
Jaime de la Vega 
GENERAL MANAGER 

February 14, 2012 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

Hasan lkhrata, Executive Director 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818 West Seventh Street, 1 i h Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

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

(213) 972-8470 
FAX (213) 972·8410 

Re: Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan / Sustainable Communities 
Strategy 

Dear Mr. lkhrata: 

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

JTV:mm 

Attachment 

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



FOIUilGEN.160 (Rev 8•80) CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

Date: February 6, 2012 (Revised Report) 

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

From: 

Subject: 

Summary 

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

Jaime de la Vega, General Manager ___.,__. __ 
Department of Transportation 

Draft 2012 Regional Transportation 
Strategy (CF 11-1223) 

n / Sustainable Communities 

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

Recommendations 

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

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

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

Background 

Every four years the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) prepares 
a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the six-county region. The 2012 RTP/SCS 
includes planned transportation projects and demographic assumptions through the 
year 2035. The plan presents a strategy for the investment of $524. 7 billion in the 
region's transportation system between 2012 and 2035 and, for he first time, a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) for the six-county region. 

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

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

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

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

Pursuant to the Council action of October 51 2011 , and in accordance with past 
. practice, LADOT has reviewed the draft 2012 RTP/SCS and compiled proposed 
comments to SCAG. In addition, LADOT has coordinated the preparation of these 
comments on the RTP/SCS with other City departments that are most impacted by the 
RTP. LADOT very much appreciates the cooperation of the departments of Los 
Angeles World Airports (LAWA) and City Planning each of which have provided 
comments. The Port of LA has indicated that it does not have formal comments at this 
time. The Metro staff report on the RTP/SCS is attached as Attachment B. 
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Report to City Council. dated September 21. 2011 
On October 5, 2011, the City Council adopted a joint report (Attac!Jment A) by the 
Departments of City Planning and Transportation entitled 1'Alternatives Proposed by 
SCAG for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy" 
(CF 11-1223). This report, dated September 21, 2011, provided comments on four 
draft scenarios for the RTP/SCS, released by SCAG in July 2011. Specifically, 
Attachment A of the report identified proposed RTP/SCS strategies that City staff 
believed would, if adopted, have a potential impact on the City. For purposes of the 
report, "impact" was defined as a significant change from adopted City policy. Staff 
believes that the report, dated September 21, 2011, continues to reflect City policy with 
regard to many of the strategies presently included in the draft RTP/SCS. 

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

1) 

2) 

3) 

Phased implementation of 5% of major arterials to have dedicated bus 
lanes. As requested by the City, the RTP does not include a specific 
percentage for implementation. As explained in the September 21 st 

report, the City supports careful and selected implementation of bus 
lanes, but does not want to commit to implementing a specific percentage 
of bus lanes on City arterials. 

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

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

Discussion of Policy Concerns and Comments 

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

Project List for RTP/SCS 

The RTP includes an extensive project list. As stated in the Project List appendix, the 
list is divided into three sections, as follows: 1) The Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP), which forms the foundation of the RTP project 
investment strategy and represents the first six years of already committed funding; 2) 
the Financially Constrained list of projects not included in the FTIP but which have 
"reasonably available0 funding; and 3) the Strategic Plan representing an unconstrained 
list of potential projects that the region would pursue given additional funding and 
commitment. · 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

• A regional Express/HOT Lane Network that expands Metro's Fast L~nes pilot 
project to include the 1-405 and SR-91. This goes beyond the federally funded 
pilot studies on the 1-1 O and 1-11 O freeways. 

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

Recommendation: 

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

CEQA Streamlining 

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

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

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

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

· Land Development Categories (LDC's). 

2) The project qualifies as a Trqnsit Priority Project (TPP), as defined by SB 
375. To qualify as a TPP, a project must meet certain minimum density 
requirements and must be located within ½ mile of either a "major transit 
stop or high-quality transit corridor" (SB 375 - Section 21155). According 
to SCAG staff, most of the City qualifies as a TPP area because of 
existing transit stations and corridors. 

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

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

Because the SCS will emphasize increased development within½ mile of either a 
amajor transit stop or high-quality transit corridor" there may be an increased need for 
transportation infrastructure in these areas. LADOT is concerned that CEQA 
streamlining could allow development to occur with impacts on transportation 
infrastructure. 

Recommendation: 

LADOT staff has consulted with staff of DCP and the City Attorney regarding the impact 
of CEQA streamlining on the City's development review process. Input received from 
these sources indicates that although CEQA streamlining of various types will occur 
following adoption of the RTP/SCS, the City may retain some degree of 1'discretionary 
approval" authority over development projects that are subject to CEQA streamlining. 
LADOT believes that this area deserves further study. This is a complex and important 
subject, and the City should carefully evaluate and prepare for the impac of CEQA 
streamlining following adoption of the RTP/SCS. 

Comments from Other City Departments 

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

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

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

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

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

• LAWA's comments are provided in Attachment C. 

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

Conclusion 

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

Fiscal Impact 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Gerry Miller, Chief Legislative Analyst 
City Planning Department 
Los Angeles World Airports 
Port of Los Angeles 
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CITY OF Los ANGELES 
CALIFOR IA 

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

Attachment A 

Offlc. of the 
CITY CLERK 

Council and Public Services 
Room 395, City 

Loa Angeles., CA 90012 
Gillem lnformaUon • (213) 171-1133 

Fax: (213) '78-1040 

The Cfy Council adopted the action(s), as attached, under Council File No. 11-12?3 at 
iLS meeting held October 5. 2011. 
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TO THE COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

File No. 11-1223 

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
and . 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

report as follows: 

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

Recommendations for Council action: 

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

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

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

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

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

Community Impact Statement: None submitted. 

SUMMARY 

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

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

PLANNING AND LAND USE 

~p~E 

~ 
REYES: 
HUIZAR! 
KREKORIAN: 

SG 

.'lQ.II; 
YES 
YES 
YES 

B/271"11 
l/11111-1223_rpl_olum,_9-27-11.®c 

Respectfully submitted, 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

·ADOPTED 
OCT 5 2011 

LOS ANGELES Ciff COUNCIL 

~ 
ROSENDAHL: 
PARKS: 
KORETZ: 
PERRY: 
HUIZAR; 

t~ot Official Until Council .D.cts 

MQil 
YES 
YES 
YES 
ABSENT 
YES 

L 
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REVISED 
PLANNJNG AND PROGRAMMING COMMITIEE 

JANUARY 181 2012 

SUBJECT: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION. OF GOVERNMENTS' DRAFT 
2012 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 1 SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 

ACTION: APPROVE COMMEN"( LEnER 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve our comment letter on the Southern California Association of Governments' 
(SCAG) Draft 2012 Regional Tra sporta ion Plan/Sustainable Communi ies Strategy 
(RTP/SCS). 

ISSUE 

In December 2011, SCAG rele?sed the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS for public commen . The 
RTP/SCS identifies regional transportation priorities for the six-county region throug 
2035. AJI 2009 Long Range Transportation Plar. (LRTP) projec s and priorities must be 
included in SCAG's RTP/SCS to be eligible for federal funds. We have reviewed the 
Draft 2012 RTP/SCS and Board authorization is being reqllested to transmit our 
comments to SCAG In tfms for their February' 14, 2012 deadline. 

DISCUSSION 

As part of SCAG's role as a regional planning agency, they are responsible for 
addressing regional issues In the six-county area of Sou hern California. The 
2012 RTP/SCS is the vehicle o provide solutions to regional mobility and land-use 
issues. Far better integration of land-use and transportation, it must also demonstrate 
reduction of Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHGe) from passenger vehicles. Per the 
requiremen s of SB 375, the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS Includes Southern California's first 
SCS. The SCS is required to analyze how the collective impact of transportation 
policies. transportation investments and land-use policies affect he GHGe based on 
population projec ions in 2020 and 2035. Transports ion issues are primarily addressed 
In the RTP portion of the Draft, and the SCS portion of the Draft presen s stra egies to 
meet GHGe targets. 

1 6 



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

Regional Tran~portation Plan 

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

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

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

Funding tor these improvements is anticipated from a $0.15 per gailor1 incre,ase in the 
gas tax starting in 2017 and ending entirely in 2024. After the gas tax phase-out in 
2024, a proposed user-tax of $0.05 !Jer mile driven, wlll ba phased-iii starting in 2025. 
The goal of the incremental phase-in is so that consumers will not have any large 
increases of taxas, yet also allow for an indexing to cover the increasing maintenance 
costs, due to the gas taxes not being indexed to inflation and not Increasing with costs. 

Key Projects beyond the LRTP 

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

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

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



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

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

Key Issues 

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

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

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

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

,. The region is anticipated to experience incraasing energy cos s - residential 
energy and water use is forecasted as $19,000 a year in 2035, and the strategies 
in the SCS reduce It to $16,000. 

Sustainable Communities Stratetiv 

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

In addition to the transportation elements of the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS, the plan includes 
a land-use element that w2s developed. in coordination with local Jurisdictions. The 
land-use element responds to the region's changing demographics and housing market 
demand. It recommends a growth scenario that will more than double the share of 
households living In corridors that have f equent transit service by 2035. This land-use 
element is projected to increase the competitiveness oft ansit service and reduce 
vehicle miles travelled. 

The land-use element in combina ·on with transportation policies, such as the user tax 
per mlle fee, and transportation investments (such as TOM, TSM and active 



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

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

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

The technical·appendices to ~he Draft 2012 RTP were not avaUable for staff review at 
the time of the writing of this B9ard report. Additional technical comments on these 
appendices may be added to the draft letter. 

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT 

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

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

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

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

The Board can modify or choose net tc re!e::se a forme.! comme:it letter. The 
alternative of not sending a letter is not recommendl?d, as we would lose the opportunity 
to provide SCAG with comments to enhance the 2012 RTP/SCS document 

NEXT STEPS 

Upon Board approval, the comment lsttsr vvill be transmitted to SCAG for their 
consideration in developing their Final 2012 RTP/SCS. SCAG is scheduled to adopt 
their Final 2012 RTP/SCS at their April 2012 General Assembly meeting. 

AITACHMENTS 

A. Draft comment letter to SCAG 

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



Executive Director of Countywide Planning 

Arthur T. Leahy · 
Chief Executive Officer 

SCAG Daft 2012 Regional Transponation Plan Page 5 
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Boutd of Airport 
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Valerll C. \l,,letco 
vito Pre.idc:nt 
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Dq;dlllShl 
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January 20, 2012 

Mr. Hasan lkhrata 
Executive Director ,, 
Southern California Associ!:llloo of Governments 
818 W. Seventh Street. 12th Floor · 
Los Angeles, CA ~Q017-3435 

Re: Comment's on the Draft 2012 Regional Transportation E'lan 

Dear Mr.. lkhrata: 

Los Angeles World Airports (lAWA) appredates the opportunity to comment on the 
Draft 2012 Regional Transporta_tiori Plan (RTPJ, and Is committed to worklhg wlth all 
levels of government to address the future transportation needs of Southern 
California. As the operator of tv.i:o of the region's commercial airports, Los Angeles 
lnte national (L,ty() and Ontario International (ONT), and operator of Van Nuys 
General Aviation Airport (VNY), LAWA plays an important role in meeting the 
region's demands for air travel and goods movement. 

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

1. Use of Airport Funds 

LAWA's first priority is to maintain safe and efficient airports. Our revenues and 
expenditures are used to support that effort and fulfill our commitment to supporUng 
the national airspace system. All af rports have a tremeAdous demand for capita! 
improvements. 

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



Mr. lkhrata 
January 20, 2012 
Page 2 

Comments on the Draft 2012 
Regional Transporta ion Plan 

evertheless, LAWA seeks to partner with SCAG to find solutions lo support ground 
access Improvements to airports, other primary transportation facilities, and 
"secondary" airports In the region. 

2. Use of Airport Express Buses 

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

LAWA has spent a great deal of resources carefully studying the feasibility of 
eslabllshing new FlyAway@) routes to serve LAX. However, even for LAX, with its 
extensive market area and passenger base, il has been a challenge to find station 
loca ·ons that are both viable and success ul. LAWA lnvl es SCAG to continue 
examining ways o bring similar projects to other airports, but cautions that these 
services, by themselves, may not be effective in increasing passenger demand at 
"secondary" airports. 

3. Aviation Activity Cons raints 

LAWA agrees that the aviation activity constraints in the region, and potential 
dispersion of hat activity al other airports :::hould ba rs-examined in subsequent 
regional plans. 

4. Additional Technical Clarlflcatlons 

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

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

• LAWA recommends the ollowfng changes to Tables .d-6 and 4-7 In the 
Aviation and Airport Ground Access secUons of the RTP: 

o In Table 4-6, the fol owing projects should be included in the list of 
projects completed since the project no ice of preparation In 2008 
(foo note ): Douglas St., La Cienega Blvd., Lincoln Blvd. (all), ash St., 

i-C DCC, ~1,00 I 
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Regional Transportation Plan 

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

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

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

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

5. 2011 Atr Passenger Survey 

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

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

MDF:DA:yl 
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January 30; 2012 

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

Dear Honorable Members: 

CITY OF Los ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA 

Attachment D 

AN:rONIO R. VJLLARAIGOSA 
' MAYOR 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

MIOiAEL J. L0CP..AND£ 
Oll!CTOII 

C213) 97a:i 211 

N..mBELL,/JO 
Cfl'l/1Y OIR!CTOR 
12\3) 9711-1172 

EVA YUAN-MCDANIEL 
O!PVIY CIR(Cl0~ 
1213) 978-1273 

VACANr 
DEPVIYDIR!CfOII 
(213) 978-1274 

FAX: 013) 978-1275 

INFORMATION 
www.plannlng.ladty.org 

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

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

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

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

Plan; and, 
E. CJarify the role of recen ly enacted streamlining provisions under the California 

Environmental Quality Act. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

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

FISCAL IMP ACT 

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

~~ · 
MICHAELJCffi.AN~ 
Director of Planning 

.KE'N BERNSTEIN, AICP 
Principal City Planner 

/) ~<J /,,0~) 
\ .,,.- , .4 ,(!,,/.'A (d( - I ~ 

CLAL~,~@)N,)JCP­
City Pla.91..-i~ 

Attachment 

~~ 
Deputy Director 

-{,'FAif:&tt 
Senior City Planner 

/-{ (µJ)4~~c! 
NA01'.fl GUTH 
City Planning Associate 



ATTACHMENT 

(Date] 

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

Dear Ms. Lin: 

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

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

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

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

p b."1.; mid, 
E. Clarify the role of recently enacted streamlining provisions under the California 

Environmental Quality Ac ... 

A. High Quality Transit Areas and Growth Patterns 

The SCS frames growth patterns, in part, in terms of being within or outside of 'High Quality 
Transit Areas (HQTAs)." An HQTA is defined as, "generally a walkable transit village or 
corridor, consistent with the adopted RTP/SCS, that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units 
per acre and is within a½ mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service 
frequency during peak commute hours.• HQT A boundaries are graphically portrayed in exhibits 
throughout the SCS. For the City of Los Angeles, the vast majority of the City's land area falls 
within HQTA boundaries, as seen in the following Exhibits: 4.4, 4.9, 4.13, 4.15, and Exhibits 19, 
20 and 21 in the SCS Background Documentation (see Attachment). 

