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1 INTRODUCTION 
 

This document is the Ninth Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared for the 
Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (LASED) (Case No. ENV-2000-3577-EIR, State 
Clearinghouse No. 2000091046), which was certified by the City of Los Angeles (City) on 
September 4, 2001 (Certified EIR). In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), this Addendum to the EIR analyzes proposed modifications (the Modified Project) to the 
Original Project approved on November 12, 2014 by the issuance of DIR-2014-1795-SPP-SPPA 
and subsequent modifications under case number DIR-2014-1795-SPP-SPPA-M1 and DIR-
2016-1478-SPP-SPPA issued on May 12, 2017 (“Approved Project”) and demonstrates that the 
Modified Project does not meet the standards for a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR pursuant to 
Public Resources Code, Section 21166 or CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 and 15163. 

1.1 BACKGROUND 
The City prepared an EIR pursuant to the CEQA for the LASED Project (Project) to assess 
potential environmental impacts of the Project, as described below. The EIR concluded that, with 
mitigation, all of the Project’s environmental impacts would be less than significant, with the 
exception of a significant and unavoidable environmental impacts related to aesthetics, air quality, 
noise, public services, recreation, transportation, and utilities and service systems. In 2001, the 
City certified the EIR and approved the LASED Project.  

The mixed-use development for the Figueroa South Subarea of the LASED Specific Plan was 
approved on November 12, 2014 by the issuance of DIR-2014-1795-SPP-SPPA (“Original 
Project”). The Original Project was modified with the approval outlined in the letter of 
determination under case number DIR-2014-1795-SPP-SPPA-M1 and DIR-2016-1478-SPP-
SPPA issued on May 12, 2017 (“Approved Project”).  

As part of the 2017 Approved Project, a Specific Plan Project Permit Compliance Review and 
Specific Plan Project Permit Adjustments were approved to permit a total of 31,310 square feet 
of signage in Specific Plan Sign Districts A and C located in the Figueroa South Subarea and to 
allow a 2% sign area increase (10,101 square feet) in lieu of the maximum permitted 9.865 square 
feet along the Figueroa Street façade in Sign A, Vertical Sign Level 2  and to permit  a 12% sign 
area  increase (6,882 square feet) in lieu of the 5,944 square foot maximum along the 12th Street 
façade. Case number DIR-2014-1795-SPPA-SPP-M2 (issued on 1/22/2021) approved a request 
for a Specific Plan Project Permit Compliance Review to permit the relocation of approved 
Building I.D Signs R3 and R4 within Sign District A, Vertical Sign Zone Level 3 of the LASED 
Specific Plan.  
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1.2 CEQA AUTHORITY FOR AN ADDENDUM 
CEQA establishes the type of environmental documentation required when changes to a project 
occur after an EIR is certified.  Specifically, Section 15164(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states that: 

The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously 
certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions 
described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 requires the preparation of a Subsequent EIR when an EIR has 
been certified or a negative declaration has been adopted for a project and one or more of the 
following circumstances exist: 

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which, will require major revisions 
of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects; 

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project 
is undertaken, which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative 
declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or 

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have 
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR 
was certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the 
following: 

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the 
previous EIR or negative declaration; 

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than 
shown in the previous EIR; 

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would 
in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation 
measure or alternative; or 

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more 
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to 
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative. 

Likewise, California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21166 states that unless one or more 
of the following events occur, no Supplemental or Subsequent EIR shall be required by the lead 
agency or by any responsible agency: 

(a) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of 
the environmental impact report; 
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(b) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project 
is being undertaken which will require major revisions in the environmental impact 
report; or  
 

(c) New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time 
the environmental impact report was certified as complete, becomes available. 
 

As demonstrated by the analysis in this document, the Modified Project would not result in any 
new significant impacts, nor would it substantially increase the severity of previously identified 
significant impacts.  Rather, all of the impacts associated with the Modified Project are within the 
envelope of impacts addressed in the Certified EIR and do not constitute a new or substantially 
increased significant impact. Therefore, the modifications resulting from the Modified Project do 
not meet the criteria for a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR pursuant to Public Resources Code, 
Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 and 15163. 
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

2.1 PROJECT SUMMARY  
2.1.1 Overview of Approved Project 

The Certified EIR analyzed the development of approximately four million square feet of hotel, 
retail/entertainment/restaurant, office/commercial, and residential uses within the six 
development areas that comprise the LASED. Following certification of the Final EIR, the City 
approved a number of Project Permit Compliance Reviews, LASED Specific Plan amendments, 
and vesting tract maps. These approvals were addressed in eight Subsequent Addenda to the 
Certified EIR. All references herein to the Approved Project reflect the LASED as evaluated in the 
Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda associated with the subsequent City approvals. 

2.1.2 Modifications to Approved Project 

Modifications to the Approved Project are limited to Project Compliance review and Project 
Adjustments for the Figueroa South Subarea as described in Section 2.3 below. 

2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

2.2.1 Project Location  

The Project Site is located at 1200 and 1236 S. Figueroa Street in the South Park neighborhood 
of Downtown Los Angeles (See Figure 2.1, Project Location Map). The Project Site is bounded 
by Figueroa Street to the west, 12th Street to the north, and Flower Street to the east. The Project 
Site is located within Lot 1 of Tract No. 66892-C. The Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APN) 
associated with the site include APNs 5138-015-048, -050, -051, and -052. It is located 
immediately adjacent to the Pico Street Metro A Line & Expo Line Station along Flower Street. 

The Project Site is located within the boundaries of the Central City Community Plan, the City 
Center Redevelopment Plan and is within Council District 14. The Project Site is also located 
within the boundaries of the LASED Specific Plan and is further specified as the “Figueroa South” 
Subarea, which is comprised of Development Sites 10 and 11 and designated with the LASED 
zone designation (See Figure 2.2 Boundaries of Specific Plan Area Map). The land use 
designation is Regional Center Commercial. 

On December 4, 2024, the Los Angeles City Council adopted an update to the Central City 
Community Plan (now known as the Downtown Community Plan), which went into effect on 
January 27, 2025. The Application for the Modified Project was filed on January 10, 2025. 
Therefore, the Modified Project is being processed according to the local planning and zoning 
rules that were in place at the time that the completed application was submitted. As such, the 
Modified Project is not subject to the new Downtown Community Plan or the Downtown 
Community Plan Implementation Overlay.  
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2.2.2 Existing Conditions 

The Project Site is currently improved with a mixed-use development that includes commercial, 
restaurant and residential uses. The Project was approved to include 870,000 square feet of floor 
area in two 34-story, 394-foot-tall towers (East Tower and West Tower) containing 648 residential 
dwelling units within 822,000 square feet of floor area and 48,000 square feet of retail, 
entertainment, and restaurant uses. The residential units are housed in both towers that sit atop 
the 7-story building podium. The 7-story, 89’-9” foot high podium includes parking and commercial 
uses located on the ground floor. Parking is also provided within two subterranean levels (2,000 
spaces).  

