.083 NO
Notes:
[a] Intersection is operating under the LADOT Adaptive Traffic Control System (ATCS). A credit of 0.10 in V/C ratio was included in the analysis.
[b] The mitigation proposed for the intersection by Metro Universal was further expanded by the Evolution Plan.
[c] Denotes CMP arterial monitoring station.

[d]
[e]

Traffic counts at this location were not fully representative of the situation due to downstream constraints and pedestrian conflicts. LOS is based on field observations and has not been calculated based on the Universal City Transportation Model.
Intersection is connected to the City of Burbank's Traffic Signal Interconnect & Signal Timing System. A credit of 0.02 in V/C ratio was included in the analysis.
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TABLE S

COMPARISON OF PROJECT AND ALTERNATIVE 10 INTERSECTION IMPACTS
SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION IMPACT SUMMARY

PROJECT

ALTERNATIVE 10

Level of Service

Number of Impacted Intersections with TDM, before Mitigations

Number of Impacted Intersections with TDM, before Mitigations

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

C 5 2 2 3
D 8 8 4 7
E 12 13 8 11
F 30 31 31 22
Total Peak Hour Impacts 55 54 45 33

Total Individual Intersections Impacted

70

60

NOTE: Levels of Service C and D are typically considered acceptable peak hour operations by LADOT.
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TABLE 6
NBC UNIVERSAL EVOLUTION PLAN
SUMMARY OF LADOT INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS - UNSIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS - ALTERNATIVE 10

Future without Alternative 10 Future with Alternative 10 with TDM, Before Mitigations Future with Alternative 10 with TDM Program and Mitigation Measures
No. Intersection Peak Hour . Meets Signal Warrants/Signal
Delay LOS Delay LOS Meets Signal Warrants [a] VIC or Delay LOS
Proposed? [a]
15. [b], [c] |SR 134 EB On-Ramp e/o Vineland Avenue & AM. ki F ki F YES 0.570 A YES
Riverside Drive P.M. ** F ** F YES 0.663 B YES
32. [c], [d] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. ki F ki F NO 0.547 A YES [e]
Valley Spring Lane P.M. ** F ** F NO 0.705 C YES [€e]
60. [d] Forest Lawn Drive & AM. * F * F YES 26.6 D N/A
SR 134 EB Ramps P.M. 35.1 E 32.1 D YES 15.5 C N/A
61. [c]. [d] |Forest Lawn Drive & AM. * F * F YES 0.663 B YES
SR 134 WB Ramps P.M. * F * F YES 0.439 A YES
72. [c], [d] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. * F * F YES 0.545 A YES
Muddy Waters Drive P.M. ** F ** F YES 0.880 D YES
73. [d] Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 14.1 B 15.8 C N/A 16.3 C N/A
Jimmy Hendrix Drive P.M. 24.1 C 32.2 D N/A 31.5 D N/A
94. [d] SR 134 EB On-Ramp/Screenland Drive & AM. 13.2 B 13.3 B N/A 11.9 B N/A
Riverside Drive P.M. 33.6 D 345 D N/A 26.6 D N/A
117. [b], [c] |US 101 SB On-Ramp n/o Lankershim Boulevard & A.M. 0.0 A 0.0 A N/A 0.602 B YES
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.0 A 0.0 A N/A 0.685 B YES
143. [b] Tujunga Avenue & A.M. 16.5 C 16.7 C N/A 16.7 C N/A
SR 170 NB On-Ramp/Private Driveway P.M. 12.5 B 12.7 B N/A 12.7 B N/A
157. [c], [d] |Tujunga Avenue & AM. 16.0 C 16.0 C N/A 16.0 C N/A
US 101 SB Off-Ramp P.M. 53.2 F 53.2 F N/A 53.2 F N/A
158. [b] Tujunga Avenue & AM. 12.2 B 12.2 B N/A 12.2 B N/A
US 101 NB On-Ramp P.M. 10.6 B 10.6 B N/A 10.6 B N/A
159. [d] US 101 SB Off-Ramp & AM. 253 D 31.9 D N/A 20.7 C N/A
Riverside Drive P.M. 14.5 B 15.0 B N/A 13.9 B N/A
161. [b], [c] |US 101 NB On-Ramp & AM. 11.0 B 111 B N/A 11.1 B N/A
Moorpark Street P.M. 18.0 C 18.7 C N/A 18.7 C N/A
162. [c], [d] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. b F ki F YES 1.155 F YES
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. * F * F YES 1.321 F YES
163. [d] Bob Hope Drive & AM. ki F ki F N/A b F N/A
SR 134 EB Off-Ramp P.M. * F * F N/A ** F N/A
164. [b], [c] |SR 134 WB On-Ramp & AM. 0.0 A 0.0 A N/A 0.0 A N/A
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.0 A 0.0 A N/A 0.0 A N/A
Notes:

[a]  The unsignalized intersections are analyzed for signal warrants only if the intersection is projected to operate at LOS E or F and Alternative 10 adds traffic to the intersection. N/A signifies that the intersection operates at LOS D or better and/or Alternative 10 adds no traffic.

[b]  Intersection is uncontrolled. Analysis was done using 2000 Highway Capacity Manual Two-Way Stop-Controlled methodology. For the purpose of evaluating the operating conditions of the intersection, level of service is based on average vehicular delay in sec.

[c] Intersection is proposed to be signalized as part of the Project improvement program and will operate under the LADOT Adaptive Traffic Control System (ATCS). A credit of 0.10 in V/C ratio was include in the analysis.

[d]  Intersection is controlled by stop signs on minor approach. Analysis was done using 2000 Highway Capacity Manual Two-Way Stop-Controlled methodology. For the purpose of evaluating the operating conditions of the intersection, level of service is based on CMA capacity calculation methodology
[e]  While the intersection does not meet signal warrants, the Project would fund the installation of a traffic signal as part of the Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan upon LADOT's approval.

**  |ndicates oversaturated conditions, i.e. long waits at the approaches controlled by stop signs. Delay cannot be calculated.
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TABLE 7

FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM PROGRAM AND WITH AND WITHOUT MITIGATION MEASURES CONDITIONS (YEAR 2030) - ALTERNATIVE 10
FREEWAY SEGMENT LEVELS OF SERVICE - A.M. PEAK HOUR

Number Future without Alternative 10 Future with Alternative 10 with TDM, Before Mitigations Future with Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigations
No. Freeway Segment Direction | of Lanes | Capacit . .
Y =59 [a] pacty Volume \[® LOS Volume \[® LOS Increase in VIC S:?nnlflcant Number of Capacity | Volume \[® LOS Inprease Significant
pact? || Lanes [a] in V/IC Impact?
1. UsS 101 NB 4 8,000 9,688 1.21 F(0) 9,962 1.25 F(0) 0.034 YES 4 8,000 9,962 1.25 F(0) 0.034 YES
south of Alvarado Street SB 4 8,000 13,000 1.63 F(3) 13,098 1.64 F(3) 0.012 NO 4 8,000 13,098 1.64 F(3) 0.012 NO
2. US 101 NB 4 8,000 9,526 1.19 F(0) 9,811 1.23 F(0) 0.036 YES 4 8,000 9,811 1.23 F(0) 0.036 YES
south of Vermont Avenue SB 4 8,000 12,712 1.59 F(3) 12,820 1.60 F(3) 0.014 NO 4 8,000 12,820 1.60 F(3) 0.014 NO
3. [b] [US 101 NB 4 8,000 8,052 1.01 F(0) 8,361 1.05 F(0) 0.039 YES 4 8,000 8,361 1.05 F(0) 0.039 YES
south of Santa Monica Boulevard SB 4 8,000 12,171 1.52 F(3) 12,289 1.54 F(3) 0.015 NO 4 8,000 12,289 1.54 F(3) 0.015 NO
4, uUS 101 NB 5 10,000 9,785 0.98 E 10,236 1.02 F(0) 0.045 YES 5 10,000 10,236 1.02 F(0) 0.045 YES
south of Barham Boulevard SB 5 10,000 13,386 1.34 F(1) 13,530 1.35 F(2) 0.014 NO 5 10,000 13,595 1.36 F(2) 0.021 YES
5. uUS 101 NB 5 10,000 8,172 0.82 D 8,265 0.83 D 0.009 NO 5 10,000 8,265 0.83 D 0.009 NO
north of Campo de Cahuenga Way SB 5 10,000 11,213 1.12 F(0) 11,271 1.13 F(0) 0.006 NO 5.5 11,000 12,111 1.10 F(0) -0.020 NO
6. [b] [US 101 NB 5 10,000 9,282 0.93 D 9,328 0.93 E 0.005 NO 5 10,000 9,328 0.93 E 0.005 NO
east of Coldwater Canyon Avenue SB 5 10,000 10,678 1.07 F(0) 10,793 1.08 F(0) 0.011 NO 5 10,000 10,793 1.08 F(0) 0.011 NO
7. US 101 NB 6.5 13,000 10,078 0.78 D 10,118 0.78 D 0.003 NO 6.5 13,000 10,118 0.78 D 0.003 NO
east of 1-405 SB 6 12,000 11,676 0.97 E 11,786 0.98 E 0.009 NO 6 12,000 11,786 0.98 E 0.009 NO
8. [b] ISR 134 @ EB 45 9,000 12,899 1.43 F(2) 12,988 1.44 F(2) 0.010 NO 45 9,000 12,988 1.44 F(2) 0.010 NO
Forman Avenue WB 4.5 9,000 8,362 0.93 D 8,509 0.95 E 0.016 NO 4.5 9,000 8,444 0.94 E 0.009 NO
9. SR 134 EB 45 9,000 12,708 1.41 F(2) 12,798 1.42 F(2) 0.010 NO 45 9,000 12,798 1.42 F(2) 0.010 NO
east of Forest Lawn Drive WB 4.5 9,000 11,110 1.23 F(0) 11,289 1.25 F(1) 0.019 NO 4.5 9,000 11,289 1.25 F(1) 0.019 NO
10. SR 170 NB 45 9,000 7,218 0.80 D 7,280 0.81 D 0.007 NO 45 9,000 7,280 0.81 D 0.007 NO
north of Magnolia Boulevard SB 4.5 9,000 11,560 1.28 F(1) 11,735 1.30 F(1) 0.019 NO 4.5 9,000 11,735 1.30 F(1) 0.019 NO
11. [a] [SR 170 NB 45 9,000 6,199 0.69 C 6,248 0.69 C 0.005 NO 45 9,000 6,248 0.69 C 0.005 NO
south of Sherman Way SB 4.5 9,000 10,718 1.19 F(0) 10,875 1.21 F(0) 0.017 NO 4.5 9,000 10,875 1.21 F(0) 0.017 NO
12. [b]|I-5 @ NB 5.5 11,000 10,077 0.92 D 10,086 0.92 D 0.001 NO 5.5 11,000 10,086 0.92 D 0.001 NO
Colorado Boulevard Extension SB 5.5 11,000 11,542 1.05 F(0) 11,551 1.05 F(0) 0.001 NO 5.5 11,000 11,551 1.05 F(0) 0.001 NO
13. [b] [I-5 NB 4 8,000 8,197 1.02 F(0) 8,197 1.02 F(0) 0.000 NO 4 8,000 8,197 1.02 F(0) 0.000 NO
south of Burbank Boulevard SB 4 8,000 10,867 1.36 F(2) 10,867 1.36 F(2) 0.000 NO 4 8,000 10,867 1.36 F(2) 0.000 NO
14. [b] [1-405 NB 5.5 11,000 9,846 0.90 D 9,876 0.90 D 0.003 NO 5.5 11,000 9,876 0.90 D 0.003 NO
south of Mulholland Drive SB 5.5 11,000 13,598 1.24 F(0) 13,601 1.24 F(0) 0.000 NO 5.5 11,000 13,601 1.24 F(0) 0.000 NO
15. 1-405 NB 5 10,000 9,657 0.97 E 9,687 0.97 E 0.003 NO 5 10,000 9,687 0.97 E 0.003 NO
south of US 101 SB 5.5 11,000 13,336 1.21 F(0) 13,339 1.21 F(0) 0.000 NO 5.5 11,000 13,339 1.21 F(0) 0.000 NO
16. 1-405 NB 45 9,000 7,403 0.82 D 7,408 0.82 D 0.001 NO 45 9,000 7,408 0.82 D 0.001 NO
north of US 101 SB 4.5 9,000 10,339 1.15 F(0) 10,344 1.15 F(0) 0.001 NO 4.5 9,000 10,344 1.15 F(0) 0.001 NO
Notes:

[a] The lane capacities are assumed to be 2,000 vph for through lanes and 1,000 vph for high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) and auxiliary lanes. HOV and auxiliary lanes are thus reprsented as 1/2 of a lane.
[b] CMP Freeway Monitoring Location.
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TABLE 8

FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM PROGRAM AND WITH AND WITHOUT MITIGATION MEASURES CONDITIONS (YEAR 2030) - ALTERNATIVE 10
FREEWAY SEGMENT LEVELS OF SERVICE - P.M. PEAK HOUR

Number Future without Alternative 10 Future with Alternative 10 with TDM, Before Mitigations Future with Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigations
No. Freeway Segment Direction | of Lanes | Capacity volume V/C LOS Volume V/C LOS Increase in V/C Significant)| Number of Capacity | Volume V/C LOS Increase Significant
[a] Impact? Lanes [a] in V/IC Impact?
1. us 101 NB 4 8,000 12,301 1.54 F(3) 12,313 1.54 F(3) 0.002 NO 4 8,000 12,313 1.54 F(3) 0.002 NO
south of Alvarado Street SB 4 8,000 12,347 1.54 F(3) 12,700 1.59 F(3) 0.044 YES 4 8,000 12,760 1.60 F(3) 0.052 YES
2. us 101 NB 4 8,000 12,453 1.56 F(3) 12,469 1.56 F(3) 0.002 NO 4 8,000 12,469 1.56 F(3) 0.002 NO
south of Vermont Avenue SB 4 8,000 11,550 1.44 F(2) 11,923 1.49 F(3) 0.047 YES 4 8,000 11,983 1.50 F(3) 0.054 YES
3. [b] JUS 101 NB 4 8,000 12,616 1.58 F(3) 12,636 1.58 F(3) 0.002 NO 4 8,000 12,636 1.58 F(3) 0.002 NO
south of Santa Monica Boulevard SB 4 8,000 11,376 1.42 F(2) 11,771 1.47 F(3) 0.049 YES 4 8,000 11,831 1.48 F(3) 0.057 YES
4, Us 101 NB 5 10,000 12,204 1.22 F(0) 12,244 1.22 F(0) 0.004 NO 5 10,000 12,244 1.22 F(0) 0.004 NO
south of Barham Boulevard SB 5 10,000 11,680 1.17 F(0) 12,202 1.22 F(0) 0.052 YES 5 10,000 12,294 1.23 F(0) 0.061 YES
5. us 101 NB 5 10,000 11,749 1.17 F(0) 11,979 1.20 F(0) 0.023 YES 5 10,000 11,979 1.20 F(0) 0.023 YES
north of Campo de Cahuenga Way SB 5 10,000 8,363 0.84 D 8,321 0.83 D -0.004 NO 5.5 11,000 8,751 0.80 D -0.041 NO
6. [b] [US 101 NB 5 10,000 12,965 1.30 F(1) 13,073 1.31 F(1) 0.011 NO 5 10,000 13,073 1.31 F(1) 0.011 NO
east of Coldwater Canyon Avenue SB 5 10,000 9,838 0.98 E 9,857 0.99 E 0.002 NO 5 10,000 9,857 0.99 E 0.002 NO
7. us 101 NB 6.5 13,000 12,890 0.99 E 12,987 1.00 E 0.007 NO 6.5 13,000 12,987 1.00 E 0.007 NO
east of 1-405 SB 6 12,000 10,205 0.85 D 10,223 0.85 D 0.001 NO 6 12,000 10,223 0.85 D 0.001 NO
8. [b] [SR 134 @ EB 45 9,000 8,302 0.92 D 8,496 0.94 E 0.022 NO 4.5 9,000 8,496 0.94 E 0.022 NO
Forman Avenue WB 45 9,000 11,440 1.27 F(1) 11,483 1.28 F(1) 0.005 NO 45 9,000 11,443 1.27 F(1) 0.000 NO
9. SR 134 EB 45 9,000 8,675 0.96 E 8,901 0.99 E 0.025 NO 4.5 9,000 8,901 0.99 E 0.025 NO
east of Forest Lawn Drive WB 45 9,000 10,930 1.21 F(0) 10,976 1.22 F(0) 0.005 NO 45 9,000 11,011 1.22 F(0) 0.009 NO
10. SR 170 NB 4.5 9,000 11,287 1.25 F(1) 11,470 1.27 F(1) 0.020 YES 4.5 9,000 11,470 1.27 F(1) 0.020 YES
north of Magnolia Boulevard SB 45 9,000 7,092 0.79 D 7,128 0.79 D 0.004 NO 45 9,000 7,128 0.79 D 0.004 NO
11. [a] [SR 170 NB 45 9,000 9,431 1.05 F(0) 9,593 1.07 F(0) 0.018 NO 4.5 9,000 9,593 1.07 F(0) 0.018 NO
south of Sherman Way SB 45 9,000 6,753 0.75 C 6,782 0.75 C 0.003 NO 45 9,000 6,782 0.75 C 0.003 NO
12. [b]|I-5 @ NB 5.5 11,000 15,157 1.38 F(2) 15,162 1.38 F(2) 0.000 NO 5.5 11,000 15,162 1.38 F(2) 0.000 NO
Colorado Boulevard Extension SB 5.5 11,000 10,730 0.98 E 10,747 0.98 E 0.002 NO 5.5 11,000 10,687 0.97 E -0.004 NO
13. [b] |I-5 NB 4 8,000 11,021 1.38 F(2) 11,021 1.38 F(2) 0.000 NO 4 8,000 11,021 1.38 F(2) 0.000 NO
south of Burbank Boulevard SB 4 8,000 8,920 1.12 F(0) 8,920 1.12 F(0) 0.000 NO 4 8,000 8,910 1.11 F(0) -0.001 NO
14. [b] |1-405 NB 5.5 11,000 16,697 1.52 F(3) 16,697 1.52 F(3) 0.000 NO 5.5 11,000 16,697 1.52 F(3) 0.000 NO
south of Mulholland Drive SB 5.5 11,000 9,545 0.87 D 9,568 0.87 D 0.002 NO 5.5 11,000 9,568 0.87 D 0.002 NO
15. 1-405 NB 5 10,000 16,834 1.68 F(3) 16,834 1.68 F(3) 0.000 NO 5 10,000 16,834 1.68 F(3) 0.000 NO
south of US 101 SB 5.5 11,000 9,438 0.86 D 9,463 0.86 D 0.002 NO 5.5 11,000 9,463 0.86 D 0.002 NO
16. 1-405 NB 45 9,000 12,683 1.41 F(2) 12,688 1.41 F(2) 0.001 NO 4.5 9,000 12,688 1.41 F(2) 0.001 NO
north of US 101 SB 45 9,000 8,375 0.93 E 8,378 0.93 E 0.000 NO 45 9,000 8,378 0.93 E 0.000 NO
Notes:

[a] The lane capacities are assumed to be 2,000 vph for through lanes and 1,000 vph for high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) and auxiliary lanes. HOV and auxiliary lanes are thus reprsented as 1/2 of a lane.
[b] CMP Freeway Monitoring Location.
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4. Future with Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigation

Alternative 10’s reduction of 568 morning peak hour trips and 1,072 evening peak hour trips as
compared to the Project reduces the need for some of the mitigation measures proposed for the
Project because the Alternative 10 traffic does not create a significant impact at some
intersections impacted under the Project.

ALTERNATIVE 10 MITIGATION PROGRAM
The Project mitigation program would be implemented for the Alternative 10 land use plan with the

following modifications:

Shuttle Bus Program

The shuttle that was proposed to run along the North-South Road connecting the Mixed-Use
Residential Area to Hollywood and the western parts of Hollywood would no longer be needed

under Alternative 10.

The routing of the shuttle bus to the Burbank area would be modified. Under Alternative 10,
shuttle bus routing would go from the Burbank Metrolink Station to Downtown Burbank to the
Universal City Metro Red Line station via Olive Avenue, Riverside Drive, Moorpark Street, and
Lankershim Boulevard.

The routing of the shuttle bus between the Universal City Metro Red Line station and the Lakeside
Plaza Drive area of the site would be modified to travel on Lankershim Boulevard, Cahuenga
Boulevard West, and Barham Boulevard to reach Lakeside Plaza Drive, and continuing to connect

with the Burbank shuttle near the Pass Avenue & Riverside Drive intersection.

The shuttle travelling along Universal Hollywood Drive from east of Lankershim Boulevard to the

theme park/City Walk area would continue to operate.
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Intersection Mitigation

The following intersection mitigation measures recommended for the Project would not be needed

to mitigate impacts under Alternative 10:

Intersection #31 Cahuenga Boulevard & Whipple Street

Intersection #33 Lankershim Boulevard & Cahuenga Boulevard
Intersection #41 Forman Avenue & Riverside Drive

Intersection #68 Cahuenga Boulevard & US 101 Northbound Off-Ramp
Intersection #80 Pass Avenue & Riverside Drive

Intersection #157 Tujunga Avenue & US 101 Southbound Off-Ramp: signal not needed
because no Alternative 10 project traffic is added to intersection

Intersection #164 SR-134 Westbound On-Ramp & Alameda Avenue: signal not needed, as it
operates at LOS A with new geometry (results from the SR-134 Westbound
Ramps/Cordova Street & Alameda Avenue improvement)

The Evolution Plan mitigation measures for the following intersections would be modified to

accommodate the Alternative 10 traffic levels:

Intersection #43 Universal Studios Boulevard & Buddy Holly Drive: northbound right and
eastbound through improvement would not be needed under Alternative 10
if Buddy Holly Drive remains one-way eastbound.

Given that the Metro Universal project is no longer proposed, as discussed in Appendix B of this
report, it is not anticipated that the following improvements would ultimately be needed:

Intersection #23 Metro Driveway and Campo de Cahuenga Way:

Intersection #35 Lankershim Boulevard and Main Street: the second northbound left turn
lane and the left turn phasing are not needed

Intersection #34 Lankershim Boulevard and Valleyheart/James Stewart Avenue: the

improvements on Valleyheart Drive are not needed

MITIGATION PROGRAM RESULTS

Signalized Intersections

Table 4 shows the effects of applying the modified Project mitigation program to Alternative 10.
With the implementation of the TDM program and modified mitigation program described above,

Alternative 10 would result in remaining significant intersection impacts at the following
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intersections that were also significantly impacted under the Future with Project with TDM trip

reductions and mitigation measures conditions:

Intersection #22 US 101 Northbound On-Ramp/Campo de Cahuenga (afternoon peak hour)
Intersection #30 Cahuenga Boulevard/Moorpark Street (morning and afternoon peak hours)
Intersection #35 Lankershim Boulevard/Main Street (afternoon peak hour)

Intersection #36 Lankershim Boulevard/Campo de Cahuenga/Universal Hollywood Drive

(morning peak hour)

As was the case with the Project, physical mitigation at these four locations is either not feasible

or unacceptable to the community.

Table 9 shows that with implementation of the TDM program and modified mitigation measures
Alternative 10 would result in four significant signalized intersection impacts as compared to the

eight remaining significantly impacted signalized intersections under the Project.

Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigations — Unsignalized Intersections Measured with L.A.
CEOQA Thresholds Guide Methodology

As detailed in Appendix J of the Project Transportation Study, the Project with TDM and Mitigation

would result in one unsignalized intersection with a remaining significant impact:

73. Lankershim Boulevard & Jimi Hendrix Drive (PM peak hour)

Under Project with TDM with Mitigation, the intersection would have a remaining V/C ratio

increase of 0.098 which would have to reduce to 0.010 to remove the significant impact.

Since Alternative 10 would generate fewer afternoon peak hour trips than the Project, the
incremental impact of Alternative 10 traffic on this intersection would be less than the Project, but
it would not be low enough to eliminate the projected significant impact. Given the reduced trip
generation of Alternative 10, no other unsignalized intersection would be significantly impacted
under the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide methodology for unsignalized intersections, under
Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation. Therefore, Alternative 10 with TDM trip

reductions and mitigation would have the same results as the Project, i.e., one remaining
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significant unsignalized intersection impact under the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide methodology

for unsignalized intersections.