These HQTA boundaries encompass all neighborhoods within a½ mile radius and appear to 
indicate that gwwth will ake place throughout the area, including low density single-family 



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

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

A HQTA is generally a walkable transit village or corridor, consistent with the adopted 
RTP/SCS , that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units per acre and is within a½ 
mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-rninute or less setvice frequency during peak 
commute hours. This was represented by the proportion of Greenfield versus Refill (infill 
and redevelopment) growth in each of the scenarios. Within these boundaries, grm1/th 
within a given jurisdiction is consistent with the inteerated growth forecast for that 
jurisdiction and is distributed according to the jurisdiction's land use plans. Thus. while 
areas within ½ mile of a transit stop or corridor are walkable in relation to transit not all 
such areas are targe ed for erowth and/or land use cbanl?"es. ' 

B. rban enter and Growth Patterns 

The SCS frames the overall land use pattern across the SCAG region around six fac ors. The 
HQTAs, discussed abo e are one factor. Another fact.or is the regions urbanized core versus 
peripheral areas. Urbanized core areas or "core centers, are defined in the SC as, "areas where 
strategies such as co pact community design. mixed-us_ developmen redevelopme t of aging 
retail areas greater housing variety, and additional transit service are more likely to succeed. • 
Exhibit 4.5, Urban enters SCAG Region (see Attachment) depicts the locations of these urban 
centers. How e; tbc t.uban ce:;:;._.:-rs do ;:;.ot appc align wi u;e rbiil'.1 cc::m.e::rs identified in 
Exhibit 4. 15 for areas within the City of Los Angeles. 

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

. La.nd se aro nd tation Areas 

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



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

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

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

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

Commercial Corridors 
Density projections are too high 

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

Public Facilities 
Land use changes 9.t school srtes !hat are ot p ojec ed o change 
High residential densities or comme cial uses projected on public facili ·es such as 
along free ays. county jail open space 

Recommendation: The City ecommends that more appropriate representations of land use 
around s ation areas be made, whi~b can be i entiii d -n cl tai1 d aruiota: ed maps f the station 
areas and provided under separate cover. 

D. Proposed Bi e ~,a 

The SCS emphasizes the importance of active transportation options in meeting the mobility 
needs of the SCAG region, including walking and biking. While SCAG has proposed a regional 
bikeway network, lhe CS includes the contributions of localities in developing bicycle networks 
within e locality and linking to othe transit modes reflec ed in Exhibit 4.11 Proposed Bikeway 

etwork SCAG Region (see Attachment). Howe er, it appears that the City of Los Angeles 
recently adopted 2010 Bicycle Plan for 1,684 miles of bike facilities across Los Angeles is not 
included in this Exhibit. Some segments of this bicycle network are in development and have 
been identified. for fundmg, and are therefore included. in the 2012 RTP list of transportation 
investments. Including the full proposed bicycle network will support the Jong-tenn commitment 
to pursue resources for development of the network. 



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

E. CEQA treamlining Incentives for Sustainable Land e Pattern 

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS directly addresses the opportunity for relief under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under Senate Bill 3 75, the requirement to prepare a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) was coupled with incentives to encourage sustainable 
development and implementation of an SCS. The incentives are comprised of relief under 
CEQA, such as streamlined documentation or exemption from environmental review 
requirements, for specific development types in specific locations, as long as such development 
is consistent with the land use reflected in the SCS. As any proposed development is considered 
by local jurisdictions, this CEQA relief is at the discretion of local jurisdictions. However, as 

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

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

1) In the discussion of the mandate to prepare an SCS (page 106 of the 2012-2035 
RTP/SCS), ameod the last sentence of the second to last paragraph: 
'In addition, some projects consisten with the SCS 8fe may be eligible for 
streamlined environmental re, iew. ' 

2) In Exhibits 4.1, 42 and 4.3 regarding population, employment and household growth, 
respectively see A..ttachment) remove the depiction of Transit Priority Project (TPP) 
areas. TPP i ~ 0ne pa...--ticular typ of de e;Jopment that qualifies for CEQA sueamlining. 
Depicting this in these exhibits is confusing because a TPP is not defined. Furthermore 
the depiction of TPP bmmdaries detracts from 1h pwpose of the exhibits, which is to 
show where growth is directed over the planning period of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. 

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

'"To conduct required modeling analysis for the RTP/SC CAG 
distributes the growth forecast data to transportation analysis zones 
(TAZs) to capture localized effects of the interaction of land use and 
transportation. Additionally SB 375 offers loee:l go•1emmen*5 potentia:l 
CBQA relief far qualified dcrclopmeut projeets ooB:5isteat v.~th an 



adopted SGS. SCAG suggests that utilizing eoffiffiumty types at the Ti\Z 
level of geegr-aphy (vr.i.th a:a average size of 160 sq1¼8:!'e acres) offers local 
jurisdictions adeqeate i.Bfoanation a.ad flCKibility to make appropriate 
eonsisten.ey fin.dings for prej eots to be eligiale to receive CEQA 
st.reeunlicing benefits. 
To further facilitate regional modeling of land use information from nearly 
200 separate jurisdictions, SCAG developed a simplified series of 
Community Types to represent the land use categories taken from the 
region, s many general plans ... '1 

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

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

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

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

Attachment 

CC: Ken Bernstein, Principal City Planner 
Naomi Guth, City Planning Associate 
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XHIBIT 4.13 Land Use Pattern SCAG Region (2035) 
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ex111 orr 4.1s Land Use Pattern Los Angeles County (2035) 
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1:xmm 1s Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2008 
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EXllllllT 20 Land U p tt - -,,-----se a ern Map - City of Los Angeles 2020 
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1:x111orr 21 Land Uso Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2035 
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!:XII IBIT 4.5 Urban Centers SCAG Region 
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EXIIIOtT 4.11 Proposed Blkeway Network SCAG Region 
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:XIIIOIT '1,1 Population Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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1:XHIDIT 4.2 Employment rowth SCAG Region (2035) 

rr------------------ ·-----------,-' 
!! 

.. . , . . 
1· ~ ... - '~ t, 

I..,_ .. ,:... ,r,· rj,,· 
' ·· - · ! . .. 

-· , .. , .,, 

ai 

.... . . 
: 

. ! 

. ' 

l .,. ·,; t, 

: ) ... ... 
- . ' 

.. .. 
..• .. 

J 

-tb 

·, 
I ,, 

I •, 

,.,; .;;.'I . 
.# h c,,t.i 6 . .,t· ... . ··~··-"" 

I • ·; ~~- •·I · 
1 ~ Lr~·- ?" .;,,.. • ~' ' • " . ·. )..... .., --~· ... \ ... ; . ,... ,- · .. -1· -,-----... ...r"~ . .. .- . . . . - v-• ~ I f--., l • employmmt Gfowth (2008. 2035) ~ ~~- ·.. -. ;'· • 

(Jobs per Squarv el ' ~ .;;-; " ~ ~ •. : 
le:,sU18'1100 

101 • 500 

501 -1.000 
,001- .soo 

JIii Greatorlllan 1.500 
TPP Afea Ill 2035 

.... 
~-.... ,., 

1·--
1,1 ·, ( 'i ! !.,I\, ' , .... .,. " ( 

.. ~ • r-r,, . - " 

. ... .. , . . 
··" ·. 

·-
• 

'• 

.. ~. San D~go 

.. 

.., 
• .. . . . 

• t ... ...... 

·, 
•-· . ' 
:..: t 

.-... 

., 

. ,. 

s. n~Bffl\ard no 
·c_-ounty 

r•kf 
County 

,, ... 

~ I ' :Cl: ---===-----·,,,. 

I 

' 

.. ~ 

re 

l .. 



U:UIBIT 4.3 Housing Un t Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

! I : I ! i i Widen and restripe to accommOdate two through lanes in ' I 
l-_ LosAnaetes ___ j_ Local_HigAway _1!_ Cap319ity _----L 11thStreet ----·--·---~ ... AviationBlvd _______ j_ LaCiene~Blvd .... , ____ J. ea __ ch.dlrect. ion__ _____ ___ ---L .L~~les_Ci!Y__-i 
! j · • . ! ,:·, · . i ··'? ,., } · ; +t·. ~bt ~•den) Q_"i'.Qftand~emoveembeddedrallsandties.~sla!I = ! ·,:,·· . ~ I 
i .. I ' · . · ,. I .... I . . . .. ·· I .,~. . ! . , . .".1: • ! 'af,ol~fltum~~nnehzat,onandw!dencurbretumstoreduce '.. 1 .. ··• ,.:,n.", ; 
L_ Los Angeles Local H19hway~ C!!E_aclty~ __ j_ Alameda Street p S-101 f::!!L!:i . -~.l 1-10 LWL__ . :..-- .) · ·- · 1 ·~· congestion and_ Improve truck movement _ , i • - - -~. t~s CJ!y__j 
! I I i 1 ! I Alameda St. from 1-10 to Seventh St. - project includes i i 
! i i ' i l rehabilitation of the roadway, removing enbedded rails and , '! 
! J ! ! i ! ! ties, Installing left tum channellzatlon, spot widening where i , 

h Los ~~Jl: les _ .-k Local Hi2!:.V«/Y, +-,-,C~gacily,J .· • j Mame.~~-,~r~t·-·· ..... _. . ,,,. b,J.: 10Fy.')'-="""_ --+7th St ~- ,:,::;~ ~e~.ed.~~~i:lr~ffic . 11 A _ aliiltheCity , .. j. LosAngelesC~~ 

i , ~\:_. .... . j .. . .. • I·/< ,.· : :!.<·· · , , , /. f.·t?/Ai,f>~t+.{ . .iff. :, , . I . )•}\;;;j;>i~. J A:~~aci:lmits~:·sr!otheiu1·~ ~~1Jr~~sharp~r.i:h i\< t ·.., · . 'I l. Los,Ana_eles _ · _11 _ _ Local Hi!jhway _ --L....C~acity '• . i'" : •. '.Nhambra Avenue'·:r··· _ v_• .. ':,1 :-:-Lowell Ave . --- · ·, .... ·:J. City of Alhambra ci!fllm1ts _l_2aM'to_eonaoce traffic and capaci~.' --· · -···"'·-"< <t--~Aogeles C!!:t.... ;_] 
i ! ! k I U Wlden Anaheim St. from 78' to 84' and restripe to i : 
i ! ! ' accommodate an additional lane In each direction: !his · _J 
t-1os_Ana_eles 11_ ,Local_HLghway ____ 1- Ca..e,acllt . . --~ Anaheim Street -----· .• Farra_gut Ave _ _______ .l,_ Domi!!Suez Channel .-·-- ~uldJmprqve t~e. roadway from 4 lanes to 6 lanes_ . -~Los An~les C!!Y 
; . . 1 , ... . . . ! ·-~ ~. , . : ~ " : · . . ... :.," i .. . ···· · ',t ; J .W/d~n and _iestnpe to accommodate three throvgh lanes In ! := ., ..... ~ ! 
1,-. L9~_AngeJes ·---J- LocalH19hway -J-:_capacity_''.• :·">' ! -Av1atl00Boulevard __ · :·t, ArborV~aeSt . •,·;:·~,:· ; lmper1aL~ ·, . ....... ~ clidlrect1on 1 ·---- ,, __ . __ , ___ :· 't ·;;-f LosAoge'iesC.!!Y, _ _J 
i 1 ! i i i Widen _east side of Balboa Blvd. south of Devonshire St. for I i 
' 1 i i : I appr0X1matelyS00ft.,andrestripethe lntersectlontoprovlde / : 
, i i i i , i dual left-tum lanes for the northbound and southbound I i 
L.....!:9~ ~eJ~---+--~ocalJ:!.l~Y. __ _ J~~~L ! Balboa Boulevard ____ .k,....i;>evonshlre St _ _L. ----=..---··-_l_!e.e!:oac~!'!.!________ •. ·-------J' __ J,2.~.-~!leles_f!!Y _____ i I ' ' , ~ :- - ' .. . . ; . . I,, • ~ i~ .S¼':. r -' ;, - . ' . ! Replace fhe existing brldg_~·10·1ncreas~ traffic capaclly ahd . . . ';', .. I 

I, "1· -~ · I .· 1 · I l I wid~l)fr'!sfrip~rsouthbol!JilliUS-101 off!1'8mp at Bamam Blvd , · I 
, Los AnQeles _ ,. ' __ Loce1 Highway___L __ C~acit_r. __ ---~..!3.!!!!!.<!m Boulevard ________ -·-· US-101 FwyJ3rldg~----l---··-------·----~·--i-·to .erovide,s9!l.thbourid ddiJble lefllUl"Ql~es· ______ , __ ..J .... ~os An.9eles City ... ' _,, 

i l I I I I Widen west side of Barham Blvd. to provide a southbound I i 
i l 1 ! , 1 ! light-tum only lane on Barham Blvd. and le> improve access 1 

1-,..J.os_Ana_eles j Local. H~y~ Capacity i Barham Boulevard ---b- Coral Dr·----~----~----~ to Universal Studios and to the 101.~B on·ratnflc ______ J_. Los Angeles.£!.tx,.....-1 
i · · i · . ~ ' '"~ ~- ; ; = . . , . 1• ,- l , . 1 Wider} .. s!ll:fl!l !1;9" P.! B,everly Glen Blvq to create a right tun:i r,f-.,.-,~..;.; · 1 
k Los Anneles •j · Local Hinhwav ! •Caeac;i,, ~<,....,·"" ! Bever1y Clen Boulevard · , l Mulholland Or , , " , .. ,/, · ; onlylane:.RQW"acqufsition needed · ~ ~--~·Los.Anneles 't.?:~ • i r---=---, --'-"'-·-··'-.-- =-~ -- r-·- ' ·--- -T"Widennonfislaeof'Srai'iilforo"Sl:--toprovlcl'e an aoalf/o'nar T--·-·-·"--~-!~-, 
1--~os.~~eJe~ _ __j__!I L~J . .tt.~Q!l.~~-~£!e.~i!y_ :- 0 I· ~rj!ord, ~re~ ~ :-··l-~~~7~.!!XE.!1.81;7;;;:::[-~'"!!I?:?:,::~ .. : . .;.+ ;~ii~~::~ated access to waterlront,area-from ra!I il 1!l~ ~e.!.El.~..£)!L...i , . .,,. ~ . .,. ·!· . ...,. !'( i,I,. , 1 .. ,.... a.:,:;·: ·»lr¾~ 1 · · ,. fl ... I " ~ .. ~ ·,,r.,,, • .,,.. .~ •• .,. - • - • 1 !&~ ~ 1 
1 .. , ;. l <l-~ ,,, ;,\<"':!"' • _"·,,, , , t ,.,, • . ,,..,,,:cz,~,,s;;.r,,,,· _. .: - . . .~:. 1 nnes, e~,end B~ad-A\l'eto Wa!erSti'ee!; l'Nt install bike' j ;f,<!;J ~ • •• • l LOS An~es ~- L~l tf'~ay - ~~ ~ycily _ill._ ,":":..!j; 'Broa<ttID~- . , ,~ __ J::!!!!y BfidQes-.Blv~ "".~~ ','t Watef'St v_ .• _)...,, +- lal)es and srdewalk0S on both slde.qtBroa'd ~ ----· ~ ~ os'A!!9!l~tlx,_. -! 
1 r 1 i , • 1 1 • 
! ! I : i I i Reduce congestion on Bundy by reconfiguring the 1-10 WB i I 
! i I ! I I i ramps (consolidate to one ramp location accommodating i i 
1.. • ~os,_Af1Seles ··- .. .;_ •. Local .H~aL~- C_¥<:Jty --=-+- Bundt..Q0ve ----·-- - , . ... _ ~~ ram-2!___ ,_,_,__, .. _ ____ , ___ . J_ bo!h the on and off ramps with.new siil,n~I . . . J~ Los Angeles C}ty~ ... i i . :,. , N • '" -~ {. ;; , I . · ' f , ! . . t ' ,. i W1,!lert Burpank'Blvd. to a .. mator No[iway standa«,i;,c~o;J!)Ot I ··· ;~ "~ t:.% -.;;1 
f. · · ' .;;"' ~t ~"' 1:,· . . t .· . i· - . _ ! . · , -~. ,.. , ·: i I rooow:irNidth).on bothj_!d~ ?,.f,slree\ to improve.' roady,ay ;~ ,,. ~ , ! 
1·· Los eJ,.9eles ~ ·~ -i:' rt~ Locar H19liway -~m, Capacl!Y..~. ~ ~ rba~Bo<ilevai"d --~-...: . •. L CJylioume A.ye - -~- ~ ' l ' Vineland A~e .. -··--.. --L ca~L-.. .. ·-·· - - ~ j ."' ·-- . . . ;l • L .. Lo~. A11,lieles CJ!Y.~ .~ 
f I i l ! I Widening to add second westbound through lane and i ! 
: L os.Angeles ·---·-+=_ Loca. I H.i~aL.{-Capacity__ ____ l. Bu.rban~ B.oulevard ______ , US-191fwyWB _____ .. ,t- . ., .. ---·----l u..ey.ra~raffi. re si ~~I . ____ .' . _.,,.. ..,.,.,~J-Los ~9.;!es Q!!Y It 

