APPENDIX G
Traffic Model Output



INTERSECTION

LEVEL OF SERVICE

'CALCULATION SHEETS



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue

E/W Street: Stewart & Gray Road

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/C Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 120 0.075 132 0.082 142 0.089
NBT 2 3200 620 0.244* 682 0.268* 708 0.288*
NBR s s 160 s 176 s 215 s
SBL 1 1600 60 0.037* 66 0.041* 66 0.041*
SBT 2 3200 580 0.181 638 0.199 645 0.202
SBR 1 1600 40 0.025 44 0.028 68 0.042
EBL 1 1600 60 0.038 66 0.041 119 0.074
EBT 2 3200 620 0.194* 682 0.213* 948 0.296*
EBR 1 1600 120 0.075 132 0.082 143 0.089
WBL 1 1600 100 0.062* 110 0.069* 121 0.076*
WBT 2 3200 360 0.119 396 0.131 500 0.163
WBR S S 20 S 22 S 22 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.537 0.591 0.701
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.637 0.691 0.801
Level of Service B B D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue (East)

E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume vIC Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 100 0.062 110 0.069 135 0.084*
NBT 2 3200 730 0.228* 803 0.251* 826 0.258
NBR 1 1600 120 0.075 132 0.082 132 0.082
SBL 1 1600 80 0.050" 88 0.055* 88 0.055
SBT 2 . 3200 660 0.206 726 0.227 769 0.240*
SBR 1 1600 110 0.069 121 0.069 121 0.069
EBL 1 1600 100 0.062 110 0.069 110 0.069
EBT 3 4800 1430 0.315* 1573 0.346* 1826 0.412*
EBR s S 80 S 88 S 151 S
WBL 1 1600 80 0.050* 88 0.055* 88 0.055*
WBT 3 4800 830 0.188 913 0.206 1013 0.227
WBR s S 70 S 77 S 77 s
Sum of Critical Movements 0.643 0.707 0.791
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.743 0.807 0.891
Level of Service C D D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Blvd.
E/W Street: Firestone Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR _ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume \'/[¢ Volume v/C Volume \'/[¥
ment city
NBL 1 1600 290 0.181* 319 0.199* 354 0.221*
NBT 2 3200 1320 0.412 1452 0.454 1488 0.465
NBR 1 1600 220 0.138 242 0.151 242 0.151 1
SBL 1 1600 170 0.106 187 0.117 187 0.117
SBT 2 . 3200 1020 0.369" 1122 0.406* 1258 0.448*
SBR s S 160 s 176 5 176 )
EBL 1 1600 190 0.119* 209 0.131* 209 0.131*
EBT 3 4800 990 0.244 1089 0.268 1089 0.297
EBR S S 180 [ 198 s 335 S
WBL 1 1600 130 0.081 143 0.089 143 0.089
WBT 3 4800 1350 0.281* 1485 0.309* 1485 0.309"
WBR 1 1600 320 0.200 352 0.220 352 0.220
Sum of Critical Movements 0.950 1.045 1.109
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 1.050 1.145 1.209
Level of Service F F F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Blvd.
E/W Street: Bellflower Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume viC Volume \'/[+ Volume viC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 10 0.006 11 0.007 11 0.007
NBT 2 3200 1290 0.406* 1419 0.447* 1441 0.454*
NBR s s 10 s 19 S 11 s
SBL 1 1600 430 0.269* 473 0.296* 659 0.412*
SBT 3 . 4800 920 0.194 1012 0.213 1099 0.231
SBR s S 10 S 11 [ 11 s
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
EBT 1 1600 10 0.038" 11 0.041* 11 0.041*
EBR S s 50 S 55 S 55 S
WBL S S 10 0.006* 11 0.007* 11 0.007*
WBT 1 1600 20 0.019 22 0.021 22 0.021
WBR 2 3200 560 0.175 616 0.192 665 0.208
Sum of Critical Movements 0.719 0.791 0.914
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.819 0.891 1.014
Level of Service D D F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: Stewart & Gray Road

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project |
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume v/C Volume v/C
ment city :
NBL 1 1600 210 0.131* 231 0.144* 259 0.162*
NBT 2 3200 1170 0.375 1287 0.412 1306 0.418
NBR S S 30 S 33 S 33 S
SBL 1 1600 70 0.044 77 0.048 81 0.050
SBT 2 . 3200 860 0.297* 946 0.327* 1029 0.352*
SBR s s 90 S 99 s 99 )
EBL 1 1600 130 0.081 143 0.089 143 0.089
EBT 2 3200 840 0.294* 924 0.323* 1047 0.408*
EBR s [ 100 S 110 S 260 S
WBL 1 1600 80 0.050* 88 0.055* 88 0.055*
WBT 2 3200 640 0.200 704 0.220 747 0.233
WBR 1 1600 70 0.044 77 0.048 80 0.050
Sum of Critical Movements 0.772 0.849 0.977
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.872 0.949 1.077
Level of Service D E F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Blvd.
E/W Street: Alameda Street

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume VviC Volume v/C Volume v/iC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 30 0.019 33 0.021 48 0.030 "
NBT 2 3200 1320 0.413* 1452 0.454* 1550 0.484*
NBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 2 3200 1040 0.328 1144 0.361 1405 0.443
SBR [ S 10 [ 11 s 14 S
EBL 1 1600 80 0.050 88 0.055 92 0.058
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 1 1600 120 0.075* 132 0.082* 196 0.122*
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sum of Critical Movements 0.488 0.536 0.606
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.588 0.636 0.706
Level of Service A B C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Blvd.
E/W Street: Clark Avenue

Existing 2006 Without '2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR _ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume viC Volume Vv/IC Volume Vv/C
ment city
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 2 3200 910 0.291* 1001 0.320* 1274 0.405*
NBR S S 20 s 22 S 22 s
SBL 1 1600 280 0.175* 308 0.192* 368 0.230*
SBT 2 3200 900 0.281 990 0.309 1063 0.332
SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 2 3200 440 0.137* 484 0.151* 521 0.163*
Sum of Critical Movements 0.603 0.663 0.798
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.703 0.763 0.898
Level of Service C C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume viC Volume Vv/C
ment city :
NBL 1 1600 290 0.181* 319 0.199* 319 0.199
NBT 3 4800 770 0.206 847 0.227 1029 0.318*
NBR s S 220 S 242 S 499 S
SBL 1 1600 180 0.112 198 0.124 198 0.124*
SBT 3 . 4800 650 0.156" 715 0.172* 764 0.187
SBR S s 100 [ 110 S 134 s
EBL 1 1600 90 0.056 99 0.062 190 0.119
EBT 3 4800 770 0.219* 847 0.241* 1029 0.279*
EBR s S 280 s 308 S 308 S
WBL 1 1600 190 0.119* 209 0.131* 270 0.169*
WBT 3 4800 990 0.219 1089 0.241 1136 0.250
WBR s S 60 S 66 S 66 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.675 0.743 0.890
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.775 0.843 0.990
Level of Service C D E

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement

o
2, g



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: |-105 On/Off Ramps

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume \'/[* Volume v/C Volume Vv/C
ment city
NBL 2 3200 240 0.075* 264 0.082* 264 0.082*
NBT 2 3200 500 0.156 550 0.172 687 0.215
NBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 2 3200 840 0.263* 924 0.289* 978 0.306*
SBR 2 3200 340 0.106 374 0.117 429 0.134
EBL 2 3200 590 0.184* 649 0.203* 868 0.271*
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 1 1600 500 0.312 550 0.344 550 0.344
WBL 2 3200 140 0.044 154 0.048 154 0.048
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 1 1600 150 0.094* 165 0.103* 248 0.155*
Sum of Critical Movements 0.616 0.677 0.814
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.716 0.777 0.914
Level of Service C C E

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Boulevard

E/W Street: Gardendale Street/Foster Road

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project it
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume Vv/iC Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 50 0.031* 55 0.034* 55 0.034* “
NBT 2 3200 620 0.212 682 0.234 763 0.259
NBR s (3 60 S 66 S 66 s
SBL 1 1600 50 0.031 55 0.034 62 0.039
SBT 2 . 3200 740 0.250* 814 0.275* 835 0.284*
SBR S s 60 S 66 S 73 S
EBL 1 1600 150 0.094* 165 0.103* 193 0.121*
EBT 2 3200 290 0.112 319 0.124 319 0.124
EBR S S 70 S 77 S 77 S
1
WBL 1 1600 130 0.081 143 0.089 143 0.089
WBT 2 3200 370 0.173* 407 0.191* 407 0.200*
WBR S [ 185 S 204 S 232 s
Sum of Critical Movements 0.548 0.603 0.639
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.648 0.703 0.739
Level of Service B C C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Bellflower Blvd.
E/W Street: Stewart & Gray Road

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/IC Volume v/IC Volume V/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 240 0.150* 264 0.165* 297 0.186*
NBT 2 3200 620 0.234 682 0.258 729 0.292
NBR S S 130 S 143 s 207 [
SBL 1 1600 60 0.038 66 0.041 66 0.041
SBT 2 3200 400 0.131* 440 0.144* 622 0.202*
SBR s S 20 s 22 S 26 S
EBL 1 1600 10 0.006 11 0.007 13 0.008
EBT 2 3200 710 0.222* 781 0.244* 7N 0.247*
EBR 1 1600 270 0.169 297 0.186 404 0.252
WBL 1 1600 110 0.069* 121 0.076* 382 0.239*
WBT 2 3200 490 0.159 539 0.175 555 0.180
WBR s s 20 s 22 s 22 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.572 0.629 0.874
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.672 0.729 0.974
Level of Service B C E

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Beliflower Bivd.
E/W Street: Washburn Road

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR _ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/C Volume viC
ment city
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 2 3200 860 0.341* 946 0.375* 1126 0.440"
NBR S S 230 [ 253 S 283 S
SBL 1 1600 240 0.150* 264 0.165* 267 0.167*
SBT 2 . 3200 560 0.175 616 0.192 1187 0.371
SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBL 1 1600 120 0.075* 132 0.082* 261 0.163*
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 1 1600 130 0.081 143 0.089 147 0.092
Sum of Critical Movements 0.566 0.622 0.770
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.666 0.722 0.870
Level of Service B C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Bellflower Bivd.
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/C Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 170 0.1086 187 0.117 374 0.234
NBT 2 3200 780 0.347* 858 0.382* 1187 0.484*
NBR s S 330 S 363 [ 363 S
SBL 1 1600 80 0.050* 88 0.055* 131 0.082*
SBT 2 3200 520 0.200 572 0.220 676 0.252
SBR S S 120 S 132 s 132 s
EBL 1 1600 160 0.100 176 0.110 176 0.110*
EBT 3 4800 700 0.181* 770 0.199* 798 0.212
EBR S S 170 s 187 s 222 S
WBL 1 1600 370 0.231* 407 0.254* 407 0.254
WBT 3 4800 1200 0.283 1320 0.312 1470 0.369*
WBR S [ 160 [ 176 S 299 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.809 0.890 1.045
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.909 0.990 1.145
Level of Service E E F

s = Shared L.ane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Bellflower Blvd.

E/W Street: |-105 Westbound On/Off Ramps

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Voilume v/IC Volume v/IC Volume \'/[9
ment city
NBL 1 1600 260 0.162* 286 0.179* 286 0.179*
NBT 2 3200 1010 0.316 1111 0.347 1437 0.449
NBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
il
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 3 . 4800 770 0.225* 847 0.247" 934 0.276*
SBR 5 S 310 s 341 S 393 s
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBL 1 1600 190 0.094 209 0.103 209 0.131
WBT 1s 1600 0 0.094 0 0.103 0 0.149
WBR 1 1600 260 0.094* 286 0.103* 476 0.149”
Sum of Critical Movements 0.481 0.529 0.604
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.581 0.629 0.704
Level of Service A B C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Bellfiower Bivd.

E/W Street: 1-105 Eastbound On/Off Ramps

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume V/IC Volume Vv/C Volume v/C
ment city
Al
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 3 4800 770 0.200* 847 0.220* 983 0.248*
NBR S S 190 S 209 S 209 s
SBL 1 1600 210 0.131* 231 0.144* 283 0177*
SBT 2 3200 740 0.231 814 0.254 849 0.265
SBR 0 0 0 s 0 0 0 0
EBL 1 1600 510 0.200* 561 0.220* 751 0.260*
EBT 1s 1600 0 0.200 0 0.220 0 0.260
EBR 1 1600 450 0.200 495 0.220 495 0.260
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 i
Sum of Critical Movements 0.531 0.584 0.685
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.631 0.684 0.785
Level of Service B B C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Clark Avenue

E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume viC Volume Vv/C Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 190 0.119* 209 0.131* 209 0.131*
NBT 2 3200 280 0.112 308 0.124 354 0.166
NBR S S 80 S 88 S 178 S
SBL 1 1600 50 0.031 55 0.034 55 0.034
SBT 2 . 3200 190 0.069* 209 0.076* 221 0.084*
SBR S S 30 S 33 s 47 S
EBL 1 1600 70 0.044 77 0.048 152 0.095 |
EBT 3 4800 950 0.231* 1045 0.254* 1409 0.330*
EBR s s 160 S 176 s 176 S
WBL 1 1600 220 0.137* 242 0.151* 265 0.166*
WBT 3 4800 1050 0.238 1155 0.261 1249 0.281
WBR s S 90 s 99 S 99 s
Sum of Critical Movements 0.556 0.612 0.711
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.656 0.712 0.811
Level of Service B C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Ardis Avenue
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/IC Volume v/C Volume v/iC
ment city :
NBL 1 1600 80 0.050 88 0.055 88 0.055*
NBT 1 1600 5 0.053* 6 0.059* 74 0.101
NBR s S 80 S 88 S 88 S
SBL s/1 s/1600 10 s 11 s 74 0.046
SBT 1 1600 5 0.016* 6 0.017* 24 0.095*
SBR S S 10 [ 1 S 128 S
EBL 1 1600 10 0.006 11 0.069 465 0.291*
EBT 3 4800 920 0.225* 1012 0.247* 1012 0.247
EBR [ S 160 S 176 ] 176 S
WBL 1 1600 150 0.094* 165 0.103* 165 0.103
WBT 3 4800 1240 0.262 1364 0.289 1364 0.284*
WBR s/t s/1600 20 s 22 s 359 0.224
Sum of Critical Movements 0.388 0.426 0.725
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.488 0.526 0.825
Level of Service A A D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue (West)

E/W Street: Firestone Bivd. .

