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lll. Responses to Comments
A. Introduction

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(a) states that “The lead agency shall evaluate
comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and
shall prepare a written response. The lead agency shall respond to comments received
during the notice comment period and any extensions and may respond to late comments.”
In accordance with these requirements, this section of the Final EIR provides responses to
each of the written comments received regarding the Draft EIR.

Section IlI.B, Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR, includes a
table that provides a summary of the environmental issues raised by each commenter in
response to the Draft EIR. A total of 76 comment letters were received. The comment
letters are categorized by the type of entity (i.e., State and Regional, Organizations, and
Individuals) and organized in alphabetical order. In addition, Section III.C, Responses To
Comment Letters, provides a responses to each of the written comments raised regarding
the Draft EIR. The comment letters are broken up by topic and each comment is followed
by a response. Copies of the original comment letters are provided in Appendix FEIR-1 of
this Final EIR.
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)
Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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Transportation Planner
Local Development/
Intergovernmental Review Branch
CaltransDistrict 7
100 S. Main St., MS 16
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3712
9 X X X
Miya Edmonson
IRG/CEQA Acting Branch Chief
District 7, Office of Transportation
Planning
Department of Transportation
100 S. Main St., MS 16
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3712
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)
Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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4 | Jack Cheng
Air Quality Specialist
SCAQMD
21865 Copley Dr.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
Lijin Sun, Program Supervisor X
CEQA Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Develop. & Area
Sources
SCAQMD
21865 Copley Dr.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
5 | Michael Y. Takeshita
Acting Chief, Forestry Division
Prevention Services Bureau
County of Los Angeles Fire X X
Department
1320 N. Eastern Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90063-3294
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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6 | Ali Poosti
Division Manager
Wastewater Engineering Services
Division X
Bureau of Sanitation
2714 Media Center Dr.
Los Angeles CA 90065-1733
ORGANIZATIONS
7 | James O’Sullivan
Fix The Cit
Y X X X X | X X
907 Masselin Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4719
8 | Meg McComb
Executive Director
Greater Miracle Mile Chamber of X
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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9 | David Fanarof
President
Le Melange Homeowner’'s Assn. X X
637 S. Fairfax Ave., Apt. 501
Los Angeles, CA 90036-5048
10 | Emilia Crotty
Executive Director
Los Angeles Walks X X
830 Traction Ave., FI. 3
Los Angeles, CA 90013-1816
11 | Ron Miller
Executive Secretary
Los Angeles/Orange Counties
Building and Construction Trades X
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

James O’Sullivan

President

Miracle Mile Residential Association
P.O. Box 361295

Los Angeles, CA 90036-9495
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12 | Vera Sergeeva
Paralegal
Luna & Glushon
16255 Ventura Blvd., Ste. 950
Encino, CA 91436-2313 X | x X X | x| X | X X
Robert L. Glushon
Luna & Glushon
16255 Ventura Blvd., Ste. 950
Encino, CA 91436-2313
13 | Ken Hixon
Vice President
Miracle Mile Residential Association
P.O. Box 361295
Los Angeles, CA 90036-9495
X X | X X X
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

LETTER NoO.

COMMENTER

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

AESTHETICS, VIEWS, LIGHT/GLARE, AND

SHADING

AIR QUALITY

CULTURAL RESOURCES
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

HAzARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

HYDROLOGY, WATER QUALITY, AND

GROUNDWATER

LAND USE

PuBLIC SERVICES—FIRE PROTECTION
WATER SUPPLY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
ENERGY

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
WASTEWATER

TRAFFIC, ACCESS, AND PARKING
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Noise
ALTERNATIVES
GENERAL/OTHER
SUPPORT

—
N

Dawn McDivitt

Chief Deputy Director
Administrator, Page Museum and
William S. Hart Museum

Natural History Museum of Los
Angeles County

900 Exposition Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90007-4057

Lori Bettison-Varga

President and Director

Natural History Museum of Los
Angeles County

900 Exposition Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90007-4057

15

Terry L. Karges

Executive Director

Petersen Automotive Museum
6060 Wilshire Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90036-3605
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

COMMENTER

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

AESTHETICS, VIEWS, LIGHT/GLARE, AND

SHADING

AIR QUALITY

CULTURAL RESOURCES
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

HAzARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

HYDROLOGY, WATER QUALITY, AND

GROUNDWATER

LAND USE

PuBLIC SERVICES—FIRE PROTECTION
WATER SUPPLY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
ENERGY

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
WASTEWATER

TRAFFIC, ACCESS, AND PARKING
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Noise
ALTERNATIVES
GENERAL/OTHER
SUPPORT

o | LETTER No.

—_

Jordan R. Sisson

Law Clerk

Law Office of Gideon Kracov
801 S. Grand Ave., FI. 11

Los Angeles, CA 90017-4613

Gideon Kracov

Law Office of Gideon Kracov
801 S. Grand Ave., FI. 11

Los Angeles, CA 90017-4613

INDIVIDUALS

17

Eduardo Agurcia
1443 11th St., Apt. 1
Santa Monica, CA 90401-2900

18

Josh Albrektson
750 S. Spaulding Ave., Apt. 120
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4554

19

Sharona Alperin
822 S. Densmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036- 4732
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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20 | Mehmet Berker X X X
mehmetikberker@gmail.com
21 | Alan Berman X
aldberman@yahoo.com
22 | Gideon Blumstein
902 S. Burnside Ave. X
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4743
23 | Michelle Buchmeier
) . X X X
m.buchmeier@gmail.com
24 | Flavia Carrozzi X
fcarrozzi@gmail.com
25 | Montrese Chandler
5321 W. 8th St. X | X
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4837
26 | Robert Cherno
s ) X X X X | X
cdila1@gmail.com
27 | Robert Cherno
. ) X
cdila1@gmail.com
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III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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28 | Karen Constine
750 S. Spaulding Ave. X X | X
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4550
29 | Tracy Cook
X
trabot@ca.rr.com
30 | Francine Dorsey X
francine.dorsey@gmail.com
31 | Evalena Easter
5405 W. Ninth St. X
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4820
32 | Nina Brody
Leonard Frayman X
908 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4730
33 | Craig Gartner X
craig@gartnergreen.com
34 | Rosanne Gold
X X X X
artrage@sbcglobal.net
35 | Purvi Goor X
psgoor@gmail.com

County of Los Angeles
SCH No. 2016081014

Page IlI-12

LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection
March 2019



III.B. Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR

LETTER NoO.

COMMENTER

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

AESTHETICS, VIEWS, LIGHT/GLARE, AND

SHADING

AIR QUALITY

CULTURAL RESOURCES
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

HAzARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

HYDROLOGY, WATER QUALITY, AND

GROUNDWATER

LAND USE

PuBLIC SERVICES—FIRE PROTECTION
WATER SUPPLY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
ENERGY

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
WASTEWATER

TRAFFIC, ACCESS, AND PARKING
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Noise
ALTERNATIVES
GENERAL/OTHER
SUPPORT

w
(o))

Simone Gordon
1131 S. Ridgeley Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90019-2506

x

37

Regina Griffin
reginagriffin@mac.com

38

Joseph Grover
712 1/2 N. Van Ness Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90038-3108

39

Martha Haight
808 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4732

40

Linda Hammonds
linda@concipient.net

41

Aaron Harberts
922 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4730

42

Julie Hébert
1016 S. Hudson Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019-1815

County of Los Angeles
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Table IlI-1 (Continued)

Matrix of Comments Received in Response to the Draft EIR
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AIR QUALITY

CULTURAL RESOURCES
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
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GROUNDWATER

LAND USE
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
ENERGY

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—
WASTEWATER

TRAFFIC, ACCESS, AND PARKING
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Noise
ALTERNATIVES
GENERAL/OTHER
SUPPORT

N
w

Alan Hess
4991 Corkwood Ln.
Irvine, CA 92612-2833

x

44

Toby Horn
146 S. Fuller Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-2810

45

Paul Hunter
paul.hunter@mac.com

46

Linda Kakish
656 S. Ridgeley Dr., Apt. 301
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3840

47

Scott and Georgette Kelsey
816 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4732

48

Cornelia Kiss
cornelia.kiss@gmail.com

49

Coley Laffoon
8124 W. Third St., Ste. 200
Los Angeles, CA 90048-4341
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Hannah Levy
P.O. Box 86864
Los Angeles, CA 90086-0864

x

51

Steven Luftman
sluftman@yahoo.com

52

Robin Menken
1208 N. Hilldale Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1823

53

Keith B. Nakata
keithnakata@earthlink.net

54

Mattia Nuzzo
613 1/2 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4096

55

Tara A. Perry
902 S. Burnside Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4743

56

Tim Pollock
901 S. Sierra Bonita Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4701
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Cynthia M. Pusheck
cpush@mac.com

X | SuPPORT

)]
(o]

Ann Rubin
6524 Commodore Sloat Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90048-5314

59

Jay E. Schoenfeldt
5482 Wilshire Blvd., #1540
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4218

60

Houman Sedaghat
houmansedaghat@gmail.com

61

Ray Simmons
821 S. Mansfield Ave.
Los Angeles CA 90036-4947

62

Karen Smalley
1212 S. Orlando Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90035-2514

63

Wansun Song
wsong2216@gmail.com
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Rhonda Steffen
839 S. Curson Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4620

x

65

Alex Stemkovsky
839 S. Curson Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4620

66

Charlie Stratton
cstratton@me.com

67

Armand Tatis

Debra Haas

800 S. Dunsmuir Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90036-4732

68

Henry van Moyland
808 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4732

69

Jennifer L. Warren
jlwrising@gmail.com

70

Valeri Ann Young
1887 Greenfield Ave., Apt. 109
Los Angeles, CA 90025-4416
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Lori Zimmerman
750 S. Spaulding Ave., Apt. 130
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4555

X

X
X

COMMENT FORMS

72

Alex Israel
5030 W. Pico Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90019-4128

73

James Jacquet
505 N. Croft Ave., #5
Los Angeles, CA 90048

74

Jeannie Kwon
750 S. Spaulding Ave., Apt. 216
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4560

75

Tae Y. Kwon
750 S. Spaulding Ave., Apt. 216
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4560

76

Linda Sallas
lindasallas@gmail.com
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Ill. Responses to Comments
C. Comment Letters

Comment Letter No. 1

Scott Morgan

Director, State Clearinghouse

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State of California

1400 Tenth St.

Sacramento, CA 95814-5502

Comment No. 1-1

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies
for review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse
has listed the state agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on
December 15, 2017, and the comments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed.
If this comment package is not in order, please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately.
Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in future correspondence
so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21104( c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments
regarding those activities involved in a project which are within an area of
expertise of the agency or which are required to be carried out or approved
by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by specific
documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document.
Should you need more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we
recommend that you contact the commenting agency directly.

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental
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Quality Act. Please contact the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any
questions regarding the environmental review process.

Enclosure (1 page): Document Details Report—State Clearinghouse Data Base
Enclosure (2 pages): Caltrans letter dated December 15, 2017

Response to Comment No. 1-1

This comment acknowledges receipt of the Draft EIR by the State of California
Governor’'s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit, and
compliance with State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental
documents, in accordance with CEQA. In addition, the Document Details Report
transmitted with this letter provides a summary of the Project information the State
Clearinghouse has in their data base. Furthermore, this letter transmits comments from
Caltrans, which are included and responded to as part of Comment Letter No. 2, below.
This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-
makers for review and consideration.
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Comment Letter No. 2

Severin Martinez

Transportation Planner

Local Development/Intergovernmental Review Branch
District 7

Department of Transportation

100 S. Main St., MS 16

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3727

Miya Edmonson

Acting IGR/CEQA Branch Chief
District 7

Department of Transportation
100 S. Main St., MS 16

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3727

Comment No. 2-1

Thank you for accepting comments from Caltrans regarding the above referenced project,
we appreciate it. Our Comments will be sent to the County and State Clearinghouse.
Attached is a .pdf copy for your review.

Response to Comment No. 2-1

This introductory comment, which provides a summary of certain aspects of the
Project, does not raise any environmental issues addressed under CEQA. This comment
is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for
review and consideration. Specific comments regarding the Draft EIR are provided and
responded to below.

Comment No. 2-2

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced project. The Project proposes the
LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection within the eastern portion of the LACMA
Campus, over a portion of Wilshire Boulevard, and within the adjacent property owned by
Museum Associates. A new parking facility providing approximately 260 parking spaces is
also proposed.
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Upon reviewing the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), Caltrans has the following
comments:

Response to Comment No. 2-2

This introductory comment, which provides a summary of certain aspects of the
Project, does not raise any environmental issues addressed under CEQA. This comment
is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for
review and consideration. Specific comments regarding the Draft EIR are provided and
responded to below.

Comment No. 2-3

State-level policy goals related to sustainable transportation seek to reduce the number of
trips made by driving, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and encourage alternative modes
of travel. Caltrans’ Strategic Management Plan has set targets of tripling trips made by
bicycling and doubling trips made by walking and public transit by 2020. The Strategic
Plan also seeks to achieve a 15% reduction in statewide per capita vehicle miles traveled
by 2020. Similar ambitious goals are embedded in Caltrans’ 2040 Transportation Plan, and
Southern California Association of Governments’ Regional Transportation Plan. Statewide
legislation such as AB 32 and SB 375, as well as Executive Orders S-3-05 and B-16-12,
echo the need to pursue more sustainable development. Such climate change goals can
only be achieved through support from local partners.