The approved signs presently include the following: 

a) One (1) Electronic Message Center Wall Sign measuring 112’-6” wide by 52’-9” high, 
totaling 5,934 square feet on the Figueroa Street (west) elevation of the development, 
denoted as A1. 
 

b) One (1) Electronic Message Center Wall Sign measuring 120’-0” wide by 66’-6” high, 
totaling 7,980 square feet on the Figueroa Street (west) and 12th Street (north) elevations 
of the development, denoted as A2. 

 

c) One (1) Electronic Message Center Wall Sign measuring 85’-08” wide by 52’-9” high, 
totaling 4,519 square feet on the 12th Street (north) elevation of the development, denoted 
as A3. 
 

d) Nine (9) Supergraphic signs measuring 44’-3 ½” inches wide by 14’-0” high totaling 5,580 
square feet on the 12th Street (north) and Flower Street (east) elevations of the 
development, denoted as S1 through S9. 
 

e) Three (3) Supergraphic signs measuring 44’-3 ½” inches wide by 15’-0” high totaling 531 
square feet on the 12th Street (north) and Flower Street (east) elevations of the 
development, denoted as S10 through S12. 
 

f) Four (4) Building I.D. signs measuring 75’-0” wide by 15’-0” high, totaling 4,500 square 
feet on the Figueroa Street (west) 12th Street (north) and Flower Street (east) elevations 
of the development, denoted as R1 through R4. 
 

g) Two (2) Building I.D. signs totaling 280 square feet on the Figueroa Street (west) and 
Flower Street (east) elevations of the development, denoted as B1 and B2. 
 

h) Twenty-two (22) Tenant I.D. signs measuring 30’-0” wide by 3’-0” high, totaling 1,980 
square feet on the Figueroa Street (west), 12th Street (north), and Flower Street (east) 
elevations of the development, denoted as T1 through T22. 
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2.2.3 Surrounding Land Uses 

North: The Project Site is bordered by North 12th Street to the north. To the north of 12th Street is 
the Figueroa Central Subarea of the LASED Specific Plan Area, comprised of Development Sites 
7, 8, and 9. Case No. DIR-2008-429-SPP-SPPA-M1 and DIR-2015-1008-SPPA (Modification to 
Specific Plan Project Permit Compliance and Specific Plan Project Permit Adjustment),1 was 
approved by the City Planning Department on July 31, 2015. The Figueroa Central Subarea is 
currently under construction and upon completion will include 504 residential dwelling units, 183 
hotel rooms with ancillary retail, restaurant and entertainment uses, and 166,583 square feet of 
retail space within two high rise towers (Oceanwide construction site). The North Tower will be 
built at 632 feet in height with a 45-foot spire, the South Tower will be built at 500 feet in height 
with a 30 foot spire, and the New South Tower will be built at 500 feet in height with a 30 foot 
spire. The Figueroa Central Subarea is conditionally permitted to allow the construction of 57,522 
square feet of signage in Specific Plan Sign District A and C in the Figueroa Central Subarea. Of 
the 57,522 square feet of signage, 48,750 will be provided in Sign District A, and 8,772 square 
feet will be provided in 23 signs in Sign District C. 

South: The Project Site is directly bordered to the south by the Fig+Pico Conference Center Hotels 
Project. The Fig+Pico Conference Center Hotels Project is a mixed-use development with 1,153 
guest rooms and 13,145 square feet of ground-floor retail/restaurant uses within two hotel towers 
("Hotel A/B Tower" and "Hotel C Tower"), totaling up to 505,335 square feet of floor area on an 
approximately 1.22-acre site (9.5:1 FAR). The Hotel A/B Tower is operating as the Moxy Hotel 
and includes 775 hotel guest rooms, 11,000 square feet of ground-floor retail/restaurant uses, 
and podium parking for all three hotels within a 38-story, 465-foot tower on the northeast corner 
of South Figueroa Street and West Pico Boulevard. The existing building is improved with several 
off-site advertising signs as permitted pursuant to the Figueroa and Pico Sign District.   

The Hotel C Tower site, which occupies the portion of the site between the alley and Flower Street 
is currently a vacant parking lot. This site is approved for the development of 378 guest rooms 
and 2,145 square feet of ground-floor retail/restaurant uses in a 27-story, 350-foot tower.   

East: The Project Site is bordered by Flower Street to the east. Across Flower Street are office, 
light manufacturing, and the 31-story Tower 1 of the Flower Street Mixed-Use Development. The 
MTA Blue Line Pico Station is located in the Flower Street median just north of Pico Boulevard, 
east of and immediately adjacent to the Project Site. 

West: The Project Site is bordered by South Figueroa Street to the south. Across Figueroa Street 
is the Los Angeles Convention Center and associated plazas and parking areas. 

 
1  Related cases for the Figueroa Central Subarea include: VTT-69414, DIR-2005-7453-SPP-SPPA-M3, 

DIR-2014-3673-SPAA, DIR-2008-0429-SPP. 
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2.3 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT  

2.3.1 Modified Project Overview  

The Project proposes a total of 20,485.65 square feet of sign area consisting of fourteen(14) signs 
along 12th Street and Figueroa Street in Vertical Sign Zones 1 and 2 in Sign District A within the 
Figueroa South subarea of the LASED Specific Plan. Ten (10) are Tenant Signs, one (1) is a 
Building I.D. Sign, and three (3) are Electronic Message Display (EMD) Signs. Tenant Signs are 
denoted as T13 through T15 and T19 through T25. The Building I.D. Sign is denoted as B2. EMD 
Signs are denoted as A1 through A3. Of the three EMD signs, the A2 sign is located at the corner 
of 12th Street and Figueroa Street and therefore the sign area of A2 is divided on both facades. 
Eight (8) out of the ten (10) Tenant Signs and one (1) Building I.D. Sign received an approved 
sign permit issued by the Building & Safety Department (LADBS). The other two Tenant Signs, 
T21 and T24, are newly included as part of this application. 
 
On the 12th Street façade (North Elevation), four (4) Tenant Signs2 would be provided totaling 
361.32 square feet in Vertical Sign Zone 1. EMD signs A3 and a portion of A2 are proposed to 
have a total sign area of 7,828 square feet, of which 914 square feet would be located in Vertical 
Sign Zone 1, and 6,914 square feet would be located in Vertical Sign Zone 2. With the request 
for a Project Adjustment to increase the allowable sign area by less than 20%, a total of 1,275.32 
square feet of sign area is proposed in Vertical Sign Zone 1, and 6,914 square feet of sign area 
is proposed in Vertical Sign Zone 2. The total sign area proposed along 12th Street is 8,189.32 
square feet.  

On the Figueroa Street façade (West Elevation), six (6) Tenant Signs and one (1) Building Sign 
would be provided, totaling 411.33 square feet in Vertical Sign Zone 1. EMD signs A1 and a 
portion of A2 are proposed totaling 11,885 square feet, of which 1,388 square feet would be in 
Vertical Sign Zone 1, and 10,497 square feet would be in Vertical Sign Zone 2. With the request 
for a Project Adjustment to increase the allowable sign area by less than 20%, a total of 1,799.33 
square feet of sign area is proposed in Vertical Sign Zone 1, and 10,497 square feet of sign area 
is proposed in Vertical Sign Zone 2. The total sign area proposed along Figueroa Street is 
12,296.33 square feet. 

