lll. REVISIONS, CLARIFICATIONS, AND
CORRECTIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15132(a), this section of the Final EIR
provides revisions, clarifications, and corrections to the Draft EIR that have been made
to clarify, correct, or supplement the information provided in that document. These
revisions, clarifications, and corrections are the result of the responses to public and
agency comments received on the Draft EIR, new information that has become available
since publication of the Draft EIR, or due to recognition of inadvertent errors or omissions.
The revisions, clarifications, and corrections provided in this section do not add significant
new information or support a conclusion that the Project would result in new or
substantially more severe significant environmental impacts as compared to those
disclosed in the circulated Draft EIR.

More specifically, CEQA requires recirculation of a Draft EIR only when “significant new
information” is added to a Draft EIR after public notice of the availability of the Draft EIR
has occurred (refer to PRC Section 21092.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5) but
before the EIR is certified. As discussed in Section |, Introduction, of this Final EIR, CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5(a) specifically states the following:

New information added to an EIR is not ‘significant’ unless the EIR is
changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to
comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or
a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible
project alternative) that the project’'s proponents have declined to
implement. ‘Significant new information’ requiring recirculation includes, for
example, a disclosure showing that:

e A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or
from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.

e A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would
result unless mitigation measures are adopted to reduce the impact to a
level of insignificance.

e A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably
different from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the
significant environmental impacts of the project, but the project’s
proponents decline to adopt it.

e The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and
conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were
precluded.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 also provides that “[re]circulation is not required where
the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant
modifications in an adequate EIR... A decision not to recirculate an EIR must be supported
by substantial evidence in the administrative record.”

As demonstrated in this Final EIR, the changes presented in this section do not constitute
new significant information warranting recirculation of the Draft EIR as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5. Rather, the Draft EIR is comprehensive and has been
prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

The supplementary information to the Draft EIR is presented below under the respective
EIR section heading, page number, paragraph, and the line within the referenced
paragraph. Deletions are shown with strikethrough-text and additions are shown with
double underline text. Existing text to remain unchanged is included as plain text, without
strikethrough or double underlines, to provide context for the revisions, clarifications, and
corrections.

1. Executive Summary

1. Pages ES-1 and ES-2, Subsection 1, Project Description, revise the last paragraph
on page ES-1 that continues onto page ES-2 as follows:

The Project would include a mix of residential, office, and restaurant/retail-anrd-hotel uses
within 10 distinct buildings over the Project Site totaling 2,318,534 sf, for a floor area ratio
(FAR) of 7.13:1. The Project would include: 4624 1,589 residential units, including
affordable housing units, totaling /34849 1,761,673 sf; 411,113 sf of office uses; and
404,088 145,748 sf of restaurant/retail uses1—anel—68—It\etel—Feems—eZ4—484—sf—ef—lqetel—\ﬁlee+C
area). The Project would include 463;325 170,275 sf of Los Angeles Municipal Code
(LAMC) required usable open space. In addition, the Project would include 90,113 sf of
publicly-accessible open space, including paseos passing between Central Avenue and
Alameda Street, plazas, and pocket parks within the North and South Sites. The proposed
buildings would range in height from two to 44 30 stories, with a maximum height of
497 364 feet. The Project would provide 2445 2,444 vehicle parking spaces within
subterranean parking (up to four levels) and six levels of podium parking in Building 2 and
four levels of podium parking in Building 9. The Project would also provide 446163 short-
term bicycle parking spaces and 696 629 long-term bicycle parking spaces.

1 The 104,088145,748 square feet of restaurant/retail floor area includes floor area for purposes of

calculating floor area per Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) requirements. An additional potential
12,477 square feet of outdoor dining/patio space may be incorporated into the Project, which does not
count towards the LAMC calculation of floor area. To provide a conservative analysis of
environmental impacts associated with the Projects retail/restaurant uses, the environmental analyses
included in Chapter 4, Environmental Impact Analysis, of this Draft EIR, evaluates a total of 443,565
158,225 square feet of restaurant/retail uses. It is assumed there would be 45,266 67,595 square feet
of retail uses and 68,299 90,630 square feet of restaurant uses (indoor and outdoor uses combined).
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

2. Pages ES-5 and ES-6, Subsection 3.a)(1)(b), Operation, remove the significant
and unavoidable operational impacts as follows:

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

3. Pages ES-8 and ES-9, Subsection 3.c)(2), Off-Site Construction Noise
(Cumulative Only), revise the 2nd and 3rd paragraphs as follows:

For PrOJect related hauI trucks wrth—rmelementatren—ef—%trgahen—Meaeure—N@l—l\AM—#

Street—enel—an—Street—whreh—weuld—%ngete—the—PrOJect IeveI |mpacts would be to-less
than S|gn|f|cant However if the related projects would contribute 34—truek—tnps—per—heur

trips per hour anng 1st Street east of AIameda Street, 137 truck trips per s per hour along along
Central Avenue between 1st Street and 2nd Street, 122 trips per hour along Central
Avenue between 2nd Street and 3rd Street, 171 trips per hour along 4th Street between
Hewitt Street and Merrick/Molino Street, and 112 trips per hour along 4th Street between
Alameda Street and Hewitt Street (see roadway segments in Table IV.G-10, Estimate of
Off-Site Construction Traffic Noise Impacts), the combined off-site construction noise
from Project haul trucks and related project trucks could exceed the significance
threshold.

For PrOJect related foundatlon concrete pour trucks there—s—ne—f-ea&bte—mmgatren

=gments to less than 3|gn|f|cant on a project-level. Iherefere—However related projects
contributing any additional truck trips on the same roadway segments at the same time
as the Project (see roadway segments in Table IV.G-10) would generate a cumulative
noise impact along these same roadway segments.

4. Page ES-9, Subsection 3.c)(3)(a), Project-Level, revise the 2nd sentence in the
1st paragraph as follows:

With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-MM-86, potential structural vibration
impacts at receptor V3 would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

5. Pages ES-9 and ES-10, Subsection 3.c)(3)(b), Cumulative, revise the two
paragraphs as follows:

The Project would implement Mitigation Measures NOI-MM-6 and NOI-MM-7 to reduce
construction vibration impacts. Implementation of these mitigation measures would

reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level, but because implementation of these

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

measures requires the consent of private property owners, which cannot be assured, but
not-eliminate;-the Project’s groundborne-level construction vibration impacts at receptor

location V3 but-impaets would remain significant and unavoidable.

Although it is expected that therelated-projects Related Project Nos. 9, 18, and 29 listed
with identified significant impacts would implement mitigation that would reduce
construction structural vibration impacts similar to the Project, overlapping construction
activities could result in significant cumulative impacts. Thus, the Project and related
projects—Related Project Nos. 9, 18, and 29 could together contribute to construction
vibration at receptor V3 that may exceed the structural vibration significance threshold.
Thus, it is conservatively concluded that the Project’'s contribution to cumulative
construction vibration associated with on-site construction equipment would be
cumulatively considerable and would represent a significant and unavoidable cumulative
impact.

6. Page ES-10, Subsection 4.b), Alternative 2: Above Grade Parking Alternative,
revise the paragraph as follows:

The purpose of Alternative 2 is to reduce the Project’s excavation volumes and, thus,
reduce the Project’s significant and unavoidable construction-related air quality and noise
impacts associated with excavation, grading, and hauling. As with the Project, Alternative
2 would remove all the existing buildings and associated surface parking from the Project
Site. However, as with the Project, a portion of the Los Angeles Cold Storage Building on
the North Site would be retained, if feasible. Alternative 2 would eliminate the Project’s
subterranean parking garages; reduce the Project’'s 2,445 2,444 parking spaces to 990
spaces, a reduction of 60 percent; and locate all parking in above-grade, enclosed parking
podiums within the building footprints. Excavation would be reduced from 651,000 cubic
yards (CY) to 36,286 CY, an approximate 94 percent reduction. Alternative 2 would
provide the same number of buildings and LAMC calculated floor area (2,318,534 sf) as
the Project. Fhe-However, the Project’s hotel-would-beremoved-from-the-scope-of-the
Project-and-the Projeet's-residential uses would be-inereased-from1,624-units-to-remain
at 1,589 units. With the inclusion of parking podiums in the lower stories, the heights of
some of the buildings would be greater than under the Project. The configuration of the
buildings, including the size of the building footprints and the relative location of the
buildings within the Project Site, would be similar to the Project. As with the Project,
Alternative 2 would provide 443,665 158,225 sf of retail and restaurant uses (indoor and
outdoor spaces) and 90,113 sf of landscaped and publicly-accessible open space and
paseos at ground level.

7. Pages ES-11, Subsection 4.c), Alternative 3: Historic Preservation/Reduced
Density Alternative, revise the 5th and 8th sentences of the paragraph as follows:

AIternatlve 3 represents a 30 percent reductlon in the PrOJects 2,318,534 sf of new
building floor area and would reduce the Project’s FAR from 7.13:1 to 5.90:1. Alternative

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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3 would retain the Project’s open space and paseos on the South Site. Parking would be
reduced from the Project’'s 2,445 2,444 spaces to 990 spaces, a 60 percent reduction
compared to the Project.

8. Pages ES-11, Subsection 4.d), Alternative 4: Historic Preservation/Office Use
Alternative, revise the 5th sentence of the paragraph as follows:

Parking would be reduced from 2,445 2,444 spaces to 928 spaces, a 62-5 percent
reduction compared to the Project.

9. Pages ES-12, Subsection 4.e), Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise the
2nd sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table V-14 Ability of Alternatives to Meet Project Objectives, in Chapter V,
Alternatives, of this Draft EIR, the No Project/No Build Alternative would not achieve the
underlying purpose of the Project to redevelop the underutilized Project Site with a high-
quality mixed-use development that includes new multi-family housing at varying income
levels, office, retail, hotel-and restaurant uses, as well as publicly-accessible open
spaces, that would revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding neighborhood, promote
walkability and use of public transit, and enhance the City’s economic base.

10.Pages ES-13, Subsection 5, Summary of Environmental Impacts, revise the 1st
sentence of the 2nd paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table ES-1, based on analyses contained in this Draft EIR the Project would
result in significant and unavoidable air quality impacts during construction—-anrd—during
intermittent-overlapping-construction-activities-and-operations, significant and unavoidable
impacts related to historical resources, and changes and potential removal of the historic,
six-story cold storage building, and temporary construction-related noise and vibration
(structural damage) impacts.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

11.Pages ES-15, Table ES-1, Summary of Project Impacts, Project Design Features,
and Mitigation Measures, revise the 4th column in the 1st row as follows:

Project Design Mitigation Measures  Project Impact
Environmental Impact Features (PDF) (MM) Determination

IV.A AIR QUALITY

CUMULATIVELY
CONSIDERABLE INCREASE
OF CRITERIA POLLUTANT
IN NONATTAINMENT AREA:
REGIONAL EMISSIONS

OPERATION See Project See Mitigation Measure - Significant-and
Design Feature AQ-MM-1 Unavoidable-with
AQ-PDF-1 (Construction Mitigation Less than
(construction Equipment Features),  Significant with Mitigation
power pole Mitigation Measure AQ- (during overlapping
usage). MM-2 (Concrete Truck construction and
Features), Mitigation operations) (Project-

Measure AQ-MM-3 Level and Cumulative)
(Emergency Generator  _ | ess than Significant

Maintenance & with Mitigation (during full

Testing), Mitigation Project operations)
Measure AQ-MM-4

(Electric Landscaping
Equipment), and
Mitigation Measure AQ-
MM-5 (Use of Super-
compliant VOC Paints).

12.Pages ES-27, Subsection 5.b), Mitigation Measures, revise Mitigation Measure
AQ-MM-1 as follows:

AQ-MM-1: Construction Equipment Features: The Applicant shall implement the
following construction equipment features for equipment operating at the Project Site.
These features shall be included in applicable bid documents, and successful
contractor(s) must demonstrate the ability to supply such equipment. Construction
features shall include the following:

e The Project shall utilize off-road diesel-powered construction equipment that
meets or exceeds the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Tier 4 Final off-road emissions
standards or equivalent for equipment rated at 506 25 horsepower (hp) or greater
during Project construction where available within the Los Angeles region. Such
equipment shall be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology (BACT) which
means a CARB certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filter or equivalent.

e Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. All construction equipment must be properly tuned and

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. The contractor
shall keep documentation on-site demonstrating that the equipment has been
maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’'s specifications. Tampering with
construction equipment to increase horsepower or to defeat emission control
devices shall be prohibited.

e Contractors shall ensure that all air compressors, cement and mortar mixers,
concrete/industrial saws, plate compactors, rollers, signal boards, skid-steer
loaders, sweepers/scrubbers and welders used during construction activities are
electric powered. Additionally, contractors shall ensure one piece of the following

types of equipment from each construction activity that uses them would be electric
powered: tractor/loader/backhoes, forklifts, graders, pumps and rough terrain
forklifts. In addition, where commercially available for the Project Site, construction

equipment shall meet Tier 5 requirements when standards are adopted by CARB.
For purposes of this mitigation measure, “commercially available” is defined as

equipment built by the original manufacturer and available for lease or hire within
20 miles of the City of Los Angeles and available in a similar timeframe to fossil-
fueled options. If Tier 5 engine equipment is not commercially available, the
contractor must show proof that the equipment is not commercially available by
providing letters from at least two independent rental companies, each of which
must own or operate a construction equipment fleet with total maximum
horsepower of greater than 2,500 horsepower, for each piece of off-road
equipment where the Tier 5 engine equipment is not available. This requirement
shall be incorporated into applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and
contracts with successful contractors demonstrating the ability to supply the
compliant construction equipment for use prior to any ground-disturbing and
construction activities. A copy of each unit's certified tier specification or model
year specification shall be available upon request at the time of mobilization of

each applicable unit of equipment.

2. Chapter Il. Project Description

1. Pages II-1 and II-2, Subsection 1, Introduction, revise the last paragraph on page
[I-1 that continues onto page II-2 as follows:

The Project would include a mix of residential, office, and restaurant/retail—and hotel uses
within 10 distinct buildings over the Project Site totaling 2,318,534 sf, for a floor area ratio
(FAR) of 7.13:1. The Project would include: 4524 1,589 residential units, including
affordable housing units, totaling 4734849 1,761,673 sf; 411,113 sf of office uses;
404,088 145,748 sf of restaurant/retail uses1—and—68—hetel—reem&el4-484$ﬂef—hetel—ﬂeer
area). The Project would include 463,325 170,275 sf of Los Angeles Municipal Code
(LAMC) required usable open space. In addition, the Project would include 90,113 sf of
publicly-accessible open space, including paseos passing between Central Avenue and
Alameda Street, plazas, and pocket parks within the North and South Sites. The proposed
buildings would range in height from two to 44 30 stories, with a maximum height of
497 364 feet. The Project would provide 2475 2,444 vehicle parking spaces within

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

subterranean parking (up to four levels) and six levels of podium parking in Building 2 and
four levels of podium parking in Building 9. The Project would also provide 446 163 short-
term bicycle parking spaces and 596 629 long-term bicycle parking spaces.

1

The 404,088 145,748 square feet of restaurant/retail floor area includes floor area for purposes of
calculating floor area per Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) requirements. An additional potential
12,477 square feet of outdoor dining/patio space may be incorporated into the Project, which does not
count towards the LAMC calculation of floor area. To provide a conservative analysis of
environmental impacts associated with the Projects retail/restaurant uses, the environmental analyses
included in Chapter 4, Environmental Impact Analysis, of this Draft EIR, evaluates a total of 443,565
158,225 square feet of restaurant/retail uses. It is assumed there would be 45;266 67,595 square feet
of retail uses and 68;299-90,630 square feet of restaurant uses (indoor and outdoor uses combined).

2. Page II-3, Subsection 1l.2.a), Project Location, revise Table II-1, Project Use and

Floor Area Summary, as follows:

TABLE I1-1

PROJECT USE AND FLOOR AREA SUMMARY

Square Feet

Square Feet

Residential Floor Restaurant/ Retail Square Feet Square-Feet Hotel
Area Floor Area Office Floor Area Floor-Area
North Site
Building 1 44,660 16,378 61,038 — —
pulding 2 400.222 (335 units) 12,694 - -
Subtotal North Site 694,571 400,222 29,072 73,732 — —
South Site
Building 3 — 15,291 81,854 —
Building 4 — 7,721 184,162 —
Building 5 407,217(425 units) 11,359 — —
pulding & 412,401 (250 units) 15,567 - #4;484-{68rooms)
Building 7 126,555 (123 units) 12,357 — —
Building 8 — 4,645 145,097 —
Building 9 293,574(312 units) 5,076 — —
Subtotal South Site 915,674 1,239,747 72,016 411,113 74,484
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE II-1
PROJECT USE AND FLOOR AREA SUMMARY

Square Feet Square Feet
Residential Floor Restaurant/ Retail Square Feet Square Feet Hotel
Area Floor Area Office Floor Area Floor-Area
West Site
Building 10 121,704 (144 units) — — —
14:731;849
Total Floor Areas by 1:521-units) 104.088 a 74,484
Use/Units/Rooms 1,761,673 (1,589 088 145,748 113 (68-rooms)
its)
Total Floor Area Ratio (FAR): Land Area (post-dedication): Total Floor Area:
7.13 325,069 sf 2,318,534 sf
Total Parking Spaces Provided: Short-Term Bicycle Spaces Long-Term Bicycle Spaces
2,475 2,444 Provided: 146 163 Provided: 596 629

The 404,088 145,748 square feet of restaurant/retail floor area includes floor area for purposes of calculating floor area
per LAMC requirements. An additional potential 12,477 square feet of outdoor dining/patio space may be incorporated
into the Project, which does not count towards the LAMC calculation of floor area. To provide a conservative analysis
of environmental impacts associated with the Projects retail/restaurant uses, the environmental analyses included in
Chapter 4, Environmental Impact Analysis, of this Draft EIR, evaluates a total of 443,665 158,225 square feet of
restaurant/retail uses. It is assumed there would be 45,266 67,595 square feet of retail uses and 68,299 90,630 square
feet of restaurant uses (indoor and outdoor uses combined).

See Table II-5, Vehicle Parking, for additional details on Project parking, including reductions on the Project’s parking
requirements in consideration of the bicycle parking provided per LAMC Section 12.21 A4.

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, February 2022. Updated in May 2024.

3. Page II-11, Subsection 2.d), Surrounding Land Uses, revise the 2nd and 3rd
sentences of the 1st paragraph as follows:

Thus, the Project Site is located adjacent to the Arts District, which is an emerging
neighborhood in the City’s Downtown area and has experienced an increased demand
for new retail, hotel,—creative office, and residential spaces. The Project Site is also
situated just south of the Little Tokyo neighborhood_and west of the Arts District, where
numerous former warehouse and other manufacturing/industrial structures are being
converted to artists’ workshops, live-work spaces, and neighborhood-serving retail and
commercial uses.