Response to Comment No. 2-3

This comment provides a summary of State-level policy goals related to sustainable
transportation included in Caltrans’ Strategic Management Plan and 2040 Transportation
Plan and Southern California Association of Governments’ Regional Transportation Plan,
as well as Statewide legislation such as AB 32, SB 375, and Executive Orders S-3-05 and
B-16-12. In addition, as detailed on page IV.K-2 in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and
Parking, of the Draft EIR, California Senate Bill 743 (SB 743) changes the way public
agencies evaluate transportation impacts of projects under CEQA. Under SB 743, the
focus of transportation analysis will shift from driver delay to reduction of VMT. As
described on page IV.K-3 in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR,
the Project is located in a transit priority area, as defined in Public Resources Code Section
21099, and would therefore promote and encourage non-auto modes of transportation
such as walking, bicycling, vanpool, and transit due to its location, proximity to transit,
access to other nearby destinations, pedestrian connections and bicycle amenities. The
Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit dedicated bus lane runs adjacent to the Project, with a stop for
the Metro Rapid Line 720 at the intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard. In
addition, the Project is located adjacent to the future Wilshire/Fairfax Station portal for the
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Metro Purple Line Extension, which is anticipated to be complete and operational by
Year 2023.

The Project would support state-level policy goals related to sustainable
transportation which seek to reduce the number of trips made by driving, reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, and encourage alternatives modes of travel. As discussed in
Section IV.E, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the Draft EIR, the Project represents an infill
development within an existing urbanized area that would concentrate museum uses within
a High Quality Transit Area (HQTA). The Project Site is located in an area well-served by
public transit provided by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro), Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT), and the Antelope Valley
Transit Authority, including the future Wilshire/Fairfax Station (as part of the Metro Purple
Line Extension Project), which will be located on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard and
Orange Grove Avenue, approximately 0.05 mile west of the Project Site. The
Wilshire/Fairfax Station is anticipated to open concurrently with the Project as early as Year
2023. In addition, the Project Site is currently served by a total of 15 bus lines including,
13 Metro lines, one LADOT DASH bus line, and one Antelope Valley Transit Authority
Commuter bus line. Bicycle parking is currently provided throughout the LACMA Campus
along the site entry points off of Wilshire Boulevard, 6th Street, and within Hancock Park
next to the Pavilion for Japanese Art. As part of the Academy Museum of Motion Pictures
(Academy Museum), LACMA and the Academy Museum Foundation have agreed to install
facilities for up to 88 bicycles at the entrance to the LACMA Campus from 6th Street. The
Project would also incorporate characteristics that would reduce trips and VMT as
compared to standard Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) trip generation rates. The
Project characteristics listed below are consistent with the California Air Pollution Control
Officers Association (CAPCOA) guidance document, Quantifying Greenhouse Gas
Mitigation Measures, which provides emission reduction values for recommended
measures and project features, as well as features that would reduce VMT and vehicle
trips to the Project Site. These characteristics would, therefore, result in a corresponding
reduction in VMT and associated GHG emissions. Measures applicable to the Project
include the following; a brief description of the Project’s relevance to the measure is
also provided:

e Increase Diversity of Urban and Suburban Developments (Mixed-Uses)
(LUT-3): The Project would locate a mix of museum uses in proximity to existing
off-site residential, commercial, and other museum uses. Specifically, the
Project is located in the area of the City of Los Angeles known as the Miracle
Mile, a cultural, commercial, and residential center established during the early
1920s along Wilshire Boulevard. The Project would provide a diversity and mix
of uses on the Project Site located in a cultural center of the City that would
combine destinations, offer multiple transit options, and further reduce vehicle
trips and VMT by encouraging walking and other non-automotive forms of
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transportation (i.e., biking), which would result in corresponding reductions in
transportation-related emissions.

¢ Increase Destination Accessibility (LUT-4): The Project Site is within 6 miles
of Downtown Los Angeles, a primary job center, which is easily accessible by
public transportation. Other major job centers identified in the City’s Wilshire
Community Plan as Regional Commercial Centers include the surrounding
Miracle Mile Regional Commercial Center, Beverly Center-Cedars Sinai Regional
Commercial Center (approximately 1.5 miles from Project Site), and Wilshire
Center Regional Commercial Center (approximately 2.5 miles from Project Site).
In addition, there are nearby job centers in the City’s Hollywood and Century City
Districts, as well as the Cities of Beverly Hills, West Hollywood, and Culver City,
all of which are accessible by public transportation. Access to multiple
destinations in proximity to the Project Site would reduce vehicle trips and VMT
compared to the statewide average and encourage walking and non-automotive
forms of transportation and would result in corresponding reductions in
transportation-related emissions as a result of the Project.

e Increase Transit Accessibility (LUT-5): At Project buildout, the Project would
be located directly adjacent to the Wilshire/Fairfax Station and along several
Metro, LADOT DASH, and Antelope Valley Transit Authority Commuter bus
routes. The Project would also provide adequate bicycle parking spaces for
visitor and employees of the Project Site to encourage utilization of alternative
modes of transportation.

e Improve Design of Development (LUT-9): The Project would include improved
design elements including developing ground floor museum uses, increasing
connectivity to Hancock Park and improving streetscape which would enhance
walkability in the Project vicinity. The Project would also locate a development
with a high level of street access, which improves street accessibility and
connectivity.

e Provide Pedestrian Network Improvements (SDT-1): Project design would
provide pedestrian access that minimizes barriers and link the Project Site with
existing or planned external streets to encourage people to walk instead of drive.
The Project would provide direct access to the existing off-site pedestrian
network including existing off-site sidewalks, to encourage and increase
pedestrian activities in the area, which would further reduce VMT and associated
transportation-related emissions.

o Traffic Calming Measures (SDT-2): The Project would be located in an area
with traffic calming measures that would encourage people to walk or bike
instead of using a vehicle. This mode shift results in a decrease in VMT. Streets
within 0.5 mile of the Project Site are equipped with sidewalks, and
approximately 25 percent of the intersections include marked crosswalks and/or
count-down signal timers.
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The Buildout GHG annual emissions from mobile sources would result in a total of
1,742 MTCOze in comparison to the Baseline condition of 1,430 MTCOze for a Project total
of 312 MTCOz2e. The Project would also result in an approximate 56 percent reduction in
GHG emissions as compared to a standard project (i.e., a similar project without
implementation of the proposed project design features) within the air basin as measured
by the air quality model (CalEEMod). Thus, based on the above, the Project would support
state-level policy goals related to sustainable transportation.

Comment No. 2-4

Research on parking suggests that abundant car parking enables and encourages driving.
While it may not be possible to reduce parking associated with the project, in order to
promote public transit and reduce vehicle miles traveled it may be possible to implement
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) improvement measures as part of the project.
Measures can include providing plentiful and convenient bicycle parking as well as
providing incentives for transit use among employees and visitors alike. Such measures
can also help ensure the project is actively consistent with efforts to reduce vehicle trips,
transportation-related GHG emissions while promoting public transit along transit corridors
such as Wilshire Boulevard.

Response to Comment No. 2-4

As described on page 1I-25 in Section Il, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, no
additional parking beyond the current parking supply would be provided as part of the
Project, as the parking spaces in the proposed Ogden Parking Structure would be a
replacement for the 260 spaces that are currently provided in the Spaulding Lot. As
described on page IV.K-3 in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR,
and Response to Comment No. 2-2, above, the Project is located within a transit priority
area, as defined by Section 450.322 of Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations. The
Project would encourage non-auto modes of transportation such as walking, bicycling,
carpool, vanpool, and transit due to its location, proximity to transit, access to other nearby
destinations, pedestrian connections and bicycle amenities. Bicycle parking would be
provided within the Ogden Parking Structure, along with the existing bicycle parking that is
provided throughout the campus along the campus entry points off of 6th Street and within
Hancock Park. 88 bicycle parking spaces would be provided at the entrance of the campus
on 6th Street in connection with the Academy Museum. Furthermore, the Project Site is
adjacent to the future Wilshire/Fairfax Station, which is currently under construction. In
addition, as detailed in Appendix M of the Draft EIR, the Project's Parking and Traffic
Management Plan (PTMP), required as part of Project Design Feature K-1, would include
employee and visitor transportation demand management (TDM) measures such as transit
incentives, employee carpooling programs, transit subsidies, etc. For these reasons, the
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Project promotes public transit and reduces vehicle miles traveled as suggested by the
commenter.

Comment No. 2-5

Note that project objectives include transportation-related elements such as: maximizing
use of existing and future mass transit infrastructure; and improving the pedestrian
environment and engage Wilshire Boulevard. Caltrans supports such objectives and
encourages efforts to promote public transit and active transportation. The DEIR states
bicycle parking will be provided within an Ogden Parking Structure along with existing
bicycle parking on-site. Any new bicycle parking should be safe, pleasant, and convenient
in order to promote bicycle use and make for a meaningful addition.

Response to Comment No. 2-5

The comment has provided a summary of the Project’s transportation-related project
objectives, which are detailed on pages 1I-15 to |I-16 of Section Il, Project Description, of
the Draft EIR. The commenter has expressed their support for the Project’'s efforts to
promote the use of public transit and active transportation, including improving the
pedestrian environment and engaging Wilshire Boulevard by providing transparency and
greater public access to art and open space areas. The comment correctly notes that
bicycle parking would be provided within the Ogden Parking Structure as well as
maintaining existing bicycle parking on-site. As detailed on page [1-26 of Section II, Project
Description, of the Draft EIR, the existing bicycle parking is provided throughout the
campus along the campus entry points off of 6th Street and within Hancock Park, as well
as additional bicycle parking to be provided at the entrance to the campus on 6th Street in
connection with the Academy Museum. As noted by the commenter, bicycle parking would
be located in safe areas near entrances to part of the Project Site, which would promote
their uses.

Comment No. 2-6

As a reminder, be aware any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or
materials which requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a
Caltrans transportation permit. We recommend large size truck trips be limited to off-peak
commute periods.

Response to Comment No. 2-6

This comment notes, in general, the need for permits for oversized transport
vehicles to use state highways and recommends that large truck trips be limited to off peak
hours. This comment does not relate directly to the Project, nor the ability to approve or
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carry out the Project. It should be noted that the Project is not anticipated to require work
within a State right-of-way and it will obtain permits (if needed) for the transport of
construction equipment. In addition, note that Mitigation Measure K-1 requires construction
traffic to occur outside of peak travel periods to the extent feasible.

Comment No. 2-7

Also, storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles and Ventura counties. The
project needs to be designed to discharge clean run-off water.

Response to Comment No. 2-7

As discussed in detail in Section IV.G, Hydrology, Water Quality, and Groundwater
of the Draft EIR, the Project will comply with City and National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) requirements with regard to storm water. In particular, the
Project would implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) for managing stormwater
runoff in accordance with both the current Los Angeles County Low Impact Development
(LID) Standards Manual and the current City of Los Angeles LID Ordinance. Given there
are no existing on-site BMPs, stormwater run-off from the Project would result in improved
surface water quality with the implementation of BMPs under the Project.

Comment No. 2-8

If you have questions regarding these comments, contact project coordinator Severin
Martinez at (213)-897-0067 or severin.martinez@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS# 07-LA-
2016-01193.

Response to Comment No. 2-8

This closing comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to
the decision-makers for review and consideration.
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Comment Letter No. 3

Marquis Williams

Transportation Associate

Countywide Planning & Development, Joint Development
LA Metro

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Derek Hull

Manager, Transportation Planning
LA Metro

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Comment No. 3-1

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the LACMA Building DEIR. Per our phone
conversation, Metro will submit a comment letter for this project no later than close of
business Tuesday, December 19. | appreciate your consideration.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection located at 5905 Wilshire Boulevard in the
City of Los Angeles. Please find Metro’s comment letter and related documents attached.
If you have any questions, please contact Derek Hull (copied) or me.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Completion and Availability of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection
Project located at 5905 Wilshire Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. This letter conveys
recommendations from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) concerning issues that are germane to our agency’s statutory responsibility in
relation to our facilities and services that may be affected by the proposed project.

Response to Comment No. 3-1

This comment provides correspondence with Metro regarding the transmittal of its
comments on the Draft EIR for the LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection. These
introductory comments do not raise any environmental issues addressed under CEQA.
This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-
makers for review and consideration. Specific comments regarding the Draft EIR are
provided and responded to below.
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Comment No. 3-2

Metro is committed to working with stakeholders across the County to support the
development of transit oriented communities (TOCs). TOCs are built by considering transit
within a broader community and creating vibrant, compact, walkable, and bikeable places
centered around transit stations and hubs with the goal of encouraging the use of transit
and other alternatives to driving. Metro looks forward to collaborating with local
municipalities, developers, and other stakeholders in their land use planning and
development efforts, and to find partnerships that support TOCs across Los Angeles
County.