 

2.3.2 Lighting and Signage 

The proposed sign areas by street elevation and Vertical Sign Zones are summarized in Table 
2.1, below: 
  

 
2  T22 is the current Chase logo sign totaling 16 square feet of sign area and is located at the corner of 

12th and Figueroa Streets. Portions of this sign area is located on both facades. However, for the 
purposes of this application, T22 is considered part of the number of signs along 12th Street. 
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Table 2.1 
Total Sign Area  

(Combined Totals by Sign Zone) 

NORTH 
ELEVATION 

(12th STREET) 

Vertical Sign 
Zone Sign ID Status Sign Area (SF) 

1 

A2 Proposed 286 
A3 Proposed 628 
T19 Permit Issued 22.66 
T20 Permit Issued 28 
T21 Proposed 302.66 
T22 Permit Issued 8 

Sub-Total 1,275.32 

2 
A2 Proposed 2,162 
A3 Proposed 4,752 

Sub-Total 6,914.00 
   

WEST 
ELEVATION 
(FIGUEROA 

STREET)  

Vertical Sign 
Zone Sign ID Status Sign Area (SF) 

1 

A1 Proposed 837 
A2 Proposed 551 
B2 Permit Issued 38.62 
T22 Permit Issued 8 
T13 Permit Issued 28 
T14 Permit Issued 18.58 
T15 Permit Issued 32 
T23 Permit Issued 222.01 
T24 Proposed 28.5 
T25 Permit Issued 35.62 

Sub-Total 1,799.33 

2 
A1 Proposed 6,330 
A2 Proposed 4,167 

 Sub-Total 10,497.00 
  

GRAND TOTAL  20,485.65 
Notes: 
Signs A1, A2, A3, T21, and T24 are proposed signs. All other signs listed in the table above are existing 
signs to remain unchanged and have received sign permits. 

 
With a Project Adjustment to reduce the allowable sign separation, the three EMD Signs would 
be consolidated into what appears to be one continuous sign with no separation between the 
individual signs in order to achieve a cohesive and streamlined design. The sign areas of the 
three proposed EMD signs are summarized in Table 2.2, below. 
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Table 2.2 
Proposed Electronic Message Display Sign Area (A1, A2, A3) 

Sign ID Vertical Sign 
Zone Elevation Dimensions 

(H x W) 
Proposed Area 

(SF) 

A1 1 West 6’-11 3/4” x 120’ 837 
2 West 52’-9” x 120’ 6330 

 Total A1 Sign Area: 7167.00 

A2 

1 West 6’-11 3/4" x 79’ 551 
2 West 52’-9” x 79’ 4167 
1 North 6’-11 3/4” x 41’ 286 
2 North 52’-9” x 41’ 2162 

 Total A2 Sign Area: 7166.00 

A3 
1 North 6’-11 3/4” x 90’-1” 628 
2 North 52’-9” x 90’-1” 4752 

 Total A3 Sign Area: 5380.00 
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2.4 REQUESTED PERMITS AND APPROVALS 
The discretionary entitlements, reviews, permits and approvals required to implement the Project 
include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following:  

1. Pursuant to Section 13B.4.2 of Chapter 1A of the Los Angles Municipal Code (LAMC) and 
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District Specific Plan (LASED) (Ordinance No. 
174,225, amended by Ordinance No. 188,350) a Specific Plan Project Compliance Review 
to allow the construction, use and maintenance of 20,485.65 square feet of signage to be 
provided in 14 signs within the Specific Plan Sign District A, Vertical Sign Zones 1 and 2 
in the Figueroa South Subarea.  

 

2. Pursuant to Section 13B.4.4 of Chapter 1A of the LAMC and the LASED Specific Plan 
(Ordinance No. 174,225, amended by Ordinance No. 188,350), Specific Plan Project 
Adjustment to permit the following: 
 

a. An adjustment from Section 16, Table 7 to permit sign separations of less than 
four feet between Electronic Message Display signs A1, A2, and A3 in lieu of the 
minimum four foot separation; 

b. An adjustment from Section 16 D.2 and Table 4 to permit a 19.99% sign area 
increase in Sign District A, Vertical Sign Zones 1 and 2 on the Figueroa Street 
(West) façade and the 12th Street (North) façade to permit the sign areas of signs 
A1, A2, and A3 to be 7,167 square feet, 7,166 square feet, and 5,380 square feet, 
respectively, and for additional tenant sign areas and one (1) Building I.D. Sign in 
Vertical Sign Zone 1 to permit a total of 411.33 square feet on the Figueroa Street 
(West) façade and a total of 361.32 square feet on the 12th Street (North) façade.  

 

3. CEQA: Addendum to the LASED Final EIR (ENV-2000-3577-EIR). 
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3 REVISIONS TO CEQA GUIDELINES 

3.1 REVISIONS TO APPENDIX G OF THE CEQA GUIDELINES 
The California Natural Resources Agency adopted revisions to the CEQA Guidelines that became 
effective on December 28, 2018. These revisions were adopted after preparation of the Certified 
EIR. Therefore, the revisions did not apply to the Certified EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 
15007. 

The revisions to the CEQA Guidelines were adopted largely to create efficiencies and to align the 
CEQA Guidelines with California appellate court and Supreme Court decisions. The revisions that 
are most applicable to the EIR are those associated with changes to Appendix G. 

Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines contains a sample initial study format. The purpose of an 
initial study is to assist lead agencies in determining whether a project may cause a significant 
impact on the environment. To help guide that determination, Appendix G asks a series of 
questions in the form of a checklist regarding a range of environmental resources and potential 
impacts. The City uses Appendix G in their EIRs to analyze whether a project would result in 
significant impacts on the environment that cannot be mitigated. 

When the Appendix G checklist was originally developed, it contained only a handful of questions. 
Over time, the list of questions has grown in response to increasing awareness of the effects of 
development on the environment. Currently, the sample checklist contains 89 questions divided 
into 20 categories of potential impacts. 

3.2  Modifications to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines 
The revisions to Appendix G were adopted largely to reduce redundancy, provide additional 
clarity, and to align Appendix G with California appellate court and Supreme Court decisions and 
changes to the Public Resources Code. An overview of the modifications to Appendix G is 
provided below by environmental topic for those topics where modifications were made. While 
many of the modifications are not substantive and were therefore adequately addressed in the 
Certified EIR, the modified Appendix G questions that are substantive in nature are addressed in 
this document. 

3.2.1 Aesthetics 

Consistent with SB 743, the modifications clarify that the checklist questions regarding aesthetics 
do not apply to projects that are located in a transit priority area and are defined as set forth in 
PRC Section 21099. Per SB 743, aesthetic impacts for such projects are deemed less than 
significant by operation of law. For those projects that do not meet the definition provided in PRC 
Section 21099, the modifications provide distinct checklist questions for public views and 
consistency with zoning regulations governing scenic views, depending upon whether the project 
is within a non-urbanized or urbanized area. As discussed below, the Project meets the definition 
of PRC 21099 and as such, aesthetic impacts associated with the Project are less than significant. 
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3.2.2 Air Quality 

These checklist questions were modified to delete Checklist Question III.b, regarding violation of 
air quality standards and to modify the question regarding odors. The modified Appendix G 
questions are addressed below. 