4. Pages lI-11 and 11-12, Subsection 3, Project Objectives, revise the 2nd paragraph
and Objective No. 1 as follows:

The underlying purpose of the Project is to redevelop the underutilized Project Site with
a high-quality mixed-use development that includes new multi-family housing at varying
income levels, office, retail, heteland restaurant uses, as well as publicly-accessible open
spaces, to revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding neighborhood, promote
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walkability and use of public transit, and enhance the City’s economic base. The Project’s
specific Project Objectives are as follows:

1. Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an array of new residential, office,
hetel-and commercial opportunities to the Central City neighborhood.

5. Page lI-13, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise the 2nd sentence of the
1st paragraph as follows:

On the North Site, the single-story warehouse would also be demolished, however, the
Project intends to preserve and adaptively reuse a portion of the existing six-story

industrial building on the North Site for retail-and-residential-amenity-retail/commercial

purposes.

6. Page 11-13, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise the 1st sentence of the
2nd paragraph as follows:

In place of the existing industrial uses and surface parking, the Project would develop a
mix of residential, hetel-retail/commercial, office, and community uses within 10 distinct
buildings on the North, South and West Sites.

7. Page II-13, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise the last sentence of the
3rd paragraph as follows:

Figure lI-9, Ground Level Uses, shows the breakdown between retail (including
restaurant), residential, and office;-and-hetel uses occurring at the first-floor level.

8. Pages II-14 to 1I-18, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise the following
figures: Figure |I-5, Proposed Program Diagram; Figure 11-6, Conceptual Site Plan;
Figure II-7, Ground Level Plan; Figure 11-8, Site Dimensions and Building Heights,
and Figure 1I-9, Ground Level Uses.

See revised Figures II-5 to 1I-9 on the following pages.
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Proposed Program Diagram
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Site Dimensions and Building Heights
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

9. Page 1I-19, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise Table II-2, Building
Stories, Heights, and Uses, as follows:

TABLE II-2
BUILDING STORIES, HEIGHTS AND USES

Project Building Height to the

Building # StoriesaP top of the Parapet Uses

Building 1 6 #4-88 feet Restaurant/RetailResidential-Amenities
Building 2 -44-30° 497 364 feet Residential, Restaurant/Retail
Building 3 7 93 feet Restaurant/Retail, Offices

Building 4 12 168 feet Restaurant/Retail, Offices

Building 5 28 292 feet Residential, Restaurant/Retail
Building 6 6-26 96-335 feet Residential, Restaurant/Retail,-Hotel
Building 7 109 124 feet Residential, Retail

Building 8 12 156 feet Offices, Retall

Building 9 27¢ 284 feet Residential, Retail

Building 10 18 181 feet Residential

@ Stories include rooftop floors that include indoor structures (i.e., amenity rooms).
b The number of stories does not include subterranean parking levels.

¢ Building 2 includes six (6) levels of podium parking.

d

There is a detached trio of two-story industrial sheds adjacent to Alameda Street, which are accounted for as
part of Building 7.

€ Building 9 includes four (4) levels of podium parking.
SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, February 2022. Updated in May 2024.

10.Page 11-19, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise the 1st and 2" sentences
of the last paragraph as follows:

The Project would provide 4:524 1,589 residential units totaling 4/34:849 1,761,673 sf,
411,113 sf of office uses, 464,088 145,748 sf of restaurant/retail uses for purposes of
calculating FAR per LAMC requirements; 3—and—68—hetel—|ﬂeems—tetahng—l4—484—sf The
Project is requesting a General Plan Amendment to change the Project Site’s land use
designation from Light Industrial to Regional Commercial, and a corresponding Vesting
Zone and Height District Change from M2-2D and M2-2D-O to €2-2 C2-3D.

3 The 401,088 145,748 square feet of restaurant/retail floor area includes floor area for purposes of
calculating floor area per LAMC requirements. An additional potential 12,477 square feet of outdoor
dining/patio space may be incorporated into the Project, which does not count towards the LAMC
calculation of floor area. To provide a conservative analysis of environmental impacts associated with
the Projects retail/restaurant uses, the environmental analyses included in Chapter 4, Environmental
Impact Analysis, of this Draft EIR, evaluates a total of 443,565 158,225 square feet of restaurant/retail
uses. Itis assumed there would be 45,266 67,595 square feet of retail uses and 68,299 90,630
square feet of restaurant uses (indoor and outdoor combined).
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

11.Page 1I-20, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

The proposed buildings would range in height from two stories to -44-30 stories, with a
maximum height of 497 364 feet to the top of the parapet. The Project would provide 2,445
2,444 parking spaces, a majority of which will be provided within subterranean parking
levels. Buildings 2 and 9 would also include fully enclosed and mechanically ventilated
above-grade podium parking levels. The Project would also include 446 163 short-term
bicycle parking spaces and 596 629 long-term bicycle parking spaces that would be
distributed throughout the Project Site.

12.Page 11-20, Subsection 4.a)(1), Project Overview, Subsection (a), North Site —
Buildings 1 and 2, revise the 1st sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

The North Site would include the development of two buildings (Buildings 1 and 2)
providing 23,643 473,954 sf of residential and restaurant/retail floor area. Of this total,
694,574 400,222 sf would be residential floor area and 29,642 73,732 sf would be
restaurant/retail floor area.

13.Page 1I-20, Subsection 4.a)(1)(a), North Site — Buildings 1 and 2, revise the 1st
sentence of the 2nd paragraph as follows:

The Project will, if feasible, adaptively reuse a portion of the existing six-story cold storage
building at 715 E. 4th Street as part of Building 1 to provide new restaurant/retail uses-and
dontial s,

14.Page 1I-20, Subsection 4.a)(1)(a), North Site — Buildings 1 and 2, revise the 3rd
paragraph as follows:

Building 1 would consist of 61,038 sf of floor area, with a height of 74 88 feet. Building 1
would include 46,378 61,038 sf of restaurant/retail floor area within twe-all floors, the-first

level-and-including the subterranean P1 level (no new excavation below Building 1 would
be required by the Project). Design of Building 1 includes a new elevated rooftop cornice
S|m|Iar to BU|Id|ng 23 Levels 2 through 6 of BU|Id|ng 1 would Comprlse 44660 sf of

aetmqty—areas—anel—elubheuse—spaees—A new rooftop for BU|Id|ng 1 wouId serve as an open

terrace prowdlng erX|bIe event space for seatlng, hardscape landscape areas—and—a—peel—

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

15. Page 11-20, Subsection 4.a)(1)(a), North Site — Buildings 1 and 2, revise Figure |I-
10, Publicly-Accessible Open Space Plan.

See revised Figure 11-10 on the following page.

16.Page 1I-22, Subsection 4.a)(1)(a), North Site — Buildings 1 and 2, revise the 1st
three paragraphs as follows:

Building 2 would be up to -44- 30 stories and would reach a maximum height of 497
approximately 364 feet to the top of the parapet. The six-story portion of Building 2 would
be located immediately adjacent to the east side of Building 1. There would be vehicular
drive connections on Levels 2—6 of Building 2 connecting the structured parking in the to
44 30-story portion of Building 2 and the lower six-story portion of Building 2. There would
be retail uses on the ground level of the six-story portion of Building 2. Overall, Building
2 would comprise a total of 662,605 412,916 sf, with the ground level providing 12,694 sf
of restaurant/retail floor area.

As explained further below, Levels 1 through 6 in the -44-30-story portion of Building 2
would include structured parking, which are not included in the building floor area.
However, Level 1 would also include retail and or restaurant uses along Central Avenue.

m%e—B&#d+ng4—s—m¢enePpaﬁeH4g—s#ueture#em—Gen#akAvenue The upperfloors (Levels 7

through 33-30) would consist exclusively of residential units. Building 2 would provide 449
335 residential units, with a total residential floor area of 649,944 400,222 sf. The
residential units would range in size from approximately 625 504 sf to 4,934 966 sf. The
proposed mix of residential units would include 74 95 studio units, 222 192 one-bedroom
units, 4+ 48 two-bedroom units;-and-42-three-bedroom-units. Level44 The Rooftop deck

would provide common outdoor open space and-indooramenity-space-for residential use.

Structured parking would be provided in Levels 1 through 6 in Building 2 and in four
subterranean levels below Building 2 to accommodate 3% 706 vehicle parking spaces,
26-37 short-term bicycle parking spaces, and 447 126 long term bicycle parking spaces.
Building 2 would provide rooftop amenities including a water feature/pool, landscaping,
and hardscape/deck areas, shown above in Figure 1I-6.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

17.Page 1I-22, Subsection 4.a)(1)(b), South Site — Buildings 3 through 9, revise the
1st paragraph as follows:

The South Site would include the development of seven buildings (Buildings 3 through
9), with a total residential floor area of 945;5674 1,239,747 sf, 411,113 sf of office floor
area, and 72,016 sf of restaurant/retail floor area;and74,484-sf-of-hotel-floorarea. The
South Site would provide a total of 928 1,110 residential units;,-as-well-as-68-hotel-guest
roems. In addition, as illustrated in Figure 11-10, the South Site would provide 83,805 sf of
publicly-accessible open space on the ground level including several plazas, as well as
paseos that would connect Central Avenue to Alameda Street.

18.Page 11-23, Subsection 4.a)(1)(b), South Site — Buildings 3 through 9, revise the
2nd paragraph as follows:

Building 6 would be developed as a six-story-26-story, 478;279 427,968 sf combined
residential and—hetel—buudlng that would include 15,567 sf of restaurant/retail floor area.
vel- The building
would mclude 6&250 reS|dent|aI unlts (approxmately 969—sf—eaeh 225 sf in average ) on
floors two through 26-fix
two-through-five. Residential amenltles would be prowded on Levelg 1,6,9,and 25 and 25 The
residential units would include t6-44 145 one-bedroom units, and-24-twe-bedroem-uhits
48 two-bedroom units, and 57 three-bedroom units. The building would provide a total of
88,228 412,401 sf of residential floor area-and—+#4;484-st-of-hotelfloorarea. Building 6
would reach a maximum height to the parapet of approximately 96 335 feet.

19.Page 11-23, Subsection 4.a)(1)(b), South Site — Buildings 3 through 9, revise the
last sentence of the last paragraph as follows:

Within the South Site, there would be three levels of subterranean parking with additional
structured parking on Levels 2, 3, and 4, and a portion of Level 1 of Building 9. The
subterranean and podium levels would provide a total of 1,713 vehicle parking spaces,
449-460 long-term bicycle parking spaces, and 420 122 short-term bicycle parking
spaces.

20.Pages 1I-25 to 1I-27, Subsection 4.a)(2), Architecture and Design, revise the
following figures: Figure 11-11, Project Site Section from Central Avenue; Figure II-
12, Project Site Section from Alameda Street, and; Figure 1l-13, Project Site
Section as Viewed from the South.

See revised Figures II-11 to 1I-13 on the following pages.
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Figure 11-11

Project Site Section from Central Avenue
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Figure 11-12
Project Site Section from Alameda Street
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

21.Page 11-28, Subsection 4.a)(2), Architecture and Design, revise the last paragraph
as follows:

Building 2 (up to 44-30 stories) would be the tallest building on the Project Site and located
in the northernmost portion of the Project Site, to continue the Central Los Angeles high-
rise development pattern and put the highest density closest to the forthcoming Metro
Little Tokyo/Arts District Regional Connector station. The to 44-30-story tower portion of
Building 2 would be wrapped in a bush hammered purple concrete shell, with six four
large punched circular openings (each spanning six stories in height) positioned vertically
up the building on its east and west fagades, and surrounded by smaller human-scaled
openings for individual units that cover the north and south fagades. The tower has a third
more solid facade design at its base, with even smaller circular punched openings,
shrouding the parking podium on the north, east, and south. The shell’s larger openings
would offer views toward the Financial District to the west, and mountains to the north

ground level and structured parking on Levels 2-6, would also be wrapped in a bush
hammered purple concrete shell, with small circular punched openings on the parking
levels to provide screening for parking uses.

22.Pages 1I-29 to 1l-34, Subsection 4.a)(2), Architecture and Design, revise the
following figures: Figure 1l-14, Conceptual Aerial View Toward Downtown Los
Angeles; Figure 11-15, View of Central Avenue at 4th Street, Figure 11-16, View of
Central Courtyard, Figure Il 17, North Site Exterior Building Materials — Viewed
from Central Avenue; Figure |I-18, South Site Exterior Building Materials — Viewed
from Central Avenue, and Figure 11-19, South Site Exterior Building Materials —
Viewed from Alameda Street.

See revised Figures II-14 to 1I-19 on the following pages.

23.Page 1I-36, Subsection 4.a)(2), Architecture and Design, delete and replace the
3rd paragraph as follows:

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
Final Environmental Impact Report 5 October 2024
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SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2024 Fourth & Central Project

Figure 1I-14
Conceptual Aerial View Toward Downtown Los Angeles



SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2024 Fourth & Central Project

Figure 1I-15
View of Central Avenue at 4th Street



SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2024 Fourth & Central Project

Figure 11-16
View of Central Courtyard
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Figure 11-17
North Site Exterior Building Materials — Viewed from Central Avenue
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Figure 11-18
South Site Exterior Building Materials — Viewed from Central Avenue
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Figure 11-19
South Site Exterior Building Materials — Viewed from Alameda Street



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

Building 6 (26 stories) would be a residential building featuring a unigue massing divided

into three distinct bars, creating a visual rhythm that steps down to the central courtyard,
fostering a sense of continuity within the overall Project. Its facade combines metal
panels, stone, and exposed concrete, all in a neutral color palette, complemented by
glass storefronts. The tallest bar would offer panoramic views of downtown Los Angeles,
while the two lower bars would have landscaped rooftop amenity spaces. Retail spaces
would activate the ground level for both residents and visitors.

24.Page 11-38, Subsection 4.a)(3), Landscaping and Open Space, remove the “Note”
from the bottom of Table 11-3, Publicly-Accessible Open Space Program Summary,
as follows:

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2022, with locations corresponding to Figure 11-10
of this Draft EIR.

25.Page 11-40, Subsection 4.a)(3), Landscaping and Open Space, revise the 1st three
paragraphs as follows:

The South Site would also feature a large courtyard within Building 6 (residential and
hetel-building). However, this space would be for private use for Building 6’s residents
and-hotelguests and is not included as publicly-accessible open space. No publicly-
accessible open space would be provided on the West Site

The Project’s residential open space and amenity features would include rooftop terraces,
community gardens, swimming pools, spa areas, common areas with BBQs, kitchen
spaces and outdoor seating, meditation and quiet areas, game rooms, a dog walk, plazas,
and parks. Private and common open space as required by the LAMC for use by the
Project’s residents is summarized in Table ll-4, Open Space, Trees and Landscape
Summary. The residential uses would require a total of 463,325 170,275 sf of open space
(including private and common open space) and would provide 463;325 170,275 sf of
usable open space. Of this, 405;2148-94,547 sf would be outdoor and rooftop common
open space, approximately 25 percent of which is required to be landscaped. The Project
would provide a minimum of 26,305 23,637 sf of landscaped open space (25 percent),
thus meeting the LAMC requirement.

The residential uses would generate a requirement of 382 399 trees to be provided within
the Project Site. In addition, the existing 20 street trees to be removed during Project
construction would be required to be replaced at a 2:1 ratio for a total of 40 replacement
trees. Overall, the total tree planting for the Project would require 422 439 new trees which
the Project would provide. Tree placement is illustrated in Figure lI-21, Overall Tree
Planting Plan.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

26.Page 1l-41, Subsection 4.a)(3), Landscaping and Open Space, Table |I-4, Open
Space, Trees and Landscape Summary, revise the open space and landscaping
description for Building 2 as follows:

Buildings with
Residential Code-Required Required Landscape Trees
Uses Open Space? TreesP Open Space Provided® Provided Provided
Building 2 50,825-sf H384 ~—Common-Outdoor{Level): 8444-sf 6-trees
(F4-studio; 5:483-sf 4975t 32 trees
222 1-BR; - Common Outdoor (Rooftop
H1-2-BR-42-H- Level 7 of Building 1 & 2):
BR)-34,700 sf 18,695 11,350 sf
(95 studio, 192 - Common Outdoor (Rooftop
1-BR, 48 2-BR) Level 44-31 of Building 2):

43;£30-7,650 sf

Building-1):-5,257 st (Max-25%
ofrequired-open-space)

- Residential Lobby (Level 1 and
44-of Building 2: 4;078-948 sf
(Max. 25% of required open
space)

ofrequired-open-space)

- Private Open Space
(Balconies): 4,675-14,752 sf
(Max. 50 sf/unit)

Total Building 2: 50,825 34,700 sf

27.Page 11-42, Subsection 4.a)(3), Landscaping and Open Space, Table |I-4, Open
Space, Trees and Landscape Summary, revise the open space and landscaping
description for Building 6 as follows:

Buildings with
Residential Code-Required  Required Landscape Trees
Uses Open Space? TreesP Open Space Provided® Provided Provided
Building 6 +400-sf 4763 trees Common Outdoor (Rooftop 4962 st 364
(441BR 242 Level 6, 9, & 26 of Building 6): 5,430 sf trees
BR) +400-15,237 sf
30.475 sf Residential Lobby (Level 1 of
2-BR, 57 3-BR) Recreation Room (Level 1,6, 9, &

25): 6,319 sf

Private Open Space (Balconies):
7,619 sf (Max. 50 sf/unit)

Total Building 6: 7;400-30,475 sf
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

28.Page 11-43, Subsection 4.a)(3), Landscaping and Open Space, Table |l-4, Open
Space, Trees and Landscape Summary, revise the last four (4) rows showing the
Project’s open space and tree totals as follows:

Buildings with
Residential Code-Required Required Landscape Trees
Uses Open Space? TreesP Open Space Provided® Provided Provided
Total 163,325-170,275 Common Outdoor: 405,218
Residential sf 94,547 sf
Open Space Recreation Rooms (Indoor

Amenity Spaces): 25;838-sf 26,305

(16%) 25,763 st (15%)" 23,637 sf

Private Open Space (25% min.

49,965 sf (29%) required

per

Total Provided Residential LAMC)

Open Space: 163;325-170,275 sf
Other Trees 93 trees
throughout
Project Site
Subtotal 382 399
Trees frees
Replacement 20 trees at 40 trees
of Removed 2:1
Street Trees replacement

=40

Total Trees 422 439 trees 422 439
Required for trees
Project Site provide

d

a8 LAMC Section 12.21 G requires the following usable open space per dwelling unit: 100 sf for each unit having less than
three habitable rooms; 125 sf for each unit having three habitable rooms; and 175 sf for each unit having more than
three habitable rooms. For the Project, Studio and 1-bedroom units would require 100 sf of open space, 2-bedroom
units would require 125 sf of open space and ll-bedroom units would require 175 sf of open space.