Response to Comment No. 3-2

This comment regarding Metro’s support of TOCs is noted for the administrative
record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration. Note
that the Project supports TOCs as it is located in an area that is well-served by public
transit, including the future Metro Purple Line Extension with a station that will be located
near the Project Site. In addition, the Project would include numerous bicycle and
pedestrian amenities. Specifically, bicycle parking would be provided within the Ogden
Parking Structure, along with the existing bicycle parking that is provided throughout
the campus along the campus entry points off of 6th Street and within Hancock Park.
Eighty-eight bicycle parking spaces would be provided at the entrance of the campus on
6th Street in connection with the Academy Museum. In addition, the open space areas
throughout the Project Site provide for a variety of pedestrian amenities. Based on the
above, the Project would promote TOCs. Specific comments regarding the Draft EIR are
provided and responded to below.

Comment No. 3-3

Project Description

The project would consist of one new museum building of approximately 368,300 gross
square feet (Museum Building) and a new parking facility referred to as the Ogden Parking
Structure. The Museum Building would replace four existing LACMA buildings collectively
comprising of approximately 392,871 gross square feet: the Ahmanson building, the
Hammer Building, the Art of the Americas Building, and the Bing Theater (which currently
provides 600 seats). Overall, the proposed Museum Building would result in a decrease in
the square footage of the existing museum buildings by approximately 24,571 square feet
and a reduction in the theater size from 600 to 300 seats. The Museum Building is
proposed to consist of eight semi-transparent Pavilions that would support an elevated,
continuous, transparent main gallery level and extend over Wilshire Boulevard. The design
of the Museum Building would include outdoor landscaped plazas, public programming and
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educational spaces, sculpture gardens, and native and drought tolerant vegetation. The
Odgen [sic] Parking Structure would be developed southwest of the intersection of Ogden
Drive and Wilshire Boulevard on continuous parcels. The Ogden Parking structure would
replace an existing surface parking lot and provide the same number of spaces.

Response to Comment No. 3-3

This comment provides a summary of the Project assessed in the Draft EIR. The
summary provided in this comment is accurate with the exception of the proposed gross
square footage, the description of the existing buildings, and the number of Pavilions
provided. The gross square footage of the Museum Building was described in the Draft
EIR as 387,500 square feet, not 368,300 gross square feet as indicated in the comment. In
addition, with regard to the Bing Theater, this is a component of the larger Bing Center,
which includes the LACMA Café and the Dorothy Brown Auditorium (which provides
116 seats) in addition to the Bing Theater as described in the comment. Further, as
described in Section II, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the Museum Building is
proposed with seven semi-transparent Pavilions, not eight semi-transparent Pavilions as
indicated in the comment. As a note, and as further described in Section Il, Corrections
and Additions to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR, the Project has undergone some
modifications since release of the Draft EIR. The modifications are primarily related to the
design of the Museum Building. Redesign and refinements include: (1) an overall square
footage reduction from approximately 387,500 gross square feet to approximately
347,500 gross square feet; (2) a shift of the portion of the Museum Building crossing
Wilshire Boulevard approximately 30 feet to the east; (3) a change in the geometry of the
Pavilions to the Museum Building from polygonal to rectilinear forms and an alternation to
the curvilinear geometry on the main exhibition level above; (4) the removal of the Chapel
Galleries, with a resulting height that was shortened from a maximum of 85 feet to a
maximum of 60 feet; and (5) a shift of the location of the Pavilions on LACMA East and use
of more glazing in the design of the Pavilions. No modifications are proposed to the Ogden
Parking Structure.

Comment No. 3-4

Metro Comments
Bus Stop Adjacency

Metro Bus Lines 20 and 720 operate on Wilshire Boulevard, adjacent to the proposed
Project. One Metro bus stop on the corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Spaulding Avenue is
directly adjacent to the proposed Project. The following comments relate to bus operations
and the bus stop:
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1. Although the Project is not expected to result in any long-term impacts on transit, the
developer should be aware of the bus facilities and services that are present. The
existing Metro bus stop must be maintained as part of the final Project.

2. During construction, the stop must be maintained or relocated consistent with the
needs of Metro Bus Operations. Please contact Metro Bus Operations Control
Special Events Coordinator at 213-922-4632 and Metro’s Stops and Zones
Department at 213-922-5190 at least 30 days in advance of initiating construction
activities. Other municipal buses may also be impacted and should be included in
construction outreach efforts.

3. Metro encourages the installation of bus shelters with benches, way finding signage,
enhanced crosswalks and ramps compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA), as well as pedestrian lighting and shade trees in paths of travel to access
transit stops and other amenities that improve safety and comfort for transit riders.
The City should consider requesting the installation of such amenities as part of the
development of the site.

4. Driveways accessing parking and loading at the Project site should be located away
from transit stops, and be designed and configured to avoid potential conflicts with
on-street transit services and pedestrian traffic to the greatest degree possible.
Vehicular driveways should not be located in or directly adjacent to areas that are
likely to be used as waiting areas for transit.

5. Final design of the bus stop and surrounding sidewalk area must be ADA-compliant
and allow passengers with disabilities a clear path of travel to the bus stop from the
proposed development.

Response to Comment No. 3-4

In addition to Metro Bus Lines 20 and 720 that operate adjacent to the Project Site
on Wilshire Boulevard as identified by the commenter, Metro Bus Lines 217, 218, and 780
operate along Fairfax Avenue and also stop within one-half block of the Project Site, as
identified and detailed on page 11-13 in Section II, Project Description, of the Draft EIR. Bus
stops serving Metro transit lines are located adjacent to the Project Site at the intersections
of Fairfax Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard and Spaulding Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard.

The comment confirms that the Project would not cause any long-term impacts on
transit, as existing Metro facilities and service would be maintained with construction of the
Project. The Project does not include plans to relocate any existing bus stops or change
existing transit service.

The comment requests continued coordination between LACMA and Metro during
construction of the Project. LACMA has already been in consultation with Metro to
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coordinate construction efforts. As discussed in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking,
of the Draft EIR, during construction, the existing bus stops would be maintained to the
extent feasible or relocated consistent with the needs of Metro Bus Operations. With
implementation of the Construction Management Plan, safe vehicular and pedestrian
access would be provided around the construction area.

The suggestion that the City should consider requesting the installation of amenities
that improve safety and comfort for transit riders, including benches, wayfinding signage,
enhanced crosswalks, ADA compliant ramps, and pedestrian enhancements, are noted for
the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and
consideration. As described on page 11-26 in Section Il, Project Description, of the Draft
EIR, the Project is incorporating these measures, including a proposal to shorten the length
of the existing pick-up/drop-off area in order to provide a safer crossing for pedestrians at
Spaulding Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard as the length of time for pedestrians to cross
Wilshire Boulevard would be reduced. Pedestrian gates would be provided along the
Project Site perimeter, including along the southern portion of LACMA East and along the
northern and northwestern portions of the Spaulding Lot. The Project would include a total
of approximately 5.5 acres of open space that would include plazas, terraces, gardens, and
pedestrian paths that would be designed to integrate the new building with existing uses
within Hancock Park and LACMA West. The Museum Building would include lighting for
the street segment beneath the building or the Project would provide equivalent street
lighting that would provide for adequate pedestrian visibility and safety underneath the
Museum Building per the Bureau of Street Lighting Department of Public Works Design
Standards and Guidelines (Version: May 2007 or subsequent version).

The comment suggests that driveways be designed and configured to avoid
potential conflicts with on-street transit services and pedestrian traffic, as well as for
vehicular driveways not to be located in or directly adjacent to waiting areas for transit. As
provided in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR, vehicular access
would continue to be provided via the Pritzker Parking Garage, which would continue to be
accessed from 6th Street east of Fairfax Avenue, as well as the new Ogden Parking
Structure, which would be accessed from Ogden Drive south of Wilshire Boulevard. In
addition, access for deliveries would continue to be provided from 6th Street via a portion of
the vacated Ogden Drive and through the southern portion of the existing Spaulding Lot.
The proposed driveways at the Ogden Parking Structure and the Spaulding Lot would not
require the removal or relocation of existing transit stops and are designed and configured
to avoid potential conflicts with transit services and pedestrian traffic. All existing driveways
to the Pritzker Garage would remain unchanged. Thus, driveways for the Project would
avoid potential conflicts with on-street services and pedestrian traffic. Further, driveways
are not proposed in waiting areas for transit. It is recognized that the Project is located in
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an area with a high amount of pedestrian activity, and would therefore provide pedestrian
connectivity and interaction.

The comment also indicates the need to comply with the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA). The Project would be constructed and operated in compliance with the ADA,
including the installation of ramps on the Project Site to provide access to surrounding bus
stops and sidewalks. This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-5

Purple Line Extension (PLE) Adjacency

Metro requests that because of the close proximity to the PLE, the project sponsor
considers the following:

1. The project sponsor should be advised that upon completion, the Metro Purple Line
Extension (formerly known as the Westside Subway Extension) will operate peak
service as often as every four minutes in both directions and that trains may operate,
in and out of revenue service, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, in the tunnel
below the proposed project.

Response to Comment No. 3-5

The comment requests that the Project be advised of the future operations of the
Metro Purple Line Extension. The comment has been noted for the administrative record
and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-6

2. When the planned building crosses Wilshire, between Stanley and Spaulding, any
building structural supports in the center of Wilshire or at the curb lines could impact
the existing/future tunnels. Metro requires that neither temporary Support of
Excavation elements, nor permanent load bearing elements of the newly
constructed building(s) and/or overpasses would impose any “surcharge loads”
(Side or vertical whatsoever) on the in place tunnel concrete lining. Any needed
load analysis is to be conducted by the Project and coordinated with Metro.

Response to Comment No. 3-6

Metro’s tunnel profile indicates that the top of the tunnel will be approximately
60 feet to 80 feet below the existing grade. In addition, construction activities for the
Project would include excavating down on the order of 28.5 feet for subterranean parking
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for the Ogden Parking Structure, basement levels under the Museum Building.
Considering the depths of the excavation proposed by LACMA for the foundation system of
the Project, and the depth of the Metro tunnel, any substantial effect on the Metro tunnel
lining is unlikely. Nevertheless, LACMA will continue close coordination with Metro
regarding construction timing and activities. Further coordination is necessary to determine
tolerance and complete the requested load analysis. As required by Project Design
Feature D-1, provided in Section Il, Corrections and Additions to the Draft EIR, of this Final
EIR, as construction drawing efforts progress, LACMA will prepare a report with relevant
geotechnical, structural and load detail as well as an appropriate instrumentation program
in coordination with Metro. This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-7

3. Metro encourages the Project sponsor to consider the inclusion of a second
entrance/knockout panel at the Wilshire/Fairfax Station to any future LACMA
development projects. To provide guidance on this matter, Metro has attached the
Board Report from April 2012 with the approved defined scope of the
Wilshire/Fairfax Station. It was anticipated that the second entrance would be
located on the north side of Wilshire, across from the Orange Grove entrance.

Response to Comment No. 3-7

The commenter’s suggestion regarding the Project’s consideration to include the
entrance/knockout panel at the Wilshire/Fairfax Station is noted for the administrative
record and will be forwarded to the decision—makers for review and consideration. A north
portal for the Wilshire/Fairfax Station is not proposed as part of the Project, nor is it
required at this time or necessary to mitigate any impact of the proposed Project.
However, the Project design does not preclude the North Portal from being constructed in
the future.

LACMA has continued to explore a second entrance on the north side of Wilshire
Boulevard across the Orange Grove entrance, in response to the April 2012 Board Report.
Given the location of the Metro station box, the only potential location that could be
considered for a north portal would be between the Broad Contemporary Art Museum
(BCAM) building on the LACMA West campus and the May Company building, which will
be the Academy Museum currently under renovation and construction. These buildings are
outside of the project area and are planned to remain open during the construction of the
new Museum Building farther east.

This location for a north portal provides unique challenges given the narrow frontage
and the existing fire lane between the buildings. The BCAM building is located close to the
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Wilshire Boulevard property line and is separated from the Academy Museum by only the
narrow fire lane. These existing conditions effectively prohibit the construction of a subway
portal that would meet Metro’s standards in a manner that does not compromise fire safety
for both institutions. However, the Metro portal on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard
would be conveniently located for all institutions along Wilshire Boulevard and within the
Project vicinity. The Project includes an entry on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard,
facilitating easy visitor access to and from the southern portal. It would not be necessary to
cross Wilshire Boulevard to enter the Museum Building. This current Project design was
not fully realized at the time of the initial discussions between LACMA and Metro; however,
it now provides a viable alternative to the North Portal.

The Draft EIR has evaluated pedestrian and vehicular traffic patterns and has
concluded that there will be no significant impacts caused by the operations of the new
Museum Building. Since the Comment does not raise any environmental issues addressed
under CEQA, the Comment will be forwarded to the decision-makers for consideration
outside of the CEQA process.

Comment No. 3-8

4. The planned parking structure south of Wilshire on the west side of Ogden is
currently part of the WPLE Section 1 Fairfax Station construction staging area (than
runs westerly to Orange Grove Ave) and property is being used by Metro under a
Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) from LACMA. Any premature loss of this
staging area prior to the turnover date indicated in the C1045 Contract (1/10/23)
would have a major impact to the C1045 Contractor’s ability to complete/open the
station on time.