Freeway Segment Impacts

Tables 7 and 8 summarize the incremental increase in the V/C ratio at the 16 analyzed freeway
segments that can be attributed to Alternative 10 with TDM trip reduction and before mitigations
during the weekday morning and afternoon peak hours, respectively. According to the CMP
significant traffic impact criteria, Alternative 10 is expected to result in a significant impact at six
freeway segments during the morning peak hour or the afternoon peak hour, or both in 2030, with

TDM trip reduction and with mitigations:

Segment 1: US 101 south of Alvarado Street — morning peak hour (northbound) and
afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 2: US 101 south of Vermont Avenue — morning peak hour (northbound and
southbound) and afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 3: US 101 south of Santa Monica Boulevard — morning peak hour (northbound)
and afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 4: US 101 south of Barham Boulevard — morning peak hour (northbound) and
afternoon peak hour (southbound)

Segment 5: US 101 north of Campo de Cahuenga Way — afternoon peak hour (northbound)
Segment 10: SR 170 north of Magnolia Boulevard — afternoon peak hour (northbound)
The same six freeway segments were impacted in the morning peak hour or afternoon peak hour,

or both peak hours under the Future with Project with TDM trip reductions with mitigation

scenario.
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TABLE 9

COMPARISON OF PROJECT AND ALTERNATIVE 10 INTERSECTION IMPACTS
SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION IMPACT SUMMARY -- AFTER MITIGATION

PROJECT (1)

ALTERNATIVE 10

Level of Service

Number of Impacted Intersections with TDM and Mitigations

Number of Impacted Intersections with TDM and Mitigations

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

C 1 3 0 2
D 0 1 0 0
E 0 0 1 0
F 3 2 1 1
Total Peak Hour Impacts 4 6 2 3

Total Individual Intersections Impacted

(1) Source: Table 25 of Evolution Plan DEIR Traffic Study
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5. Congestion Management Program Analysis

This section presents an analysis of the regional transportation facilities in the vicinity of
Alternative 10, in accordance with the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) procedures outlined for the
CMP analysis. A total of six arterial monitoring stations and 16 freeway segments have been
identified in the Study Area for the CMP analysis.

CMP SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC IMPACT CRITERIA

A significant project-related impact would be identified if the CMP facility (intersection or freeway
segment) is projected to operate at LOS F (V/C > 1.00) and if project traffic causes an
incremental change in the V/C ratio of 0.02 or greater. The proposed development would not be
considered to have a regionally significant impact, regardless of the increase in V/C ratio, if the

analyzed facility is projected to operate at LOS E or better after the addition of project traffic.

CMP ARTERIAL MONITORING STATION ANALYSIS

The CMP TIA guidelines require the intersection LOS calculations use either the Intersection
Capacity Utilization (ICU) methodology (Intersection Capacity Utilization, David Husch and John
Albeck, Trafficware, Ltd., 2003) or the CMA methodology. For agencies computing intersection
LOS using the CMA methodology, the CMP requires (1) the assumption that 55% of the turning
volumes would utilize the heavier lane for establishing the critical volume for dual left-turn lanes,
and (2) calculation of intersection V/C by dividing the sum of critical volumes by a lane capacity of
1,600 vph and adding 0.10 to account for the loss time. The intersection LOS definitions are the
same as those described in the Project Transportation Study. However, due to the different
approaches for computing the V/C ratios under the CMP and LADOT procedures, the LOS may
be different under the CMP analysis than the intersection LOS analyses based on the LADOT

approach elsewhere in this report.
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The following six intersections in the Study Area are classified as CMP arterial monitoring stations:

38. Lankershim Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard
96. Sepulveda Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard
106. Woodman Avenue & Ventura Boulevard
115. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard
123. La Cienega Boulevard & Santa Monica Boulevard
136. Highland Avenue & Santa Monica Boulevard
Table 10 summarizes the results of the capacity analysis at the analyzed arterial monitoring

intersections for Future without Alternative 10, and for Future with Alternative 10 with TDM with

Mitigation.

Alternative 10 Future without Project Conditions

Under Future without Project conditions, due to regional growth without Alternative 10, all of the
six arterial monitoring stations would operate at LOS E or F during at least one of the analyzed

peak hours.

Future with Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigation Conditions

With the proposed mitigation measures in the Future with Alternative 10 with Mitigation conditions,

all of the impacted intersections would be fully mitigated during both analyzed peak hours.

It should be noted that the arterial monitoring stations of Lankershim Boulevard & Ventura
Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard, Sepulveda Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard, Woodman Avenue
& Ventura Boulevard, and Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard would operate better
(lower VIC ratios) or equal under the Future with Alternative 10 with TDM with Mitigation

conditions than under the Future without Project conditions.
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The Arterial Monitoring Stations for the Alternative 10 with TDM with Mitigation conditions would

be same as those of the Future with Project with TDM with Mitigation conditions.

CMP REGIONAL TRANSIT IMPACT ANALYSIS

This section provides a description of the transit analysis performed in accordance with the CMP
TIA guidelines. The CMP transit analysis requirements entail the following components that are

described in further detail below:

Evidence that affected transit operators received the Notice of Preparation (NOP)
o Existing transit service in the Study Area

e Project trip generation estimates

e Project transit trip estimates

e Project components to encourage transit use

e Analysis and mitigation

Notice of Preparation

Metro and LADOT were sent the NOP. A copy of the NOP and the distribution list can be found in
the Draft EIR for the proposed Project.

Existing Transit Service

Various transit providers including Metro, LADOT, Glendale Bee, Burbank Bus, West Hollywood
Cityline, and Santa Clarita Transit provide service within the Study Area. The Project
Transportation Study for the proposed Project summarized the various bus transit lines operating
in the Study Area. Currently, seven Metro bus lines and the Metro Red Line operate in the vicinity

of the Project Site.
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Alternative 10 Trip Generation Estimates

Alternative 10 is expected to generate a net total of 23,601 daily trips on a typical weekday,
including approximately 2,241 morning peak hour trips and 2,197 afternoon peak hour trips before
considering TDM/transit credits. Accounting for the TDM/transit credit, the Project Site is
expected to generate a net increase of 19,139 daily trips on a typical weekday, including
approximately 1,760 morning peak hour trips and 1,698 afternoon peak hour trips. The TDM
program thus results in a decrease of 4,462 daily automobile trips, including approximately 481

morning peak hour trips and 499 afternoon peak hour trips.

Table 11 shows that when this net trip addition is added to the existing site travel levels, the
Future with Alternative 10 with TDM is expected to generate 64,022 vehicle trips on a daily basis
with 4,775 trips occurring in the morning peak hour and 6,412 occurring in the afternoon peak

hour. These trip totals include the existing site and the Alternative 10 land uses.

Alternative 10 Transit Trip Estimates

Based on the guidelines outlined in Section B.8.4 of the CMP, transit trips expected to result from
Alternative 10 were estimated based on the number of vehicle trips. This methodology assumes
an average vehicle occupancy (AVO) factor of 1.40 in order to estimate the number of person trips

to and from the Project Site under Alternative 10.

Some of the peak hour vehicular trips from the Project Site under Alternative 10 reduced by the
TDM program would shift to commute options other than transit, e.g. telecommute, carpool,
vanpool, bicycle, and/or walking. However, the transit trip estimates summarized in Table 11 are
based on an estimate that all of the vehicular trips reduced by the TDM program would translate
into transit trips and none to other non-motorist modes such as walking and bicycling. As shown
in the table, assuming an AVO of 1.40, the Project Site under Alternative 10 is expected to
generate approximately 6,247 daily transit trips, including 673 morning peak hour trips and 699

afternoon peak hour trips.
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Alternative 10 Components to Encourage Transit Use

Alternative 10 would be designed to promote non-auto travel through design and an orientation
that is pedestrian-friendly and facilitates transit use. There are proposed components and
mitigation measures of Alternative 10 that would greatly encourage transit use by the
patrons/employees of the Project Site as well as other land uses in the vicinity of the site. These

components include the following:

e provision of one additional articulated bus to enhance service along the Ventura
Boulevard corridor within the Study Area

e provision of a local shuttle system with global positioning system (GPS) equipped buses
to provide “Next Bus” locational and status information

e provision of discounted transit passes

Transit Analysis

Based on the anticipated number of transit trips generated by Alternative 10, an analysis of the
potential Alternative 10 impacts on the transit system was conducted. There are a total of
approximately 30 buses operating in the vicinity of the site, and the average headway for the
Metro Red Line is 10 minutes during peak hours. Based on the average load factors in the
morning and afternoon peak hours in the site vicinity (developed from existing ridership data for
various lines), shown in the Project Transportation Study, it was determined that there is residual
capacity on the existing transit system on all lines serving the Project Site except Metro Rapid 750
(serving the Ventura Boulevard corridor). Load factors were calculated based on the average
hourly load on the bus and the average hourly capacity on that route (calculated from average
headways). Mitigation is proposed that would provide one additional articulated bus (seated
capacity = 66, standing capacity = 75) to supplement the Metro Rapid 750 transit service and to
alleviate the operating conditions along the Ventura Boulevard corridor. Assuming that 25% of the
capacity for the additional bus would be available for Alternative 10 transit trips, the anticipated
transit demand on a systemwide basis would be more than satisfied by the proposed supply.

Table 12 summarizes the assumptions, calculations, and results from the analysis.

46



The proposed mitigation also includes a new local shuttle system to Downtown Burbank Metrolink
Station/Burbank Media District. This shuttle system would help provide transit service connecting
the jobs in the Project Site to the homes in Burbank and to the jobs in Downtown Burbank and the
Media District.

Mitigation Measures

As noted above, the proposed mitigation measures include provision of one additional articulated
bus to be operated by Metro for peak hour operations to add to the existing transit service on the
Ventura Boulevard corridor, and a new local shuttle system to Downtown Burbank Metrolink
Station/Burbank Media District that provides connections between areas of high employee
concentration and the site. These improvements would assist in reducing the transit impacts of
the Alternative 10. New transit service along with residual capacity on the current lines serving
the site would satisfy the transit demands of Alternative 10. A second new shuttle would connect
the Universal City Metro Red Line station to the northeast corner of the site (the Studio East Area

or Backlot District), again increasing transit connectivity and adding capacity to the transit system.

With implementation of the proposed mitigation, Alternatives 10’s transit impacts would be less

than significant.
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6. Construction Impact Analysis

As with the proposed Project, traffic impacts from Alternative 10 construction activities would be

expected to occur as a result of the following types of activities:

e Increases in truck traffic associated with export or import of fill materials and delivery of
construction materials

¢ Increases in automobile traffic associated with construction workers traveling to and from
the site

¢ Reductions in existing street capacity from temporary lane closures necessary for the
construction of roadway improvements, utility relocation, and drainage facilities

e Blocking existing vehicle or pedestrian access to other parcels fronting streets

The impact of construction truck traffic (including haul trucks) would be a lessening of the
capacities of access streets and haul routes due to slower movements and larger turning radii of

trucks.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS FROM CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC

Impacts from construction traffic would primarily affect the following roadways in and around the

site:

e Lankershim Boulevard

e Barham Boulevard

e Forest Lawn Drive

e Cahuenga Boulevard (West)

e Buddy Holly Drive

Potential impacts associated with physical construction of Alternative 10, e.g., partial lane
closures, would be limited to those locations immediately adjacent to or those within the site. The
most notable impact would occur with the road widening of Lankershim Boulevard, Barham

Boulevard, and Buddy Holly Drive. Widening of the roadways would require a temporary
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reduction in lane capacity (one lane in one direction) and could cause delays for vehicles traveling

in that direction. Otherwise, the physical effects of construction would be limited.

Construction impacts to the roadways connecting the regional roadway system with the Studio,
Business, and Entertainment Areas’ roadways (Universal Hollywood Drive, Buddy Holly Drive,
James Stewart Avenue, and Muddy Waters Drive) would be limited to individual intersections that
lie along the edges of those Areas and serve very few trips, and no off-site/regional traffic.
Development facing Lakeside Plaza Drive and Buddy Holly Drive could have very short-term
impacts at localized, individual building locations, for curb cuts, curb landscaping, etc. Substantial
lane closures would not be required along these locations. However, construction of the curb cuts
and access roadways and driveways would occur prior to the completion of the development they
would be serving. There would be limited impact on parking serving the existing on-site uses, as

any lost parking spaces would be relocated to another parcel on-site during each phase.

Overall, the impact on the transportation system from construction activities would be temporary in
nature and would cause an intermittent reduction in street and intersection operating capacity
near the site. Impacts on traffic conditions associated with construction of projects are typically
considered temporary, short-term adverse impacts, but not significant. LADOT has not
established a significance threshold for such impacts. Nonetheless, two significance thresholds

have been identified:

As to the first significance threshold, regarding substantial inconvenience to auto travelers, bus
riders, or parkers, it has been concluded that delays from additional construction traffic and/or
construction activities at other locations are not expected to be substantial. Construction traffic
impacts on roadway operations are considered to be potentially short-term significant impacts,
prior to mitigation. Accordingly, mitigation measures are recommended below to reduce those

short-term impacts to levels that would be considered less than significant.

As to the second significance threshold, regarding hazardous conditions, Project construction is
not expected to create hazards for roadway travelers, so long as commonly practiced safety
procedures for construction are followed. Such procedures have been incorporated into the

mitigation measures for construction impacts.
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ALTERNATIVE 10 CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC LEVELS

Table 34 of the Project Transportation Study summarized the number of truck trips and
construction workers that were expected to occur during the various types of construction activity.
It showed that the demolition and site preparation of the Studio, Business and Entertainment
Areas would result in 200 workers on site with 556 truck trips. The actual construction of the
buildings and improvements in these Areas would result in 98 truck trips and 650 on-site workers.
For the Mixed-Use Residential Area, demolition and site preparation would generate 828 truck
trips with 1,010 workers on-site. Construction of the Mixed-Use Residential Area would create

486 truck trips and employ 1,545 workers.

Alternative 10 would require a similar construction effort for the Studio, Business, and
Entertainment Areas, but the construction effort in the former Mixed-Use residential Area
boundaries would be reduced by approximately 50%. Thus the overall construction impacts of

Alternative 10 would be less than the Project, especially along the east side of the site.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The Alternative 10 Applicant or its successors will prepare detailed construction traffic
management plans, including street closure information, detour plans, haul routes, and staging
plans satisfactory to the affected jurisdictions. The construction traffic management plans shall be
based on the nature and timing of the specific construction and other projects in the vicinity of the
site, and shall include the following elements as appropriate:

1. Provisions to configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference

2. Provisions for temporary traffic control during all phases of construction activities to
improve traffic flow on public roadways (e.g., flag person)

3. Scheduling construction activities to reduce the effect on traffic flow on public roadways
4. Rerouting construction trucks to reduce travel on congested streets
5. Consolidating construction truck deliveries

6. Provision of dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and equipment on-
and off-site
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7. Construction-related vehicles shall not park on any residential street

8. Provision of safety precautions for pedestrians and bicyclists through such measures as
alternate routing and protection barriers

9. All contractors shall be required to participate in a common carpool registry during all
periods of contract performance monitored and maintained by the contractor

10. Schedule construction-related deliveries, other than concrete and earthwork-related
deliveries to reduce travel during peak travel periods

11. Construction vehicle travel through neighboring jurisdictions other than the City of Los
Angeles shall be conducted in accordance with the standard rules and regulations
established by the respective jurisdictions where such jurisdictions would be subject to
construction impacts. These include allowable operating times for construction activities,
truck haul routes, clearance requirements, etc.

12. Prior to the issuance of any permit for the Project, required permits for the truck haul
routes, if applicable, shall be obtained from the City of Los Angeles

13. Obtain a Caltrans transportation permit for use of oversized transport vehicles on
Caltrans facilities

14. Submit a traffic management plan to Caltrans for approval to avoid potential access
restrictions to and from Caltrans facilities

CONSTRUCTION CONCLUSION

The construction traffic levels to be generated by Alternative 10 are lower than the previously
analyzed Project due to less on-site construction required to complete Alternative 10 and less
hauling and earth moving due to the elimination of the North-South Road. As such, the impact of

construction traffic from Alternative 10 would be less than the previously analyzed Project.
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7. Neighborhood Intrusion

This section provides a description of the potential neighborhood intrusion impacts of Alternative
10 with TDM and mitigation. Alternative 10’s neighborhood intrusion impacts under the Future
plus Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigation scenario have been evaluated using the impact
criteria described in Section 1V.B.1.3.b.(5) of the Draft EIR.

NEIGHBORHOOD IMPACTS - FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM WITH
MITIGATION CONDITIONS (YEAR 2030)

Using the Universal City Transportation Model, the number of trips that may be added to any
particular arterial corridor was projected, and the extent of the projected addition of 1,200 or
more daily trips was determined. Since the model provides peak hour but not daily assignments,
daily Alternative 10 trips were estimated by multiplying the afternoon peak hour trips by a factor
of 10. Typically, the afternoon peak hour experiences 10% of the total daily traffic, so a tenfold
increase in afternoon peak hour traffic levels represents a good approximation of the daily traffic
levels that could be expected. Figure 3 illustrates the potential addition of 1,200 daily trips along

each of the corridors leading to/from the site.

Intersections along the arterial corridors that are projected to operate at LOS E or F under

Future with Alternative 10 with Mitigation conditions are also identified in Figure 3.

As shown, corridors to which 1,200 or more daily trips are projected to be added by Alternative
10 include:

o Lankershim Boulevard between Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard (West) and
Riverside Drive

e Cahuenga Boulevard between Lankershim Boulevard and the SR 134 eastbound ramps
¢ Riverside Drive between Lankershim Boulevard and the SR 134 EB On-ramp

e Barham Boulevard between Olive Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard
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Forest Lawn Drive between Barham Boulevard/Lakeside Plaza Drive and SR 134
eastbound ramps

Olive Avenue between Barham Boulevard and Pass Avenue

Cahuenga Boulevard (West) between the US 101 southbound off-ramp (north of Vine
Street) and Highland Avenue/Pat Moore Way

Highland Avenue between Cahuenga Boulevard (West)/Pat Moore Way and Franklin
Avenue South

Ventura Boulevard between Lankershim Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard and US 101
southbound ramps/Fruitland Drive

Campo de Cahuenga Way between Lankershim Boulevard/Universal Hollywood Drive
and the US 101 northbound ramps

Universal Studios Boulevard between Universal Center Drive/Buddy Holly Drive and
Cahuenga Boulevard

The presence of congested cumulative conditions and the availability of local street(s) providing

a parallel route of travel in the vicinity of congested portions of the corridors were then

investigated for each of the corridors. The following discusses the results of this investigation

for each corridor:

Lankershim Boulevard, Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard (West) to Riverside
Drive — The four intersections along the Lankershim Boulevard corridor from Ventura
Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard (West) to Riverside Drive projected to operate at LOS E
or F include:

- Lankershim Boulevard & Riverside Drive

- Lankershim Boulevard & Moorpark Street

- Lankershim Boulevard & Jimi Hendrix Drive

- Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive

No parallel alternative routes via local residential streets are available as a bypass to
Lankershim Boulevard around the Jimi Hendrix Drive and Campo de Cahuenga
Way/Universal Hollywood Drive intersections. No significant neighborhood intrusion
impacts would therefore be anticipated in this area.

A potential alternative route that would avoid the Lankershim Boulevard & Moorpark
Street intersection could be Woodbridge Street to Cartwright Avenue to Riverside Drive
and back to Lankershim Boulevard. Therefore, there is potential for a significant
neighborhood intrusion impact in this area.

A potential alternative route that would avoid the Lankershim Boulevard & Riverside

Drive intersection could be Landale Street to Vineland Avenue to Hortense Street.
Therefore, there is potential for a significant neighborhood intrusion impact in this area.
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Cahuenga Boulevard, Lankershim Boulevard to the SR 134 eastbound ramps — The
three intersections along the Cahuenga Boulevard corridor from Lankershim Boulevard
to the SR 134 eastbound ramps projected to operate at LOS E or F include:

- Cahuenga Boulevard & SR 134 eastbound ramps
- Cahuenga Boulevard & Riverside Drive
- Cahuenga Boulevard & Moorpark Street

A potential alternative route that would avoid the Cahuenga Boulevard & Riverside
Drive, Cahuenga Boulevard & Moorpark Street, and Cahuenga Boulevard & SR 134
eastbound ramps intersections could be Valley Spring Lane to Ledge Avenue to Sarah
Street and back to Cahuenga Boulevard. Therefore, there is potential for a significant
neighborhood intrusion impact in this area.

Riverside Drive, Lankershim Boulevard to SR 134 EB On-ramp — The sole intersection
along the Riverside Drive corridor from Lankershim Boulevard to Vineland Avenue
projected to operate at LOS E or F is Riverside Drive & Lankershim Boulevard. Due to
the physical barriers created by the SR 134 freeway to the north and the presence of
other LOS E or F intersections along Moorpark Street to the south, no parallel alternative
routes via local residential streets are available as a bypass to Riverside Drive around
the Lankershim Boulevard intersection. No significant neighborhood intrusion impacts
would therefore be anticipated in this area.

Barham Boulevard, Olive Avenue to Cahuenga Boulevard — The six intersections along
the Barham Boulevard corridor from Olive Avenue to Cahuenga Boulevard projected to
operate at LOS E or F include:

- Barham Boulevard & Cahuenga Boulevard

- Barham Boulevard & Buddy Holly Drive/Cahuenga Boulevard
- Barham Boulevard & De Witt Drive

- Barham Boulevard & Lake Hollywood Drive

- Barham Boulevard & Coyote Canyon Road

- Barham Boulevard & Lakeside Plaza Drive/Forest Lawn Drive

No parallel alternative routes via local residential streets are available as a bypass to
Barham Boulevard around the above intersections. No significant neighborhood
intrusion impacts would therefore be anticipated in this area.

Forest Lawn Drive, Barham Boulevard/Lakeside Plaza Drive to the SR 134 eastbound
ramps — The sole intersection along the Forest Lawn Drive corridor from Barham
Boulevard/Lakeside Plaza Drive to the SR 134 eastbound ramps projected to operate at
LOS E or F is the intersection of Forest Lawn Drive & Barham Boulevard/Lakeside Plaza
Drive. No parallel alternative routes via local residential streets are available as a
bypass to Forest Lawn Drive around this intersection. No significant neighborhood
intrusion impacts would therefore be anticipated in this area.

Olive Avenue, Barham Boulevard to Pass Avenue — The sole intersection along the
Olive Avenue corridor from Barham Boulevard to Pass Avenue projected to operate at
LOS E or F is Olive Avenue & Warner Brothers Studios Gate 2/Gate 3. No parallel
alternative routes via local residential streets are available as a bypass to
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Olive Avenue around this intersection. No significant neighborhood intrusion impacts
would therefore be anticipated in this area.

e Cahuenga Boulevard (West), the US 101 southbound off-ramp (north of Vine Street) to
Highland Avenue/Pat Moore Way — No intersections are projected to operate at LOS E
or F along the Cahuenga Boulevard (West) corridor from the US 101 southbound off-
ramp (north of Vine Street) to Highland Avenue/Pat Moore Way. No significant
neighborhood intrusion impacts would therefore be anticipated in this area.

o Highland Avenue, Cahuenga Boulevard (West)/Pat Moore Way to Franklin Avenue
South — The two intersections along the Highland Avenue corridor from Cahuenga
Boulevard (West)/Pat Moore Way to Franklin Avenue South projected to operate at LOS
E or F include:

- Highland Avenue & Franklin Avenue
- Highland Avenue & Franklin Avenue/Franklin Place

No parallel alternative routes via local residential streets are available as a bypass to
Highland Avenue around the Franklin Avenue and Franklin Avenue/Franklin Place
intersections.  No significant neighborhood intrusion impacts would therefore be
anticipated in this area.

e Ventura Boulevard, Lankershim Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard to US 101 southbound
ramps/Fruitland Drive — No intersections are projected to operate at LOS E or F along
the Ventura Boulevard corridor from Lankershim Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard to US
101 southbound ramps/Fruitland Drive. No significant neighborhood intrusion impacts
would therefore be anticipated in this area.

e Campo de Cahuenga Way, Lankershim Boulevard/Universal Hollywood Drive to the US
101 northbound ramps — The sole intersection along the Campo de Cahuenga Way
corridor from Lankershim Boulevard/Universal Hollywood Drive to the US 101
northbound ramps projected to operate at LOS E or F is Campo de Cahuenga Way &
Lankershim Boulevard/Universal Hollywood Drive. No parallel alternative routes via
local residential streets are available as a bypass to Campo de Cahuenga Way around
the Lankershim Boulevard/Universal Hollywood Drive intersection. No significant
neighborhood intrusion impacts would therefore be anticipated in this area.

o Universal Studios Boulevard between Universal Center Drive/Buddy Holly Drive and
Cahuenga Boulevard — No intersections are projected to operate at LOS E or F along
the Universal Studios Boulevard corridor from Universal Center Drive/Buddy Holly Drive
to Cahuenga Boulevard. No significant neighborhood intrusion impacts would therefore
be anticipated in this area.

On the basis of the above investigation, three neighborhoods were identified that may be
subject to significant neighborhood intrusion impacts. They are also illustrated in Figure 3 and

they include the areas bounded by the following:
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e Riverside Drive to the north, Cartwright Avenue to the east, Landale Street/Woodbridge
Street to the south, and Vineland Avenue/Lankershim Boulevard to the west

o Kiling Street to the north, Lankershim Boulevard to the east, the SR 134 freeway to the
south, and Vineland Avenue to the west

e Sarah Street to the north, Ledge Avenue/Placidia Avenue to the east, Valley Spring
Lane/Moorpark Street to the south, and Cahuenga Boulevard to the west

NEIGHBORHOOD INTRUSION MITIGATION MEASURES

Based on the above analyses, it is possible to identify those neighborhoods that might be
susceptible to neighborhood intrusion impacts (cut-through traffic) as a result of Alternative 10. It
is not, however, possible to predict with a reasonable degree of certainty whether such
neighborhood intrusion traffic will occur at a level sufficient to result in a significant adverse impact
in any of the identified neighborhoods as the changes in traffic patterns are based on a number of
factors, including individual driver perception of the likely reduction in travel time on alternative
routes (neighborhood streets). Nor is it possible to predict in which neighborhoods or on which
streets within each neighborhood any such potentially significant neighborhood intrusion traffic
impacts might occur. In addition, because of the fact that such assessments cannot be made at
this time, it also cannot be determined whether any feasible mitigation measures could be
implemented that would lessen or eliminate such potentially significant impacts or determine what
neighborhood measures the local community would prefer over the potentially significant

neighborhood traffic intrusions.