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume viC Volume v/IC
ment city
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBR 1 1600 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBL 2 3200 370 0.116* 407 0.127* 475 0.148*
SBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBR 1 1600 140 0.088 154 0.096 154 0.096
EBL 1 1600 80 0.050* 88 0.055* 88 0.055*
EBT 3 4800 1010 0.212 1111 0.234 1111 0.234
EBR S S 10 s 11 S 11 S
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WéT 3 4800 1810 0.437* 1991 0.481* 1991 0.485*
WBR s S 290 s 319 S 337 s
Sum of Critical Movements 0.603 0.663 0.688
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.703 0.763 0.788
Level of Service C C C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue (East)

E/W Street: Firestone Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR _ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume v/IC Volume v/IC
ment city
NBL 2 3200 650 0.203* 715 0.223* 733 0.229*
NBT s [ 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBR 1 1600 160 0.100 176 0.110 176 0.110
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBR 1 1600 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 3 4800 990 0.206* 1089 0.227* 1089 0.227*
EBR 1 1600 380 0.238 418 0.231 486 0.304
WBL 1 1600 230 0.144* 253 0.158* 253 0.158*
WBT 3 4800 1440 0.300 1584 0.330 1584 0.330
WBR S s 0 S 0 0 0 0
Sum of Critical Movements 0.553 0.608 0.614
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.653 0.708 0.714
Level of Service B C C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Stewart & Gray Road
E/W Street: Firestone Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/iC Volume v/C
ment city -
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBR 2 3200 650 0.203* 715 0.223* 784 0.245*
SBL 1 1600 90 0.056 99 0.062 99 0.062
SBT 1 1600 80 0.081* 88 0.089* 116 0.107*
SBR S S 50 s 55 S 55 S
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 3 4800 1020 0.212 1122 0.234 1122 0.234*
EBR 1 1600 150 0.094 165 0.103 233 0.146
WBL 2 3200 250 0.078 275 0.086 489 0.153* I
WBT 3 4800 1600 0.340* 1760 0.374* 1760 0.374
WBR S S 30 S 33 S 33 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.624 0.686 0.739
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.724 0.786 0.839
Level of Service C C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue

E/W Street: Stewart & Gray Road

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes | Capa- Volume vIiC Volume v/iC Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 60 0.038 66 0.041 69 0.043
NBT 2 3200 720 0.244* 792 0.268* 798 0.273*
NBR s S 60 s 66 S 75 s
SBL 1 1600 30 0.019* 33 0.021* 33 0.021*
SBT 2 3200 570 0.178 627 0.196 653 0.204
SBR 1 1600 30 0.019 33 0.021 75 0.047
EBL 1 1600 30 0.019 33 0.021 45 0.028
EBT 2 3200 700 0.219* 770 0.241* 830 0.259*
EBR 1 1600 120 0.075 132 0.082 134 0.084
WBL 1 1600 50 0.031* 55 0.034* 93 0.058*
WBT 2 3200 500 0.166 550 0.182 782 0.255
WBR S S 30 S 33 [ 33 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.513 0.564 0.611
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.613 0.664 0.711
Level of Service B B C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue (East)

E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
AM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume v/iC Volume v/IC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 120 0.075* 132 0.082* 186 0.116"
NBT 2 3200 640 0.200 704 0.220 735 0.230
NBR 1 1600 140 0.088 154 0.096 154 0.096
SBL 1 1600 50 0.031 55 0.034 55 0.034
SBT 2 3200 650 0.203* 715 0.223* 724 0.226*
SBR 1 1600 60 0.038 66 0.041 66 0.041
EBL 1 1600 110 0.069* 121 0.076* 121 0.076*
EBT 3 4800 750 0.188 825 0.206 881 0.221
EBR s s 150 S 165 S 180 S
WBL 1 1600 130 0.081 143 0.089 143 0.089
WBT 3 4800 1180 0.264* 1298 0.291* 1517 0.337*
WBR s S 90 s 99 s 99 )
Sum of Critical Movements 0.611 0.672 0.755
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.711 0.772 0.855
Level of Service C C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: Firestone Bivd.

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR ‘ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume VvIC Volume v/C Volume viC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 120 0.075 132 0.082 290 0.181
NBT 2 3200 1190 0.372* 1309 0.409* 1467 0.458*
NBR 1 1600 220 0.138 242 0.151 242 0.151
SBL 1 1600 260 0.163* 286 0.179* 286 0.179*
SBT 2 3200 1020 0.341 1122 0.375 1184 0.394
SBR s S 70 s 77 S 77 S
EBL 1 1600 370 0.231* 407 0.254* 407 0.254*
EBT 3 4800 1720 0.394 1892 0.433 1892 0.446
EBR s S 170 s 187 S 249 S
WBL 1 1600 160 0.100 176 0.110 176 0.110
WBT 3 4800 1320 0.275* 1452 0.302* 1452 0.302*
WBR 1 1600 240 0.150 264 0.165 264 0.165
Sum of Critical Movements 1.041 1.144 1.193
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 1.141 1.244 1.293
Level of Service F F F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




iCU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Blvd.
E/W Street: Bellflower Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With I
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume \/[ Volume V/C Volume v/IC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 10 0.006 11 0.007 1 0.007
NBT 2 3200 1080 0.341* 1188 0.375* 1296 0.408*
NBR S s 10 s 11 S 11 ]
SBL 1 1600 430 0.269* 473 0.295* 544 0.340*
SBT 3 . 4800 930 0.194 1023 0.213 1076 0.224
SBR S s 0 s 0 s 0 S
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 1 1600 10 0.012* 11 0.014* 11 0.014*
EBR s S 10 s 11 s 11 S
WBL s S 10 0.012* 11 0.014* 11 0.014*
WBT 1 1600 10 0.012 11 0.014 11 0.014
WBR 2 3200 480 0.150 528 0.165 736 0.230
Sum of Critical Movements 0.634 0.698 0.776
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.734 0.798 0.876
Level of Service C C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement

]



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: Stewart & Gray Road

Existing 2006 Without "2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume Vv/C Volume \'/[ Volume v/iC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 200 0.125* 220 0.138* 352 0.220*
NBT 2 3200 940 0.319 1034 0.351 1128 0.380
NBR s s 80 S 88 S 88 S
SBL 1 1600 40 0.025 44 0.028 57 0.036
SBT 2 3200 900 0.294* 990 0.323* 1030 0.336*
SBR S s 40 S 44 [ 44 s
11
EBL 1 1600 90 0.056 99 0.062 99 0.062
EBT 2 3200 730 0.291* 803 0.320* 900 0.359*
EBR s S 200 S 220 S 248 [
WBL 1 1600 60 0.037* 66 0.041* 66 0.041*
WBT 2 3200 540 0.338 594 0.186 778 0.243
WBR 1 1600 80 0.050 88 0.055 102 0.064
Sum of Critical Movements 0.747 0.822 0.956
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.847 0.922 1.056
Level of Service D E F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/V Street: Alameda Street

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project "
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume \'/[* Volume v/C "
ment city
NBL 1 1600 120 0.075* 132 0.082* 197 0.123*
NBT 2 3200 1200 0.375 1320 0.412 1700 0.531
NBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 2 . 3200 1120 0.372* 1232 0.409* 1470 0.488"
SBR s S 70 S 77 s 91 s “
EBL 1 1600 40 0.025 44 0.028 57 0.036
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 "
EBR 1 1600 110 0.069* 121 0.076* 139 0.087* “
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sum of Critical Movements 0.516 0.567 0.698
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100 ||
Total ICU 0.616 0.667 0.798 “
Level of Service B B C "

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: Clark Avenue

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume Vv/C Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 2 3200 1040 0.334* 1144 0.368* 1342 0.430*
NBR S s 30 S 33 S 33 s
SBL 1 1600 210 0.131* 231 0.144* 291 0.182*
SBT 2 3200 1030 0.322 1133 0.354 1499 0.468
SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 2 3200 300 0.094* 330 0.103* 487 0.152*
Sum of Critical Movements 0.559 0.615 0.764
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.659 0.715 0.864
Level of Service B C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Bivd.
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume \'/[* Volume vIC Volume v/IC |
ment city
NBL 1 1600 370 0.231* 407 0.254* 407 0.254*
NBT 3 4800 840 0.225 924 0.248 1056 0.290
NBR s S 240 S 264 S 336 S
SBL 1 1600 90 0.056 99 0.062 99 0.062
SBT 3 4800 890 0.206* 979 0.227* 1223 0.303*
SBR s s 100 S 110 S 232 S
EBL 1 1600 120 0.075 132 0..082 198 0.124
EBT 3 4800 1190 0.269* 1309 0.296* 1368 0.308*
EBR s S 100 [ 110 s 110 S
WBL 1 1600 210 0.131* 231 0.144* 491 0.307*
WBT 3 4800 680 0.162 748 0.179 942 0.219
WBR S s 100 S 110 S 110 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.837 0.921 1172
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.937 1.021 1.272
Level of Service E F F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement

et



{CU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Blvd.
E/W Street: 1-105 On/Off Ramps

Existing 2006 Without 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume \'/[™ Volume v/C
ment city .
NBL 2 3200 325 0.101* 358 0.112* 358 0.112*
NBT 2 3200 880 0.275 968 0.302 1030 0.322
NBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 2 3200 870 0.272* 957 0.299* 1209 0.378*
SBR 2 3200 420 0.131 462 0.144 714 0.223
EBL 2 3200 370 0.116* 407 0.127* 509 0.159*
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 1 1600 340 0.212 374 0.234 374 0.234
WBL 2 3200 240 0.075 264 0.082 264 0.082
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 1 1600 200 0.125* 220 0.138* 260 0.162*
Sum of Critical Movements 0.614 0.676 0.811
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.714 0.776 0.911
Level of Service C C E

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




{CU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Lakewood Boulevard
E/W Street: Gardendale Street/Foster Road

Existing 2006 Without © 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume viC Volume v/C Volume viC
ment city
NBL 1 1600 110 0.069 121 0.076 121 0.076
NBT 2 3200 880 0.313* 968 0.344* 1006 0.356*
NBR S S 120 s 132 s 132 [
SBL 1 1600 90 0.056* 99 0.062* 131 0.082*
SBT 2 - 3200 590 0.209 649 0.230 743 0.270
SBR s s 80 S 88 S 120 S
EBL 1 1600 100 0.062* 110 0.069* 122 0.076*
EBT 2 3200 340 0.125 374 0.138 374 0.138
EBR s s 60 [ 66 S 66 S
WBL 1 1600 90 0.056 99 0.062 99 0.062
WBT 2 3200 340 0.131* 374 0.144* 374 0.148*
WBR s s 80 S 88 S 100 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.562 0.619 0.662
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.662 0.719 0.762
Level of Service B C C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Beliflower Bivd.
E/W Street: Stewart & Gray Road

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR_ Project Project
Move- | Lanes Capa- | Volume v/C Volume v/C Volume VIC Il
ment city
NBL 1 1600 170 0.106* 187 0.117* 341 0.213 "
NBT 2 3200 460 0.203 506 0.223 700 0.370*
NBR s s 190 S 209 s 483 S
SBL 1 1600 30 0.019 33 0.021 33 0.021*
SBT 2 . 3200 430 0.140* 473 0.155* 531 0177 "
SBR S s 20 S 22 S 35 S “
EBL 1 1600 40 0.025 44 0.028 58 0.036 “
EBT 2 3200 540 0.169" 594 0.185" 650 0.203*
EBR 1 1600 250 0.156 275 0.172 320 0.200
WBL 1 1600 150 0.094* 165 0.103” 251 0.157*
WBT 2 3200 480 0.319 528 0.175 580 0.192
WBR [ ] 30 s 33 S 33 s
Sum of Critical Movements 0.509 0.560 0751 |
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.609 0.660 0.851
Level of Service B B D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Beliflower Bivd.

E/W Street: Washburn Road

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project

Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/C Volume Vv/iC 'I
ment city )

NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |

NBT 2 3200 770 0.260* 847 0.285* 1558 0.548"

NBR S s 60 s 66 S 196 S

SBL 1 1600 80 0.050" 88 0.055* 102 0.064"

SBT 2 3200 760 0.238 836 0.261 1152 0.360

SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 “

EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 “

WBL. 1 1600 50 0.031* 55 0.035* 91 0.057*

WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

WBR 1 1600 80 0.050 88 0.055 101 0.063
Sum of Critical Movements 0.341 0.375 0.669
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.441 0.475 0.769
Level of Service A A C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



iCU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Bellflower Blvd.
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR _ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/iC Volume \'/L*
ment city
NBL 1 1600 160 0.100 176 0.110 211 0.132
NBT 2 3200 540 0.241* 594 0.265* 790 0.326*
NBR S s 230 S 253 s 253 S
SBL 1 1600 160 0.100* 176 0.110* 360 0.225*
SBT 2 3200 510 0.209 561 0.230 997 0.367
SBR S S 160 S 176 [ 176 s
EBL 1 1600 180 0.112 198 0.124 198 0.124
EBT 3 4800 1250 0.287* 1375 0.316* 1507 0.378*
EBR S S 130 S 143 s 308 S
WBL 1 1600 160 0.100* 176 0.110* 176 0.110*
WBT 3 4800 780 0.188 858 0.206 886 0.232
WBR S S 120 S 132 S 229 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.728 0.801 1.039
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.828 0.901 1.139
Level of Service D E F

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Bellflower Bivd.

E/W Street: 1-105 Westbound On/Off Ramps

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/C Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 210 0.131* 231 0.144* 231 0.144*
NBT 2 3200 730 0.228 803 0.251 950 0.297
NBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 3 . 4800 600 0.175* 660 0.193* 1040 0.318*
SBR s S 240 S 264 S 486 s
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBL 1 1600 210 0.088 231 0.096 231 0.114
WBT 1s 1600 0 0.088 0 0.096 0 0.114
WBR 1 1600 210 0.088* 231 0.096" 315 0.114*
Sum of Critical Movements 0.394 0.433 0.576
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.494 0.533 0.676
Level of Service A A B

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Belifiower Blvd.

E/W Street: |-105 Eastbound On/Off Ramps

Existing 2006 Without ' 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume Vv/C Volume \'/(* Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 3 4800 640 0.162* 704 0.179* 766 0.192*
NBR S s 140 s 154 s 154 S
SBL 1 1600 140 0.088" 154 0.096* 376 0.235*
SBT 2 3200 670 0.209 737 0.230 895 0.280
SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBL 1 1600 310 0.131* 341 0.144* 426 0.162*
EBT 1s 1600 0 0.131 0 0.144 0 0.162
EBR 1 1600 320 0.131 352 0.144 352 0.162
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sum of Critical Movements 0.381 0.419 0.589
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.481 0.519 0.689
Level of Service A A B

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Clark Avenue
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/C Volume v/iC Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 50 0.031 55 0.034 55 0.034
NBT 2 3200 210 0.097* 231 0.106* 264 0.126*
NBR s [ 100 s 110 S 139 S
SBL 1 1600 90 0.056* 99 0.062* 99 0.062*
SBT 2 3200 130 0.050 143 0.055 204 0.095
SBR [ S 30 s 33 S 99 S
EBL 1 1600 40 0.025 44 0.028 58 0.036
EBT 3 4800 1340 0.319* 1474 0.351* 1591 0.375*
EBR S S 190 S 209 s 209 s
WBL 1 1600 180 0.112* 198 0.124* 295 0.184*
WBT 3 4800 960 0.212 1056 0.234 1443 0.314
WBR S S 60 S 66 S 66 [
Sum of Critical Movements 0.584 0.643 0.747
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.684 0.743 0.847
Level of Service B C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Ardis Avenue
E/W Street: Imperial Highway

|

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR _ Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume viC Volume v/C
ment city
NBL 1 1600 80 0.050 88 0.055 88 0.055*
NBT 1 1600 5 0.053* 5 0.058* 36 0.078
NBR S S 80 S 88 S 88 S “
SBL s/1 s/1600 5 S 5 s 308 0.192
SBT 1 1600 5 0.012* 5 0.013* 84 0.358*
SBR S S 10 s 11 s 489 S "
EBL 1 1600 10 0.006 11 0.007 157 0.098 "
EBT 3 4800 1450 0.319* 1595 0.351* 1595 0.351*
EBR s S 80 s 88 S 88 S
WBL 1 1600 40 0.025* 44 0.028* 44 0.028*
WBT 3 4800 1090 0.231 1199 0.254 1199 0.250
WBR s/1 s/1600 20 s 22 S 85 0.053 |i
Sum of Critical Movements 0.409 0.450 0.792 |
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.509 0.550 0.892
Level of Service A A D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue (West)
E/W Street: Firestone Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/iC Volume v/C Volume v/C
ment city :
NBL 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0 i
NBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBR 1 1600 20 0.012* 22 0.014* 22 0.014*
L ]
SBL 2 3200 440 0.138* 484 0.151* 515 0.161*
SBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBR 1 1600 20 0.012 22 0.014 22 0.014
EBL 1 1600 130 0.081* 143 0.089* 143 0.089*
EBT 3 4800 1640 0.342 1804 0.376 1804 0.376
EBR s S 0 s 0 s 0 S
WBL 1 1600 30 0.019 33 0.021 33 0.021
WBT 3 4800 1340 0.350" 1474 0.385* 1474 0.401*
WBR S S 340 S 374 S 453 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.581 0.639 0.665
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.681 0.739 0.765
Level of Service B C C

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Woodruff Avenue (East)
E/W Street: Firestone Blvd.