:;.·, .. o- l t;.""' 'I". ., ..• , ,,. ·• I I ·· 1--W1d! n;wes g-o - mptoprqveanghttum·onlyli3~e !(l,i,i ,, , _, I .. J os_M~ ... ·.; p'.!,.dcal HIQHWliE_ __ -i ,~ Ciy>Ji® .:.i.__j~D93/:Avenue . s.. lfs.10t,WB-0ff-ra.!:]p- ____ ., t.. ~· . · _ _ , ···---Han09!!-·lwa ==----·--· __ _f).4 _£. __ ' , ~-.i .... _ Los· Ang_"eles City/ , . ., , 
r , , i i : , Widening to add a second westb01Jnd left-tum lane and a , : 
j j ! ! i ! l dedicated northbound righ1-tum Jane and upgrade traffic I : 
L._ Los An!,leles , ____ ! Local Hi!,!hway j_ Ca.e_aclty _______ t: . Cano9a, Avenue __ ., _______ ,_[~ B_ urbank Blvd--·-·-····--···+.:·--·---·- ----··--.. - -!- slQ!lal -·····--·------=-----·-.. ·----·--·-·!1 ___ Los Angeles City .. __ ••. i 
'· ' '· 1 t,;!?;, '::! ! :···."j" ,.· ~., .. ·,~ ~ [ .. ::;:;: ·"· .. _:,·;,, _: ; ,'I.\ ··' •. i Purchase20.newbusestoa'~o·tcf at:ocii1Circulatorbus··o;;:i , '· ·t,, i I ' i •. ,. :,,,; ,.·· i ., .,. I ~ ' I '«, "''~ "' _i·. ·~~-1\1 I syS1emt>etween\J_'entu_ra8oulevaidadnCanog-a0range l ' ,· •• ) ' I .. ' ,..: '' .. ,,., I ·- '. I ;,: ,; • ,(• - I ' I ' I l ... ·. : ·· . .! : ;<:1 ~ .(;f-' ,... . . . ; ~ , \ ' i !Jt · ,">S' ; .... l l . Line Sta1ion: lnS1~(fnliw bus stielters· andlor_enhance the ]'t ,. , , :· ':l 
1-·-· Los Angeles . ' j. __ Local H19hwaY..i!J:1 ..... Tran~. ·~·--- ..... ....l,I, ' C~a·,e.v~mJe • - . ... r Ventura,_E;~IVd ., .. /2'..,_j:. Canoga Orarige Llne,Statlon!I, '. ::~~~n~~ ~~t::,~~n'::Jlo~;h~~~:'.l~~~e ···--- .. ·r ~~ Ang_eles C;ty .• ' ·, 

i I , . I I sorthbound and eaS1bound phasing from left-tum permttted i ! 
L ~00nae1es -~ ___ Local _Highway _~apa~~~- -·~~~~a~venue-...,.......,_ 4 Satico St " ---~ ____ __J to_psotected. ____ _ ... ·-·-··= -·- ------ -f~., LosA1\~~sC~_j 

l lo ,AnJl~les ,. _ _ _J_ Local ,HigJJ\i~'b • Ji'/''cM~ i&·}:;:':lf"! l c'orci: ~t,/ can~on Boulevard .l. Ventura Blvd, ---l Ma nolia ~-· ! Remove Jut-outs fo ad~ th~fu!gf1:1a'Kii'1~·each dJreclioo ·-·ti;~ ('osArrg¢1~s· City_ ___ ,! 
i j_' l l i I i Widening to add eastbound and westbound through lanes i 
i .• Los An~eles ... ,_ .. , _ Local _Hi~LJ Capacity i Corbin Avenue ______ , _ __[ ____ Victor:t!!)vd ______ ....... - ............ L. _______________ ., _____ i __ and upgrade traffic signal _____ , ................. _________ i ...... Los An.9a tes City ...... J 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

Strate_gic- Projects 
C:.ounty System From/At t To Project _Description Leacl Agenc;y 

{ :• 
i i 
~-lo_s_An_. n_eles Local Hlnf1w$v Ca=cHv i · 'Crenshaw Boulevard 

I ,~:.,.. .. ,~, ":"~--1 ,,::_~- c""''. '°"""' --_-

I Wld~n SB Crenshaw Blvd to ·provide a SB right-tum only 
, , · · lane nd redesign lhe WB off-ramp to reduce congestion 

__ 1-10_ WBon-ram,P~ .~---•· --l - ··-· . _ _ ._ ___ __ ; and lmproye J!llJ~aclloo oeerat10n '., .· < "" ---'---~-.. ..Los An.9.eles C11Y/---· 
i Improve traffic now along Culver Blvd between Cenlineta 

~'· --=L.::.os:c..c...,c.c.=ec..cle""s __ -. Lpeal H•ohwa 1 Ca acllv • j .. De Soto Aveue 

I Ave and 1-405 Freeway Including providing teft-lum lanes at 
Canlln~[!,""A""v..a.e ____ _,,_!:405 Fwy .ls.f!X slglll'l'~.~-,!r!!!rseetions {l_!!.i:/.!:!!1.!!!i!.!.'.9.~~~~~v_d......_....,...+--""L!? .• ~~!l!!.9l 

l lntersaction widening to add through and/or tum lanes, and . 

Venh;!,ra Blvd 
upgrade traffic signal io Include new phasing as needed lo 

~ Clarll S1 • Im OVI! Intersection ea :.,. Los An etas Cil 

,1----=Los=-An~""e""'le'"'s __ -+-._-"-_"'_"' __ ....;,..,"'· - - "- I De Soto Aveue !: Widen ng to add eastbound and westbound righ1 tum lanes 
, and u :ad trame slgnal Los An elet Cl 

I Wld1J11ing'"'t-o""a'""dd..,.d'"'e<1'"""1ca"~ t-ed-,-ea-s""tbound-~westbound---,--(:--1g,,..ht'"'tim--+--'~-"""=.;..;;.s· ... ----1 
Satioo~ St 

Los eles LocalH I OeS;~Seet Partl\enia SI 

Los eles Local H CallfaSt 

Los eies'"' Local H Mateo St nearWB 1-10 o 

I 1-...;::.Los:;:...:Ang-""'.c;elcces"--_,...,.. __ Loca=-IH_1.,.111Na __ ~--~-9ap;w:ity Fallbrook Avenue Blvd 

I I ane and IIOIU1bo!Wl<I phasing from tell-tum permitted 10 
ccled. 

Widening to add northbound and westbound right-tum lanes 
and lnslall ,- traffic s· oal 
Widen Ent.ofprlsa SI 81 Maleo St (near WB-10 bff-ramp) to 
Im o lruck movemem at Qlrt) returns 
Wkl nlng to add weS1bound right tum lane and upgrade 
tralflc s nal 
Widen Figueroa St to major highway standard from 62 fl lo 

Los 

Los 

LosAn elesCl 

LoSA!)Sele_a_C_it_.._. 

I Los Angeles J L.ocal Htahwa Ca __ ty 1 · Figueroa Street 

I.'~ ,,,.,,~:-:t!' ~.,_ Copoo,y ' I """". '~lst~ "--

Redondo Beach Blvd 80 II to provide ttyee lanes In each dlrectl,==°"-....,...,.,.,,...,,....,...-t-..... Loa ~!!!! Cl 
Widen to Increase capacity and improve access to 1-5 Fwt; 

LA River ----------~~~~..,._, . ..,.,..!!!d bike lanes and sidewalks ----·--·- -,---,-,- . Los Ang_eles Clt,r._, __ 

'. _~\}r.,,.~ Wlden nOljh of Balboa Blvd OV!lr dJ!verl and.widen west leg 

1.1~./\"il,I .. _ 1 .. Local H.!<""Y __ _ . C•J>O' !/;. ~ "f °""111 Bbolo"" ·---
. ;I ol FoolMI Blvd at Balboa ~t~d, Upgcad'e traffic signal to ,, ; 

JJ!lboa,l3M __ , ___ ,!,_, _ _'J · Im elntersectfoncae,qfili,_,, __ ,J,J;__ ___ ··· __ . __ l&l.~.ll!!.!!.!.£1 

I. Construct a new bridge with bike path (Including equestrian 

I Lo~!les -- '. Local Htshway ,l F0<est_!.awn,Dr;.;.ive;;;...... __ 

trail) over LA River at LAEC. Re-allgh the SR-134 freeway 
on/off ramps at Forest Lawn Dr, to Improve flow and 

_near SR-134 Brldll!__j~River . ___ ~-1!1:'..:-------- --------1,. .. ~~~,9.eles City 
, Widen Founlaln Ave to add a left-tum ne al "each , 

~ 5!!! AnJI!'les Locaf Hfghwa¥_ ·j ,, Fowi1ain Avenue · ~unset Blvd !, Western Ave _____ rmer1eet!on-ROW ulalllon needed 
Widen Glenoaks Blvd to provide an eastbound right-tum 
lane i Los An eles Local Hl!!!n!! ~ Gl~!!!..Boulevard ____ -+.....cSunlaod Blvd r--

Los les Loeal Ces8f Chavez Ave 

Local Hlphwa Grand Avenue Brld e OvetUS 101 F 

Se lveda Blvd 

Tern SI. ' 
Widen bl'ldge ove,-US-101 Fwy tq Improve access to_ US--
101 SR-1101 MIR school and Grana Ave, 
Widen the Existing bridge to provide dual left-llm lane onto 
tne 101 !WI 110 treeways on-ramps, Includes, and add 

lane and -tun lane, and widen sidewat 
Widen to provide oonlinuous thtel! through Janes in eadl 
<llreGtlon 
tnt.ersectlon widening to add lllrough and/or tum lanes. and 
upgrade traffic signal to Include new phasing as needed to 

LO$ 

Los 

Los etas Ci 

;...-.;=l:.::.os;:;.Ang:..="'e"'les-""---<i--"'-Locat=,._H"'i"'g_l'IWa=.L..-~~C:::ar;:::::!l. ___ ...,,·~l~IWl=n;:~:; __ :;:.:, t:t:.... _____ -1-...:::0We=:..:nsmouth=="'A::;v:.;e,.__ __ -+-"De:::...,SotO=::.:S,::1:...... ____ 4 _,..;;l:;,:c=ve:.:.:.:ln:;:tersedion;:.::.:;::::::· ::.:.,:ca:==:l.:.--~--------1--=L-~etes Cit 
Wkl.en and tes:trlpe. to accommodate three ·fhrO<Jgh lanes In 

.... ii ~ L=os~ Ang~e,~le ___ s ___ ~1ooca,= ... 1 ~H,N .... hwa=~--1-C=a,pac,t~~Y~ __ ...,_._f ~ _La~ C=ie=n=eg-!! Bou=r~ev~ar=d~--~--~c.=.~Vi~,tae~ St=-~-·'>'_·~---t--1~1 ... 1th~ st~-~~---__,e.,.ad'I=·-,.....d·~irect---:'l~on...,..,~---..,....,..~· «~/ _,,,.---,-'-· -.--.,-'---t--Lo __ s'--"_,._,e,_et"'""C""!l~---1 
i i Widen and restrlpe to provide conUnuous three through 

~_t._na~_es___ Losit Hlghway_..,.__c~a~ aclt_y~ ___ J ... · . La Tijera.Jl.!?.!!!~2~-----.1':L~ Blvd ________ :-,_,_,--~ _.
1
._ .. !:!.9!,ne_S!!.~----..,i.,..-/~!Jn each dlr8Clton .. ~--------~--h2!f.._!JQ!_ )!!£ 1)1, _____ , 

I ' ' · . _ vv,oen Iha west aide of Lau el Canyon Blvd south or , 
! I .:,$ MulnollaOd Dr to CQrry two ~uU,boulld ta,ies 1ll(ou51h Uie , 
U.~~eles Local Hlghw i Laud/ cii'n}'.ooBoulevard _ 'xMholL~ . Dr ~L-- lnterractJon . . __ .. ,x ,, ___ ·-l~---~-,_ Los ,Angale! City! 
· · -~--- ----,-~~ i Pannering with Caltrans & LA County, im,>rove Lincoln Blvd 
1
1 

:,,_: I between Jellel'$on Blvd & Fiji Way including removing the 
1,., existing boHleneck by replacing/widening the existing bridge I i lo provide an add'l lane In each direction & on-street bike 

t--··Los.~tes Local Hley Ca,Laci!Y, ____ l.1.Lncoln Boulevard "' Jefferson Blvd -~ Fi~ la"!!,..._. ' ' ~ ~ I R move Jul-outs on Maclay at Gladstone-and install a new 
i Los Anneles L=..at Hlnhwn\l Ca =t11 I Mada" Street G_tad~_\lfl __ e _A.,,. ~· ttalllc sl nal r -'=- -=i:..: ... ic.= ... --+-...... "'·=----+_,I--'= =---------+-' - =--- Widen the nor1h side or Magnolia Blvd. to provlde an 

I Los An,._e __ le __ s ____ _,__L_oca~ l .... H....._hw __ ..___..._ .... c_i!,,P.._acl ____ ty._ __ ~---'M'""'"'agno..._ ___ 1 a ___ Bou _____ lev ....... ar~d ...... __ _._,.J;J!.hlle .a~B .... l __ vd ______ ~_Vi ... 1 __ n_el_and~ A_v_e~ north~~s~ld_e_~_ad_d~lll ......... ona!Jllne In the westbound 111rection. Los 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS (Attachment E) 

Strategic Projects 
System Category f Route Name 

• l 
Front/A\ 1 Project.,D•scrfpfion Lead Agincy 

Lot ~ eles Mason Avenue 

I 

I Widening to add Exclusive rtghl,lum lanes for all 

-+_;,:,=='---+~=:.,_:,,:,==---=---.;.c:.~·..:Sal=ico=r..:St:.:....__;;. ----+---· ------~·~· ..-1 _ ,!.l?Proaches and upgraae traffic signal ···-- -:--e--t--'L .. o ___ s ~.9!!.l!"'"s""Cc.c.. ~ ---1 
I Widen Ml&skln Road lo provide an addHJonal through lane in ! 