A potentially significant neighborhood traffic intrusion impact on a particular residential
neighborhood can only be determined after a project or portions of a project are completed and
operating. Prior to a project becoming operational it is virtually impossible to quantify potential
impacts. Once a project is operational, a neighborhood can be assessed to determine if any
impacts are occurring, the nature of the impacts and whether those impacts can be addressed
through a Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan. LADOT has developed a process over many
years to assess whether impacts are occurring, the nature of the impacts and a range of traffic
measures designed to address potentially significant impacts. The LADOT process is an iterative
process through which the impacted neighborhood is included in the process to help assess
which traffic-calming options are preferred by the community at issue, to balance the relative

desirability of the options, and ultimately to let the community itself make the decision whether to
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implement the traffic-calming measures. In some neighborhoods, the potential significant impact
never materializes. In locations where a significant impact does occur, the community may decide
to implement traffic-calming measures that reduce the impact to below the level of significance
and, in other neighborhoods, the measures themselves are considered to be undesirable and so
the community prefers not to implement them and the neighborhood intrusion traffic remains

significant and unmitigated.

There is a range of traffic calming measures that can be implemented that have been shown in
the LADOT's extensive experience to reduce neighborhood intrusion traffic to a point of
insignificance. Those measures can include non-restrictive traffic control measures such as traffic
circles, speed humps, roadway narrowing (e.g., raised medians and traffic chokers), landscaping
features, roadway striping changes (e.g., bike lanes or parking striping to reduce the perceived
width of the roadway), stop signs, new sidewalks, and new pedestrian amenities. Traffic calming
measures can also include more restrictive physical/operational improvements such as turn
restrictions, cul-de-sacs, traffic diverters, street blockers, and signal metering, but those more

restrictive measures themselves have the potential to divert traffic to another residential street.

Table 13 presents a list of typical neighborhood improvement measures. The table also identifies
the effects of each of the proposed improvements in terms of cut-through traffic reduction, speed
reduction, directional control, noise, safety, emergency response time, and the relative cost of
implementation and maintenance of these measures. As shown in the table, while most of the
improvements would also help in speed reduction, noise reduction and increased safety, these

improvements may also result in an increase in the emergency response time.

The traffic calming measures listed in Table 13 have been used in various communities and have
been proven to be effective at reducing neighborhood intrusion impacts by reducing or eliminating
neighborhood intrusion traffic and/or improving the appearance of a neighborhood. For example,
turn restrictions limit the ability of vehicles to move from the main corridor to the alternative
neighborhood streets during peak hours; cul-de-sacs and street closures cut off the ability to
connect to the main corridors; and speed humps and stop signs slow the travel time on
neighborhood streets which eliminates the incentive to divert from the main corridor. However,
traffic calming measures are also sometimes considered undesirable to a neighborhood because

they may alter the neighborhood’s character or annoy residents (e.g., having to stop at multiple
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intersections, reduced lanes, etc). Whether such measures are helpful or undesirable overall
depends on each community’s preferences and so it is inherently subjective unless and until a
specific neighborhood intrusion impact is observed and studied, measures are developed to
address the traffic intrusion, and the community is consulted and polled to determine the
community’s wishes. If the community does not support the mitigation actions, then they are
deemed by the LADOT policy to be infeasible and will not be imposed upon a community that

does not want them.

Due to the uncertainties surrounding this potentially significant impact area, including the
uncertainty over whether any such impact will even occur, in an abundance of caution the
potential neighborhood intrusion impact is considered significant for purposes of this analysis. A
Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan process, by which the intrusion impact can be identified
and mitigated in the future if any of the identified potentially impacted communities determines
that it wants the measures to be implemented, has been incorporated into the mitigation for
neighborhood intrusion impacts. However, because it is possible that a significant impact may
occur and that one or more neighborhoods might determine that it does not want to implement
the mitigation actions, it is not possible to determine now whether such a potential neighborhood
intrusion impact would be fully mitigated were it to occur. Accordingly, it is conservatively
concluded that with the identified mitigation, the potentially significant impact will not be fully
mitigated. Accordingly, as a further step, this impact is treated as significant even after the

implementation of all feasible mitigation measures.

Accordingly, the following mitigation measure is recommended to provide mechanisms for the
development of neighborhood traffic management plan(s) in the potentially impacted
neighborhoods, should they be requested by residents in the community:

Pursuant to the schedule established in the final adopted subphasing program, the
Applicant or its successors shall provide funding pursuant to a mechanism, reasonably
acceptable to LADOT in an amount up to $300,000, for implementation of LADOT's
Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan process for the Project set forth in Appendix T
of the Project Transportation Study. Eligible communities shall include the residential
neighborhoods within the boundaries listed below:

o Riverside Drive to the north, Cartwright Avenue to the east, Landale
Street/Woodbridge Street to the south, and Vineland Avenue/Lankershim
Boulevard to the west
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e Kling Street to the north, Lankershim Boulevard to the east, the SR 134 freeway
to the south, and Vineland Avenue to the west

e Sarah Street to the north, Ledge Avenue/Placidia Avenue to the east, Valley
Spring Lane/Moorpark Street to the south, and Cahuenga Boulevard to the west

NEIGHBORHOOD INTRUSION SUMMARY

Similar to the construction impacts discussed above, because the Future plus Alternative 10
with TDM with Mitigation trip reductions scenario generates fewer trips than does the proposed
Project with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures, the neighborhood intrusion impacts
under the Future plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures are
expected to be less than those projected on Future proposed Project with TDM conditions (and
identified in Section IV.B.1.3.d.(5) and Section 1V.B.1.6.f of the Draft EIR).

The Alternative 10 Neighborhood Intrusion analysis showed that the Alternative 10 with TDM

with Mitigation would potentially impact three neighborhoods as opposed to five neighborhoods

potentially impacted by the proposed Project.
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PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT MEASURES

TABLE 13

Effectiveness Cost
No. Intersection Use [a]
Trgzgu\é(t)itjr:ne Speed Reduction Diéi(;t:?c:al Noise Safety ReEsrpT)]grr\iin'l?i)r/ne Implementation Maintenance
1. Roadway Narrowing - Center Median C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase No Effect High Low
2. Roadway Narrowing - Reduced Lane Width CL Possible No No Decrease Possible Increase No Effect Low - Moderate Low
3. Realigned Intersection C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase High Moderate
4. Restricted Movement Barrier C, L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Possible Increase Moderate Low - Moderate
5. Entrance Barrier C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
6. Diverter - Diagonal C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
7. Diverter - Star C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
8. Diverter - Truncated Diverter C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
9. Diverter - Forced Turn C,L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
10. Intersection - Cul-de-sac L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
11. Midblock - Cul-de-sac L Yes Yes Yes Decrease Increase Increase Moderate - High | Low - Moderate
12. Speed Hump C L Likely No No Increase Increase Increase Low - Moderate Low
13. All-Way Stop C L Mixed Mixed No Increase Possible Increase Increase Low Low
14. Turn Prohibition C, L Yes Likely Yes No Effect Increase No Effect Low Moderate - High
Note:

[a]

C = Collector Streets and L = Local Streets.
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8. Site Access

This section provides a description of Alternative 10’s site access impacts under the Future plus
Alternative 10 with TDM scenario using the impact criteria described in Section 1V.B.1.3.b.(6) of
the Draft EIR. Similar to the future conditions, the Applicant or its successors would be required to
design and construct all access locations in conformance with applicable standards regarding
sight distance, sidewalks, crosswalks, and pedestrian movement controls under the existing
conditions analysis. Therefore, similar to the analysis presented in Section IV.B.1.3.d.(6) and
Section 1V.B.1.6.g of the Draft EIR, Alternative 10’s access impacts on bicycle, pedestrian and
vehicular safety under existing conditions is expected to be less than significant and similar to the

Future plus proposed Project conditions.

PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION AND PUBLIC TRANSIT

Alternative 10 would generate greater pedestrian circulation than currently exists on the Project
Site and less pedestrian activity than would exist under the proposed Project because fewer
people would be on site at one time. The Entertainment Area would be busier from a pedestrian
perspective due to the increase in theme park attendance, but the pedestrian interaction between
the Mixed-Use Residential Area and the Entertainment Area would not occur under Alternative 10.
As with the Project, Alternative 10 would include the realignment of Universal Hollywood Drive to
improve overall circulation both on-site and off-site. The site would continue to provide four

pedestrian plazas within the Entertainment Area.

In areas of the Project Site with substantial grade differentials (e.g., between Universal CityWalk
and offices in the Studio Area), escalators, exterior stairways, moving sidewalks, and/or elevators
may be provided. Pedestrian access to the Project Site would continue to be maintained via
sidewalks located along Universal Hollywood Drive, Universal Studios Boulevard, and Lakeside
Plaza Drive. Universal Studios currently operates a tram along Universal Hollywood Drive that
transports people from near the intersection with Lankershim Boulevard up the hill to the
Entertainment Area in the center of the Project Site. This tram service would continue to operate.

As part of the TDM program, a shuttle would be provided with a stop near the Universal City Metro
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Red Line station and near Lakeside Plaza Drive to connect the rail transit station to the

employment areas in the northeast portion of the site.

Lankershim Boulevard Pedestrian Crossing

The mitigation program for the original Universal City Metro Red Line station construction by
Metro included a pedestrian tunnel beneath Lankershim Boulevard to provide a pedestrian
connection between the Metro Red Line station and the east side of Lankershim Boulevard. The
pedestrian tunnel was never constructed. Pursuant to a settlement agreement unrelated to the
proposed project in which Metro has agreed to construct a grade separated facility connecting the
Universal Studios shuttle terminal to the Red Line station portal, Metro will construct a pedestrian
bridge in lieu of the originally proposed tunnel. While not a part of the proposed Project, the
current design of the pedestrian bridge would connect the Universal City Metro Red Line plaza
located north of Campo de Cahuenga Way to the northeast corner of Lankershim Boulevard &
Universal Hollywood Drive, continuing across Universal Hollywood Drive to the south side of that

roadway, adjacent to the 10 Universal City Plaza (10 UCP) building.

This improvement, when constructed, would provide a direct connection for pedestrians to access
the Project Site from the transit station and reduce pedestrian traffic at the intersection of
Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive. Connections
from the Universal City Metro Red Line station would encourage the use of transit for employees,
visitors, and future residents of the Project.

Shuttle System

Alternative 10 will provide a shuttle system that would connect to the regional bus service,
Burbank Media District, CityWalk, and the Universal City Metro Red Line Station.
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ACCESS SIGNIFICANT IMPACT CRITERIA — OPERATIONAL

A project would have a significant access impact if the intersection(s) nearest the primary site
access is/are projected to operate at LOS E or F during the morning or afternoon peak hour,

under cumulative plus project conditions.

ACCESS IMPACT ANALYSIS — OPERATIONAL

The access impact analysis was performed for existing and future scenarios. Tables 4 and 6
summarize the LOS analysis for the study intersections (including those five signalized
intersections and two unsignalized intersections) that provide direct access to the site under
existing and future conditions with Alternative 10:

34. Lankershim Boulevard & Valleyheart Drive/James Stewart Avenue

35. Lankershim Boulevard & Main Street

36. Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive

43. Universal Center Drive/Universal Studios Boulevard & Buddy Holly Drive

55. Barham Boulevard & Lakeside Plaza Drive/Forest Lawn Drive

72. Lankershim Boulevard & Muddy Waters Drive (unsignalized intersection)

73. Lankershim Boulevard & Jimi Hendrix Drive (unsignalized intersection)
Alternative 10 would also add an additional three intersections that would provide access to/from
the Project Site, including:

165. Barham Boulevard & C Street

166. Donald O’Connor Drive (former North-South Road)/US 101 northbound on-ramp &
Buddy Holly Drive

167. Universal Studios Boulevard & US 101 southbound on-ramp

Alternative 10 intends to signalize Intersections 72, 165, 166, and 167 as part of the project. Itis
intended that all four signals will be incorporated into the City of Los Angeles’ ATSAC/ATCS

signal system.
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As shown in Table 4, Alternative 10 with TDM and mitigation would have a significant access

impact at one access location:

36. Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive —
morning peak hour

Due to physical constraints, no improvements could be identified that would mitigate the

Alternative 10 impact at this access locations to less than significant. The proposed Project

resulted in a remaining significant impact at two access intersections. Therefore, the Site Access

impacts of Alternative 10 would be the less than those of the Project.

ACCESS IMPACT ANALYSIS — SAFETY

The Alternative 10 access locations would be designed per applicable design guidelines to ensure
adequate sight distance, and bicycle and pedestrian safety. No hazard issues are expected to

result due to the access locations.

The highest pedestrian activity on roadways adjacent to the Project Site occurs at Lankershim
Boulevard at the intersection of Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal
Hollywood Drive. As noted above, as provided for in the settlement agreement between Metro
and NBC Universal, an east/west pedestrian crossing in the form of a bridge would be provided
over Lankershim Boulevard from the Universal City Metro Red Line station to the east side of
Lankershim Boulevard at a point south of Campo de Cahuenga Way as described above. This
bridge would provide an improved and direct connection for pedestrians to access the Project Site
from the transit station and reduce pedestrian traffic at the access location of Lankershim
Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive.
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9. Mitigation Phasing

Like the Project, Alternative 10 would be developed over time through 2030, and a traffic
mitigation sub-phasing plan has been developed for Alternative 10. This sub-phasing plan is
approximate and would be subject to revisions as Alternative 10 is implemented. Table 14
summarizes the proposed development for each of the land uses in each sub-phase, net new trip
generation in each sub-phase for the development Areas, and cumulative trip generation of the
development Areas. The Studio and Business Areas and the Back Lot Area have been combined
into East and West districts for the purposes of this analysis due to common/adjacent site access
locations and similar travel patterns of the employees/visitors.

The Alternative 10 transportation improvement sub-phasing plan has been developed based on a
logical approach that ties provision of transportation improvements to development and trip
generation levels of the development Areas for each of the four sub-phases, and on discussions
with LADOT. The primary focus of this sub-phasing analysis is to provide a plan that requires the
implementation of transportation improvements in tandem with the traffic impacts of the

development.

Initially, the overall mitigation program for each sub-phase was identified to accommodate the
Alternative 10 traffic and other background traffic growth in the region and to mitigate the
significant traffic impacts. Following that, consideration was given to other logical elements, such
as ease of implementation, minimized construction impacts, and optimal design, to assign the
traffic improvements to the sub-phases and proposed development based on net new trip

generation.

Table 15 ties the implementation of the Alternative 10 transportation improvements with
development in different zone groups based on the location of the development in relationship
with the impacted roadways and related mitigations. The following zone groups have been

identified for this analysis:
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Zone A — Studio/Business Areas West — primary access of Lankershim
Zone B — Entertainment Area

Zone C — Studio Business Areas East and Back Lot Area — primary access off Lakeside
Plaza

Zones A & B - Studio/Business West and Entertainment Areas

Zones B & C — Entertainment Area and Studio/Business Areas East and Back Lot Area
Zones A & C — Studio/Business Areas East and West and Back Lot Area

Zones A, B, & C — All Areas

N o g &

For example, the Lankershim Boulevard Corridor Improvements and the US 101 Interchange
Improvements at Universal Terrace Parkway are tied to Zones A & B, Studio/Business and
Entertainment Areas, since the traffic from these areas would utilize these corridors and ramps

and, therefore, trigger the need for the proposed improvements.

As noted above, the mitigation sub-phasing programs were developed based on logical elements
such as ease of implementation, minimized construction impacts, and optimal design to assign the
traffic improvements to the sub-phases and proposed development based on net new trip

generation.

Table 16 shows an alternate mitigation phasing plan for Alternative 10. In this phasing plan, many
of the individual mitigation measures are proposed for implementation prior to the phase required
by the Alternative 10 traffic. In this plan, the implementation of the mitigation measures would be

accelerated in order to be in place prior to the actual need for the added capacity.
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PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE 10 PROJECT PHASING PROGRAM

TABLE 14

Development

Net New Development by Sub-phase

Phase 1 (2013 - 2016)

Phase 2 (2017 - 2020)

Phase 3 (2021 - 2025)

Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)

Studio/Business i Entertainment [ Studio/Business: Entertainment | Studio/Business i Entertainment | Studio/Business: Entertainment
Areas Area Areas Area Areas Area Areas Area

Land Use - Net New Development [a]

Studio sf 93,766 (44,383) 238,566 20,000

Office sf - 350,000 - 145,406

Studio Office sf 118,984 137,254 148,536 242,546

Entertainment sf 147,819 190,076

Entertainment Retalil sf (30,784) 70,000 (160) -

Amphitheater sf (110,600) 60,000 - -

Hotel rooms - - 500 500
P.M. Peak Hour Trips [b]

Net New Trips before TDM Trip Reduction per Sub-phase 204 (142) 523 255 323 345 339 350

Cumulative Net New Trips before TDM Trip Reduction 204 (142) 727 113 1,050 458 1,389 808

Total 62 840 1,508 2,197

Note:

[a] The Alternative 10 development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.
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TABLE 15
ALTERNATE 10 MITIGATION PHASING PROGRAM BY PHASE

Mitigation P.M. Peak Hour Trips Trigger
- Monitoring -
Development/Mitigation Program Jurisdiction/Agency
Reference Phase 1 (2010 - 2015) Phase 2 (2016 - 2020) Phase 3 (2021 - 2025) Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)
Land Use - Net New Development [a], [b]
Studio/Business Areas West and Back Lot (Lankershim) (Zone A) 164 564 758 1,028
Entertainment Area (Zone B) (142) 113 458 808
Studio/Business Areas East (Lakeside) (Zone C) 40 163 292 361
Studio/Business West/Back Lot and Entertainment Areas (Zones A & B) 22 677 1,216 1,836
Entertainment & Studio/Business Areas East (Zones B & C) (102) 276 750 1,169
Studio/Business Areas East and West/Back Lot (Zones A & C) 204 727 1,050 1,389
Studio/Business Areas West/Back Lot, Entertainment, & Studio/Business East (Zones A, B, & C) 62 840 1,508 2,197
"Mitigationllmgrovement [c], [d], [e], [f], [a]
"Buddv Holly Drive Improvements MM B-19 Zone B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
||Lakeside Plaza Drive Roadway Improvements MM B-20 Zone C City of Los Angeles
Universal Hollywood Drive Roadway Improvements Des Feat B-7 Zone B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
TDM - TMA, TIC, Transit Passes, Flex Cars, GRH, etc. Des Feat B-1 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
IIUS 101 Southbound On-Ramp at Universal Studios Boulevard MM B-3 Zone B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
"US 101 Interchange Improvements at Universal Terrace Parkway MM B-4 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Barham Boulevard Corridor Improvements City of Los Angeles
Add Third Southbound Lane from Forest Lawn to Buddy Holly Physical MM B-5 Zone B
Int. 52 - Barham Boulevard & De Witt Drive Physical MM B-5 Zone B City of Los Angeles
Int. 53 - Barham Boulevard & Lake Hollywood Drive Physical MM B-5 Zone B City of Los Angeles
Int. 54 - Barham Boulevard & Coyote Canyon Road Physical MM B-5 Zone B City of Los Angeles
Int. 55 - Barham Boulevard & Lakeside Plaza Drive & Forest Lawn Drive Physical MM B-20 Zone C City of Los Angeles
Signal MM B-20 Zone C
Lankershim Boulevard Corridor Improvements
Int. 34 - Lankershim Boulevard & Valleyheart Drive/James Stewart Avenue Physical MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Int. 35 - Lankershim Boulevard & Main Street Physical MM B-6 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Signal MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Int. 36 - Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive Physical MM B-6 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Signal MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Int. 37 - Lankershim Boulevard & US 101 NB Off-Ramp Physical LAD?_);;L\;SESS Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Int. 72 - Lankershim Boulevard & Muddy Waters Drive Signal MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles

Notes:

[a] The Project development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.

[b] P.M. peak hour trip generation for each sub-phase would determine the specific transportation improvements implemented. P.M. peak hour trip generation to be estimated as sub phases develop using the following factors:
Production Support = 0.57 per ksf, Sound Stages = 0.43 per ksf, Office = 1.28 per ksf, Studio Office = 0.63 per ksf, Warehouse = 0.35 per ksf, Entertainment/New Amphitheater = 0.93 per ksf, Entertainment Retail = 0.89 per ksf, Existing Amphitheater =
Residential Apartments = 0.62 per DU, Neighborhood Retail = 1.73 per ksf, and Community Amenities = 1.42 per ksf.

[c] The sub-phasing plan may be revised, where appropriate and as determined by LADOT: (1) upon demonstration that measures for each sub-phase in the revised sub-phasing plan are equivalent or superior to the original mitigation measures, and/or (2) upon
Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[d] Prior to the issuance of any building permit for each sub-phase, all on- and off-site mitigation measures for the sub-phase shall be complete or suitably guaranteed to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[e] Temporary Certificates of Occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault of the Applicant, provided that, in each case, the Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[f] Substitute mitigation measures may be provided subject to the approval by the agency with jurisdiction over the location of the improvement, upon demonstration that the substitute mitigation measure is equivalent or superior to the original mitigation

[g] Prior to the issuance of any temporary or permanent Certificate of Occupancy in the final sub-phase, all required improvements in the entire mitigation phasing plan shall be funded, completed, or resolved to the satisfaction of LADOT.



TABLE 15 (continued)
ALTERNATE 10 MITIGATION PHASING PROGRAM BY PHASE

P.M. Peak Hour Trips Trigger
Development/Mitigation Jurisdiction/Agency
Phase 1 (2010 - 2015) Phase 2 (2016 - 2020) Phase 3 (2021 - 2025) Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)

Land Use - Net New Development [a], [b]

Studio/Business Areas West and Back Lot (Lankershim) (Zone A) 164 564 758 1,028
Entertainment Area (Zone B) (142) 113 458 808

Studio/Business Areas East (Lakeside) (Zone C) 40 163 292 361

Studio/Business West/Back Lot and Entertainment Areas (Zones A & B) 22 677 1,216 1,836
Entertainment & Studio/Business Areas East (Zones B & C) (102) 276 750 1,169
Studio/Business Areas East and West/Back Lot (Zones A & C) 204 727 1,050 1,389
Studio/Business Areas West/Back Lot, Entertainment, & Studio/Business East (Zones A, B, & C) 62 840 1,508 2,197

[Mitigation/Improvement (continued) [c], [d], [e]. [f]. [9]

Forest Lawn Drive Corridor Improvements Zone C
Int. 59 - Forest Lawn Drive & Zoo Drive Physical MM B-7 Zone C City of Los Angeles
Int. 60 - Forest Lawn Drive & SR 134 EB Ramps Physical MM B-7 Zone C City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Int. 61 - Forest Lawn Drive & SR 134 WB Ramps Signal MM B-7 Zone C City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Forest Lawn Westbound Off-Ramp Widening Physical MM B-7 Zone C
Transit System Improvements
Regional Bus Transit MM B-1 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Metro
Local Shuttle - Lakeside Plaza Drive to Universal City Metro Red Line station MM B-2 Zone C City of Los Angeles/Metro
Local Shuttle - Red Line Station to Downtown Burbank Metrolink station MM B-2 Zones A& C City of Los Angeles/City of Burbank/Metro
Local Shuttle - Universal Hollywood Drive/Lankershim to Theme Park/City Walk MM B-2 Zone B City of Los Angeles/Metro
Bus Enhancements (Next Bus, Lo Emmission, Bus Call, Shelters) MM B-2
Hollywood Event Management Infrastructure Des Feat B-8 Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles
Traffic Flow and Safety Program: Left-turn Signals LAD(E;:‘;SESS Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
City of Los Angeles System-wide Signal System Upgrade LAD(E;:‘;SESS Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles
Specific Intersection Improvements
Int. 11 - Vineland Avenue & Moorpark Street Physical MM B-8 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 15 - SR 134 EB On-Ramp & Riverside Drive Physical MM B-22 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Signal MM B-22 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Int. 19 - Lankershim Boulevard & Riverside Drive Physical MM B-9 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles
Int. 20 - Lankershim Boulevard & Moorpark Street Physical MM B-10 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 28 - Cahuenga Boulevard & Ventura Freeway eastbound ramps Physical MM B-23 Zones A,B,&C
Signal MM B-23 Zones A,B,&C
Int. 29 - Cahuenga Boulevard & Riverside Drive Physical MM B-12 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 32 - Cahuenga Boulevard & Valley Spring Lane Signal MM B-15 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 40 - Ledge Avenue/Moorpark Way & Riverside Drive Physical LAD(EZtgsrsess Zones A& C City of Los Angeles
Signal LADOT Assess Zones A& C City of Los Angeles
Letter
Notes:

[a] The Project development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.

[b] P.M. peak hour trip generation for each sub-phase would determine the specific transportation improvements implemented. P.M. peak hour trip generation to be estimated as sub phases develop using the following factors:
Production Support = 0.57 per ksf, Sound Stages = 0.43 per ksf, Office = 1.28 per ksf, Studio Office = 0.63 per ksf, Warehouse = 0.35 per ksf, Entertainment/New Amphitheater = 0.93 per ksf, Entertainment Retail = 0.89 per ksf, Existing Amphitheater =
Residential Apartments = 0.62 per DU, Neighborhood Retail = 1.73 per ksf, and Community Amenities = 1.42 per ksf.