The Project is required to provide one tree for every four dwelling units, pursuant to LAMC Section 12.21 G.

Open space may include private residential open space, such as balconies; common open space such as swimming
pools and spas; and common open space that is accessible to the public.

Recreation rooms cannot count for more than 25 percent of the required common open space per LAMC Section 12.21
G 2(a)(4)(i)-

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, February 2022. Updated in May 2024.

29.Page 11-45, Subsection 4.a)(3), Landscaping and Open Space, revised Figure II-
21, Overall Tree Planting Plan.

See revised Figure 1I-21 on the following page.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

30.Page 11-47, Subsection 4.a)(c), Vehicle Parking, revise the last 2 paragraphs as
follows:

The Project Site is located within the Los Angeles State Enterprise Zone, which permits
general commercial uses to provide two (2) parking spaces per 1,000 sf of gross
commercial floor area. (LAMC Section 12.21 A.4(x)) The Project Site is also part of the
Central City Parking District, which governs the Project’s residential and-hetel parking
requirements. (LAMC Section 12.21 A.4(p)) The parking requirement for residential
projects in the Central City Parking District is one space for each dwelling unit with three
or fewer habitable rooms and 1.25 spaces for units with more than three habitable rooms.

(LAMC Sectlon 12.21 A4(p)) Parking—regquirements{orhotels—withintheGentral Gity

The Project’s vehicular parking requirement (prior to design modifications) under the
LAMC is 2,668 2,789 spaces. For informational purposes, the Project prior to its design

modifications Hewever;, and pursuant to LAMC Section 12.21 A.4, theProject—will
proposed to replace some of its required vehicular parking spaces with bicycle parking
spaces, which reduced the total vehicular parking requirement to 2,474 2,588 spaces.
The Project would provide a total of approximately 2,445 2,444 vehicle spaces and 742
792 bicycle spaces;-thus;-meeting LAMC-parkingrequirements. The parking calculations

for the Project’'s various uses are provided in Table ll-5, Vehicular Parking, for
informational purposes.

Pursuant to Assembly Bill 2097 (AB 2097; California Government Code Section 65585 et
seq.), the City is prohibited from imposing a minimum automobile parking requirement on
most development projects located within a half-mile radius of a major transit stop. Since
the Project is located within a half-mile radius of a major transit stop and has removed the
proposed hotel component, the Project with design modifications is eligible for the parking
exemption under AB 2097, and is therefore not required to provide any vehicular parking
spaces. Nonetheless, the Project is still proposing to provide 2,444 parking spaces.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

31.Page 11-48, Subsection 4.a)(c), Vehicle Parking, revise Table II-5, Vehicle Parking,

as follows:
TABLE II-5
VEHICULAR PARKINGE

Use Rate Per LAMC Required
Residential® 1 space per unit with 3 or less habitable 16142 1,674
(4,521 1,589 units: 4,456 1,248 du with 3 ~ rooms; 1.25 space per unit with more than spaces
or less habitable rooms, 365 341 du with 3 habitable rooms
greater than 3 habitable rooms)
Retail® 2 spaces per 1,000 sf 203 292
(404,088 145,748 sf) spaces
Office® 2 spaces per 1,000 sf 823 spaces
(411,113 sf)
Hotel® First 20-rooms—1-space-per2-guest 20-spaces
(68-guestrooms) foems

Next-20-roems—I1-space-per4-guest

rooms

R - | 5

rooms
Total Project Requirements 2,658 2,789

spaces
Bicycle Parking Reduction Bicycle Spaces Vehicle Space Reduction
Residential (8%) 60+ 521 spaces (125 134 vehicle spaces reduction)
Hotel {16%)-12-spaces{3-spaces)
Non-Residential (6% 6%) 224 271 spaces (56 67 vehicle spaces reduction)
Total Project Requirement with Bicycle Parking Reduction 2,474
2,588 spaces
Total Parking Spaces provided by Project 2,475 2,444
spaces

@ Parking rates per LAMC Section 12.21 A.4(p) for residential and-hetel uses within Central City Parking District.
b Parking rates per LAMC Section 12.21 A.4(x)(3) for commercial uses within a State Enterprise Zone.

¢ _This table includes parking requirements based on LAMC r

uirements for informational purpos

. Because

the Project is located within a half-mile radius of a major transit stop and has removed the proposed hotel

with ign modifi
rovi ny vehi

mponent, the Proj
herefore not requir:

ions i
lar parkin

ligible for th rking exemption un

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2022. Updated in May 2024.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

32.Page 1l-48, Subsection 4.a)(c), Vehicle Parking, revise the 2nd paragraph as
follows:

The Project will include #42 792 bicycle parking spaces (446 163 short-term and 596 629
long-term spaces), as required by LAMC Section 12.21 A.16(a)(2). The Project’s bicycle
parking spaces and facilities will be provided at various locations throughout the Project
Site, which include lockers, fix-it/repair stations and showers.

33.Page 1I-53, Subsection 4.b), Requested Permits and Approvals, revise the 2nd
bullet point on the page as follows:

e Pursuant to LAMC Sections 12.32 F and 12.32 Q, a Vesting Zone Change
and Height District Change to change the zone from M2-2D/M2-2D-0 to C2-
2 C2-3D; and

34.Page 11-53, Subsection 4.b), Requested Permits and Approvals, remove the last
bullet point on the page as follows:

3. Chapter IV.A Air Quality

1. Page IV.A-1, Subsection 1, Infroduction, add a sentence at the end of the
paragraph as follows:

This section relies on information included in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas
Technical Documentation (AQ and GHG Technical Documentation), provided in Appendix
B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the Final EIR for air quality calculations associated

with the Project with design modifications.

2. Page IV.A-29, Subsection 2.c)(2)(f), Project Location and Surrounding Land Uses,
revise the last two sentences of the paragraph as follows:

The Project Site is located adjacent to the Arts District, which is an emerging
neighborhood in the City’s Downtown area and has experienced an increased demand
for new retail, hotel,—creative office, and residential spaces. The Project Site is also
situated just south of the Little Tokyo neighborhood_and west of the Arts District, where
numerous former warehouse and other manufacturing/industrial structures are being
converted to artists’ workshops, live-work spaces, and neighborhood-serving retail and
commercial uses.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

3. Page IV.A-34, Subsection 3.b), Methodology, add a sentence at the end of the
paragraph as follows:

The evaluation of potential impacts to regional and local air quality that may result from
the construction and long-term operations of the Project is discussed below. Additional
details are provided in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Technical Appendix in
Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the Final EIR for air quality calculations

associated with the Project with design modifications.

4. Page IV.A-38, Subsection 3.b)(5), Construction Emission Methodology, add a
sentence at the end of the 1st partial paragraph as follows:

A detailed discussion of the Project’s construction phasing and equipment list is available
in the Technical Appendix for Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions for the Project,
which is provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR.®° See Appendix C of the Final EIR for
details associated with the Project with design modifications.

5. Page IV.A-40, Subsection 3.b)(6), Operational Emissions Methodology, revise the
footnote as follows:

64 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR; see Appendix F of the Final EIR for the

VMT analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

6. Page IV.A-41, Subsection 3.b)(6), Operational Emissions Methodology, revise the
1st sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

Stationary sources would also include emergency generators with one emergency
generator in Building 2 on the North Site with an estimated capacity rated at approximately
2:600-kilowatts(3,353-horsepower) 2,000 kilowatts (2,682 horsepower), two emergency
generators shared between Buildings 3, 4 and 5 on the South Site with an estimated
capacity rated at approximately 1,500 kilowatts (2,012 horsepower) each, two emergency
generators shared between Buildings 6, 7, 8 and 9 on the South Site, one with an
estimated capacity rated at approximately 2,000 kilowatts (2,682 horsepower) and one
with an estimated capacity rated at approximately 2,500 kilowatts (3,353
horsepower)each, and one emergency generator in Building 10 on the West Site with an
estimated capacity rated at approximately 1,500 kilowatts (2,012 horsepower), which
would provide emergency power primarily for lighting and other emergency building
systems.

7. Page IV.A-42, Subsection 3.b)(6), Operational Emission Methodology, add a
sentence at the end of the 15t full paragraph as follows:

For further explanation, please see the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Technical Documentation in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C and Appendix
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D of the Final EIR for air quality calculations and updated energy calculations associated
with operation of the Project with design modifications.

8. Page IV.A-42, Subsection 3.b)(7), Localized Emissions, add a sentence at the
end of the 15t full paragraph as follows:

For further explanation, please see Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the
Final EIR for air quality calculations associated with operation of the Project with design
modifications.

9. Page IV.A-43, Subsection 3.b)(9), Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts
(Construction and Operations), revise the 3rd sentence of the 1st paragraph as
follows:

As further described below, the City is not required to conduct a quantified health risk
assessment (HRA) for mixed-use development projects that include multi-family housing,
office, retail, hetel-and restaurant uses, such as the Project, as the applicable standards
and guidance that are available are intended for evaluation of health risks associated with
stationary long-term sources of TAC emissions.

10.Page IV.A-44, Subsection 3.b)(9), Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts
(Construction and Operations), revise the 15t two sentences of the 1st full
paragraph as follows:

The Project is not a “Hot Spots” Program project but rather involves the construction and
operation of a mixed-use development that includes multi-family housing, office, retail,
hotel-and restaurant uses. The OEHHA Guidance Manual applies to stationary source
operations which have no applicability to mixed-use projects that consist of residential,
hetel-retail, office, and restaurant uses, such as the Project.

11.Page IV.A-45, Subsection 3.b)(9), Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts
(Construction and Operations), revise the 15t sentence of the 1st paragraph as
follows:

To date, the SCAQMD has not conducted public workshops ror developed policies relating
to the applicability of applying the Guidance Manual for projects prepared by other public/lead
agencies subject to CEQA, for short-term construction emissions, or for mixed-use
development projects that include multi-family housing, office, retail, hetel-and restaurant
uses, such as the Project.
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12.Page IV.A-45, Subsection 3.b)(9), Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts
(Construction and Operations), revise the 3rd sentence of the 2nd paragraph
as follows:

As the Project consists of multi-family housing, office, retail, hetel-and restaurant uses,
the Project would not include sources of substantial TAC emissions identified by the
SCAQMD or CARB siting recommendations.”?73

13.Page IV.A-45, Subsection 3.b)(9), Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts
(Construction and Operations), revise the last sentence of the 2nd paragraph
as follows:

The siting of the Project itself in relation to off-site sources of TACs is addressed under
land use compatibility for the surrounding area in Section HV.G, Land Use and Planning,
of this Draft EIR.

14.Page IV.A-46, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(i), Criterion 1, revise the 5th
and 6th sentences of the 1st paragraph as follows:

With respect to the first criterion, as discussed in more detail under the analysis for
Threshold (b) below, regional concentrations of NO2 as NOx, VOC, SO2, CO, PM10, and
PM2.5 have been analyzed for the Project. As shown in Tables IV.A-7 through IV.A-11 in
Threshold (b) below, regional maximum daily Project construction emissions would
exceed the SCAQMD regional construction emissions thresholds for VOC, NOx, and CO.
With implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-1 and AQ-MM-2, as shown in Tables
IV.A-14 through IV.A-18, NOx and CO for regional construction emissions would remain
above SCAQMD regional construction emissions thresholds. As shown in Table IV.A-12
in Threshold (b) below, regional maximum daily Project interim operations emissions
would exceed the SCAQMD regional operations emissions thresholds for NOx. With
implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-1, AQ-MM-2, AQ-MM-3, AQ-MM-4 and
AQ-MM-5, as shown in Table IV.A-19, NOx emissions would be reduced to below regional

operatlonal em|SS|ons thresholds durlng interim ogeratlons—hewevePGQ—fer—Fe@enai

15.Page IV.A-51, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(a)(ii), Operations Growth
Projections, revise the 1st paragraph as follows:

Based on the 2016-2040 SCAG RTP/SCS growth projections, the Project’s proposed
3;423 3,576 population increase would comprise approximately 1.6 percent of SCAG’s
year 2040 2030 estimated increase of 218,257 in population growth within the City and
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

approximately 0.7 percent of SCAG’s 2040 estimated increase of 491,079 population
growth within the City, relative to 2022.7° Based on the 2016-2040 SCAG RTP/SCS
growth projections, the Project’s proposed 4,624 1,589 housing units would comprise
approximately 2.9 3.0 percent of SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 52,114
households within the City and approximately 68-6 0.7 percent of SCAG’s 2040 estimated
increase of 234,514 households within the City, relative to 2022.8° Based on the 2016-
2040 SCAG RTP/SCS growth projections, the Project would result in an increase in the
number of employees on the Project Site of approximately 2,039 2,073 net new
employees, which would comprise approximately 1.5 percent of SCAG’s year 2030
estimated increase of 135,057 employees within the City and approximately 0.7 percent
of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 303,879 employees within the City.8' However,
the Project would have a small effect on the overall employment projections for the City.

16.Page IV.A-51, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(a)(ii), Operations Growth
Projections, revise the 1st three sentences of the 2nd full paragraph and
footnotes as follows:

Based on the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS growth projections, the Project’s proposed 3;423
3.576 population increase would comprise approximately 1.5 percent of SCAG’s year
2030 estimated increase of 231,034 households within the City and approximately 0.5
percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 664,224 population growth within the City,
relative to 2022.8? Based on the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS growth projections, the Project’s
proposed 4624 1,589 housing units would comprise approximately 43 1.4 percent of
SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 117,517 households within the City and
approximately 0.5 percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 337,862 households
within the City, relative to 2022.83 Based on the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS growth projections,
the Project would result in an increase in the number of employees on the Project Site of
approximately 2,039 2,073 net new employees, which would comprise approximately 2.6
percent of SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 79,337 employees within the City
and approximately 0.9 percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 228,096 employees
within the City.8*

82 Refer to Section IV. H, Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR for additional information. Refer to

the revisions presented for Section IV. H, Population and Housing, in this Section lll of the Final EIR
for additional information regarding Project design modifications.
83 Refer to Section IV.H, Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR for additional information. Refer to the

revisions presented for Section 1V. H, Population and Housing, in this Section Il of the Final EIR for
additional information regarding Project design modifications.

84 Refer to Section IV.H, Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR for additional information. Refer to the
revisions presented for Section IV. H, Population and Housing, in this Section Il of the Final EIR for
additional information regarding Project design modifications.
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17.Page IV.A-53, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(b)(ii), Operations, revise
the 1st sentence of the 2nd paragraph as follows:

The Project’s location, design, and land uses would support transportation control
strategies related to reducing vehicle trips for residents, patrons and employees by
increasing residential, hetel-office, retail, and restaurant density near public transit.

18.Page IV.A-54, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(b)(ii), Operations, revise
the last sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

As described above, by locating its residential, hetel—office, retail, and restaurant uses
within an area that has existing high quality public transit (with access to existing local and
regional bus service), employment opportunities, restaurants, and entertainment, all within
walking distance, and by including features that support and encourage pedestrian activity
and other non-vehicular transportation and increased transit use in the Central City
Community Plan area of the City, the Project would reduce vehicle trips and VMT, and the
corresponding reduction in air pollutant emissions.

19.Page IV.A-54, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(b)(ii), Operations, revise
the footnote as follows:

87 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR; see Appendix F of the Final EIR for the
VMT analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

20.Page IV.A-55, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, revise 2nd sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

As such, the Project would reduce vehicle trips and air pollutant emissions generated by
the proposed development by locating residential, hetel-office, retail, and restaurant land
uses within an identified TPA that has multiple public transit options (with access to
existing local and regional bus and rail service), and employment opportunities,
restaurants and entertainment, all within walking distance.

21.Page IV.A-57, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, Table IV.A-6, Consistency with Applicable Air Quality Policies of the
General Plan, revise the 2nd sentence of the conflict analysis for Air Quality
Element Goal 2 as follows:

In addition, the Project would include on-site residential, hetel—office, retail, and
commercial/restaurant land uses which would serve the local community and reduce
reliance on single-occupancy vehicles.

22.Page IV.A-59, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, Table IV.A-6, Consistency with Applicable Air Quality Policies of the
General Plan, revise the 1st sentence of the conflict analysis for Air Quality
Element Goal 4 as follows:
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The Project would reduce trips and VMT due to its mixed-use design and increased
density in an urban infill location within an identified HQTA and TPA, on-site amenities
and residential, hetel—office, retail, commercial/restaurant uses, access to public
transportation within a quarter-mile of the Project Site, and close proximity to multiple
other destinations including job centers and retail uses.

23.Page IV.A-60, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, Table IV.A-6, Consistency with Applicable Air Quality Policies of the
General Plan, revise the 2nd sentence of the conflict analysis for Air Quality
Element Objective 4.2 as follows:

The Project would include on-site retail, office, hetek—restaurant, commercial, and
residential land uses that would serve the local community and would be located within a
quarter-mile of off-site commercial and residential uses.

24 Page IV.A-61, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, Table IV.A-6, Consistency with Applicable Air Quality Policies of the
General Plan, revise the 1st sentence of the conflict analysis for Air Quality
Element Policy 4.2.2 as follows:

The Project would provide residential, office, retail, hetel-and commercial/restaurant uses
in a compact urban infill location.

25.Page IV.A-62, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, Table IV.A-6, Consistency with Applicable Air Quality Policies of the
General Plan, revise the 3rd to last sentence of the conflict analysis for Air
Quality Element Goal 5 as follows:

The Project would also include 422-439 new trees, including street trees.

26.Page IV.A-63, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), General Plan Air Quality
Element, revise the 3rd to last sentence of the 1st partial paragraph and
footnote as follows:

As shown in Appendix B, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Appendix, and the
Project’s TA, included as Appendix J of this Draft EIR,%* incorporation of USEPA MXD
VMT reduction features applicable to the Project results in a 34-0-35.4-percent reduction
in overall VMT for the Project and resultant pollutant emissions.

94 Central Project, June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR;_see Appendix F of the
Final EIR for the VMT analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

27.Page IV.A-63, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(2)(a), Construction, revise
Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-1, Construction Equipment Features, as follows:

AQ-MM-1: Construction Equipment Features: The Applicant shall implement the
following construction equipment features for equipment operating at the Project Site.
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These features shall be included in applicable bid documents, and successful
contractor(s) must demonstrate the ability to supply such equipment. Construction
features shall include the following:

The Project shall utilize off-road diesel-powered construction equipment that
meets or exceeds the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Tier 4 Final off-road emissions
standards or equivalent for equipment rated at 86-25 horsepower (hp) or greater
during Project construction where available within the Los Angeles region. Such
equipment shall be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology (BACT) which
means a CARB certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filter or equivalent.

Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. All construction equipment must be properly tuned and
maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. The contractor
shall keep documentation on-site demonstrating that the equipment has been
maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. Tampering with
construction equipment to increase horsepower or to defeat emission control
devices shall be prohibited.

Contractors shall ensure that all air compressors, cement and mortar_mixers,
concrete/industrial saws, plate compactors, rollers, signal boards, skid-steer
loaders, sweepers/scrubbers and welders used during construction activities are
electric-powered. Additionally, contractors shall ensure one piece of the following
types of equipment from each construction activity that uses them would be
electric-powered: tractor/loader/backhoes, forklifts, graders, pumps and rough
terrain forklifts. In addition, where commercially available for the Project Site,
construction equipment shall meet Tier 5 requirements when standards are
adopted by CARB. For purposes of this mitigation measure, “commercially
available” is defined as equipment built by the original manufacturer and available
for lease or hire within 20 miles of the City of Los Angeles and available in a similar
timeframe to fossil-fueled options. If Tier 5 engine equipment is not commercially
available, the contractor must show proof that the equipment is not commercially
available by providing letters from at least two independent rental companies, each
of which must own or operate a construction equipment fleet with total maximum
horsepower of greater than 2,500 horsepower, for each piece of off-road
equipment where the Tier 5 engine equipment is not available. This requirement
shall be incorporated into applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and
contracts with successful contractors demonstrating the ability to supply the
compliant _construction equipment for use prior to any ground-disturbing and
construction activities. A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification or model
year specification shall be available upon request at the time of mobilization of
each applicable unit of equipment.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

28.Page IV.A-66, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(a), Construction, add a
sentence at the end of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

Detailed emissions calculations are provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See
Appendix C of this Final EIR for air quality calculations associated with the Project

with design modifications.

29.Page IV.A-66, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(a), Construction, revise the
last sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

Therefore, the Project’s temporary impact related to regional VOC, NOx and
CO construction emissions would be potentially significant-and-mitigation-is

%As—dmeussed—belew—thrs—rmpaet—we&ld—remam—sgmﬂeam—and

30.Page IV.A-72, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), Operation, add a sentence
after the 3rd sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

Mobile, stationary, and area source operational regional criteria pollutant emissions were
calculated for the Project’s full buildout year. Operational emission estimates include
compliance with SCAQMD rules and regulations, such as Rule 1113 (Architectural
Coatings), which limits the VOC content of architectural coatings. Detailed emissions
calculations are provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the Final
EIR for air quality calculations associated with operation of the Project with design
modifications.

31.Pages IV.A-73 and IV.A-74, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), Operation,
revise the last sentence of the partial paragraph and Table IV.A-12 as follows:

As the Project’s maximum net regional emissions from interim operations and
concurrent construction-operational-related daily emission and operations would
exceed the thresholds of significance, regional operational emissions impacts

would be smmﬂcant—and—m#rgaﬂen—ls—requ#ed As—d+seussed—belew—th|s—rmpaet
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TABLE IV.A-12
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM REGIONAL INTERIM OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS AND CONCURRENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE REMAINING BUILDINGS — PROJECT (POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source vOC NOx CO SO PM10 PM2.5
Existing
Area 9 0 0 0 0 0
Energy (Natural Gas) <1 2 2 <1 <1 <1
Motor Vehicles 4 79 42 <1 13
Delivery Truck TRUs 16 160 195 <1 5 5
Emergency Generators 1 11 10 <1 <1 <1
Total Existing 29 252 250 <1 18 9
Project Interim Operations
Area (Consumer Products, Architectural Coating, 2734 41 66 <1 <1 <1
Landscaping) 74
Motor Vehicles 9 16 104 <1 3024 86
13 83
Emergency Generators 45 80 46 <1 <1 <1
90 51
Charbroilers <1 - - - 1 <1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
Project Overlapping Construction
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 3 16 290 265 2 60 19
+ Building Construction - Building 4 + Building
Construction - Building 5
Building Construction - Building 1 + Architectural 9 65 106 <1 17 5
Coating - Building 1 + Building Construction -
Building 2
Building Construction — Building 10 + Paving 3 29 42 <1 3 2
71 76 480 628 32 1+ 34 33
Total Project (Interim Conditions) 487 621 106
Net Increase (Interim Conditions)
66 <1 <1 <1
Area (Coating, Consumer Products, Landscaping) 1825 +1 74
Energy -<1 -2 -2 -<1 -<1 -<1
86 63 62 <1 4711 42
Mobile 66 41
Emergency Generators 44 69 35 <1 <1 <1
9 4
Charbroilers <1 - - - 1 <1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1

Construction
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-12

ESTIMATED MAXIMUM REGIONAL INTERIM OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS AND CONCURRENT
CONSTRUCTION OF THE REMAINING BUILDINGS — PROJECT (POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source

VOC NOx CO SO: PM10 PM25

Foundations + Building Construction - Building 3 16 290 265 2 60 19
+ Building Construction - Building 4 + Building

Construction - Building 5

Foundations + Building Construction - Building 6 9 65 106 <1 17 5
+ Building Construction - Building 7 + Building
Construction - Building - Building 8 + Building

Construction — Building 9

Building Construction — Building 10 + Paving 3 29 42 <1 3 2
Delivery Truck TRUs -16 -160 -195 -<1 -5 -5
Net Total Regional Emissions (Interim 42 47 227 379 2 9388 2524
Conditions) 234 372
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No Yes No No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are

provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR.

ndix C of this Final EIR for air li Iculation

b Area source VOC emissions are primarily emitted by consumer product usage as estimated in CalEEMod.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

32.Page IV.A-75, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), Operation, revise Table

IV.A-13 as follows:
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-13
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM REGIONAL OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS — PROJECT (POUNDS PER DAY) 2
Source voC NOx CO SO PM10 PM2.5
Existing
Area 9 0 0 0 0 0
Energy (Natural Gas) <1 2 2 <1 <1 <1
Motor Vehicles 4 79 42 <1 13 4
Delivery Truck TRUs 16 160 195 <1 5 5
Emergency Generators 1 11 10 <1 <1 <1
Total Existing 29 252 250 <1 18 9
Project
Area (Consumer Products, Architectural Coating, 78 2 16 <1 <1 <1
Landscaping) 177
Motor Vehicles 2224 30 499 1 6471 1618
33 220
Emergency Generators 12 220 126 <1 1 1
Charbroilers 1 - - - 2 1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
12114 254 500 1 6774 1920
Total Project 254 522
Net Increase
69 2 16 <1 <1 <1
Area (Coating, Consumer Products, Landscaping) 177
Energy -<1 -2 -2 -<1 -<1 -<1
1821 49 157 <1 5458 1214
Mobile 46 178
Emergency Generators 11 208 115 <1 1 1
Charbroilers <1 - - - 2 <1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
Delivery Truck TRUs -16 -160 -195 <1 -5 -5
8385 12 254 <1 4956 1011
Net Total Regional Emissions 273
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? Yes No No No No No

2 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are

provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of this Final EIR for air quality calculations associated

with the Project with design modifications.

b Area source VOC emissions are primarily emitted by consumer product usage as estimated in CalEEMod.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

33.Page IV.A-76, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(2)(a), Construction, revise
Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-1, Construction Equipment Features, as follows:

AQ-MM-1: Construction Equipment Features: The Applicant shall implement the
following construction equipment features for equipment operating at the Project Site.
These features shall be included in applicable bid documents, and successful
contractor(s) must demonstrate the ability to supply such equipment. Construction
features shall include the following:

The Project shall utilize off-road diesel-powered construction equipment that
meets or exceeds the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Tier 4 Final off-road emissions
standards or equivalent for equipment rated at 86-25 horsepower (hp) or greater
during Project construction where available within the Los Angeles region. Such
equipment shall be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology (BACT) which
means a CARB certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filter or equivalent.

Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. All construction equipment must be properly tuned and
maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. The contractor
shall keep documentation on-site demonstrating that the equipment has been
maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. Tampering with
construction equipment to increase horsepower or to defeat emission control
devices shall be prohibited.

Contractors shall ensure that all air compressors, cement and mortar_mixers,
concrete/industrial saws, plate compactors, rollers, signal boards, skid-steer
loaders, sweepers/scrubbers and welders used during construction activities are
electric-powered. Additionally, contractors shall ensure one piece of the following
types of equipment from each construction activity that uses them would be
electric- powered: tractor/loader/backhoes, forklifts, graders, pumps and rough
terrain forklifts. In addition, where commercially available for the Project Site,
construction equipment shall meet Tier 5 requirements when standards are
adopted by CARB. For purposes of this mitigation measure, “commercially
available” is defined as equipment built by the original manufacturer and available
for lease or hire within 20 miles of the City of Los Angeles and available in a similar
timeframe to fossil-fueled options. If Tier 5 engine equipment is not commercially
available, the contractor must show proof that the equipment is not commercially
available by providing letters from at least two independent rental companies, each
of which must own or operate a construction equipment fleet with total maximum
horsepower of greater than 2,500 horsepower, for each piece of off-road
equipment where the Tier 5 engine equipment is not available. This requirement
shall be incorporated into applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and
contracts with successful contractors demonstrating the ability to supply the
compliant _construction equipment for use prior to any ground-disturbing and
construction activities. A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification or model
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

year specification shall be available upon request at the time of mobilization of
each applicable unit of equipment.

34.Pages IV.A-78 to IV.A-83, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(3)(a), Construction,
revise and update Tables IV.A-14 to IV.A-19 as shown below. For ease of
reviewing the changes, the tables are fully shown in strikethrough text and
reproduced with the updated numbers in double underline as shown below.

PM10b PM2556

2

A SIS

¢

£
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{POUNDS-PERDAY}-2
Source VOC NOx €O SO PM10*P PM25°
ConstructionPhases
Overlapping Phases
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SO, PM10P PM25b
02 4.5 15
00 11 02
03 84 26
0.0 27 09
01 233 69
02 143 3.8
02 137 37
02 143 38

<014 <04 <04

<04 <04 <04

<04 <04 <04
0.0 42 04
02 56 17
o4 3.8 42
o4 412 120
03 180 52
03 174 5.0

Fourth & Central Project
Final Environmental Impact Report

[1-53

City of Los Angeles
October 2024



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

a
Seurce VOC NOx €O SO PM10P PM25P
ConstructionPhases
OverlappingPhases
Building 10
Exceeds Thresholds? Ne Ne Ne Ne Ne Ne
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-14
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE NORTH SITE
(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC NOx CO SO: PM10P PM25b
Construction Phases

Demolition 0.7 1814 295 04 4.0 12
Site Preparation 0.2 0.8 91 <041 3.6 1.6
Grading 17 517 505 04 133 4.6
Building Construction - Building 1 13 128 623 0.2 13.6 3.5
Foundations 21 43.3 4303 <0414 23.0 6.5
Building Construction - Building 2 13 136 7115 0.2 14.3 3.7
Architectural Coating - Building 1 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 2 13.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 02 11 136 <01 03 0.1
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 0.9 189 387 0.2 7.5 2.7
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 1 + Building 4.1 671 52841 0.3 384 10.6
Construction - Building 2

Building Construction - Building 1 + Architectural Coating - 40 239 977 0.3 154 41
Building 1 + Building Construction - Building 2

Building Construction - Building 2 + Architectural Coating - 147 114 549 0.2 13.6 3.5
Building 2

Building Construction - Building 2 + Architectural Coating — 149 125 685 0.2 13.9 3.6
Building 2 + Paving

Maximum Daily Emissions 149 671 5284 04 384 10.6
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to roundlng in the modellng calculatlons Detailed em|SS|ons calculatlons are prowded in
D lld | O a

Appendix B of this Draft EIR.
design modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024,
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-15
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE LOWER SOUTH SITE
(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC NOx CO SO: PM10P PM25b
Construction Phases

Demolition 0.8 182 313 0.4 5.0 14
Site Preparation 0.5 2.5 27.5 <0.1 8.1 41
Grading 1.6 514 484 04 11.0 3.3
Parking Garage Construction 0.3 3.7 281 <0.1 3.5 0.9
Foundations 3.5 523 4853 041 25.3 73
Building Construction - Building 6 14 173 740 0.2 15.7 41
Building Construction - Building 7 0.9 7.9 581 04 14.3 3.7
Building Construction - Building 8 0.9 8.3 584 04 144 3.7
Building Construction - Building 9 1.3 126 73.0 0.2 14.9 3.9
Architectural Coating - Building 6 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 7 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 8 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 9 4.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 0.3 13 156 <0.1 11 0.3
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 1.3 20.7 588 0.2 13.1 5.5
Grading + Parking Garage Construction 0.7 6.6 489 0.1 4.8 1.3
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 6 + Building 6.2 91.0 6411 0.5 44.9 12.6
Construction - Building 7 + Building Construction - Building 8 +

Building Construction - Building 9

Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - 140 386 1559 0.3 19.6 53
Building 6 + Building Construction - Building 7 + Architectural

Coating - Building 7 Building Construction - Building 8 +

Architectural Coating - Building 8 + Building Construction -

Building 9 + Architectural Coating - Building 9

Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - 140 342 1218 04 18.0 4.9
Building 6 + Building Construction - Building 7 + Architectural

Coating - Building 7 Building Construction - Building 8 +

Architectural Coating - Building 8 + Building Construction -

Building 9 + Architectural Coating - Building 9 + Paving

Maximum Daily Emissions 140 910 6411 05 44.9 12.6
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No No Yes No No No

2 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are provided in

Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the Final EIR for air quality calculations associated with the Project with

design modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024,
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TABLE IV.A-16
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE UPPER SOUTH SITE
(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC NOx CO SO PM10P PM25Pb
Construction Phases

Demolition 0.8 1814 300 04 4.3 12
Site Preparation 0.2 10 105 <01 10 0.2
Grading 13 392 402 03 82 25
Parking Garage Construction 04 35 249 <041 2.6 0.7
Foundations 23 406 4083 041 229 6.5
Building Construction - Building 3 10 124 591 0.2 141 3.6
Building Construction - Building 4 0.9 8.9 564 0.1 13.5 3.5
Building Construction - Building 5 11 125 586 0.2 1441 3.7
Architectural Coating - Building 3 4.8 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 4 8.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 5 174 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 03 13 156 <01 1.1 0.3
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 10 191 405 0.2 53 14
Grading + Parking Garage Construction 0.7 6.2 446 04 3.5 0.9

N
N
(o]
©
©
&)
—
o
o
w
TN
o
N
—
—
—

Foundations + Building Construction - Building 3 + Building
Construction - Building 4 + Building Construction - Building 5

Building Construction - Building 3 + Architectural Coating - 6.7 293 1077 0.3 17.3 4.6
Building 3 + Building Construction - Building 4 + Building

Construction - Building 5

Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - 279 2641 57 03 16.4 44
Building 4 + Architectural Coating - Building 4 + Building

Construction - Building 5 + Architectural Coating - Building 5 +

Paving

Maximum Daily Emissions 279 699 516.0 0.3 40.2 111
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No

2 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are provided in

Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the Final EIR for air quality calculations associated with the Project with
design modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.
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TABLE IV.A-17
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE WEST SITE
(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC NOx CO SO PM10P PM25Pb
Construction Phases

Demolition 04 106 158 04 2.2 0.7
Site Preparation <01 <04 04 <041 0.3 0.1
Grading 06 163 211 041 3.6 11
Foundations 2.7 39.6 353.0 04 16.1 4.8
Building Construction - Building 10 04 63 296 <041 3.1 0.9
Architectural Coating - Building 10 3.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 062 11 133 <01 02 0.1
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation + Grading 11 269 374 0.2 6.2 18
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 10 3.1 459 3826 04 19.3 5.6
Building Construction - Building 10 + Paving 0.6 59 297 04 2.7 0.7
Building Construction - Building 10 + Architectural Coating - 4.2 48 164 <041 2.5 0.7
Building 10

Maximum Daily Emissions 4.2 459 3826 0.2 19.3 5.6
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to roundlng in the modellng calculatlons Detalled em|SS|ons calculatlons are prowded
Appendix B of this Draft EIR. : Jla

design modifications.
b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024.
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TABLE IV.A-18
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR MAXIMUM OVERLAPPING OF

CONSTRUCTION (POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source

VO

(@)

NOx

co

SO

PM10 b

PM2.5b

Overall Construction (Excluding Foundations)

Upper South

(Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - Building
4 + Architectural Coating — Building 4 + Building Construction —
Building 5 + Architectural Coating - Building 5 + Paving)

N
N
(<e]

N
—_

(]
(@)

16.4

TN
~

Lower South

(Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - Building
6 + Building Construction - Building 7 + Architectural Coating -
Building 7 + Building Construction - Building 8 + Architectural
Coating - Building 8 + Building Construction - Building 9 +
Architectural Coating - Building 9 + Paving)
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o
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Foundations and Concurrent Construction on Remaining Sites

Upper South

(Building Construction - Building 3 + Architectural Coating — Building
3 + Building Construction — Building 4 + Building Construction —
Building 5)
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Building Construction - Building 9)

(o]
N

©
—
o
o

(=]
)]

TN
~
©

—
N
(o]

North

(Building Construction - Building 1 + Architectural Coating - Building
1 + Building Construction - Building 2)

ISN
o

(o]
(OV]

—
~

N
—

West
(Building Construction - Building -10 + Paving)

o
(0]

o
N

N
I~

(]
I~

Subtotal

—
(@]

—_
.

(0]
o
w

N
N
—

Gradi Four Si

Upper South
(Grading)

‘A
(O8]

N
o
N

(]
(@)

Co
N

N
&)

Lower South
(Grading)

—
(o]

N
(o]
—

o
~

—
—
o

w0
o

North
(Grading)

~
N

i
o
(&)}

(a»]
~

—
)
~

N
(o]

West
(Grading)

(o]
(o))

N
—
—

(o]
—

(O8]
(o))

—
—

Subtotal

9]
(OV]

|—
(o2
©
(oe]

—_
|—

(o8]
(0]
N

—
—_
-~

Fourth & Central Project

Final Environmental Impact Report
11-61

City of Los Angeles
October 2024



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-18
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR MAXIMUM OVERLAPPING OF
CONSTRUCTION (POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC  NOx co SO: PM10P PM25P
Architectural Coating and Overlapping Phases on Four Sites
Upper South 27.9 261 85.7 0.3 16.4 4.4
(Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - Building
4 + Architectural Coating — Building 4 + Building Construction -
Building 5 + Architectural Coating - Building 5 + Paving)
Lower South 14.0 34.2 121.8 04 18.0 4.9
(Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - Building
6 + Building Construction - Building 7 + Architectural Coating -
Building 7 + Building Construction - Building 8 + Architectural
Coating - Building 8 + Building Construction - Building 9 +
Architectural Coating - Building 9 + Paving)
North 14.9 12.5 68.5 0.2 13.9 3.6
(Building Construction - Building 2 + Architectural Coating - Building
2 + Paving)
West 4.2 4.8 16.4 <0.1 2.5 0.7
(Building Construction - Building 10 + Architectural Coating —
Building 10)

Subtotal 61.1 77.6 292.4 0.9 50.8 13.5
Maximum Daily Emissions 611 158.5 876.4 11 0.3 2.1
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No Yes Yes No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to roundlng in the modellng calculatlons Detailed em|SS|ons calculatlons are prowded in
Appendix B of this Draft EIR. g alcula 1SS0 j e
modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023: Updated in May 2024.