3.2.3 Cultural Resources 

These modifications consist of a minor word change to Checklist Question V.a and moving 
Checklist Question V.c from the cultural resources subsection to the geology subsection of 
Appendix G. Impacts to cultural resources are addressed in Section 4.3, Cultural Resources, of 
the Draft EIR. As such, these modifications are not substantive and were therefore adequately 
addressed in the Certified EIR. 

3.2.4 Geology and Soils 

These checklist questions have been modified to focus on both the direct and indirect impacts 
associated with geology and soils and to move the analysis of paleontological resources to this 
topic (from the cultural resources section). The modified Appendix G questions are addressed 
below. 

3.2.5 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

These checklist questions were revised to delete Checklist Question VIII.f regarding safety 
hazards associated with proximity to a private airstrip and to clarify that Checklist Question VIII.g 
(formerly Checklist Question VIII.h) includes both direct and indirect impacts associated with 
wildland fires. The modified Appendix G questions are addressed below. 

3.2.6 Hydrology and Water Quality 

These checklist questions were revised to provide clarification and eliminate redundancy. As 
such, these modifications are not substantive and were therefore adequately addressed in the 
Certified EIR. 

3.2.7 Land Use and Planning 

Checklist Question X.b has been revised to focus on conflicts with any land use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. Checklist 
Question X.c has been deleted, as it addressed habitat conservation plans, which are already 
addressed under the Biological Resources checklist questions. The modified Appendix G 
questions are addressed below. 
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3.2.8 Noise 

Checklist Questions XII. and XII.b were revised to focus on impacts associated with the 
generation of noise and vibration noise levels. In addition, Checklist Questions XII.c, XII.d, and 
XII.f were deleted, as they were redundant, and Checklist Question XII.e was revised accordingly. 
The modified Appendix G questions are addressed below. 

3.2.9 Population and Housing 

Checklist Question XIII.a was clarified to focus on potential impacts associated with unplanned 
growth, and Checklist Questions XIII.b and XIII.c were combined. The modified Appendix G 
questions are addressed below. 

3.2.10 Transportation 

Checklist Questions XVI.a and XVI.f were combined and clarified to focus on conflicts with a 
program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system. Checklist Question XVI.c 
regarding airport traffic safety was eliminated, as airport traffic safety is already addressed under 
the hazards questions. Former Checklist Question XVI.d (now Checklist Question XVI.c) was 
revised to add “geometric” for clarity. The modified Appendix G questions are addressed below. 

In addition, Checklist Question XVI.b was revised to address consistency with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b), which relates to use of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the 
methodology for evaluating traffic impacts. The City adopted a VMT methodology on July 30, 
2019.  

3.2.11 Tribal Cultural Resources 

Assembly Bill (AB) 52 went into effect on July 1, 2015, and requires that for a project for which a 
Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Draft EIR was filed on or after July 1, 2015, the lead agency is 
required to consult with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally 
affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project, if: (1) the tribe requested to the lead 
agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead agency of proposed projects in that geographic 
area; and (2) the tribe requests consultation, prior to the release of a negative declaration, 
mitigated negative declaration or environmental impact report for a project. AB 52 also required 
an update to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines to include questions related to impacts to tribal 
cultural resources. A discussion of tribal cultural resources is provided below. 

3.2.12 Wildfire 

New Checklist Question XX. Wildfire pertains to projects that are located in, or near, state 
responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones. The Project Site is 
not located in or near state responsibility areas, nor is the Project Site located in a City-designated 
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. Therefore, these questions are not applicable to the Project.  



Circa Signs Project PAGE 20 City of Los Angeles 
LASED Addendum No. 9  June 2025 
 

4 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
This section provides an impact assessment of the Modified Project. Due to the unique nature of 
the project, involving minor changes to an existing approved and improved signage program, the 
information below focuses on the environmental issues that have potential to be affected by the 
Modified Project. Specifically, this Addendum analysis provides detailed analysis with respect to 
Aesthetics and Land Use. The conclusions of the previously adopted EIR and related Addendums 
for the remaining environmental checklist questions would not be altered by the Proposed Project. 
Because the Modified Project would not involve any new construction or surface grading, the 
Modified Project would have no potential to impact the following environmental issues: Air Quality, 
Agricultural and Forestry Resources, Biological Resources, Cultural/Archaeological Resources, 
Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards/Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water 
Quality, Mineral Resources, Tribal Cultural Resources, Utilities/Service Systems, Wildfire. 
Because the Modified Project would not generate any new land uses capable of generating new 
employment or residential units, there would be no potential to result in any impacts to Population 
and Housing, Public Services, Transportation, Recreation, and Public Utilities. The Modified 
Project is limited to a signage program and would have no potential to result in noise impacts. 
Furthermore, since the Modified Project would result in an overall reduction to the sign area 
allowed under the existing approved signage program, the Modified Project would result in a 
reduction to energy demands generated by signage.   

 
Accordingly, the checklist and evaluation below provides the following information for the 
Aesthetic and Land Use environmental impact categories: 
 
1  IMPACT DETERMINATION IN THE CERTIFIED EIR 

This section lists the impact determination made in the Certified EIR and subsequent 
Addenda. 

2  DO PROPOSED CHANGES INVOLVE NEW SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS OR 
SUBSTANTIALLY MORE SEVERE IMPACTS? 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(1) , this section indicates whether the 
Modified Project would result in new significant impacts that have not already been 
considered and mitigated by the prior environmental review or would result in a substantial 
increase in the severity of a previously identified impact. 

3  ANY NEW CIRCUMSTANCES INVOLVING NEW IMPACTS OR SUBSTANTIALLY MORE 
SEVERE IMPACTS? 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(2), this section indicates whether there 
have been changes to the Project Site  or the vicinity (circumstances under which the 
project is undertaken) which have occurred subsequent to the prior environmental 
documents, which would result in the Modified Project having new significant 
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environmental impacts that were not considered in the prior environmental documents or 
that substantially increase the severity of a previously identified impact. 

4  ANY NEW INFORMATION REQUIRING NEW ANALYSIS OR VERIFICATION? 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3)(A-D) , this section indicates whether 
new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous environmental 
documents were certified as complete is available, requiring an update to the analysis of 
the previous environmental documents to verify that the environmental conclusions and 
mitigations remain valid.  If the new information shows that:   

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the prior 
environmental documents;  

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than 
shown in the prior environmental documents;  

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in 
fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of 
the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative; or  

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the prior environmental documents would substantially reduce one or 
more significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to 
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative;  

then the question would be answered “Yes”, requiring the preparation of a Supplemental 
or Subsequent EIR.  However, if the additional analysis completed as part of this 
environmental review finds that the conclusions of the prior environmental documents 
remain unchanged and no new significant impacts are identified, or identified 
environmental impacts are not found to be more severe, or there are no additional 
mitigation measures or alternatives now available or feasible but declined for adoption by 
the project proponent, then the question would be answered ”No” and no Supplemental 
or Subsequent EIR is required. New studies completed as part of this environmental 
review are attached to this Addendum, or are on file with the Planning Department.  