[c] The sub-phasing plan may be revised, where appropriate and as determined by LADOT: (1) upon demonstration that measures for each sub-phase in the revised sub-phasing plan are equivalent or superior to the original mitigation measures, and/or (2) upon
Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[d] Prior to the issuance of any building permit for each sub-phase, all on- and off-site mitigation measures for the sub-phase shall be complete or suitably guaranteed to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[e] Temporary Certificates of Occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault of the Applicant, provided that, in each case, the Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[f] Substitute mitigation measures may be provided subject to the approval by the agency with jurisdiction over the location of the improvement, upon demonstration that the substitute mitigation measure is equivalent or superior to the original mitigation

[g] Prior to the issuance of any temporary or permanent Certificate of Occupancy in the final sub-phase, all required improvements in the entire mitigation phasing plan shall be funded, completed, or resolved to the satisfaction of LADOT.



TABLE 15 (continued)
ALTERNATE 10 MITIGATION PHASING PROGRAM BY PHASE

P.M. Peak Hour Trips Trigger

Development/Mitigation Jurisdiction/Agency
Phase 1 (2010 - 2015) Phase 2 (2016 - 2020) Phase 3 (2021 - 2025) Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)
Land Use - Net New Development [a], [b]
Studio/Business Areas West and Back Lot (Lankershim) (Zone A) 164 564 758 1,028
Entertainment Area (Zone B) (142) 113 458 808
Studio/Business Areas East (Lakeside) (Zone C) 40 163 292 361
Studio/Business West/Back Lot and Entertainment Areas (Zones A & B) 22 677 1,216 1,836
Entertainment & Studio/Business Areas East (Zones B & C) (102) 276 750 1,169
Studio/Business Areas East and West/Back Lot (Zones A & C) 204 727 1,050 1,389
Studio/Business Areas West/Back Lot, Entertainment, & Studio/Business East (Zones A, B, & C) 62 840 1,508 2,197
Mitigation/Improvement (continued) [c], [d], [e], [f], [g]
Specific Intersection Improvements (continued)
Int. 47 - Barham Boulevard & Cahuenga Boulevard Physical De'\;JeBa-tllz-Q ZonesB & C City of Los Angeles
Int. 48 - Barham Boulevard Buddy & Holly Drive/Cahuenga Boulevard Physical MM B-19 Zones B & C City of Los Angeles
Int. 75 - Pass Avenue & Verdugo Lane Signal MM B-27 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Int. 77 - Evergreen Street/Riverside Drive & Alameda Avenue Physical MM B-29 Zones A, B, &C City of Burbank
Signal MM B-29 Zones A, B,&C
Int. 78 - Pass Avenue & SR 134 EB Off-Ramp Signal MM B-30 Zone C City of Burbank/Caltrans
Int. 79 - Pass Avenue & Alameda Avenue Physical MM B-31 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Signal MM B-31 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Int. 81 - Olive Avenue & Pass Avenue Physical LAD(EZ“A;SESS ZonesB & C City of Burbank
Signal MM B-33 Zones B & C City of Burbank
Int. 82 - Olive Avenue & Warner Brothers Studios Gate 2/Gate 3 Signal MM B-34 ZonesB & C City of Burbank
Int. 83 - Olive Avenue & Warner Brothers Studios Gate 1/Lakeside Drive Physical MM B-35 Zones B & C City of Burbank
Int. 162 - Cahuenga Boulevard & US 101 SB Ramps Signal MM B-26 Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Burbank Signal Improvements
Signal Equipment MM B'zfl' 36-39, Zones A, B, & C City of Burbank
Signal Timing Plan MM B-40 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
ATCS MM B-40 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Freeway PSR, PR/ED, PS&E
US 101/SR 170/SR 134 Interchange MM B-47 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Caltrans
US 101/Highland Interchange MM B-47 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Caltrans
US 101 Auxiliary Lanes MM B-47 Zones A, B,&C Zones A, B,&C Zones A, B,&C Caltrans
Caltrans Ramp Fair Share Contributions MM B-46 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C
Construction Management MM B-43-44 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,& C Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C
Los Angeles Neighborhood Protection Program MM B-45 Zones A,B, & C Zones A,B,& C City of Los Angeles
Notes:

[a] The Project development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.

[b] P.M. peak hour trip generation for each sub-phase would determine the specific transportation improvements implemented. P.M. peak hour trip generation to be estimated as sub phases develop using the following factors:
Production Support = 0.57 per ksf, Sound Stages = 0.43 per ksf, Office = 1.28 per ksf, Studio Office = 0.63 per ksf, Warehouse = 0.35 per ksf, Entertainment/New Amphitheater = 0.93 per ksf, Entertainment Retail = 0.89 per ksf, Existing Amphitheater =
Residential Apartments = 0.62 per DU, Neighborhood Retail = 1.73 per ksf, and Community Amenities = 1.42 per ksf.

[c] The sub-phasing plan may be revised, where appropriate and as determined by LADOT: (1) upon demonstration that measures for each sub-phase in the revised sub-phasing plan are equivalent or superior to the original mitigation measures, and/or (2) upon
Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[d] Prior to the issuance of any building permit for each sub-phase, all on- and off-site mitigation measures for the sub-phase shall be complete or suitably guaranteed to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[e] Temporary Certificates of Occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault of the Applicant, provided that, in each case, the Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[f] Substitute mitigation measures may be provided subject to the approval by the agency with jurisdiction over the location of the improvement, upon demonstration that the substitute mitigation measure is equivalent or superior to the original mitigation

[g] Prior to the issuance of any temporary or permanent Certificate of Occupancy in the final sub-phase, all required improvements in the entire mitigation phasing plan shall be funded, completed, or resolved to the satisfaction of LADOT.



TABLE 16
ALTERNATE 10 MITIGATION PHASING PROGRAM BY PHASE -- ALTERNATE PROPOSAL FOR ACCELLERATED IMPLEMENTATION

Mitigation P.M. Peak Hour Trips Trigger
- Monitoring -
Development/Mitigation Program Jurisdiction/Agency
Reference Phase 1 (2010 - 2015) Phase 2 (2016 - 2020) Phase 3 (2021 - 2025) Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)
Land Use - Net New Development [a], [b]
Studio/Business Areas West and Back Lot (Lankershim) (Zone A) 164 564 758 1,028
Entertainment Area (Zone B) (142) 113 458 808
Studio/Business Areas East (Lakeside) (Zone C) 40 163 292 361
Studio/Business West/Back Lot and Entertainment Areas (Zones A & B) 22 677 1,216 1,836
Entertainment & Studio/Business Areas East (Zones B & C) (102) 276 750 1,169
Studio/Business Areas East and West/Back Lot (Zones A & C) 204 727 1,050 1,389
Studio/Business Areas West/Back Lot, Entertainment, & Studio/Business East (Zones A, B, & C) 62 840 1,508 2,197
[Mitigation/Improvement [c], [d], [e], [f]. [9]
"Buddv Holly Drive Improvements MM B-19 Zone B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
||Lakeside Plaza Drive Roadway Improvements MM B-20 Zone C City of Los Angeles
Universal Hollywood Drive Roadway Improvements Des Feat B-7 Zone B Zone B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
TDM - TMA, TIC, Transit Passes, Flex Cars, GRH, etc. Des Feat B-1 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
IIUS 101 Southbound On-Ramp at Universal Studios Boulevard MM B-3 Zone B Zone B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
"US 101 Interchange Improvements at Universal Terrace Parkway MM B-4 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Barham Boulevard Corridor Improvements City of Los Angeles
Add Third Southbound Lane from Forest Lawn to Buddy Holly Physical MM B-5 Zone B
Int. 52 - Barham Boulevard & De Witt Drive Physical MM B-5 Zone B City of Los Angeles
Int. 53 - Barham Boulevard & Lake Hollywood Drive Physical MM B-5 Zone B City of Los Angeles
Int. 54 - Barham Boulevard & Coyote Canyon Road Physical MM B-5 Zone B City of Los Angeles
Int. 55 - Barham Boulevard & Lakeside Plaza Drive & Forest Lawn Drive Physical MM B-20 Zone C City of Los Angeles
Signal MM B-20 Zone C
Lankershim Boulevard Corridor Improvements
Int. 34 - Lankershim Boulevard & Valleyheart Drive/James Stewart Avenue Physical MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Int. 35 - Lankershim Boulevard & Main Street Physical MM B-6 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Signal MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Int. 36 - Lankershim Boulevard & Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive Physical MM B-6 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Signal MM B-6 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles
Int. 37 - Lankershim Boulevard & US 101 NB Off-Ramp Physical LADi)'el'ttAe?sess Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Int. 72 - Lankershim Boulevard & Muddy Waters Drive Signal MM B-6 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/County of Los Angeles

Notes:

[a] The Project development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.

[b] P.M. peak hour trip generation for each sub-phase would determine the specific transportation improvements implemented. P.M. peak hour trip generation to be estimated as sub phases develop using the following factors:
Production Support = 0.57 per ksf, Sound Stages = 0.43 per ksf, Office = 1.28 per ksf, Studio Office = 0.63 per ksf, Warehouse = 0.35 per ksf, Entertainment/New Amphitheater = 0.93 per ksf, Entertainment Retail = 0.89 per ksf, Existing Amphitheater =
Residential Apartments = 0.62 per DU, Neighborhood Retail = 1.73 per ksf, and Community Amenities = 1.42 per ksf.

[c] The sub-phasing plan may be revised, where appropriate and as determined by LADOT: (1) upon demonstration that measures for each sub-phase in the revised sub-phasing plan are equivalent or superior to the original mitigation measures, and/or (2) upon
Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[d] Prior to the issuance of any building permit for each sub-phase, all on- and off-site mitigation measures for the sub-phase shall be complete or suitably guaranteed to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[e] Temporary Certificates of Occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault of the Applicant, provided that, in each case, the Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[f] Substitute mitigation measures may be provided subject to the approval by the agency with jurisdiction over the location of the improvement, upon demonstration that the substitute mitigation measure is equivalent or superior to the original mitigation

[g] Prior to the issuance of any temporary or permanent Certificate of Occupancy in the final sub-phase, all required improvements in the entire mitigation phasing plan shall be funded, completed, or resolved to the satisfaction of LADOT.



TABLE 16 (continued)
ALTERNATE 10 MITIGATION PHASING PROGRAM BY PHASE -- ALTERNATE PROPOSAL FOR ACCELLERATED IMPLEMENTATION

P.M. Peak Hour Trips Trigger
Development/Mitigation Jurisdiction/Agency
Phase 1 (2010 - 2015) Phase 2 (2016 - 2020) Phase 3 (2021 - 2025) Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)

Land Use - Net New Development [a], [b]

Studio/Business Areas West and Back Lot (Lankershim) (Zone A) 164 564 758 1,028
Entertainment Area (Zone B) (142) 113 458 808

Studio/Business Areas East (Lakeside) (Zone C) 40 163 292 361

Studio/Business West/Back Lot and Entertainment Areas (Zones A & B) 22 677 1,216 1,836
Entertainment & Studio/Business Areas East (Zones B & C) (102) 276 750 1,169
Studio/Business Areas East and West/Back Lot (Zones A & C) 204 727 1,050 1,389
Studio/Business Areas West/Back Lot, Entertainment, & Studio/Business East (Zones A, B, & C) 62 840 1,508 2,197

[Mitigation/Improvement (continued) [c], [d], [e]. [f]. [9]

Forest Lawn Drive Corridor Improvements Zone C
Int. 59 - Forest Lawn Drive & Zoo Drive Physical MM B-7 Zone C City of Los Angeles
Int. 60 - Forest Lawn Drive & SR 134 EB Ramps Physical MM B-7 Zone C City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Int. 61 - Forest Lawn Drive & SR 134 WB Ramps Signal MM B-7 Zone C City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Forest Lawn Westbound Off-Ramp Widening Physical MM B-7 Zone C
Transit System Improvements
Regional Bus Transit MM B-1 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Metro
Local Shuttle - Lakeside Plaza Drive to Universal City Metro Red Line station MM B-2 Zone C Zone C City of Los Angeles/Metro
Local Shuttle - Red Line Station to Downtown Burbank Metrolink station MM B-2 Zones A& C City of Los Angeles/City of Burbank/Metro
Local Shuttle - Universal Hollywood Drive/Lankershim to Theme Park/City Walk MM B-2 Zone B City of Los Angeles/Metro
Bus Enhancements (Next Bus, Lo Emmission, Bus Call, Shelters) MM B-2
Hollywood Event Management Infrastructure Des Feat B-8 Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles
Traffic Flow and Safety Program: Left-turn Signals LAD(E;:‘;SESS Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
City of Los Angeles System-wide Signal System Upgrade LAD(E;:‘;SESS Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles
Specific Intersection Improvements
Int. 11 - Vineland Avenue & Moorpark Street Physical MM B-8 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 15 - SR 134 EB On-Ramp & Riverside Drive Physical MM B-22 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Signal MM B-22 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Int. 19 - Lankershim Boulevard & Riverside Drive Physical MM B-9 Zones A & B City of Los Angeles
Int. 20 - Lankershim Boulevard & Moorpark Street Physical MM B-10 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 28 - Cahuenga Boulevard & Ventura Freeway eastbound ramps Physical MM B-23 Zones A,B,&C
Signal MM B-23 Zones A,B,&C
Int. 29 - Cahuenga Boulevard & Riverside Drive Physical MM B-12 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 32 - Cahuenga Boulevard & Valley Spring Lane Signal MM B-15 Zones A& B City of Los Angeles
Int. 40 - Ledge Avenue/Moorpark Way & Riverside Drive Physical LAD(EZtgsrsess Zones A& C City of Los Angeles
Signal LADOT Assess Zones A& C City of Los Angeles
Letter
Notes:

[a] The Project development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.

[b] P.M. peak hour trip generation for each sub-phase would determine the specific transportation improvements implemented. P.M. peak hour trip generation to be estimated as sub phases develop using the following factors:
Production Support = 0.57 per ksf, Sound Stages = 0.43 per ksf, Office = 1.28 per ksf, Studio Office = 0.63 per ksf, Warehouse = 0.35 per ksf, Entertainment/New Amphitheater = 0.93 per ksf, Entertainment Retail = 0.89 per ksf, Existing Amphitheater =
Residential Apartments = 0.62 per DU, Neighborhood Retail = 1.73 per ksf, and Community Amenities = 1.42 per ksf.

[c] The sub-phasing plan may be revised, where appropriate and as determined by LADOT: (1) upon demonstration that measures for each sub-phase in the revised sub-phasing plan are equivalent or superior to the original mitigation measures, and/or (2) upon
Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[d] Prior to the issuance of any building permit for each sub-phase, all on- and off-site mitigation measures for the sub-phase shall be complete or suitably guaranteed to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[e] Temporary Certificates of Occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault of the Applicant, provided that, in each case, the Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[f] Substitute mitigation measures may be provided subject to the approval by the agency with jurisdiction over the location of the improvement, upon demonstration that the substitute mitigation measure is equivalent or superior to the original mitigation

[g] Prior to the issuance of any temporary or permanent Certificate of Occupancy in the final sub-phase, all required improvements in the entire mitigation phasing plan shall be funded, completed, or resolved to the satisfaction of LADOT.



ALTERNATE 10 MITIGATION PHASING PROGRAM BY PHASE -- ALTERNATE PROPOSAL FOR ACCELLERATED IMPLEMENTATION

TABLE 16 (continued)

Development/Mitigation

P.M. Peak Hour Trips Trigger

Phase 1 (2010 - 2015)

Phase 2 (2016 - 2020)

Phase 3 (2021 - 2025)

Phase 4 (2026 - 2030)

Jurisdiction/Agency

Land Use - Net New Development [a], [b]

Studio/Business Areas West and Back Lot (Lankershim) (Zone A) 164 564 758 1,028
Entertainment Area (Zone B) (142) 113 458 808
Studio/Business Areas East (Lakeside) (Zone C) 40 163 292 361
Studio/Business West/Back Lot and Entertainment Areas (Zones A & B) 22 677 1,216 1,836
Entertainment & Studio/Business Areas East (Zones B & C) (102) 276 750 1,169
Studio/Business Areas East and West/Back Lot (Zones A & C) 204 727 1,050 1,389
Studio/Business Areas West/Back Lot, Entertainment, & Studio/Business East (Zones A, B, & C) 62 840 1,508 2,197
Mitigation/Improvement (continued) [c], [d], [e], [f], [g]
Specific Intersection Improvements (continued)
Int. 47 - Barham Boulevard & Cahuenga Boulevard Physical De'\;JeBa-tllz-Q ZonesB & C City of Los Angeles
Int. 48 - Barham Boulevard Buddy & Holly Drive/Cahuenga Boulevard Physical MM B-19 Zones B & C City of Los Angeles
Int. 75 - Pass Avenue & Verdugo Lane Signal MM B-27 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Int. 77 - Evergreen Street/Riverside Drive & Alameda Avenue Physical MM B-29 Zones A, B, &C City of Burbank
Signal MM B-29 Zones A, B,&C
Int. 78 - Pass Avenue & SR 134 EB Off-Ramp Signal MM B-30 Zone C City of Burbank/Caltrans
Int. 79 - Pass Avenue & Alameda Avenue Physical MM B-31 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Signal MM B-31 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Int. 81 - Olive Avenue & Pass Avenue Physical LAD(EZ“A;SESS ZonesB & C City of Burbank
Signal MM B-33 Zones B & C City of Burbank
Int. 82 - Olive Avenue & Warner Brothers Studios Gate 2/Gate 3 Signal MM B-34 ZonesB & C City of Burbank
Int. 83 - Olive Avenue & Warner Brothers Studios Gate 1/Lakeside Drive Physical MM B-35 Zones B & C City of Burbank
Int. 162 - Cahuenga Boulevard & US 101 SB Ramps Signal MM B-26 Zones A,B,&C City of Los Angeles/Caltrans
Burbank Signal Improvements
MM B-28, 36-39, .
Signal Equipment 41 Zones A, B, & C City of Burbank
Signal Timing Plan MM B-40 Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
ATCS MM B-40 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C City of Burbank
Freeway PSR, PR/ED, PS&E
US 101/SR 170/SR 134 Interchange MM B-47 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Caltrans
US 101/Highland Interchange MM B-47 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C Caltrans
US 101 Auxiliary Lanes MM B-47 Zones A, B,&C Zones A, B,&C Zones A, B,&C Caltrans
Caltrans Ramp Fair Share Contributions MM B-46 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C
Construction Management MM B-43-44 Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,& C Zones A,B,&C Zones A,B,&C
Los Angeles Neighborhood Protection Program MM B-45 Zones A,B, & C Zones A,B, & C Zones A,B, & C City of Los Angeles

Notes:
[a] The Project development sub-phasing plan is approximate and may be subject to revisions.

[b] P.M. peak hour trip generation for each sub-phase would determine the specific transportation improvements implemented. P.M. peak hour trip generation to be estimated as sub phases develop using the following factors:

Production Support = 0.57 per ksf, Sound Stages = 0.43 per ksf, Office = 1.28 per ksf, Studio Office = 0.63 per ksf, Warehouse = 0.35 per ksf, Entertainment/New Amphitheater = 0.93 per ksf, Entertainment Retail = 0.89 per ksf, Existing Amphitheater =
Residential Apartments = 0.62 per DU, Neighborhood Retail = 1.73 per ksf, and Community Amenities = 1.42 per ksf.

[c] The sub-phasing plan may be revised, where appropriate and as determined by LADOT: (1) upon demonstration that measures for each sub-phase in the revised sub-phasing plan are equivalent or superior to the original mitigation measures, and/or (2) upon

Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[d] Prior to the issuance of any building permit for each sub-phase, all on- and off-site mitigation measures for the sub-phase shall be complete or suitably guaranteed to the satisfaction of LADOT.
[e] Temporary Certificates of Occupancy may be granted in the event of any delay through no fault of the Applicant, provided that, in each case, the Applicant has demonstrated reasonable efforts and due diligence to the satisfaction of LADOT.

[f] Substitute mitigation measures may be provided subject to the approval by the agency with jurisdiction over the location of the improvement, upon demonstration that the substitute mitigation measure is equivalent or superior to the original mitigation
[g] Prior to the issuance of any temporary or permanent Certificate of Occupancy in the final sub-phase, all required improvements in the entire mitigation phasing plan shall be funded, completed, or resolved to the satisfaction of LADOT.
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10. Supplemental Caltrans Analysis

As described in Section IV.B.1.3.d.(7) of the Draft EIR and Appendix F of the Project
Transportation Study (see Appendix E-1 of the Draft EIR), the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) requested that the Project impact analysis include an evaluation of the
Project’s potential effects on both on- and off-ramps, freeway segments and on weaving/merging
operations along those freeway segments. The following is an evaluation of Alternative 10’'s
potential effects on on- and off-ramps and freeway segments and on weaving/merging operations
along those freeway segments.

INTERSECTIONS

Figures 4 and 5 show the location and operating LOS of the 35 Caltrans intersections for morning
and afternoon peak hours, respectively. These intersections have at least one leg under Caltrans
jurisdiction. Most of these 35 intersections involve a City street connecting to a freeway ramp.

The LOS is based on the capacity calculations summarized in Table 4.

Table 17 shows the capacity calculation results for the Alternate 10 Project with TDM and
Mitigation study intersections that have at least one leg controlled by Caltrans. Caltrans
requested that the capacity of these intersections be measured using the HCM 2000

methodology.

Table 18 summarizes the LOS for the 35 intersections with the addition of Alternate 10 traffic
before and after the implementation of the TDM and Mitigation program. Alternate 10 with TDM
and Mitigation would result in three intersections operating at LOS E or F in one or both peak
hours. This is the same number of intersections operating at these service levels under Future

with Project with TDM and Mitigation conditions.

78



WEAVING

As discussed in Section 1V.B.1.3d(7)(b) of the Draft EIR, Caltrans directed that freeway weaving
sections be analyzed using the HCM 2000 methodology. According to Caltrans, a project would
result in a significant freeway weaving impact if the project contributed additional trips to a
freeway segment operating at LOS F. As discussed in Section IV.B.1.3.d(7)(b), the Project would
contribute additional trips to the six study segments, all of which would operate at LOS F under
the Future with Project conditions. Based on Caltrans’ criterion, Project impacts at the six study

segments would be significant without mitigation.

Similarly, Alternative 10 would contribute additional trips to the six study segments, all of which
would operate at LOS F under the Future with Alternative 10 conditions. With implementation of
the proposed mitigation, both Project and Alternative 10 impacts would be reduced but not to a
less than significant level. Therefore, freeway weaving impacts of the Project with TDM and

mitigation and Alternative 10 with TDM and mitigation would be similar.

ON-RAMPS

Table 19 summarizes the impact on on-ramps under Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip
reductions and proposed mitigations using the impact criteria described in Appendix F of the
Project Transportation Study. As shown in Table 19, six ramps would exceed the Caltrans
standard under Future plus Alternative 10 with the TDM trip reductions and proposed regional,
sub-regional and specific intersection mitigation measures, as compared to seven ramps
exceeding the Caltrans standard under Future with Project with TDM trip reductions and proposed
regional, sub-regional and specific intersection mitigation measures as shown in Appendix F of
the Project Transportation Study. With implementation of the Caltrans mitigation measures
proposed for the Project, on-ramp impacts under both Alternative 10 and the Project would be
reduced to less than significant. Therefore, the Project’s impacts on freeway on-ramps under the
Future plus Alternative 10 with the TDM program and proposed mitigations are similar to those
identified for the Future plus Project with the TDM program and proposed mitigations discussed in
the Draft EIR.
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OFF-RAMPS

Table 20 summarizes the impact on off-ramps under the Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip
reductions and proposed mitigations conditions using the impact criteria described in Appendix F
of the Project Transportation Study. As described, operational effects on ramp conditions were
determined for two levels: Level (1) if the queue exceeded the storage length of any individual
approach lane (e.g., left turn lane on the ramp) at the junction of the ramp with the surface street
intersection (identified as ‘LANE’ in the table), and/or Level (2) if the queue was large enough to
result in backing up into the freeway mainline (identified as ‘YES’ in the table). Of the two, the
potential to back up onto the freeway is more serious. Detailed LOS worksheets are provided in

Appendix C.

Based on the Level (1) impact criteria, 18 ramps would exceed the storage length for a specific
off-ramp movement under Future plus Alternative 10 with the TDM trip reductions and proposed
regional, sub-regional and specific intersection mitigation measures. Under the Project with the
TDM trip reductions and proposed regional, sub-regional and specific intersection mitigation
measures, 16 ramps would exceed the storage length as shown in Appendix F of the Project

Transportation Study.