Existing 2006 Without " 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/IC Volume v/C Volume v/iC
ment city
NBL 2 3200 540 0.169* 594 0.186* 673 0.210*
NBT s s 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBR 1 1600 140 0.088 154 0.096 154 0.096
SBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBT 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SBR 1 1600 30 0.019* 33 0.020* 33 0.021*
EBL 1 1600 20 0.012 22 0.014 22 0.014
EBT 3 4800 1590 0.331* 1749 0.364* 1749 0.364*
EBR 1 1600 520 0.325 572 0.358 603 0.377
WBL 1 1600 190 0.119* 209 0.131* 209 0.131*
WBT 3 4800 1130 0.238 1243 0.261 1243 0.261
WBR s S 10 s 11 S 11 S
Sum of Critical Movements 0.638 0.701 0.726
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.738 0.801 0.826
Level of Service C D D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement




ICU CALCULATION

N/S Street: Stewart & Gray Road
E/W Street: Firestone Bivd.

Existing 2006 Without 2006 With
PM PEAK HOUR Project Project
Move- Lanes Capa- Volume v/IC Volume vIC Volume v/C H
ment city
II
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NBR 2 3200 530 0.166" 583 0.182* 888 0.277*
SBL 1 1600 80 0.050 88 0.055 88 0.055 “
SBT 1 1600 80 0.075" 88 0.082* 100 0.090* |
SBR s s 40 S 44 S 44 S
EBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
EBT 3 4800 1430 0.298* 1573 0.328* 1573 0.328*
EBR 1 1600 100 0.062 110 0.069 122 0.076
WBL 2 3200 130 0.041* 143 0.045* 232 0.072* |
WBT 3 4800 1240 0.275 1364 0.302 1364 0.302
WBR s S 80 s 88 s 88 S
|
Sum of Critical Movements 0.580 0.637 0.767
Clearance 0.100 0.100 0.100
Total ICU 0.680 0.737 0.867
Level of Service B C D

s = Shared Lane

* = Critical Movement



APPENDIX H

Draft EIR Comment Letters and Responses to Comments



DOWNEY LANDING SPECIFIC PLAN DRAFT EIR
COMMENT LETTERS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

FEBRUARY 2002

Prepared for:
The City of Downey
11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241-7016

Prepared by:

EIP Associates
Stevens-Garland Associates
MCE Consulting Engineers



Appendik H: Response to Comments

List of Comment Letters for Downey Landing Specific Plan Draft EIR

1) Department of Toxic Substances Control (Harlan R. Jeche)

2) State Clearinghouse Stamped Notice of Completion/Environmental Transmittal Form

3) Ezralow Retail Properties (Douglas Gray)

4) Department of Public Wotks (James A. Noyes)

5) Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Laura J. Simonek)

6) The State of California Department of Transportation (Stephen Buswell)

7) Southern California Association of Governments (Jeffrey M. Smith)

8) Kaiser Permanente (Nancy Burke)

9) Linscott, Law & Greenspan, Engineers (Jack M. Greenspan)

10) California State Lands Commission (Matianne Wetzel)

11) Governort's Office of Planning and Rese arch (Terry Roberts)

12) Civic Solutions (Gabriel Elliot) .
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- August 20, 2001 B | _
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Mr. Mark Seitheim, F*mc:pas Planner
City of Downey Eccnomic and Community Development ﬁepamnert

11117 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 80241-7018

RE: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPCRT FOR THE DOWNEY LAND?NCS
SPEC‘F C PLAM, SCH Ne. 20010310¢6 :

» D‘ear Mr. Seltheim:

The Department of Toxic Suustances Control (0TSC) has received the Drait
Envircnmental Impact Reperi (EIR) for the abcve menticned Project.

Based on the review of the deocument, the DTSC c“mnents are as foilows:

1) The Draft EiR states that soil and croundwnter contamination exists onsite. The Draft
EIR needs to pravide mere information about onsite coritamination and past hazardous

substances gctivities.

2) The Draft EiR siates that soil and groundwster contamination exists onsite. The
Draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site within the
proposed Project area. For afl identified sites, the Draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health ar the environment.

3} The Draft EiR needs io be spec'ﬁc in scer‘u“"ymg Jm mechanism o initiale any
required investigation and/for remediation for any site that may require remedaaﬂon, and
which government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight. if a remediation
methed is already known, the Oraft EIR should address.that.

4) f during construction of the project, scil contamination is suspected, construction in
ihe area sheuid stop and appropriate Hesith and Safety procedures shouid be
implemented. -
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'98/21/2001 TUE.14:35 FaY 5828047270 CITY OF DOWNEY

£ it i

Mr. Seftheim
August 20, 2001
Page 2

a OTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA)
p—eparatfcn and cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCPR)
Also, DTEL is administering the 3385 million Urban Clesm,p Loan Program (UCLA A
which will prevides low-intersst loans o investigate and dleanup hazardous materials at-
properiies whera redevelopment is likely to have a beneficial impact to a2 commumiy
The program i3 composed of twc main ccmponents: low. interest loans of up to
100,000 to conduct preliminary endangerment assessments of undernyiilized.
1-5 rroperties; and icans of up to $2.5 millicn Tor the cleanup or removal of hazardous
materials also at underutilized urban properties. These loans are available o
developers, businesses, schecls, and local govemnmenis.

For addiicnal information on the VCF or UCLE _,,.eese visit D7 ..,C’s eb site ai
www.ditsc.ca.gev. i you would like 1o meet and discuss this matter further piease
contact Ariman Meheban, Project Manager, at (818) 551-2834 or me at (818) 551-2877.

MBS s gy

Sincerely, ,

,«77%//752 %(/va
Harlan R. Jeche ,
Unit Chief
Southemn California Cleanup Cperations - Giendale Office

cc:  Governer's Office of Planning and Ressarch
. State Clearinghouse
+  P.O.Box3044
| Sacramento, Caiifornia 95812-3044

i " Mr. Guenther W, Moskat, Chief :

: Flanning and Environmental Analysis Secton
. CEQA Tracking Center

i Department ¢ Toxic Subsiances Control

. P.O. Box 8C8

Sacramento, Caiifornia 95812-0806

T

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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f@)z State Clearinghouse, 1400 Tenth Sn'eet, Room 121, Sacramento, CA 95814 — 916/445-0613 ’
‘Notice of Completion and Eavironmentai Docament Transmittal Form .

[,

1. Project Title:_Downey Landing Specific Plan Environmental Impact Report

See NOTE below
SCH # 2001031096

2. Lead Agency: City of Downey, Economis-asd-Cammunity Devel, Dept.

3. Contact Person: ' Mark Seilheim, Principal Planner

3a. Street Address: 11111 Brookshire Avéme

" 3b. City: Downey

3c. County: Los Angeles

Project Location
4. County: Los Angeles

Aulz - 1 zuyd ‘

4a. City/Community

3d. Zip:  90241-7016

Ac. Section: umnamed Twp: 38

3e. Phone: (562) 904-7154

: Downey

South Gate

4b. Assessor’s Parcel No._6256-004-900 'STATE CLEARINGHOUSE

Sa. Cross Streets: Lakewood Blvd. and Stewart and Gray Rd.

6. Within 2 Miles: 6a. State Hwy. # N/A
Downey, Warren, Reflflower, Norwalk. Paramount.

6b. Airports:  N/A

Sb. For Rural, Nearest Community: N/A

Range: 12 W Base:

6¢. Schools:

Santa Fe. St John Bosco, Pius X, and Continuation High

6d. Railways:

Schools: 6 Middle Schools; 29 Elementary Schools

7. Decument Type

CEQA:

{3 01.NOP .

[3 02. Early Counsuitation

{3 03. Negative Declaration

04. Draft EIR .

[ 05. Supplement/Subsequent
EIR (Prior SCH#____ )

[ 06. Notice of Exemption

[J 07. Notice of Completion

[[1 08. Notice of Determination

NEPA:

[ 09. Notice of Intent

[J 10. FONSI

3 11. Draft EIS

[ 12. Env. Assessment

Other:

[ 13. Joint Document

[J 14. Final Document

[302. New Element

1 15. Other

10. Total Acres: 160

8. Local Action Type

[1 01. General Plan Update

02. Offics:

771 03. General Plan Amendment

[] 04. Master Plan

[ 05. Annexation

06. Specific Plan

3 67. Community Plan

08. Redevelopment

109, Rezone

[ 10. Land Division (Subdivision,
Parcel Map, Tract Map, etc.)

[ 1. Use Permit

[ 12. Waste Management Plan

{7 07. Mining:
[108. Power:

11. Other

[J 06. Transportation: Type

[J 09. Waste Treatment: Type
[ 10. OCS Related

Union Pacific. <2 mi north of the project site

6e. Waterways: San Gabriel River, % mi east of the project site
9. Development Type
[ C1. Residendal:

__Units

Acres

Sq. Fi:. 600,000 (max.) Acres: N/A

Employees: N/A
04. Shopping/Commercial: Sg. Ft. 410
Employees: N/IA
1 0S. Water Facilities: Type

,000 (max.) Acres: N/A

MGD

Mineral

Type Watts

Public: 50,000 Sq. Ft. (max)

[3 13. Cancel Agricuitural Preserve

Office Park: 975,000 Sq. Ft. (max)

3 14. Other

Hospiml: 680,000 Sq. Ft.(max)

Medical Office Building: 292,700 Sq. Ft. (max)

Parking Structure: 600,000 Sg. Fi. (max)

Central Plant (facilities): 27,300 Sq. Ft.

11. Total Jebs Created: N/A

12. Project Issues Discussed in Document

B 01. Aesthetic/Visual -

3 02. Agricultural Land

03. Air Quality

[] 04. Archaeological/Historical
] 05. Coastal Zone

[ 06. Economic

{1 07. Fire Hazard

08. Flooding/Drainage

13. Funding (approx.)

[ 17. Social
3 18. Soil Erosion
19. Solid Waste

7 09. Geologic/Seismic

10. Jobs/Housing Balance
{3 11. Minerals

12. Noise

13. Public Services

14. Schools

{1 15. Septic Systems

16. Sewer Capacity

[ 22. Vegetation
23. Water Quatity
24. Water Supply

Federal S N/A State § N/A .

14. Present Land Use and Zening: Mixed Use (includes commercial and industrial uses)

15. Project Description:

20. Toxic/Hazardous
21. Traffic/Circulation

[125. Wetland/Riparian

{0 26. Wildlife

27. Growth Inducing
28. Incompatible Land use
29. Cumulative Effects

[ 30. Other

Total $ N/A

Specific pian for.a muitiple-use development on the 160-acre former Rockwell/Boeing site in Downey. Proposed land uses inciude a shopping center, offices,
buildings designed to accommnodate research and development activities, and a Kaiser Permanente hospital and medicai office facility, with supporting uses.
Together, the project’s buildings wiil total a maximum of approximately 3.7 miilion square fest of floor area in four distinct Jand use areas.

NOTE: Clearinghouse ~will assign identification numbérs for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.z., from a Notice of Preparation of a
previous dratt document) please fill it in

Form Revised Apnril ]19R6 ~ Renlaces (21189

Mark distribution on reverse



CEQA: Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act

raiow Proposai

raiow Area I encompasses slightly more than 34 acres and occupies the northern porﬁon of the project site. A planned retai] shopping center will occupy this
=, and will be oriented toward Lakewood Bouievard and Stewart & Gray Road. The other street bordering Area [ is Bellflower Boulevard. The center will-feature
th-inline stores and freestanding buildings. Together, the center’s bmldmgs will provide a maximum of 410,000 square feet, plus parking.

rafow Area II will total appmicimateiy 75 acres. It supports an existing building (Building 1) that contains 913,023 square feet, which both Rockwell and the -
eing Company used for aerospace manufacturmg and testing purposes. The development proposal involves either reusing the building (as well as up to seven other
actures) for motion picture studio and production space or other adaptive reuse, or demolishing the majority of the building in favor of approximately 975,000
1are feet of technology and business park uses. Parking would be provided to serve these enticipated uses. The latter option wouid generate the highest tmﬂic'
mnts and is therefore the option examined in the EIR, to provide a conservative environmental analysis. The easternmost 8-acre portion of Area 11, which abuts
ilflower Boulevard, is being reserved for the Downey Unified School District for use as a school/park site; however, neither the Specific Plan nor this EIR will
itle or provide environmentai clearance for development of any school, and the District wouid be required to initiate a separate environmental process if it chooses

develop the site.

ralew Area IXI will be developed as an office park. It will encompass 32 acres and occupy the southern portion of the project site; plans show Area III will front
Clark Avenue and Imperial Highway. Planned improvements consist of 2-story office buildings, ranging in fleor area from 49,000 to 70,000 square feet, for a
nibined maximurm of 600,000 square feet. In addition to technology and business park uses, a portion of Area 111, ranging in size from 310 5 acres, would include a
ximum 50,000-square-foot musenny/learning center/community center.

en/green space uses will be interspersed throughout the project site, as well. Construction of each phase is anticipated to span 10 months. Area II'is currently
der temporary use by several motion picture production companies, and if Buiidings 1, 9, 11, 14, 39, 288 and 6/290 are kept externally intact and reused, their
ccupancy would occur concurrendy with construction of Area I In the case of demolition of Buildings 1, 9, 11, 14, 39, 288, and 6/290, Areas | would be
reloped first, Area III second, and Area ITlast. Construction staging is anticipated to occur on-site. _

diser Permanente Proposal

iser Area IV According to the development proposal submitted by Kaiser, this portion of the project would develop 1.6 msf of buildings and structured parking
20 acres of land. Fifteen 15 acres of Parcel 5 and five acres of Parcel 2, adjacent to Ezralow Area II and fronting on Bellflower Boulevard. The proposed Kaiser
sject is a replacement for Kaiser’s existing 8-story hospital tower in the City of Bellflower. Proposed improvements include a new 6-story, 630,000-square-foot
spital building with a planued ultimate capacity of 351 beds; new, four-story, 97,500-square-foot and 195,200 square foot medical office buildings, a 27,300-
iare-foot central plant, and a six-level, 2,033(+/-) space, 600,000-square-foot parking structure. Construction would be phased over a period of about ten years.
e specific components of cach phase are tentative; however, development wouid not exceed 1.6 million square feet, and phasing variations would not affect the

ilysis presented in this EIR.