35.Pages IV.A-85, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(3)(b), Operations, delete the 1st
sentence of the 1st partial paragraph as follows:

20, |mplementat|on of Mltlgatlon Measure AQ-MM-3 would reduce regional VOC
emissions associated with the testing of the emergency generators, implementation of
Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-4 would reduce VOC emissions from landscaping equipment
and implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-5 would reduce VOC emissions
associated with coating activities during operations. Thus, VOC emissions would be
reduced to below the SCAQMD regional significance threshold during Project operations.
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36.Pages IV.A-85 and IV.A-86, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(3)(b), Operations,
revise Table IV.A-19 as follows:

TABLE IV.A-19
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL INTERIM OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS AND
CONCURRENT CONSTRUCTION OF THE REMAINING BUILDINGS — PROJECT (POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC NOx CO SO: PM10 PM2.5
Existing
Area 9 0 0 0 0 0
Energy (Natural Gas) <1 2 2 <1 <1 <1
Motor Vehicles 4 79 42 <1 13
Delivery Truck TRUs 16 160 195 <1 5
Emergency Generators 1 11 10 <1 <1 <1
Total Existing 29 252 250 <1 18 9
Project Interim Operations
Area (Consumer Products, Architectural Coating) 1722 0 0 0 0 0
Motor Vehicles 9 16 164 <1 3024 86
13 83
Emergency Generators 32 40 23 <1 <1 <1
50 29
Charbroilers <1 - - - 1 1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
Project Overlapping Construction
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 3 + 84 102 5414 <1 4440 4211
Building Construction - Building 4 + Building 70 516
Construction - Building 5
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 6 + 64 41 1428 <1 16-15 54
Building Construction - Building 7 + Building 24 98
Construction - Building - Building 8 + Building
Construction — Building 9
Building Construction — Building 10 + Paving 21 1+£6 &0 <1 3 1
30
47 43 215 876 1 9183 2623
Total Project (Interim Conditions) 162 755
Net Increase (Interim Conditions)
Area (Coating, Consumer Products, Landscaping) 814 0 0 0 0 0
Energy -<1 -2 -2 -<1 -<1 -<1
86 63 62 <1 4711 42
Mobile 66 41
Emergency Generators 22 29 13 <1 <1 <1
39 18
Charbroilers <1 - - - 1 <1
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-19
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL INTERIM OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS AND
CONCURRENT CONSTRUCTION OF THE REMAINING BUILDINGS — PROJECT (POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source VOC NOx CO SO: PM10 PM2.5
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
Construction
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 3 84 102 544 <1 4440 211
+ Building Construction - Building 4 + Building 70 516
Construction - Building 5
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 6 64 41 1428 <1 16 15 54
+ Building Construction - Building 7 + Building 24 98
Construction - Building - Building 8 + Building
Construction — Building 9
Building Construction — Building 10 + Paving 21 1£6 &0 <1 3 1
30
. -16 -160 - -<1 -5 -5
Delivery Truck TRUs 1965
1915 34 626 41 1R265 4714
Net Total Regional Emissions (Interim 90 506
Conditions)
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 55 55 550 150 150 55
Yes
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No
@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are
provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. Appendix C of the Final EIR for air li Iculation i
with the Project with ign modifications.

b Area source VOC emissions are primarily emitted by consumer product usage as estimated in CalEEMod.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

37.Page IV.A-87, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(3)(b), Operations, revise Table
IV.A-20 as follows:

See revised Table IV.A-20 on the following page.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-20
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED REGIONAL OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS — PROJECT (POUNDS
PER DAY) @
Source VvOC NOx CO SO PM10 PM2.5
Existing
Area 9 0 0 0 0 0
Energy (Natural Gas) <1 2 2 <1 <1 <1
Motor Vehicles 4 79 42 <1 13 4
Delivery Truck TRUs 16 160 195 <1 5 5
Emergency Generators 1 11 10 <1 <1 <1
Total Existing 29 252 250 <1 18 9
Project
Area (Consumer Products, Architectural Coating) 51 0 0 0 0 0
Motor Vehicles 2224 30 1499 1 6471 1618
33 220
Emergency Generators 3 50 29 <1 <1 <1
Charbroilers 1 - - - 2 1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
Total Project R z ﬁ 1 6613 4813
Net Increase
Area (Coating, Consumer Products, Landscaping) 43 0 0 0 0 0
Energy -<1 -2 -2 -<1 -<1 -<1
18 21 -49- 457 <1 5458 1214
Mobile 46 178
Emergency Generators 2 39 18 <1 <1 <1
Charbroilers 1 - - - 2 1
Cooling Towers - - - - <1 <1
Delivery Truck TRUs -16 -160 -195 <1 -5 -5
4850 472 - <1 48 55 9 11
Net Total Regional Emissions 169 1
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No No No

2 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are
provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of this Final EIR for air quality calculations associated

with the Project with ign modifications.

b Area source VOC emissions are primarily emitted by consumer product usage as estimated in CalEEMod.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

38.Page IV.A-87 and IV.A-88, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(3)(b), Operations,
revise the bottom paragraph on page IV.87 and continuing on page IV.A-88 as
follows:

The Project would result in potentially significant operational impacts due to regional VOC
and NOx emissions above the regional significance thresholds. During interim operations,
Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-1 and AQ-MM-2 would be required to reduce overlapping
construction-related NOx emissions that would be concurrent with the interim regional
operational emissions. Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-3 would reduce regional NOx
emissions from operations by scheduling routine maintenance of emergency generators
so that only one emergency generator is maintained on any given day. Mitigation Measure
AQ-MM-4 would further reduce regional NOx emissions from operations by requiring only
electric landscaping equipment be used on the Project Site. With implementation of AQ-
MM-1, AQ-MM-2, AQ-MM-3 and AQ-MM-4, NOx emissions would be reduced to below
the SCAQMD reglonal S|gn|f|cance threshold from construction actlvmes that would

Therefore, while NOx—impacts related to overlapping construction and interim
operational emissions would be mitigated to less than significant with

|mplementat|on of mltlgatlon measures—GO—rmpaets—rela@d—te—regmaLemmens

fter irpl ||.  mitiaati _

39.Page IV.A-89, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(b), Localized Construction,
remove the 1st sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

40.Page IV.A-96, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(b), Localized Operations,
remove the 1st full paragraph as follows:

41.Page IV.A-96, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(b), Localized Operations,
revise Table IV.A-26 as follows:

TABLE IV.A-26
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM LOCALIZED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS — PROJECT (POUNDS PER DAY) 2
Source NOx co PM10 PM2.5
Existing
Area 0 0 0.0 0.0
Energy (Natural Gas) 2 2 0.2 0.2
Emergency Generators 11 10 <01 <01
Total Existing 13 12 0.2 0.2
Project
Area (Landscaping) 2 176 0.2 0.1
177
Emergency Generators 220 126 0.9 0.9
Charbroilers - - 1.7 1.0
Cooling Towers - - 0.1 <0.1
Total Project 221 302 29 2.1
Net Increase
2 176 0.2 0.1
Area (Landscaping) 177
Energy -2 -2 -0.2 -0.2
Emergency Generators 208 115 0.9 0.9
Charbroilers - - 1.7 1.0
Cooling Towers - - 0.1 <0.1
208 290 2.7 1.9
Net Total Regional Emissions 291
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 161 1,861 4.0 2.0
Exceeds Thresholds? Yes No No No

2 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed emissions calculations are

provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of the Final EIR for air quality calculations associated
with the Project with design modifications.

b Area source VOC emissions are primarily emitted by consumer product usage as estimated in CalEEMod.
¢ The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 1 (Central Los Angeles County) for a 5-acre site with

sensitive receptors conservatively assumed to be 25 meters to the Project Site. The Project Site is 7.6 acres and
conservatively uses the 5-acre screening criteria.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

42.Page IV.A-97, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(c), Carbon Monoxide
Hotspots, revise footnote as follows:

102 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR; see Appendix F of the Final EIR for the
traffic volumes associated with the Project design modifications.

43.Page IV.A-97, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(c), Carbon Monoxide
Hotspots, revise the 1st sentence of the last paragraph and footnote as follows:

Based on the Project’s TA,'%2 under Future plus Project (2030) conditions, the intersection
of Alameda Street and 3rd Street/4th Place would have a maximum traffic volume of
approximately 63,320 63,420 average daily trips (ADT)."%3

103 The traffic volume of approximately 63,320 63,420 ADT was estimated based on the peak hour
intersection volumes under future with Project conditions and the general assumption that peak hour
trips represent approximately 10 percent of daily trip volumes (the Federal Highway Administration
considers 10 percent to be a standard assumption; see Travel Model Improvement Program Time-of-
Day Modeling Procedures: State-of-the-Practice, State-of-the-Art (2.0 Standard Approaches,
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/tmip/publications/other_reports/
tod_modeling_procedures/ch02.cfm).

44.Page IV.A-100, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(d), Operations, revise the 1st
sentence of the 3rd full paragraph as follows:

With respect to the use of consumer products and architectural coatings, the residential,
office, hotel-restaurant, and retail uses associated with the Project would be expected to
generate minimal emissions from these sources.

45.Page IV.A-101, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(1)(e), Conclusion, revise the
paragraph as follows:

Based on the above, construction of the Project could expose sensitive receptors
to a substantial pollutant concentration and impacts would be potentially significant
before lmplementatlon of mltlgatlon measures. Operatlon of the Pro;ect weu#d—net

duﬁng—Prejeet—epera#eﬁkweu#d—be—less—than—ngmﬁeam—g_gA%

r r ntial pollutan ncentration, and im w ntiall

significant.

46.Pages IV.A-102 to IV.A-107, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (c)(3)(a),
Construction, revise and update Tables IV.A-27 to IV.A-31 as shown below.
For ease of reviewing the changes, the tables are fully shown in strikethrough
text and reproduced with the updated numbers in double underline as shown

below.
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Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024

11-68



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

PM2.5 0

FQL R 8 B B&| |RI2IEIE|RIBH|L|E

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024
11-69



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR
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:
:
;
g
&

West 140 421 04 04
Subtotal 1334 3843 39 37
Grading-on-Four-Sites
UpperSouth 51 246 04 02
{Grading)
Lower Scouth 514 246 04 02
{Grading)
(Grading)
West 35 13 o4 o4
(Grading)
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I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.A-27
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE NORTH SITE
(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source NOx co PM10 b PM2.5b
Construction Phases

Demolition 3.3 191 0.3 0.1
Site Preparation 0.7 6.7 2.8 14
Grading 3.1 21.2 2.8 14
Foundations 1.3 14.7 0.1 0.1
Building Construction - Building 1 3.7 21.2 0.1 0.1
Building Construction - Building 2 3.3 1841 0.1 0.1
Architectural Coating - Building 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 11 13.0 <01 <01
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 4.0 25.8 3.0 1.5
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 1 + Building 8.3 54.0 0.2 0.2
Construction - Building 2

Building Construction - Building 1 + Architectural Coating - 7.0 39.3 0.2 0.2
Building 1 + Building Construction - Building 2

Building Construction - Building 2 + Architectural Coating - 3.3 1841 0.1 0.1
Building 2

Building Construction - Building 2 + Architectural Coating - 44 311 0.1 0.1
Building 2 + Paving

Maximum Daily Emissions 8.3 54.0 3.0 1.5
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 85.2 1,052.1 18.5 5.7
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No

2 Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed-emissions-calculations-are-provided-in
AppendixB-of this Draft EIR-— Appendix C of the Final EIR for air li Iculation i with the Proj i
design modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

¢ The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 1 (Central Los Angeles County) for a 1.35-acre site with sensitive
receptors conservatively assumed to be 50 meters to the construction area.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024.
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TABLE IV.A-28
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE
LOWER SOUTH SITE
(POUNDS PER DAY) @

co PM10P PM25b

=z

(o)

Source X

Construction Phases

Demolition 3.3 1941 0.7 0.2
Site Preparation 2.5 26.3 7.8 4.0
Grading 2.7 18.0 0.3 0.1
Parking Garage Construction 2.0 8.6 <0.1 <041
Foundations 13.3 79.9 04 04
Building Construction - Building 6 3.3 18.1 0.1 0.1
Building Construction - Building 7 2.0 8.6 <0.1 <041
Building Construction - Building 8 2.0 8.6 <0.1 <041
Building Construction - Building 9 3.7 21.2 0.1 0.1
Architectural Coating - Building 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 11 13.0 <0.1 <0.1
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 5.8 45.3 84 4.2
Grading + Parking Garage Construction 4.7 26.6 0.3 0.1
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 6 + Building 24.4 136.5 0.6 0.6
Construction - Building 7 + Building Construction - Building 8 +

Building Construction - Building 9

Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - Building 6 11.1 56.6 0.2 0.2
+ Building Construction - Building 7 + Architectural Coating - Building

7 Building Construction - Building 8 + Architectural Coating - Building

8 + Building Construction - Building 9 + Architectural Coating -

Building 9

Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - Building 6 12.2 69.5 0.3 0.3
+ Building Construction - Building 7 + Architectural Coating - Building

7 Building Construction - Building 8 + Architectural Coating - Building

8 + Building Construction - Building 9 + Architectural Coating -

Building 9 + Paving

Maximum Daily Emissions 24.4 136.5 84 4.2
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 130.8 1,836.7 37.2 8.9
Exceeds Thresholds? & @ @ &

design modifications.
b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

€ The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 1 (Central Los Angeles County) for a 3.46-acre site with sensitive
receptors conservatively assumed to be 50 meters to the construction area.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024.
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TABLE IV.A-29

ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE UPPER SOUTH SITE

(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source NOx co PM10P  PM25b
Construction Phases

Demolition 3.3 191 04 01
Site Preparation 0.9 9.3 0.7 0.1
Grading 2.7 18.0 0.3 041
Parking Garage Construction 2.0 8.0 01 01
Foundations 4.0 28.5 0.2 0.2
Building Construction - Building 3 2.0 8.6 <0.1 <0.1
Building Construction - Building 4 2.0 8.6 <0.1 <01
Building Construction - Building 5 2.0 8.0 0.1 0.1
Architectural Coating - Building 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Architectural Coating - Building 5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 11 13.0 <01 <01
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 4.3 284 11 0.2
Grading + Parking Garage Construction 4.6 26.0 0.3 0.1
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - 10.0 53.7 0.3 0.3
Building 4 + Building Construction - Building 5

Building Construction - Building 3 + Architectural Coating - Building 3 + 6.0 25.2 0.1 0.1
Building Construction - Building 4 + Building Construction - Building 5

Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - Building 4 + 71 38.2 0.2 0.2
Architectural Coating - Building 4 + Building Construction - Building 5 +

Architectural Coating - Building 5 + Paving

Maximum Daily Emissions 10.0 53.7 11 0.3
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 114.8 1,534.9 29.3 .7
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed-emissions-calculations-are-provided-in
Appendix-B-of this Draft EIR- of the Final EIR for air quali i

ed with the Project with desig

Y= A..-.

modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.
€ The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 1 (Central Los Angeles County) for a 2.52-acre site with sensitive

receptors conservatively assumed to be 50 meters to the construction area.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024.
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TABLE IV.A-30

ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR THE WEST SITE

(POUNDS PER DAY) 2

Source NOx CO PM10P PM25P
Construction Phases

Demolition 0.9 101 0.2 0.1
Site Preparation 0.0 0.0 0.2 <0.1
Grading 16 I <0.1 <0.1
Foundations 8.0 55.6 0.3 0.3
Building Construction - Building 10 2.0 8.6 <0.1 <0.1
Architectural Coating - Building 10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Paving 11 130 <041 <01
Overlapping Phases

Demolition + Site Preparation 2.5 211 04 01
Foundations + Building Construction - Building 10 101 64.2 04 0.3
Building Construction - Building 10 + Paving 341 21.6 0.1 0.1
Building Construction - Building 10 + Architectural Coating - Building 2.0 8.6 <041 <041
10

Maximum Daily Emissions 10.0 64.2 04 0.3
SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 50.9 429.8 3.0 1.6
Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to roundlng in the modellng calculatlons Deta#ed—emwmﬂaa%bs—a#}prewded
in-Appendix-B-of this-Draft EIR- C alr g

with design modifications.

b Emissions include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

€ The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 1 (Central Los Angeles County) for a 0.32-acre site with

sensitive receptors conservatively assumed to be 25 meters to the construction area.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024.
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TABLE IV.A-31
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR MAXIMUM OVERLAPPING
OF CONSTRUCTION (POUNDS PER DAY) @

Source NOx co PM10 b PM2.5P
Overall Construction (Excluding Foundations)
Upper South
(Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - Building 4 + 71 38.2 0.2 0.2
Architectural Coating — Building 4 + Building Construction — Building 5 + = = = =
Architectural Coating - Building 5 + Paving)
Lower South
(Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - Building 6 + Building
Construction - Building 7 + Architectural Coating - Building 7 + Building 12.2 69.5 0.3 0.3
Construction - Building 8 + Architectural Coating - Building 8 + Building
Construction - Building 9 + Architectural Coating - Building 9 + Paving)
North
(Building Construction - Building 1 + Architectural Coating - Building 1 + Building 7.0 39.3 0.2 0.2
Construction - Building 2)
West
(Building Construction - Building -10 + Paving) 31 21.8 0.1 01
Subtotal 295  168.6 0.7 0.7
Foundations and Concurrent Construction on Remaining Sites
Upper South
(Building Construction - Building 3 + Architectural Coating — Building 3 + Building 6.0 25.2 01 01
Construction — Building 4 + Building Construction — Building 5)
Lower South
(Foundations + Building Construction - Building 6 + Building Construction - 244  136.5 0.6 0.6
Building 7 + Building Construction - Building 8 + Building Construction - Building 9)
North
(Building Construction - Building 1 + Architectural Coating - Building 1 + Building 7.0 39.3 0.2 0.2
Construction - Building 2)
West
1 21. 1 1
(Building Construction - Building -10 + Paving) 3.1 21.8 01 81
Subtotal 40.5 222.6 1.0 1.0
Grading on Four Sites
Upper South
2.7 18. . A
(Grading) = 18.0 0.3 o1
Lower South
(Grading) 2L 18.0 0.3 01
North
3.1 21.2 2.8 1.4
(Grading) 2.1 £l.c £.0 14
West
1 11.1 <01 <0.1
(Grading) - — — E—
Subtotal 9.9 68.3 34 16
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TABLE IV.A-31
ESTIMATED MAXIMUM MITIGATED LOCALIZED CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS FOR MAXIMUM OVERLAPPING
OF CONSTRUCTION (POUNDS PER DAY) @

Source NOx co PM10 b PM2.5b
Architectural Coating and Overlapping Phases on Four Sites

Upper South

(Building Construction - Building 3 + Building Construction - Building 4 + 1 38.2 0.2 0.2

Architectural Coating — Building 4 + Building Construction - Building 5 + =
Architectural Coating - Building 5 + Paving)

Lower South

(Building Construction - Building 6 + Architectural Coating - Building 6 + Building
Construction - Building 7 + Architectural Coating - Building 7 + Building
Construction - Building 8 + Architectural Coating - Building 8 + Building
Construction - Building 9 + Architectural Coating - Building 9 + Paving)

|—
N
N
o)
©
o
o
w
o
w

North

(Building Construction - Building 2 + Architectural Coating - Building 2 + Paving) 44 311 01 o1
West

(Building Construction - Building 10 + Architectural Coating - Building 10) 20 8.6 <0.1 =01

Subtotal 25.8 147.4 0.6 0.6

Maximum Daily Emissions 40.5 222.6 34 1.6

SCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 161.0 1,861.0 16.0 8.0

Exceeds Thresholds? No No No No

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations. Detailed-emissions-calculations-are-provided-in
AppelmB—ef—ﬂms—Draﬁ—ElR— See Appendix C of the Final EIR for air quality calculations associated with the Project with design

b Emlssmns include fugitive dust control measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403.