Based on the Level (2) impact criteria, two ramps would exceed the Caltrans standard under
Future plus Alternative 10 with the TDM trip reductions and proposed regional, sub-regional and
specific intersection mitigation measures, as compared to three ramps exceeding the Caltrans
standard under Future with Project with TDM trip reductions and proposed regional, sub-regional
and specific intersection mitigation measures as shown in Appendix F of the Project
Transportation Study. With implementation of the Caltrans mitigation measure proposed for the
Project, freeway off-ramp impacts under both Alternative 10 and the Project would be reduced to

less than significant.
Therefore, Alternative 10’s impacts on freeway off-ramps under the Future plus Alternative 10 with

TDM program and mitigation measures scenario are similar to the Future plus Project plus TDM

program and mitigation measures scenatrio.
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TABLE 18
CALTRANS INTERSECTIONS
INTERSECTION PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE SUMMARY (YEAR 2030 WITH ALTERNATIVE 10)

Existin Future without Alternative 10 Future with Alternatlve 10 with||[Future with Alternative 10 with
) 9 TDM before Mitigations TDM and Mitigations
Level of Service
A.M. Peak P.M. Peak A.M. Peak P.M. Peak A.M. Peak P.M. Peak A.M. Peak P.M. Peak
Hour Hour Hour Hour Hour Hour Hour Hour
A 6 7 2 2 4 4 6 2
B 17 15 10 13 9 12 11 17
C 7 10 11 9 10 10 12 9
D 2 2 5 3 5 3 4 4
E 1 0 1 3 0 1 0 0
F 2 1 6 5 7 5 2 3
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TABLE 19

FUTURE CONDITIONS WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM PROGRAM AND MITIGATION MEASURES (YEAR 2030)
ON-RAMPS EVALUATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

FUTURE WITHOUT ALTERNATIVE

FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10

FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM AND

ALTERNATE 10 FAIR-SHARE COST

e 10 MITIGATIONS [a]
A oSS CcONFie VPH EXCEEDS VPH EXCEEDS 2030 VPH 2035 VPH EXCEEDS 2030 VPH 2035 VPH EXCEEDS ALTEET\/;;:XE 10 AM. FAIR- P.M. FAIR-
o o |capaciTy T o |capaciTy T o o o |capaciTy T o o o CAPACITY o o | SHARE | SHARE
15. |SR 134 EASTBOUND ON-RAMP RIVERSIDE DR E/O VINELAND AV 1LANE 1,053 484 YES 1,229 552 YES 1,229 553 1,290 581 YES 1,229 553 1,290 581 YEsS 0 1 0.0% 1.0%
22. |US 101 NORTHBOUND RAMPS CAMPO DE CAHUENGA WAY 2 LANES 164 914 NO 552 1,722 NO 622 1,879 650 1,965 YES 622 1,879 650 1,965 YES 70 157 144% | 14.9%
28. |CAHUENGA BL SR 134 EASTBOUND ON-RAMP 1LANE 1,058 832 YES 1392 | 1476 YES 1473 | 1659 | 1,543 | 1,733 YES 1473 | 1659 | 1,543 | 1733 YES 81 183 16.7% | 20.3%
39. |REGAL PL/US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS CAHUENGA BL 1LANE 597 599 NO 700 1,019 YES 744 1,245 779 1,296 YES 409 845 444 896 NO 291 174
46, |US 101 SB RAMPS W/O BARHAM BL CAHUENGA BL 1LANE 1,428 976 YES 1757 | 1,023 YES 1811 | 2046 | 1,809 @ 2142 YES 1661 | 1721 | 1,749 | 1817 YES 96 202
60. |FOREST LAWN DR SR 134 EASTBOUND RAMPS 1LANE 301 523 NO 558 752 NO 566 790 594 828 NO 566 765 594 803 NO 8 13
61. |FOREST LAWN DR SR 134 WESTBOUND RAMPS 1LANE 44 70 NO 129 363 NO 134 365 140 383 NO 134 365 140 383 NO 5 2
62, |N HIGHLAND AV/PAT MOORE WAY US 101 SOUTHBOUND ON-RAMP 1LANE 266 276 NO 363 376 NO 357 381 375 400 NO 357 381 375 400 NO 5 5
US 101 NORTHBOUND ON-RAMP | UNMETERED| 1,580 | 1,063 NO 1,728 | 2,061 NO 2435 | 2861 | 2521 | 2,964 NO 2435 | 2861 | 2521 | 2,964 NO 707 800
85. |CORDOVA ST/SR 134 WESTBOUND RAMPS __|ALAMEDA AV N/A N/A N/A N/A 634 1,189 YES 283 1,074 515 1,133 YES 483 1,074 515 1,133 YES 151 115
93. |S BUENA VISTA ST/RIVERSIDE DR SR 134 EASTBOUND ON-RAMP 1LANE 264 379 NO 621 425 NO 621 425 652 446 NO 621 425 652 446 NO 0 0
SR 134 WESTBOUND RAMPS 2 LANES 282 660 NO 590 1,063 NO 625 848 655 901 NO 620 842 650 895 NO 30 221
94, |SCREENLAND DRISR 134 EASTBOUND ON-RAMF RIVERSIDE DR LLANE 764 587 NO 835 949 YES 836 951 878 998 NO 836 952 878 999 NO 1 3
117. |US 101 SOUTHBOUND ON-RAMP VENTURA BL LLANE 523 535 NO 716 1,204 YES 762 1377 798 1,437 YES 761 1,267 797 1,327 YES 45 63 1]
141. |SR 170 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS MAGNOLIA BL CARPOOL | 560 466 NO 706 540 NO 706 540 741 567 NO 711 540 746 567 NO 5 0
142. |SR 170 NORTHBOUND RAMPS MAGNOLIA BL UNMETERED| 369 567 NO 471 952 NO 471 955 495 1,003 NO 471 955 495 1,003 NO 0 3
143. |TUJUNGA AV SR 170 NORTHBOUND ON-RAMP | UNMETERED| 397 523 NO 460 576 NO 463 588 486 617 NO 463 588 486 617 NO 3 12
144. |COLDWATER CANYON AV US 101 WESTBOUND RAMPS LLANE 452 516 NO 589 628 NO 589 628 618 659 NO 589 628 618 659 NO 0 0
145. |COLDWATER CANYON AV US 101 EASTBOUND RAMPS CARPOOL | 732 554 NO 889 637 NO 890 637 934 669 NO 887 637 931 669 NO 2 0
147. |LAUREL CANYON BL US 101 WESTBOUND RAMPS 2 LANES 777 798 NO 914 1,088 NO 914 1,088 960 1,142 NO 914 1,088 960 1,142 NO 0 0
148. |LAUREL CANYON BL US 101 EASTBOUND RAMPS CARPOOL | 859 587 NO 1,031 641 NO 1,031 642 1,083 674 NO 1,031 642 1,083 674 NO 0 1
158. |TUJUNGA AV US 101 NORTHBOUND ON-RAMP 1LANE 481 453 NO 591 564 NO 501 564 621 592 NO 501 564 621 592 NO 0 0
160. |[VINELAND AV US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS 1 LANE 772 464 NO 864 813 NO 864 813 907 854 NO 844 813 887 854 NO 20 0
161. |US 101 NORTHBOUND ON-RAMP MOORPARK ST 1 LANE 376 438 NO 422 739 NO 434 779 455 816 NO 433 779 454 816 NO 1 40
162. |N CAHUENGA BL US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS 1 LANE 111 82 NO 220 162 NO 220 163 231 171 NO 220 163 231 171 NO 0 1
164. |SR 134 WESTBOUND ON-RAMP ALAMEDA AV 2 LANES 491 738 NO 1058 | 1,032 NO 1213 | 1147 | 1266 | 1,199 NO 1213 | 1147 | 1266 | 1,199 NO 155 115

Notes:

VPH: vehicles per hour.

Capacity of metered ramps are assumed to be 900 VPH per lane.
All metered ramps are assumed to be in operation in all directions.
[a] Mitigations include US 101 Southbound On-Ramp at Universal Studios Boulevard, US 101 interchange improvements at Campo De Cahuenga Way, and Barham Boulevard Corridor improvements.

[b] The proposed improvement for the ramp is part of the regional improvements identified in Appendix O. The Project's fair-share cost would be included in the fair-share cost for the proposed US 101 corridor regional improvements.

89



TABLE 20

FUTURE CONDITIONS WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM PROGRAM AND MITIGATION MEASURES (YEAR 2030)

OFF-RAMPS EVALUATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS

FUTURE WITHOUT ALTERNATIVE 10

FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10

FUTURE WITH ALTERNATIVE 10 WITH TDM AND MITIGATIONS [a]

PROJECT FAIR-SHARE COST

STORAGE 85% QUEUE 85% QUEUE 85% QUEUE 85% QUEUE
INT # |STREET NAME CROSS STREET MOVEMENT |~ ionh) VPH EXCEEDS 2030 VPH EXCEEDS 2030 VPH EXCEEDS 2030 VPH EXCEEDS 2035 VPH PROJECT TRAFFIC | A \. FAIR P.M. FAIR
LENGTH (FEET) STORAGE LENGTH (FEET) STORAGE LENGTH (FEET) STORAGE LENGTH (FEET) STORAGE SHARE | SHARE
LENGTH LENGTH LENGTH LENGTH
AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M. AM. P.M.
2. |SR 170 SOUTHBOUND OFF-RAMP RIVERSIDE DR SBL 150 113 190 233 263 293 278 218 233
SBLTR 150 0 283 0 383 0 400 0 353
SBR 100 175 555 5 13 369 641 0 160 472 668 o8 160 342 583 0 163 360 615 27 -58
(RAMP) 990 LANE LANE LANE LANE
13.  [VINELAND AV US 101 NORTHBOUND OFF-RAMP WBL 200 33 | 53 35 | 55 35 55 33 55
WBR 200 223 240 175 | 165 395 315 318 | 238 397 316 318 | 260 397 316 315 238 417 332 2 1
(RAMP) 665 NO LANE LANE LANE
18. [LANKERSHIM BL SR 134 WESTBOUND OFF-RAMP WBL 270 405 | 290 645 | 388 668 | 395 638 395
WBR 270 607 484 220 | 98 934 753 523 | 333 934 753 538 | 338 934 753 518 338 981 791 0 0
(RAMP) 625 LANE YES YES LANE
22.  |US 101 NORTHBOUND RAMPS CAMPO DE CAHUENGA WAY NBL 350 93 | 195 170 | 298 178 | 320 213 320
NBTL 350 273 356 93 | 195 401 412 170 | 298 401 412 178 | 320 511 457 213 320 531 478 110 45
(RAMP) 875 NO NO NO NO
27. |CAHUENGA BL SR 134 WESTBOUND OFF-RAMP WBL 185 203 | 168 435 | 398 585 | 433 510 405
WBR 185 328 667 168 | 285 678 910 260 | 345 821 953 230 | 333 756 913 240 348 790 958 78 3
(RAMP) 685 LANE LANE LANE LANE
28. |CAHUENGA BL SR 134 EASTBOUND OFF-RAMP EBL 335 213 | 245 200 | 453 200 | 523 240 340
EBR 335 376 331 333 | 118 510 480 630 | 300 513 480 643 | 335 348 430 243 180 374 454 -162 -50
(RAMP) 810 NO LANE LANE LANE
37. |LANKERSHIM BL US 101 NORTHBOUND OFF-RAMP WBL 815 40 ] 48 48 | 143 153 | 195 50 160
WBR 815 828 867 375 | 328 1,738 1,451 1,023 | 708 2,074 1,581 1,403 | 920 1,964 1,536 708 470 2,051 1,609 226 85
(RAMP) 724 NO LANE LANE NO
39. |REGAL PL/US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMP/CAHUENGA BL SBL 300 110 100 235 163 193 128 250 120
SBLTR 300 208 203 588 398 638 380 535 295
SBR 300 277 331 5 %0 749 611 3 168 782 554 o8 165 672 469 70 Tes 709 500 77 -142
(RAMP) 564 ‘ NO ‘ LANE ‘ LANE LANE
46.  |US 101 SB RAMPS W/O BARHAMBL | CAHUENGA BL SBLR 178 223 213 498 490 553 550 475 463
RAVP) 300 111 161 CANE 251 218 ES 276 233 ES 256 133 CANE 269 144 5 -85 -[b]
60. |[FOREST LAWN DR SR 134 EASTBOUND RAMPS EBR + RAMP 950 101 305 50 | 83 NO 171 313 318 | 153 NO 171 313 335 | 143 NO 171 313 70 65 NO 180 329 0 0
61. |FOREST LAWN DR SR 134 WESTBOUND RAMPS WBL 128 643 108 1,755 765 1,860 728 323 298
(RAMP) 765 1,173 532 ‘ [ANE 1,740 743 ‘ ES 1,798 716 ‘ ES 1,853 806 LANE 1,940 843 113 63
68. |N CAHUENGA BL US 101 NORTHBOUND OFF-RAMP WBL 270 175 | 70 188 | 65 188 | 65 228 75
WBLR 270 325 152 198 | 203 651 379 525 | 603 658 381 535 | 610 658 381 268 320 691 400 7 2
(RAMP) 472 NO LANE LANE LANE
71. |VINE ST FRANKLIN AV/US 101 SOUTHBOUND OFF-RAMP EBT 965 158 | 370 340 | 460 343 | 463 373 463
EBR 965 1,717 1,225 0 | 0 1,921 1,469 0 | 0 1,928 1,491 0 | 0 1,928 1,491 0 0 2,024 1,564 7 22
(RAMP) 450 NO NO NO NO
78. |NPASS AV SR 134 EASTBOUND OFF-RAMP EBLR 465 320 | 388 660 | 630 710 | 638 683 638
EBR 465 768 818 235 | 140 1,296 1,040 478 | 268 1,304 1,050 520 | 273 1,304 1,050 495 273 1,369 1,102 8 10
(RAMP) 550 NO LANE LANE LANE
85. |CORDOVA ST/SR 134 WESTBOUND  |ALAMEDA AV NBL N/A 538 | 260 1,123 | 870 1,753 | 1,300 1,018 963
OFF-RAMP NBLR N/A 1,104 773 735 | 285 1,698 1,071 125 | 50 1,698 1,103 2,403 | 1,460 1,698 1,088 115 50 1,783 1,142 0 17
(RAMP) N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
93. |S BUENA VISTA ST/RIVERSIDE DR SR 134 EASTBOUND ON-RAMP/ NBL 295 405 218 788 320 788 320 785 318
SR 134 WESTBOUND RAMPS NBT 295 483 420 845 698 845 700 843 693
NBTR 208 1,327 822 183 120 1,721 1,080 815 008 1,721 1,080 015 17,500 1,721 1,080 813 003 1,807 1,134 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
(RAMP) 565 LANE YES YES YES
117. [US 101 SOUTHBOUND OFF-RAMP VENTURA BL SBLTR 285 NA | NIA NA | NIA NA | NIA 490 588
SBR 285 0 0 NA | NIA 0 0 NA | NIA 0 0 NA | NIA 970 515 385 378 1,019 541 970 515
(RAMP) 1,105 N/A N/A N/A LANE
141. [SR 170 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS MAGNOLIA BL SBL 670 235 [ 205 428 | 293 453 | 293 380 185
SBLTR 670 554 477 328 | 313 731 602 735 | 465 758 602 768 | 465 673 502 668 400 710 532 58 -100
(RAMP) 750 NO LANE LANE NO
142, [SR 170 NORTHBOUND RAMPS MAGNOLIA BL NBL 320 120 | 213 150 | 330 153 | 335 148 335
NBLTR 320 376 472 253 | 313 438 534 353 | 600 440 537 358 | 608 440 537 348 608 462 564 2 3
(RAMP) 470 NO LANE LANE LANE
144. |COLDWATER CANYON AV US 101 NORTHBOUND RAMPS WBL 300 185 213 215 260 215 238 215 238
WBLTR 220 278 0 355 0 355 0 355 0
WBR 520 581 548 155 70 658 730 208 303 659 733 208 278 659 733 208 278 692 770 1 3
(RAMP) 485 LANE LANE LANE LANE
145. [COLDWATER CANYON AV US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS EBL 290 105 218 165 268 165 333 165 268
EBLTR 290 195 0 295 0 298 0 298 0
EBR 550 313 597 133 205 468 640 Ts8 238 468 640 188 205 468 640 188 238 491 672 0 0
(RAMP) 530 NO LANE LANE LANE
147. [LAUREL CANYON BL US 101 NORTHBOUND RAMPS WBL 230 313 230 390 328 390 328 390 328
WBLTR 230 0 343 0 690 0 690 0 690
WBR 530 725 699 70 180 789 882 213 25 789 882 213 25 789 882 213 25 828 926 0 0
(RAMP) 750 LANE LANE LANE LANE
148. [LAUREL CANYON BL US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS EBL 400 158 390 243 510 243 510 243 510
EBLTR 340 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 220 455 877 250 385 547 969 3 295 549 969 25 295 549 969 215 295 576 1,017 2 0
(RAMP) 870 LANE LANE LANE LANE
157. [TUJUNGA AV US 101 SOUTHBOUND OFF-RAMP WBL 370 15 | 23 33 | 33 33 | 33 108 63
WBR 370 186 447 15 | 78 250 732 23 | 370 250 732 23 | 370 250 732 145 450 263 769 0 0
(RAMP) 350 NO NO NO LANE
159. |US 101 SOUTHBOUND OFF-RAMP RIVERSIDE DR NBLR 1,120 0 I 0 0 I 0 0 I 0 0 0
NBR 1,120 102 189 8 | 10 343 309 55 | 23 377 348 75 28 192 278 25 20 209 293 -151 -31
(RAMP) 435 NO NO NO NO
160. |VINELAND AV US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS EBL 560 78 | 125 105 | 183 103 | 178 135 205
EBR 560 342 410 300 | 240 599 555 553 | 420 653 578 623 | 445 363 453 290 313 393 481 -236 -102
(RAMP) 815 NO NO LANE NO
162. |N CAHUENGA BL US 101 SOUTHBOUND RAMPS EBL 430 15 ] 20 160 | 113 163 | 113 43 33
EBR 355 1,349 797 1238 | 333 1,552 887 1593 | 418 1,557 894 1600 | 425 1,557 894 1,303 955 1,635 938 5 7 1.8% 5.0%
(RAMP) 715 YES YES YES YES
163. |BOB HOPE DR SR 134 EASTBOUND OFF-RAMP EBL 245 148 | 148 738 | 780 738 | 780 738 780
EBR 245 981 710 80 | 30 1,294 1,011 150 | 188 1,294 1,011 150 | 188 1,294 1,011 150 188 1,359 1,062 0 0
(RAMP) 720 NO LANE LANE LANE
Notes:

LANE: Storage capacity exceeded in turn pocket only.
YES: Storage Capacity exceeded in entire ramp, resulting in back-up into the mainline.
[a] Funded improvements include US 101 Southbound On-Ramp at Universal Studios Boulevard, US 101 interchange improvements at Campo De Cahuenga Way, and Barham Boulevard Corridor improvements.
[b] The proposed improvement for the ramp is part of the regional improvements identified in The Project Transportation Study regional improvements. The Project's fair-share cost would be included in the fair-share cost for the proposed US 101 corridor regional improvements.
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11. Parking Analysis

This section provides an analysis of the parking requirements and potential parking impacts of
Alternative 10. This analysis provides a description of the existing parking conditions within the
Project Site including Interim Projects. The discussion then describes the parking required for
Alternative 10, as provided for by the proposed City and County Specific Plans, and analyzes

whether the Alternative 10 parking will meet the operational needs of the Project.

EXISTING PARKING

Existing Parking — Requlations and Requirements

Existing parking requirements for the individual buildings and land uses within the Project Site
were discussed in detail in Chapter X of the Project Transportation Study and Section 1V.B.2 of
the Draft EIR. As shown therein, the Project Site’s existing parking requirement, as established
over the 80-year period and based on requirements in effect at the time of construction, was

15,740 spaces.

The Project Site had an existing parking supply of 16,940 spaces to support the numerous land
uses within the Project Site, including Universal Studios, Universal Studios Hollywood Theme
Park, Gibson Amphitheatre, and City Walk. With the required parking supply totaling 15,740
spaces and an on-site parking supply of 16,940 spaces, this represented an additional 1,200
spaces beyond what was required by existing uses. With the addition of the Interim Projects,
which were projected to have a parking requirement of 322 spaces, the existing parking supply

would continue to exceed the parking requirements for both existing and interim development.

As discussed in the Project Transportation Study, due to the Project Site configuration and its
mixed-used nature, parking is shared among certain uses at the Project Site. Operations are
designed to make use of the available parking supply so it can be used for more than one activity
and can be shared by any of the principal land uses. For example, during high summer Theme

Park attendance, filming activities within the Studio and Back Lot Areas of the property are often
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reduced due to the summer production hiatus, which allows use by Theme Park employees of the
parking areas located in these areas. Also, uses at the Project Site often peak at different times of
the day. Studio uses on the Project Site are busy during the early mornings and early afternoons
but reduce significantly in late afternoon and evenings. The Gibson Amphitheatre and City Walk
often peak in evening hours; therefore, Gibson Amphitheatre and City Walk employees can also
take advantage of the parking supply in the Studio Area of the Project Site.

PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE 10 PARKING

Alternative 10, which would be developed through 2030, includes the development of
approximately 2.67 million sf of net new commercial development, including two 500-room hotels.
As with the Project, a separate specific plan would regulate future development of Alternative 10
in each jurisdiction: a proposed County Specific Plan and a proposed City Specific Plan. These
proposed Specific Plans would include the parking requirements and regulatory provisions for new
development in the respective jurisdictions as described in more detail below. In addition, parking

for existing buildings and uses transferred from one jurisdiction to another would remain the same.

Demolition

Alternative 10 would include demolition of approximately 585,800 sf of existing uses. A reduction
in parking requirements would occur as a result of the proposed demolitions of buildings and
facilities, and the proposed reductions to the parking supply. As shown in Table 21, the
anticipated demolition of existing on-site uses would reduce the Alternative 10 Project Site’s
parking requirements by 5,121 parking spaces, from 15,972 to 10,851 parking spaces. The table
also shows that the anticipated demolition of existing on-site uses would result in a reduction of
the parking supply at the Project Site by a total of 3,728 spaces, from 16,940 to 13,212 parking

spaces.
These changes in parking requirements and parking supply serve to increase the parking surplus

at the Project Site from 1,200 parking spaces under existing conditions to 2,271 parking spaces

accounting for the Interim Projects and the demolition.
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Construction

As with the proposed Project, during construction of Alternative 10, an adequate number of on-site
parking spaces for construction workers would be available at all times or a shuttle to an off-site
parking location for the construction workers would be provided. Therefore, Alternative 10
construction would result in a less than significant impact with regard to the availability of parking

spaces.

Proposed County Specific Plan

The proposed County Specific Plan would be applicable to land uses within the County
jurisdiction. The proposed County Specific Plan would specify the minimum number of parking
spaces required for individual land uses on the Project Site. Generally these parking
requirements are based on the current County code, a review of similar code requirements in
other jurisdictions, and a review of other parking studies published by the Urban Land Institute.
The County code does not specify a single parking rate for theme parks; the rate for theme park
uses is based on a variety of factors, including the nature of the building uses and resulting

occupancy.

Historically, parking requirements for theme parks or other similar entertainment venues are
based on an analysis of projected average attendance and related parking. For example,
development of a new food venue within the Theme Park would not in and of itself increase
attendance or increase parking demand. Development of a new attraction may require additional
parking if it is designed to increase attendance versus maintain attendance. As venues age over
time, it is common to refresh an attraction or replace an attraction without any change in average
attendance. The proposed County Specific Plan proposes a uniform parking requirement for new
Theme Park attractions. Change-out of existing Entertainment Attractions would not require
additional parking. Parking would not be required for ancillary uses within the Theme Park, such
as restaurant, retail, and back-of-house areas since they do not result in attendance changes.
Additional parking would not be required for new Tram Tour attractions provided that they do not

increase Tram Tour capacity.
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Minimum Parking Required. Parking requirements established in the proposed County Specific

Plan are as follows:

1.

3.

Retail — Parking for retail establishments which are not located within the Theme Park or
Hotel shall be provided at a minimum rate of four (4) automobile parking spaces per
1,000 sf of floor area.

Restaurant — Parking for restaurants that are not located within the Theme Park or Hotel
shall be provided at a minimum rate of one (1) automobile parking space for each three
seats.

Hotels — Parking shall be provided at the minimum rate of one (1) automobile parking
space for each two (2) guest rooms and one (1) automobile parking space for each
guest suite. No additional parking spaces shall be required for Hotel-related ancillary
uses such as meeting, banquet, and ballroom facilities; lobby; retail; restaurant; bar;
office; gym and fitness rooms; pools and hot tubs; spa including spa treatment facilities;
salon; entertainment uses that are ancillary to the operation of a hotel; and other hotel
amenities as part of the hotel complex and operations.

Theme Park — Currently, land uses within the Theme Park are parked on a case-by-case
basis. Visitors come to the Universal Studios Hollywood Theme Park to enjoy the total
experience that is created by the multiple attractions, informal entertainment activities,
retail establishments, and food outlets. These characteristics will continue to be a part of
the Theme Park as it is modified and new attractions are added. Due to the unique
nature of the land uses within the Theme Park, the County Specific Plan proposes an
overall parking ratio that would be used to determine future Theme Park parking needs.
This parking ratio is equal to the number of code-required spaces at Universal Studios
Hollywood under the current entitlements, divided by currently developed square
footage. The table below summarizes the overall parking ratio calculation:

THEME PARK — PARKING RATIO
Parking Requirement 5,322 spaces
Square Footage 672,975 sf
Overall Parking Ratio 7.9 spaces/1,000 sf

The Project will employ the overall parking ratio of 7.9 automobile parking spaces per
1,000 sf of net new floor area for all future Theme Park attractions. Parking is not
required for ancillary support facilities within the Theme Park including Theme Park
restaurants, retail, and Back-of-House areas. Change-out of existing Entertainment
Attractions shall not require additional parking.