Mission Road i Los~elea 
I' each dlredion, end install new pedesulan signal at Sld'lel , 

Street Lo~eles Ct\ 1 

Widen Moorpark Al/a. 10 increase capaclly and Install street - . ... ~ 
--+--""="'-'-'""'-'c.;:_.,.,------1--'Gr= lff!!'!l-.. v ... e ______ ,. __ M_arell!IO St 

r 
Los eJes M~_6yenue I curb, and guile!', ___ Los Jes Cit 

Grade seperate North Main Street over tire exiting Metro\lnk · 
~~----+--IIY,~man Ave· ammolhAve 

and freight tracks; reduces delays for vehicles and transtl 
...!,2sAngeles Local lji!lhv.'.&Y Ca.eaclty N~-~.!)n Street 

I 
.....c----'-------;----'A"'lbl""on ____ St"-------t----------+-!!!!!!'.! traveling on Main ~ '--,---,,---:--,--,,,,...,,..-1-.:;Lo~s:..:;:!~eles C!!): f Widen N. Spring St. between ~oundOUI SL to Baker SL from 

r 44 fl . to 1111 80' roadway width and install landscaped , 
Los eles ' Ca North S ---4- =----;--'-'R"'ound="-out~ S"-1 -----1---=-B11ker SI'----- '· 'llllldians '\«·. L~-~n .!l!!.f.!!\'...__J 

-- - lmprovemenis to thu lntersectillll by 1ticreaslng tire cu1> I 

LosAn !!lll!. capacl!L_, 
return radius of all four= and Olympic Bllld I 

~---+--~~!P_fil. ____ __,_ --1-~==::::e;:;.s·. BOW requked ~~s Angeles CL__ 

L~~9~!es local .!:i!a!:!way CalSllcljy 

-~S!.~~es L~cal Hlghw!!}'. Ca1?!!£il~ 

=;:....----1---A-"-la""med=:.::a.;:Sl~----·------ ~·- ---+-....:.Wic.a.id:c;:en= IOJ!!'.Pf.OVII 11\JCk movemen~(.~111-<>f•waynqulredL;.. h~s An eles c ~ 
Widening curb relrwl lo Improve truck movement through the 

----t-~..,_.;, ......................... ----,.=",,.,...-=------...... -------~---;-----------;-1..._.nl~ectlon. , . ...,.. Los Angele$ C!!.Y.,_, 

t Widr:mlng to add southbound and eastbound rig~~:tu¾·r_anes, ... 
i Leis _s __ ,r__,L::,:OCS::;0 ::,l.:.;H"""'='----+..:....,== "-- ~ '-+--'"'""===== Can ,....,.....,... ____________ 4,..._ add a northbocr,d left·lurn lane, ane1 upg'l'g!..\!11!f!_c_s,..,l~na __ l.;.... -+--=Lqs Ang!!les city 1 , I l ":'idenlng lo add northt>ound lefl-hm and upgrade traffic j I Los ~ ele!..,... L~ H' ~Y.- Capacity ~ h ~~~~,_u_e __ -+_s=ali.C!l.t.§.t'----,c,-,---+------:----·- . sisnaJ. ----+___..,;L!!~~gelell Cit 

! ' ' OXnard Street widening trorn.75 it exiting ROW to 100 II. . 

1 (Requite adcf~fonal ROW) toe lQw lhrough lall8 In 88Q1 
~es ~J. H!shway Cepa~):.; ___ 4-..:0lll'1ard== Str~ef ------+--'~tte Oak Ave Lindley Ave direction .;-.:..:·:; ____ _ 

I I Intersection widen ng lo add tl'lroUgh and/or tiin lanes, and 
upgrade traffic signal to include new phasing as needed 10 

Los Angeles City . 

. ~ . ,----=-t-rntersed on widening t<i a!fd 'through and/o, Lum lanes, and 
An..,Q!!le...,._..c.s __ +-'II ~ L~,I H :-r' , ·:.c··· a ... -,~. ctti._,_.-t--... o.~.".!~.d Street De Soto §t,__ lm..P.,f'_ove lnteraedion capaclt . 

i • ' 'i: upgrade tramc slg~l to'.Jl)Clude new phasing as needl!<l lo 
' Los ! , .,Local H' hwa C~ • Reseda Boulevard W8 ram _s _ Im e lnt~!~ .c::!l~ty~ --·---------=L"'os,._~.9~'-"e::.:s.;:C;.;.;H.__--1 

Widen the bridge to Improve the capacky and to add the 

bike lane ·,-.----,--+---=Los An eles Cit 
Reconflgure exlsUng ramps and construct new ramps to 

Realign Roxford St. al Sepulveda Blvd. by widening curb .....=o::=..:.===:=..--1 

Los An~,!!.... Local Hi tty,'~ Ca citr.,... , Rlvel'side Dr!,Y,,.,..e ___ ....,..-+--'' ,...,_r·,· 
Los A119_el_es __ __,__t:oca_ I Hl9hway Capac1!f:__,__ ! " RObeftaon.e,i!.:.aOOO=--- -+-'-

L.9,.tt£!!ielc.:.es=----;' L<;!,~!..J:!l,.g.:.;.hw""a_.y _ _,........,:;Ca= pa.~~}.'----1--'R-'-'o=xf~_~t,:;.cre;.;;e ... 1 ---~-.L-~epulveda Blvd 

lnte"*lt!_!lS!_ _ __.l-!;,lm~ :,_,V"-8:,r,C<lle_Sci¥ .. ·~ t 
---+---,--------,--rad-=-l...,us..,1 ... o_e,""nhance="-'-trafficc.=c.;:_flow"'-"-'-' 

lfl&tal\ a center-revers11>1e lane. onlfie Old Roaa 10 PfOVt .. ·ii~·-·1· 
extr~ capacity doong peak l,jQufs aio,,g an opproxima!}ify ~ 

., . 
. Los 

LOS 

elea Local H 

eles Santa Fe Avenu,,.,e~_....,.._,.._..,.._ 

,___L_os_ ~.~'.1.!lc.cs_· ---+.....:L""ocala=.cl:f. !9~~1.:.-'-· _..., ___ ca== L Salla)y;:··¥,_,_...;...~-
Los Ansel ;:.;es._.--+-....;;.:;L°:\=!!,l::!.!S~~--1--...;C::..::a""~ £1~---1--.=.Se=:!.V.!2!...Bau . .;,:le_vard=--~-

• -~i : 

~ I 
I mlle !!!II!!!!!!!· . <!ii\;< :, • Loa eles Ck 

, ______ Widening curt> retrun toimprove llud( movemenlc-;LIV,..:..oug.....,.h:..,,lhe,...+i.....:=:;:.:.c:.::~=--t 

Intersection. · 
- ConslnJc\ grade 11uperatfon and extencfroa~wey westerly 

fIOm Woodman Aveio Van 811/d 
Widen lo maJor highway standard and increase nimber or 

- - ~.;;::.::::11,ll l1111es lrorn two to uvee lan,:.;ec:.s ____ _ _ 
f Pannerlng wi1h Culver.Cily & LAC~. Jdenlify and 

• Fi jmplen,aht ways of Improving traffic flow. carrying capaqly, 

Los~~.9.!lcae•a..C;:;.;ff...._...-l 

Los'li.n elesCI 

Los Anjleles City 

; and'ell!c!ency lo Ille u1inzatloo or !he Sepulveda Corrtdor · 
-~pulveda Boulevard Con1,d"'or"'--l---'w,:.:.:.c,16lilre=-::..:.Blc.:.vd=-------1--'LAX=:......------ l from Wilshi(e lo LAX. . · . -i Wldan existing IUMel lo provide addilionel traffic IMes and 

! 1 i 
,___Lo_s __ i._s __ ...,.t Local Hi 

-+--=L::::ocal=.Hi:.:•:.=:,.:::i_-4-,...-==='----rpulve<la Tun~----+_ ~ M~u=aio40j.-:B;.;.ri:.:::.d..,;e:..._ __ +-

Lo~~~~s ____ ..cL ... oca=· !J:!!9hway._·_· -~= rt Sherman ~.!¥ .. ~:~nua :I . _Jordan Ave 

~.J,£.!!.t!N __ el __ es'----~-!,; ,!?.~ I Hl.achwa==,___._C=a.e!clt,"-y ___ _.--"Shoup Avenue .l ,rwi."'·n""A~v,-=-e __ , 

February 6, 2012 

bike lanes ------l__;L:;=O! .~~Jes Cit 
:::---:-,:-:--:-:-:c-":--" lntersecllon widening lo add thr0\l9lraj1at,$rtum lane1, and -~--1 

upgrade lrafffc' sigl)al to Include new phasing uneeded to 
OeS010S1 I ve 1r.1~!.~~ron capacilY. . ..... :.~ .• : __ , ____ _ 

Widening to add nol1hboood righl tum lane and upgrade 
traffic 1lgnal to Include northbound protected lefl-tiin 
phas!!!.g __ , _____ _ Los 
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Strategicl!rojects 
Coupty 

et, 

System Catego~ Route lf•ln• From/At 1 Project DescrJptlon Lead Agenc~ 

Los/VI Local Hi 

Los eles Local~L_ Ca 
.,., j 

Los~eles Local H n_way . ; 

' 
Capacity 

: LO!.f'J.lll~L\l.~ Local li!ll!.1Wa I 

I Los An eles Local HI 

Los eles Local Hi hwa 
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Strategic Projects 
County Route Name 

1 Loa eles Tranail Oownlown LA Sln!etcaf 

February 6, 2012 

To Project Description 
Conslruct 4-lnlte fixed-rail wban 51reelc:ar on:ulalor 5)'SUlfflS 
to seM1 oowntown area tneludes &9'1ker HII, Gtlfld 
Avenue and Music Cetler, HIStoric llroadway and lhe 
Historic Core. South P , LA Uve and 1h11 LOc Angel s 

Lead Agency 

COllverdton Cener. Los 

So 5 



FORM GEN. 160 (Rev. 6-80) CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

Date: January 30, 2012 

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

From: 

Subject: 

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

Jaime de la Vega, General Manager 
Department of Transportation 

Draft 2012 Regional Transportation 
Strategy (CF 11-1223) 

an I Sustainable Communities 

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

Recommendations 

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

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

Summary 

Every four years the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) prepares 
a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the six-county region . The 2012 RTP/SCS 
includes planned transportation projects and demographic assumptions through the 
year 2035. The plan presents a strategy for the investment of $524. 7 billion in the 
region's transportation system between 2012 and 2035 and, for the first time, a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) for the six-county region . 

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

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

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

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

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

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

1) Phased implementation of 5% of major arterials to have dedicated bus 
lanes. As requested by the City, the RTP does not include a specific 
percentage for implementation. As explained in the September 21 st 

report, the City supports careful and selected implementation of bus 
lanes, but does not want to commit to implementing a specific percentage 
of bus lanes on City arterials . 

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

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

Discussion of Policy Concerns and Comments 

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

Project List for RTP/SCS 

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

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

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

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

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

Importantly, Metro staff has also reviewed the RTP and found that it includes all the 
projects and programs in the Metro 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). A 
copy of the Metro staff report, dated January 18, 2012, is attached for reference. The 
RTP does not model the 30/10 (Fast Forward) proposal for Measure R projects, 
because the proposal has not yet been approved by the Metro Board, and still requires 
federal approvals. However, SCAG is supportive of the 30/1 O proposal and will likely 
amend the RTP if the proposal secures additional approvals. 
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The Metro report also highlights key projects, within Los Angeles County, included in 
the RTP which are not included in Metro's 2009 LRTP. These key projects include: 

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

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

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

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

Recommendation: 

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

Land Use Strategy and Sustainable Communities Strategy Map for 2035 

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

LADOT realizes that the Department of City Planning has a major role in the review of 
the land use strategy of the SCS. However, because the land use strategy involves 
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res idential density increases near transit stops and transit corridors, the strategy, if 
implemented, will impact the City's transportation infrastructure needs by 2035. 
Accordingly, LADOT has reviewed the SCS land use strategy. 

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

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

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

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

Recommendation: 

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

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

CEQA Streamlining · 

The adoptec;j September 21 1 2011 City-report, prepared by the Planning and 
Transportation departments, included the following comments: 

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

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

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

2) The project qualifies as a Transit Priority Project (TPP), as defined by SB 
375. To qualify as a TPP, a project must meet certain minimum density 
requirements and must be located within ½ mile of either a "major transit 
stop or high-quality transit corridor'' (SB 375 - Section 21155). According 
to SCAG staff, most of the City qualifies as a TPP area because of 
existing transit stations and corridors. 

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

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

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

Recommendation: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Recommendation: 

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

Comments from Other City Departments 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Conclusion 

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

Fiscal Impact 

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

Attachments 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
and 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITIEE 

report as follows: 

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

Recommendations for Council action: 

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

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

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

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

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

Community Impact Statement: None submltted. 

SUMMARY 

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



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

PLANNING AND LAND USE 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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REVISED 
PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE 

JANUARY 18, 2012 

SUBJECT: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS' DRAFT 
2012 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLA"1 / SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 

ACTION : APPROVE COMMENT LETTER 

RECOMMENDATION 

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

ISSUE 

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

DISCUSSION 

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

16 



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

Regional Transportation Plan 

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

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

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

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

Key Projects beyond the LRTP 

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

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

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

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

Key Issues 

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

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

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

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

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

Sustainable Communities Strategy 

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

In addition to the transportation elements of the Draft 2012 RTP/SCS, the plan includes 
a land-use element that was developed. in coordination with local jurisdictions. The 
land-1,.1se e lement responds to the region's changing demographics and housing market 
demand. It recommends a growth scenario that wi ll more than double the share of 
households living in corridors that have frequent transit service by 2035. This land-use 
element is projected to increase the competitiveness of transit service and reduce 
vehicle miles travelled. 

The land-use element in combination with transportation policies, such as the user tax 
per mile fee, and transportation investments (such as TOM, T'SM and active 
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transportation), support the region in achieving the mandated ARB targets. The Draft 
2012 RTP/SCS provides a projected 8% reduction in GHGe by 2020 and a 16% 
reduction in GHGe by 2035. 

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

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

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

DET~RMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT 

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

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

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

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

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

NEXT STEPS 

Upon Board approval, the comment letter will be transmitted to SCAG for their 
consideraUon in developfng their Final 2012 RTP/SCS. SCAG is scheduled to adopt 
their Final 2012 RTP/SCS at their April 2012 General Assembly meeting. 

ATTACHMENTS 

A. Draft comment letter to SCAG 

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

Arthur T. Leahy 
Chief Executive Officer 
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January 20, 2012 

Mr. Hasan lkhrata 
Executive Director 
Southern California Assoclallon of Governments 
818 W. Seventh Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435 

Re: Comments on the Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan 

Dear Mr. lkhrata: 

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

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

1. Use of Airport Funds 

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

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

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

2. Use of Airport Express Buses 

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

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

3. Aviation Activity Constraints 

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

4. Additional Technical Clarifications 

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

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

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

o In Table 4-6, the following projects should be included in the list of 
projects completed since the project notice of preparation In 2008 
(footnote 1): Douglas St., La Cienega Blvd., Lincoln Blvd. (all), Nash St., 
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Comments on the Draft 2012 
Regional Transportation Plan 

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

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

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

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

5. 2011 Air Passenger Survey 

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

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

Sincerely, 

Michael 0. Fel n 
Deputy Executive Director 

MDF:DA:yl 

PC DOC 29~681 
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January 30 2012 

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

Dear Honorable Members: 

CALIFORNIA 

ANTONIO R. V ILLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

Attachment D 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE 
C0Mlv1UNITIES STRATEGY 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

MICHAEL J. LOGRANOE 
DIIIEC1'0R 

(213) 978-1271 

ALAN BELL, AICP 
OO'V1Y OlltfCTOR 
(2l3)97B-12n 

f)/A Y\J.-.N-MCOANIEL 
D£P\/1V OIR!CTOR 
013) 978-1273 

DIJ'lllY DIR fCTOII 
[213) 9711-1274 

FAX: 1213l 976-127S 

INFO RMATION 
www.planning.lacity.org 

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

The 201 2-2035 RTP/SCS includes land use strategies for addressing the region's mobility needs 
and desires for healthy sustainable communities. DCP has worked with SCAG to ensure that the 
City s land use plans and programs are incorporated and the City s interests addressed in this 
long-range regional plan. 1bis work has included collaboration with SCAG over the past two 
years to prepare the population, household and employment growth forecast for the City ensure 
that this anticipated growth is consistent with the capacity reflected in City s land use plans and 
ensure that th.is long-term growth is located according to the City's land use plans. 

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

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

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

Environmental Quality Act 
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RECO NDATIO 

) pprove D P staff recommendation regarding the raft 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. 
2) Direct DCP staff to forward recommendations to CAO. 

FI CAL IMP ACT 

The propo ed recommendations will have no fi cal impact on th General Fund. 

MICHAELJ 
Director of Planning 

Principal City Planner 

Attachment 

(£~ 
AL BE L Al P 
D puty Director 

2f.ci:~u 
NAOMI GUT 
City Planning Associate 



ATTACHMENT 

[Date] 

Ms. Margaret Lin 
Southern California Association of Governments 
818W. eventh t. , 12th Floor 

os Angeles CA 90017 

Dear Ms. Lin: 

DRAFT 2012-2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE 
COMMUNITIES TRATEGY 

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

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

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

Plan· and 
E. Clarify the role of recently enacted streamlining provi ions under the California 

EnvirorunentaJ Quality Act. 