Response to Comment No. 3-8

This comment correctly states that the planned parking structure is currently part of
the WPLE Section 1 Fairfax Station construction staging area and is being used by Metro
under a Temporary Construction Easement. It is understood that any premature loss of
this staging area prior to the 1/10/23 turnover date would have major impacts to the
Contractor’s ability to complete/open the station on time. Construction of the Ogden
Parking Structure would not commence until Metro is no longer utilizing this portion of
the Project Site per the Temporary Construction Easement. Therefore, construction would
not result in the premature loss of the staging area and would therefore comply with the
C1045 Contract.
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Comment No. 3-9

5. Considering the proximity of the proposed project to the subway tunnel, the Metro
Purple Line will produce noise and vibration that may be perceptible within the
proposed project. A recorded Noise and Vibration Easement Deed in favor of Metro
is required, a form of which is attached. The easement recorded in the Deed will
extend to successors and tenants as well. In addition, any noise or vibration
mitigation required for the project will be borne by the developers of the project and
not Metro.

Response to Comment No. 3-9

The County and LACMA have worked closely with Metro throughout its construction
of the Purple Line and have coordinated on the design and construction schedule of the
Project. This comment refers to purported legal requirements between property owners and
does not raise any environmental issues addressed under CEQA. As such, no further
response is necessary. The comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-10

6. Neither Metro nor its contractors have continuing, ongoing responsibility to reduce or
avoid impacts, other than what is specified in the Final Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the Westside Subway Extension. For
additional information regarding this project please visit: http://www.metro.net/
projects/westside/. The FIER [sic] can be accessed from the following link:
http://www.metro.net/projects/westside/final-eis-eir/

Response to Comment No. 3-10

This comment states that neither Metro nor its contractors have continuing, ongoing
responsibility to reduce or avoid impacts, other than what is specified in the Final
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the Westside Subway
Extension. This comment does not raise any environmental issues addressed under
CEQA. Nonetheless, this comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-11

7. The construction and operation of the proposed project must not disrupt the
operation and maintenance activities of the Metro Purple Line or the structural and
systems integrity of Metro’s Purple Line subway tunnels.
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Response to Comment No. 3-11

LACMA would continue to work with Metro to ensure that construction and operation
of the Project would not disrupt the operation and maintenance activities of the Metro
Purple Line or the structural and systems integrity of the Purple Line subway tunnels. This
comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-
makers for review and consideration. In addition, refer to Response to Comment No. 3-6,
above.

Comment No. 3-12

8. Consistent with ZI No. 1117, prior to the City issuing a building permit within 100 feet
of the Metro Rail construction area, clearance shall be obtained from Metro. Metro
will need to review the geotechnical report, structural foundation plans, sections,
shoring plan sections and calculations. Please refer to the attached Metro “Design
Criteria and Standards, Volume Ill—Adjacent Construction Design Manual” for more
details regarding submitting drawings and calculations to Metro for review. Please
note that Metro requires an Engineering Review Fee for evaluation of any impacts
based on adjacency and relationship of the proposed building to Metro’s existing
structures.

Response to Comment No. 3-12

This comment regarding ZI No. 1117 and review of the geotechnical report,
structural foundation plans, sections, shoring plan sections and calculations does not raise
any environmental issues addressed under CEQA. LACMA will provide the necessary
documents required by Metro to obtain clearance to construct the Ogden Parking Structure,
as needed. This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to
the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-13

9. Metro staff shall be permitted to monitor construction activity to ascertain any impact
to the subway tunnel.

Response to Comment No. 3-13

This comment regarding monitoring of construction activity does not raise any
environmental issues addressed under CEQA. In addition, LACMA will coordinate with
Metro, as needed and deemed feasible, to permit Metro staff to monitor construction of the
Ogden Parking Structure. This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.
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Comment No. 3-14

10. The project sponsor should be advised that Metro may request reimbursement for
costs incurred as a result of project construction/operation issues that cause delay
or harm to Metro service delivery or infrastructure.

Response to Comment No. 3-14

This comment regarding reimbursement for costs incurred as a result of project
construction/operation issues does not raise any environmental issues addressed under
CEQA. Nonetheless, this comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-15

11. The project sponsor will be required to notify Metro of any changes to the
construction/building plans that may or may not impact the subway tunnel.

12. Aspet Davidian, Director, Project Engineering Facilities, should be contacted at
213-922-5258 regarding the project’'s potential impacts on Metro’'s Purple Line
station and tunnels.

Response to Comment No. 3-15

This comment regarding notification of any changes to the construction/building
plans does not raise any environmental issues addressed under CEQA. Nonetheless, this
comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-
makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 3-16

13. Metro is requesting that the Project utilize the CLA TCTMC group, where in the
Project is then required to submit their traffic control plans to Metro to determine if
there are any potential conflicts with the PLE Project. If for some reason the Project
is given permission from the CLA to not use the TCTMC, then Metro requires that
the Project share their TCP’s with Metro prior to implementation, so Metro can
review for any potential traffic control conflicts.

14. Metro requires the Project to provide to Metro all of the proposed tie-ins for their new
utility services. This will allow Metro to check for any impacts to the PLE Project and
to have for future reference.

15. Please be advised that the Purple Line Extension makes use of construction staging
sites as an integral part of Metro’s project operations. Construction staging areas
along the MPLA PLE route include:
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e the Northeast corner of Wilshire Blvd/Manhattan PI

e the Southwest corner of Wilshire Blvd/Crenshaw Blvd

¢ the Northwest and Southwest corners of Wilshire Blvd/La Brea Blvd

o the Northwest corner of Wilshire Blvd/Fairfax Ave

e the South [sic] side of Wilshire Blvd between Orange Grove Ave and Ogden Dr
e the Northeast corner of Wilshire Blvd/La Cienega Blvd

the Northwest corner of Wilshire Blvd/Gale Dr

These areas will be in use until 2023 and the project sponsor should take
appropriate measures to soundproof windows and walls facing the laydown area
and to inform residents of that use.

16. Please contact the PLE Project Director David Mieger for further coordination
regarding construction. Mr. Mieger can be reached at 213-922-3040 or
miegerd@metro.net. Information about the PLE Project can also be found on the
Metro website at http://www.metro.net/projects/westside/.

Response to Comment No. 3-16

The comment requests that the Project coordinate with the Metro CLA TCTMC
group to review traffic control plans and details the construction staging areas for the Metro
Purple Line Extension. The comment also recommends that the Project notify and further
coordinate with Metro regarding construction. The Draft EIR requires proactive
coordination with Metro as part of the Construction Management Plan required by
Mitigation Measure K-1. LACMA has already begun consultation with Metro to coordinate
construction efforts. In addition, as requested by this comment, LACMA would provide to
Metro all of the proposed tie-ins for their new utility services as part of this ongoing
coordination. Accordingly, Museum Associates will either coordinate through the TCTMC
group or directly with Metro on construction-related traffic control plans. It is anticipated
that these regular coordination meetings would continue through construction of the
Project, Purple Line Extension and Wilshire/Fairfax Station.

The comment provides a summary of the Purple Line Extension construction staging
areas, including the one located on the south side of Wilshire Blvd between Orange Grove
Ave and Ogden Dr, which is also referenced in Comment 3-10, above. The contractor for
the Project would coordinate construction activity as needed so as not to impede the use of
a construction staging area on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard for the Purple Line
Extension. The construction of the Ogden Lot would not begin until after the termination of
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Metro’s Temporary Construction Easement and turnover date indicated by the contract
(January 2023).

Comment No. 3-17

Transit Orientation

Considering the proximity to transit, Metro would like to identify the potential synergies
associated with transit-oriented development:

1. Metro supports development of commercial and residential properties near transit
stations and understands that increasing development near stations represents a
mutually beneficial opportunity to increase ridership and enhance transportation
options for the users of the developments. Metro encourages the City and Project
sponsor to be mindful of the Project’'s proximity to transit, including orienting
pedestrian pathways toward the stops.

Response to Comment No. 3-17

The comment describes Metro’s support of development near transit stations that is
beneficial to increase ridership and enhance transportation options. As described on page
[I-16 in Section II, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, two of the Project’s objectives are
to maximize the use of existing and future mass transit infrastructure and to improve the
pedestrian environment and engage Wilshire Boulevard. As described in the Parking
Memo, provided in Appendix M, as part of the Project’s implementation of a Parking and
Traffic Management Plan, Project Design Feature K-1, LACMA would encourage
alternative modes of transportation through marketing/media information. As detailed in
Response to Comment No. 3-4, above, the Project is proposing to shorten the length of the
existing pick-up/drop-off area in order to provide a safer crossing for pedestrians at
Spaulding Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard as the length of time for pedestrians to cross
Wilshire Boulevard would be reduced. The Project would include approximately 5.5 acres
of open space that would include plazas, terraces, gardens, and pedestrian paths that
would be designed to integrate the new building with existing uses within Hancock Park
and LACMA West. The Project maintains and enhances pedestrian connectivity between
the proposed portal on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard and LACMA by transforming
the surface parking lot (Spaulding Lot) into a museum building that is integrated with the
campus, with improved sidewalks, pedestrian wayfinding, and activation of the street
frontage in close proximity to the Metro rail and bus facilities.

Comment No. 3-18

2. Metro would like to inform the Project sponsor of Metro’s employer transit pass
programs including the Annual Transit Access Pass (A-TAP) and Business Transit
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Access Pass (B-TAP) programs which offer efficiencies and group rates that
businesses can offer employees as an incentive to utilize public transit. For more
information on these programs, contact Devon Deming at 213-922-7957 or
DemingD@metro.net.

Response to Comment No. 3-18

This comment informs LACMA of Metro’s employer transit pass programs. The
comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to decision—makers
for review and consideration. As this comment does not reference the content of the Draft
EIR, no further response is needed.

Comment No. 3-19

3. Metro encourages the incorporation of transit-oriented, pedestrian-oriented parking
provision strategies such as the reduction or removal of minimum parking
requirements for specific areas and the exploration of shared parking opportunities
or parking benefit districts. These strategies could be pursued to encourage more
transit-oriented development and reduce automobile-orientation in design and travel
demand.

Response to Comment No. 3-19

This comment expresses Metro’s general support of transit-oriented, pedestrian-
oriented parking provision strategies to encourage more transit-oriented development and
reduce automobile-orientation in design and travel demand. This comment is not related
specifically to the Project and does not reference the content of the Draft EIR. As such, the
comment is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-
makers for review and consideration. As detailed in Response to Comment No. 2-3,
above, and described on page IV.K-3 of Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the
Draft EIR, the Project is located within a transit priority area, as defined by Section 450.322
of Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations. The Project would encourage non-auto
modes of transportation such as walking, bicycling, carpool, vanpool, and transit due to its
location, proximity to transit, access to other nearby destinations, pedestrian connections
and bicycle amenities.  Furthermore, the Project Site is adjacent to the future
Wilshire/Fairfax Station of the Metro Purple Line Extension. In addition, as detailed in
Appendix M, of the Draft EIR, the Project’s Parking and Traffic Management Plan (PTMP)
would include employee transportation demand management (TDM) measures. In
addition, the PTMP would manage the use of all parking spaces within the LACMA facilities
to maximize parking efficiency and avoid underutilization of parking spaces so that parking
demands are met throughout the day for various weekday and weekend conditions, as well
as coordinate scheduling with the Academy Museum and other nearby cultural entities, to
the extent feasible, to arrange shared parking opportunities within the surrounding area.
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Comment No. 3-20

4. With an anticipated increase in traffic, Metro encourages an analysis of impacts on
non-motorized transportation modes and consideration of improved non-motorized
access to the station including pedestrian connections and bike lanes/paths.
Appropriate analyses could include multi-modal LOS calculations, pedestrian
audits, etc.

Response to Comment No. 3-20

This comment encourages, but does not require, an analysis of non-motorized
transportation modes and improved non-motorized access to the station, including
pedestrian connections and bike lanes/paths. The traffic analyses presented in the Draft
EIR and Traffic Study were prepared in accordance with the established policies and
procedures of the County’s Draft Traffic Impact Analysis Report Guidelines (2013) and
LADOT’s Transportation Impact Study Guidelines (2016). The scope of the traffic analyses
was reviewed and approved by both the County and LADOT during the MOU process. As
detailed on page IV.K-73 of Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR,
and page 107 of the Traffic Study, an analysis on the Project’'s impact on the existing
transit service was conducted as part of the Congestion Management Plan analysis. As
shown, the Project operation is anticipated to generate approximately 11 new transit trips
during the weekday morning peak hour, 15 new transit trips during the weekday midday
peak hour, 17 new transit trips during the weekday afternoon peak hour, and 18 new transit
trips during the Saturday midday peak hour. In Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking,
the Draft EIR, also included a discussion of bicycle networks and pedestrian routes
consistent with the intent of the comment, and demonstrated that the Project would include
features supportive of pedestrian activity and bicycle connections. In addition, as detailed
in Appendix M, of the Draft EIR, the Project’s Parking and Traffic Management Plan
(PTMP) would include employee transportation demand management (TDM) measures to
reduce the use of single occupant vehicles during commute hours by encouraging the use
of alternative modes of transportation by providing incentives for using alternative travel
modes, parking incentives, and promotion of carpool/vanpool/rideshare. The traffic and
transit analyses contained in the Draft EIR were also reviewed and approved by LADOT
and the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Traffic and Lighting Division.