Additional analysis based on parking demand conducted for the Entertainment Venues
has been presented in a separate section below.

Office — Parking shall be provided at a minimum rate of one (1) automobile parking
space for each 400 sf of floor area.
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Studio Office — Parking shall be provided at a minimum rate of one (1) automobile

Studio uses, other than Studio Office, Sound Stage, or Warehouse uses — Parking shall
be provided at a minimum rate of one (1) automobile parking space for each 500 sf of

Sound Stage uses — Parking shall be provided at a minimum rate of one (1) automobile

Warehouse uses — Parking shall be provided at a minimum rate of one (1) automobile

Theatre/Cinema/Amphitheatre/Assembly — Parking shall be provided at a minimum rate

Ancillary Support and Studio Support uses — No automobile parking spaces shall be

6.

parking space for each 400 sf of floor area.
7.

floor area.
8.

parking space for each 1,000 sf of floor area.
9.

parking space for each 1,000 sf of floor area.
10.

of one (1) automobile parking space for each three (3) seats.
11.

required.
12.

Parking for any land use not addressed by this section shall be provided at a parking
rate in accordance with the County code provided that unless otherwise provided herein,
Ancillary Support Uses and Studio Support uses, as defined in the proposed County
Specific Plan, shall not be required to provide parking.

Exhibit 1 presents a comparison of the parking regulations described above and those outlined in

the County code:

EXHIBIT 1

COMPARISON OF COUNTY SPECIFIC PLAN AND COUNTY CODE REGULATIONS

Land Use

City Specific Plan
Parking Regulations

City Code Parking Regulations

Retail — excluding establishments within the
Theme Park and Hotel

4.0 spaces/1,000 sf

4.0 spaces/1,000 sf

Restaurant — excluding establishments within
the Theme Park and Hotel

1.0 space/3 seats

1.0 space/3 persons *

Hotel

0.5 spaces/1 guest room
1.0 space/1 guest suite

0.5 spaces/1 guest room
1.0 space/1 guest suite

Theme Park — excluding ancillary uses

7.9 spaces/1,000 sf

Varies

Office

1.0 space/400 sf

1.0 space/400 sf

Studio Office

1.0 space/400 sf

1.0 space/400 sf

Studio 1.0 space/500 sf N/A
Sound Stage 1.0 space/1,000 sf N/A
Warehouse 1.0 space/1,000 sf 1.0 space/1,000 sf

Theatre/Cinema/Amphitheatre/Assembly

1.0 space/3 seats

1.0 space/3 persons *

Other Uses

per County code

per County code

* County code requires one automobile parking space per every three persons based on the occupant load as determined by the
County Engineer. The Department of Regional Planning’s current policy regarding Universal Studios has been to require one
automobile parking space per every three seats for venues such as restaurants, theatres, or entertainment venues where seating

is provided.
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Modifications to Minimum Parking Required. The Applicant or its successors may request

modifications to the minimum parking requirements established by the proposed County Specific
Plan. Such request shall be accompanied by a parking analysis, prepared by a qualified
transportation/parking engineer to the satisfaction of the County Director of Regional Planning,
and shall demonstrate justification for the modification request.

Location of Parking. Parking for each building or use may be located anywhere within the

proposed County Specific Plan area or off-site provided that a parking agreement or covenant
satisfactory to the County Director of Regional Planning is in place. In the event that separate
legal lots are created within the proposed County Specific Plan area, parking may be provided
within any such lot as long as off-site parking agreements or covenants are provided. No parking
will be permitted in any designated fire lane, unless approved by the County of Los Angeles Fire

Department. It is expected that parking will continue to be provided on a Project Site-wide basis.

Tandem Parking. Vehicles may be parked in tandem configuration, provided that attendants to

move vehicles are available at all times the parking area using tandem parking is open for use. If
the attendant requirement is met, each tandem stall shall constitute the number of parking spaces

equivalent to the number of cars it can accommodate.

Parking Demand Analysis — Entertainment Area. Similar to existing conditions, a 24-hour

parking demand analysis of the Entertainment Area was conducted for a typical design day and
for a typical summer weekend peak day for Alternative 10. This analysis, presented in Table 22,
was conducted using the same methodology described in the Project Transportation Study and
the Draft EIR.

As shown in Table 22, the County Entertainment Area under Alternative 10 peak parking demand
for a typical weekday design day is 9,701 spaces between 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. and the peak
parking demand for a summer weekend is 12,765 spaces between 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. As
noted earlier, standard industry practice in parking planning for entertainment and retail centers
provides a contingency factor of 5% to 10% spaces on a typical day to provide a cushion for good
customer service and to ensure that time spent circulating to find a space is not excessive.
Accounting for a 5% to 10% contingency, the Entertainment Area, at full buildout, would need
between 10,186 and 10,671 spaces on a typical weekday design day and between 13,403 and

14,042 spaces on a summer weekend day.

96



The table below summarizes the overall parking analysis for the County Entertainment Area under

Alternative 10 based on the peak parking demand requirement on a typical design weekday:

ENTERTAINMENT AREA PARKING ANALYSIS, DESIGN WEEKDAY

Existing Parking Supply

9,946 spaces

Demolition — CityWalk Retail, Theme Park, and Amphitheatre

(1,848) spaces

New Parking Supply — CityWalk Retail and Theme Park

5,456 spaces

Total Parking Supply

13,554 spaces

Total Peak Parking Demand — 0% Contingency

9,701 spaces

Total Peak Parking Demand — 5% Contingency

10,186 spaces

Total Peak Parking Demand — 10% Contingency

10,671 spaces

As shown above, Alternative 10 would provide sufficient parking to serve the County

Entertainment Area land uses’ peak demand on a typical design day for all contingency levels.

The table below summarizes the overall parking analysis for the County Entertainment Area under

Alternative 10 based on the peak parking demand requirement on a summer weekend day:

ENTERTAINMENT AREA PARKING ANALYSIS, SUMMER WEEKEND DAY

Existing Parking Supply 9,946 spaces

Demolition — CityWalk Retail, Theme Park, and Amphitheatre

(1,848) spaces

New Parking Supply — CityWalk Retail and Theme Park

5,456 spaces

Total Parking Supply

13,554 spaces

Total Peak Parking Demand — 0% Contingency

12,765 spaces

Total Peak Parking Demand — 5% Contingency

13,403 spaces

Total Peak Parking Demand — 10% Contingency

14,042 spaces

As shown above, Alternative 10 would provide sufficient parking to serve the Entertainment Area
land uses’ peak demand on a summer weekend assuming an up to 5% contingency. However,
the peak demand is higher than the parking supply accounting for the 10% contingency cushion.
As noted earlier, during high summer Theme Park attendance, filming activities within the Studio

and Back Lot Areas of the property are often reduced due to summer production hiatus,
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which allows use of the parking areas located in these areas by Theme Park employees. Also,
uses at the Project Site often peak at different times of the day. Studio uses on the Project Site
are busy during the early mornings and early afternoons but reduce significantly in late afternoon
and evenings. It is therefore concluded that the proposed parking supply within the County areas

would be sufficient to meet the demand for the land uses.

During the development of Alternative 10, there might be occasions when the parking supply
within the County Entertainment Area matches the parking demand on summer weekend day, i.e.
0% contingency. During these interim periods, parking management techniques such as directing
visitor vehicles to available spaces and/or moving employee parking to Studio and Business

Areas would avoid a significant parking impact.

Reduced/Shared Parking Plan. The parking provided to meet the requirements discussed

above could be shared between two or more uses within the Project Site consistent with existing
practice on the Project Site as approved by the County Director of Regional Planning. In addition,
parking requirements described above may be modified for shared parking between two or more
uses within the Project Site if the County Director of Regional Planning determines that a lower
total number of parking spaces would provide adequate parking for these uses. The analysis
undertaken for this Project indicates that parking demand for certain land uses could be satisfied
effectively and conveniently through the use of shared parking which would reduce the need to

provide the full amount of required parking.

Parking Requirements and Supply. Table 23 summarizes the parking requirements for the

Alternative 10 new development proposed as part of the proposed County Specific Plan. As
shown in the table, the required parking associated with the Alternative 10 new development

within the proposed County Specific Plan area is approximately 8,430 spaces.
Table 24 summarizes the parking provided in the new garages proposed to be constructed as part
of Alternative 10 within the County. As shown in the table, a total of 9,984 new spaces would be

constructed as part of Alternative 10 within the County.

Overall County Parking. Table 25 summarizes the parking analysis for the proposed County

Specific Plan. As shown in the table, considering the number of existing parking spaces, the

number of parking spaces that would be added as part of the Interim Projects, the number of
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parking spaces that would be removed during the Project’'s demolition phases, and the number of
proposed additional parking spaces, there is expected to be a surplus of 4,942 spaces on the
Project Site when compared to the County Specific Plan parking code requirements, which is a net
increase of 3,742 spaces over the existing surplus of 1,200 spaces and a net increase of 3,404
when compared to the surplus of existing parking spaces in the County Specific Plan area of 1,538
spaces. This increase is due to the fact that the net increase in parking supply exceeds the net
increase in parking requirements after accounting for demolition of current buildings or uses with
required parking, as well as demolition of parking supply. With the maintenance of an ongoing
surplus, the supply of usable parking spaces to meet the requirements can be retained throughout

various project cycles.

Based on these additions to the parking supply, the Project would provide sufficient parking to
accommodate the proposed development within the County’s jurisdiction. Therefore, similar to
the proposed Project, Alternative 10 impacts related to parking under the proposed County

Specific Plan would be less than significant.

Parking Demand Analysis. Under existing conditions, the parking that is available on-site is

sufficient to meet the Alternative 10 Project Site’s existing parking demand via the implementation
of the Applicant’s site-wide parking management program. The current situation in which the
available on-site parking supply is sufficient to meet the Project Site’'s parking demand is
anticipated to continue into the future with development of the Project or Alternative 10. This
would occur since: (1) Alternative 10 would expand upon and reinforce the existing types and
patterns of on-site land uses (i.e., additional studio, entertainment, and entertainment retail uses
within areas of the Project Site where such uses currently exist); (2) new development would be
supported by an expanded on-site parking supply resulting from implementation of the proposed
County Specific Plan; and (3) the Applicant would extend its current site-wide parking
management program to include all proposed land uses within the proposed County Specific Plan
area. Therefore, it is anticipated that through these means the planned expansion of the existing

on-site parking supply would be sufficient to meet Alternative 10’s parking demand.
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Proposed City Specific Plan

After annexation, development of portions of the Project Site would fall under the jurisdiction of City
of Los Angeles and, thus, requirements would be enforced by the City’s Planning Department and
Department of Building and Safety in compliance with the proposed City Specific Plan and the City
of Los Angels Municipal Code (LAMC). The proposed City Specific Plan sets forth parking
requirements for land uses as identified below. Where the proposed City Specific Plan contains
language or standards which require more parking or permit less parking than the LAMC, the

proposed City Specific Plan shall supersede the LAMC.

Parking Regulations. Parking requirements for the major land uses established in the proposed

City Specific Plan are as follows:

1. Non-Occupiable structures — No parking spaces shall be required.

2. Child Care Center — One (1) parking space per classroom or one (1) parking space per
500 sf of floor area, whichever is greater, for any net new floor area added to the existing
facility.

3. Commercial Office (Includes Studio Office) — One (1) parking space for every 500 sf of
floor area.

4, Hotels — One (1) parking space for each two (2) guest rooms and one (1) parking space

for each guest suite. No additional parking spaces shall be required for Hotel-related
ancillary uses such as meeting, banquet, and ballroom facilities; lobby; retail; restaurant;
bar; office; gym and fitness rooms; pools and hot tubs; spa including spa treatment
facilities; salon; entertainment uses that are ancillary to the operation of a hotel; and
other hotel amenities as part of the hotel complex and operations.

5. Restaurant Use — Four (4) automobile parking spaces for every 1,000 sf of floor area
except no parking spaces shall be required for a restaurant ancillary to a Hotel.

6. Studio uses, other than Ancillary Support Facilities, Studio Support Facilities, Sound
Stage, and Warehouse uses — One (1) parking space for every 500 sf of floor area.

7. Ancillary Support and Studio Support uses, other than Sound Stage and Warehouse
Uses — No automobile parking spaces shall be required.

8. Sound Stage — One (1) parking space for every 1,000 sf of floor area.

9. Warehouse — One (1) parking space for every 1,000 sf of floor area.
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10. Public Service Facility — One parking space for every 500 sf of floor area excluding
storage, mechanical, and enclosed vehicle parking and equipment areas.

11. For uses not listed above, parking space requirements shall be set forth in the Los
Angeles Municipal Code.

Exhibit 2 presents a comparison of the parking regulations described above and those outlined

in the Los Angeles Municipal Code for specific land uses that are addressed in the LAMC:

EXHIBIT 2

COMPARISON OF CITY SPECIFIC PLAN AND LAMC REGULATIONS

Land Use

City Specific_PIan
Parking Regulations

LAMC Parking Regulations

Commercial Office

2.0 spaces/1,000 sf

2.0 spaces/1,000 sf

Retail 4.0 spaces/1,000 sf 4.0 spaces/1,000 sf
Restaurant
(except ancillary to a Hotel)
< 1,000 sf 4.0 spaces/1,000 sf 5.0 spaces/1,000 sf
> 1,000 sf 4.0 spaces/1,000 sf 10.0 spaces/1,000 sf
W 1.0 spaces/1,000 sf 1.0 space/500 sf for the first 10,000 sf
arehouse

1.0 space/5,000 sf above 10,000 sf

Child Care Facility

Greater of 1.0 spaces/classroom, or
1.0 space/500 sf

Greater of 1.0 space/classroom, or
1.0 space/500 sf

Hotel

1.0 space/2 guestrooms

1.0 space/guest suite

No parking for hotel-related
ancillary uses

1.0 space/1 guestroom or suite for
first 30 rooms

1.0 additional space/2 rocms or
suites in excess of 30 but less than
60, and 1.0 additional space/3
guestrooms or suites over 60
rooms or suites

Studio Use, other than
Ancillary Support Facilities,
Studio Suppert Facilities,
Sound Stage, and
VWarehouse

1.0 space/500 sf

1.0 space/500 sf

Sound Stage

1.0 space/1,000 sf

1.0 space/500 sf

As shown in Exhibit 2, the proposed City Specific Plan requirements provide for equal or more
parking than that required by the Los Angeles Municipal Code for the specified uses, except with
regard to restaurant and sound stage. Given the typical size of warehouses on the Project Site, it
is anticipated that the proposed City Specific Plan requirements would provide for more parking
than the Los Angeles Municipal Code. For restaurant and sound stage uses, if any, in the City
portions of the Project, it is anticipated that many of the employees and guests for those uses

would already be parked elsewhere on-site.
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Parking Reguirements and Supply. Table 23 summarizes the parking requirements for the

Alternative 10 new development proposed as part of the proposed City Specific Plan. As shown in
the table, the required parking associated with the Alternative 10 new development within the

proposed City Specific Plan area is approximately 760 spaces.
Table 24 summarizes the parking provided in the new garages proposed to be constructed as part
of Alternative 10 within the City. As shown in the table, a total of 2,143 new spaces would be

constructed as part of Alternative 10 within the City.

Overall City Parking. Table 25 summarizes the parking analysis for the proposed City Specific

Plan. As shown in the table, considering the number of existing parking spaces, the number of
parking spaces that would be added as part of the Interim Projects, the number of parking spaces
that would be removed during the Project's demolition phases, and the number of proposed
additional parking spaces, there is expected to be a surplus of 266 spaces on the Project Site
when compared to the City Specific Plan parking code requirements, which is a net increase of 604
spaces over the existing deficit of 338 spaces. This increase is due to the fact that the net increase
in parking supply exceeds the net increase in parking requirements after accounting for demolition
of current buildings or uses with required parking, as well as demolition of parking supply. With the
creation of an ongoing surplus, the supply of usable parking spaces to meet the requirements can

be retained throughout various project cycles.

Based on these additions to the parking supply, the Project would provide sufficient parking to
accommodate the proposed development within the City’s jurisdiction. Therefore, similar to the
proposed Project, Alternative 10 impacts related to parking under the proposed City Specific Plan
would be less than significant.

Parking Demand Analysis. Under existing conditions, the parking that is available on-site is

sufficient to meet the Alternative 10 Project Site’s existing parking demand via the implementation
of the Applicant’'s site-wide parking management program. The current situation in which the
available on-site parking supply is sufficient to meet the Project Site’'s parking demand is
anticipated to continue into the future with development of the Project or Alternative 10. This
would occur since: (1) Alternative 10 would expand upon and reinforce the existing types and
patterns of on-site land uses (i.e., additional studio, entertainment, and entertainment retail uses

within areas of the Project Site where such uses currently exist); (2) new development would be
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supported by an expanded on-site parking supply resulting from implementation of the proposed
City Specific Plan; and (3) the Applicant would extend its current site-wide parking management
program to include all proposed land uses within the proposed City Specific Plan area. Therefore,
it is anticipated that through these means the planned expansion of the existing on-site parking

supply would be sufficient to meet Alternative 10’s parking demand.

Cumulative Impacts

The parking demands associated with Alternative 10 would not contribute to the cumulative
demand for parking in the area in the vicinity of the Project Site as a result of development of the
related projects. Most of the land uses associated with Alternative 10 are isolated from parking
areas outside of the Universal City boundaries. Thus, visitors and employees are not likely to
park elsewhere due to topographical and access limitations. Additionally, as discussed above, the
Alternative 10 parking demand would be accommodated on-site. Therefore, cumulative parking

impacts would be less than significant.

Parking Summary

The parking requirement, demand, and supply analysis is summarized in Tables 21 through 25.
The parking requirements and shared parking proposed in the proposed City and County Specific
Plans will result in sufficient on-site parking to accommodate peak demands of the Alternative 10
land uses. The surplus of spaces provided in the proposed City Specific Plan area will provide
flexibility necessary to accommodate the varying demands of the filming industry. Alternative 10

would provide sufficient parking to meet its operational requirements.
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TABLE 21
PARKING REQUIREMENT REDUCTIONS AND SUPPLY

DEMOLITION
Location Rezzlj:(:ngent
CityWalk Retail (329)
General Office (118)
Production Office (93)
Production Support (91)
Sound Stages -
Theme Park (2,468)
Universal Amphitheatre (2,014)
Warehouse/Storage 8)
Other [a] -
Total - Requirement (5,121)
Location Supply
Barham Boulevard:
Barham Lot (420)
Transportation Lot (285)
Barham Visitor Lot (48)
T Lot (26)
Subtotal - Entertainment Venues (779)
Studio:
Demolish 99 spaces from L and M Lots for Buildings S-3 and S-17 (99)
N Lot (35)
Demolish 95 spaces from W Lot for Buildings S-4 and S-15 (95)
Demolish 513 spaces from Muddy Waters for S-20, S-21, P-2 (513)
"RR" Lot (80)
Production Lot (68)
Demolish Handicap Lot for Building C-4 -
Demolish 50 spaces from Muddy Waters for S-20, S-21, P-2 (50)
Demolish 13 spaces in G Lot for S-7 (13)
Subtotal - Entertainment Venues (953)
Entertainment Venues:
A Lot (123)
Curious George Surface Lot (148)
Woody Woodpecker Lot (Bus & RV Parking) -
Woody Woodpecker Lot (654)
Demolish 40 spaces from Jurassic Parking Valet Building for P-5 (40)
ET Lot (471)
Z Lot (560)
Subtotal - Entertainment Venues (1,996)
Total - Supply (3,728)

Notes:
Source: PSOMAS, June 30, 2012.

[a] Other includes some mechanical and/or security buildings in the Studio, Business, and Entertainment Districts.
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TABLE 22
FUTURE PARKING ACCUMULATION — ENTERTAINMENT AREA
DESIGN WEEKDAY AND SUMMER WEEKEND DAY

DESIGN WEEKDAY

Theme Park

Retail,
Destination, and

Total Demand

Total Demand

Time Period Visitors Entertainment Employees Service Vehicles| Total Demand c wiFh 5% with 10%
Visitors ontingency Contingency
2:00 AM. - 7:00 A.M. 0 0 318 156 474 497 521
7:00 A.M. - 8:00 A.M. 0 0 498 207 706 741 776
8:00 A.M. - 9:00 A.M. 932 0 816 207 1,955 2,053 2,151
9:00 A.M. - 10:00 A.M. 2,109 0 1,185 272 3,566 3,745 3,923
10:00 A.M. - 11:00 A.M. 4,379 73 1,556 192 6,199 6,509 6,819
11:00 A.M. - 12:00 P.M. 5,887 157 1,773 85 7,902 8,297 8,692
12:00 P.M. - 1:00 P.M. 6,446 259 1,815 72 8,592 9,022 9,451
1:00 P.M. - 2:00 P.M. 6,937 291 1,841 33 9,101 9,556 10,011
2:00 P.M. - 3:00 P.M. 7,072 460 1,857 20 9,410 9,880 10,351
3:00 P.M. - 4:00 P.M. 7,191 567 1,910 33 9,701 10,186 10,671
4:00 P.M. - 5:00 P.M. 6,179 640 1,887 71 8,777 9,216 9,655
5:00 P.M. - 6:00 P.M. 4,588 654 1,623 74 6,940 7,286 7,633
6:00 P.M. - 7:00 P.M. 2,116 748 1,446 52 4,362 4,580 4,798
7:00 P.M. - 8:00 P.M. 1,686 1,020 1,192 13 3,910 4,106 4,301
8:00 P.M. - 9:00 P.M. 1,347 894 983 13 3,237 3,399 3,561
9:00 P.M. - 10:00 P.M. 1,093 831 787 13 2,724 2,860 2,996
10:00 P.M. - 11:00 P.M. 820 475 587 78 1,960 2,058 2,156
11:00 P.M. - 12:00 A.M. 328 257 332 65 982 1,031 1,080
12:00 A.M. - 1:00 A.M. 55 17 172 39 283 297 311
1:00 A.M. - 2:00 A.M. 0 0 59 0 59 62 65
SUMMER WEEKEND DAY
) . Theme Park Destiﬁzttiao“r; and . . TOtal. bemand Totgl Demand
Time Period Visitors Entertainn";ent Employees Service Vehicles| Total Demand . Wll.:h 5% W|th 10%
Visitors ontingency Contingency
2:00 A.M. - 7:00 A.M. 0 0 154 156 310 325 341
7:00 A.M. - 8:00 A.M. 0 0 284 207 491 515 540
8:00 A.M. - 9:00 A.M. 1,275 0 519 207 2,002 2,102 2,202
9:00 A.M. - 10:00 A.M. 2,886 0 775 272 3,933 4,130 4,327
10:00 A.M. - 11:00 A.M. 5,992 205 1,029 192 7,418 7,789 8,160
11:00 A.M. - 12:00 P.M. 8,055 444 1,185 85 9,769 10,257 10,746
12:00 P.M. - 1:00 P.M. 8,820 731 1,216 72 10,839 11,381 11,923
1:00 P.M. - 2:00 P.M. 9,493 819 1,240 33 11,585 12,164 12,743
2:00 P.M. - 3:00 P.M. 9,678 1,297 1,253 20 12,249 12,861 13,473
3:00 P.M. - 4:00 P.M. 9,840 1,598 1,294 33 12,765 13,403 14,042
4:00 P.M. - 5:00 P.M. 9,200 1,758 1,289 71 12,317 12,933 13,549
5:00 P.M. - 6:00 P.M. 8,708 1,844 1,110 74 11,736 12,323 12,910
6:00 P.M. - 7:00 P.M. 7,925 2,110 987 52 11,074 11,628 12,181
7:00 P.M. - 8:00 P.M. 6,923 2,875 806 13 10,617 11,148 11,678
8:00 P.M. - 9:00 P.M. 5,185 2,520 660 13 8,378 8,797 9,216
9:00 P.M. - 10:00 P.M. 2,867 2,342 523 13 5,745 6,032 6,319
10:00 P.M. - 11:00 P.M. 1,631 1,338 371 78 3,419 3,590 3,761
11:00 P.M. - 12:00 A.M. 676 724 178 65 1,643 1,725 1,807
12:00 A.M. - 1:00 A.M. 55 48 58 39 199 209 219
1:00 A.M. - 2:00 A.M. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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TABLE 24
PROPOSED COUNTY AND SPECIFIC PLAN
NEW PARKING SUPPLY

PROPOSED COUNTY SPECIFIC PLAN

Location Supply
New 3-level Garage (P-1) 330
New 6-level Garage (P-2) 1,028
New J garage (P-3) 2,300
New Transportation Hub (P-4) 422
New Valet Parking (P-5) 600
New Parking (P-6) 200
New Parking (P-7) 760
New Parking (P-8) 640
New Parking (P-9) 1,800
New Parking (P-12) 304
New Parking (P-13) 1,600
Total 9,984
PROPOSED CITY SPECIFIC PLAN
New Parking (P-10) 978
New Parking (P-11) 905
New Parking (P-14) 250
Child Care Center Addition 10
Total 2,143
TOTAL 12,127

Note:
Source: Psomas, June 30, 2012
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12. Summary

In summary, the results of this analysis show that Alternative 10’s traffic and parking impacts on
the future environment are similar or less than the significant impact analysis of the proposed
Project presented in the Draft EIR and the Project Transportation Study provided in Appendix E-1
of the Draft EIR. Alternative 10 would not result in any new or substantially increased significant

and unavoidable impacts beyond those already identified in the Draft EIR.
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(Sunnyvale Analysis)






Alternative 10 Analysis of Impacts on Existing Conditions
(Sunnyvale Analysis)

This analysis measures the traffic impacts of Alternative 10 on the existing environment in
response to the case Sunnyvale West Neighborhood Association v. City of Sunnyvale City
Council (Court of Appeals of California, 6™ District, December 16, 2010).