¢ The SCAQMD LSTs are based on Source Receptor Area 1 (Central Los Angeles County) for a 5-acre site with sensitive
receptors conservatively assumed to be 25 meters to the construction area. The Project Site is 7.6 acres and conservatively uses
the 5-acre screening criteria.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023- Updated in May 2024.

47.Page IV.A-112, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Project-Specific Impacts, replace the 3rd
to 5th full paragraphs as follows:
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Construction and operation of the Project, as well as during the interim operations with

concurrent construction activities scenario, were determined to have a potentially

significant impact prior to mitigation and as such, cumulative air quality impacts would
also be potentially significant prior to mitigation.

48.Page IV.A-113, Subsection 33.e)(3) Level of Significance After Mitigation,
revise the subsections as follows:

(a) Construction

For construction, as shown in Tables IV.A-27 through 1V.A-31, the Project would not result

in_an exceedance of localized significance thresholds with the implementation of
Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-1. However, as shown in Tables [V.A-14 through Table IV.A-
18, with implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-1_and AQ-MM-2, regional

emissions of NOx and CO for construction would still exceed the significance thresholds.
Thus, Gumulative-cumulative air quality impacts would be significant and unavoidable for

construction regional NOx and CO emissions. Localized construction NOx and PM2.5
emissions would be mitigated to less than significant. Therefore, when considered
together with related projects, construction air quality impacts would result in a
cumulatively considerable impact after mitigation.

(b) Operations

For interim operations with concurrent construction activities, as shown in Table 1V.A-19,
with implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-1, AQ-MM-2, AQ-MM-3, AQ-MM-4
and AQ-MM-5 reqgional air quality emissions for interim operations with concurrent
construction activities would not exceed the significance thresholds. Therefore, cumulative
impacts related to regional air quality emissions would also be less than significant.
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For operations, as shown in Table IV.A-32, the Project would not result in an exceedance
of localized significance thresholds with implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-MM-3,
AQ-MM-4 and AQ-MM-5. In addition, as shown in Table IV.A-20, with implementation of
Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-3, AQ-MM-4, AQ-MM-5, regional air emissions during
Project operations would be below the regional thresholds. Therefore, cumulative impacts
related to operational regional and localized VOC emissions would be less than significant
with mitigation.

4. Chapter IV.B Cultural Resources

1. Page IV.B-37, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii), Historic Districts, revise the
3rd sentence in the last paragraph as follows:

The Project would construct ten buildings that range from six322 to -44-30 stories in height
and excavate for subterranean parking.

39 There is a detached trio of two-story industrial sheds adjacent to Alameda Street that are accounted

for as part of Building 7, which would have a maximum height of 10 stories.

2. Page IV.B-38, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii), Historic Districts, revise the
3rd sentence in the 1st full paragraph as follows:

On the South and West Sites, the Project would construct eight buildings that range from
six2¢ to 28 stories in height and would excavate for subterranean parking on the South Site.

39¢ There is a detached trio of two-story industrial sheds adjacent to Alameda Street that are accounted

for as part of Building 7, which would have a maximum height of 10 stories.

3. Page IV.B-38, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(c), Indirect Impacts — On-Site,
revise the 1st three sentences in the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project proposes to redevelop the Project Site with a mix of residential, office, and
restaurant/retail—anrd-hotel uses within 10 distinct buildings over the North, South, and
West Sites that comprise the Project Site. On the North Site, the Project would result in
the whole or partial demolition of the LACS Building, which would represent a significant
adverse impact to a historical resource-that-cannot-be-mitigated-to-a-less-than-sighificant
level. The Project would construct a new 44-30-story residential tower and six-level
parking structure on the North Site.

4. Page IV.B-39, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(c), Indirect Impacts — On-Site,
revise the 2nd to last sentence in the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

However, in order to present a conservative analysis of potential impacts to
historical resources on the Project Site, the introduction of a contemporary 44-30-
story building in immediate proximity to the six-story Industrial Vernacular West
Volume of the LACS Building, when taken into consideration along with the loss of
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the East Volume, would result in a significant adverse change to the setting of the
West Volume.

5. Page IV.B-39, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(d)(i), Produce Exchange Building,
revise the 3rd sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project would construct a 44-30-story residential tower and associated parking
structure on the North Site, which is in proximity of the Produce Exchange Building.

6. Page IV.B-40, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(d)(ii), Fisherman’s Outlet, revise
the 3rd sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project would construct multiple buildings ranging in height from six2%- to 28 -stories,
along with subterranean parking, on the South Site, which is in proximity of the
Fisherman’s Outlet.

39 There is a detached trio of two-story industrial sheds adjacent to Alameda Street that are accounted

for as part of Building 7, which would have a maximum height of 10 stories.

7. Page IV.B-41, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(d)(ii), Valero Gas Station, revise
the 1st full sentence in the 1st partial paragraph as follows:

The Project would construct multiple buildings ranging in height from six22e- to 28 -stories,
along with subterranean parking, on the South Site, which is in proximity of the Valero
Gas Station.

39€ There is a detached trio of two-story industrial sheds adjacent to Alameda Street that are accounted

for as part of Building 7, which would have a maximum height of 10 stories.

8. Page IV.B-41, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(d)(iv), Southern California Gas
Co. Stationary & Printing Department, revise the 3rd sentence in the 1st paragraph
as follows:

The Project would construct multiple buildings ranging in height from six3%- to 28 -stories,
along with subterranean parking, on the South Site, which is in proximity of the Southern
California Gas Co. Stationery & Printing Department.

39 There is a detached trio of two-story industrial sheds adjacent to Alameda Street that are accounted

for as part of Building 7, which would have a maximum height of 10 stories.

5. Chapter IV.C Energy

1. Page IV.C-1, Subsection 1, Introduction, add a sentence after the 2nd sentence in
the 2nd paragraph as follows:

In accordance with the applicable Appendix G sections and utilizing guidance from
Appendix F of the State CEQA Guidelines, this Draft EIR includes relevant information
and analyses that address the energy implications of the Project, focusing on the following
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three energy resources: electricity, natural gas, and transportation-related energy
(petroleum-based fuels). Detailed energy calculations can be found in Appendix D of this
Draft EIR. See Appendix D of this Final EIR for energy calculations associated with
operation of the Project with design modifications.

2. Page IV.C-5, Subsection 2.a)(2)(c)(i), California Building Energy Efficiency
Standards (Title 24, Part 6), revise the entire section as follows:

The California Building Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential
Buildings (California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 6) were adopted to ensure that
building construction and system design and installation achieve energy efficiency and
preserve outdoor and indoor environmental quality. The current California Building
Energy Efficiency Standards (Title 24 standards) are the 2049 2022 Title 24 standards,
which became effective on January 1, 2020 2023."" The 2049 2022 Title 24 standards
continue to improve upon the 2046 2019 Title 24 standards and encourage efficient

electric heat pumps, establish electric-ready requirements for new homes, expand solar

QhOtOVO|taIC and batterg storage standards! and strengthen ventilation standards ter—new

On August 11, 2021, the CEC adopted the 2022 Title 24 standards, which were approved
by the Callfornla Buﬂdmg Standards Commission for inclusion into the Callfornla BU|Id|ng

3. Page IV.C-6, Subsection 2.a)(2)(c)(ii), California Green Building Standards (Title
24, Part 11), revise the entire section as follows:
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On August 11, 2021, the CEC adopted the 2022 Title 24 Standards, which were approved
by the California Building Standards Commission for inclusion into the California Building
Standards Code in December 2021. The 2022 standards encourage efficient electric heat
pumps, establish electric-ready requirements for new homes, expand solar photovoltaic
and battery storage standards, and strengthen ventilation standards. Buildings whose

permit applications are applied for on or after January 1, 2023, must comply with the 2022
standards.'™

4 California Energy Commission, 2022 Building Energy Efficiency Standards.

4. Page IV.C-24, Section 2.b)(2), Natural Gas, revise the 2nd sentence of the 3rd full
paragraph and footnote as follows:

Based on outputs from the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) (version
202040 2022.1),%° the Project Site’'s existing annual natural gas demand is
approximately 7,336,832 cf.

40 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association, California Emissions Estimator Model
(CalEEMod), 264+ 2022, http://caleemod.com/, accessed Becember5,2020 May 10, 2024.

5. Page IV.C-28, Subsection 3.b)(1)(a), Electricity, revise the 2nd sentence and
footnote as follows:

The amount of construction office space for the Project was assumed to be up to 2,000
square feet and was modeled using CalEEMod (version 2020-4-0 2022.1).47

47 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association, California Emissions Estimator Model
(CalEEMod), 2024 2022, http://caleemod.com/, accessed Apri-2022 May 10, 2024.

6. Page IV.C-30, Subsection 3.b)(2), Operation, revise footnote 50 and 51 as follows:

50

Factors for the prior Title 24 standard are extrapolated based on the techmcal source documentat|on
California Air Pollution Control Association, California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), User’s

Guide, April 2022.
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, 2017 Power Strategic Long-Term Resource Plan,
December 2017, Appendix A, Table A-1.

While-the Project s requestedDevelopment-Agreementwill
likehy-be-effective-through-2040,-comparison A comparison to the analyzed buildout year of 2025

provides a conservative analysis as supply projections for electricity increase in future years.

51
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7. Page IV.C-31, Subsection 3.b)(2)(c), Transportation Fuels, revise the footnote for
the 1st sentence and add a sentence at the of the paragraph as follows:

52 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR; see Appendix F of the Final EIR for the

VMT analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

Refer to VMT data in Appendix B and Appendix J of this Draft EIR and energy calculations
in Appendix D of this Draft EIR. See Appendix D of the Final EIR for energy calculations

associated with operation of the Project with design modifications.
8. Page IV.C-36, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii), Operation, revise Table

IV.C-4 as follows:

TABLE IV.C-4

SUMMARY OF ANNUAL NET NEw ENERGY USE DURING PROJECT OPERATION — PROJECT A€

Energy Type Annual Quantity P
Electricity
Existing Site (6,542,773 kWh)
Project

Building Energy
Water Conveyance
Cooling Tower

26;3785029 25,007,423 kWh
859:813 842,011 kWh
146,176 kWh

EV Charging 398,288 393,470 kWh
Project Subtotal 27-182,;306 26,242,904 kWh
Total Net Electricity 21,239,533 19,700,131 kWh
Natural Gas
Existing Site (7,336,832 cf)
Project
Building Energy 0 cf

Mobile Sources
Project Subtotal
Total Net Natural Gas

2;830,007 3,125,805 cf
2,830,007 3,125,805 cf

(4,506,826 4,211,027) cf

Transportation Fuel
Existing Site
Gasoline
Diesel — Vehicles
Diesel — Emergency Generators
Project
Gasoline
Diesel — Vehicles
Diesel — Emergency Generators

(80,824 gallons)
(405,691 gallons)
(2,467 gallons)

4079434 1,191,927 gallons
217745 237,531 gallons
28,440 gallons
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TABLE IV.C-4
SUMMARY OF ANNUAL NET NEwW ENERGY USE DURING PROJECT OPERATION — PROJECT A€
Energy Type Annual Quantity ®
Total Net Transportation Fuel — Gasoline 998,310 1,111,103 gallons
Total Net Transportation Fuel — Diesel (490,414 170,628 gallons)

kWh = kilowatt-hours
cf = cubic feet

@ Detailed calculations are provided in Appendix D of this Draft EIR. See Appendix D of the Final EIR for energy

Iculation i with ration of the Project with ign modifications.
b Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding of decimals.
€ Negative values are denoted using parentheses.
d Transportation fuel totals incorporate VMT reductions associated with implementation of Project land use
characteristics that are consistent with SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS actions and strategies.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

9. Page IV.C-37, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(a), Electricity, revise the 1st
paragraph as follows:

Based on the 2019 Title 24 standards and applicable 2019 CALGreen requirements and
associated building energy factors in CalEEMod, at buildout, the Project would result in a
projected net increase in the on-site annual demand for electricity totaling 24,239,533
19,700,131 kWh for the Project, as shown in Table IV.C-4.

10.Page IV.C-38, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(a), Electricity, revise the 2nd
sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

As such, the Project-related net increase in annual electricity consumption of 24,239,633
19,700,131 kWh for the Project would represent 8-:08 0.07 percent of LADWP’s projected
sales in 2030 and would be within LADWP’s projected electricity supplies.

11.Page IV.C-38, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(b), Natural Gas, revise the
last sentence of the page that continues onto page I1V.C-39 as follows:

However, it is estimated from EMFAC2021 that approximately 2,830,007 3,125,805 cf of
natural gas would be used for Project operation activities related to transportation sources
(i.e., natural gas-fueled vehicles), as indicated in Table IV.C-4 which is discussed in
further detail under Transportation Energy.

12.Page IV.C-39, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(c), Stationary Sources,
revise the 1st sentence as follows:

The Project would also include emergency generators with one emergency generator in
Building 2 on the North Site with an estimated capacity rated at approximately 2,560 2,000
kilowatts (3;353 2,682 horsepower), two emergency generators shared between
Buildings 3,4 and 5 on the South Site with an estimated capacity rated at approximately
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1,500 kilowatts (2,012 horsepower) each, two emergency generators shared between
Buildings 6, 7, 8 and 9 on the South Site with an estimated capacity rated at approximately
2,000 kilowatts (2,682 horsepower) each and 2,500 kilowatts (3,353 horsepower), one
emergency generator in Building 10 on the West Site with an estimated capacity rated at
approximately 1,500 kilowatts (2,012 horsepower), which would provide emergency
power primarily for lighting and other emergency building systems.

13.Page IV.C-39, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(c), Stationary Sources,
revise the footnote as follows:

J&ne—ZOZZ—Prewded—mAppenda&Lef—tMs—D#aﬁ—ElR— See Aggendlx F of the F|naI EIR for the VMT
analysis associated with the Project with design modifications.

14.Pages 1IV.C-39 and [IV.C-40, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(d),
Transportation Energy, revise the 2nd paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.C-4, the Project’s estimated annual net increase in petroleum-based
fuel usage would be 998,340 1,111,103 gallons of gasoline and would decrease natural
gas usage by 4,606,825 4,211,027 cf and diesel fuel use by 496;414 170,628 gallons due
to the Project’s land use change from a warehouse and cold storage facility that requires
a high volume of diesel-powered heavy-duty trucks to a mixed-use land use that results
in far less heavy duty trucks and more passenger vehicle trips. SoCalGas accounts for
anticipated regional demand based on various factors, including growth in employment
by economic sector, growth in housing and population, and increasingly demanding state
goals for reducing GHG emissions. SoCalGas accounts for an increase in employment
and housing between 2018 to 2035. Furthermore, the 2020 California Gas Report
estimates that natural gas supplies within SoCalGas’ planning area will be 820,520 million
cf in 2030 (the Project’s buildout year) (California Gas and Electric Utilities 2020). As
stated above, the Project’s annual net decrease in demand for natural gas is estimated
to be 4,606,825 4,211,027.Therefore, the Project would fall within SoCalGas’ projected
consumption for the area and would be consistent with SoCalGas’ anticipated regional
demand from population or economic growth. Based on the California Energy
Commission’s California Annual Retail Fuel Outlet Report, Los Angeles County
consumed approximately 3,559,000,000 gallons of gasoline and approximately
563,300,000 gallons of diesel fuel in 2019.%2 The Project would account for approximately
0-028 0.031 percent of County’s 2019 gasoline consumption and would not increase
County diesel consumption.

15.Page IV.C-41, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(e), Summary of Energy
Requirements and Energy Use Efficiencies, revise the 8th, 9th, and last sentences
of the paragraph and add a new sentence at the end of the paragraph as follows:

During Project operations, 24;:239,5633 19,700,131 kWh of electricity would be consumed
on an annual basis. The Project would also result in 998:340 1,111,103 gallons of
gasoline and a net decrease of 496;414 170,628 gallons of diesel on an annual basis.
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Transportation fuel usage would be reduced by 34 35 percent compared to the Project
without trip reduction features. Detailed calculations demonstrating this reduction are
provided in Appendix D of this Draft EIR. See Appendix D of this Final EIR for energy

calculations associated with operation of the Project with design modifications.

16.Page 1V.C-43, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii)(a), Electricity, revise the 1st
and 2nd full sentences as follows:

The Project-related net increase in annual electricity consumption of 24239;533
19,700,131 kWh per fyear would represent 8-:08 0.07 percent of LADWP’s projected sales
for the 2030-2031 fiscal year and would be consistent with LADWP’s anticipated regional
demand from population or economic growth. During peak conditions, the Project would
represent 8-:08 0.07 percent of the LADWP estimated peak load.