5  MITIGATION MEASURES ADDRESSING IMPACTS 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3), this section indicates whether the prior 
environmental document provides mitigation measures to address effects in the related 
impact category. If so, a “Yes” response will be provided.  In some cases, the previously 
adopted mitigation measures have already been implemented or are not applicable to the 
Modified Project, or a significant impact was not identified and mitigation was not required. 
In either instance, a “No” response will be indicated.  
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6  CONCLUSION  

For each environmental topic, a discussion of the conclusion relating to the analysis is 
provided. 

4.1 AESTHETICS  

Issues (and Supporting Information 
Sources) 

Impact 
Determination 

in the 
Certified EIR 

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?  

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 

Certified EIR’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impacts 

AESTHETICS:  Except as provided in Public 
Resources Code Section 21099, would the 
project:      

(a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable No No No No 

(b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within 
a state scenic highway? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable a No No No No 

(c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and its 
surroundings?  (Public views are those 
that are experienced from publicly 
accessible vantage point.)  If the project is 
in an urbanized area, would the project 
conflict with applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic quality? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable b No No No No b 

(d) Create a new source of substantial light 
or glare which would adversely affect day 
or nighttime views in the area? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable No No No No 

a        Note that this question focuses on a state scenic highway and there are no state scenic highways in the vicinity of the Project Site. 
As such, no impacts would occur. As described below, the Certified EIR concluded impacts would be significant as the Project 
would affect scenic views from the I-110 freeway, which was identified as a scenic highway in the City’s previous 1979 Scenic 
Highway Plan. The 1979 plan has now been superseded by the Mobility Plan that does not designate the I-110 as a scenic highway. 

b     Note that this question within Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines was updated to provide for analysis of visual character and views 
in non-urbanized areas, and thus an analysis of visual quality is not applicable to the Modified Project. Visual character and views 
were addressed in the Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda based on the previous version of Appendix G and were determined 
to be significant and unavoidable. The Project’s consistency with regulations regarding scenic quality was addressed in the Certified 
EIR and Subsequent Addenda and the Approved Project was determined to be consistent with such regulations. 

 

It is noted that changes to CEQA since the Certified EIR was adopted now provide that aesthetic 
and parking impacts should not be considered significant environmental impacts under CEQA. 
Specifically, Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), which became effective on January 1, 2014, adds Public 
Resources Code Section 21099(d)(1), provides that “aesthetic and parking impacts of a 
residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project on an infill site within a transit 
priority area shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment.” Public Resources 
Code Section 21099(a)(7) defines a transit priority area as an area within 0.5 mile of a major 
transit stop that is “existing or planned, if the planned stop is scheduled to be completed within 
the planning horizon included in a Transportation Improvement Program adopted pursuant to 
Section 450.216 4450.322 of Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations. Public Resources Code 
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Section 21064.3 defines a major transit stop as “a site containing an existing rail transit station, a 
ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the intersection of two or more major 
bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 15 minutes or less during the morning and 
afternoon peak commute periods.” Public Resources Code Section 21099(a)(4) defines an infill 
site as a lot located within an urban area that has been previously developed, or a vacant site 
where at least 75 percent of the perimeter of the site adjoins, or separated only by an improved 
public right of way from parcels that are developed with qualified urban uses. Finally, Public 
Resources Code Section 21099(a)(1) defines an employment center project as a project that is 
located on a property zoned for commercial uses with a floor area ratio (FAR) of no less than 0.75 
and located within a transit priority area. 

This state law supersedes previous aesthetic impacts thresholds in the City of Los Angeles’s 2006 
L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, including those established for aesthetics, obstruction of views, 
shading, and nighttime illumination. The related City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning 
Zoning Information (ZI) File No. 2452 provides further instruction concerning the definition of 
transit priority projects and states “[v]isual resources, aesthetic character, shade and shadow, 
light and glare, and scenic vistas or any other aesthetic impact as defined in the [L.A. CEQA 
Thresholds Guide] shall not be considered an impact for infill projects within TPAs pursuant to 
CEQA.” 

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099, the Modified Project would be considered an 
employment center project because it is located on property zoned to permit commercial uses 
with a maximum FAR greater than 0.75. In addition, the Modified Project Site is an infill site that 
is less than 0.5 mile from several bus lines, as well as Metro’s Blue Line station at Flower Street 
north of Pico Boulevard (Pico Station). Therefore, the Modified Project Site is located in a transit 
priority area as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21099. The City’s Zone Information 
and Map Access System (ZIMAS) also confirms the Modified Project Site’s location within a transit 
priority area, as defined in the City’s ZI File No. 2453.  

Thus, any aesthetic impacts that might be identified for the Modified Project would not be 
considered significant impacts on the environment pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 
21099. Nonetheless, for informational purposes only and to provide a thorough assessment of all 
aspects of the Modified Project, an analysis of the Modified Project’s potential impacts regarding 
aesthetics is provided below.  

4.1.1 Impact Determination in the EIR 

Aesthetic impacts are discussed in Section IV.B, Aesthetics, of the Certified EIR. The Certified 
EIR included mitigation measures to reduce aesthetic impacts. Nonetheless, impacts associated 
with aesthetics were concluded to be significant and unavoidable. The Subsequent Addenda did 
not alter these significance findings. A summary of the analysis from Section 7.1.1, Aesthetics, is 
provided below.  

  



Circa Signs Project PAGE 24 City of Los Angeles 
LASED Addendum No. 9  June 2025 
 

Scenic Vistas (Views/Visual Access) 

The Certified EIR concluded that impacts associated with scenic vistas would be significant and 
unavoidable to visual focal points in the area. The Certified EIR concluded the Approved Project 
would not further obstruct views to the south (from commercial and residential properties to the 
north), as STAPLES Center3 and the Los Angeles Convention Center already obstruct these 
views. However, views of the STAPLES Center and the Los Angeles Convention Center would 
be obstructed from northern vantage points by the Project. Therefore, the Certified EIR 
conservatively concluded the Approved Project would result in significant and unavoidable 
impacts with respect to views/visual access. No mitigation measures were identified in the 
Certified EIR for this impact. 

 Scenic Resources within a Scenic Highway 

There are no designated state scenic highways in the vicinity of the Project Site. Thus, no 
significant impacts would occur. However, the Certified EIR evaluated impacts to the segment of 
the Harbor Freeway (I-110) between Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard and the Hollywood 
Freeway (US-101) interchange, which was designated as a Scenic Highway (city route) in the 
City’s adopted 1979 Scenic Highway Plan, in acknowledgement of the views of the downtown 
high-rise urban core. The Approved Project could become a prominent feature visible from the 
freeway, even considering that the Project would be within the foreground of the freeway 
viewshed only briefly. Therefore, impacts to the previously designated local scenic highway were 
concluded to be significant and unavoidable in terms of the scenic resource of the downtown 
urban core. No mitigation measures were identified in the Certified EIR for this impact.  