‘i I‘ Z\ .
. Signatare of Lead Agency Representative: //%b@ M Date: July 30, 2001



£ Resources Agency
[0 Boating/Waterways
J Conservation
[J Fish and Game
{1 Forestry
1 Colorado River Board
[T Dept. Water Resources
{1 Reclamation
3 Parks and Recreation '
& Office of Historic Preservation
. [ Native American Heritage Commission
EI.'S.F . Bay Cons & Dev’t Commission
3 Coastal Commission
0 Energy Commission
{3 State Lands Commission
[3J Air Resources Board
2 Solid Waste Management Board
0 SWRCB: Sacramento
SWRCB: Region # 9

CEQA: California Environmentai Quality Act

Reviewing Agencies

I3 Caltrans District 7. ,
[0 Dept. of Transportation Planning
[3J Aeronautics

7 California Highway Patrol

I Housing and Community Development
id Statewide Health Planning

[0 Health

[C Food and Agriculture

3 Public Utilities Commission

[ Public Works

0 Corrections

[ General Services

[1OLA

[1 Santa Monica Mountains

‘0 TRPA
. JOPR -0OLGA
[0 OPR ~ Coastal

] Bureau of Land Management

"[J Forest Service

1 Water Rights Other: Department of Toxic Substances Control
[0 Water Quality Other: Department of Health Services
Other: State Fire Marshal
Other: Division of Mines and Geology
For SCH Use Only
Date Received at SCH Catalog Number
Date Review Starts Applicant
Date to Agencies Consultant
Date to SCH Contact : Phone
Clearance Date Address

Notes:
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August 30, 2001

Mz, Magk Selthenn

Priocipal Plaancs
- Caty of Downey

11111 Brookshite Avemme
Doweey, Californin 30243-7318

Tlowney Landings Specic Plaa

Dear Mark-

In zespocse to the shove meationed EIR, secton 3.1 page 5 calls for the dereloper to build

a2 spproxmuately three foor wall sicng the noxthern boaudary of Azen 1. Dur mmeobon is ©
build an eaxthen it 2nd hadscpe aiceg the nexthemn bousdary of Azea | to help diffuse
the lightmg,

Alsc mitgation measore 3.2-4 shonid read-wall and attic insulation that mewrs corenc tde 24
requirements. i

| Mitigation measuces 3.9.3 hru 3.3-7 should provide for “as feasible without the whing of

additienal lands.”

Thask you for the spportunity m copzect these iews.
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JAMES A, NOYES. Divectar ’ :
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3

ALIIAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

18 AEPLY PLEASE

. reemoree VYNG4
August 27, 2001

Mr. Mark Seltheim

City of Downey

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 80241-7018

-

Dear Mr. Sallheim:

RESPONSE TC AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REFORT
DCWNEY LANDING SPECIFIC PLAN
CiTY OF DOWNEY

Thank you for the cﬁpcmniiy tc provide comments on an Enviroﬁmentai Impact Report
for the propesed Downey Landing Specific Flan project. We have reviewed the submittal

- and offer the following cormments:

Land Development (Transperiation Flanning)

The propesed project may impact Lakswood Boulevard which is State Route 18, We
recommend that Caltrans review the proposed specific plan.

If you have any questicns, please c::niact Mr. Hubert Seto at (626) 458-4348.

Land Qevé!cgment (Geotegy and Sails)

Review of the environmental document indicates that the propesad project wiil net have
significant environmental effects from a geclogy and soiis standpoint, provided the

‘ appropriate crdinances and codes are followed. The project is located within 2 mapped

potentially liguefiable ares, per the State of Czlifomia Seismic Hazard Zone Map,
Sauth Gate Quadrangle. However, 3 liquefaction analysis is not warranted at this time.
Detailed liguefaction analyses, conforming 1o the requirements of the Siate of Caiifomia
Division of Mines and Gaology Special Pubiication 117, must be conducied atthe tentative
map and/or grading/building plan stages.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Amir Alam at (B26) 458-3883.

ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENGCE TO.



: T e e mora ——r
2g,231/2901 FRY 135:87 Fad 352994717

CITY GF DOWNET 332

Mr. Mark Ssitheim
August 27, 2001
Fage 2

Trzific and Lichiing

4-4 VWe do nct belisve the propossd proiect will have any significant impact en Couniy
rcadways or intersections. Mo further information is required,

-

We recommend the State of Californiz Department of Tra asncnatmn and adicining cities
L5 review this *iccument for significant impacts/mitigations within their jurisdictions.
i yeu have z=ny questicns, please ‘*"rtac‘ *r. Kaith Heey at (€26) 300-4867.

Weatershed Management

The propesed projectshould include investigation of watershed management cppartunities
o maximize capture of local rainfall an the project site, minimize or eliminate incremental
4-6 - flows o the storm drain sysfsm and provide fitesng of flows o c«pzuz'e contaminanis’
orvgsnatxrg from the project site.

* if you have any questions, piease contact Ms. Massie Munroe at the address on the first
page or at (626) 458-4355.

Very fruly yours,

ROD H. KUBCMCOCTO
Assistant Deputy Director
Watershed Maragement Division . .

MM sw
ChDrainageMmit2s wpt
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5-3

;Eg“:%f_mws. | RECEIYVE
V1 ETROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHEAN CALIFDRVIA RECEIVED
H AUG 2 § 2081

. Office of the & neraé Manager ' FM%NING

August 2, 2001

Mr. Mark Sellhexrn

City of Downey

Economic and Community Develcpment Department
11111 Brookshire Avenue

Downey, CA 9G241-7016

Dear Mr. Mark Seffheim;

Notiee of Completion and

Draft Environmental Impact Reyert for the Downey Landing Specific Plan

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has received a Notice of
Compietion (Notice) and Draft Environmenta! Impact Report (DEIR) for the Downey Landing
Specific Plan. The applicant, the City of Downsy, proposes a Specific Plan, rezoning, and other
discretionary approvals for the redevelopment of a 160-acre property located at 12214 Lakewood
Boulevard in the City of Downey. Proposed land :uses for the development include 3 shopping

- center, offices, huildings designed to accommodate tesearch and development activities, and a.-
" Xaiser Permanents hospital and medical office facility, with supporting uses. This letter contains

our response as a potentially affected public agency.

Our review of the Notice indicates that Metropeiizan’s Lower Feeder Pipeline is adjacent to the
northem and northesster boundaries of the proposed project site. Metropolitan requests thas the
Fmal EIR evaiuates potemial impacts and if applicabic, proposed mitigation measures, of the
proposed plan to Metropelitan's mdsting facilities thay occar adjacent to the plan’s boundaries.
The enclosed map shows these faciiities in relation to the proposed project. It will be necessary
for the applicant o consider these facilities in its project planning.

in order to avoid potential conflicts with Metropofitan's rights-of-way, we request that any
preliminary enginesring design drawings or improvement pians for any activity in the area of
Metropoiitan's pipelines and rights-of-way be submitted for our review and written approval. The

‘applicant may cbtain detaled prints of drawings of Metropelitan's pipelines and rights-of-way by

calling Metropolitan’s Subscructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To assist the applicant
in preparing plans that are compatibie with Metropoiitan’s facilities and sasements, we have

enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developmennts in the Area of Faciiities, Fee Properties,

700 N. Alameda Streas, Los Angetes, Califomia 90012 » Mailing address: Sex 54153, Los Angeles, Califomia 300540153 » Telenhone (213} 217-5000
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Mr. Mark Sellaeim
Page 2
Angust 2, 2001

and/or Easemen:s of The Metropciitan Water District of Southern California.® Please pots that
all submitzed designs or plans must clearly idemtify Metropolitan’s c:Lnes and rights-of-way.

Metropelitan requests that the City analyze the consistency of the proposed project with the
growth management plan adopted by the Southern California Asscaation of Governments
(3CAG). Meuopoiitan uses SCAG's population, housing and mployment projections to
determine funiwe water demaod. Development abeve these forecast provisions may increasze
demand on Metropclitan's rescurces and faciities beyond that anticipated.

Additionaily, Metropolitar encourages projects withia its service area to inciude water
conservation measurss. Water conservation, raclaimed water use, and groundwater recharge
programs are integral components to regional water supply plsnning. Metropolitan supports
mitigation measures such as using water efficient ficures, drought-tolerant landscaping, and
reclaimed water to offSet any incresse in water use associated with the proposed project.

We apprec: reciate the cpportunity ic pravide input 1o vour planning procass and we lcok forward to
recsiving foture environmental documentaticn on this project. If we can be of Rirther assistance,
please contact me at (213) 217-6242.

Yary iy yours,

e i

Laura J. Simon
Principai Enviroamental Specialist

SAK
Enciosures:

Facilities Location Map
Planning Guidefines

. ‘;@!).5.3- B e



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor
e = e U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATICN : . ,

OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING

DISTRICT 7, IGR/CEQA 1-10C '

120 SO. SPRING ST. August 29, 2001
- LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 . _
TEL: (213) 897-6696 ATSS: 8- 647-6656 IGR/CEQA cs/010819
FAX: (213) 897-6317 DEIR
City of Downey
Downey Landing Specific Plan
RECEIVED 12214 Lakewood Bivd.
. Vie. LA-105-15.76
‘ scp ¢ 5 2001 SCH # 2001031096
Mr. Mark Seilheim Sk ~

City of Downey ‘ . »
11111 Brookshire Ave. PLANNING

Downey, CA 50241

. Dear Mr. Seflheim:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportztion in the envircnmental review process
‘or the above-menticned project. Based on the information received, we have the following comments:

The trips generated by the retail center, studio/production facilities, the office and hospitai
facilities will have a significant traffic irapact on the mainline Century Freeway (I-105). The

6-1 proposed development generates approximaiely 3,000 vehicles/hour for the retail,
studio/production and office facilities and an additional 1700 vehicles/hour for the hospital. With
the additional traffic to be generated by the development, the Century Freeway is expected to
operate at level of-service LOS-F0 from west of Lakewood Blvd. to east of Bellflower Bivd.

The Century Freeway and associated Lakewood Bivd. and Bellflower Blvd. ramps are located just
" 62 south of the project site. Since the trips generated by the project will bave a significant impact on
6'_' the mainline 105 Freeway during the peak commute periods, further traffic analysis will be needed
to determine the project’s impact on the mainline 105 Freeway and will need to identify mitigation
measures for the mainline 105 Freeway.

6-3 ‘ The local agency will need to implement a fair-share finding program on a pro rata basis to be
used to mitigate traffic impacts generated by the development. Any work to be performed within
the State Right-of-way will need an Encroachment Permit from the California Department of

6-4 , Transpormation. Lakewood Blvd,, formerly State Route 19, was recently re!mqmshed to the City

‘of Downey.

We recommend that construction related truck trips on State highways be limited to off-peak
commute pericds. Transport of oversize or overweight vehicles on State highways will need a
Transportation Permit from the California Department of Transportation.

Ify you have any questions regarding our response, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record # ¢3/010747, and
please do not hesitate 1o contact me at (213) 397-4429.

6-5

Sincerely,

'STEPHEN BUSWELL |
- IGR/ICEQA Progmm Manager

cc: Mr. Scott Morgan, State Clmnnghouse
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SEP 10 2001

- September 7, 2001

Mr. Mark Sellheim

Principai Planner

City of Downey

Economic and Community Development Department
11111 Brookshire Avenue

Cowney, CA 90241-7016

PLANNING

Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Downey
Landing Specific Plan - SCAG No. | 20010436

RE:

Dear Mr. Seltheim;

Thank you for submitiing the Draft Envircnmental impact Repart for the Downey
Landing Specific Plan to SCAG for review and comment. As areawide clearinghouse -
for regionally significant projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans,
projecis, and programs with regiona) plans. This activity is based on SCAG's
responsibilities as a regional planning organization pursuant to state and federal laws
and regulations. Guidance provided by these reviews is intended to assist local
agencies and project sponsors to take actions that contribute to the attainment of
regional goais and policies.

It is recognized that the proposed Project considers the development of a Specific Plan
for.a muitipie-use development for the former Rockwell/Boeing site in the City of Downey.
In total, the propcsed Project area encompasses 160-acres, on four planning areas, with
a potential for 3.7 miilion square feet of floor area. Proposed land uses include a
shopping center, offices, technology and business park, hospital and medical facilities,
along with other supporting uses. The proposed Project is located at 12214 Lakewood
Bouievard in the City of Downey.

SCAG staff has evaluated the Draft EIR for the Downey Landing Specific Plan for
consistency with the - Regional Comprehensive PFlan and Guide and Regional
Transportation Plan. The Draft EIR includes a discussion on the proposed Projects’
consistency with SCAG policies and applicable regional pians, which were outlined in our
June 26, 2001 letter on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for this Draft EIR.

The Draft SIR cited SCAG policies and. addrassed the manner in- which the proposed -

Project is consistent with applicable core pdficies and supportive of applicable ancillary
policies. This approach to discussing consistency or support of SCAG poiicies is
commendable and we appreciate your efforts. Based on the information provided in the

‘Draft Program EIR, we have no further comments. A description of the proposed Project
‘was published in the August 18, 2001 Intergovemnmental Review Clearinghouse Report

for public review and comment.

if you have any questions, please contact me at (213) 236-1867. Thank you.

, AICP

_ r
imtergovernmental Review
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Medical Gare Program -
Waigus Canter
Pasudena, California 91188
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M, “
KAISER PERMANENTE
September 13, 2001
‘Mak Sellheim
Senin_r Plammer )
Downey Plamming Department
11111 Brookshire Ave.

Dovmey, CA 5024]

Re: Downey Landmgs Speczﬁc Plan EIR; State Clearinghouse #200110311096. .

Dear Mr. S’ellhczm

Kaiser Foupdanon Hospitals (“Kaiser™) appreciates the opportunity 1o review and
cmment en the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR™) for the Downey Landing
- Specific Plan (“Spesific Plan®) which includes Kaiser’s Belliflower Medical Center _
Replacemen: Project (the “Kaiser Project™). '

8-1

The DEIR describes the “Kaiser Ar2a” and the Kaiser Project as the development of a
hospital and medical center on fiftesn acres of Parcel 5 and five acres of Parcel 2 fronting
Bellflower Boulevard. Kaiser is currently exploring 2 proposal which would locate the
. § Kaiser Project on the approximately 30 acre Ezralow Areg III site fronting Imperial

8-2 § Highway. If the Kaiser Project were located in this area, neither the size nox scope of the
Kaiser Project would increase. Kaiser is reviewing this alternative from a site utilization
standpoint,its impact an the fficiency and fiumctionality of the of the entire Specific Plan

- and possible increased efficiencies with existing Kaiser facilities. After completion of
this analysis, Kaiser will determine the most desirable location. We would liks the EIR
to confirm that the development of the Kaiser project at this altemate location would not -
l result in any additional impacts and is copsistent with the policy objectives of the

Specific Plan.

From its discussions with the City, it is Kaiser’s understanding that the intent of the
Specific Plan is that the entire NASA site is treated as “one contiguous site” regardless of
swnership and land use and that land uses within the Specific Plan could be rearranged
and “swapped”. Accordingly, Kaiser is requesting that the Specific Plan explicitly -

. acknowledge that development of the Kaiser Project in Area I would be consistent with
and permitted by the Specific Plan, Simce Axea III was malyzed in the DEIR, utilization
of Area III for development of the Kaiser Project, as described in e DEIR, would not
result in any additional, undisclosed or increased impacts. Kaiser requests that the Snal
EIR contain sufficient information to allow the City to approve the Xaiser Prgject on

" either its coxremtly identified location or Area ITL.

8-4

Rawponse w Dt EIR
Dewney Landings Specific Plan
Sue Clearinghase #2001 1031096

Septemviber 13, 200 3
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In addition to this general cornment, Kaiser offers the following specific comments on the
DEIR. As you will see, we hiave arganized our specific comments to the DEIR by page

and secton oumber.

8-5

8-6

8-7-
8-8

-89

8-16

8-17

WY v

Fage No.

Cuomrents

1-2

We wouid ask that an additiona) sentence be added 1o the project deseription of

| the Kaiser Project 1o clarify that the impact analysis was basad'on 2 “deveiopmem

eavelope” of 1.6 million square fzet of dcvnlnpm::nt 1,200,000 square feet of
hospital and medical officz facilities and 600,000 square fest of parking structurc)
in sructures up to 8 stories il

Section 1.3. Wg would request language aciknowledging that a Program EIR can
also prnvxdr: project leve] roview for portion of the projecs and thar the Kaiser
Project hias been analyzed af a project leve.

Section 2.5.1, The description of the ﬂazse' Pro;e:r shouid include any cbang&c

that are made 0§ 1.1
“{ Section 2.5.2.. Perhaps a statement thar a change armndtﬁcmcn in construction

dates would not affect the environmental analysis wonld be helpful

Section 2.5.3. Razoning of the Specific Plan area shculd also be included 35 a
Tequested approval.