A. High Quality Trao it Area and Growth Pattern 

The C frames growth patterns in part, in terms of being within or outside of High Quality 
Transit Areas (HQ A ). ' An HQT A is defined as 'generally a walkable transit village or 
corridor consistent with the adopted RTP/SCS that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units 
per acre and is within a ½ mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service 
frequency during peak commute hour . HQTA boundaries are graphically portrayed in exhibits 
throughout the SCS. For the City of Los Angeles, the vast majority of the City s land area falls 
within HQTA boundaries as een in the following Exhibits: 4.4 4.9 4.13 4.15 and Exhibits 19 
20 and 21 in the C Background Documentation (see Attachment). 

These H QT A boundarie encompa s all neighborhoods within a ½ mile radius and appear to 
fodicate that growth will take place throughout the area, including low density single-family 



neighborhoods and industrial districts. In fact, the City is far more discriminating, and adopted 
land use plans reflect carefully studied areas where growth can be absorbed. General1y, land use 
changes to acconunodate growth are typically at transit stops and on parcels fronting transit 
corridors. Single-family neighborhoods are generally preserved. 

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

"A HQTA is generally a walkable transit village or corridor, consistent with the adopted 
RTP/SCS, that has a minimum density of20 dwelling units per acre and is within a½ 
mile of a well-serviced transit stop with 15-minute or less service frequency during peak 
commute hours. This was represented by the proportion of Greenfield versus Refill (infill 
and redevelopment) growth in each of the scenarios. Within these boundaries, growth 
within a given jurisdiction is consistent with the integrated growth forecast for that 
jurisdiction and is distributed according to the jurisdiction's land use plans. Thus, while 
areas within½ mile of a transit stop or corridor are walkable in relation to transit, not all 
such areas are targeted for growth and/or land use changes." 

B. Urban Centers and Growth Patterns 

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

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

C. Land Uses around Station Areas 

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



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

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

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

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

Commercial Corridors 
Density projection are too high 

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

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

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

D. Propo ed Bikeway 

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



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

. CEQA Streamlining Incentives for u tainable Land Use Pattern 

The 2012-2035 RTP/ cUrectly addresse the opportunity for relief under the Ca]ifornia 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under enate Bill 375, the requirement to prepare a 

ustainable Communities trategy (SCS) was coupled with incentives to encourage sustainable 
development and implementation of an SCS. The incentives are comprised ofreliefunder 
CEQA, such as streamlined documentation or exemption from environmental review 
requirements for specific development types in specific locations as Jong as such development 
i consistent with the land use reflected in the CS. As any proposed development is considered 
by local jurisdictions this CEQA relief is at the discretion of local jurisdictions. Howe er as 
written, the2012-2035 RTP/SCS can be construed to indicate that CEQA relief is part of the 
land use plan and is a ailable by right to all development that meets the qualifications. 

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

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

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

3) In the discussion of Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) and Development Types 
(page 122 of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS) remove the brief discussion regarding CEQA 
streamlining and the adequacy of TAZ-level land use information. First, this point is 
difficult to W1derstand as presented and requires further explanation. Second, this point 
pertains to incentives available to jurisdictions and developers not to the modeling 
analysis. Lastly this point detracts from the purpose of the section which is to describe 
the approach to modeling land use and transportation information. This paragraph would 
thus read: 

"To conduct required modeling analysis for the RTP/ , CAG 
distributes the growth forecast data to transportation analysis zones 
(TAZs) to capture localized effects of the interaction of land use and 
transportation. At:lettiona:lly SB 375 offers local governments potential 
GEQA relief for qualified d01,elopment projeets eoesistem: •,vith an. 



ado1=1ted SGS. SCAG suggests that ua:lizing eommunity tyf)es at the TAZ 
le·1el of geogra13hy ('.¥ith an EP1erage si2e of 160 square acres) offers leeal 
jurisdietiens adequate ie.fermation end flexiaility to make appropriate 
consistency findings fur pro:ieets to be eligiale to receive CEQA 
stream.lining aenefits. 
To further facilitate regional modeling of land use information from nearly 
200 s parate jurisdictions, CAG developed a simplified serjes of 
Community Types to represent the land use categories taken from the 
region's many general plans ... ' 

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

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

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

Sincerely 

M1CHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 

Attachment 

CC: Ken Bernstein, Principal City Planner 
aomi Guth, Cjty Planning Associate 



EXHIBIT 4.4 Compass Blueprint Demonstration Projects 
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EXHIBIT 4.9 High-Quality Transit Areas (HQTA) SCAG Region 
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EXHIBIT 4.1 3 Land Use Pattern SCAG Region (2035} 
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exH1e1r 1s Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2008 
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EXHIBIT 20 Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2020 
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Extt1e1r 21 Land Use Pattern Map - City of Los Angeles 2035 
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EXHIBIT 4.s Urban Centers SCAG Region 
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EXJt lBIT 4.11 Proposed Blkeway Network SCAG Region 
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EXHIBIT 4.1 Population Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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EXHIBIT u Employment Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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EXHIBIT 4.3 Housing Unit Growth SCAG Region (2035) 
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City of Los Angeles Projects Requested to be added to Strategic Plan - 2012 RTP/SCS 

Category 

Strategic ProJ•cts­

"From/At To ProJ~t Desc:rtptlon 

___ Los Ans.eles __ 1 Local l:iia!!..way ____ l Cap;icili'. _________ ,_ 11th Street ____ ,..,... __ ,_'-A_vl'-atlon Blvd ·---·-· 

I .. 

WH:len and res1ripe to acc.cunnlOdate two through lanes In I 
~a Cl~ !i Blvd , each dlredlon l,,£s ~!:_!es Clty__J 

----·---,!--,· w-=-=iden Jo 70 ft and remove embedded ~ le&, Install .,_ ! 

_________ 1 ·.J:!~:S=l~~~~~~~=v=~~tums to redoce _ _l,2!_~~.~;~s'~ilI.J L2!.e.n el~s I Local Hl~~ .• J . ...fa .~\ _!Jarne~a Streetca-· -----'F--"-"""""' ·"""'"'-----

II I . Local Highway . Capacity 

.. 
I Loca!H I 

i--•L_os_A_. ~ .!!!s Alameda Street 

Los les Alhambnt Avenue 

Los les Anaheim Street 

LOS es Avi81lon Boulevard 

__ .,1·1,0 F 

I Alameda St. from 1-10 to Seventh St. . project Includes ' 
rehabilitation of Iha roadway, l'!lmovlng enbedded rails and '1 

lies. ins1alllng felt tum channelization. spot widening where , 
I needed lo accommod<!~ truck_tr..,.afll_c__,:-:-----,~~-:-1-,-L_os ~eles City__,_~ 7tn St 

, ;'} Realign Alh~mlinl A've, between Lowell Ave. 8fld the City or i 
· wt Alhambra city. llmialo smooth oul an e~ls11ng sharps-curve 

of Alhambra .cit llm~s t and to enhance 1ra!lii:'1111d ca Los 

I. Widen Anaheim SL from 78' to 84' and realripe to 
accommodate an addllional lane In each direction; this 

1 would improve the roadway from -4 lanes to 6 lanes I Widen and reslripe lo acaommodale three lhtoogh lanes In 
each direction 
Widen eas1 side of Balboa Bllld 90U1h of Devonshire St. '°' 
approximatetv 500 n .. end restripe the Int rsectlon to provide 
dual left-tum lanes !Of the northbolrld and southbou1d 

Los 

'1 Widening lo add second westbound through lane and 
Los les u U"alflC ' Los 

Los 

1 of 4 



Los Angeles 

Los e!es 

Los eles 

Los Angeles 

eles 

Los ell!$ 

l.Ds eles 

Los eles- : 

Los eles 

l.Ds les 

Los eles 

Los eles 

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

Rout•Name ProJeet D.acrlptlon LeadiAgency I 

Fletcher Street e 

FoothlU Boulevard 

F ClUlllaul Avenue 

Glenoaks Boulevard 

LA River 

Balboa Blvd 

nearSR-134 

Sunland Blvd 

Conswcl a new bridge witn bike path (lnclud 11!1 equestrian 
trail) over LA River at L.AEC. Re-allgh the SR· 134 freeway 
onfoff ramps at Forest Lawn Or. to lmp,ove naw and 

Widen Fountalll Ave to add a lell-\Jm Lane at each 
int~ROW . . needed 
Widen Glenoalls Blvd to provide an eutbound rlghl-11rn 
lane 

I,· ioen bridge over US-tot wy to Improve acoeu to US-
. GrandAve eBrld e CesarCl)llyezAve Temple St · 101~SR-110 lutwesdioolandGrandAve, 

Los Ang~les C!!r,._ 

Los 



System 

...J:;_os Ar)Seles 

LQS eles Local H 

Los eles 

Los eles Local H 

Los eles 

Los ele.J · ·1 

Los eles 

r 
L res -. [ 

Los eles 

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

Category 

Boulevartl 

OWensrnouth Avenue 

Owensmouth Avenue 

Oxnard Street 

Oxnard Street 

Reseda Boulevard 

Riverstd~!,. __ 

P,oJ•c.t DHcrlptlon Lead Agency-

lntersed.iofl wicleolng IO adO ltvough andfOI' !Um ~. and 
upgrade traffic signal to oclude new phasing as neede<I lo 
' e lnlersedion · 
lntl!l$eCllon Widening to add llwugh and/or tun\ • and 
upgrade traffic Signal Lo inehlde new phasing as needed to 

Burbank Blvd s illlJX'0'!8 il!lersecljon capaclfy. 
Widen Ille bridge to Improve thll capacity end to add Ille 

SR,-134 Fwy b!lte lane Loi 
i . Rl!GO!lftgure eld!lllrig ramps and cons1iUcl new ramps to 

Los etes I Robenson Avenue National Blvll 1h10 1m e ca · Los 

1.-.:Lo::.:s=-'A=.:el~es,,__-1.._:::local=::.;Hl:..::llhwa=:1--L--.=t::::::!L---L--~S:!!hou=~A:!.v:::en.!!:ue~----....L....!!.IM~l::.:n!::A~v•:._ _____ 1.-________ -1.....J!!!!a~s=----------------L-Los~ .... et ... es __ C......__.., 

3 of 4 



eles 

Los es 

Los eles 

' Los 

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

j · -5ystem Category Route Name 

LocalH hwa 

Local HI h_wa ...... ~--C~BPJ.£!.~ - -,,,---,-ll.!!!.USOO Avenue 

Van Ness Avenue 

1 VanaldenAve 

Local H Transit 

US-101 

Owensmoulh Ave 
::-.~!'" 

Oxnan!SI 

Sunset Blvd 

NemrsaBlvd 

Mason Ave 

Widen both sides of Van Ness Ave. to ECiOl'MlOdate one 
additional SOU1hbound lane. I Los 
Widening to add weslbo\rlil through lane and upgrade traffic ' )l. 
s nallo ve lnt8fledlon · '. fos. • 
Intersection widening 10 add through and/or tum lanes, and I 
upgrade tralfoc signal to lnc:luc!e new phasmg as needed 10 ! 
Im lntenecti0n 
CollstnJdk>o ol .i -4th Orang4 Line SlatJon in Warner Center ~ 
Ana 
Widen between Shoup Ave ;and us-101 freeway southboim i 

,_.=Lo=:s:..:...:.:==:..---,-+-=:=-:.,::,.=:i...,,--+-.==::..i----1-..:V.::;enlur=::8.:8:=:oul= evard= :......---.,-,h-====-------,---+-=Uc:::S-_:1c:0..:.I c:S::;B..:.;:ram:"!.:.:,l:.;:s ___ ,1--!!!!l!!J.O l!l'ovido double left-tlffl lanes ! Los 
Wkfe11 101l ot east-side or Vermont Alle11i;prollide Jett-tum 

Los Varmon! Avenue on Blvd L 1-10 WB off~m lane 

4 of 4 



Nelghb0<hood Res Low Mi• 

Town Emp 1-f,gh Mbc Suburban Res Low M x 

- City Res High MIX 

TCP,\' n Res High MIX 

Neighborhood Emp High Mi• - Ufban Con, Emp Low Mbc 

Suburban Emp High Mtx - Ctly Emp Low Mi 

Neighbo,hood Res High Ml• - Ufban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High M, Town Res Low M,x 

Tcr,in Em!) Low MIJC 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low M 

I 

S~l ,frl... ~ 

~-\H4 
--- ~1,-

e,ghborhood Office Low M,x 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lndustnal Low Mbc 

RurallowM 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J\ --=:=:11--•Feet ~ 
Sconano is lm:ied on local Input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
_.Af SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ A.SSOCIATIOr,, of' GOVER1011U:HTS 



----
Urban Core Res High M,~ Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low MJX 

c,1y Res H19h Moc Neighbomood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low MllC Suburban !ndustnal Low Moc 

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

Neighborhood Res High MlX -Urban Core Res Low Mix 1 Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix Ci ty Res Low Mix Neighborllood Relall Low Mix 

0 260 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low MllC Feet 

Scenario is based 011 local Input roceived by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHER CAlJFOIHIA 
~ ASSOCIATIOk of GOVHNMlN1'S 



- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mb< 

Neighborhood Res High M,x 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Ne ghborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp H1gh MIX - Urban Coie Emp U)W Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mlx - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retai l Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighb0<hood Office low Mix 

Sub1111>an Office Low M,x 

SuburbaJI Industrial Low MIX 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0-=--..2~50=50·0-·1-.000 A • Feel 

Scenario is based on local Input 1eceilled by Juno 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTltUN CAUFO,N IA 

~ A.5SOCfATIONofGO\/l'INM!NTS 



City Emp High MiX Neighborhood Res low Mix Neighborhood Office low Mix -Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res l ow Mix Suburban Office Low Mix -City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp l ow Mix Rural low Mix 

Neighbomood Res High Mix 11111 Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Nelghbomood Retail Low Mix 

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

Scenario is based on local input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
SOUTHERN' CALIFORNIA 
ASSOCJATION of GOVERNMENfS 



Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mi, Suburban Res Low Mix 

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

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix - Cily Emp Low Mix 

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

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mlx 

, I Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

/ 

I 
,j 

1r-1 - J 1_ 

Ji" ' 
--1rin1,1 

I 
/-

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

RL1ral Low Mix 

N 

0 •• 211:so= so•o-•1•,ooo J... Feet f.:;.. 
Scenario is based on local input raceived by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
,4#1 SOUTHE RN CALIFORN IA. 
~ ASSO CIATIOffofGOVERNMENTS 



- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

5<tlv-<!... (.-<) 0$' w/ add,, h,o~ 
a l'I N>fl...h.,,.u bel o .;:J 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

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

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

1. City Res Low Mix 

Town Res low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retal I Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 /I --==:a--• Feel f\ 
Scenario is based on local input raceived by June 2011 , 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIO N Of GOV(RNMEN.TS 



- Utban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High MIJc 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

TONn Emp High Mix SUburban Res tow Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Uiban Core Emp Law Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

, Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low MIX 

Suburban Office Law M,x 

Suburban lndustnal Law M 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1.000 --==:::11--•Feet 
N 

A 
Scenario Is based on lo<:81 /llput n,ceived by JI.Jtle 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
SOUTHE"IN CALIFORNIA 
ASSOOATION of GOVERNOIINTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

- Cily Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Max Clly Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High MIX Town Res Low Mix 

- S --.. ...s O 'l" u> / o,..J...J. i tio.......f 
~--+£" 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low MJx N 
Neighborhood Retail Low M,x 

0 250 500 1,000 A Suburban Retail low M,x Feet 

Scensrto l.'l based on loco/ lflpul received by Jun a 20 I 1 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,JA SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA 
~ .\SSOCIATION otGOYE RNM!NTS 



'foo th"ih 
%2 J1/s 

t f.JJ, 

- Urban Core Res High MO< 

- City Res High Mix 

Suburban Res Hlgh Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp HJgh MIJt Suburban Res Low M,x 

Neighborhood Emp High M'uc - Urnan Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urt,an Core Res Low Mlx 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mu<. 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mi 