17.Page IV.C-43, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii)(b), Natural Gas, revise the
3rd and 4th sentences as follows:

The estimated 2,830,007 3,125,805 cf of natural gas shown in Fable-3-6-2 1V.C-4 would
be utilized for transportation sources (i.e., natural gas-fueled vehicles). As stated above,
the Project's estimated annual net decrease in demand for natural gas would be
4,506,825 4,211,027 cf.

18.Page 1V.C-44, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii)(c), Transportation Energy,
revise the 1st and 2nd sentences and add a sentence after the 3rd sentence in the
paragraph as follows:

As stated above, at buildout, the Project would consume a net increase of 998,340
1,111,103 gallons of gasoline and would decrease diesel fuel use from existing conditions
by 496,414 170,628 gallons per year. For comparison purposes, the transportation-
related fuel usage for the Project would represent approximately 8-028 0.031 percent of
the 2019 annual on-road gasoline consumption in Los Angeles County (based on the
available County fuel sales data). Detailed calculations are shown in in Appendix D of this

Draft EIR. See Appendix D of the Final EIR for energy calculations associated with
operation of the Project with design modifications.

19.Pages IV.C-44 and IV.C-45, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(c), The Effects of
the Project on Peak and Base Period Demands for Electricity and Other Forms of
Energy, revise the 6th and 7th sentences as follows:

Under peak conditions, the Project would consume a net increase of 24:239,633
19,700,131 kWh on an annual basis which, assuming 12 hours of active electricity
demand per day, would be equivalent to 4,849 4,498 kW (peak demand assuming 4,380
hours per year of active electricity demand).” In comparison to the LADWP power grid
base peak load of 6,348 MW for 2030-2031, based on the assumption above, the Project
would represent 8-:08 0.07 percent of the LADWP base peak load conditions and,
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therefore, would not create any new peak demand impacts that are inconsistent with
LADWP demand projections.”®

20.Page IV.C-45, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(d), The degree to which the
project complies with existing energy standards, revise the 3rd sentence of the
1st paragraph as follows:

Electricity and natural gas usage during Project operations presented-inTFable N-C-4-on
pagePN-GC-33-would comply with 2049-applicable Title 24 standards, and-applicable

CALGreen Code requirements, and the Los Angeles Green Building Code requirements.

21.Page IC.C-46, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(e), The Effects of the Project on
Energy Resources, revise the 1st sentence of the last paragraph as follows:

As stated earlier in the discussion under Threshold (a)(1)(a)(i)(c) and Threshold
(@)(M)(b)(ii)(c), transportation fuels (gasoline and diesel) are produced from crude ail,
which can be provided domestically or imported from various regions around the world.

22.Page IV.C-49, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the 5th
sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

The 2049-applicable Title 24 standards ensure that builders use the most energy efficient
and energy conserving technologies and construction practices.

23.Page IV.C-50, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the 1st
sentence of the 2nd paragraph as follows:

Electricity and natural gas usage during Project operations;-as—presented-inTFable N-C-

4. would be minimized through incorporation of applicable 2049 Title 24 standards,
applicable 2049-CALGreen Code requirements, and the Los Angeles Green Building

Code requirements.

24.Page IV.C-55, Subsection 3.e)(1)(a)(iii), Transportation Energy, revise the 1st and
2nd sentences of the 1st paragraph and add a sentence at the end of the
paragraph as follows:

As described above, at buildout, the Project would consume a total net increase of
998,310 1,111,103 gallons of gasoline and would reduce diesel consumption by 496,414
170,628 gallons per year. For comparison purposes, the transportation-related fuel usage
for the Project would represent approximately 8-:028 0.031 percent of the 2019 annual on-
road gasoline-related energy consumption and in Los Angeles County (based on the
available County fuel sales data), as shown in Appendix D of this Draft EIR. See Appendix
D of the Final EIR for energy calculations associated with operation of the Project with

design modifications.
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25.Page IV.C-55, Subsection 3.e)(1)(a)(iii), Transportation Energy, revise the 4th
sentence of the 3rd paragraph as follows:

The Project would locate residential, heteh-office, retail and restaurant uses at an urban
infill location with an existing street grid and in proximity to existing public transit options
and in proximity to off-site uses (i.e., commercial, shopping and entertainment businesses
and neighborhood housing uses) and would allow people in the neighborhood and
community to utilize the nearby Project Site land uses.

6. Chapter IV.E Greenhouse Gas Emissions

1. Page IV.E-1, Subsection 1, Introduction, add a sentence at the end of the
paragraph as follows:

Details of the GHG analysis are provided in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas
Technical Documentation appendix, which is attached as Appendix B of this Draft EIR,
and are incorporated by reference. See Appendix C of this Final EIR for GHG emissions
calculations associated with the Project with design modifications.

2. Page IV.E-56, Subsection 3.b)(2)(ii), Project Construction Emissions, add a
sentence to end of the 1st paragraph as follows:

A more detailed discussion of the methodology for projecting the Project’s construction
emissions and descriptions of the Project’s construction subphasing and equipment list
are available in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Technical Documentation appendix
for the Project, which is provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR. See pages 805 through
982 of Appendix C of this Final EIR for GHG emissions details associated with the Project

with design modifications.

3. Page IV.E-57, Subsection 33.b)(2)(iii) Project Operational Emissions, revise
footnote as follows:

108 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of this Draft EIR; see Appendix F of this Final EIR for the VMT
analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

4. Page IV.E-57, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, revise the 9th
full sentence of the paragraph and add a sentence after the 10th sentence as
follows:

As shown in Appendix B, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Appendix, and the
Project’s TA, included as Appendix J of this Draft EIR, incorporation of USEPA MXD VMT
reduction features applicable to the Project results in a 340 35.4 percent reduction in
overall VMT for the Project and resultant pollutant emissions. Refer to VMT data in
Appendix B and Appendix J of this Draft EIR. See Appendix C of this Final EIR for data

associated with the Project with design modifications.
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5. Page IV.E-58, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, revise the 3rd
sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

Future fuel consumption rates are estimated based on specific square footage of the
Project’s residential, hetel-office, retail and restaurant, and vehicular parking land uses, as
well as predicted water supply needs of the Project.

6. Page IV.E-59, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, revise the
2nd sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

The emissions are based on the size of the Project’s residential, hetel-office, retail and
restaurant uses, the waste disposal rate for the land uses was estimated based on the
assumed average number of residents, visitors, and employees on the Project Site per
day, and the GWP values for the GHGs emitted.

7. Page IV.E-60, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, add a
sentence to end of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

Refer to Section IV.L.1, Utilities and Service Systems — Water Supply, and Section IV.L.2,
Utilities and Service Systems — Wastewater, of this Draft EIR for the estimated water
usage rate for the Project._Refer to Section lll, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections
to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR, for utility information related to the Project with design
modifications.

8. Page IV.E-60, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, revise the
2nd sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

The emissions for landscaping equipment are based on the size of the open space based
on the Project’s residential, hetel—office, retail, and restaurant land uses, the GHG
emission factors for fuel combustion, and the GWP values for the GHGs emitted.

9. Page IV.E-60, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, revise the 1st
sentence of the 3rd full paragraph as follows:

Stationary sources would also include emergency generators with one emergency
generator in Building 2 on the North Site with an estimated capacity rated at approximately
2:500-kilowatts(3,353-horsepower)-2,000 kilowatts (2,682 horsepower), two emergency
generators shared between Buildings 3, 4 and 5 on the South Site with an estimated
capacity rated at approximately 1,500 kilowatts (2,012 horsepower) each, two emergency
generators shared between Buildings 6, 7, 8 and 9 on the South Site, one with an
estimated capacity rated at approximately 2,000 kilowatts (2,682 horsepower)_and one
with an estimated capacity rated at approximately 2,500 kilowatts (3,353 horsepower
each, one emergency generator in Building 10 on the West Site with an estimated
capacity rated at approximately 1,500 kilowatts (2,012 horsepower), which would provide
emergency power primarily for lighting and other emergency building systems.
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10.Page IV.E-61, Subsection 3.b)(2)(iii), Project Operational Emissions, revise the
last sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

In addition, the Project Without GHG Reduction Characteristics, Features, and Measures
scenario does not account for land use characteristics of the Project that reduce VMT
given its mix of complementary residential, hetel—office, retail and restaurant uses, and
location at an urban infill location with nearby access to public transportation and would
not incorporate certain VMT reductions from the Project’s TA and the TDM trip reductions.

11.Page IV.E-65, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 3rd sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

The Project would provide a total of 2,475 2,444 parking spaces and the Project design
would provide for the installation of the conduit and panel capacity to accommodate future
electric vehicle charging stations into a minimum of 30 percent of the parking spaces
(approximately #43 733 spaces), with 10 percent of the LAMC-required spaces further
improved with electric vehicle charging stations (approximately 248 245 spaces).

12.Page IV.E-65, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the last sentence of the 3rd full paragraph as follows:

The Project would provide a total of 2,445 2,444 parking spaces and the Project design
would provide for the installation of the conduit and panel capacity to accommodate future
electric vehicle charging stations into a minimum of 30 percent of the parking spaces
(approximately 743 733 spaces), with 10 percent of the LAMC-required spaces further
improved with electric vehicle charging stations (approximately 248 245 spaces), which
would exceed the CALGreen 2022 requirement.

13.Page IV.E-66, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 1st four sentences of the 4th full paragraph as
follows:

The Project proposes to provide 2;4#5 2,444 parking stalls and-to-meet-the-Los-Angeles
Municipal-Code{LAMG)vehicleparkingrequirements; within subterranean parking (up to

four levels) and six levels of podium parking in Building 2 and four levels of podium parking
in Building 9. For informational purposes, the Fhe Project’s vehicular parking requirement
under the LAMC is 2;668-2,789 spaces. However, pursuant to LAMC Section 12.21 A4,
the Project would replace some required vehicular parking spaces with bicycle parking
spaces, which reduces the total vehicular parking requirement to 2,474 2,588 spaces-.
The Project would include 742 792 bicycle parking spaces (446 163 short-term and 696
629 long-term spaces), as required by LAMC Section 12.21 A.16(a)(2). Since the Project
is located within a half-mile radius of a major transit stop and has removed the proposed
hotel component, the Project with design modifications is eligible for the parking
exemption under AB 2097, and is therefore not required to provide any vehicular parking
spaces. Nonetheless, the Project is still proposing to provide 2,444 parking spaces.
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14.Page IV.E-67, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 2nd paragraph as follows:

This reduction strategy mainly applies to City traffic circulation. However, the Project
would implement Complete street Street policies by complying with the General Plan
Circulation Element (Mobility Plan 2035) requirements by including features to encourage
public transit use, walking and bicycling. The Project would occupy a location within an
identified HQTA and TPA that is highly accessible by existing transit options as further
discussed below, including regional and local bus service and regional rail service with
connections to public transportation hubs. In addition, the Project would include
approximately 742 792 bicycle parking spaces, as required by LAMC Section 12.21
A.16(a)(2). Approximately 446 163 of the total spaces will be short-term spaces, with the
remaining 596 629 spaces designated as long-term bicycle parking spaces. The Project’s
bicycle parking spaces and facilities will be provided at various locations throughout the
Project Site, which include lockers, fix-it/repair stations and showers. Therefore, the
Project complies with complete street policies and would not conflict with implementation
of Complete Streets policies.

15.Page IV.E-68, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the last two sentences of the 2nd full paragraph as
follows:

In addition, the Project would include approximately 742 792 bicycle parking spaces, as
required by LAMC Section 12.21 A.16(a)(2). Approximately 446 163 of the total spaces
will be short-term spaces, with the remaining 896 629 spaces designated as long-term
bicycle parking spaces.

16.Page IV.E-68 and IV.E-69, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s
Climate Change Scoping Plan, revise the last sentence of the last partial
paragraph and the 1st full sentence on the following page as follows:

Because of the Industrial Designation and the FAR limitation, the Project is seeking a
General Plan Amendment pursuant to LAMC Section 11.5.6 A to re-designate the
underlying land use from Light Industrial to Regional Commercial, and a Vesting Zone
Change and Height District Change pursuant to LAMC Sections 12.32 F, 12.32 H, and
12.32 Q, to change the zone from M2-2D/M2-2D-O to €2-2 C2-3D;—which—involves
removing-the-D-Development-Limitation. The Project is located within the Framework
Element’s Downtown Center and would be consistent with the General Plan designation
that supports hetels,—professional offices, corporate headquarters, and high-rise
residential towers within the Downtown Center.

17.Page IV.E-69, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 1st full paragraph as follows:

The Project would not convert any natural and working lands to urban uses. The Project
is an infill project that provides increased opportunities to use alternative transportation
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modes by co-locating complementary residential, hetek-office, retail, and restaurant land
uses on an infill Project Site that is in close proximity to existing off-site commercial and
residential uses, being located within a quarter-mile of off-site commercial and residential
uses, and located within an identified HQTA in a highly walkable area well served by
public transportation for visitors, residents, employees and patrons and would include 742
792 bicycle parking spaces, as required by LAMC Section 12.21 A.16(a)(2).
Approximately 446 163 of the total spaces will be short-term spaces, with the remaining
596 629 spaces designated as long-term bicycle parking spaces. The Project’s bicycle
parking spaces and facilities will be provided at various locations throughout the Project
Site, which include lockers, fix-it/repair stations and showers.

18.Page IV.E-70, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the last two sentences of the 1st full paragraph as
follows:

Also, as the Project is an infill project that provides increased opportunities to use
alternative transportation modes by co-locating complementary residential, hotel; office,
retail, and restaurant land uses on an infill Project Site that is in close proximity to existing
off-site commercial and residential uses, being located within a quarter-mile of off-site
commercial and residential uses, and located within an identified HQTA in a highly
walkable area well served by public transportation for visitors, residents, employees and
patrons that may help to further reduce GHG emissions. In addition, the Project would
provide a total of 2,475 2,444 parking spaces and the Project design would provide for
the installation of the conduit and panel capacity to accommodate future electric vehicle
charging stations into a minimum of 30 percent of the parking spaces (approximately 743
733 spaces), with 10 percent of the LAMC-required spaces further improved with electric
vehicle charging stations (approximately 248 245 spaces), which would exceed the
CALGreen 2022 requirement that may also help to further reduce GHG emissions by
encouraging increased EV use.

19.Page IV.E-72, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 3rd sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

In addition, theProject—-would-support-A-as discussed in the Project's Water Supply
Section IV.L.1, Utilities and Service Systems — Water Supply, the Project would further

reduce water consumption through the additional water conservation features (Project
Design Feature PDF-WS-1) of the Project’?® and potential strategies that include the
installation of water efficient fixtures that exceed applicable standards and water efficient
landscaping (refer to Section IV.L.1, Utilities and Service Systems — Water Supply, of this
Draft EIR).

20.Page IV.E-73, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 1st sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

In addition to energy efficiency measures, the Project would result in carbon sequestration
benefits by planting 422439 net new California native trees.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles
Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024
111-95



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

21.Page IV.E-74, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(a), CARB’s Climate
Change Scoping Plan, revise the 4th sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project would not conflict with these strategies given it would locate residential, hoetel;
office, retail and restaurant uses on an infill Project Site located within a walkable area of
the Central City East District of the City’s Central City Community Plan area with access
to public transit and employment opportunities, restaurants and entertainment.

22.Page IV.E-77, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b), SCAG’s 2020-20245
RTP/SCS, Table IV.E-8, Comparison of Project Characteristics with Applicable
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS and 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Actions and Strategies,
revise the conflict analysis for the second Land Use Actions and Strategies on the
page as follows:

Would Not Conflict. While this action applies to local jurisdictions and SCAG, the Project
would provide approximately 90,113 sf of publicly accessible open space, consisting of
plazas and paseos passing between Central Avenue and Alameda Street and a Central
Courtyard in the South Site that would provide linkages to the surrounding pedestrian
walkways. There are a total of 12 individually curated publicly accessible open space
areas (see Chapter Il, Project Description, of this Draft EIR for additional details). The
Project would locate residential, hetek-office, retail and restaurant uses on an infill Project
Site located within a walkable area of the Central City East District neighborhood in Los
Angeles with access to public transit. The Project would also provide 742 792 bicycle
parking spaces, where approximately 446 163 of the total spaces will be short-term
spaces and 596 629 spaces designated as long-term bicycle parking spaces on-site to
encourage utilization of alternative modes of transportation.

23.Page IV.E-78, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b), SCAG’s 2020-20245
RTP/SCS, Table IV.E-8, Comparison of Project Characteristics with Applicable
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS and 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Actions and Strategies,
revise the conflict analysis for the 1st two sentences of the Land Use Actions and
Strategies on the page as follows:

Would Not Conflict. While this action applies to local jurisdictions, the Project would
support this action/strategy by creating a mixed-use development comprising of
residential, hetel-office, retail, and restaurant land uses that offer employment and other
community-serving opportunities. The Project supports the development of a balanced
mixed of uses by co-locating complementary residential, hetel.—office, retail, and
restaurant land uses on an infill Project Site that is in close proximity to existing off-site
commercial and residential uses, being located within a quarter-mile of off-site
commercial and residential uses, and located within an identified HQTA in a highly
walkable area well served by public transportation.
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24.Page IV.E-79, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b), SCAG’s 2020-20245
RTP/SCS, Table IV.E-8, Comparison of Project Characteristics with Applicable
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS and 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Actions and Strategies,
revise the conflict analysis for the 1st sentence of the 1st Land Use Actions and
Strategies on the page as follows:

Would Not Conflict. While this action applies to local jurisdictions and SCAG, the Project
supports the development of complete communities by co-locating complementary
residential, office, and restaurant/retail;-and-hetel land uses within a quarter-mile of existing
off-site commercial and residential uses, and within an identified HQTA in a walkable area
served by transit.

25.Page IV.E-80, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b), SCAG’s 2020-20245
RTP/SCS, Table IV.E-8, Comparison of Project Characteristics with Applicable
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS and 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Actions and Strategies,
revise the conflict analysis for the 2nd and 3rd sentences of the 1st Land Use
Actions and Strategies on the page as follows:

The Project is a mixed-use development comprising of residential, hetel-office, retail, and
restaurant land uses located on an urban infill Project Site within an identified HQTA. It
co-locates its complementary residential, office, and restaurant/retail,—ard-hotel land
uses, which are in close proximity to existing off-site commercial and residential uses.

26.Page IV.E-80, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b), SCAG’s 2020-20245
RTP/SCS, Table IV.E-8, Comparison of Project Characteristics with Applicable
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS and 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Actions and Strategies,
revise the conflict analysis for the last sentence of the 1st Transportation Network
Actions and Strategies on the page as follows:

Furthermore, the Project would provide high-density residential, hetel-office, retail, and
restaurant land uses in an area with access to a range of existing entertainment and
commercial uses.