Comment No. 3-21

5. The Project should address first-last mile connections to transit, encouraging
development that is transit accessible with bicycle and pedestrian-oriented street
design connecting stations with housing and employment concentrations. For
reference, please view the First Last Mile Strategic Plan, authored by Metro and the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), available on-line at:
http://media.metro.net/docs/sustainability path design guidelines.pdf
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Response to Comment No. 3-21

The comment suggests that the Project address first-mile/last-mile connections and
will be forwarded to the decision-makers. As detailed on page IV.K-71 in Section IV.K,
Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR, bicycle parking would be provided within the
Ogden Parking Structure, along with existing bicycle parking that is provided throughout the
campus along the campus entry points. Additional bicycle parking would also be provided
at the entrance to the campus on 6th Street in connection with the Academy Museum. In
addition, as part of the Project’s proposed PTMP, LACMA would encourage alternate travel
options through marketing/media information. As discussed in Response to Comment
No. 3-4, above, the Project is proposing to shorten the length of the existing pick-up/drop-
off area in order to provide a safer crossing for pedestrians at Spaulding Avenue and
Wilshire Boulevard as the length of time required for pedestrians to cross Wilshire
Boulevard would be reduced. Pedestrian gates would be provided along the Project Site
perimeter, including along the southern portion of LACMA East and along the northern and
northwestern portions of the Spaulding Lot. The Project would include approximately
5.5 acres of open space that would include plazas, terraces, gardens, and pedestrian paths
that would be designed to integrate the new building with existing uses within Hancock
Park and LACMA West.

Comment No. 3-22

6. Metro encourages the installation of wide sidewalks, pedestrian lighting, a
continuous canopy of shade trees, enhanced crosswalks with ADA-compliant curb
ramps, and other amenities along the primary building frontage to improve
pedestrian safety and comfort to access the nearby bus stops. The City should
consider requesting the installation of such amenities as part of the development of
the site.

Response to Comment No. 3-22

The comment suggests that the City consider a variety of amenities related to
pedestrian safety and comfort to access the nearby bus stops, including wide sidewalks,
pedestrian lighting, a continuous canopy of shade trees, among others. The comment also
encourages the City to request installation of such amenities as part of the development of
the site. As discussed in Response to Comment No. 3-4, above, pedestrian gates would
be provided along the Project Site perimeter, including along the southern portion of
LACMA East and along the northern and northwestern portions of the Spaulding Lot.
Primary pedestrian access to the Project Site would be provided from Wilshire Boulevard
with secondary access from 6th Street. The Project is proposing to shorten the length of
the existing pick-up/drop-off area in order to provide a safer crossing for pedestrians at the
intersection of Spaulding Avenue and Wilshire Boulevard as the length of time for
pedestrians to cross Wilshire Boulevard would be reduced. As described on page IV.K-69
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in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR, the Project would maintain
all sidewalks and pedestrian crossings in the existing sidewalk system and provide a direct
and safe path of travel with minimal obstructions to pedestrian movements within and
adjacent to the Project Site. The Project would also include approximately 5.5 acres of
open space. The outdoor open spaces would include plazas, terraces, gardens, and
pedestrian paths that would be designed to integrate the new building and existing uses
within Hancock Park and LACMA West. The new outdoor public space and pedestrian
entries/walkways would be appropriately lit to identify a secure route.

Comment No. 3-23

Active Transportation

Metro encourages the Project to promote bicycle use through adequate short-term bicycle
parking, such as ground level bicycle racks, as well as secure and enclosed long-term
bicycle parking for guests and employees. The Project applicant should coordinate with
Metro Bike Share program for potential Bike Share station at this development.
Additionally, the applicant should help facilitate safe and convenient connections for
pedestrians, people riding bicycles, and transit users to/from the Project site and nearby
destinations such as the future Wilshire/Fairfax Station. The project is also encouraged to
support these connections with wayfinding signage inclusive of all modes of transportation.

Response to Comment No. 3-23

As detailed on page 1I-26 in Section Il, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, bicycle
parking would be provided within the Ogden Parking Structure, along with existing bicycle
parking that is provided throughout the LACMA campus along the campus entry points off
of 6th Street and within Hancock Park, and additional bicycle parking to be provided at the
entrance to the LACMA campus on 6th street in connection with the Academy Museum.
Refer to Responses to Comment Nos. 3-19, 3-20, and 3-22, above, for further discussion
regarding bicycle parking and promotion of non-auto travel through the TDM measures.

The comment suggests that the Project coordinate with Metro Bike Share program
for potential Bike Share station at the Project as well as encourage transit connections with
wayfinding signage. This comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision—makers for review and consideration.
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Comment No. 3-24

Congestion Management Program

Beyond impacts to Metro facilities and operations, Metro must also notify the applicant of
state requirements. A Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA), with roadway and transit
components, is required under the State of California Congestion Management Program
(CMP) statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the “2010 Congestion
Management Program for Los Angeles County,” Appendix O (attached). The geographic
area examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum:

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on/off-ramp
intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the
A.M. or P.M. weekday peak hour (of adjacent street traffic).

2. If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections, the study
area must include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or more peak
hour trips (total of both directions). Within the study area, the TIA must analyze at
least one segment between monitored CMP intersections.

3. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more trips,
in either direction, during either the A.M. or P.M. weekday peak hour.

4. Caltrans must also be consulted through the NOP process to identify other specific
locations to be analyzed on the state highway system.

The CMP TIA requirement also contains two separate impact studies covering roadways
and transit, as outlined in Sections D.8.1-D.9.4. If the TIA identifies no facilities for study
based on the criteria above, no further traffic analysis is required. However, projects must
still consider transit impacts. For all CMP TIA requirements please see the attached
guidelines.

Response to Comment No. 3-24

As detailed on pages IV.K-65 through IV.K-67 in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and
Parking, of the Draft EIR, the CMP arterial and freeway monitoring locations were
evaluated pursuant to applicable rules and requirements; and it was determined that the
Project would not add more than 50 trips during either peak hour to any of the arterial
intersection monitoring locations or more than 150 trips during either peak hour to any of
the freeway mainline monitoring locations. Therefore, no further analysis was required.
The County, City, and traffic consultant have consulted with Caltrans throughout the
environmental process (i.e., through the NOP process, LADOT MOU, and public comment
period for the review of the Draft EIR). Potential public CMP impacts were considered on
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page IV.K-66 in Section IV.K, Traffic, Access, and Parking, of the Draft EIR, and in the
Traffic Study, which concluded that the Project would not exceed regional transit capacity
and impacts with respect to transit would be less than significant.

Comment No. 3-25

If you have any questions regarding this response, please contact Derek Hull at 213-922-
3051 or by email at DevReview@metro.net.

Response to Comment No. 3-25

This comment providing the contact information for Metro is noted for the
administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and
consideration.

Comment No. 3-26

Attachment 1: Noise Easement Deed (4 pages)

Attachment 2: Adjacent Construction Design Manual (8 pages)

Attachment 3: CMP Appendix D: Transport Impact Analysis Guidelines (7 pages)
Attachment 4: Metro Board Report: Westside Subway Extension April 18, 2012
(127 pages)

Response to Comment No. 3-26

Attachment 1, Noise Easement Deed; Attachment 2, Adjacent Construction Design
Manual; Attachment 3, CMP Appendix D: Transport Impact Analysis Guidelines; and
Attachment 4, Metro Board Report: Westside Subway Extension April 18, 2012, all pertain
to the comments addressed above. No further response is necessary. This comment is
noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review
and consideration.
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Comment Letter No. 4

Jack Cheng

Air Quality Specialist
SCAQMD

21865 Copley Dr.

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

Lijin Sun, Program Supervisor

CEQA Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Develop. & Area Sources
SCAQMD

21865 Copley Dr.

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

Comment No. 4-1

Attached are the SCAQMD staff comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the proposed LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection (SCAQMD Control
Number: LAC171026-03). The original, electronically signed letter will be forwarded to your
attention by regular USPS mail. SCAQMD staff comments are meant as a guidance for the
Lead Agency and should be reviewed for incorporation into the Final EIR. Please contact
me if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Response to Comment No. 4-1

This introductory comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration. Specific comments
regarding the Draft EIR are provided and responded to below.

Comment No. 4-2

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the
opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document. The following comments are
meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into the Final EIR.

Response to Comment No. 4-2

This introductory comment is noted for the administrative record and will be
forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration. Specific comments
regarding the Draft EIR are provided and responded to below.
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Comment No. 4-3

SCAQMD Staff's Summary of Project Description and Air Quality Analysis

The Lead Agency proposes to replace the Museum Building and construct a new parking
facility. The proposed 387,500-square-foot Museum Building would replace four current
buildings, totaling 392,871 square feet (Proposed Project). Implementation the Proposed
Project would result in a net decrease in the square footage of the museum buildings. In
the Air Quality Section, the Lead Agency quantified the Proposed Project’'s construction
and operational emissions and compared those emissions to SCAQMD'’s regional and
localized air quality CEQA significance thresholds to determine the significance of air
quality impacts. Based on the analyses, the Lead Agency found that the Proposed
Project’'s NOx emissions during construction would be significant and unavoidable after
incorporating Mitigation Measure (MM) B-1 through MM B-5', and that the Proposed
Project’s operational air quality impact would be less than significant.

' Draft EIR. Section IV.B—Air Quality.

Response to Comment No. 4-3

While the commenter correctly states that implementation of the Project would result
in a net decrease in the square footage of the museum buildings, it should be noted that as
discussed in Section IlI, Corrections and additions of this Final EIR, subsequent to the
release of the Draft EIR, the Museum Building design includes an additional square footage
reduction from approximately 387,500 gross square feet to approximately 347,500 gross
square feet. All other aspects of this comment remain accurate. This comment is noted for
the administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and
consideration.

Comment No. 4-4

SCAQMD’s 2016 Air Quality Management Plan

On March 3, 2017, the SCAQMD’s Governing Board adopted the 2016 Air Quality
Management Plan (2016 AQMP), which was later approved by the California Air Resources
Board of Directors on March 23rd . The 2016 AQMP? is a regional blueprint for achieving
air quality standards and healthful air in the South Coast Air Basin. Built upon the progress
in implementing the 2007 and 2012 AQMPs, the 2016 AQMP provides a regional
perspective on air quality and the challenges facing the South Coast Air Basin. The most
significant air quality challenge in the Basin is to reduce an additional 45 percent reduction
in nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in 2023 and an additional 55 percent reduction in NOx
emissions beyond 2031 levels for ozone attainment.
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Achieving NOx emission reductions in a timely manner is critical to attaining the National
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for before the 2023 and 2031 deadlines. SCAQMD
is committed to attain the ozone NAAQS as expeditiously as practicable, and the Proposed
Project plays an important role in supporting SCAQMD’s commitment. As such, SCAQMD
staff recommends changes to the existing mitigation measure B-1 and an additional
recommended mitigation measure to further reduce emissions, particularly NOx emissions.
Please see the attachment for more information.

2 South Coast Air Quality Management District. March 3, 2017. 2016 Air Quality Management Plan.
Available at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/library/clean-air-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan.

Response to Comment No. 4-4

The comment provides general information regarding SCAQMD’s 2016 AQMP and
the importance of achieving NOx emission reductions. Further consideration of AQMD’s
suggested changes to Mitigation Measure B-1 and an additional mitigation measure to
address NOx emissions during construction are provided in Response to Comments No.
4-6 and 4-7.

Comment No. 4-5

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15088,
SCAQMD staff requests that the Lead Agency provide SCAQMD with written responses to
all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final EIR. Further, when the
Lead Agency makes the finding that the recommended mitigation measures are infeasible,
the Lead Agency shall describe the specific reasons for rejecting them in the Final EIR
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15091).

Response to Comment No. 4-5

In accordance with CEQA requirements, responses to SCAQMD’s comments will be
sent to the SCAQMD as part of the Final EIR distribution at least 10 days prior to any future
certification of the EIR. The County, in making the findings for the Project, will comply with
the requirements of Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Comment No. 4-6

SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any
other questions that may arise. Please contact Jack Cheng, Air Quality Specialist, CEQA
IGR Section, at (909) 396-2448, if you have any questions regarding the enclosed
comments.
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Response to Comment No. 4-6

The comment provides the contact information for a SCAQMD staff member but

does not address any specific issue in the Draft EIR. This comment is noted for the
administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and
consideration.

Comment No. 4-7

ATTACHMENT

Mitigation Measures

1.

CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation measures go beyond what is required by law
to minimize any significant impacts. To further reduce the significant construction
emissions, particular from NOx, SCAQMD staff recommends the following mitigation
measures that the Lead Agency should include in the Final EIR. Additional information
on potential mitigation measures as guidance to the Lead Agency is available on the
SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook website?®.