We continue tg believe thar it would be helpful to state that 8 story shucnires do
not result in gesthetic impacts and that the General Plan does not ::nntam any
height Tesizictions.

3.2-12

Impacr 3.2-1. The last paragraph is confusing. PM,, is cleatly idenrified as a Jess
thon sigmificaut impact in the discussion. However, 35 drafied, the last paragraph
reads as if PM,q cannot be reduced fo'a less than significant level.

[P}
L1
1]
—
i~

Tmpacy 3 3-1. The necessary mitigation measurss are clearly identified.
Accordingly, is it necessary to specalate about what language may be inoluded in
the convevanee documents?

3.54

We believe that the consistency discussion of Floor Area Ratio (“FAR") shouid
include a discussion of the FAR of the Kaiser site and acknowledge that it is
higher than the rest of the project and the current projected development on the

Kaiser site.

(V3]
Lh
1N

The FAR discussion at the botiem of the page should crossreference the
expanded discussion on page 3.54.

3.5-7

We belicve that it would ke helpful if the discussion of project consistency with
Policy 3.12 include reference o Kaiser’s Kaiserider program. Maore informarion
oR this program may be found in the amchcd leey ﬁnm Kaiser’s waffic
copsultant -

3.8-28

Mitigation measure 3.3-12. We question why a written agreement is neczsaaxy
when the school fees are esmblished and governed by state law, As schoal fess
aye the same in 21l jurisdictions, md required of all new.developments, this
section shouid state simply that Kaiser should pay required school fees.

Mitigacion measure 3.8-13 appears o require the payment of fezs for additional
pcﬁce pexrsonnel. Kaisax will provide adequate on-site securisy for its vroject and
iris unclear hew or why the Kaiser project would create a need for additional

palice serviees.

Responsc o Dmit SR
Downey Landings Specific Plan

State Clearmghouse #2001 1031096
September 13, 2001
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Sincerely,

2 FAX 5828047270 CITY OF DGWNEY

In addition to'these commeats, Xaiser’s camments to Section 3.9, Transportation and
Traffic, are set forth in the atiached letter fiom Linscott Law & Greenspan, Kaiser’s
traffic consultants. Briefly summarized, Kaiser believes that the methodology used for
analysis of the Xaiser Project results in a significant overstatement of the traffic Impacts
of the Kaser Project. Kaiser requests that based on the correcied methodology, the
impacts and mitigation discussion be revised accordingly. Also, it is important to Kafser
that additional information as 1o the datails of specific transportation (Infrastyuctire
improvement) mitigation meastrss be included in the final EIR.

Thank you again for the opportumity to comrnent on the DEIR. Kaiser locks forward to
working with you o implament the Kaiger Projest, a project of mutual benefit to Kaiser,
its members and the citizens of Dowgey. - ;

w55
Nancy Biigke )
Land Use Manager

Kaiser Penmanent
September 11, 2001 letter from Linscott, Law and Greenspan attached

Responss w Draft EIR

Downey Landings Specific Plan

Swmie Clearinghouse #20011031095

Segtember (3, 200t 3

Wy
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CITY OF DOWNEY
SES 33 AL Q2T H5PM KRISER FSCIL T I03 ST .

FINSCOTT

* ENGINEERS & PLANNERS -+ TRAFFIC, TRANSPCRTATICN, PARKING

2734 fam Calerado Blvd., Suite 400 = Pasadena, Califomia 81107
Phone: 626 796-2322 = Fax: 625 792-0941

September 11, 2001

. Ms. Nancy Burke
Xaiser Permanente
75 North Fair Caks Avenue, 1st Fiocor, E Annex
Pasadenz, California 91124

Subject ~ Comment Letter
Transportation and Traific Section
Deowney Landings Specific Plan Program DEIR

Dear Ms Burke:

"As requested , Linscott, .Law & Greenspan, Engineers has studied and reviewed the Transpertation
and Traffic Szctian (Section 3.9) of the Downey Landings Specific Plan Program DEIR.

Briefly, we find that the transpoertaticn and traffic analysis in the Downey Landings Specific Plan
Program DEIR has been performed to the general industry standard. However, the preceding not

- withstanding, we also find that the DEJR rip generation analysis significantly overstates the trip
generation perential of the proposed Kaiser Medical Center; 201 trips (16,8 percent) in the AM peak
hour, 570 trips {49.5 percant) in the PM peak hour, and 5,630 trips (33.5 percent) on 4 daily basis.
On this basis, we canclude that the Kaiser Medical Center impacts will be significantly less than
predicted in the DEIR.

Project Generated Traffic - Ezralow Development

Tahle 3.9-4 (page 3.9-9) presens the trip generation forecast for the Rzvalow portion of the project.
The Ezralow trip generation forecast is based on use of the nip generation equations published by
the Institute of Transportation Engmeers (ITE) in Trip Generation, 6* Edition, 1997, and presenred
on page3.9-7 of the DEIR, It should be nored that there is a typographical error in the equation for
Retzil Average Daily Traffic, the equation La(T) = 0.643Ln(X) + 3.564, shouid read Lo(T) =
0.643La(X) + 5.866.

Twao Ezralow development opticns are presented; Option 1 with Building 1, and Cption 2 without
Building 1. A 25 percent pass-by reduction is applied to the retail use, and an interna] capture txip
reduction of S percent in the AM peak hour, and 10 percent in the PM peak hour and on a daily basis,
iv applied to the total Ezralow trip generation. Optiop 2 (shown on the next page) shows the greater
trip generation acd is used i the subsequent traffic impact analysis.

Costa Mesa - 714 641471587 = Zan Dieg - 612 295-3020 = Las Vegas - 702 451-1920 = founded 1964 * An LG2WBE Company

ey -~ . - . Phillp M. Linseatt, 128 (18242000
4 . o * . jack M. Grmensgan, P.E
L/’\\/ NS B William A Lsw, P.E (Rer.)

GREENSPAN . jove . Kz, P
L > David 3, Shende, B.E,
John AL Soarman, BE,

ENGI NEERS Clare M. Lockacasy, 2.£.
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SEF 13 Bl . e2:3ZFM KAISER FARCILITIES & P.E/g
N \,.., — . . Ms Nancy Bucks
LINSC O Kaiser Permaneste
:L" AR \.‘\ Sep‘embe! 11, 2002

5NC‘NEEQ$

TRIP GENERATION - EZ2a1L.0W OPTIDN 2
AM Preaik Hour PM Peaic Hour Daily

2,040 2,630 23,360

Project Trip Generation - Kaiser Medical Center

Tabie 3.9-5 (page 3.9-10) presents the DEIR forecast for the Kaiser Medical Center portion of the
Downey Landings project (see below). Unlike the Ezralaw portion of the project, which is based on
ITE trip generation equaticns, the Kaiser Medical Center trip genesation forecast is based on average

§ irip generation rates. Significantly, no intermal trip capture reduction betwesn the hospital and the

medical office building components of the Ka:sar Madical Center js aceounted for inthe DEIR trip
generation forecast. '
DEIR TRIP CENERATION - KAISER
AM Prak Hour PM Peak Honr Daily
1,387 1,722 22,450

| Revised Kaiser Medical Center Trip Generation
Examinaticn of the ITE data for hespitals and for medical office buildings shiows that five of the six
Kaiser Medical Ceater irip generation companents (hospital AM peak hove-PM peak hour-daily, and
medical office building AM peak hour-PM peak hour-daily) have associated squations, Only the
medical office buflding AM peak hour does not have sufficient data to develop a frip generation
equation. On this basis, we conchide that tha carrect method of forecasting the Kaiser Medical Center
trip generation is 1o use the ITE equations for all but the medical office AM peak hour, and use the
average tip generation rate for the medical office AM peak hour. We firther conciude that for

Y consistency betwesn the Ezvalow and Xaiser trip generation analyses, intemal trip capture feduction

between the Kaiser hospital and medical offics building components should be applied. We also
conclude a 10 percent reduction in the AM peak hotr, and a 20 percent reduction in the PM peak
hour and on a daily basis to be appropuate, as shown below.

Page Two

REVISED XAISER MEDICAL CENTER TRIP GENERATION

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour Daily
Hospitsl 518 622 9,280
Medical Office Building 1y 818 11,750
Total Trips 1,329 1,440 21,030
With Intermal Trip Resuction 1.196 1,152 16,520
(10% AM, 20% PM & Daily)

Z0ug
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. . M. Naney Burke
Kaiser Permanente

September 11, 2001

Page Thres

ENOQINEERS

DER Xaiser Trip Generation Oversstimation

Compariscn of the DEIR Xaiser Medical Canter uip generation based on average wip generation
rates, with the revised irip generation based on five ITE trip generation equations and one average
trip generation rate, shows that the use of all average rip generation rates in the DEIR produces a
significant averestimarion as set forth below.

KAISZER TRIP GINERATION OVERESTIMATION

, AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hoor Daiiy

DEIR Trip Geaewmtion 1,397 1722 22,450

| Rovised Trip Geonsation 1,39 1152 16,320
Diiference | 4301 +570 + 3,630
Percent Difference + ‘16.8 +48.5 +335

As shown above, the DEIR AM peak hour is oversstimated by 201 trips (+15.8 %), the PM peak
hour pverestimated by 570 tps (+ 49.5 %), and the daily traffic by 5,630 trips (+33.5 %).

Rednced Kaiser Medical Center Intersection Impact

-The DEIR predicts that the Xaiser Medical Center will impact § of the 20 intersections studied. Table

3.9-3 (Page 3.9-14) and Table 3.9-9 (page 3.9-15) summarize the results of the AM peak hour and
PM peak hour Kaiser irapact analyses. Shown to be impacied are the intersections of Lakewood
Beulevard and Firestone Boulevard, Lakewood Boulevard and Reilflower Boulevard, Lakewoaod
Boulevard and Stewart & Gray Road, Lakewood Boulcvard and Imperial Highway, Beilflower
Boulevard and Stewart & Gray Road, and Bellflower Boulevard and Imperial Highway as presenated

below.

DEIR Xaiser Intersection Impact
Intersection AM Peak Honr | PM Peak Hour
1Likewood/Firestone X X
Lakewood/Bellfigwer X
Lakewood/Stewart & Gray X X
Lakewood/Tuperial - X X
Beliflowes/Swewart & Gray X
Belmawarllmp:ml X X

P.?7/32

- @00y
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It should be noted, that since we do not have the actual waffic impact study imtersection apalysis
worksheets, we are unable at this time to determine the change in Xaiser Medical Center impact.
However, based on the degres to which the Xaiser traffic has been overestimated, it can be conciuded
that the Kaiser intersection impacts predicted in the DEIR will be significantly reducad.

Reduced Kaiser Medicai Center CM? Freeway Impact

Table 3.9-13 (page 3.9-19) shows the predicted Xaiser Medical Center impact a1 the nearest Los
Angeles County Congestion Management Program (CMP) Sesway monitoring station, locared on
Interstate 103 (I-10S) betwesn Bellflower Boulevard and Interstate 605 (1-605). The DEIR text at
the bottom of page 3.9-18 sets forth the CMP impact criteria as Levsl of Service (LOS)F, and a
change in the demand—ta-capamty ratio (D/C) greater than 0.02. The text goes on 1o state that thers
i3 a Kaiser impact in the westbound direction of I-105 in the AM peak hour, and an impact in the
eastbound direction of I-105 in the PM peak hour.

However, examination of Table 3.9-13, shows the DEIR text to be in error. The inerease in D/C in
the westbound AM peak hour is shown to be 0.014, which is less than 0.02, and is, therefore, nct a
Kaiser Medical Center napact,

Further examinarion of Table 3.9-13, also revesls a fuxther error in the DEIR. The increase in D/C
in the sastbound direction in the PM peak hour is shown to be 0,018, which is also less than 0.02, and

- also not a Kaiser impact. However, there would be a Kaiser related CMP impact ifit is inferred that
all caleulations are to be rounded off to only two decimal places (in which case the incraase in D/C
af0.016 would become 0.02). In any event, since the DEIR averestimates the Kaiser Medical Center
trip gensyation, the roondmg will become 3 moot issue.

Kaiserider

While not specifically mentioned in the DEIR wip generation analysis, Kaiser Hospitals and Medical
Centers have a system-wide well established and successful ride share program known as Kaiserider.
The Kaiserider program will be available at the proposed Downey Medical Center, and is in placs for -
empioyees at the existing Kaiser Medical Center site (on the southwest corner of Rasecrans Aveme
and Clark Avenue) who will be relocated t the Downey facility. Hencs, it is also concluded thar the
Kaiserider program has the potential to further reducs project trip g %wmxon

Findings and Conclusions '
* The DEIR iguores the ITE trip generatmn equations for the Xaiser hospital and

medical office buiiding components in favar of average rates, even though ITE
equaricns are used for the Ezxalow portion of the Downey Landings Specific Plan.
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The DEIR tnp generation forecast for Kaiser based on avsrage trip generation rates
is significantly greater than the {rip generation forecast using the ITE eguations {pius
ane average trp generation rote for the medical offics AM peak hour).

The DEIR trip generation analyszs overstates the tp generation potential of the
proposad Kaiser Medical Canter by 201 trips (16.8 percent) in the AM peak hour,
570 rips {49.5 percent) in the: ‘PM peak hour, and 5,530 trips {33.5 percant) on a

daily bams.

The DEIR is in error in conchuding *hat Xaiser Medical Center traffic will produca a
CMP freewsy monitoring station imapact.

The DEIR trip generation analysis does pot take inzo acount the Xaisedder ride share
program petential 1o reduce project trip generation.

We also find that the DEIR is in error in concluding that Xaiser will produce a CvMP
fresway monfioring station mpact, in that the computed demand-to-capacity (D/C)
ratios are below the stated impact thresbold.

Rased on the degres to which the Kaiser Medical Center trip generation is overstated,
we concluds thar the Kaiser Medical Center impacts will be sgnificantly less than
predicted in the DEIR. '

916 We welcome the opportunity to be of service, ¥ there are any questions regarding the above, please
do not hesitate to call me at 626.796.2322, or}2-mail me at greenspan@ligenginesrs com.

Very truly yours, . ;
Linscott, Law & Greenspan, Kagineers
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Fie Ref AD 385
Downey DEIR

. Mok R, Seflheim
Principal Planner

11111 Bmokehire Avenue
Downey, CA 80241.7015

The following are the Californie State Lands Commission’s comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Repoit (DEIR). dated August 2, 2001, for the Downey
Landing Specific Plan. Tharnk you for extending the time period past the September 17,
2001 deadline in order to provide us with the additional time needed to review the
document and respond. : :

1. Page 2.5, Section 2.4, Line 13: Report mentions that the City has arranged to
purchase Parcels 1and 2 through the General Services Administration. This is a true
statement. However, the actual details of the transfer of tille is that NASA, through
GSA, is transferring title to the property to the State of Galifornia, State Lands
Commission. The State is then selling the property to the City. The State requests that
it be identified as a party to the transaction. Suggested wonding for the sentence:

“The City of Downey has arranged to purchase Parceis 1 and 2 of the NASA plant from
the Siate of California, State Lands Cornmission who is acquiring the excessed proparty
from the General Services Administration (G3A)." Also, the sale 1o the Chy is now
anticipated to occur in the Spring/Summer 2002, Also see Camment #12 which
addresses the same issue found on Page 3.5-2.

Z Page 2-5, Section 2.4: in the last sentence should "analysiz® be "analyzes™?

3. . Page3.3-4 Paragraph 1, last sentence: Report states that However, anather,
unidentified cantaminant saurce may remain ons Parcel 2 . . " The California Regionai
Water Quality Control Board {CRWQCB) has identified an isolated contaminated plume
of TCE in the groundwater on Parrel 2; however, the source of this contaminant has not
teen idenbfied.