Suburban Office low Mix 

Suburban lndU51riaJ Low MIX 

Rural Low M ix 

N 
0 250 500 1,000 j.. --==---•Feet ~ 

Scenario ,s based on Jtx;aJ npul recerved by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
.JJ SOUTH ERN CAUFORNI~ 
~ ASSOCCATIONofGO\tf:lNMIN:TS 



----
Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Hlg/1 Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urben Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low M,x 

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Muc N 
Suburban Res High M,x City Res Low MlX Neighborhood Reta I Low M,x 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp H,gh Mix TOINll Res Low Mix Suburban Relall low Ml>C Feel 

Scenlll'IO ~ besed on local Input recerved by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
r,- _A SOUTHERN CAUFORN IA "l ASSOCIATION of GOVlRHMlHTS 



suburban Res Low Mix 

City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Ne,ghborhood Emp High MIX - Urban Core Emp Low MIX 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low M x 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

_ , Town Emp Low Mix. 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Relall Low Mix 

Suburban 011".ce Low M,x 

Suburban lndustnal Low MIX 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

o 250 500 1,000 fl 
--=::::::11--11111 Feet f\ 

&&nario is based on /oClll in{)IJI mceived by Juno 2011 

Flower/ 3rd Street Station Area 1 City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,.ojl SOUTHERN CAlJ>ORIIIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofCiOYERNMINfS 



I 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

m Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

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

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

- S<'\ "N2- "'-'; 0 g, v.ij cu:ick~ 
~ ~ Nl hh.'()V\ bef bw 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix N 
Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

Scenario is bas9d on local input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. 
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- Ci ty Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res Hlgh Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix • Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mb< 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 
--===---•Feet 

N 

A 
Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
..:I SOUTHERN CAUFOR~IA 
~ ASSOCIATIO• or GOVERNMENTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Ctty Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

- City Ernp Low Mix 

1 Town Ernp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mfx 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban omce Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

o 250 500 1.000 A 
--== =---•Feel 

Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHEfl:N CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSO tlATION of GOVERNMEHTS 



B 
J]I I 

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

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

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

e:ghboftoood Res High Mix - Urban Core Re11 Low Mix Town Emp Low MIX 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 
0 250 500 1,000 Ji. 
- -==:a--•Feet ~ 

S<:onor/o Is based on local fnpul rocelved by June 201 I 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
50l1TlfU N CALIFOANb\ 
ASSOCIATION ol GOVUHMIIITS 



----
CEOA Streamlining Avail, 

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

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

Town Res High Ml Suburt>an Emp High Mix -c,ty Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low M ,x Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mlx C11y Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Ulban Coie Emp High Mix Town Res Low Moc Suburban Retail Low MlX Feet 

Scenario ,s basad on loC81 Input race111ed by June 2011 . 

Vermont/ Beverly Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
,Iii SOUT!lERN CALIFO~NIA 
~ A.SSOCIATI OH or GO'I/UNMUtTS 



-- I 

r. 
I 

- Urban Coro Re$ High MIX Town Emp High M,x Sub1,11ban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low MIX 

- Clly Res Htgh Mix Ne,ghl)O(hood Emp Hlgh MllC - Urban Core Emp Low MIX Suburban lndustna! low MIX 

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

NelghbO!hood Res High Mlx - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Relall Low MIX 

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

Sco11srlo ts oased on local ,npu/ received by June 2011 

Vermont/ Santa Monica Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenarip at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ sour1-1e1rn CALIFORNlA 
~ ASSOCIAT!DN or GOV[RNME:Nt S 



- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Su.burban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retai l Low Mix 

,. 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Subllrban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lnduslrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.. 
--== =---•Feet ~ 

Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011. 

Vermont/ Santa Monica Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTH ER:H CALIFORNIA 
~ ASS0C1Al10N of GOVERNMENTS 



\. l 
'\. 
\ ' '· i ),.._ •• _.J 

~I 

1 CEQAStreamllningAvall , 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Nelghbo(hood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mi 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low MIX 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Reta~ Low Muc 

Subwban Reta~ Low Mix 

, . 
......... JJ 

'[L1II 

Nefghboroood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

o•-250=500=--•1•.ooo ii. Feet ~ 

Scenano Is based on local input received by Juno 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
, ,..S SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA "Iii ASSOCIATION olGOVERNM!H1'S 



L 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

I Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

". 

Suburban Res low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industria l Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

,' 1 Town Emp Low Mix N 
Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

Scenario Is based on local Input reoor,ad by June 2011 

Vermont/ Sunset Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUl'HERN CALIFORNIA 
"? ASS0C1AT10N otGO.VERHMENTS 
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c, "'f Pe~ tt-i.51.. ""'-lX 
<-t OVt 

CEOAStreamliningA11ail - City Emp High Mix Nelghborhoo<i Res Low M"tx 

- Urban Core Res High Moc TIM'n Emp Hogh Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

• c,.ty Res High Mix Neighborhood Ernp High Mix • Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

lawn Res High Mix Suburban Emp Hl9h Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Utban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low MIX 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J\ - -==---Feet ~ 
Scen8fio Is b8sfld on local Input received lly Jr.Jlle 2011. 

Hollywood / Western Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
SOUTHE~H CAU'°RNIA 
ASSOCIATION uf GOV!RNMIN,lS 



5lv"v>.&.. ,._;, 0 t W' th-
e. ~-f U,~h..~ 

CEQA Streamlining Avail - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Ne lg hborhood Office Low Mix 

• Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Subu,ban Office I.ow Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix Subt1rban Industrial Low MIX 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp H,gh Mix - City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

NeighborhOod Res High M,x Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Subucban Res High Ml.IC Clly Res Low Mix Nelghbomood Reta~ Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Coni Ernp High MIX Town Re5 Low Mix Suburban Relail Low Mix Feet 

Scen8flo 13 based on local inf)IJI receNed by Juno 2011 

Hollywood/ Western Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOlfTNE~N CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOV<RNM INTS 



Town Emp High Mix Suburban Re$ Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mlx - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res low Mix Neighborhood RelaU Lem Mix 

- Urban Cora Emp High M,x Tcmn Res Low M,x Suburban RelaP Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 600 1,000 J.. 
- i==--Fee ~ 

Scenano Is based on local Input received by June 2011 

Hollywood / Vine Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,t/A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIO N' of GOV[R NMUtTS 



- Urban Core Res Hlgh Mix 

. , City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res H lgh M Ix 

Suburban Res HJgh Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High M,x 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Ras Low Mix 

City Res low Mix 

Town Res Low MIX 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban omoe Low Mlx 

- Urban Cora Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix N 
Ne,ghbomood Relall Low M,x 

0 250 500 1,000 A Suburban RetaU Low Moc Feel 

Scenario III bosed on local mput recelV8d by June 2011 

Hollywood / Vine Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
..JI SOUTHEA;N" CALIFORNIA 
~ AS SOCIAT ION of GOVU NMtNTS 



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

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

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res low Mix Town Emp low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mill City Res low Mix Ne,gt,bofhood RelaU Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mi S\Jburban Retail Low M,x Feet 

Scenario I based on /Qca/ input rocewad by June 2011 

Hollywood / Highland Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
_,IA SO UTHERN CAUFORNrA "I:!! ASSOCIATION of 60V!RMMtNTS 
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CEOA Streamlining Avell - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mlx 5 u bu rban Res Low M Ix Suburben Office Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low MIX Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburt>an Res High M,x City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low MllC 

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

Sceneno ~ based on IOcal Input received by June 20'1 

Hollywood / Highland Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,- ~ SOUTHERN CALLFORNIA "'l:l ASSOCIATION of GOYIRNMlNTS 



1 CEQA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix - Town Emp High Mlx 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High MJx 

Nelghbomood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix - City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High MIX Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mjx 

Neighborhood Relall Low Mix 
0 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

250 500 1,000 A Feet 

Samano Is based on /ocaJ mpi;I mceived by Juno 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
_A SO UTHERN CAllFOR.NJA 
~ ASSOCIATIONOIGOVERNMINT.S 



I CEQA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix I Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res H lgh Mix - Urban Core Res Low Ml 

Suburban Res High Mix - Cfty Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High M1 Town Res LON M 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood RetaH Low Mix 

SubUlban Reta~ Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office low Mix 

Suburban Industrial low MIX 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 j,. 
--==:ii--aFeet ~ 

Scenano is basod on bell/ mpur received by June 2011 

Universal City Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 land Use Scenario at Grid Cell level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
"' SOUTHERN CAUFORNI~ 
~ A5 50CIATIONofGOVUNMENTS 



I CEQA Streamlining Avail - Cfty Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix - Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix - City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Re.s Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- Clly Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Nelghbomood Retail Low MllC 
0 

Suburban Retan Low MDC 
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f.,.n-,. s. ... p 

Ne lg hborhood Offi:e Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

250 500 1,000 A Feel 

ScanariO Is bosed on local Input recetvod by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
A SOUTHER N CA,1roRNtA 
~ ASSOCIATIONofliOVERNMINTS 



L J CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

m Town Res High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

NeighbOfhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

~~ Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- .Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low M,x 

Rural Low Mix 

N 
0 250 500 1,000 J.. --==---• Feet f.::.. 

Scenario is based on local input ff/ceivecl by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
..111 SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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CEQA Slreamllnfng Avail, 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High MIX 

Neighborhood Res H1gh Mix 

Suburban Res H lgh Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp H1gh Mix 

NeighbOfhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res Low MIX 

City Re1; Low Mi 

Town Res Low M 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low MIX Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix N 
Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 ,000 A Suburban Re!all Low Mix Feet 

Scenano IS bos«J on local Input teeeNe<i by Jurni 2011 

Wilshire/ Western Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
t' A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ A$SOC.IATl0NofGOVERNMINT5 



CEQA Stteamllnlng Avail. - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Ne lg hborhood Office Low Mix -Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix -City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Cors Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low M,x 

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low M1x Town Emp Low MIX 
N 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low MEX Neighborhood Relaff Low Mix 
0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low MIX Suburt>an Rel ' Low M Feet 

Scenano Is based on local ,npuf received by Jun,1 2011 

Wilshire / Western Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Prlor!ty Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
"" AA SOUTHElff CAUFORNIA "'I ASSOCIATIO N of GOVERNMENTS 



CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix fl'. 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

NelghborhOod Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

J Town Emp low M,x 

NeighborhOod Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Subl1rban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 f, 
--==i--111 Feel f"I',., 

Scenario is based on local Input recaivod by June 2011 

Wilshire / Normandie Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
ASSOCIATI ON of GOV£RNMENTS 



CEQA Streamlining Avail 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

' Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

-Town Emp High Mix 

Neighbortiood Emp High Mix -Suburban Emp High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

City Emp low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighbomood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lndustna l low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1.000 A 
--== =---•Feet 

Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 

Wilshire / Normandie Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 

SOUTHERN CAUFORNlA 
ASSOCI.ATIOJ< OI GOVERN MEN TS 



--Urban Core Res High Mot 

City Res High Mix Nelghbomood Emp High Mix 

Town Ros High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

-Suburban Res low MIX 

½U~L--+c.4 ,e/l-' ~~19 f1.o "j~ 
11. OJ ~x 

Suburoan Office Low Mtx 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix Subumao Industrial Low M,x 

- City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix N 
Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Suburban Retail Low Mix Feet 

Scenario Is bas«/ on /oclJI Input rocehled by June 2011 

Wilshire/ Vermont Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
_A 5CUTHll:RN CAUFORN"1 
~ ASSOCIATION of GIIYERNMlNTS 
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- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix • Urban Core Res low Mix Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail L17N Mlle 

Suburban Retad low MIX 

Suburban Res High Mix - Cfly Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mtx Town Res Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lnduslnaJ Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1.000 A 
--==:::11--afeel 

Scenario is basod on local input mceivsd by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIArlON of GOVERNMENTS 



j CEQA Streamlining Avail 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

- City Res High Mix 1 Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

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

• , Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

IBII Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Reta~ Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 j._ --==---Feet f\ 
Scenario is based on local lripul received by June 2011 

Westlake / McArthur Park Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 201 2 RTPISCS 
SOUTtlERN CALIFORNIA 
ASSOCI ATI ON of GOVERNMENTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

ll!il Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mlx - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retai l Low Mix 

Suburban Reran Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lnduslnal Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 t 
--===---•Feet f\ 

Scenario Is based on local Input mceiveel by June 2011, 

Westlake/ McArthur Park Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
... SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION or GOVERNMENTS 
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V- 1 CEQA Strlll!mhnlng Avail - City Emp High Mix Nelghbomood Res Low Mix Nelghbort,ood Office Low Mix 

• Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Olflce Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High MIX - Urban Core Res Low Mbc Town Emp Low Mlx N 
Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Relail Low Mix 

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

Scen8rio Is based on kxlal Input mcelvedby June 2011 . 

Jefferson I USC Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA "! ASSOCIATION of <iOVUNMUITS 
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1 CEOA Streamlin ing Avail. - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 
, Neighborhood Res 1-iigh Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 1::--:1 Town Emp Low Mix N 

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

Scenario is based on local Input f9ce/ved by June 2011 . 

Jefferson/ USC Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ SOUrHEftN CALlfO~N IA 
~ A$S0CIAT1 0 N ofGOVUNM ENT5 
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CECA StreamWmng Avail. - City Em11 High Mix t,lelgllbomood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low MIX 

- Urben Core Res High Muc Town Em11 High Mix Suburt,an Rq Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- Ctty Res High Mix Neighbornood Emp High MDC - Utb n C0<e Emp Low Mix Suburban lnduSlrial Low Mix 

- Town Re High M,x Suburban Emp High Mtx - Qty Emp Low Mtx Rural Low Mix 

Nelgttborhood Res High M - Urban Core Res low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mi:x Neighborhood Relsll Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High Mtx Town Res Low MIX Suburban Retell Low Ml,c Feet 

Sc/Jflorlo Is based on local Input recewed by June 2011 

Expo Park/ USC Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTJ-IERH CAl lFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



I CEQA Streamlining Avail. m City Emp High Mix 

- Uroan Core Res High Mix m Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

a Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

;~ Neighborhood Res High Mix - Uroan Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mlx Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mlx 

- City Emp Low Mix 

~ ·1 Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mlx 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 I\ 
--==---•Feet ~ 

Scenan·o is based on local input received by June 2011 

Expo Park / USC Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~_,jl S0UfH£RN CAUFORNIA 
- -~ A$SOCIAT10NofGOVeRNM£NTS 



_I CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- Cily Res High Mix 

m Town Res High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

;;,";'."I Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix Q·~ , Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

o·-25COC5::JO.o -·1-,000 i,, Feet f\ 

Scenario is based on local input received by June 2011 . 

Expo / Vermont Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RT PISCS 
,J. SOUTHERN CALIFORNPA 
~ ASSOCIAT ION of GOVER NMEN TS 



LJ CEQA Streamlining Avail. -City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix -Urban Core Res High Mix -Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix -City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix -Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

". Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix 
N 

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

Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 , 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAUFOA:NtA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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CEQA StreamlmlIIQ Avail 

• Urbon Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High M,x 

- Town Re,s High Mix 

- Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighbolhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low M X 

Suburban Emp High Mix - Cily Emp Low Mix 

Nalghborhood Re5 High Ml.X - Urban Core Res low Mix Town Emp low Mix 

NeighborhOod Rel.Ill LDW Mix 

Suburban Retail Lew Mix 

Suburban Ros High Muc - City Res Low Mix 

- Urtlan Core Emp H1gh Mix Town Res law Mix 

Nelghbomood Off,ce Low Mix 

Suburban Office low Mix 

Suburban lndustnal Low Mix 

Rural Low Muc 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.,_ - = --Feet " 
Scenario Is basod on locsl Input roce"rved by June 2011. 

Expo/ Western Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
SOIJTHERN CP.UFURNIA 
,lSSOCIATION or GOVERNM ENTS 



.__ CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

a Town Res High Mix 

- Ctty Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp Hfgh Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

~ -;i Neighborhood Res High Mix m Urban Core Res Low Mix r.-'• Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 --==:i--• Feel 

N 

A 
Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 

Expo/ Western Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
_.'-I SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ AS SOCIATI ON of GOVERNMENTS 
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Neighbomood Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mile Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix El City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

"' { Town Emp Low Mil< 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retai l Low Mix 

- T 

·, 

I 
Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 j,., 
--==---• Feet ~ 
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Scenario Is based on local Input receiv8d by Jun8 2011 . 