SCENARIOS TESTED
This analysis tests the following scenarios:

Existing Conditions

Existing + Alternative 10 with proposed Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
program and mitigation measures

The methodology used for this analysis is the same as the methodology used for the Project traffic
analysis documented in the Transportation Study for the NBC Universal Evolution Plan
Environmental Impact Report (Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc. and Raju Associates, Inc.,
March 2010) (the “Project Transportation Study” provided in Appendix E-1 of the Draft

Environmental Impact Report [EIR]).

Each of the above scenarios is tested for study intersections (signalized and unsignalized) and
Congestion Management Program (CMP) network (arterial and freeway segments). In addition,
the project impacts are viewed under Existing plus Alternative 10 conditions for transit,
construction, neighborhood intrusion, and site access. Supplemental California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) analyses are completed for weaving, mainline, on-ramp, and off-ramp

impacts.
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TRAFFIC PROJECTIONS

The Alternative 10 project-only traffic volumes at the analyzed intersections were added to the
Existing conditions intersection traffic volumes illustrated in Figure 8 of the Project Transportation
Study (Figure 45 in Section IV.B.1 of the Draft EIR). The Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM
trip reductions and mitigation measures intersection traffic volumes are illustrated in Figure A-1.
The effect of the Alternative 10 traffic and the proposed TDM program and applicable mitigation
measures was developed by comparing the Existing volumes (Figure 45 in Section 1V.B.1 of the
Draft EIR and Figure 8 of the Project Transportation Study) to the Existing plus Alternative 10 with

TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures intersection traffic volumes shown in Figure A-1.

Similarly, the Alternative 10-only traffic volumes at the analyzed freeway segments, with the TDM
trip reductions and applicable mitigation measures, were added to the Existing Conditions freeway
segment traffic volumes summarized in Table 7 of the Project Transportation Study (Table 23 in
Section IV.B.1 of the Draft EIR) to develop the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip

reductions and mitigation measures freeway segment traffic volumes.

INTERSECTIONS

As required by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), the traffic volumes
presented in Figure A-1 were analyzed using the “Critical Movement Analysis — Planning”
methodology described in Section IV.B.1.2.b(3)(a) of the Draft EIR and Chapter Il of the Project
Transportation Study. Detailed level of service (LOS) worksheets are provided in Appendix C of
this report.

Alternative 10's intersection traffic impacts under the existing conditions (aka Sunnyvale analysis)
have been evaluated using the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide: Your Resource for Preparing CEQA
Analyses in Los Angeles (City of Los Angeles, 2006) and LADOT traffic impact criteria described
in Section 1V.B.1.3.b.(1) of the Draft EIR. Since this analysis presents the traffic impacts on the
existing environment, none of the future base roadway improvements noted in Section
IV.B.1.2.c.(5) of the Draft EIR and Chapter Ill of the Project Transportation Study were taken into

account in the analysis.
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Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM Trip Reductions and Mitigation Measures Conditions

The Existing plus Alternative 10 intersection operating conditions with TDM trip reductions and
applicable mitigation measures for typical weekday morning and afternoon peak hours are shown

in Tables A-1 and A-2 for signalized and unsignalized intersections, respectively.

As shown in Tables A-1 and A-2, under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions
and mitigation measures conditions approximately 90% and 92% of the intersections are
projected to operate at LOS D or better, during and morning peak hour and afternoon peak peak
hour, respectively, and 10% and 18% are projected to operate at LOS E or LOS F, during the
morning and afternoon peak hours, respectively. These are the same results as the Existing plus

Evolution Plan Project with TDM and with mitigation measures.

The Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario
includes trip reductions from the TDM program presented in Table 3 of this report. Although the
proposed TDM program is capable of reducing peak hour project trips by 11.1% (when the hotel
trips are included), the proposed Alternative 10 TDM program projects a more conservative

reduction in project trips of approximately 7.2% during the morning and afternoon peak hours.

Table A-1 provides a summary of the significant impact analysis, with TDM trip reduction and
proposed mitigation measures, conducted for the signalized study intersections based on the
criteria established by LADOT at different service levels. As noted in Chapters |, IV, and V of the
Project Transportation Study, the significant impact criteria for signalized intersections identified in
the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide is consistent with the LADOT criteria. However, the L.A. CEQA
Thresholds Guide and the LADOT Traffic Study Policies and Procedures (December 2010) have

different methodologies for analyzing unsignalized intersections.

Table A-2 provides a summary of the significant impact analysis, with TDM trip reduction and
proposed mitigation measures, conducted for the unsignalized study intersections. Intersection
capacity calculations for the six intersections that meet signal warrants are shown based on the

criteria established by the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide at different service levels.

As shown in Table A-1, with the implementation of the TDM Program and applicable mitigation

measures, the Existing plus Alternative 10 scenario is not expected to result in any new residual
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significant and unavoidable impacts at the analyzed signalized intersections when compared to
Existing Conditions. In fact, under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and
mitigation measures scenario, Alternative 10 would not result in residual significant and
unavoidable impacts at the four signalized intersections identified as significantly impacted under
the Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario. The
analysis of the Existing with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures
condition shows that no signalized intersections are significantly impacted as a result of

Alternative 10 traffic.

Unsignalized Intersections Measured with L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide Methodology

The Future plus Alternative 10 after TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario would
result in one unsignalized intersection with a remaining significant impact under Future 2030

conditions:

73. Lankershim Boulevard & Jimi Hendrix Drive (PM peak hour)

The calculations for Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures
shown in Table A-2 for this intersection show that the Alternative 10 traffic would not result in a
residual significant impact at this intersection based on the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide
methodology under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation
measures scenario. After TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures, this intersection would
operate at LOS A or B in the morning peak hour and afternoon peak hour, respectively. LADOT'’s
significant impact criteria states that an intersection operating at LOS A or B cannot be

significantly impacted by project traffic.

Therefore, Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM and applicable mitigation measures has no
residual significant impacts on the unsignalized intersections tested as part of this analysis. This
represents a reduction of one unsignalized intersection when compared to Future plus Alternative
10 with TDM and mitigation measures. This result matches the results of the Existing plus

Evolution Plan Project with TDM and mitigation measures.
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CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

This section presents an analysis of the regional transportation facilities in the vicinity of
Alternative 10, in accordance with the traffic impact analysis (TIA) procedures outlined for the Los
Angeles CMP analysis. A total of six arterial monitoring stations and 16 freeway segments were
identified in the Study Area for the CMP analysis. The CMP traffic impacts under the Existing plus
Alternative 10 scenario analysis were evaluated using the impact criteria described in Section
IV.B.1.3.b.(2) of the Draft EIR.

CMP Arterial Monitoring Station Analysis

The following six intersections in the Study Area are classified as CMP arterial monitoring stations:

38. Lankershim Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard
96. Sepulveda Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard
106. Woodman Avenue & Ventura Boulevard
115. Laurel Canyon Boulevard & Ventura Boulevard
123. La Cienega Boulevard & Santa Monica Boulevard
136. Highland Avenue & Santa Monica Boulevard
Table A-3 summarizes the results of the capacity analysis at the analyzed arterial monitoring
intersections for Existing Conditions without the Alternative 10 Project, and for Existing Conditions

with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures in place using the CMP
methodology described in Section 1V.B.1.3.b(2)(a) of the Draft EIR.

Existing with Alternative 10 with TDM Trip Reductions and Mitigation Measures Conditions.

As shown in Table A-3, based on the CMP significant impact criteria, similar to the Future with
Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures analysis presented in this report,
Alternative 10 is not expected to significantly impact any of the CMP arterial monitoring stations
under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures

conditions. Therefore, Alternative 10 under the Existing plus Alternative 10 conditions does not
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result in any additional significant and unavoidable impacts on CMP arterial monitoring stations as

compared to the Future plus Alternative 10 condition.

Freeway Segments

Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM Trip Reductions and Mitigation Measures Condition.

The Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and proposed mitigation measures
freeway segment traffic volumes and operating conditions for weekday morning and afternoon
peak hours are shown in the attached Tables A-4 and A-5, respectively. Figure A-2 illustrates the
Existing plus Alternative 10 volumes on the US 101 freeway corridor. Tables A-4 and A-5
summarize the incremental increase in the V/C ratio at the 16 analyzed freeway segments that
can be attributed to Alternative 10 after the implementation of the TDM trip reductions and
mitigation measures, during the weekday morning and afternoon peak hours. According to the
CMP significant traffic impact criteria, under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip
reductions and mitigation measures conditions, Alternative 10 is expected to result in a significant

impact at five segments during the morning or afternoon peak hour, or both.

The remaining freeway segments under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions
and mitigation measures scenario are not impacted by Alternative 10 traffic levels. The five
impacts would occur at the same locations as with the Existing plus Evolution Plan Project 10 with
TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario. Under the Existing plus Alternative 10
with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures analysis, Alternative 10 would result in one less
residual significant and unavoidable freeway segment impact than those identified under the
Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario.

Therefore, the Existing plus Alternative 10 analysis does not identify any new impacts.

TRANSIT SYSTEM

This section provides a description of the transit analysis performed in accordance with the CMP
guidelines described in Section IV.B.1.3.b.(3) of the Draft EIR.
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The transit analysis presented in the Alternative 10 Transportation Analysis in this report was
based on Existing Conditions for the transit system. The analysis of the Alternative 10 transit
impacts on the existing environment is consistent with the Sunnyvale methodology. As noted in

this report, Alternative 10 not expected to result in a significant impact on the transit system.

CONSTRUCTION

This section provides a description of the in-street construction impacts. The construction impacts
under the Existing plus Alternative 10 scenario have been evaluated using the impact criteria
described in Section 1V.B.1.3.b.(4) of the Draft EIR.

Alternative 10’s construction impact analysis in this report does not assume any future base
roadway improvements on the haul routes identified. Alternative 10’s construction impacts on the
existing environment due to hauling are expected to be similar or less than those noted in this
report since the existing traffic operating conditions along the routes are better than those
projected under the future conditions. Similarly, impacts resulting from construction truck traffic
and construction workers are expected to be similar or less than those noted in this report since
the existing traffic operations within the Study Area are better than those projected under the

future conditions as shown in Table A-6.

There are, however, four intersections where Future with Alternative 10 conditions are expected to
be better than Existing plus Alternative 10 conditions after consideration of TDM trip reductions

and mitigation measures:

The future improved conditions are the result of nearby proposed freeway ramp improvements
that cause existing traffic levels to shift to the new ramp/interchange improvements. Thus, the
future traffic conditions are better than existing because future background improvements improve
the capacity as compared to existing conditions. The Existing plus Alternative 10 construction
impacts are not expected to be significant at any of these four intersections because none are
located along the haul routes outlined in Figures 64 and 65 of the Project Transportation Study. In
addition, these intersections do not lie along the most direct routes to the site and, therefore,
construction worker traffic through these intersections would be expected to be light during the

morning and afternoon peak hours.
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As noted in Section 1V.B.1.3.d.(4) of the Draft EIR, the impact on the transportation system from
construction activities would be temporary in nature and would cause an intermittent reduction in
street and intersection operating capacity near the Project Site. Delays from additional
construction traffic and/or construction activities at other locations are not expected to cause
substantial inconvenience to auto travelers, but would be noticeable to commuters who regularly
use the streets adjacent to the Project Site. With implementation of the proposed mitigation
measures identified in this report. Alternative 10 in-street construction impacts under existing and

future conditions would be less than significant.

NEIGHBORHOOD INTRUSION

This section provides a description of Alternative 10's neighborhood intrusion impacts under
existing conditions. Alternative 10’s neighborhood intrusion impacts under the Existing plus
Alternative 10 scenario have been evaluated using the impact criteria described in Section
IV.B.1.3.b.(5) of the Draft EIR:

As noted in the Draft EIR, based on consultation with LADOT, a significance threshold of an
average daily trip increase of 120 project trips is used for this analysis. That is, for any
neighborhood in which traffic could be increased by 120 trips per day or more on any local
residential streets, a potentially significant impact by Alternative 10, prior to mitigation, is
identified. In addition, three conditions must be present to create the conditions under which
there could be a significant impact on local streets in a neighborhood:

e Sufficient congestion on arterial corridors such that motorists traveling along the corridor
may desire to divert to a parallel route through a residential neighborhood. Unless
congestion is severe, travel along arterial streets is generally faster than through
neighborhoods, since arterial streets typically provide greater capacities, higher travel
speeds, less driveway access, fewer stops signs, etc. For the purposes of this analysis,
projected congested conditions of LOS E or F at key intersections along an arterial
corridor were considered to represent congested conditions sufficient to cause motorists

to seek alternative routes.
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e Sufficient Alternative 10 traffic projected to be added to the arterial corridors selected
above, such that the volume that may shift to an alternative route could exceed the
minimum significance threshold of 120 or more daily trips. The majority of vehicles on a
an arterial corridor tend to remain on that corridor even under congested conditions, with
only a small portion of motorists inclined to seek alternative routes. Therefore, corridors
to which Alternative 10 may add 1,200 or more daily trips were examined, assuming that
at most only 10% of these trips may shift to alternative routes on average across a 24-
hour period (the proportion that may shift could be higher than 10% during congested
peak periods of the day but mush less than 10% or almost none during uncongested

non-peak periods of the day).

¢ Availability of local neighborhood street(s) providing a parallel route of travel.

If one or more of these factors is absent, significant neighborhood traffic impacts would not be

anticipated.

The analysis presented in the Draft EIR and the Alternative 10 Transportation Study in this
report does not assume that any new local neighborhood streets would be built or that any of
the existing neighborhood street would be altered in configuration or classification as part of the
future base roadway improvements. Similarly, as noted above, it is assumed that the
Alternative 10 traffic in the existing environment would operate similar to that assumed for future
conditions. Therefore, the only conditions from the above criteria that would change under the
Existing plus Alternative 10 scenario from the Future plus Alternative 10 scenario is the

congestion along the arterial corridors, i.e. the LOS at the analyzed intersections.

As shown in Table A-6, under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and
mitigation measures, all but four of the study intersections are projected to operate at an equal
or better LOS when compared to Future plus Alternative 10 conditions. At the four
intersections, Alternative 10 is not expected to add 1,200 or more daily trips to the corridors
serving the intersections or the neighborhood is already identified as potentially impacted under
the Future plus Alternative 10 conditions.

Therefore, similar to the evaluation of Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and

mitigation measures, the Existing with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation
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measures would potentially impact three neighborhoods illustrated in Figure 4 of this report and

they include the areas bounded by the following:

¢ Riverside Drive to the north, Cartwright Avenue to the east, Landale Street/\WWoodbridge
Street to the south, and Vineland Avenue/Lankershim Boulevard to the west

e Kling Street to the north, Lankershim Boulevard to the east, the SR 134 freeway to the
south, and Vineland Avenue to the west

e Sarah Street to the north, Ledge Avenue/Placidia Avenue to the east, Valley Spring
Lane/Moorpark Street to the south, and Cahuenga Boulevard to the west

Therefore, this Existing plus Alternative 10 neighborhood intrusion analysis does not identify any

new impacts as compared to the Future plus Alternative 10 neighborhood intrusion analysis.

SITE ACCESS

This section provides a description of Alternative 10’s site access impacts under the Existing plus
Alternative 10 scenario using the impact criteria described in Section IV.B.1.3.b.(6) of the Draft
EIR. Similar to the future conditions, the Project Applicant or its successors would be required to
design and construct all access locations in conformance with applicable standards regarding
sight distance, sidewalks, crosswalks, and pedestrian movement controls under the existing
conditions analysis. Therefore, similar to the analysis presented in Section IV.B.1.3.d.(6) and
Section 1V.B.1.6.g of the Draft EIR and this report, Alternative 10’s access impacts on bicycle,
pedestrian and vehicular safety under existing conditions is expected to be less than significant

and similar to the Future plus Alternative 10 and Existing plus Project conditions.

Table A-1 shows that all of the study intersections under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM
trip reductions and mitigation measures conditions operate without a significant impact. Ten
intersections (Intersections 34, 35, 36, 43, 55, 72, 73, 165, 166, and 167) make up the access
system to the Project Site and, as shown in Table A-1, Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and
mitigation measures has fewer site access operational impacts in the existing environment than
those projected under the Future plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation
measures conditions. Therefore, Alternative 10’s site access impacts on the existing environment

would be less than the Future plus Alternative 10 conditions.



SUPPLEMENTAL CALTRANS ANALYSIS

This section provides a description of the Alternative 10’s impacts on the existing environment
using the Caltrans methodology described in Section 1V.B.1.3.d.(7) of the Draft EIR and Appendix
F of the Project Transportation Study (see Appendix E-1 of the Draft EIR).

Weaving

For the Project, Caltrans directed that freeway weaving sections be analyzed using the 2000 HCM
operations methodology procedures. According to Caltrans, a project would result in a significant
freeway weaving impact if the project contributed additional trips to a freeway segment operating
at LOS F. As discussed in Chapter 10 in this report, Alternative 10 would contribute additional
trips to the six study segments, all of which would operate at LOS F under the Existing with
Alternative 10 conditions. Since the analysis presented in Chapter 10 of this report does not
assume any future base roadway improvements for the freeway mainline segments and weaving
junctions, Alternative 10’s impacts on weaving would be similar or less than under existing
conditions than under future conditions. With implementation of the proposed mitigation,
Alternative 10’s impacts under existing and future conditions would be reduced but not to a less

than significant level.

On-Ramps

Table A-7 summarizes the impact on on-ramps under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM
trip reductions and mitigation measures using the impact criteria described in Section
IV.B.1.3.d.(7) of the Draft EIR. As shown in Table A-7, three ramps would exceed the Caltrans
standard under Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures as
compared to six on-ramps under Future plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and
mitigation measures. With implementation of the Caltrans mitigation measure proposed for the
Project, on-ramp impacts under existing and future conditions would be reduced to less than

significant. Therefore, the impacts on freeway on-ramps under the Existing plus Alternative 10



with the TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario are similar to those identified for

the Future plus Alternative 10 with the TDM trip reductions mitigation measures scenario.

Off-Ramps

Table A-8 summarizes the impact on off-ramps under the Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM
trip reductions and proposed regional, sub-regional and specific intersection mitigation measures
scenario using the impact criteria described in Section 1V.B.1.3.d.(7) of the Draft EIR. As
described in Appendix F of the Project Transportation Study, failing ramp conditions were
determined for two levels: Level (1) if the queue exceeded the storage length of any individual
approach lane (e.g., left turn lane on the ramp) at the junction of the ramp with the surface street
intersection (identified as ‘LANE’ in the table), and/or Level (2) if the queue was large enough to
result in backing up into the freeway mainline (identified as ‘YES’ in the table). For the purposes
of determining a “significant” impact, Caltrans considers Level (2) impacts (i.e., potentially backing
up onto the freeway mainline lanes) to be significant. Detailed LOS worksheets are provided in

Appendix C.

Based on the Level (1) impact criteria, 10 ramps would exceed the storage length for a specific
off-ramp movement under Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation
measures. These levels would be compared to 18 ramps exceeding the lane storage length

under the Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures.

Based on the Level (2) impact criteria, no ramps would exceed the Caltrans standard under
Existing plus Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures, as compared to
two ramps exceeding the Caltrans standard under Future with Alternative 10 with TDM trip

reductions and mitigation measures.

With implementation of the Caltrans mitigation measure proposed for the Project, freeway off-
ramp impacts under existing and future conditions would be reduced to less than significant.
Therefore, Alternative 10’s impacts on freeway off-ramps under the Existing plus Alternative 10
with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario are similar to the Future plus

Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario.



SUMMARY

In summary, the results of this analysis show that measuring Alternative 10’s traffic impacts on the
existing environment does not alter the results of the significant impact analysis presented in the
Alternative 10 Transportation Study provided in this report, i.e. the Existing with Alternative 10 with
TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario would not result in any new or substantially
increased significant and unavoidable impacts beyond those identified under the Future with

Alternative 10 with TDM trip reductions and mitigation measures scenario.
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TABLE A-1
NBCU EVOLUTION PLAN PROJECT DEIR

SUMMARY OF SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS - EXISTING PLUS ALTERNATE 10