Recommended Changes to the Existing Mitigation Measure B-1

Mitigation Measure B-1: During plan check, the Project representative shall make

available to the lead agency and-the-Seuth-Ceast-AirQuality Management-District a

comprehensive inventory for all off-road construction equipment, equal to or greater
than 50 horsepower, that will be used an-aggregate—of 40-or-meore—hours during any
portion of the Project. The inventory shall include the horsepower rating, engine
production year, and certification of the specified Tier standard. A copy of each unit’s
certified tier specification, Best Available Control Technology documentation, and
California Air Resources Board or Air Quality Management District operating permit
shall be available on-site at the time of mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment
to allow the Construction Monitor to compare the on-site equipment with the inventory
and certified Tier specification and operating permit. Off-road diesel powered
equipment within the construction inventory list described shall meet the-or exceed Tier
3-4 CARB/U.S. EPA standards where—commerciallyavailable. In_the event that all
construction equipment cannot meet the Tier 4 engine certification, the Project
representative _must demonstrate through future study with written findings
supported by substantial evidence that is approved by the Lead Agency before
using other technologies/strategies. Alternative strategies may include, but
would not be limited to, reduction in_the number and/or_horsepower rating of
construction equipment, limiting the number of daily construction haul truck trips
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to and from the Project, using cleaner vehicle fuel, and/or limiting the number of
individual construction project phases occurring simultaneously.

3 South Coast Air Quality Management District. http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-quality-
analysis-handbook.

Response to Comment No. 4-7

In response to the comment that CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures go beyond what is required by law to minimize any significant impacts, Public
Resources Code Section 21004 states that, “[A] public agency may use discretionary
powers provided by such other law for the purpose of mitigating or avoiding a significant
effect on the environment subject to the express or implied constraints or limitations that
may be provided by law.”

As discussed on pages 1V.B-53 and IV.B-54 in Section IV.B, Air Quality, of the Draft
EIR, implementation of the Mitigation Measures B-1 through B-5 would reduce construction
emissions for all pollutants. However, even with the incorporation of these identified
mitigation measures, construction of the Original Project would still generate emissions that
exceed the SCAQMD regional significance thresholds for NOx. With the implementation of
Mitigation Measures B-1 through B-5, peak daily regional NOx emissions would be reduced
by a maximum of 25 percent during construction. The duration of impacts would be short-
term as impacts would occur for the nine months of demolition and grading during
construction of the Museum Building and the one month of grading during construction of
the Ogden Parking Structure.

In consideration of the SCAQMD recommendation, Mitigation Measure B-1 has
been further strengthened in this Final EIR as shown in Section Il, Corrections and
Additions to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR, and as follows:

Mitigation Measure B-1: During plan check, the Project representative
shall make available to the lead agency and-the-South-Coast-Air
Quality- Management-Districk-a comprehensive inventory for all

off-road construction equipment, equal to or greater than
50 horsepower, that will be used an—aggregate—of-40-ormore
heurs—during any portion of construction for the Project. The
inventory shall include the horsepower rating, engine production
year, and certification of the specified Tier standard. A copy of
each unit's certified tier specification, Best Available Control
Technology documentation, and California Air Resources Board
or Air Quality Management District operating permit shall be
available on-site at the time of mobilization of each applicable
unit of equipment to allow the Construction Monitor to compare
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the on-site equipment with the inventory and certified Tier
specification and operating permit. Off-road diesel-powered
equipment within the construction inventory list described above
shall meet the—Tier—3—or exceed Tier 4 CARB/U.S. EPA
standards-where-commercial-available.

Per SCAQMD’s recommendation, consideration of alternative technologies and
strategies were considered in the event equipment meeting Tier 4 standards is not
commercially available. Reducing the number and/or horsepower rating of construction
equipment has already been considered in the Draft EIR. The analysis presented in the
Draft EIR reflects the number and horsepower rating of construction equipment necessary
to perform specific tasks in a proficient and safe manner. Limiting the number of daily
construction haul truck trips was also considered in the analysis presented in the Draft EIR.
However, to reduce significant regional NOx impacts during the excavation/export phase to
less than significant would require the number of haul trucks to be reduced by 44 percent
and would substantially increase the duration of these activities to the point of being
infeasible and too costly.

This revised mitigation measure effectively addresses SCAQMD’s concern in
reducing to the extent feasible pollutant emissions from on-site heavy-duty construction
equipment through the use of equipment meeting Tier 4 standards.

As discussed further in Section IlI, Corrections and Addition, of this Final EIR, the
design of the Museum Building changed subsequent to the release of the Draft EIR. The
Museum Building proposed in the Original Project was redesigned and changes include:
(1) an overall square footage reduction from approximately 387,500 gross square feet to
approximately 347,500 gross square feet; (2) a shift of the portion of the Museum Building
crossing Wilshire Boulevard approximately 30 feet to the east; (3) a change in the
geometry of the Pavilions to the Museum Building from polygonal to rectilinear forms and
an alternation to the curvilinear geometry on the main exhibition level above; (4) the
removal of the Chapel Galleries, with a resulting height that was shortened from a
maximum of 85 feet to a maximum of 60 feet; and 5) a shift of the location of the Pavilions
on LACMA East and use of more glazing in the design of the Pavilions. These changes to
the Project and shortened construction duration required the air quality construction
analysis to be updated. Refer to Section Il, Corrections and Additions to the Draft EIR, of
this Final EIR. The updated analysis shows that implementation of the revised Mitigation
Measure B-1 would result in an approximate 50 percent reduction in total peak-daily
regional NOx construction emissions and over a 90 percent reduction in on-site heavy-duty
construction equipment NOx emissions in comparison to impacts without any mitigation.
Nonetheless, peak daily regional emissions during proposed construction activities as a
result of the shortened construction duration would result in approximately 161 pounds per
day of NOx and similar to peak daily construction emissions under the Original Project (162
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pounds per day of NOx). The duration of short-term impacts would be similar to the
Original Project and would result in regional NOx impacts during approximately nine
months of demolition and grading activities of the Museum Building. However, impacts
under the Original Project for construction of the Ogden Parking Structure (one month of
grading) would be reduced to less than significant with implementation of revised Mitigation
Measure B-1 and additional Mitigation Measure B-6. Use of the more stringent mitigation
measure does not change the determination in Section IV.B, Air Quality of the Draft EIR
that the Project’s regional construction impacts would be significant and unavoidable even
with incorporation of mitigation measures.

Comment No. 4-8

Additional Recommended Mitigation Measure to Further Reduce Construction
Emissions

3. Mitigation Measure B-6: Require the use of 2010 model year diesel haul trucks that
conform to 2010 EPA truck standards or newer diesel haul trucks (e.g., material delivery
trucks and soil import/export), and if the Lead Agency determines that 2010 model year
or newer diesel haul trucks cannot be obtained, the Lead Agency shall use trucks that
meet EPA 2007 model year NOx emissions requirements, at a minimum.

Response to Comment No. 4-8

Use of diesel trucks meeting 2007 or 2010 model year engine standards (2007 or
2010 trucks) or alternatively fueled trucks could potentially be an effective measure to
reduce air pollution for facilities that have dedicated truck fleets (e.g., distribution facilities,
such as those operated by Federal Express). The CARB EMFAC2017 model indicates that
trucks meeting 2010 engine standards are available in approximately 50 percent of the
population. However, certain phases of Project construction such as soil export activities
would require approximately 310 truck trips per day, and, in addition, soil export activities
typically rely on a mix of small independent contractors and a few companies with larger
fleets. Although the SCAQMD-suggested measure may be infeasible, in consideration of
the SCAQMD recommendation, the following mitigation measure is included in this
Final EIR.

Mitigation Measure B-6: During construction, the Project shall give
preference to contractors for soil import/export that have haul
trucks meeting EPA Model Year 2007/2010 NOx emissions
levels when such trucks are reasonably available.
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Comment Letter No. 5

Michael Y. Takeshita

Acting Chief, Forestry Division Prevention Services Bureau
County of Los Angeles Fire Department

1320 N. Eastern Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90063-3294

Comment No. 5-1

PLANNING DIVISION:

The subject property is entirely within the City of Los Angeles, which is not a part of the
emergency response area of the Los Angeles County Fire Department (also known as the
Consolidated Fire Protection District of Los Angeles County). Therefore, this project does
not appear to have any impact on the emergency responsibilities of this department.

Any questions regarding the information provided above may be directed to the Planning
Division at (323) 881-2404.

Response to Comment No. 5-1

This comment accurately describes the location of the Project Site as not within a
part of the emergency response area of the Los Angeles County Fire Department.

Comment No. 5-2

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

The Fire Prevention Division, Land Development Unit, has no additional comments
regarding the Draft EIR for this project.

Should any questions arise regarding the above comment, please contact Juan Padilla of
the Land Development Unit at (323) 890-4243 or Juan.Padilla@fire.lacounty.gov.

Response to Comment No. 5-2

This comment stating that the commenter has no additional comments regarding the
Draft EIR and provides the contact information for Los Angeles County Fire Department,
Land Development Unit is noted for the administrative record and will be forwarded to the
decision-makers for review and consideration.
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Comment No. 5-3

FORESTRY DIVISION—OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department's Forestry
Division include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species,
vegetation, fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4,
archeological and cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance.

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department’s Forestry Division has no further comments
regarding this project.

Response to Comment No. 5-3

This comment summarizes the responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department’s Forestry Division. This comment stating that the Forestry Division has no
additional comments regarding the Draft EIR is noted for the administrative record and will
be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration.

Comment No. 5-4

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

The Health Hazardous Materials Division (HHMD) of the Los Angeles County Fire
Department is the Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) that issues permits to inspect
commercial/industrial businesses that handle hazardous materials and/or generate
hazardous waste. There are no CUPA permits issued for environmental site assessment
or remediation oversight services. It is the HHMD Site Mitigation Unit (SMU) that oversees
the assessment and cleanup of contaminated sites on a voluntary (cost recovery) basis
after a property owner and/or responsible party (RP) has entered into a “Remedial Action
Agreement” with SMU. The RP also has the option to pursue voluntary environmental
oversight with the Cal-EPA Department of Toxic Substances Control or the Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board. SMU oversight is typically not applicable for sites
under current oversight by the Cal-EPA or other agencies.

If you have any questions regarding SMU voluntary environmental oversight, please email
perla.garcia@fire.lacounty.gov. Please reference #FFER201700130 in your email.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.
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Response to Comment No. 5-4

This comment summarizes the responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department’s Health Hazardous Materials Division. As discussed in Section IV.F, Hazards
and Hazardous Materials of the Draft EIR, activities involving the handling and disposal of
hazardous wastes would occur in compliance with all applicable federal, state, and local
requirements concerning the handling and disposal of hazardous waste. Therefore, with
compliance with relevant regulations and requirements, operational activities would not
expose people, including schools within a quarter mile radius of the Project Site, to a
substantial risk resulting from hazardous waste, handling, and disposal. Thus, impacts
during operation of the Project would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures
are required.
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Comment Letter No. 6

Ali Poosti

Division Manager

Wastewater Engineering Services Division
Bureau of Sanitation

2714 Media Center Dr.

Los Angeles CA 90065-1733

Comment No. 6-1

This is in response to your October 26, 2017 Notice of Completion and Availability of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the proposed mixed- use [sic] project located at
5905 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, California 90036. LA Sanitation, Wastewater
Engineering Services Division has received and logged the notification.

Upon review of the most recent submission, it has been determined that no additional
hydraulic analysis is necessary due to no changes in either the project description or the
scope that affects the wastewater conveyance system. As such, the previous response
dated August 29, 2016 is still valid. Please notify our office in the instance that additional
environmental review is necessary for this project.

If you have any questions, please call Christopher DeMonbrun at (323) 342-1567 or email
at chris.demonbrun@]acity.org

Response to Comment No. 6-1

This comment stating that no additional hydraulic analysis is necessary and that the
previous response dated August 29, 2016, remains valid is noted for the administrative
record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration. In
consultation with LA Sanitation, Section IV.N, Utilities and Service Systems—\Wastewater,
of the Draft EIR, determined that adequate wastewater infrastructure capacity would be
available to serve the Project and impacts would be less than significant. While
modifications to the Museum Building occurred subsequent to the release of the Draft EIR,
they do not affect the operational activities of the Project and would not increase water
demand or wastewater generation as analyzed in the Draft EIR.
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Comment Letter No. 7

James O’Sullivan

Fix The City

907 Masselin Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90036-4719

Comment No. 7-1

Please confirm receipt of this comment letter on the new LACMA Museum. | would
appreciate someone from the Council office confirming also.

The community’s concerns for this project are the same as they are for any large project
seeking approvals within the Wilshire Community Plan, the Wilshire Scenic Corridor and
the CDO. The EIR provides no substantial evidence of exemption from the General Plan of
the City of Los Angeles. Fix the City’'s (FTC) concerns are noise, traffic, parking,
infrastructure, and public services and substantial non-compliance with the General Plan
Framework, Community Plan and CDO.

Response to Comment No. 7-1

This introductory comment summarizing FTC concerns is noted for the
administrative record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and
consideration. Specific comments regarding the Draft EIR are provided and responded to
below.

Comment No. 7-2

Also of concern is that due process take place—that the people have a voice in a process
that will have a huge impact on their neighborhood. Ordinance 159,748 and/or Ordinance
173,268:

“Planning Commission may approve a use permitted by the zoning of the lot if
it finds that the proposed use at the proposed location will be proper in
relation to adjacent uses, desirable to the public convenience or welfare and
that the use and location will be consistent with the objectives of the various
elements of the General Plan. In making a determination of consistency, the
City Planning Commission shall consider whether the density, intensity, (i.e.,
floor area), height and use of the proposed development are permitted by and
compatible with the designated use, density, intensity, height (or range of
uses, densities, intensities or heights) set forth for adjacent and surrounding
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properties on the land use map of the applicable community or district plan
and as those designations are further explained by any footnotes on the map
and the text of the plan.”