 Conflict with Regulations Governing Scenic Quality (Visual Quality) 

As noted above, Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines has been updated. This question now 
focuses on potential visual quality impacts in non-urban areas, and for urban areas focuses on 
consistency of the project with relevant regulations regarding scenic quality. The Project Site is 
located in an urban area, as such, analysis of visual quality is no longer applicable. With regard 
to consistency with regulations regarding scenic quality, the Certified EIR concluded that the 
proposed development is consistent with applicable General Plan Framework policies regarding 
the Downtown Center including policies regarding the provision of visual amenities and pedestrian 
accommodations. As such, Approved Project impacts associated with consistency with 
regulations regarding scenic quality would be less than significant.  

The analysis below provides a summary of the visual character impacts identified in the Certified 
EIR based on the version of Appendix G of the CEQA guidelines that was in effect at the time the 
Certified EIR was prepared. 

  

 
3  The former STAPLES Center is currently known as Crypto.com Arena. For consistency, all references to 

the Certified EIR’s findings and conclusions referencing the STAPLES Center remain as stated in the 
EIR. For references pertaining to the existing conditions, the former STAPLES Center building is referred 
to as the Crypto.com Arena.  
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Operation 

While the Approved Project would result in an intensification of development, unifying design 
elements would be employed to complement the existing STAPLES Center and Los Angeles 
Convention Center. The height and bulk of the Approved Project would be compatible with the 
height and bulk envisioned in the City's plans for this area of downtown Los Angeles. The Project 
would also establish sign standards and guidelines and install new signage. Project signage 
would be consistent with the applicable plans and regulations, would complement STAPLES 
Center and Convention Center, and would contribute to a sense of place reflecting the unique 
identity of the area and the creation of a major public outdoor “gathering place”. However, as the 
Project would introduce substantial signage to the visual environment, impacts to visual quality 
were concluded to be significant and unavoidable. No mitigation measures were identified in the 
Certified EIR for potential signage impacts, although Mitigation Measure IV.B.1-2 would address 
aesthetic impacts associated with streetscape improvements. 

 Light and Glare 

With regard to operational lighting impacts, the Certified EIR found that the Approved Project 
would introduce new sources of nighttime illumination including proposed signage, which would 
collectively increase ambient light levels within the LASED and in the vicinity. However, Approved 
Project lighting would include shielding to minimize lighting impacts affecting adjacent sensitive 
uses and roadways. Nevertheless, while Approved Project illumination would be consistent with 
applicable plans and regulations and would contribute to pedestrian safety through lighting of 
public walkways, plazas, and parking lots, the increase in illumination from the Approved Project 
would result in a substantial increase in nighttime illumination. To address impacts from building 
lighting an illumination, Mitigation Measures IV.B.2-1 and IV.B.2-2 were included to establish 
lighting plans and standards for building light and glare and pedestrian lighting design. 
Nonetheless, the Certified EIR concluded nighttime illumination impacts would be significant and 
unavoidable.  

With regard to glare, the Approved Project would be constructed of materials that produce minimal 
amounts of glare. Approved Project lighting also would not create glare upon nearby roadways, 
freeways, residences, and other sensitive uses. Therefore, as set forth in the Certified EIR, 
Approved Project impacts associated with glare would be less than significant. 

4.1.2 Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 

As stated above, subsequent to the preparation of the Certified EIR, changes to the regulatory 
framework addressing aesthetics analyses in environmental documents have occurred. 
Specifically, Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), which became effective on January 1, 2014, adds Public 
Resources Code Section 21099(d)(1), which provides that “aesthetic and parking impacts of a 
residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project on an infill site within a transit 
priority area shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment.” Pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 21099, the Modified Project would meet this criteria. Thus, any aesthetic 
impacts that might be identified for the Modified Project would not be considered significant 
impacts on the environment pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099. Nonetheless, for 
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informational purposes only and to provide a thorough assessment of all aspects of the Modified 
Project, an analysis of the Modified Project’s potential impacts regarding aesthetics is provided 
below. 

Question (a) – Scenic Vistas (Views/Visual Access): Based on the Certified EIR, visual 
resources identified on and adjacent to the LASED include the Los Angeles Convention Center, 
the historic Variety Arts Center, Petroleum Building and Hotel Figueroa, Crypto.com Arena, 
Gilbert Lindsay Plaza, and streetscaping and landscaping associated with buildings and public 
rights-of-way. As described above, the Modified Project is limited to Project Compliance Review 
and Project Adjustments. The Modified Project would not reduce or alter existing views, and views 
of the aforementioned visual resources would continue to be available from a multitude of vantage 
points. Thus, the Modified Project would not substantially adversely affect a scenic vista or block 
views of visual resources in the surrounding area. Therefore, the Modified Project would not result 
in a new impact relative to visual access or increase the Approved Project’s significant visual 
access impact. Such impacts would be within the envelope of impacts set forth in the Certified 
EIR and Subsequent Addenda. In any event, impacts related to visual access and scenic vistas 
would not be considered significant in accordance with SB 743. 

Question (b) – Scenic Resources within a Scenic Highway: As discussed in the Certified EIR, 
the segment of the Harbor Freeway located immediately west of the LASED was previously 
designated by the 1979 Scenic Highways Plan and the City in the Central City Community Plan 
as a scenic freeway due to the availability of northbound views of the downtown skyline and the 
San Gabriel Mountains in the distance. However, the City's more recently adopted Mobility Plan 
2035 does not recognize the Harbor Freeway as a scenic highway. In addition, no State-
designated Scenic Highways are in the vicinity of the LASED, and therefore the Modified Project 
would have no impact on any State Scenic Highway. The Modified Project would not damage any 
scenic resources such as historic buildings or substantial landscape features. As such, the 
Modified Project would not involve new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts 
associated with development near a scenic highway. In any event, impacts related to scenic 
highways would not be considered significant in accordance with SB 743. 

Question (c) – Conflict with Regulations Governing Scenic Quality (Visual Quality): 

Consistency of Project with Regulations Regarding Visual Quality (Per updated 
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines) 

Similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project is consistent with applicable General Plan 
Framework policies regarding the Downtown Center associated with visual amenities. Overall, 
impacts associated with consistency with scenic regulations would be less than significant. Such 
impacts would be within the envelope of impacts addressed in the Certified EIR and Subsequent 
Addenda. 

 Analysis of Visual Quality 

As discussed above, Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines was modified such that an analysis of 
visual character is only required for non-urban projects. Nonetheless, for purposes of providing a 
comparative analysis with the Certified EIR, and analysis of visual quality associated with the 
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Modified Project is provided herein. The Modified Project would modify existing signs and install 
new signage, however, completion of the Modified Project would not substantially alter the visual 
character of the LASED and surrounding area as the Modified Project would feature similar 
signage and lighting to the Approved Project. Based on the above, potential impacts related to 
visual quality would be within the envelope of impact established in the Certified EIR and 
Subsequent Addenda and would not be considered significant in accordance with SB 743. 

Question (d) – Light and Glare: The existing lighting and signage under the Modified Project 
would be substantially similar to the amount of ambient lighting generated by the current signage 
under the Approved Project. Compared to existing conditions, the Modified Project would not 
introduce new sources of nighttime lighting. Although the Modified Project would result in a limited 
increase in total signage area, this increase would not result in a substantial increase lighting 
associated with signage. Additionally, all lighting would be implemented in conformance with the 
LASED Specific Plan, the City's General Plan Framework Element, and other applicable policies.  