FAUL D. THAYER, Execulive Officer

(916) 574-1300 FAX (915) 57¢1819

Crliforia Reday Sevize from 100 Phore 1-800-735-2922
from Voice Phone 1-800-735-2929

Cantaet Priane: (918) 5741817
Coritact FAX: {816) 574-2065

gouz
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-contamination source for the TCE in the southeast and northwest portions of Parcel 6

4 Page 3.3-5, Paragraph tled “Farcel 2™ Please be more spec{ﬁc on the
detectable concentrations of VOU's, specifically the identification of high jevels of TEC
in the groundwater.

vae aboveground and onhe balow. Are the aboveground storage tanks mentioned on
this page and other pages throughout the section required to be removed? s the
vnderground emergency spill containment siorage tank reguired o be removed? I noi
:efjuired 10 be removed, were these tanks required 1o be capped and abandoned in

place?

s Page 3.3-5, Paragraph 4 litled "Parcel 2”: There is mention of two storage tanks,

B. Page 3.3-6, Paragraph titied "Parcel 4™ This paragraph does not mention the
higher concentrations of FCE and TCE that were found on the nerihern portion of
Parcel 4 {(as mentioned on Page 3.3-7, fust bulleted #tern).

7.  Page 3.3-8, Paragiaph fitted "Parcel 5™ What is being dome with the
contammated soils and groundwater cn Fareel 5 (contaminations mentioned under the
second and third bulleted items on Page 3.3-7)7 _ =

8.  Page 3.3-7, Paragmph fitied "Parce! 6% Is there more information on the
{as mentioned under the fourth buileted item)?
8. Page 3.3-7, First bulleted iflem: Should "TCA” be “TCE"?

10.  Page 3.3-9, Paragraph tited "Current and Ongoing Remediation Activities™ -
Suggest that the first sentence be re-written to reflect that, accarding to the CRWQCH,
further monitoring of the TCE levels and investigation as o #s source has been required
by the CRWQCS. Itis unknown at this time if remediation of the groundwater
contamination on Parcel 2 will be requited by the CRWQCB fo reach the ieve! of

scoeptable use,

1. Page 3.3-12, Paragraph under *Impact 3 3-1", second sentence: Sentence
should read: However the conveyance agreements currently being formulated by the
City, NASA, State Lands Conwmission, and the Federal (1of State} General Services
Administration wiil include measures . . . ©

12, Page 3.5-2, Second Paragraph, Sentence #6: Sentence should be thenged ta

“accurately reflect the transfer of the property tc the City. “Through the General Services

Administration (GSA), the City of Downey amanged and purchased Parcels 3, 4, 5, and
§ from NASA. Conveyance of Parcels 1 and 2 to the City from the State Lands
Commission is anticipated to occur in Spring or Surmmer 2062 »
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STATE OF CALIFORNILA ‘ N,
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(rovernor’s Othice o Planning and Research g :ié

Statre Clearinghouse
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September 17, 2001 ' . RECEIVED

Mark Sellheim ' : + ANN

City of Downey Economic and Community Development Deparmment FPLANNING

1111! Brookshire Avenue

Downey, CA 90241-7016 .

Subject: Downey Landings Specific Plan
SCH#: 2001031096 ‘ . )

Dear Mark Sellhefor

The Stare-Clearinsotse submined the atove named Draft EIR 10 selected siate agencies for teview. On'the
encosed Document Derils Report pleasc note that the Clearinghouse has listed the swre agencies ther :
weviewcd your docursent. The review period closed on Septernber 14, 2001, and the cornments fom *he

responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, please notify the Stzre

Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-dignt Sizte Clearinghouse pumber in futue

correspondence sa that we may tespond promprly.

Please nate thar Scetion 21104(c) of the Califormia Public Resourse: Code states that:
“A respousible or other public agency chall only make substantive cormments regarding those
acuvaes mvolved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are

required to be caxried out or approved by the agency. Those coommnents shall be supported by
specific docurnentation,”

These comraents are forwarded for use in preparing your final enviropmental document. Should you need
wore mformation or clarification of the euclosed comments, we recommend that you contacr the
comumenting agency directly.

This letter ackmowiedges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Eavironmental Quatity Act. Please contact the State
Clearmghouse at (916) 443-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmmentaj eview process.

Sincezely,

Terry Rabz

Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resqurces Agency

1400 TENTH STREET PO BOX 3034 SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 99812 3044
9163450613 FAX 916-323-3008  CWWLOPRLCAGOVELEARINGITOUSE HTML

T
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Project Title
Lead Agency

CITY OF DOWNEY
Decument Details Raport-
State Clearinghouse Data Base

299472

2001037036 :
Downey Landings Specific Plan
Downey, City of

@ous

Type
Lescription

EIR Dratt EIR

Specific Plan for 2 muilipie-use development on the 160-acrs former Rociweil/Boeing sile in Downey.
Proposed land usas inciude a shopping center, offices, plus Buildings designed to accommodste
research and deveiopmaent activities, and 3 Kaiser Permanents hospital and medical office faciiity, with
supporting uses. Together, the project’s bulidings will ntal 2 maximum of approximately 3.7 miliion
square feet of flaor area in four distinct land use areas.

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agency
Phone
email
Address
' City

Mark Seliheim
Cily of Downey Economic and Community Development Department
862/904-7154 Fax

11111 Brockshire Avenue

Downey Stzie CA  Zp 80241.7018

- Project Location

County

City

Region
(yoss Streets
Parcal No.
Township

Los Angales
Downey

Lakewcad Boulevand/SR-13/Stewart and Gray Road
6256-004.800

s Range 12W Section Bass S.Gate

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Raiiways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

UPRR

San Gabiried River
Downey/Warren/Beliflower/NaorwalivParamount/Santa Fe/Pius X
Mixed Use {includes commercial and industrial uses)

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual: Air Qualily; Flood PlainsFinoding: Drainage/Absorption; Job Generation: Housing:
Noise; Public Services; Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous;
Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Grawth inducing; Landuse; Cumulatve Effects

Reviewing
Agencles

Resources Agency; Depastment of Conservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5;
Oepanment of Parks and Recreation; Reciamation Board; Caltrans, District 7; Department of Housing
anad Community Development; Air Resources Scard, Major Industrisl Projects; Integrated Waste
Management Board: State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality; Department of
Toxic Substances Cantroi; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utifities Commission; State
Lands Commission; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4 '

Data Receivan

08/01/2u01 Start of Review 08/01/2001 £ad of Review 09142001

Note: Slanks in datz fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



[~

¥ -

RECEIVED

*1 .CIVIC SOLUTIONS. INC. - |
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| PLANNING
December 9, 2001 .
THOMAS G MERRELL MCP
Mark Seliheim, Principal Planner . prinsivat
City of Downey Economic and Commmity Oeveicpment Depariment
1111 Brockshire Avenue

~ Dawney, CA 90241-7016

RE: COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE DOWNEY
LANDING SPECIFIC PLAN PROJECT.

Dear Mr. Seithaim:
Cuvic Schutions, inc. would like o offer the following comments on the Draft Environmental impact

Report (E1R) for the proposed Downey Landing Specific Plan paject on hehaif of our cliert, Ms. -
Mar'n!-i‘inet)aL.whomsidesanzsst:ndyLane.Downey, o o

31716 RANCHO VIEJO ROAD>SUITE 221 <5AN [UAM CAHS’N!ANO'CA"’ZG?S‘94’/4‘9".4_43'-5“ !40-!063
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The Drait EIR idemified i related 10 light igni and unavoidahle, ‘
e project impacts hwamnu ; is. Impacts

The City of Downey Genemi Plan indicates that a mmt‘%lﬁﬂﬂm
impact # the project causes a decrease frum LOS "A°, "B", "C°, ar"D" to ‘E’or 'F" at an
aftected imersection. The Downey General Plan also indicates that a project wouk! have a
igr roadway impact f the project Causes an icrease i intersection ity Utilizaion -

(ICU) vajue by 0.02 or more at an intersection operating at LOS "E” or °F.

. With project impiementation the EIR identified five intersections that would operate at a Level of
i 5 |i :

Service or worse with an ICU value of 0.80 % noe than 1.2. The

Lakewood Boulevard and Firestone Boulevard; Lakewocd Souievard and Seliflower
: Beiifiower Boulevard i

mmmmmhm 105 at the CMP monitoring station intersection to oparate
at .

We do not concur with the assertion that the project meets the City of Downey General Plan
Circulation Hement Policy 2.1.1, Progmm 2.1.1.1. Progam 2.1.1.1 stales that the City shall
maintsin intessection sesvice levels of major

states that "the project is consistent with this progam because mitigation
Ewmmdmm' the level of service at any intersection projectsd to operate at LOS
or £ hat would be significantly impacted hy the project”. The Gensral Plan threshold is LOS

R



For axanpie, table 3.9-68 of the EIR ndicaes that the Ezralow development {AM peak hour)
wouid cause the Lakewood/Beilfiower intersecton t operate fom the existing LOS *0° 16 LOS
roject 2 j The Lakewood/Stuan & Gray intersection wouid operate fom
the existing LOS "D" to LOS "F", and the Beffloweimpernal intersection wouid operate fom the
existing LOS "E” 1o LOS “F". These wends are inconsistant with the City's General
Clrculation Blernent Policy 2.1.1, Progam 2.1.1.1. Table 3.9-7 of the I’

: for e %
congistem with the City's General Plan policy and if extrapolated, inconsistent wi

Cafifornia Area of Governments' (SCAG) Regional Transpostation Plan Policy 4.01. The Kaiser
Developmant does hot fair any better as identified in tables 3.9-8 and 3.9-9.

The EIR shauid clarily the methodiology used io anive at the raquired parking for this development
andt defend why the FSOS wip generation rate and parking standard was not used m this

The Califomia Envirornmental Quailty Act (CEQA) Section 15131() indicates that economic or
- social effects of a project may be used to datermine the significance of physical changes caused
Ly the project.
The gquestion more critical in light of the documented biighting affects of big tox metall
outigls on local commmilies. A report fitled
ia: Jobhs W prepared for the County Business
Council by Marion net of the Umiversity of Califomnia at livine, and professor

a. The fiscal benefits of superstores, and of discount retail more generally, are often much
move compiex, and lower, than they first appear. This is particularly true when big box
retailers close existing stores to move into larger quarters eisewhere, when they expand an
existing store o include food servics, and when retallers reconfigure an existing store 1o

L
Downey Landing Specilic Plan, Cily of Downey 3. Civie Solutions, Inc.



) sdlfcodmmoutexpansicn i aach case, additional tax revenues generated will in part
come from existing businesses elsewhere in the cily in the form of lost market share.

b. The aggressive entry of superstores into e regional grocery businsss ia expected to
depress industry wages and bensfils, This impact s sstimated at ranging from a low of
$500,000 o a high of aimosi $1.4 bifion per year, potentially affecting 250,000 grocery

c. The full economic impact of those lost wages arxd benefits throughout southem Caltormia
could appmach $2.8 bilkon per year.

d. Discount retail chains that cperale superstores fypicaily offer much less comprehensive
heaith care coverage than major Calfornia gracery chains. One major economic: impact of
Superstores could be a dramatic reduction in health coverage for most of the 250,000
grocery empioyess in California. This can lead 1o lower quality care for gracery employees

e. Superstores are often conversions of existing discount retail stores. Local officais showd
consider the possibiity of a future conversion o a superstore, and any altermiant negative
economic, fiscal, or land use impacts, when approving big box discount retadl projects.

Downey Landing Specific Pian, Clity of Dowwy -4~ Clvic Saoiutions, fnc.
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deuahporandm&ty shouid ensure that parking Iot fights do not spill over to surrounding
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CONCTLUSION

The EIR has identified some issues that have been miligatad with identified mitigation measures
but some issuss such as light and giare, transportation and traffic, and socio-ecoriomic impacts
have not been adequately ackiressed or mitigated. We support the deveiopmant of this site and
the sfforts of the City of Downey 1o tring economic vitality back o the project site. It is cur hope
that aur comments lead t© an improved project and a well-infonmed dacision by the City of
Downey.

cVIC SOLUTIONS INC.

QETAY

Gabrie! Elfiott »

- _——— _ _—__________}

Dcrwrey Landing Specilic Flan, City of Doweey -5~ Civic Sotutions, ic.



Appendix H: Response to Comments

Letter from Harlan R. Jeche, Department of Toxic Substances Control,

Awugust 20, 2001

Response to Comment 1-1:
Response to Comment 1-2:
Response to Comment 1-3:

Response to Comment 1-4:

Comment noted.

Comment noted. See Response to Comment 10-1 through 10-13.

Comment noted. See Response to Comment 10 -1 through 10-13.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 on page 3.3-18 of the Draft EIR requires the
formulation a plan to be implemented in the event of the exposure of
potentially contaminated soils during grading or excavation activities.
The mitigation measure identifies the Los Angeles RWQCB as the
government agency that would provide appropriate regulatory
oversight. Further, Draft EIR Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 provides a
basic mechanism for the implementation of appropriate procedures in
the event of such a discovery. At a minimum, the following must
occur:

. All work in the vicinity of the affected area shall cease.

- The Los Angeles RWQCB shall be contacted.

. The appropriate California Health and Safety Code procedures
shall be followed.

In response to this comment, the mitigation measure shall be modified
as follows:

"At a minimum, the plan shall identify the RWQCB as a responsible
agency, and shall include the following specific points:

= All work in the vicinity of the affected area shall cease.

* The Los Angeles RWQCB shall be contacted.



Response to Comment 1-5:

Response to Comment 1-6:

Appendi)é H: Response to Comments

* The appropriate California Health and Safety Code procedures
shall be followed."

Note that Draft EIR Impact 3.3-1 on page 3.3-12 discusses the
potential for contaminants on site that have not been identfied by soil
and ground water surveys conducted to date. Because the presence
and nature of such contaminants is hypothetical, no remediation
method can be specified at this time. Consequently, Draft EIR
Mitigation Measure 3.3-2 requires the formulation of appropriate
remediation procedures in consultation with the RWQCB.

Refer to response to comment 1-4 for a discussion of the procedures
to be followed if suspected soil contamination is encountered on the
project site during grading and excavation activities.

Comment noted.

State Clearinghouse Stamped Notice of Completion and Environmental Transmittal Form, August 1,

2001

Response to Comment 2-1:

Comment noted.

Letter from Douglas Gray, Ezralow Retail Properties, (now called Downey Landing, LLC), August

30, 2001

Response to Comment 3-1:

Response to Comment 3-2:

In response to this comment, the text on page 3.1 -5 of the Draft EIR
shall be modified as follows:

"Landscaping along the northern boundary is proposed to help diffuse

this light, as well as an approximately three-foot garthen berm wall
along the northern perimeter of Area I, a six -foot wall on the eastern
perimeter, and landscaping along the western perimeter.”

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure 3.2 -4 on page 3.2-17
of the Draft EIR shall remain as follows:



Response to Comment 3-3:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

"All new structures on the site shall have wall and attic insulation that
exceeds current Title 24 requirements by at least five (5) percent."

All new projects within the state are required to comply with the
provisions of Title 24 that are in effect at the time of development.
These are minimum provisions necessaty to meet current energy
standards. However, in their CEQA Air Quality Handbook, the South
Coast Air Quality Management District recommends that new
development projects that result in significant daily air pollution
emissions mitigate this impact by, amongst other things, exceeding
Title 24 requirements. Although no specific target is recommended by
the SCAQMD, they have reviewed EIRs for other projects that
recommended exceeding Title 24 requirements by at least ten percent.
Many projects have been constructed with this specification; it is
feasible to implement such a mitigation measure. Because the current
provisions of Title 24 are successful at minimizing energy demand, t he
City of Downey is recommending a five percent improvement for the
proposed project.