The legal status of Museum Associates is as a developer/builder. No substantial evidence
has been provided to prove that Museum Associates is exempt from the City General Plan
because County funds support the project. The City Planning Commission may approve a
use permitted by the zoning of the lot if it finds that the proposed use at the proposed
location will be proper in relation to adjacent uses, desirable to the public convenience or
welfare and that the use and location will be consistent with the objectives of the various
elements of the General Plan. In making a determination of consistency, the City Planning
Commission shall consider whether the density, intensity, (i.e., floor area), height and use
of the proposed development are permitted by and compatible with the designated use,
density, intensity, height (or range of uses, densities, intensities or heights) set forth for
adjacent and surrounding properties on the land use map of the applicable community or
district plan and as those designations are further explained by any footnotes on the map
and the text of the plan.

The Spaulding site includes R-zoned property which would require a zone change and
General Plan Amendment. This would be inconsistent under Ordinance 159,748 and/or
Ordinance 173,268.

However, at this point due process appears to be in severe jeopardy with the
announcement by the County of Los Angeles (as the lead agency for the EIR) that the Los
Angeles Municipal Code, the Los Angeles Framework Element, the Wilshire Community
Plan and the Miracle Mile Community Design Overlay (CDO) will not be the standards that
apply to the development of the new Museum. Further, the DEIR states that the Los
Angeles County General Plan has no jurisdiction over the project because it is only for the
unincorporated parts of LA County.

This means that a project that has the ability to forever change the face of the Miracle Mile
will not fall under the same City rules and regulations that defined the Miracle Mile
throughout the years.

However the County has supplied no substantive evidence demonstrating that the project
is exempt from Los Angeles City regulations as reflected by the following statement on
page 11-13 (DESCRIPTION) in the DEIR: Museum Associates manages, operates and
maintains the LACMA buildings under authority from the County. As such, development of
the Museum Building within LACMA East and the Spaulding Lot is not subject to the City of
Los Angeles zoning or building requlations (although City zoning information for these
properties is provided below for informational purposes).

County of Los Angeles LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection
SCH No. 2016081014 March 2019

Page I1I-59



I11.C Comment Letters

We believe that all sites associated with this project fall under the jurisdiction of the City of
Los Angeles, a Charter City. We believe this project must comply with the Framework
Element and all other elements of the Los Angeles General plan, including the Wilshire
Community Plan which represents the LAND USE component of the general plan in this
area. The Wilshire Community Plan contains multiple policies that this project must be
compatible with as well as with the Framework Element. Within the Wilshire Community
plan is the Miracle Mile Community Design Overlay District (CDO) which this project must
comply with.

Response to Comment No. 7-2

Long-standing California case law and Government Code Sections 53090 through
53095 provide that cities and counties are mutually exempt from each other’s building and
zoning codes. That exemption also applies to property that the County is leasing or
property that the County leases to third-parties as long as the property is used for activities
that further a governmental purpose.

A 1962 opinion by the California Attorney General (40 Ops Cal Atty Gen 243)
explains the basic legal principle of intergovernmental immunity and concludes that county-
owned property situated in a city is exempt from the zoning and building ordinances of the
city, whether the property is used for governmental or proprietary purposes. The County’s
exemption from the City’s Zoning Code also applies to the City’s General Plan. (Lawler v.
City of Redding (1992) 7 Cal.App.4th 778, 784.) In 1963, the California Court of Appeal
specifically applied intergovernmental immunity to the City of Los Angeles where the Court
held that the County of Los Angeles was not bound to comply with the City’s zoning and
building codes on property the County owns or leases. (County of Los Angeles v. Los
Angeles (1963) 212 Cal. App. 2d 160; see also City of Orange v. Valenti (1974) 37
Cal.App.3d 240.)

In 1974, the California Attorney General recognized that the intergovernmental
immunity also applies to a third-party lessee, contractor or operator of County property if
the use of the property is in the public interest. (57 Ops Cal Atty Gen 124 (“the immunity of
a county’s... activities from a city’s building and zoning ordinances... will extend to the
activities of a private developer lessee using the county land for the operation of a
commercial enterprise, where the purpose of the lessee is to implement the public
purposes and uses for which the property was granted to the county.”) That reasoning was
followed by the California Court of Appeal in Board of Trustees v. City of Los Angeles
(1975) 49 Cal.App.3d 45, 49-50. (See also, 68 Ops Cal Atty Gen 114.)

Here, not only is Hancock Park and the section of Wilshire Boulevard owned by the
County in fee title, but the new Museum Building itself will be owned by the County. The
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County will approve a ground lease or other comparable agreement between the County
and Museum Associates for the Spaulding Lot for the south portion of the new building.
Moreover, Museum Associates, the non-profit applicant and operator of the County-owned
buildings, is specifically designated in the County Code at Section 2.92.020 to regulate and
control the County Department of Museum of Art and to manage all matters connected with
the Los Angeles County Museum of Art. Thus, Museum Associates currently operates
LACMA and the relevant County property, and will continue to operate the new Museum
Building, in furtherance of the County’s governmental purpose.

The application of intergovernmental immunity is not unique to this Project. As
explained above, the City has reciprocal exemption from the County building and zoning
codes in unincorporated areas of the County, as does virtually any use of property by the
state or federal government no matter where it is located (e.g., West Los Angeles Veterans
Affairs (VA) Campus). The County of Los Angeles often applies the exemption to parks,
sheriff stations and cultural institutions (e.g., Virginia Robinson Park, Ford Amphitheater,
etc.). Similarly, the Los Angeles Unified School District and the Los Angeles Community
College District typically utilize an exemption from the City zoning requirements.

More importantly, the Draft EIR does not rely on the zoning exemption for its impact
analysis, despite the intergovernmental immunity. Instead, the Draft EIR evaluates the
Project’s general consistency with the relevant objectives and policies of the City of Los
Angeles General Plan Framework Element (see Table IV.A-2 in Section IV.A, Aesthetics,
Views, Light/Glare, and Shading, and Table IV.H-2 in Section IV.H, Land Use, of the Draft
EIR), relevant goals, objectives and policies of the Wilshire Community Plan (see
Table IV.H-3 of the Draft EIR), and the goals of the Miracle Mile Community Design
Overlay District (see Tables IV.A-4 and IV.H-4 of the Draft EIR) to conclude that the
Museum Building and the Ogden Parking Structure will not result in significant impacts
related to land use consistency and compatibility. In addition, as discussed on
page IV.H-85 of Section IV.H, Land Use, of the Draft EIR, while the southernmost portion of
the Spaulding Lot is zoned R3-1, the pavilion for the Museum Building would be located
north of this area, and the featured landscaping and open space would provide an
appropriate transition to the residential uses on the properties to the south of the
Spaulding Lot.

When evaluating a project’s consistency with the general plan, state law does not
require precise conformity of a proposed project with the land use designation for a site, or
an exact match between the project and the applicable general plan. Instead, a finding of
consistency requires only that the proposed project be “compatible with the objectives,
policies, general land uses, and programs specified in” the applicable plan. (Government
Code § 66473.5) The courts have interpreted this provision as requiring that a project be

in agreement or harmony with” the terms of the applicable plan, not in rigid conformity
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with every detail thereof. (Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn. v. City of Oakland (1993) 23
Cal.App.4th 704, 718.)

Comment No. 7-3

Further, we would like to bring your attention to details noted in the approval of the
proposed east campus replacement building project financing concept and funding for
preliminary design and planning activities, approved by the Board of Supervisors on
November 5, 2014. As noted in that document (EXHIBIT A), the lease/leaseback
component that much of this EIR is premised upon is not operational at this time and would
only be proposed to the Board of Supervisors following the Certification of the EIR.

“Pursuant to a proposed lease-leaseback agreement with the County, which would be
recommended to the Board following certification of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
for the proposed Project, Museum Associates would lease the east campus site from the
County and contract directly for the further design and for construction of the proposed
building and other proposed improvements. The completed improvements would be
leased back to the County for the term of the underlying financing bonds. Upon full
redemption of the bonds, title to the East Campus Replacement Building would revert to
the County.”

Also that document concludes that the “actions contemplated herein only approve the
recommended pre-implementation feasibility and planning activities. Any future
recommendations on proposed development at the site remain subject to the board’s sole
discretion to disapprove or modify the proposed project and to consider feasible project
mitigation and alternatives. Nothing precludes the county from denying any future
development project proposed at the site or from weighing the benefits of the proposed
project against any unavoidable environmental risks when determining in the future
whether to approve a project at the site. We will return to the board for consideration of
appropriate environmental findings and to recommend certification of an EIR if and when
approval of activity, which constitutes a project under CEQA and/or other environmental
laws is recommended.”

As such, the lease/leaseback provisions will not happen until the EIR is approved.

This course of action is extremely provocative and needlessly inserts controversy where
none should exist. It proclaims that the land the new Museum will sit upon is sovereign and
does not have to follow either County or City rules.

This contemplated process removes the motivation and ability of people of good will who
may disagree with aspects of the project to come together to find common ground. It says
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that the rules do not matter, the people do not matter. We are already hearing people say
that it's useless to comment because the County wants the museum and wealthy donors
are lining up to make it happen. That the City appears to have abdicated its responsibility
under its Charter, so why bother to express their concerns?

If this was the intent of the County and Museum Associates then the course of
action is clear for all concerned. If it is not then this DEIR must be recirculated with
the City of Los Angeles as the lead Agency.

There must also be a clear statement from the County that the project must comply
with the LAMC, Framework Element, Wilshire Community plan and Miracle Mile CDO.

We believe it is always important to comment on each project in the Miracle Mile and will
do so while believing it should be recirculated with the City of LA as the lead agency.

Response to Comment No. 7-3

As with all Environmental Impact Reports, the analysis evaluates the impacts of a
proposed project, including a number of agency actions that would be approved only after
the Final EIR is certified. The Project cannot be approved until the County Board of
Supervisors has certified the Final EIR. Refer to Response to Comment No. 7-2, above.
Much of the land for the Project is currently owned by the County of Los Angeles, as are
the current buildings that will be demolished. The Project, if approved, will include the new
Museum Building, which will be owned by the County, and a ground lease or other
comparable agreement between the County and Museum Associates would be approved
so that the new County building can utilize the Spaulding Lot. It is well-settled in California
law that the City and the County are mutually exempt from each other’s building and zoning
codes. That exemption also applies to property that the County is leasing or property that
the County leases to third-parties as long as the property is used for activities that further a
governmental purpose. Nevertheless, the EIR analyzes potentially significant impacts from
the Project compared with the current baseline, including among other things, an
evaluation of the Project’s consistency and compatibility with the City’s General Plan.

Comment No. 7-4

FOUR (4) NEW MUSEUM PARTS:
NORTH OF WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

5801-5905 Wilshire (APN) 5508016901 had its zone changed in 1996 to PF-1-D as a
result of CPC 95-0148 GPC. As such, we believe it clearly falls under LAMC SEC.
12.04.09. “PF” PUBLIC FACILITIES ZONE.
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The PF zone was a City of Los Angeles Planning Commission initiated change in order to
approve General Plan / Zoning Consistency Program Plan amends & zone changes (Public
Utilities, Open Space Il & Clean Up)—Central City North, Hollywood, Silver Lake—Echo
Park & Wilshire (Metro Cities).

The results can be found in Council File: 95-1904-S2 (EXHIBIT B) and ORDINANCE
171043 (EXHIBIT C). Prior to that time this property went through another change of
zoning as part of AB 283. So this parcel is steeped in the City of Los Angeles zoning
history.

Also the DEIR states that the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Building
and Safety Division will be the go-to department for this parcel. That is strange given that a
check of the LA County Building and Safety website shows that the jurisdiction for this
parcel is the City of Los Angeles (EXHIBIT D). Also the City of Los Angeles Department of
Building and Safety (LADBS) has been the agency providing permit approval and
clearance for many years regarding this parcel (EXHIBIT E).

Response to Comment No. 7-4

The Commenter is correct that LACMA East (i.e., Hancock Park) north of Wilshire
Boulevard and east of the vacated Ogden Drive is zoned PF-1D by the City of Los Angeles
since it is within the incorporated boundaries of the City (see p. IV.I-12 in Section IV.I,
Noise, of the Draft EIR). Nevertheless, the property is owned by the County of Los
Angeles, and California state law provides that cities and counties are mutually exempt
from each other’s building and zoning codes. (Refer to Response to Comment No. 7-2.) In
addition, the proposed Museum Building will be owned by the County and located on
property that is either owned or leased by the County. Accordingly, the County’s
Department of Public Works, Building and Safety Division, would issue the building permits
for the proposed Museum Building. The Museum Building will comply with all County
Building Code regulations.