Therefore, the Modified Project would not increase the severity of impacts identified in the 
Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda, and impacts would be within the envelope of impacts 
identified in the Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda. Nevertheless, lighting impacts would not 
be considered significant in accordance with SB 743. 

4.1.3 Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impact or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 

In accordance with the passage of SB 743, the Modified Project would not result in any significant 
impacts associated with aesthetics. As such, no substantial changes would occur with respect to 
the circumstances under which the project is undertaken that will require major revisions the 
Certified EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects related to aesthetics. 

4.1.4 Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?  
In accordance with the passage of SB 743, the Modified Project’s impacts associated with 
aesthetics would be less than significant. Thus, there is no new information that is available that 
could result in any new or substantially more severe impacts related to aesthetic resources, and 
a review of new or additional feasible mitigation measures is not required. 

4.1.5 EIR’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact 

The Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda did not identify any mitigation measures that are 
applicable to the proposed signage program.  

4.1.6 Conclusion  

In accordance with SB 743, potential aesthetic impacts associated with the Modified Project would 
not be significant. Nonetheless, the analysis provided above demonstrates that no new significant 
impacts or more severe impacts relative to aesthetic resources would occur as a result of the 
Modified Project. Therefore, the Modified Project would not result in any of the conditions set forth 
in PRC Section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or 15163 that would require the 
preparation of a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR. 
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4.2 LAND USE AND PLANNING 

Issues (and Supporting Information 
Sources) 

Impact 
Determination 

in the 
Certified EIR 

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?  

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 

Certified EIR’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impacts 

LAND USE AND PLANNING:  Would the 
project:      

(a) Physically divide an established 
community? 

Less Than 
Significant No No No No 

(b) Cause a significant environmental impact 
due to a conflict with any land use plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

Less Than 
Significant No No No No 

 

4.2.1 Impact Determination in the EIR 
The analysis of land use impacts provided in Section IV.A, Land Use and the Initial Study 
(Appendix A of the Draft EIR), of the Certified EIR and in Subsequent Addenda considered 
whether the Approved Project would physically divide and establish community, conflict with 
adopted applicable land use policies, plans, or regulations, and whether the Approved Project 
would be compatible with existing land uses. 

Question (a) – Physically Divide an Established Community: As analyzed in the Initial Study 
(Draft EIR: Appendix A) of the Certified EIR, development of the previously predominantly vacant 
LASED would help to merge the high-rise urban development north of the area with the 
specialized convention sports venues located south of 11th Street and continue the existing 
pattern of major visitor serving land uses in this portion of the South Park area. Therefore, 
development within the LASED would not divide an established community and impacts would be 
less than significant. Subsequent Addenda confirmed the same determination for the Approved 
Project. 

Question (b) – Conflict with Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation: As analyzed in the Certified 
EIR, development within the LASED would further the City's goals for the downtown area by 
developing a compatible mix of uses that would enliven the downtown area and provide 
entertainment and visitor-serving opportunities. Moreover, development would maximize the use 
of existing urbanized areas accessible to transit. Therefore, as evaluated in the Certified EIR, 
development would be consistent with and support the goals and policies set forth in SCAG's 
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, the City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework, the 
Central City Community Plan, the Central Business Redevelopment Plan, the Downtown Strategic 
Plan, the South Park Development Strategies and Design Guidelines, the Figueroa Corridor 
Economic Development Strategy, and in addition, it would not conflict with LAMC and Zoning 
Code provisions.  

The Initial Study of the Certified EIR also noted that the LASED is highly urbanized, and that there 
are no applicable habitat or natural community conservation plans in place for the area. Therefore, 
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the Certified EIR found impacts to be less than significant, as development within the LASED 
would not conflict with applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations. Subsequent Addenda 
concluded that the Approved Project was consistent with these impact determinations. 

4.2.2 Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 

Question (a) – Physically Divide an Established Community: The Modified Project would not 
result in significant impacts associated with the division of an established community. As 
previously described, the Modified Project involves signage already permitted in the LASED. 
Therefore, the Modified Project would not introduce land uses that were not previously anticipated 
as part of the Approved Project. As such, the Modified Project would not create any new impacts 
related to the division of an established community nor increase the severity of previously 
identified impacts. Such impacts would be within the envelope of impact analysis addressed in 
the Certified ER and Subsequent Addenda. 

Question (b) – Conflict with Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation: As demonstrated by the 
analysis below, the Modified Project would not result in significant impacts associated with conflict 
with a land use plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect. 

SCAG Plans 

Implementation of the Modified Project is limited to Project Compliance Review and Project 
Adjustments and would not result in any new housing or employment. The RTP/SCS is the current 
guidance document used to promote economic growth and livable communities. The Modified 
Project would support the goals and principles set forth in the RTP/SCS through the construction 
of development within an urban, infill area well served by transit. Therefore, the Modified Project 
would not conflict with any policies related of the latest SCAG plan for the purpose of mitigating 
or avoiding an environmental effect. 

Local Policy Plans and Regulations 

General Plan Framework 

As with the Approved Project, the Modified Project would further the General Plan Framework’s 
land use objectives for the Downtown Center by promoting the full economic potential of the Los 
Angeles Convention Center. In addition, similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project 
would feature a high-quality design that would encourage nighttime uses and enhance public 
safety. 

 General Plan and Central City Community Plan 

Like the Approved Project, the Modified Project would also support the objectives and policies of 
the Central City Community Plan. The Project would support policy 2-1.2 to maintain a safe, clean, 
attractive, and lively environment. Implementation of the LASED Specific Plan and the associated 
streetscape improvements, which would continue to occur as part of the Modified Project, is 
specifically identified in the Community Plan as a program to support policy 2-2.2. 
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 City Center Redevelopment Plan 

As with the Approved Project, the Modified Project would continue to support the City's goals to 
create a pedestrian-oriented community in the downtown area. 

Other Local Plans 

A number of other plans that were previously analyzed in the Certified EIR are no longer in effect 
or have been superseded by other updated downtown plans and policies. These include the 
Downtown Strategic Plan, the South Park Development Strategies and Design Guidelines, and 
the Figueroa Corridor Economic Development Strategy. In general, these plans echoed and 
supported many of the same goals and objectives of the City's General Plan, Community Plan, 
and Redevelopment Plan, such as creating a vibrant and successful regional and entertainment 
center in downtown Los Angeles. New plans that have since come into effect include the 
Downtown Design Guide. Similar to the Approved Project, Modified Project would be consistent 
with and support the goals and policies set forth in the City Of Los Angeles General Plan 
Framework, the Central City Community Plan, the City Center Redevelopment Plan, as well as 
the Downtown Design Guide. The Modified Project would also not conflict with any policies of 
local plans set for the purpose of mitigating or avoiding an environmental effect. 