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measures 3.9 -1 through 3.9-7
on pages 3.9-24 through 3.9-25 of the Draft EIR shall be modified as
follows:

"Provide a Second Northbound -to-Westbound Left-Turn Lane on Lakewood
Boulevard at the Lakewood/Firestone Intersection, -OR- Provide Right-
Turn Lanes in the Northbound, Southbound, and Eastbound Directions and

Double Left-Turn Lanes in the Eastbound and Westbound Directions, as

"Provide an Additional Northbound Through Lane on Lakewood Boulevard
at the Lakewood/Bellflower Intersection, as feasible within existing right -of-
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"Provide an Additional Northbound and Southbound Through Lan e on
Lakewood Boulevard at the Lakewood/Stewart & Gray Intersection ,_as

"Provide an Additional Westbou nd-to-Southbound Left-Turn Lane on
Impenal Highway at the Lakewood/Imperial Intersection w

"Provide an Eastbound-to-Southbound Right-Turn Lane on Imperial Highway

at the Impenal/Bellﬂower Intersecnonw

"Provide a Southbound-to-westbound Right-Turn Lane on Bellflower
Boulevard at the Bellflower/Stewart & Gray Intersection me__ggh_m

"Prepare a Phased Mitigation Plan to link the specific mitigation measures

(Measures 3.9-1 through 3.9-6) with the various levels and/or combinations of
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development that are anticipated for the developmentw

Response to Comment 3-4: Comment noted.

Letter from James A. Noyes, Department of Public Works, August 27, 2001

Response to Comment 4-1: Comment noted.

Response to Comment 4-2: Mitigation Measures 3.9-1 through 3.9-7 of the Draft EIR are
proposed to mitigate the project’s traffic impacts. The State of
California Department of Transportation has had the opportun ity to
comment, and a comment letter has been provided for their response.
In addition, Lakewood Blvd., formerly State Route 19, was recently
relinquished to the City of Downey .

Response to Comment 4-3: The Initial Study addressed conforming to requirem ents of the State of
California Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 117.
The City of Downey requires that liquefaction analysis be submitted as
part of the plancheck process. The liquefaction report must be
submitted to the City Building and Safety Division along with
construction drawings.

Response to Comment 4-4: Comment noted.

Response to Comment 4-5: Notices of Completion of the Draft EIR have been sent to adjoining
cities as well as the State of California Department of Transportati on.
These agencies all have the opportunity to review the Draft EIR.



Response to Comment 4-6:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

The City of Downey has participated in the review of the Los
Angeles/San Gabriel River Watershed Plan. They are aware of the
water sheets and connecting open green spaces for the area.

The Specific Plan landscape design maximizes green space (or
p ancscap gn rmaxihzes greenl Sp
greenbelts) on the entire site in order to maintain water on -site.

The Department of Public Works has reviewed the proposed project
in light of maximizing capture of local rainfall on the project site,
minimizing or eliminating incremental flows to the storm drain system,
and providing filtering of flows to capture contaminants originating
from the project site.

Letter from Laura J. Simonek, Metropolitan Water District of Southern California,

August 2, 2001

Response to Comment 5-1:

Response to Comment 5-2:

Response to Comment 5-3:

Response to Comment 5-4:

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Comment noted. In order to avoid potential
conflicts with Metropolitan's rights -of-way, the applicant shall submit
any preliminary engineering design drawings or improvement plans for
any activity in the area of Metropolitan's pipelines and rights -of-ways
to the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California for review
and written approval.

See comment 5-2 for response.

The Draft EIR analyzed the consistency of the proposed project with
the growth management plan adopted by the Southern California
Association of Governments in Sections 3.5 (Land Use and Planning),
page 3.5-6, 3.7 (Population and Housing), page 3.7-8, and 3.9
(Transportation and Traffic), page 3.9-5. The Draft EIR analyzed
policies provided by SCAG and to the satisfaction of SCAG in terms
of project consistency with these policies.

Policy 3.01 states, "The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which
are adopted by SCAG's Regional Council and that reflect local plans
and policies, shall be used by SCAG in all phases of implementation
and review." Refer to letter attached here within from SCAG. The



Response to Comment 5-5:

Response to Comment 5-6:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

consistency discussion with Policy 3.01 on page 3.7 -8 of the Draft EIR
particularly addresses growth management concerns. This discussion
is summarized as follows:

SCAG's projections show that capacity exists for additional
employment opportunities, while still maintaining a balance with
existing housing. In addition to SCAG's projections for the City, the
proposed project is consistent with the projected growth in jobs in the
Gateway Cities Subregion. Further, SCAG's population forecasts for
the City of Downey are significantly lower than the actual Census 2000
counts, which exceed SCAG's projected population for the City at
2010, and closely approach SCAG's 2015 projection for the City.

Comment noted. The Draft EIR includ es several mitigation measures
intended to reduce water consumption on the project site. ‘These
include Mitigation Measure 3.8-1, which requires the installation of
ultra low-flush toilets, water conserving washing machines, faucets, and
dishwashers, and other appropriate water conserving appliances or
devices as appropmate. In addition, Mitigation Measure 3.4 -3 requires
preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan that incorporate Best Management
Practices such as efficient irrigation practices.

These closing comments are noted.

Letter from Stephen Buswell, The State of California Department of Transportation,

August 29, 2001

Response to Comment 6-1:

Response to Comment 6-2:

Comment noted.

The DEIR traffic analysis indicates that the traffic generated by the
proposed development would have a significant impact on the I -105
Freeway according to the CMP significance criteria because the
freeway operates at level o f service F and the project would result in an
increase of greater than 0.02 in the demand/capacity ratio. There are
no current plans, however, for increasing the capacity of the 1 -105
Freeway and there are no feasible mitigation measures for alleviating
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the project’s impacts. The DEIR indicates, therefore, that the project’s
impacts on the mainline freeway would be unavoidable and that a
statement of overriding considerations would be recommended for
adoption by the City of Downey

Response to Comment 6-3: It has been recommended that the City of Downey implement a fair -
share funding program to allocate the costs of the required roadway
improvements to the various components of the project. Such a
program would not, however, be applicable to the mainlin e 1-105
Freeway because no feasible mitigation measures or improvements are
identified in the DEIR. If any work is conducted within the State
right-of-way, an encroachment permit would be obtained, and it is
acknowledged that Lakewood Boulevard is no long er a State highway.

Response to Comment 6-4: See response to comment 6-3.

Response to Comment 6-5: The recommendation by Caltrans to limit construction related truck
trips to off-peak periods on State highways has been noted and
contractors will be encouraged to adopt this policy. It will not,
however, be a required EIR mitigation measure.

Letter from Jeffrey M. Smith, Southern California Association of Governments,
September 7, 2001

Response to Comment 7-1: Comment noted.
Response to Comment 7-2: Comment noted.
Response to Comment 7-3: Comment noted.
Response to Comment 7-4: Comment noted.

Letter from Nancy Burke, Kaiser Permanente, September 13, 2001

10



Response to Comment 8-1:

Response to Comment 8-2:

Response to Comment 8-3:

Response to Comment 8-4:

Response to Comment 8-5:

Response to Comment 8-6:

Response to Comment 8-7:

Response to Comment 8-8:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

The Final EIR confirms that the development of the Kaiser project at
the alternate location (the approximately 30 acre Downey Landing
L.L.C. Area I1I site fronting Imperial Highway) would not result in any
additional impacts and is consistent with the policy objectives of the
Specific Plan.

Comment noted.

In response to this comment, the text on page 1-2, specifically the
Kaiser portion, of the Draft EIR shall be modified to include the

following:

"Impact_analysis for the Kaise rtion of th ro}
n_a I ent en f 1.6 milli uare f f
lopment (1 0 square fi ital and medical offi
facilities an uare fe f parki ucture) in res u

"

to 8 stories tall."

In response to this comment, the text on page 1-5 of the Draft EIR
shall be modified to include the following:

“A Pr m EI 1 i 10} | review f rti
t roject. aiser proi a Z iect level.”

The description of the Kaiser project in Section 2.5.1 (Project
Characteristics) is consistent with the Kaiser portion of Section 1.1
(Overview of the Proposed Project). In addition, any changes that
might be made to Section 1.1 will be included in the corresponding
Kaiser pottion of Section 2.5.1.

In response to this comment, the text on page 2-8 of the Draft EIR
shall be modified as follows:

“Note that the current phasing scheme is tentative; however, the
combination and progression of uses developed would not exceed 1.6

11



Response to Comment 8-9:

Response to Comment 8-10:

Response to Comment 8-11:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

million square feet, and phasing variations would not materially affect
the analysis of the Kaiser project in this EIR.”

In response to this comment, an additional bullet under Section 2.5.3
City of Downey Requested Approvals on page 2 -8 of the Draft EIR
shall be added to include the following:

= €< >

The General Plan does not contain any height restrictions, yet the
applicable Specific Plan for the site does. The proposed building
heights, as specified in the Downey Landing Draft Specific Plan
Guidelines, are within the range of building heights currently on the
site. Both market conditions and the character of the surrounding
built environment preclude high -rise structures.

Within the Kaiser Medical Center will be several mid -rise structures
including an eight-story hospital, a six-story medical office building and
a six-story parking structure.

Building height guidelines for the Kaiser medical center include:

New buildings - Maximum of 160" in height.

Parking Structures - Maximum of 60' in height

Auxiliary Buildings - Maximum of 50' in height

Architectural features and landscape structures - Maximum of 40' in
height

Even if height restrictions did not exist for the project site, this would
have no bearing on whether it has an aesthetic impact. It was
determined that the Kaiser medical center's eight story hospital would
not result in significant adverse aesthetic impacts due to building
height.

Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2 would reduce the impacts of
construction-related emissions of PM10 to a less than significant level
but not those of NOx (oxides of nitrogen). Therefore, oxides of
nitrogen would indeed remain significant and unavoidable. In
response to this comment the last paragraph of Impact 3.2 -1, page 3.2-
12 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows:

"Implementation of the identified mitigation (Mitigation Measures 3.2 -
1 and 3.2-2) would reduce the impacts of construction -related

emissions of NOx and PM,,. but-met However, these measures would

12



Response to Comment 8-12:

Response to Comment 8-13:

Response to Comment 8-14:

Response to Comment 8-15:

Response to Comment 8-16:

Response to Comment 8-17:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

in i . to levels that would be
considered less than significant, and impacts resulting from
construction-related emissions would remain significant and
unavoidable."

Impact 3.3-1 does not speculate about language that conveyance
documents may include. Rather, a general discussion of the types of
requirements that would be included in the documents is intended to
provide the context under which the impact was evaluated and the
mitigation measures formulated.

The FAR for the proposed project would be 0.43. This was evaluated
as a general floor area ratio across projects, the project envelope,
within the Draft EIR. Therefore, there is not a need to discuss the
individual FAR for the Kaiser portion of the project within the
consistency discussion. Furthermore, the Draft EIR states that the
City determined that this reduced FAR of .43 is acceptable for the
proposed uses and would not be inconsistent with the General Plan.

Refer to Response to Comment 8-13.

In response to this comment, the discussion of project consistency
with Policy 3.12 on page 3.5-7 of the Draft EIR will be modified to
include the following:

The school fee rate is determined by State Law; however, the exact
amount to be paid is not specified. Written agreement allows the
project to proceed prior to payment being made.

In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure 3.8 -12 on page 3.8-
26 of the Draft EIR shall be modified as follows:

"Prior to issuance of building permits, the applicants shall have-entered

into-a-witten-mitigationagreement-with- pav the School District whiek
shall-require-payment-ofsehoelfees- all required school fees."

Kaiser would create a need for additional police services through its
daily increase of daytime popula tion in the City of Downey as a result
of added employees, patients, and visitors. Attached here within is a

13



Response to Comment 8-18:

Response to Comment 8-19:
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report of conversation with Downey Police Department to refer to in
regarding this matter.

Please refer to response to comments regarding the letter from
Linscott Law & Greenspan, Kaiser’s traffic consultants.

Comment noted.

Letter from Jack M. Greenspan, Linscott, Law & Greenspan, Engineers,

September 11, 2001

Response to Comment 9-1:.

The Trip Generation manual (Institute of Transportation Engineers,
6th Addition, 1997) was the source of the data used for estimating the
volumes of traffic that would be generated by the proposed
development components, and there are two categories of equa tions in
this manual that can be used to calculate the traffic volumes. One is
the average rate (e.g., number of trips per 1,000 square feet of floor
area) and the other is a formula that replicates a fitted curve of the
representative data points for each particular land use. The average
rate was used in the DEIR traffic analysis for estimating the traffic
volumes for the proposed Kaiser hospital and medical buildings, which
resulted in slightly higher traffic volume estimates as compared to the
fitted curve equation. The differences between the two methodologies
are shown in the table below. The larger numbers were used for the
DEIR traffic analysis to ensure that the impacts of this project were
not understated. If the smaller numbers from the fitted curve equation
were to be used for the analysis, the conclusions in the DEIR would be
the same; i.e. that the Kaiser development would have a significant
impact at four intersections during the moring peak hour and two
intersections during the afternoon peak hour.

14
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COMPARISON OF TRIP GENERATION ESTIMATES
AVERAGE RATE VS. FITTED CURVE EQUATION

Trip Generation | AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Daily
Methodology

DEIR - Average Rate | 1,397 1,722 22,450
Fitted Curve | 1,329 1,440 21,030
Equation

Difference -68 -282 -1,420
Percent Difference 49 % 164 % 6.3 %

Response to Comment 9-2:

Response to Comment 9-3:

Response to Comment 9-4:

Response to Comment 9-5:

The differences between the DEIR -estimated traffic volumes and the
volumes cited in the comment letter by LL&G also reflect the
assumption that there would be a 10 percent reduction in traffic during
the morning peak hour, a 20 percent reduction in traffic during the
afternoon peak hour, and a 20 percent reduction in daily traffic
volumes associated with internal linkages between the office buildings
and the medical center. While these assumed percentag es appear to be
relatively high and cannot be verified with empirical data, the
intersection analysis was re -addressed to identify the locations that
would be significantly impacted using the reduced traffic volumes cited
in the comment. The re-analysis using the reduced volumes results in
the same conclusions as shown in the DEIR; ie. that the Kaiser
development would have a significant impact at four intersectons
during the morning peak hour and two intersections during the
afternoon peak hour.

The comment correctly points out that there is a typographical error in
the DEIR on page 3.9-9. The equation for average daily traffic for the
retail use should be: Ln(T) = 0.643 La(X) + 5.866.

This comment states that the DEIR traffic analysis addresses two
options for the Downey Landing L.LL.C. component of the project,
that a passby reduction was applied to the retail use, and that an
internal capture trip reduction was applied to the project as a whole.
Comment noted, no further response required.

See response to comment 1 above

Tables 3.9-8 and 3.9-9 of the DEIR indicate that the Kaiser
development alone would have a significant impact at four

15
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intersections during the morning peak hour (Lakewood/Firestone,
Lakewood/Bellflower, Lakewood/Stewart & Gray, and Bellflower/
Imperial) and two intersections during the afternoon peak hour
(Lakewood/Imperial and Bellflower/Imperial). The impacts cited in
the comment for six intersections during the morning peak hour and
four intersections during the afternoon peak hour actually represent
the combined impacts of the Downey Landing L.L.C. and Kaiser
developments. A re-analysis of the intersections that would be
significantly impacted by the Kaiser development using the reduced
traffic volumes stated in the comment indicates that the conclusions of
the intersection analysis would be the same as that which was
ptesented in the DEIR; ie., that four intersections would be
significantly impacted during the morning peak hour and that two
intersections would be significantly impacted during the afternoon
peak hour. The ICU values and levels of service for the reduced traffic
volume scenario are shown in the table below for the significantly
impacted intersections. Similarly, the conclusions of the intetsection
analysis for the combined Downey Landing LL.C. and Kaiser
developments are unchanged from what was presented in the DEIR.