Expo/ Crenshaw Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAUFORNJA 
~ ASSO CIATION of GOV ERNMENTS 
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- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Re$ High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res low Mix 

,. City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Town Emp l ow Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 
--=::::::11--• Feel 

N 

A 
Scenario is based on local lnpur receiv11d by Jun11 2011 . 

Expo/ Crenshaw Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
AJ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCI ATIONofGO VE RNMEN TS 
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J CEQA Streamllnmg Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

li&III Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix -City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 

I Town Emp Low Mix N 
Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Suburban Retail Low Mix Feel 

Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
"' S0UTHE1Uf CAl.lfORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



L-. CEQAStreamllningAvail 

- Urb an Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

r.,-, n Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 --===---•Feet 
N 

A 
Scenario Is based on looe/ Input raceived by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 

A SO UTHERN lALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION or GOVERNMENTS 
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CEOA Streamlining Avan. City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

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

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

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

Scenan'o Is based on local /npul received by Jime 2011 . 

Expo/ La Brea Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAUFORNJA 
~ ASSOCIAT ION of GOVEANMENTS 



J CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res f-ligh Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

\ 
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• .- Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

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

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mi)( 

Town Res Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail low Mix 

Suburban Reta~ low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office low Mix 

Suburban lnduslnal Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1.000 A - -==---•Feet 
Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 

Expo/ La Brea Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
.iJ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIONofGOV ERHMEHTS 
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l_ J CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Cora Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

BIii Urban Core Emp High Mix 

-------
Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

, Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

UJban Core Res Low Mix 'l"", Town Emp Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

SubuJban Office tow Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Ru rel Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J\ --==---Feet ~ 
Scenario is based on focal Input received by June 2011 . 

La Cienega / Jefferson Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
.,4. SOUTH&RN CALJF'ORNIA 
~ 11.SSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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( l CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- Cfty Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

\ Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

• Urban Core Emp High Mix 
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City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

I Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 
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Scenario Is based on local input received by June 2011. 

La Cienega/ Jefferson Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
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CEOA Streamlining Avall - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Rea Low MIX Ne,ghbo<tiood Office Low Mix 

- Urnan Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 
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- Town Re$ High MIX Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low MIX Rural Low MkX 
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Suburban R1n High Mix City Res Low Mix Nelghborh00d Retail Low M," 
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Scenario ,s based on local Input received by June 2011 

Venice / Robertson Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
... sournERN CA,IFOkNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION' ofG01./[RNMEN1'S 



~ --
i-:,4 ·1 -

CEQA Streamlining Avail. City Emp High Mix 
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Soe,iario Is based on local Input received by Juna 2011 . 

Venice/ Robertson Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
t ,A S0UTHE$tN CAUFORNlA 
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Scenan·o is based on local lnpul received by June 2011 . 

National / Palms Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 201 2 RTPISCS 
,A SOUTHERN CAUFO~NIA 
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Scenario Is based on loc91 inpur raoow11d by Juno 2011 

National/ Palms Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
" SOUTHERN CAllFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVE RN MOTS 
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CEQA Streamlining Avail. 
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City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 
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City Res Low Mix 
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Nelgi1 borhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Ras low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office low Mix 
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Rural Low Mix 
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Scenario Is based on local input received by Jun a 2011 . 

Expo/ Westwood Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMEN TS 
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Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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Scenario is based on /ocel input roceived by June 2011. 

Expo/ Westwood Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CA LI FOR:N IA 
~ 1,SSOCIATION of GOVERNM ENTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 
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Scenario /s basoo on local Input mceived by June 2011 , 

Expo/ Sepulveda Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ ""' SOUTHERN CAI.IFORNIA 
~ ASSO CIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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Scenario is based on loclll tnpvt mceived by June 2011 

Expo / Sepulveda Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
_.A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ~SSOCIATION ofGOVERNMIHTS 



- Ulban Core Res High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 
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Scen8tl0 IS based on local ,nput received by June 2011. 

Expo/ Bundy Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priori ty Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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Scenan'o Is baslJd on local Input received by June 2011 . 

Expo/ Bundy Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. 
~ AS50CIATIO• of GOYERNMEIITS 
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Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 

sournERH CALIFORNIA 
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CEQA S1reaml infng Avail 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 
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Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 
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Nerghborhood Retail Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
sourne~ N CA( lfORNIA 
ASSOCIATI ON of GOV.E RN M ENTS 



CEQA S1reamhn1ng Avail - Crty Emp High Moc Neighborhood Res Low MIX Neighborhood Office low Mix 

• Urban Core Res H,gh M Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low M,x Suburban Office Low Mix 
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See nano 1s ba s6d on lacs/ input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
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&en9rio is b&sed on local Input mcelved by JIHle 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
...-&I SOUTHERN o.uroRNIA 
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Scenario Ill based on local ,npu/ received by J1JJ111 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ 50UTHERJI CAiJFORNIA 
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- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mil< 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

~ Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

I 
/ 

// 
/ 

/ 
1· 
( 
I 
' ! 

i 
/ 
i 

I 
I / 

,/ 
/ 

I 

~ I r-
~7;, I 

~;,~ I 
;,>','X'¥t ! 

... , .. ~./ [ ~ 
·--·--··-··- .... -.......... -.. ...... .... 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

··,, .. 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J,.. 
--==i--•Feet ~ 

Scenario is based on local inpul received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
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CEQA Streamlining Avail. City Emp High Mix 
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Scenario Is based on local lnpul received by June 2011 

Lincoln Heights / Cypress Park Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
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Scenario Is bllsed on local Input received by Jun11 2011 

Lincoln Heights / Cypress Park Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ S0UfH£SN CAUfOANIA 
~ ASSOC IAflON ofGOVlRNMINTS 



~ 
I -~ 

\ ;' 
\ I 

V 

CEOA Streaml ining Avail. - City Emp High Mlic NelghbOfhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 
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- City Res High Ml Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

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

Nelghborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 1 Town Emp Low Mix N 
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Seen a no Is bs sod on IOcaJ mpul receNed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
_A SOUTHER N CALIFORNIA '<::! ASSOCIATION ofGOVEUMfNTS 
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Soonano Is based on local Input rucer,ed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
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~ ASSOCIATION of GOV ER NM ENTS 
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- CEQA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix Rural Low Mix 
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Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
.AfA SO UTHERN ( ALLFO.RNIA 
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_ CEOA Streamlining Avail . - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 
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Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
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CEQA Streamllnmg Avail. Ill City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res L.ow Mix 
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Scenario Is based on local i11put received by June 2011 . 

Little Tokyo/ Arts District Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Us~ Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
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Ne,ghbo!flood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 
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Sconario Is based on local input received by June 2011 

Little Tokyo/ Arts District Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 

~ ~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ A.5SOC IAT10N of GOVERNM[NTS 



- Urban qore Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 
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Scenano ss based OIi local mpul f8«1ived by June 2011 

Pico/ Aliso Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
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CEOA Streamlining Avail. - Cily Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High MIX Town Emp High Mix 
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Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res low Mix 
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Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- Cily Emp low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp low Mix N 
Ne,ghborhood Retail low M,x 
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Scenario Is bo$(1(1 on local input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERH CALIFORNIA 
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, CEQAstreamllnlngAvall - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low MIX 
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0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High M,x Town Res low Mix SubU'ban Rela8 Low Mix Fee 

Scenario rs based on local U1put rece1Ved by June 20 t1 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHERN CAUFORNl.t. 
ASSOCI ATION ol GOV EANMENTS 
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CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

1111B City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low M1x 

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

lliBI Town Res Kigh Mix Suburban Emp l-1igh Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Moc i!II Urban Core Res Low Mix 

SubuJban Res High Mix Clty Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mi.x 

.. ·. l Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood O llice Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.. 
--=::::::11--• Feet t\ 

Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofll0VERNM£N1S 



CEQA Streamlining Avail - City Emp High MIX Neighborhood Res Low M,x Neighborhood Office Low Moc 

• Urban Core Res High Mlll - Town Emp High Mix S\/burban Res Low Mix Suburban omce Low Muc 

- City Res H19h M,x Neighbomood Emp High M,x - Urban Core Emp Low Moc Suburban Industrial tow Mbe 

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

elghborhood Res High Mix - Ulban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix Crty Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Muc 

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

Scenar,o ,s basodon local mput received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHERN CALlfORNIA 
ASSOCIATION of GOV.fRNMENTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburt>an Res low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- City Res High Mix Ne,ghborhood Emp High Mix -Urban Cora Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mil< 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix -City Emp Low Mix Rural Low M ,x 

Neighborhood Ras High Muc - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mil< N 
Suburban Res High MIX City Res Low Mix Nelghbo,hood Retail Low Mtx 

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

&enarlo Is b/JS{ld on local Input roceived by Juno 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTIIEON CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofGOVIRNMINT5 



- TONn Emp H gh MIX 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- City Res High Mlle 

Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High M,x - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburbar, Res High Mb< Cily Res Low MIX 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

I Town Ernp Low Mil< 

Neighbolhood Reta~ Low MO< 

Suburban Retail Low Ml>: 

' . 
AJ If- /.5 

Nelghb01hood Office low Mix 

SU!lwban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lnd.islrial Low MIX 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 ,.ooo A 
--===--1111111111 Feet 

Scenario Is bflsod on /ocof Input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
$0 UTHUIN CAUrORHIA 
ASSOCli.YlOII of GOVI: RNMEHTS 



CEOA Slreamllnlng Avail. - City E:mp High Mix Neighborhood Res low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mlx N 
Suburban Res High Mix Cily Res low Mix Neighbothood RetaU Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A Urban Core Emp H,gh Mut Town Res Low Moc Suburban RetaH Low MIX Feel 

Scenario Is based on IOcBI lnpul received by Jillie 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,Al SOUTUUN CAUFOANIA 
~ ASSOCIATIONofGOVUHMIHTS 



CEQAS1reamh11lngAv I - City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Muc - Tovm Emp High Mlle Suburban Res Low M x Suburban Office Low M,x 

- C!ty Rea High Mix Nejghbomood Emp High Mix - Urban CORI Emp Low Mix Suburban lndulilrial Low Mix 

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

Necghbomood Res High M - Urban Core Res low MDC Town Emp Low M x N 
Suburban Res High Mix - Ctty Res low Mix Neighborhood Raton Low MIX 

0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp H gh Mix Town Res Low MDC Suburban Rela I Low Mix Feet 

Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011 

Imperial / Wilmington Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNJA 
~ ASSOClATlON of GOVERNMENTS 
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CEQA Streamlining Avail. -City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

City Res High Mix NeighbOfhood Emp High Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban industrial Low Mix 

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix , Town Emp Low Mix 
N 

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

Scenario is based on local input received by June 2011 . 

Imperial / Wilmington Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALlr0RNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIONofGOVUtNMfNTS 



LJ CEOA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix Nelg l1bo1hood Res ~ow Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

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

l!e"'J Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix . Town Emp Low Mix N 
Sltburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Relall Low Mix 

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

Scenario Is based on local inpul received by June 2011 . 

103rd Street Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
:::::,,__ ~ SOUTHER N CALIFORNIA 
~ "ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



l _I CEQAStreamliningAvail. -City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res lilgh Mix Suburban Em p High Mix 

,I Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mi)( -City Res low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Ml)( 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

W"i:l Town Emp low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mlx 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.. --==---Feet f\ 
Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

103rd Street Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAllFORNIA 
~ AS$0C IAT lON of GOVERNMENTS 
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I I CEOA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix Ne,ghbomood Res Low Mlx Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

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

,..,....l Neighborhood Res High Mlx - Urban Core Res Low Mix 1• 0~ Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mlx 

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

Scenario Is based on local input reoeived by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
AA SOUTHERN CALIFO-RNIA 
"!l ASSOCIATIO N of GOV£RNM ENTS 



L~.I CEQA Streamlin ing Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mlx 

"'i Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

t7 1 Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Offire Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 f, --==---Feet f::... 
Scenario Is bas9d on local Input raceived by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN CALIFORN IA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



L .... J CEQA Streamlining Avail. - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res low Mix 

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

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

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix - Cily Emp Low Mix 

· Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low MIX 

Suburban Res High Mix City Re s low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix I Town Res Low Mix 

·, ";'j Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 I:,. --===--• Feet t\ 
Scenario is based on local /llpul received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATI ON of GOVUNM ENTS 



r--:_ J CEOA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

I 

I I -· I __________ , 

IJ'~~~ 

I! 
- City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

1 Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - Clly Emp low Mix . 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

.--,1 Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix ;"},l'il Town Emp Low Mix N 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

• Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix · 0 250 500 1.000 A 
Suburban Retail Low Mix --===--• Feet 

Scenario is bastKJ on /o'Cel Input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
AA SOUTHERN CAl .lFOR:NIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



I CEQA Streamlin,ng Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

) 

I 

i 

,1-__J_ 

Dl ---=r 

m ,/vsh,,._( 
- ;,~ ,,.-'"1,.J>.11J,· ... J 

n• c.h~r h,-

- Ci ty Emp Hig~ Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Tow~ Emp High Mlx Suburban Res Low Mix 

I Neighbo/hood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - Ci ty Emp_!_ow Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

•" .. 9 Neighborhood Res High Mix • - Lfrtian Core Res Low Mix • • Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban ReJall Low Mix 

N 
Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 
0 250 500 1,000 i,, 
--==i--•Feet ~ 

Scenario Is based on local lnpur lfJCeived by Jtme 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ A4 SOUl'HERH CAllFORNlA 
~ ASSOCIATION o[GOVERNMENTS 
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CEQA S1reamllnln9 Avail - City Emp High Mhc NeighbO(hood Res Low MIX e,ghborhood Office low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mo: - Town Emp High Mix suburban RM Low Mix Suburban Office low Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Uiban Core Emp I.ow MIX SUburban lnduslrial Low Mix 

- Town Res High MiX SUburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mi Rural Low Mo: 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res low M Town Emp low Mix 
N 

SUburban Res High Mix City Res Low M Ix Ne1ghbofhood Relafl Low MIX 
0 250 500 1,000 A - Utban Core Emp High MIX Town Res low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix Feel 

IS{;6nario Is based on local /npuJ received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 20 12 RTPISCS 
A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIOHofGOVERNMENTS 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

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

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

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

Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 , 

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

with Transit Priority ~roject Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,..41 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix m Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Cily Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High MIX - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

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

~ Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

j'~ l Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 
--=::::::11--• Feet 

N 

A 
Scenario jS based on local input received by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN' CAL1FORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



I_ 1 CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

P' 

(\ 
'\,~--'-j---~--,--,,;'::;::~ 

\ 

1\. 
\ 

- City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

j Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - Ci ty Emp Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix ~ Town Emp Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix 

T _, 

~llflj·-1 

~I 

wiRF 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 ii 
--==---Feet ~ 

Scenario Is bas6d on local Input rec11lvad by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,4. SOUTHE~N CALIFORNIA 
"'l' ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



l ~ CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

.,,,.'ll Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

• Urban Core Emp High Mix 

-1!1 
f 'II r I 

I I 

[-. 

L 

- City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

I 

1 Neighborhood En,p High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

I Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

;I Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

l§I \ 

IT 11'1 

Ui 
GL:Tfllll 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 fl --=::::::1--• Feel f\ 
S<:enario is based on local Input received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNrA 
~ ASSOCIATIOHOfGOVER.NMENTS 



L_I CEOA Streamlining Avail, - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mll< 

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

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

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

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

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

Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ ..JA SOUTUERN CALI FORNlA 
- ~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



J CEQA Str~amlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

• · City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

:f1il Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

• Urban Core Emp High Mix 

-
City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp Hi_gh Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix -Urban Core Emp Low Mix -City Emp Low Mix 

M Town Emp low Mix 

Neighborhood Retall Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1.000 A --==---Feet 
Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

Vermont Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cel l Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHER N CALIFORNIA 
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



[ :.J CEQA Streamlin ing Avaii. - Cily Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix - Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix ··1 Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Enip High Mix 

"l Neighbomood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core En,p High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Ne lghborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

,. "I Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Ne19hborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lnduslrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.\ 
--=::::::1--• Feet f\ 

Scenario Is bas9d on local input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALlfOf::NIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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• , I CEQA Str~amllning Avail. 