Existing Existing with Alternate 10 Project with Funded
Conditions Improvements
No. Intersection Peak Hour| Change in Significant
vic LoS vic LoS i Iglpacl?
1. [a] |Colfax Avenue & AM. 0.580 A 0.565 A -0.015 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.840 D 0.827 D -0.013 NO
2. [a] |Kraft Avenue/SR 170 SB Off-Ramp & AM. 0.471 A 0.455 A -0.016 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.425 A 0.410 A -0.015 NO
3. [a] |Tujunga Avenue & AM. 0.944 E 0.930 E -0.014 NO
Riverside Drive/Camarillo Street P.M. 0.849 D 0.833 D -0.016 NO
4. [a] |Tujunga Avenue & AM. 0.487 A 0.472 A -0.015 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.659 B 0.649 B -0.010 NO
5. [a] |Eureka Drive & AM. 0.464 A 0.452 A -0.012 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.552 A 0.541 A -0.011 NO
6. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.799 C 0.797 C -0.002 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.726 C 0.721 C -0.005 NO
7. [a] |Studio City Place & AM. 0.411 A 0.400 A -0.011 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.562 A 0.552 A -0.010 NO
8. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.513 A 0.509 A -0.004 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.734 C 0.728 C -0.006 NO
9. [a] |Vineland Avenue/Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.933 E 0.905 E -0.028 NO
Camarillo Street P.M. 0.725 C 0.708 C -0.017 NO
10. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.809 D 0.787 C -0.022 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.559 A 0.550 A -0.009 NO
11. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.871 D 0.811 D -0.060 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 0.793 C 0.719 C -0.074 NO
12. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.433 A 0.423 A -0.010 NO
Whipple Street P.M. 0.364 A 0.354 A -0.010 NO
13. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.307 A 0.294 A -0.013 NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.282 A 0.273 A -0.009 NO
14. [a] |Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.687 B 0.629 B -0.058 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.821 D 0.760 C -0.061 NO
16. [a] |Plaza Parkway & AM. 0.538 A 0.497 A -0.041 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.381 A 0.371 A -0.010 NO
17. [a] |Riverton Avenue/Campo de Cahuenga Way & AM. 0.444 A 0.496 A 0.052 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.406 A 0.457 A 0.051 NO
18. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.681 B 0.661 B -0.020 NO
SR 134 WB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.429 A 0.437 A 0.008 NO
19. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.850 D 0.816 D -0.034 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.775 C 0.722 C -0.053 NO
20. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 1.033 F 0.850 D -0.183 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 0.847 D 0.847 D 0.000 NO
21. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.722 C 0.693 B -0.029 NO
Whipple Street P.M. 0.317 A 0.347 A 0.030 NO
22. [a] |US 101 NB Ramps & AM. 0.077 A 0.181 A 0.104 NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way P.M. 0.408 A 0.468 A 0.060 NO
23. [a] |Metro Driveway & AM. 0.000 A 0.123 A 0.123 NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way P.M. 0.231 A 0.346 A 0.115 NO
24. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 1.141 F 1.123 F -0.018 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.963 E 0.895 D -0.068 NO
25. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.712 C 0.695 B -0.017 NO
Huston Street P.M. 0.463 A 0.395 A -0.068 NO
26. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.989 E 0.972 E -0.017 NO
Camarillo Street P.M. 0.649 B 0.580 A -0.069 NO
27. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.465 A 0.504 A 0.039 NO
SR 134 WB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.408 A 0.401 A -0.007 NO
28. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.666 B 0.564 A -0.102 NO
SR 134 EB Ramps P.M. 0.550 A 0.479 A -0.071 NO
29. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.671 B 0.605 B -0.066 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.741 C 0.725 C -0.016 NO
30. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.624 B 0.563 A -0.061 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 0.576 A 0.607 B 0.031 NO
31. [a] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.382 A 0.302 A -0.080 NO
Whipple Street P.M. 0.251 A 0.259 A 0.008 NO
33. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.484 A 0.414 A -0.070 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.354 A 0.320 A -0.034 NO
34. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.329 A 0.262 A -0.067 NO
Valleyheart Drive/James Stewart Avenue P.M. 0.356 A 0.403 A 0.047 NO
35. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.431 A 0.343 A -0.101 NO
Main Street P.M. 0.390 A 0.517 A 0.032 NO
36. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.517 A 0.480 A -0.037 NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive P.M. 0.531 A 0.518 A -0.013 NO
37. [a] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.520 A 0.432 A -0.088 NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.445 A 0.334 A -0.111 NO
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38. [a], [b] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.723 C 0.637 B -0.086 NO
Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.624 B 0.489 A -0.135 NO
39. [a] [US 101 SB Ramps/Regal Place & AM. 0.607 B 0.579 A -0.028 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.528 A 0.376 A -0.152 NO
40. [a] [Ledge Avenue/Moorpark Way & AM. 0.627 B 0.601 B -0.026 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.636 B 0.601 B -0.035 NO
41. [a] [Forman Avenue & AM. 0.449 A 0.411 A -0.038 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.536 A 0.507 A -0.029 NO
42. [a] [Broadlawn Drive & AM. 0.487 A 0.483 A -0.004 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.307 A 0.297 A -0.010 NO
43. [a] [Universal Center Drive/Universal Studios Boulevard & AM. 0.065 A 0.071 A 0.006 NO
Buddy Holly Drive P.M. 0.159 A 0.189 A 0.030 NO
44, [a] [Universal Studios Boulevard & AM. 0.473 A 0.424 A -0.049 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.329 A 0.303 A -0.026 NO
45. [a] [Oakshire Drive & AM. 0.529 A 0.485 A -0.044 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.396 A 0.349 A -0.047 NO
46. [a] [US 101 SB Ramps w/o Barham Boulevard & AM. 0.952 E 0.953 E 0.001 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.643 B 0.697 B 0.054 NO
47. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 1.146 F 0.875 D -0.271 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 1.047 F 0.849 D -0.198 NO
48. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 0.796 C 0.790 C -0.006 NO
Buddy Holly Drive/Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.747 C 0.744 C -0.003 NO
49. [a] [Oakcrest Drive & AM. 0.753 C 0.743 C -0.010 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.494 A 0.492 A -0.002 NO
50. [a] [Mulholland Drive & AM. 0.736 C 0.726 C -0.010 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 0.668 B 0.672 B 0.004 NO
51. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.659 B 0.647 B -0.012 NO
Hillpark Drive P.M. 0.521 A 0.516 A -0.005 NO
52. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 0.813 D 0.718 C -0.095 NO
De Witt Drive P.M. 0.698 B 0.700 B 0.002 NO
53. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 0.820 D 0.809 D -0.011 NO
Lake Hollywood Drive P.M. 0.826 D 0.828 D 0.002 NO
54. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 0.745 C 0.734 C -0.011 NO
Coyote Canyon Road P.M. 0.668 B 0.667 B -0.001 NO
55. [a] [Barham Boulevard & AM. 0.973 E 0.883 D -0.090 NO
Lakeside Plaza Drive/Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.880 D 0.775 C -0.105 NO
56. [a] [Warner Brothers Studios Gate 7/Gate 8 & AM. 0.496 A 0.526 A 0.030 NO
Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.436 A 0.444 A 0.008 NO
57. [a] [Memorial Drive & AM. 0.372 A 0.402 A 0.030 NO
Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.434 A 0.432 A -0.002 NO
58. [a] [Mount Sinai Drive & AM. 0.385 A 0.415 A 0.030 NO
Forest Lawn Drive P.M. 0.378 A 0.377 A -0.001 NO
59. [a] [Forest Lawn Drive & AM. 0.801 D 0.347 A -0.454 NO
Zoo Drive P.M. 0.570 A 0.484 A -0.086 NO
62. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard/Highland Avenue & AM. 0.519 A 0.519 A 0.000 NO
Pat Moore Way/US 101 On-Ramps P.M. 0.463 A 0.473 A 0.010 NO
63. [a] [Highland Avenue & AM. 0.643 B 0.643 B 0.000 NO
Odin Street P.M. 0.523 A 0.531 A 0.008 NO
64. [a] [Highland Avenue & AM. 0.586 A 0.598 A 0.012 NO
Camrose Drive P.M. 0.511 A 0.506 A -0.005 NO
65. [a], [c] [Highland Avenue & AM. - F - F 0.000 NO
Franklin Avenue P.M. - F - F 0.001 NO
66. [a], [c] [Highland Avenue & AM. - F - F -0.004 NO
Franklin Place/Franklin Avenue P.M. - F - F -0.001 NO
67. [a] [Odin Street & AM. 0.725 C 0.738 C 0.013 NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. 1.163 F 1.168 F 0.005 NO
68. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.425 A 0.433 A 0.008 NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.754 C 0.760 C 0.006 NO
69. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.739 C 0.730 C -0.009 NO
Franklin Avenue P.M. 1.170 F 1.163 F -0.007 NO
70. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.764 C 0.765 C 0.001 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.661 B 0.665 B 0.004 NO
71. [a] [Vine Street & AM. 0.343 A 0.333 A -0.010 NO
Franklin Avenue/US 101 SB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.459 A 0.452 A -0.007 NO
74. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.406 A 0.425 A 0.019 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.529 A 0.527 A -0.002 NO
75. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.477 A 0.453 A -0.024 NO
Verdugo Avenue P.M. 0.590 A 0.547 A -0.043 NO
76. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.369 A 0.385 A 0.016 NO
Oak Street P.M. 0.425 A 0.427 A 0.002 NO
77. [d] [Evergreen Street/Riverside Drive & AM. 0.530 A 0.437 A -0.093 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.595 A 0.532 A -0.063 NO
78. Pass Avenue & AM. 0.499 A 0.467 A -0.032 NO
SR 134 EB Off-Ramp P.M. 0.508 A 0.459 A -0.049 NO
79. [d] [Pass Avenue & AM. 0.599 A 0.577 A -0.022 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.713 C 0.659 B -0.054 NO
80. [d] [Pass Avenue & AM. 0.461 A 0.452 A -0.009 NO A-3
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.363 A 0.346 A -0.017 NO
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81. [d] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.673 B 0.668 B -0.005 NO
Pass Avenue P.M. 0.747 C 0.660 B -0.087 NO
82. [d] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.430 A 0.429 A -0.001 NO
Warner Brothers Studios Gate 2/Gate 3 P.M. 0.501 A 0.514 A 0.013 NO
83. [d] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.655 B 0.460 A -0.195 NO
Warner Brothers Studios Gate 1/Lakeside Drive P.M. 0.744 C 0.531 A -0.213 NO
84. [d] [Hollywood Way & AM. 0.773 C 0.783 C 0.010 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.749 C 0.777 C 0.028 NO
85. [d] [Cordova Street/SR 134 WB Off-Ramp & AM. 0.641 B 0.643 B 0.002 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.503 A 0.510 A 0.007 NO
86. [d] [Hollywood Way & AM. 0.550 A 0.558 A 0.008 NO
Olive Avenue P.M. 0.681 B 0.690 B 0.009 NO
87. [d] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.602 B 0.609 B 0.007 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.572 A 0.570 A -0.002 NO
88. [d] [Lima Street & AM. 0.434 A 0.396 A -0.038 NO
Olive Avenue P.M. 0.396 A 0.363 A -0.033 NO
89. [d] [Olive Avenue & AM. 0.598 A 0.512 A -0.086 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.502 A 0.473 A -0.029 NO
90. California Street & AM. 0.335 A 0.336 A 0.001 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.353 A 0.351 A -0.002 NO
91. [d] [Bob Hope Drive & AM. 0.622 B 0.623 B 0.001 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.636 B 0.640 B 0.004 NO
92. [d] [Buena Vista Street & AM. 0.750 C 0.745 C -0.005 NO
Alameda Avenue P.M. 0.838 D 0.843 D 0.005 NO
93. Buena Vista Street/SR 134 EB On-Ramp & AM. 0.777 C 0.775 C -0.002 NO
Riverside Drive/SR 134 WB Ramps P.M. 0.809 D 0.807 D -0.002 NO
95. [d] [Buena Vista Street & AM. 0.796 C 0.754 C -0.042 NO
Olive Avenue P.M. 0.776 C 0.728 C -0.048 NO
96. [a], [b] |Sepulveda Boulevard & AM. 1.024 F 1.005 F -0.019 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.221 F 1.221 F 0.000 NO
97. [a] [Noble Avenue & AM. 0.579 A 0.555 A -0.024 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.707 C 0.671 B -0.036 NO
98. [a] [Kester Avenue & AM. 0.663 B 0.639 B -0.024 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.635 B 0.547 A -0.088 NO
99. [a] [Willis Avenue & AM. 0.434 A 0.411 A -0.023 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.549 A 0.439 A -0.110 NO
100. [a] [Cedros Avenue (West) & AM. 0.551 A 0.529 A -0.022 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.782 C 0.636 B -0.146 NO
101. [a] [Cedros Avenue (East) & AM. 0.805 D 0.782 C -0.023 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.699 B 0.664 B -0.035 NO
102. [a] [Van Nuys Avenue & AM. 0.849 D 0.811 D -0.038 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.003 F 0.984 E -0.019 NO
103. [a] [Tyrone Avenue/Beverly Glen Boulevard & AM. 0.564 A 0.543 A -0.021 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.772 C 0.737 C -0.035 NO
104. [a] [Hazeltine Avenue (West) & AM. 0.674 B 0.638 B -0.036 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.619 B 0.602 B -0.017 NO
105. [a] [Stern Avenue (West) & AM. 0.419 A 0.383 A -0.036 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.427 A 0.409 A -0.018 NO
106. [a], [b] [Woodman Avenue & AM. 0.588 A 0.553 A -0.035 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.587 A 0.570 A -0.017 NO
107. [a] [Sunnyslope Avenue & AM. 0.374 A 0.355 A -0.019 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.399 A 0.372 A -0.027 NO
108. [a] [Dixie Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.415 A 0.396 A -0.019 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.491 A 0.458 A -0.033 NO
109. [a] [Fulton Avenue & AM. 0.603 B 0.583 A -0.020 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.645 B 0.629 B -0.016 NO
110. [a] [Valley Vista Boulevard/Ethel Avenue & AM. 0.493 A 0.476 A -0.017 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.519 A 0.491 A -0.028 NO
111. [a] [Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.859 D 0.838 D -0.021 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 1.073 F 1.058 F -0.015 NO
112. [a] [Whitsett Avenue/Laurel Terrace Drive & AM. 0.555 A 0.536 A -0.019 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.661 B 0.646 B -0.015 NO
113. [a] [Laurelgrove Avenue & AM. 0.459 A 0.443 A -0.016 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.548 A 0.535 A -0.013 NO
114. [a] [Vantage Avenue & AM. 0.509 A 0.494 A -0.015 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.533 A 0.503 A -0.030 NO
115. [a], [b] |Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.869 D 0.851 D -0.018 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.873 D 0.850 D -0.023 NO
116. [a] [Radford Avenue/Ventura Place & AM. 0.494 A 0.478 A -0.016 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.574 A 0.619 B 0.045 NO
118. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard/Tujunga Avenue & AM. 0.719 C 0.713 C -0.006 NO
Burbank Boulevard P.M. 0.835 D 0.833 D -0.002 NO
119. [a] [Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.805 D 0.802 D -0.003 NO
Burbank Boulevard P.M. 0.756 C 0.747 C -0.009 NO
120. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.587 A 0.566 A -0.021 NO
Burbank Boulevard P.M. 0.649 B 0.643 B -0.006 NO

A-32
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121. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.293 A 0.277 A -0.016 NO
Chandler Boulevard P.M. 0.478 A 0.417 A -0.061 NO
122. La Cienega Boulevard & AM. 0.683 B 0.689 B 0.006 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 1.031 F 1.035 F 0.004 NO
123. [b] [La Cienega Boulevard & AM. 0.979 E 0.978 E -0.001 NO
Santa Monica Boulevard P.M. 0.863 D 0.863 D 0.000 NO
124. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.457 A 0.451 A -0.006 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.670 B 0.660 B -0.010 NO
125. [a] [Crescent Heights Boulevard & AM. 0.955 E 0.963 E 0.008 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.840 D 0.840 D 0.000 NO
126. [a] [Fairfax Avenue & AM. 0.794 C 0.797 C 0.003 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.683 B 0.683 B 0.000 NO
127. [a] [Fairfax Avenue & AM. 0.581 A 0.582 A 0.001 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.709 C 0.711 C 0.002 NO
128. [a], [c] |La Brea Avenue & AM. - E - E -0.004 NO
Franklin Avenue P.M. - E - E -0.003 NO
129. [a] [La Brea Avenue & AM. 0.831 D 0.828 D -0.003 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. 0.773 C 0.768 C -0.005 NO
130. [a] [La Brea Avenue & AM. 0.767 C 0.761 C -0.006 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.830 D 0.830 D 0.000 NO
131. La Brea Avenue & AM. 0.921 E 0.923 E 0.002 NO
Fountain Avenue P.M. 0.868 D 0.873 D 0.005 NO
132. La Brea Avenue & AM. 0.809 D 0.812 D 0.003 NO
Santa Monica Boulevard P.M. 0.844 D 0.852 D 0.008 NO
133. [a], [c] [Highland Avenue & AM. - F - F 0.006 NO
Hollywood Boulevard P.M. - F - F 0.006 NO
134. [a] [Highland Avenue & AM. 0.612 B 0.621 B 0.009 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.651 B 0.658 B 0.007 NO
135. [a] [Highland Avenue & AM. 0.834 D 0.832 D -0.002 NO
Fountain Avenue P.M. 0.658 B 0.659 B 0.001 NO
136.  [a], [b] [Highland Avenue & AM. 0.776 C 0.770 C -0.006 NO
Santa Monica Boulevard P.M. 0.805 D 0.797 C -0.008 NO
137. [a] [Kester Avenue (East) & AM. 0.515 A 0.492 A -0.023 NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.885 D 0.862 D -0.023 NO
138. San Vicente Boulevard/Clark St & AM. 0.829 D 0.831 D 0.002 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.944 E 0.945 E 0.001 NO
139. [a] [Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 0.802 D 0.792 C -0.010 NO
Sunset Boulevard P.M. 0.706 C 0.698 B -0.008 NO
140. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.343 A 0.351 A 0.008 NO
Chandler Boulevard (North) P.M. 0.186 A 0.193 A 0.007 NO
141. [a] [SR 170 SB Ramps & AM. 0.515 A 0.487 A -0.028 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.488 A 0.465 A -0.023 NO
142. [a] [SR 170 NB Ramps & AM. 0.360 A 0.331 A -0.029 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.435 A 0.428 A -0.007 NO
144. [a] [Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.416 A 0.406 A -0.010 NO
US 101 NB Ramps P.M. 0.440 A 0.430 A -0.010 NO
145. [a] [Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.485 A 0.476 A -0.009 NO
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. 0.449 A 0.439 A -0.010 NO
146. [a] [Coldwater Canyon Avenue & AM. 0.749 C 0.741 C -0.008 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 0.844 D 0.834 D -0.010 NO
147. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.580 A 0.570 A -0.010 NO
US 101 NB Ramps P.M. 0.515 A 0.505 A -0.010 NO
148. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.518 A 0.508 A -0.010 NO
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. 0.541 A 0.531 A -0.010 NO
149. [a] [Laurel Canyon Boulevard & AM. 0.919 E 0.910 E -0.009 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 1.077 F 1.070 F -0.007 NO
150. [a] [Colfax Avenue & AM. 0.853 D 0.845 D -0.008 NO
Riverside Drive P.M. 0.709 C 0.701 C -0.008 NO
151. [a] [Colfax Avenue & AM. 0.739 C 0.731 C -0.008 NO
Moorpark Street P.M. 0.569 A 0.559 A -0.010 NO
152. [a] [Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.480 A 0.488 A 0.008 NO
Chandler Boulevard (South) P.M. 0.337 A 0.346 A 0.009 NO
153. [d] [Hollywood Way & AM. 0.814 D 0.824 D 0.010 NO
Verdugo Avenue P.M. 0.800 C 0.799 C -0.001 NO
154. [d] [Hollywood Way & AM. 0.806 D 0.812 D 0.006 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.869 D 0.872 D 0.003 NO
155. [d] [Buena Vista Street & AM. 0.601 B 0.603 B 0.002 NO
Verdugo Avenue P.M. 0.731 C 0.733 C 0.002 NO
156. [d] [Buena Vista Street & AM. 0.576 A 0.581 A 0.005 NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. 0.846 D 0.847 D 0.001 NO
160. Vineland Avenue & AM. 0.527 A 0.475 A -0.052 NO
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. 0.369 A 0.324 A -0.045 NO
Notes:
[a] Intersection is operating under the LADOT Adaptive Traffic Control System (ATCS). A credit of 0.10 in V/C ratio was included in the analysis.
[b]  Denotes CMP arterial monitoring station.
[c] Traffic counts at this location were not fully representative of the situation due to downstream constraints and pedestrian conflicts. LOS is based on field
observations and has not been calculated based on the Universal City Transportation Model. A-33

[d]

Intersection is connected to the City of Burbank's Traffic Signal Interconnect & Signal Timing System. A credit of 0.02 in V/C ratio was included in the analysis.
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Existing Conditions Existing with Alternate 10 Project with Funded Improvements
No. Intersection Peak Hour Delay LOS VIC or Delay LOS Meets Signal Warrants/Signal
Proposed? [a]
15. [b], [c] |SR 134 EB On-Ramp e/o Vineland Avenue & AM. 47.6 E 0.472 A YES
Riverside Drive P.M. 34.1 D 0.538 A YES
32. [c], [d] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. 281 D 0.251 A YES [€]
Valley Spring Lane P.M. 24.6 C 0.247 A YES [e]
60. [d] Forest Lawn Drive & AM. 30.8 D 145 B N/A
SR 134 EB Ramps P.M. 19.3 C 13.1 B N/A
61. [c], [d] |Forest Lawn Drive & AM. ** F 0.404 A YES
SR 134 WB Ramps P.M. 17.7 C 0.166 A YES
72. [c], [d] |Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 181 C 0.378 A YES
Muddy Waters Drive P.M. 19.2 C 0.412 A YES
73 [f] Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.574 A 0.517 A LOS A therefore No Signif Impact
Jimmy Hendrix Drive P.M. 0.506 A 0.617 B LOS B therefore No Signif Impact
94. [d] SR 134 EB On-Ramp/Screenland Drive & AM. 33.3 D 33.9 D N/A
Riverside Drive P.M. 34.6 D 35.2 D N/A
117. [b], [c] |US 101 SB On-Ramp n/o Lankershim Boulevard & AM. 0.0 A 0.436 A YES
Ventura Boulevard P.M. 0.0 A 0.715 C YES
143. [b] Tujunga Avenue & AM. 12.3 B 124 B N/A
SR 170 NB On-Ramp/Private Driveway P.M. 10.8 B 10.9 B N/A
157. [d] Tujunga Avenue & AM. 12.8 B 12.8 B N/A
US 101 SB Off-Ramp P.M. 16.3 C 16.3 C N/A
158. [b] Tujunga Avenue & AM. 105 B 105 B N/A
US 101 NB On-Ramp P.M. 9.6 A 9.6 A N/A
159. [c], [d] |US 101 SB Off-Ramp & AM. 14.4 B 145 B N/A
Riverside Drive P.M. 11.0 B 10.9 B N/A
161. [b] US 101 NB On-Ramp & AM. 10.2 B 10.3 B N/A
Moorpark Street P.M. 12.8 B 13.1 B N/A
162. [c], [d] |Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. ** F 0.950 E YES
US 101 SB Ramps P.M. *x F 1.134 F YES
163. [d] Bob Hope Drive & AM. ** F ** F N/A
SR 134 EB Off-Ramp P.M. *x F *x F N/A
164. [b] |SR 134 WB On-Ramp & AM. 12.7 B 12.8 B N/A
Alameda Avenue P.M. 15.2 C 15.4 C N/A
Notes:
[a] The unsignalized intersections are analyzed for signal warrants only if the intersection is projected to operate at LOS E or F and the Project adds traffic to the intersection. N/A signifies that the intersection operates at LOS D or
better and/or Alterantive 10 adds no traffic to the intersection
[b] Intersection is uncontrolled. Analysis was done using 2000 Highway Capacity Manual Two-Way Stop-Controlled methodology. For the purpose of evaluating the operating conditions of the intersection, level of service is based on
average vehicular delay in sec
[c] Intersection is proposed to be signalized as part of Alternative 10 improvement program and will operate under the LADOT Adaptive Traffic Control System (ATCS). A credit of 0.10 in V/C ratio was include in the analysis.
[d] Intersection is controlled by stop signs on minor approach. Analysis was done using 2000 Highway Capacity Manual Two-Way Stop-Controlled methodology. For the purpose of evaluating the operating conditions of the
intersection, level of service is based on delay
[e]  While the intersection does not meet signal warrants, Alternative 10 would fund the installation of a traffic signal as part of the Neighborhood Traffic Management Plan upon LADOT's approval.
[fl  Intersection level of service calculated using the LADOT required Critical Movement Analysis methodology. LOS is based on volume/capacity ratio.

*%

Indicates oversaturated conditions, i.e. long waits at the approaches controlled by stop signs. Delay cannot be calculated.
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TABLE A-6

FUTURE CONDITIONS VERSUS EXISTING CONDITIONS

INTERSECTION PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE COMPARISON

Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigations Conditions
No. Intersection Peak Hour |l Existing plus Alt. | Future with Alt. Eii?ir?etvt:rrslgs
10 with TDM and | 10 with TDM and 9
Mitigations Mitigations Future
Conditions?
1. Colfax Avenue & AM. A C NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. D = NO
2. Kraft Avenue/SR 170 SB Off-Ramp & A.M. A B NO
Riverside Drive P.M. A A NO
3. Tujunga Avenue & A.M. E F NO
Riverside Drive/Camarillo Street P.M. D [ NO
4. Tujunga Avenue & A.M. A B NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. B D NO
5. Eureka Drive & A.M. A B NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. A B NO
6. Lankershim Boulevard & A.M. C F NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. C = NO
7. Studio City Place & A.M. A B NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. A B NO
8. Vineland Avenue & A.M. A F NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. C = NO
9. Vineland Avenue/Lankershim Boulevard & AM. E F NO
Camarillo Street P.M. C E NO
10. Vineland Avenue & AM. C F NO
Riverside Drive P.M. A C NO
11. Vineland Avenue & AM. D F NO
Moorpark Street P.M. C E NO
12. Vineland Avenue & AM. A A NO
Whipple Street P.M. A A NO
13. Vineland Avenue & AM. A A NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. A A NO
14. Vineland Avenue & AM. B E NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. C E NO
15. SR 134 EB On-Ramp e/o Vineland Avenue & AM. A A NO
Riverside Drive P.M. A B NO
16. Plaza Parkway & AM. A C NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. A A NO
17. Riverton Avenue/Campo de Cahuenga Way & A.M. A B NO
Ventura Boulevard P.M. A B NO
18. Lankershim Boulevard & AM. B E NO
SR 134 WB Off-Ramp P.M. A B NO
19. Lankershim Boulevard & AM. D F NO
Riverside Drive P.M. C E NO
20. Lankershim Boulevard & AM. D F NO
Moorpark Street P.M. D = NO
21. Lankershim Boulevard & AM. B D NO
Whipple Street P.M. A A NO
22. US 101 NB Ramps & AM. A A NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way P.M. A C NO
23. Metro Driveway & A.M. A A NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way P.M. A B NO
24, Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. F F NO
Magnolia Boulevard P.M. D E NO
25. Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. B E NO
Huston Street P.M. A A NO
26. Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. E F NO
Camarillo Street P.M. A F NO
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TABLE A-6 (continued)
FUTURE CONDITIONS VERSUS EXISTING CONDITIONS

INTERSECTION PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE COMPARISON

Alternative 10 with TDM and Mitigations Conditions

No. Intersection Peak Hour |l Existing plus Alt. | Future with Alt. Eii?ir?etvt:rrslgs
10 with TDM and | 10 with TDM and 9
Mitigations Mitigations Future
Conditions?
27. Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. A C NO
SR 134 WB Off-Ramp P.M. A NO
28. Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. A B NO
SR 134 EB Ramps P.M. A D NO
29. Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. B F NO
Riverside Drive P.M. C E NO
30. Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. A E NO
Moorpark Street P.M. B E NO
31. Cahuenga Boulevard & A.M. A A NO
Whipple Street P.M. A C NO
32. Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. A A NO
Valley Spring Lane P.M. A C NO
33. Lankershim Boulevard & A.M. A C NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. A B NO
34, Lankershim Boulevard & AM. A A NO
Valleyheart Drive/James Stewart Avenue P.M. A C NO
35. Lankershim Boulevard & AM. A C NO
Main Street P.M. A C NO
36. Lankershim Boulevard & AM. A F NO
Campo de Cahuenga Way/Universal Hollywood Drive P.M. A E NO
37. Lankershim Boulevard & A.M. A C NO
US 101 NB Off-Ramp P.M. A B NO
38. Lankershim Boulevard & A.M. B D NO
Ventura Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. A C NO
39. US 101 SB Ramps/Regal Place & A.M. A D NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. A B NO
40. Ledge Avenue/Moorpark Way & AM. B D NO
Riverside Drive P.M. B E NO
41, Forman Avenue & A.M. A C NO
Riverside Drive P.M. A D NO
42. Broadlawn Drive & AM. A B NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. A A NO
43. Universal Center Drive/Universal Studios Boulevard & AM. A A NO
Buddy Holly Drive P.M. A D NO
44, Universal Studios Boulevard & AM. A A NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. A B NO
45. Oakshire Drive & AM. A B NO
Cahuenga Boulevard P.M. A B NO
46. US 101 SB Ramps w/o Barham Boulevard/Cahuenga Boulevard & AM. E F 