LASED Specific Plan 

In addition to the applicable land use policies and plans discussed in the Certified EIR and 
evaluated above, development within the LASED is governed by the LASED Specific Plan, which 
enforces the maximum envelope of development permitted under the Approved Project through 
set environmental thresholds, as well as implements the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program of the Certified EIR. 

A majority of the LASED Specific Plan has already been built out. As discussed above, 
implementation of the Modified Project is limited to Project Compliance Review and Project 
Adjustments within the Figueroa South subarea of the Specific Plan. As discussed above in 
Section 4.1, Aesthetics, the proposed uses and signage would be substantially consistent with 
the existing uses and signage in the vicinity. Specific changes to the signage program under the 
Modified Project include the following: 

1. Construction, use and maintenance of 20,485.65 square feet of signage to be provided in 
14 signs within the Specific Plan Sign District A, Vertical Sign Zones 1 and 2 in the 
Figueroa South Subarea.  

2. An adjustment to permit sign separations of less than four feet between Electronic 
Message Display signs A1, A2, and A3 in lieu of the minimum four foot separation; An 
adjustment to permit a 19.99% sign area increase in Sign District A, Vertical Sign Zones 
1 and 2 on the Figueroa Street (West) façade and the 12th Street (North) façade to permit 
the sign areas of signs A1, A2, and A3 to be 7,167 square feet, 7,166 square feet, and 
5,380 square feet, respectively, and for additional tenant sign areas in Vertical Sign Zone 
1 to permit a total of 411.33 square feet on the Figueroa Street (West) façade and a total 
of 361.32 square feet on the 12th Street (North) façade.  
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No other amendments to the Specific Plan are necessary in connection with the Modified Project. 
As noted in the Applicant’s Findings with the approval of the above mentioned Project 
Adjustments, the Modified Project would comply with all applicable sign regulations contained 
within the LASED, including regulations related to total sign area, total signage façade, coverage, 
sign type, sign height, and operating hours. Therefore, the Modified Project would not conflict with 
any standards of the LASED Specific Plan for the purpose of mitigating or avoiding an 
environmental effect. As the Modified Project would be consistent with existing land use plans, 
policies and regulations adopted for the purpose of mitigating or avoiding an environmental effect, 
the Modified Project would not create any new significant impacts nor result in a substantial 
increase in previously identified significant impact. Such impacts would be within the envelope of 
impact set forth in the Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda. 

4.2.3 Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impact or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 

As set forth above, while there have been changes to the various land use plans that guide 
development of the Project Site, no substantial changes would occur with respect to the 
circumstances under which the Project is undertaken that will require major revisions of the 
Certified EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects related to land use and planning. 

4.2.4 Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?  

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to land 
use and planning. No substantial changes in the environment have occurred since the certification 
of the Certified EIR, and no new conditions related to land use and planning have been identified 
within the vicinity of the Modified Project that would result in new or more severe significant 
environmental impacts. Finally, as the Modified Project would not result in any impacts to land 
use and planning, a review of new or additional feasible mitigation measures is not required.  

4.2.5 EIR’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact 
The Certified EIR and subsequent Addenda did not identify any mitigation measures that are 
applicable to the proposed signage program. 

4.2.6 Conclusion  

Based on the above, the Modified Project would not result in any of the conditions set forth in 
PRC Section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or 15163 that would require the 
preparation of a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR. 
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4.3   MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Issues (and Supporting Information 
Sources) 

Impact 
Determination 

in the 
Certified EIR 

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?  

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 

Certified EIR’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impacts 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE:      

(a) Does the project have the potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause 
a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict 
the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable No No No No 

(b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of 
past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects)? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable No No No No 

(c) Does the project have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

Significant and 
Unavoidable No No No No 

 

4.3.1 Impact Determination in the EIR 

The environmental issues addressed in the Mandatory Findings of Significance were analyzed in 
a combination of the Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda. As summarized above, the 
Approved Project as analyzed in the Certified EIR would result in significant and unavoidable 
impacts with respect to aesthetics (visual quality, views/visual access, lighting, and shading), 
regional air quality during construction and operation, construction-related noise, operational 
traffic noise, parks and recreational facilities, operational traffic (LOS), and water supply. As such, 
the Approved Project’s significant impacts would have the potential to degrade the quality of the 
environment, cause cumulatively considerable impacts, and result in environmental effects which 
would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. 

4.3.2 Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 

Questions (a) through (c)—Mandatory Findings of Significance: Like the Approved Project 
and as evaluated in the analyses throughout this Addendum, the Modified Project would result in 
significant and unavoidable impacts with respect to views/visual access and lighting. As such, 
similar to the Approved Project, the Modified Project’s significant impacts would have the potential 
to degrade the quality of the environment, cause cumulatively considerable impacts, and result in 



Circa Signs Project PAGE 33 City of Los Angeles 
LASED Addendum No. 9  June 2025 
 

environmental effects which would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. However, 
these impacts would be the same as foreseen under the Approved Project; the Modified Project 
would not create any new significant impacts nor result in a substantial increase in a previously 
identified significant impact. As such, all of the Modified Project’s impacts would be within the 
envelope of impacts set forth in the Certified EIR and Subsequent Addenda. 

4.3.3 Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impact or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 

Based on the above, no substantial changes would occur with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project is undertaken that will require major revisions of the Certified EIR due to the 
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a significant increase in the severity of 
previously identified significant effects related to mandatory findings of significance.  

4.3.4 Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?  

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to 
mandatory findings of significance. No substantial changes in the environment have occurred 
since the certification of the Certified EIR, and no new conditions related to mandatory findings of 
significance have been identified within the vicinity of the Modified Project that would result in new 
or more severe significant environmental impacts. Finally, as the Modified Project would not result 
in any impacts to mandatory findings of significance, a review of new or additional feasible 
mitigation measures is not required.  

4.3.5 EIR’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact 

The Certified EIR and subsequent Addenda did not identify any mitigation measures that are 
applicable to the proposed signage program. 

 
4.3.6 Conclusion  
Based on the above, the Modified Project would not result in any of the conditions set forth in 
PRC Section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or 15163 that would require the 
preparation of a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR. 

4.4 ADDENDUM CONCLUSION   
As demonstrated by the discussion above, impacts associated with the Modified Project would be 
similar to or less than the impacts addressed in the Certified EIR.  No substantial changes would 
occur with respect to the circumstances under which the Modified Project is undertaken that will 
require major revisions of the Certified EIR due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant 
effects.  In addition, no new information of substantial importance has become available relative 
to any of the environmental topic categories that would result in in new or more severe significant 
environmental impacts.   As all of the impacts of the Modified Project would be within the envelope 
of impacts analyzed in the Certified EIR, none of the conditions described in PRC Section 21166 
and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15163 requiring a Supplemental or Subsequent EIR 
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would occur.  Additionally, there are no known mitigation measures or Project alternatives that 
were previously considered infeasible but are now considered feasible that would substantially 
reduce one or more significant effects on the environment identified in the Certified EIR. 
Therefore, the Modified Project would not create any potential adverse impacts beyond those 
evaluated in the Certified EIR.  As such, the preparation of an addendum that amends the Project 
Description in the Certified EIR to include the Modified Project is appropriate and fully complies 
with the requirements of PRC Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162, 15163, and 
15164. 

 