KAISER DEVELOPMENT IMPACTS - REDUCED TRAFFIC VOLUMES

ICU Value - Level of Service
Intersection Future w/o | With Project With Project | Project Significant
Project (from DEIR) (Reduced Impact Impact
Volumes) (Reduced (Reduced
Volumes) Volumes)
AM PEAK HOUR
Lakewood/Firestone 1.145-F 1.171-F 1.167-F 0.022 Yes
Lakewood/Bellflower 0.891-D 0.958 - E 0.948 -E 0.057 Yes
Lakewood/Stewart & | 0.949-E 0.982 -E 0.977 -E 0.028 Yes
Gray
Bellflower /Imperial 0.990 -E 1.117-F 1.099-F 0.109 Yes
PM PEAK HOUR
Lakewood/Imperial 1.021 -F 1.110-F 1.080 -F 0.059 Yes
Bellflower /Imperial 0.901 -E 1.016 ~F 0.978 -E 0.077 Yes

Response to Comment 9-6:

The comment correctly points out that there is a typographical error in
the DEIR text in the discussion of the Kaiser project’s impacts on the
1-105 Freeway according to the CMP criteria. The second sentence of
the paragraph on page 3.9-20 shall be changed to:

The analysis indicates that the Kaiser project would pot have a
significant impact at this freeway locaton according to the CMP
guidelines as the locations that operate at LOS F have a project
impact greater less than 0.02 during the morning peak hour in the

16



Response to Comment 9-7:

Response to Comment 9-8:

Response to Comment 9-9:

Response to Comment 9-10:

Response to Comment 9-11:

Response to Comment 9-12:

Response to Comment 9-13:

Response to Comment 9-14:

Response to Comment 9-15:

Response to Comment 9-16:
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westbound direction and during the afternoon peak hour in the

eastbound direction.

It is acknowledged that the Kaiser development would most likely
implement the Kaiserider rde-share program, which should
successfully reduce the volumes of traffic that would be generated by
the proposed facility. No further reductions have been incorporated
into the traffic volume estimates used for the traffic analysis, however,
because it is assumed that ride -share programs were also in use at the
facilities that were surveyed while assembling the trip generation data
for the Trip Generation manual.

Comment 8 is a summary of Comments 1 through 7. No additional
response is needed because these comments are all addressed above in
Responses 1 through 7.

Comment noted.
Comment noted.
Comment noted.
Comment noted.
Comment noted.
Comment noted.
Comment noted.

Comment noted.

17



Appendix H: Response to Comments

Letter from Marianne Wetzel, California State Lands Commission,
September 19, 2001

Response to Comment 10-1: Comment noted.

Response to Comment 10-2: In response to this comment, the text beginning on page 2 -5, line 13,
of the Draft EIR, shall be modifie d as follows:

"Through—the—General-Services—Administration{GSA)- The City of
Downey has arranged to purchase Parcels 1 and 2 of the NASA plant

OInig

(GSA). Parcels 3, 4, 5, and 6 of the plant have already been purchased
by the City, and conveyance of Parcels 1 and 2 to the City is

anticipated to occur in E28-200+Spring/Summer 2002."

Response to Comment 10-3: In response to this comment, the last sentence of section 2 -4, page 2-5
of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows:

"As further described below, the Specific Plan is the project that this
EIR analysis analvzes, pursuant to CEQA."

Response to Comment 10-4: In response to this comment, the last sentence of the first paragraph,
page 3.3-4 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows:

Response to Comment 10-5: In response to this comment, the second sentence of the fou rth
paragraph, page 3.3-5 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows

18



Response to Comment 10-6:

Response to Comment 10-7:

Response to Comment 10-8:

Response to Comment 10-9:

Response to Comment 10-10:

Response to Comment 10-11:
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Aboveground and underground storage tanks, if no longer in use, are
requited by most agencies to be removed and propetly closed.

In response to this comment, the second sentence of the fourth
paragraph, page 3.3-6 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows :

Soils samples collected in the northwestern portion of Parcel 4, near
the UST, ylelded only low concentratlons of fuel hydrocarbons PCE

Although other areas that were not sampled rnay have had greater
impacts, SCS’s 1998 investigation and previous investigations by
Earthtech (1996)...

Currently, some investigation is being undertaken to define the extent
of VOCs in groundwater beneath Parcel 2. This investigation may also
further assess VOCs in groundwater beneath Parcel 5. Currently, soil
on Parcel 5 is not included in this investigation.

No additional information regarding the source of TCE in the
southwest and northwest portion of Parcel 6 is currently available.

PCE and 1,1,1, TCA were found in soil samples collected from borings
completed to 20 feet below ground surface (bgs). Additionally, TCE,
PCE, toluene, trimethylbenzene, and xylenes were found in the same
boring at a depth of 40 feet bgs. The concentrations of PCE ranged
from 11 to 402 pg/kg, the concentrations of 1,1,1, TCA ranged from, 5
to 48 pg/kg, and xylenes ranged in concentrations from, 5 to 906 pg/kg

In response to this comment, sentence #1 of the second paragraph,
page 3.3-9 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified by adding the following

sentence:
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Response to Comment 10-12:

Response to Comment 10-13:

Response to Comment 10-14:

Response to Comment 10-15:

Response to Comment 10-16:

Response to Comment 10-17:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

In response to this comment, sentence #2 of the second paragraph,
page 3.3-12 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows

However, the conveyance agreements currently being formulated by
the City, NASA, State Lands Commission, and the Federal General
Services Administration will include measures for the...

In response to this comment, sentence #6 of the second paragraph,
page 3.5-2 of the Draft EIR, shall be modified as follows:

Through the General Services Administration (GSA), the City of

Downey arranged te—purebase and purchased the—preperty—from
NASA: Parcels 3, 4, 5, and 6 have-already-been—conveyed-to-the-City-

and from NASA. Conveyance of Parcels 1 and 2 to the City from the
State Lands Commission is anticipated to occur in Summmer—or—FHall
260+Spring or Summer 2002.

The initial study, in this case, is a tool used to help determine the scope
of environmental impact requiring additional analysis within the EIR.
Explanations for each determination are provided within the initial
study.

The city is following standard practice in requiring that a geotechnical
report be prepared during project construction plan check.

As noted on page 29 (section 4.10b) of the Initial Study, the project
site has not been delineated as a mineral resour ce recovery site in the
City’s General Plan or any other kind of Land Use plan. Therefore a
determination of “No Impact” can be made.

Comment noted.

Letter from Terry Roberts, Governor's Office of Planning and Research,

September 17, 2001
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Response to Comment 11-1:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

Comment noted.

Letter from Gabriel Elliot, Civic Solutions, Inc., December 9, 2001

Response to Comment 12-1:

Response to Comment 12-2:

Comment noted.

Code requitements (i.e. City of Downey Municipal Code) for
regulating light intensities or the spillage of light from one property to

another were identified on pages 3.1-2 and 3.1-3 of the Downey
Landing Draft EIR and state the following:

"Section 9144.06

Subsection (g) specifies that no operations, activity, or lighting fixture
shall create illumination which exceeds five -tenths (.5) foot-candles at
any point on the lot lines of the use.

Section 9152.18

Subsection (b) specifies that outdoor lighting shall be arranged so as

not to direct light on any street or abutting property, and that exposed
bulbs ate not permitted. Subsection (d) requires approval of lighting

intensities by the City Traffic Engineer and City Planner. Subsection

(f) forbids, in commercial and manufacturing zones, lighting stru ctures
over five feet in height within 20 feet of a public right -of-way (except
for car dealerships)."

In addition to these code requirements, compliance with these code
tequirements was addressed on page 3.1 -3 of the Draft EIR and states
the following:

"The project will prevent to the fullest extent possible the direction of
light off-site and light spillage onto nearby residential properties. The
project will further utilize non -exposed bulbs and obtain approval of
all lighting intensities as require d in the Municipal Code. The Downey
Landing Specific Plan incorporates the requirements of the Downey
Municipal Code as to outdoor lighting. Therefore, the project will
therefore comply with the provisions of Sections 9152.18 and 9144.06
of the Downey Municipal Code and their specified subsections."

The proposed project is subject to code compliance; however, not all
aesthetic/light and glare impacts can be mitigated to a less than
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significant level due to reasons stated under impacts 3.1 -1 and 3.1-2 on
pages 3.1-4 through 3.1-7 of the Draft EIR.

The comment cites five intersections that would operate at level of
service E or F after project implementation. This observation is valid
for the Downey Landing L.L.C. component of the project. For the
combined project (Downey Landing L.L.C. and Kaiser), seven
intersections are projected to operate at LOS E or F, including the five
listed in the comment plus the intersections of Lakewood at the I -105
Ramps and Bellflower at Stewart & Gray. All of these intersections
would be significantly impacted by the project except for Lakewood at
the 1-105 ramps based on the significance criteria outlined in the
DEIR. The comment correctly states that the project would have a
significant impact on the 1-105 Freeway according the CMP criteria
cited in the DEIR. The comment also states that the project is not
consistent with the General Plan Circulation Element because it
changes the level of service to LOS F at several intersections. The
levels of service shown in Tables 3.9 -6 through 3.9-11 indicate the
unmitigated levels of service. The impacts that were identified in the
DEIR and the mitigated levels of service ate shown in the table below
for the combined project. The ICU levels with mit igation are based on
the intersection improvements desctibed in Section 3.9.7 for Mitigatio n
Measures 3.9-1 through 3.9-6.

Response to Comment 12-3:

EFFECTS OF PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES
ON INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE

ICU Value — Level of Service

Future Future With Project | Project Significant
Intersection Without With and Impact Impact

Project Project Mitigation With After

Mitigation | Mitigation

AM PEAK HOUR
Lakewood/Firestone 1.145 F 1.209 F 1.088 F - 0.046 No
Lakewood/Bellflower 0.891 D 1014 F {0863 D -0.028 No
Lakewood/Stewart & Gray | 0.949 E 1077 F | 0.960 E 0.011 No
Lakewood/Imperial 0.843 D 0990 E |0.895 D 0.052 No
Bellflower/Stewart & Gray | 0.729 C 0974 E 0854 D 0.125 No
Bellflower/Imperial 0.990 E 1.145 F [ 0984 E - 0.006 No
PM PEAK HOUR
Lakewood/Firestone 1244 F 1293 F 1.166 F -0.078 No
Lakewood/Stewart & Gray | 0.922 E 1.056 F [0935 E 0.013 No
Lakewood/Imperial 1.021 F 1072 F 1.018 F - 0.003 No
Bellflower/Imperial 0901 E 1.139 F [ 0916 E 0.015 No
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Response to Comment 12-4:

Response to Comment 12-5:

Appendi)f H: Response to Comments

The land use category of free standing discount store was not used for
calculating the volumes of traffic that would be generated by the retail
component of the project because the buildings are not free standing
and are expected to operate as an integral group of buildings rather
than an isolated building, primarily because many customers would
patronize multiple uses within the development. With regard to the
patking demand for the retail center, the fact that a free standing
discount store generates a higher volume of traffic on a daily basis than
a typical retail facility does not necessarily indicate that it would have a
higher parking demand at any given time. The free standing discount
store has a higher trip generation rate because it is typically open for
more hours of the day. The peak parking demand does not necessarily
correlate with the daily trip generation rate. The retail center, as
proposed, would have more parking spaces than what is required by
the City of Downey’s Municipal Code. The site would not, therefore,
be deficient relative to the number of patking spaces provided.

The project would create new opportunity for employment and not
cause blighting. The Draft EIR project description makes no reference
to the inclusion of big box retail outlets as part of project
development. Project objectives stated on pages 2 -3 and 2-4 are the
following:

* "Create employment opportunities that will replace the jobs
that were lost with the closing of the NA SA facility, with
respect to both quantity and quality.

®* Increase and diversify the number of retail merchandise
opportunities in the community for the purpose of capturing
those Downey residents who ate shopping elsewhere so as to
reduce the City's leakage of sales tax revenue.

= Provide for the development of additional retail businesses so
as to enlarge the City's retail trade area and in turn strengthen
its economic base.

® Enhance the visual character of the project site, which in turn
will help to strengthen the image of the community."

Therefore, economic and social effect of the project will be positive
with creation of employment opportunity, diversifying retail
opportunities, strengthening the City's economic base, and enhancing
the area's visual character. All these project attributes actually combat
the effects of blight. In addition, retail uses will be in conformance
with the guidelines specified in the Specific Plan and the General Plan,
and no blighting would result from these uses.
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Response to Comment 12-6:

Response to Comment 12-7:

Response to Comment 12-8:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

The project provides a building envelope of maximum scale
development. Many alternative land use mixes were considered
including a reduced scale alternative addressed on page 4 -5 of the
Draft EIR. This alternative was found to be infeasib le, though,
because it would not meet the basic project objectives. Project
applicant Downey Landing L.L.C. Retail Properties has indicated that
due to purchase and lease prices, it is economically infeasible to reduce
the project size and still support the project by potential revenues. A
reduced alternative would be economically infeasible for project
applicant Kaiser to construct hospital facility of sufficient capacity to
accommodate the needs of its membership. In addition, alternative
sites were also considered and found to be infeasible, while the no
project/no development alternative would not meet basic project
objectives, nor would it constitute the highest and best use of the site.

The Draft EIR addresses the issue of compatibility with sutrounding
land uses. Low to medium residential, neighborhood commesrcial,
commercial manufacturing, medical office, county office, and
educational uses surround the project site and are compatible with the
commercial retail, hospital, and medical office uses that are proposed.
As stated on page 2-3 of the project desctiption, the entire project site
is designated in the General Plan Land Use Diagram as Mixed -use,
which allows commercial and manufacturing uses, or a combination of
them. Hospitals and medical facilities are commercial uses, or are
otherwise consistent with "combination of commercial/manufacturing
uses." The zoning designation for the project site is General
Manufacturing (M2), with Parking Buffer (P -B) on the perimeter of the
site along Clark Avenue, Imperial Highway, and Stewart & Gray Road.
In addition, the Draft EIR adequately analyzed and sufficienty
mitigated construction traffic noise and air quality impacts of the
proposed development in terms of surrounding re sidential land uses.

In additon, the Draft Specific Plan provides specific guidelines for
development of the site. The Specific Plan allows for flexibility in land
use development, including, but not limited to commercial uses. These
land uses will be influenced by market condition, as ia most new
development.

As discussed on pages 3.1-4 through 3.1-7, the lighting provisions in
Section 9152 of the Downey Municipal Code would prevent the
direction of light off-site, particularly with respect to the lighting
fixtures that would be used in the parking areas of Area I and the
lighting fixtures that would be used in the parking areas of the Kaiser
facility and would reduce glare impacts and corresponding light spillage
onto nearby residential uses. Downey Landing LLC plans full -intensity
lighting of Area I for security reasons, therefore, no feasible measures
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Response to Comment 12-9:

Appendix H: Response to Comments

would significantly reduce the increase in ambient lighting on the
project site. The Draft EIR states that light and gla re buffering from
residential land uses will consist of walls and landscaped earthen berm
along the perimeters, preventing significant amounts of spillage of light
onto adjacent properties. However, no mitigation measures are
available that would signific antly reduce the potential for the direction
of vehicle headlights onto residential uses along Stewart & Gray Road,
Lakewood Boulevard, and Beliflower Boulevard.

Issues associated with light and glare, transportation and traffic , and
socio-economic impacts have been adequately addressed in the Draft
EIR. Refer to the responses to comments above.
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