The street address 5905 Wilshire Boulevard is the primary mailing address for the
entire LACMA campus, including the other parcels within the broader campus. Most of the
building permits in the Commenter's Exhibit E relate to the Broad Contemporary Art
Museum (BCAM) and Resnick Pavilion buildings, which are located on LACMA West within
the separate APN 5508017009. LACMA West is zoned by the City as C2-2-CDO-SN. The
land and buildings on LACMA West are owned by the non-profit Museum Associates, not
the County. Consequentially, work proposed on LACMA West was subject to review and
approval by the City, not the County.
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Comment No. 7-5

BRIDGE OVER WILSHIRE

That part of the new Museum bridging Wilshire needing entitlements and approvals.

The Wilshire Community Plan states that Wilshire Boulevard between La Brea and Fairfax
is one of four Scenic Highway’s described in the Wilshire Community plan. The Plan Area
includes four Designated Scenic Highways:

1.) Highland Avenue, north-south from Rosewood Avenue to Wilshire Boulevard
2.) Wilshire Boulevard, east-west from La Brea Avenue to Fairfax Avenue

3.) Burton Way, east-west from La Cienega Boulevard to Oakhurst Drive (City of
Los Angeles boundary)

4.) San Vicente Boulevard, southeast-northwest from Pico Boulevard to La Cienega
Boulevard.

Designated Scenic Highways merit special controls and/or visual enhancement programs
in order to protect scenic resources. The land contiguous to a scenic highway is known as
a Scenic Corridor. It is appropriate that protective land use controls be established for
these corridors, particularly with respect to signage and billboards.

While this section of Wilshire Blvd does not have a “corridor plan” like other scenic
highways, we have the Miracle Mile CDO (EXHIBIT G), which discusses the historic
context of Wilshire Boulevard and took great pains to address it in various ways. The CDO
Community Advisory Committee was careful not only to address building standards for the
corridor but the relationship of buildings to Wilshire Boulevard.

LACMA was an integral part of that process and had a member on the Committee. It is
unfortunate that they have either forgotten the stellar work they contributed to the process
or for the sake of expediency have chosen to ignore it.

The staff report for the CDO stated the following:

The proposed ordinance would protect the community from potentially irreversible adverse
impacts to commercial areas and the surrounding residential communities that have been
the cause of numerous problems. For example, the elimination of primary entrances and
windows along Wilshire Boulevard has led to a proliferation of graffiti in the Miracle Mile
since few people pass by to discourage this type of activity and owners are unable to see
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what is happening just outside their buildings. The proposed [Q] conditions were written in
concert with the Miracle Mile CDO Citizen Advisory Committee, which was formed
specifically to develop design guidelines and standards for the Miracle Mile CDO. This
advisory committee is comprised of residents, business and property owners, who were
charged with making Wilshire Boulevard a more pleasant and attractive street.

These restrictions are also necessary to ensure the effectiveness of the proposed Miracle
Mile CDO, which is intended to address urban design, land use compatibility, and quality of
life issues. Based upon the above findings, the establishment of the proposed Miracle Mile
Community Design Overlay District (CDO) boundaries, design guidelines and standards,
and the adoption of the proposed zone changes with permanent [Q] conditions, are
deemed consistent with public necessity, convenience, general welfare, and good zoning
practice.

The Bridge across Wilshire is not consistent with the Miracle Mile CDO and should be
replaced with either Alternative 2 or 4. If Alternative 2, then the building on Spaulding
should contain office space and affordable/work force units.

We would also like to mention that it appears that the “bridge building” would require the
removal of mature palm trees from the median. This would be an unnecessary loss for the
community and neither Alternative 2 or 4 would require this loss.

Response to Comment No. 7-5

The Draft EIR evaluates potential impacts of the Project on this portion of Wilshire
Boulevard as a scenic highway in Table IV.A-4 in Section IV.A, Aesthetics, Views,
Light/Glare, and Shading (see, e.g., pp- IV.A.10-11, IV.A.-25, IV.A.-27, IV.A.-60, IV.A.-61,
and IV.A.-91), and in Section IV.H, Land Use (see, e.g., pp. IV.H-67 and IV.H-74), of the
Draft EIR. Appendix B to the City’s Mobility Plan 2035 includes an Inventory of Designated
Scenic Highways that identifies corresponding scenic features and resources associated
with each particular stretch of highway. The portion of Wilshire Boulevard from Sycamore
Avenue to Fairfax Avenue is distinguished for the Miracle Mile and the landscaped
medians. Notably, the inventory does not identify specific types of landscape, such as
palm trees, as a scenic resource for this portion of highway as it does for others (e.g.,
Highland Avenue). Instead, it focuses more broadly on the concept of a landscaped
median, which will be retained. It also does not identify the Miracle Mile CDO by Ordinance
number, as it does for other designated scenic highways (e.g., Wilshire Boulevard from the
Beverly Hills boundary to Malcolm Avenue). Nevertheless, as shown in Table IV.A-4 of the
Draft EIR, the Project is substantially consistent with the Miracle Mile CDO.
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The Project would retain the median, which will be designed to continue the
landscaping theme established by Metro and the Miracle Mile community, and the plant
palette would be determined in collaboration with the Miracle Mile Civic Coalition (see
pp. IV.A-60 and IV.A-91). In addition, the plant palette would be reviewed and approved by
the City of Los Angeles.

The Project also conforms with relevant guidelines for Scenic Highways and Scenic
Corridors outlined in Appendix B of the City’s Mobility Plan 2035. These guidelines
address roadway design, earthwork/grading, planting/landscape, signs/outdoor advertising,
and utilities for designated Scenic Highways and Scenic Corridors that lack Scenic Corridor
Plans (such as the portion of Wilshire Boulevard between Sycamore Avenue and Fairfax
Avenue). To ensure conformance, the Project complies with the relevant guidelines for
Scenic Highways and Scenic Corridors, as shown in Table IV.A-2a, provided in Section II,
Corrections and Additions to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR.

As noted in Section Il, Corrections and Additions to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR,
the Applicant has proposed several modifications to the Project as described in the Draft
EIR, which are primarily related to the design of the Museum Building. Modifications
include a shift of the portion of the Museum Building crossing Wilshire Boulevard
approximately 30 feet to the east. Analysis of the impacts to aesthetics, views, light/glare
and shading under this Modified Project is provided in Section Il, Corrections and Additions
to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR. As analyzed therein, aesthetics, views, light/glare and
shading impacts under Modified Project would be less than significant and similar to the
less-than-significant impacts of the Original Project. No new impacts would occur.

Comment No. 7-6

SPAULDING LOT

The northern portion of the Spaulding Lot is zoned [Q]C4-2-CDO (Qualified Condition,
Commercial, Height District 2, Community Design Overlay), and the smaller southern edge
of the Spaulding Lot is zoned R3-1 (Multiple Dwelling zone, Height District 1) under the
LAMC. The entire lot is clearly under the jurisdiction of the City of Los Angeles and must
comply with (EXHIBIT F) the Wilshire Community Plan and the Miracle Mile CDO
(EXHIBIT G).

Also see Ordinance 176,332 (EXHIBIT H), which describes the conditions associated with
the permanent [Q] condition on the Spaulding lot. Of particular interest would be Site
Planning and Architecture. This is in addition to the other requirements of the CDO.
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Additionally, there is no mention that the CDO is a supplemental use district that must
comply with LAMC Section 13.08.

While the DEIR makes the claim that the Spaulding lot is not subject to the Framework
Element, Wilshire Community Plan and Miracle Mile CDO we disagree and reserve our
right to challenge this assertion.

There is also the question of how the parcels (C4-2 and R3-1) will be combined. One map
in the DEIR shows the entire lot depicted as Regional Center Commercial. It would seem
in order to do that a general plan amendment would be required.

Response to Comment No. 7-6

Refer to Response to Comment No. 7-2, above. California law provides that County
property situated in a city is exempt from the zoning and building ordinances of the city,
including the city’s general plan, whether the property is owned or leased by the County.
Under the Project, the new Museum Building would be owned by the County, as are the
current buildings proposed for demolition. The southern portion of the Museum Building
would be located on the Spaulding Lot, which would be leased to the County by the non-
profit Museum Associates. Although the Museum Building would be exempt from City
zoning and building codes, the Draft EIR nevertheless evaluated the Project’s consistency
with the City’s zoning classifications and General Plan designations and the relevant
objectives and policies of the City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework Element
(see Table IV.A-2 in Section IV.A, Aesthetics, Views, Light/Glare, and Shading, and
Table IV.H-2 in Section IV.H, Land Use, of the Draft EIR), relevant goals, objectives and
policies of the Wilshire Community Plan (see Table IV.H-3 in Section IV.H, Land Use), and
the goals of the Miracle Mile CDO (see Table IV.A-4 in Section IV.A, Aesthetics, Views,
Light/Glare, and Shading, and Table IV.H-4 in Section IV.H, Land Use) to conclude that the
Museum Building will not result in significant impacts related to land use consistency and
compatibility. The Additions and Corrections Section of this EIR includes a consistency
analysis with the [Q] conditions for the Spaulding Lot, which also concludes the Museum
Building is generally consistent. The portion of the Project on the Spaulding Lot would not
require a general plan amendment in any event because all of the parcels are currently
designated as Regional Center Commercial under the City’s General Plan. (See http://
planning.lacity.org/complan/central/PDF/wilplanmap.pdf.)
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Comment No. 7-7

OGDEN LOT

It has been acknowledged that the Ogden lot falls under the Framework Element, Wilshire
Community Plan and Miracle Mile CDO. That means it also must comply with LAMC
Section 13.08.

The DEIR states that the Ogden Parking structure would be consistent with Goal 15 from
the Wilshire Community plan.

Response to Comment No. 7-7

LAMC Section 13.08 includes the rules to establish a CDO. It also includes the
procedures for a project to demonstrate substantial compliance with a CDO through a
Design Overlay Plan. It does not contain the CDO goals, design principals, guidelines, or
standards. Design guidelines and standards for the Miracle Mile CDO were established
through Ordinance No. 176,331, effective January 16, 2005. As shown in Table IV.A-4 of
the Draft EIR, the Project is substantially consistent with these CDO guidelines and
standards.

Goal 15 of the Wilshire Community Plan states the aim to “provide a sufficient
supply of well-designed and convenient off-street parking lots and facilities throughout the
plan area.” The Ogden Parking Structure would provide 260 parking spaces, replacing the
260 parking spaces currently provided on the Spaulding Lot. Please refer to Response to
Comment No. 7-8, below, regarding the detailed parking demand analysis that was
provided in the Draft EIR, which concluded that the parking supply is sufficient to
accommodate the demand for the combined uses of the LACMA Campus. With the
opening of the Metro Purple Line station at Wilshire/Fairfax anticipated to coincide with the
opening of this new museum facility, it is expected that a significantly lower portion of
museum visitors would arrive by private automobile, and, thus, parking demand would
decrease.

Comment No. 7-8

This parking structure is simply a replacement for the Spaulding lot and does nothing to
provide for parking that will be necessary for a successful Museum. No code parking has
been identified to replace Historical Parking for the Museum. See photo (EXHIBIT I) and
minutes from 4/11/61 to provide parking and other site requirements (EXHIBIT J). These
minutes are only one example of required parking mentioned in minutes throughout
the years.
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Response to Comment No. 7-8

As detailed in Appendix M, of the Draft EIR, like the existing County buildings that
would be demolished under the Project, the proposed Museum Building would be a
County-owned building located on land that is either owned by the County or leased by the
County from Museum Associates (in the case of Spaulding Lot). As such, under State law,
the Museum Building is not subject to the City’s General Plan, zoning regulations, or
building codes, including parking requirements. (Refer to Response to Comment No. 7-2.)

Parking for the LACMA Campus is currently provided within the Pritzker Garage and
the Spaulding Lot. As described on page 11-25 in Section |l, Project Description, of this
Draft EIR, no additional parking beyond the current parking supply would be provided as
part of the Project, as the parking spaces in the Ogden Parking Structure would be a
replacement for the 260 spaces that are currently provided in the Spaulding Lot.

These 260 replacement parking spaces in the Ogden Parking Structure would
include the parking covenants for the Code-required parking for the uses on LACMA West.
The Ogden Parking Structure is located within 750 feet of the LACMA West parcel, and
would therefore meet the requirements of Section 12.21.A.4(f) of the Code. Moreover,
because the Project does not alter or expand the uses of the structures of LACMA West,
there would be no change to the Code-required parking for LACMA West. Accordingly, the
parking supply under the Project would continue to meet the existing Code parking
requirement for the LACMA Campus based on the Code.

Nevertheless, in order to support the analysis in the Draft EIR, an analysis was
conducted to evaluate the parking demand and available parking supply for the combined
uses on the LACMA Campus, including the proposed Museum Building. As detailed in
Appendix M.6, Parking Memorandum, of the Draft EIR, the combined parking demand of
LACMA operations with the Project and the Academy Museum could be accommodated
within the available on-site parking supply provided in the Pritzker Garage and Ogden
Parking Structure, which would replace the 260 spaces that are currently provided in the
Spaulding Lot. The Project’s Parking and Traffic Management Plan would include a
selection of parking strategies intended to effectively manage and direct parking demand
during peak attendance for the Project as required by Project Design Feature K-1 and
would be enforced through the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. Such parking
management measures shall include use of attendant parking during peak times to
accommodate stacked parking within the parking facilities, parking validation programs,
employee parking programs, updated parking technological measures, off-site parking
arrangements, 