• Urban Core Res High Mix 

- Cily Res High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

. ·i Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

m Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

I -..· i Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res l ow Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

'~ J Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office l ow Mix 

Suburban omce Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rura l Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 --==---•Feet 
N 

A 
Scenario is basad on local input received by June 2011 , 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ ~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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CEQA Streamlining Avail -City Emp High Mix 

Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

City Res High Mix ' Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 " --===---• Feel f\ 
Scenario is based on local Input receive cl by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS. 
::::,,,_ ~ SOUTltERN CAllFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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Cl CEQA Streamlining Avail. -City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

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

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

f"'j Neighborhood R8$ High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix 'j Town Emp Low Mix 
N 

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

Scenario Is based on local Input raoeived by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
~ ~ SOUTH€RN CALIFORNIA 
.• ~ ASSOCI ATION. ofG OVERN M t.NTS 



l CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

'!'I>" Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburoan Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

-
- I 

-
City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

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

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburoan Res Low Mix 

Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J\ 
--== =---•Feel f\ 

Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

23rd Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHERN ~LI FORNlA 
ASSO~IATION of GOVERNMENTS 



- City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix • Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res low Muc Town Emp Low MIJC 

Neight>orhood Retan Low Mix 

Suburban RetaD low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp H,gh M,x Town Res Low Mix 

Suburban Office low Mix 

Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Rura l Low Mix 

N 

0 250 SOO 1.000 A --==---•Feet 
Scenano JS bosed on local lnpul received by June 2011 

23rd Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
ASSOCIATION of GOVf~NM[NTS 



CEQA Slreamllnlng Ava I. - City Emp HJgh Muc NeighbOfhood Res Lew Muc Neighborllood Office Low Mix -Urb n Core Res High Mix - Town Emp High Muc Suburban Res Low M Ix Suburban Office Low Mlx 

- City Rea High Mlx eighbomood Emp High Mix - Urben CORI Emp La,y Mix Suburban lnduslnal Low Mix 

- Town Res High M Suburban Emp High Mlx - Crty Emp Low Mix Rural low Mix 

Ne,ghbomood Res High Mtx - Urt:Jan Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low MIX N 
Subutban Res High Mlx - c,ty Res Low Mix Neighborhood Relall Low M,x 

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

Sconarlo is based on /oca/ /npvt raceived by June 2011, 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
AA SOUTHERN CALIFORNtA 
~ ASSOCIATION or GOV(RNMENTS 



I _ I CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

• Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

;i. ii Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 

m City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

··· l Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Clly Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

=1 Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Offrce Low Mix 

Suburban lndustnal Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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Scenario Is based on local Input raceived by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTPISCS 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



I CEOA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res Hlgl1 Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Hlg Mix • Urban Core Res Low Mix ' Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood RetaJI Low Mlx 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Max City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Ruml Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.. - -==---Feet ~ 
~nano ,s buod on locBI lnp11/ metJ/ved by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHHN CALIFORNIA 
~ A550(1 ATI ON afGOVU NM£NTS 



LJ CEQA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

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

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix • , Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Em p High M Ix - City Emp Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix ,.,....~ Town Emp Low Mix 

. "'ru City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Town Res LOW Mix Suburban Retail Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lndus!riat Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

250 500 1,000 A Feet 

Scenario Is based on local input received by June 2011 , 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNlA 
~ ASSOCI ATIONOfGOVERN MENTS 



Neigtlbolhood Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix - Town E~ High Mix Suburban Re Low M,x Suburban Office Low Mix 

- City Rea High Mix Nelghbomood Emp High Mix • Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban I ndu stria! Low Muc 

- Town Res High Mot Suburban E~ High Milt - City Emp Low Mix Rural low Mix 

Neighborhood RH High Mix - Urban Core Res low Mix Town Emp Low Mot N 
Suburban Res High Mix - Crty Res low Mix Neighborhood Retell Low Mix 

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

Sce11orlo la ba sod on /oCDJ input roceived by Jum1 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAW~ORN IA "!I!! ASSOCIATION ofG OVERNMtns 
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CEOA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- Ci!y Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mbc 

- Urban Core Emp High MtX 

- City Emp High Mix 

Town Emp High Mix 

I Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High MIX 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

- C,ty Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

t 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low M Ix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low MIX Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

- City Emp low Mix Rural Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix N 
Netghborhood Retail Low M,x 

0 250 500 1,000 A suburban Retail Low Mix Feel 

Scenario Is based on locllJ Input rooewed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
.Jllf 50UTHlRN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION olGOVERNMlHTS 



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

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

- Town Res High M,x Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix Rural Low M,x 

I NelghborhOod Res High Mix • Urban C0<e Res Low M,x Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix Cily Res Low Mtx Neighborhood Relall Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res low Mix Suburban Reta,I Low Mix Feel 

Scenano 13 based on loc81 lnpul raceivlld by JIJ/le 2017. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CAUrORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION ofGOVUNMENTS 
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CEQA Streamlining Ava II. - City Emp High Mix NelghborhOod Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix · Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

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

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

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

suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Law Milt Suburban RetaD Low Muc 

Neighborhood Office Low Mlx 

Suburban Office Low M Ix 

Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 ·1,000 /,. -==--Feet f'\ 
Sce(IBT is based on IOcaJ mwt received by June 2011 

Slauson Station Area, City of Los Ang.el es 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOllTHEAN CALIFORNIA 
~ AS Sptl ATI ON o! GOVER NMtNTS 



Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

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

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urben Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industria l Low Mix 

- Town Res H gh Mfx Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix Rural Low M,x 

Neighborhood Res High M,x - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix c,ty Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low M,x 

0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp Hlgll Mix Town Res Low MIX Suburban Retalf Low Mix Feel 

Scen8tl0 Is basod on IOCal mpul rr,ce111ed by June 2011 

37t~ Street I USC Station Area, City of Los Angeles 
2035 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Leve! 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,AA SOUTHE~N CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



1 CEQA Streamlining Avail. - Crty Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Nefgt1borhood Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix • Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mrx Suburban Office Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix 
N 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 
0 250 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High Mrx Town Res Low Mix suburban Retaij Low Mix Feel 

Scen/lllO IS bes«/ on local input ,ec&ived by June 2011 

37th Street/ USC Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 Land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFO~NlA 
~ ASSOCtATIOHofGOVCANMINT5 
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- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 

- City Res High M,x Neighbomood Emp High Mix -Urben Core Emp Low Mix Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

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

Neighbomood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 1 Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mb( City Res Low Mix Neighbomood Retail low M,x 

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

Scenll/10 ,s b8s9d on local Input mce111ed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTttERN CAUFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High M,x 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

I Neighborhood Emp Hlgt, Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

- City Res Low Mix 

Town Res low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Rel.iii Low Mile 

Ne1ghb0<hood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 - -==:.--•Feet 
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Scanario Is basfld 011 local Input reca/ved by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
'ill:: ASSOCIATION olGOV!RNMU TS 
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CEOA Streamlining Avail - City Emp High Mix Nolghborhooel Res Low M ,x Neighborhood Olfoce Low Mix 

• Ulban Core Res Hlgh Mix - Town Ell1) High MU< Suburban Res Low MIIC Suburba11 Office Low Mix 

- Caty Rea High Mix Neigllbomood Emp Hlgh MIX - Utban Core Emp Low Mix Subulban Industrial Low Mix 

Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp H gh Mix - City Emp Low M,x Rural Low Mlx 

Nelghb0thood Res High Mlll - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix Ctty Res Low Mix Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

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

Scenario Is based on kx:al lnpur roceived by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,/A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIOH o[ GOVERHMEHTS 



I J CEOA Streamlining Avail. 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

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

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp Hlg Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix - C~y Res Low Mix 

- Ulban Core Emp High Mix Town Res low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Ne ghborhood Reial I Low Mlx 

Subulban Retail low Ml.IC 

NelghborhOod Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 --=::::1--• Feet 
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A 
Scenario Js based on loC8I Input t&Cetved by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN CALIFORNrA 
~ ASS0Cl4Tl0NofGOVERNMENTS 
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J CEQA Streamlining Avail 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

- City Res High Mb< Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urben Core Emp Low Mix 

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

Neighborhood Res Hfgh Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix Clty Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High MIX Town Res Low Mix 

Town Ell'¥) Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retall Low Mix 

SubuJban Retail Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban O fflce Low Mix 

Suburban Ind u stna I Low Mix 

Rurul Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1.000 A - -=:=:11--•Feet 
Sce11ano 1s basod on local l11pur 1&Cfl1ved by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 201 2 RTPISCS 
A SOUTHUN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOtlATI O" OfGOV ERN MINTS 



CEOA Slreamllnlng Avall. 

- Urban Core Rea High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix 

I 
t~ 

- City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp Low Mlx 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Sllburban Reia~ la.v Mix 

Suburban Res High M,x City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High M,x Town Res Low Mix 
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Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low M,x 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

0 250 500 1,000 --=:::::1--•Fee1 
N 

A 
Samano is based on lacs/ Input receJVed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
"' SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 



'I CEOA Streamlining Avai l Ci ty Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Ne19hborhood Emp Hig ll MIX 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High MiX City Res Low Mlit 

- Urban Core Emp Hlgh Mox Town Res Low Mix 

Neighbomood Res low Mix 

Suburban Res low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Moc 

Nelghbomood Retail Low M,x 

Subulban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban lndustnal Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J.. - -===---Feet ~ 
Scenario ,s basod on local mpu1 received by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATIOffofGOVERNMlNTS 



1 CEOA Streamllnlng Avail - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix NelghbOfhood Office Low Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix - Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low M Ix Suburban Office Low Mix 

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

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

Neighborhood Res High Mix • Urban Core Res Low Mix Town Emp low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Muc City Res Low Mix Neighborhood Re1ail Low Mix 

0 260 500 1,000 A - Urban Core Emp High M x Town Res Low Mix Suburoan RetaU Low Mix Feel 

Scenario ,s bosoo on /ocal Input receNed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
"' SOUTIIERN CA\JrORNIA 
~ ASSO~IATIOH orGOVERHMtNTS 



I,_ _J CEOA Streamlining Avail. -City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

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

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mi• -Urban Core Emp Low Mix Suburban lndustnal Low Mix 

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

-i Neighborhood Res High Mix -Urban Core Res Low Mix ., Town Emp Low Mix 
N 

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

Scenario is based on local lnpul received by June 2011. 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA "li ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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CEOA Slreamlln ng AvaJl 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- C,ty Res High Mil< 

- Town Res High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

• Urban Core Emp High Mix 

- Cily Emp High Mix 

- Town Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High MkX 

Suburban Emp H',gh MIX 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Ctty Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

! 

Nelghbomood Res Low Mix 

Subi.ban Res Low MIX 

- Urban Core Emp Low MD< 

- City Emp Low M 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Ne/ghb0<hood Retail Low M1 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low MD< 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rur.,1 Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 , .ooo A 
--=:::a--aFeel 

Sconarlo Is based on loc;al input rec;aived by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUl'IIERH CAl1 FORN IA 
~ ASSOCIATI ON of GOYrRNMENTS 



I CEOA Streamfimng Avail 

- Urban C01e Ret High Mix 

- City Res Hlg Mix 

- Town Res High Moc 

Neighbomood Res High MIX 

Suburban Res High Mbc 

- Urban Core Emp High MIX 
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- City Emp High MDC 

- Town Emp High Mix 

NetQhbomood Emp HtQh MDC 

Suburban E~ High Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

- City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

-

\ 
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Nelghbomood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low MDC 

Urban COIU Emp Low MDC 

- City Emp Low Ml 

Town Emp Low Mlx 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburban Ret 11 Low Mix 
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NelghbOfhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Off"JCe Low MDC 

Suburban Industrial low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 

N 

0 250 500 1,000 J\ --=:::::::a--•Feel f\ 
Scenano Is based on local Input recaived by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
"il ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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I CEQA Slreamlmlng Avail, - City Emp High Mix Neighborhood Res low Mix Neighb04'hood Office low Mbc 

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

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

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

l Neighborhood Res High MIX -Urban Core Res low MI x Town Emp Low Mix N 
Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix Ne!ghbolhOod Retail Low Mix 

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

Scenano ,s b8$6d on local 111put mceNed by June 2011 

Woodley Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2008 land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN CAl,..ORNIA 
~ AS SOCIAT ION of GOVUNMt NTS 
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- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res High Mix 

m Town Res High Mix 

:t· Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 
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Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

- Town Emp High Mix Suburban Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Emp High Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix - City Emp Low Mix 

Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

r,·@i Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Relail Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburtlan Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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0 250 500 1,000 f, 
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Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
,i/A SO U'n< E RH CA UFO RNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOV~RNMENTS 
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- - Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res High M1x City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

-
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Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Sub11rban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Retail Low Mix 

suburban Retail Low Mbc 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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0 250 500 1,000 j. --=::::::11--•Feet f\ 
Scenario ,s bssod on IOc8I Input recen,ed by JU/le 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN CAL1rORN IA 
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CEQA Streamhniog Avail, 

- Urban COil! Rea High Mfx 

• c~v Res High Mix 

Town Res H1gll Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urben Core Emp High Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

NeighbOfhood Emp High MIX - Urt:lan COil! Emp Low M1)( 

Suburban Office Low Moc 

Subu rba lndusmal Low Mix 

Rural Low Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mlx 

- City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

• c,ty Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp low Mix 

N 1ghbomood Retail Low MIX 

Suburt:lan Retell Low MO< 
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Scenario Is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 

Reseda Station Area , City of Los Angeles 
2035 land Use Scenario at Grid Cell level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ SOUTH~RH CALIFORNIA 
~ ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
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J CEOA Streamlining Avail 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 

- City Res H,gh Mix 

Town Res High Mix 

' I Neighborhood Res High Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix 
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City Emp High Mox 

Town Emp High M,x 

Ne,ghborhood Emp High Mix 

Suburban Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res Low Mix 

City Res Low Mix 

Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp Low Moc 

- City Emp Low Mix 

Town Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Relall Low Mix 

Suburban Retail Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office Low M Ix 

Suburban Office Low Mix 

Sliburban Industrial La.v Mix 

Rural Low Mix 
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0 250 500 1,000 j., --====---Feel ~ 
Scenario is based on local input rocewed by June 2011 

Reseda Station Area, City of Los·Angeles 
2008 land Use Scenario at Grid Cell Level 

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
~ 50VTHERN CALJFOINIA 
~ ASSOCIATIO,rofGOVIERNMEHfS 



CEQA StreamRnlng Avail. 

- Urben Core Res H'ogh MIX 

- Cny Res High MIX 

- Tov,n Res High Mix 

- City Emp High Mix Ne,ghbofhood Res Low Mix 

To,,.., ~ High Mil< Suburban Res Low Mix 

Nff,ghborhood Emp H,gh Mix - Urban Core Emp Low Mix 

Suburban Emp High MIX - Crty Emp Low Mix 

Neighborhood Res High Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix To,,.., Emp Low Mix 

Ne ighborhood Retail Low Mix 

Suburoan Retel l Low Mix 

Suburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

- Urban Core Emp High Mix Town Res Low Mix 

Neighborhood Office low Mix 

Suburban Office Low Moc 

Suburban Industrial Low Mix 

Rural Low Mi• 
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0 250 500 1,000 J,.. 
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Scenario is b8snd on IO¢lll Input rucer.,ed by June 2011 

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

with Transit Priority Project Areas 2012 RTP/SCS 
A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
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1 CEQA Streamlining Avall, - City Emp High Mix 

- Urban Core Res High Mix 1B Town Emp High Mix 

- City Res High Mix Neighborhood Emp High Mix 

- Town Res High Mix Suburban Emp High Mix 

Neighborhood Res lilgh Mix - Urban Core Res Low Mix 

Soburban Res High Mix City Res Low Mix 

• Urban Core Ernp High Mix Town Res Low MiX 

,n~IJ. · .J~_.,·ty 
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Neighborhood Res Low Mix Neighborhood Office Low Mix 

Suburban Res Low Mix Suburban Office Low Mix 
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Scenario is based on local Input received by June 2011 . 
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