27.Page IV.E-81, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b), SCAG’s 2020-20245
RTP/SCS, Table IV.E-8, Comparison of Project Characteristics with Applicable
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS and 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Actions and Strategies,
revise the conflict analysis for the 2nd sentence of the 1st Clean Vehicle
Technology Actions and Strategies on the page as follows:

Specifically, the Project would support a land use pattern that provides increased
opportunities to use alternative transportation modes by co-locating complementary
residential, office, and restaurant/retail,—and—hetel land uses within a quarter-mile of
existing off-site commercial and residential uses, and within an identified HQTA in a
walkable area served by transit.
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28.Page IV.E-82, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b)(i), Integrated Growth
Forecast, revise the 4th to 6th sentences of the paragraph as follows:

Based on the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS growth projections, the Project’s proposed 3,423
3.576 population increase would comprise approximately 1.5 percent of SCAG’s year
2030 estimated increase of 231,034 households within the City and approximately 0.5
percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 664,224 population growth within the City,
relative to 2022."35 Based on the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS growth projections, the Project’s
proposed 4624 1,589 housing units would comprise approximately 43 1.4 percent of
SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 117,517 households within the City and
approximately 0.5 percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 337,862 households
within the City, relative to 2022."3¢ Based on the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS growth projections,
the Project would result in an increase in the number of employees on the Project Site of
approximately 2,039 2,073 net new employees, which would comprise approximately 2.6
percent of SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 79,337 employees within the City
and approximately 0.9 percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated increase of 228,096 employees
within the City."%"

29.Page IV.E-83, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b)(ii), VMT Reduction
Strategies and Policies, revise the 5th and 6th full sentences of the 1st partial
paragraph as follows:

In addition, the Project would include approximately 742 792 bicycle parking spaces, as
required by LAMC Section 12.21 A.16(a)(2). Approximately 446 163 of the total spaces
will be short-term spaces, with the remaining 896 629 spaces designated as long-term
bicycle parking spaces.

30.Page IV.E-83, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b)(ii), VMT Reduction
Strategies and Policies, revise the 4th sentence of the second full paragraph as
follows:

The Project supports this by locating residential, hetel-office, retail and restaurant uses at
an urban infill location with an existing street grid and in proximity to existing public transit
options and in proximity to off-site uses (i.e., commercial, shopping and entertainment
businesses and neighborhood housing uses) and would allow people in the neighborhood
and community to utilize the nearby Project Site land uses.

31.Page IV.E-84, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(b)(ii), VMT Reduction
Strategies and Policies, revise the 1st sentence of the 1st full paragraph as follows:

By locating the Project’s residential, hetek-office, retail and restaurant uses within an area
that has existing high quality public transit (with access to existing local and regional bus
service) and employment opportunities within walking distance, and by including features
that support and encourage pedestrian activity and other non-vehicular transportation and
increased transit use in the Central City East District of the Central City Community Plan
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area, the Project would reduce vehicle trips and VMT and resulting air pollution and GHG
emissions.

32.Page IV.E-86 to IV.E-89, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(c), City’s
Green New Deal, revise table number of Table IV.E-9, Comparison of Project
Characteristics to Applicable City of Los Angeles Green New Deal Goals and
Actions, as follows:

TABLE IV.-E-109
COMPARISON OF PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS TO APPLICABLE CITY OF LOS ANGELES GREEN
NEw DEAL GHG EMISSIONS GOALS AND ACTIONS

33.Page IV.E-87, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(c), City’s Green New
Deal, Table IV.E-9, Comparison of Project Characteristics to Applicable City of Los
Angeles Green New Deal GHG Emissions Goals and Actions, revise the last two
sentences of the 1st paragraph and the 1st sentence of 2nd paragraph of the
conflict analysis for the 1st target of Chapter 6: Mobility & Public Transit on the
page as follows:

The Project would also provide £42 792 bicycle parking spaces, where approximately 446
163 of the total spaces will be short-term spaces and 596 629 spaces designated as long-
term bicycle parking spaces on-site to encourage utilization of alternative modes of
transportation area.

Additionally, the Project would co-locate its complementary residential, office, and
restaurant/retail,—and-hetel land uses, which are in close proximity to existing off-site
commercial and residential uses.

34.Page IV.E-88, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(c), City’s Green New
Deal, Table IV.E-9, Comparison of Project Characteristics to Applicable City of Los
Angeles Green New Deal GHG Emissions Goals and Actions, revise the last
sentence of the conflict analysis for Chapter 7: Zero Emissions Vehicles on the
page as follows:

In addition, the Project design provides for the installation of the conduit and panel
capacity to accommodate future electric vehicle charging stations into a minimum of 30
percent of the parking spaces (approximately #43 733 spaces), with 10 percent of the
Code-required spaces further improved with electric vehicle charging stations
(approximately 248 245 spaces).
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35.Page IV.E-89, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(c), City’s Green New
Deal, Table IV.E-9, Comparison of Project Characteristics to Applicable City of Los
Angeles Green New Deal GHG Emissions Goals and Actions, revise the conflict
analysis for the 3rd target of Chapter 9:Waste & Resource Recovery on the page
as follows:

The Project consists residential, office, and restaurant/retail,-and-hotel land uses, which
would participate in City trash services, including the participation in the organic waste
recycling program once the Citywide residential program is implemented.

36.Page IV.E-89, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(1)(c), City’s Green New
Deal, Table IV.E-9, Comparison of Project Characteristics to Applicable City of Los
Angeles Green New Deal GHG Emissions Goals and Actions, revise the 1st and
3rd sentences of the conflict analysis for the 1st target of Chapter 11: Urban
Ecosystems & Resilience on the page as follows:

While this action applies to the City in general, and not specifically to individual private
development, the residential uses would generate a requirement of 382 399 trees to be
provided within the Project Site. In addition, the existing 20 street trees to be removed
during Project construction would be require d to be replaced at a 2:1 ratio for a total of
40 replacement trees. Approximately 444,442 158,225 sf of retail and restaurants uses
as well as 90,113 sf of publicly accessible open space, consisting of plazas and paseos
passing between Central Avenue and Alameda Street and a Central Courtyard in the
South Site that would provide linkages to the surrounding pedestrian walkways.

37.Page IV.E-91, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2), Impact Analysis, revise
the 2nd to last sentence of the paragraph as follows:

The Project would not generate an incremental contribution to and a cumulative increase
in GHG emissions. A specific discussion regarding potential GHG emissions associated
with the construction and operational phases of the Project is provided below.

38.Page IV.E-92, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b), Operational
Emissions, revise footnote as follows:

138 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of this Draft EIR; see Appendix F of the Final EIR for the VMT

analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

39.Page IV.E-93, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b), Operational
Emissions, revise Table IV.E-11 as follows:

See revised Table IV.E-11 on the following page.
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TABLE IV.E-11
ESTIMATED OPERATIONAL GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — PROJECT

CO:e at Buildout Year (2030)
(Metric Tons per Year) 2

Project with Project without
implementation of GHG implementation of GHG
reduction characteristics, reduction characteristics,
Emissions Sources features, and measures features, and measures
Project Operational
Mobile Sources 11,244 12,420 174,034 19,216
Area 10794 10794
Electricity 4,606 4,344 6,742 6,389
Water and Wastewater Treatment 3148 311 396 388
Solid Waste 406 425 406 425
Emergency Generator 290 290
Cooling Tower 25 39
Construction (Amortized) 1,602 1,602
Project Subtotal 18,598 19,511 26,646 28,443
Existing Site (refer to Table IV.E-7) 20,386 20,386
Net Total (Project minus Existing) {14;788) (875) 6,260 8,057

@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding in the modeling calculations.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024,

40.Page IV.E-94, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(i), Area Source
Emissions, revise the 2nd sentence of the paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.E-11 on page IV.E-100, the Project with and without implementation
of GHG reduction characteristics, features, and measures would both result in 467494
MTCO:ze per year from area sources. Please refer to Appendix B of this Draft EIR for the

supporting calculations. See Appendix C of the Final EIR for GHG emissions calculations
associated with the Project with design modifications.

41.Page IV.E-94, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(ii), Electricity
Generation Emissions, revise last sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

Future fuel consumption rates are estimated based on specific square footage of the
residential, office, and restaurant/retail—and-hetel land uses, as well as predicted water
supply needs of the Project.
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42.Pages IV.E-95 and IV.E-96, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(ii),
Electricity Generation Emissions, revise the last paragraph starting with the 4th
sentence that continues on to Page IV.E-96 as follows:

As discussed above, the future year CO: intensity factor of 375.93 Ibs CO2/MWh for year
2030 was scaled proportionately based on the future year renewable energy targets of
60 percent by 2030 consistent with SB 100 (refer to Appendix B for additional details).'2
See Appendix C of this Final EIR for GHG emissions calculations associated with the
Project with design modifications. For the Project, these features account for
approximately a 32.0 percent reduction in electricity emissions and an 84 7.2 percent
reduction in total GHG emissions in the first operational year of 2030 (detailed emissions
calculations are provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR). See Appendix C of this Final
EIR for GHG calculations associated with the Project with design modifications. As
shown in Table IV.E-11 on page IV.E-100, Project GHG emissions from electricity usage
would result in a total of 4,606 4,344 MTCOze per year with implementation of GHG
reduction characteristics, features, and measures, which accounts for and a reduction of
2:166 2,045 MTCOze per year in comparison the Project without implementation of GHG
reduction characteristics, features, and measures (6;/72 6,389 MTCO:ze per year).

43.Page IV.E-95, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(iii), Mobile Source
Emissions, revise Footnotes 141 and 142 as follows:

141 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR; see Appendix F of this Final EIR for the

VMT analysis associated with the Project design modifications.
142 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR; see Appendix F of this Final EIR for the

VMT analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

44.Pages IV.E-95 and IV.E-96, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(iii),
Mobile Source Emissions, revise the 3rd paragraph on page IV.E-95 that continues
on to page IV.E-96 as follows:

As discussed above, based on the Project’s land use characteristics, VMT reductions are
expected due to the Project’s infill nature, location, and design. These characteristics
account for a 34-0 35.4-percent reduction in VMT and a 24+ 23.9-percent reduction in
total GHG emissions in the first operational year of 2030. As shown in Table IV.E-11 on
page IV.E-85, Project GHG emissions from mobile sources would result in a total of
44244 12,420 MTCO:ze per year with implementation of GHG reduction characteristics,
features, and measures, which accounts for and a reduction of 5:790 6,796 MTCO-ze per
year in comparison the Project without implementation of GHG reduction characteristics,
features, and measures (474034 19,216 MTCO:ze per year).
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45.Page IV.E-96, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(v), Solid Waste
Generation Emissions, revise the 3rd sentence of the paragraph and add a
sentence to the end of the paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.E-11 on page IV.E-85, the Project with and without implementation
of GHG reduction characteristics, features, and measures would both result in 406-425
MTCOze per year from solid waste, which accounts for a 76-percent recycling/diversion
rate.'8 Please refer to Appendix B of this Draft EIR for the supporting calculations that
reflect the emission reduction measures. See Appendix C of this Final EIR for GHG
emissions calculations associated with the Project with design modifications.

46.Page IV.E-96 and IV.E-97, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(vi), Water
Usage and Wastewater Generation Emissions, add the following sentences to the
1st partial sentence and the last sentence of the 1st partial paragraph on the page
as follows:

Refer to Section IV.L.1, Utilities and Service Systems — Water Supply, and Section IV.L.2,
Utilities and Service Systems — Wastewater, of this Draft EIR for the estimated water
usage rate for the Project. Refer to Section lll, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections
to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR, for utility information related to the Project with design
modifications.

47.Page IV.E-97, Subsection 3.d) Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(vi), Water Usage and
Wastewater Generation Emissions, revise the last sentence of the 1st partial
paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.E-11 on page IV.E-85, Project GHG emissions associated with
water demand and wastewater generation would result in a total of 348 311 MTCOze per
year with implementation of GHG reduction characteristics, features, and measures,
which accounts for and a reduction of 78 77 MTCOze per year in comparison the Project
without implementation of GHG reduction characteristics, features, and measures (396
388 MTCOze per year).

48.Page IV.E-97, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(vii), Cooling Tower
Emissions, revise the 2nd to last sentence of the paragraph as follows:

The additional water conservation and the lower CI of electricity would account for an
approximately 35.3-percent reduction in cooling tower associated GHG emissions, and
an approximately <0.1-percent reduction in total GHG emissions in the first operational
year of 2030.
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49.Page IV.E-98, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(b)(vii), Combined
Construction and Operation Impacts, revise the 1st paragraph and the 1st and 2nd
sentence in the second paragraph and add a sentence to the end of the last
paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.E-11, when taking into consideration implementation of relevant
project design features, as well as the requirements set forth in the City of Los Angeles
Green Building Code, and full implementation of current State mandates, the Project’s
GHG emissions for the Project in 2030 would equal 1,602 MTCOze per year (amortized
over 30 years) during construction and 46,996 17,908 MTCOze per year during operation
of the Project with a combined total of 48,698 19,511 MTCOze per year.

When considering only the Project’s emissions, Table IV.E-11 shows that the Project’s
operational emissions of 48;598 19,511 MTCOze would be generated primarily by mobile
sources and secondarily by energy (electricity) and in 2030 would be approximately 316
percent below the emissions that would be generated by the Project without
implementation of GHG reduction characteristics, features, and measures (i.e., based on
the quantitative reduction). The Project without implementation of GHG reduction
characteristics, features, and measures does not account for land use characteristics of
the Project that reduce VMT given its mix of complementary residential, hetel-office, retail
and restaurant uses, and location at an urban infill location with nearby access to public
transportation.

The quantification of GHG emissions for the Project without implementation of GHG
reduction characteristics, features, and measures scenario is evaluated based on the
specific and defined circumstances that CARB relied on when it projected the State’s
GHG emissions in the absence of GHG reduction measures in the Climate Change
Scoping Plan (for complete list of assumptions refer to Appendix B of this Draft EIR). See
Appendix C of this Final EIR for GHG emissions calculations associated with the Project

with design modifications.

50.Page IV.E-100, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(c), (c) Post Buildout
Emissions, add a sentence after the 1st sentence of the 2nd full paragraph as
follows:

The Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Technical Documentation appendix for the Project,
which is provided in Appendix B of this Draft EIR, was prepared after thorough
investigation of feasible methodologies to determine the potential GHG impacts
associated with the Project. See Appendix C of this Final EIR for GHG emissions

calculations associated with the Project with design modifications.

51.Page IV.E-101, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(c), Post Buildout
Emissions, revise the 8th and 9th sentences of the 1st partial paragraph as follows:

In addition, the Project would include approximately 742 792 bicycle parking spaces, as
required by LAMC Section 12.21 A.16(a)(2). Approximately 446 163 of the total spaces

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles

Final Environmental Impact Report 104 October 2024
-



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

will be short-term spaces, with the remaining 896 629 spaces designated as long-term
bicycle parking spaces.

52.Page IV.E-101, Subsection 3.d), Thresholds (a) and (b)(2)(d),, Conclusion, revise
the 1st sentence of the paragraph as follows:

As set forth above, the Project would not generate increased GHG emissions over
existing conditions.

7. Chapter IV.F Land Use and Planning

1. Page IV.F-20, Subsection 3.b)(1), Adjacent Land Uses, revise the subsection
number and the 2nd and 3rd sentences of the 1st paragraph as follows:

H(2)Adjacent Land Uses

Locally, the Project Site is in a highly urbanized area and situated on the eastern border
of the Central City East District of the Central City Community Plan, which is largely
developed with general commercial and manufacturing uses such as wholesale,
warehouse, and food processing facilities. Alameda Street, which borders the Project Site
to the east, separates the Central City East District and from the Arts District. Thus, the
Project Site is located adjacent to the Arts District, which is an emerging neighborhood in
the City’s Downtown area and has experienced an increased demand for new retail, hotek
creative office, and residential spaces. The Project Site is also situated just south of the
Little Tokyo neighborhood_and west of the Arts District, where numerous former
warehouse and other manufacturing/industrial structures are being converted to artists’
workshops, live-work spaces, and neighborhood-serving retail and commercial uses

2. Page IV.F-26, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), City of Los Angeles General
Plan Framework Element, revise the 3rd sentence in the 1st full paragraph as
follows:

Further the Project would plant 408 439 new trees within 90,113 square feet of publicly-
accessible open space, thus, adding a sustainable environment within an area currently
largely devoid of such resources.

3. Page IV.F-27, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(c), General Plan Open Space
Element, revise the 1st two sentences in the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project would incorporate 463,325 170,275 sf of usable open space for on-site
residents, office workers, and hetel guests. Of this, approximately 405;248 94,547 sf
would be outdoor and rooftop common open space, approximately 25 percent (a
minimum of 26;305 23,637 sf) would be landscaped.
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4. Page IV.F-28, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(e), General Plan Housing
Element, revise the 4th sentence in the paragraph as follows:

In addition, the Project would provide 4624 1,589 residential units within six of the
proposed buildings. Six-Five buildings (Buildings 4-2, 5, 6, 7, and 9) would be mixed-use
and one building (Building 10) would be all residential.

5. Page IV.F-29, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(f), General Plan Health and
Wellness Element (Plan for a Healthy Los Angeles), revise the 1st and 3rd full
sentences in the 1st partial paragraph as follows:

The Project would also provide 445 163 short-term bicycle parking spaces and 695 629
long-term bicycle parking spaces. The proximity to transit, as well as to the City’'s
downtown’s high-density commercial and government districts would allow for walking
and biking to and from work. In addition, the Project would include approximately 463,325
170,275 sf of Code-required usable open space and approximately 90,113 sf of publicly-
accessible open space, including paseos passing between Central Avenue and Alameda
Street, plazas, and pocket parks within the North and South Sites that would allow a greater

circulation of air throughout the Project Site.

6. Page IV.F-30, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(g), Citywide Design Guidelines,
revise the 4th sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

Overall, the total tree planting for the Project would provide 422 439 new trees and a
minimum of 406,248 94,547 sf of outdoor and rooftop common open space, approximately
25 percent of which is required to be landscaped.

7. Page IV.F-31, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(h), Central City Community Plan,
revise the 1st sentence in the last paragraph as follows:

The Project would locate a high intensity development, including 4,624 1,589 residential
units; 401,101 sf of office uses; and 93;400 145,748 sf of restaurant/retail uses’2;-and-68
hotelrooms) within downtown Los Angeles, within a designated TPA.

> The 145,748 square feet of restaurant/retail floor area includes floor area for purposes of calculating

floor area per LAMC requirements. An additional potential 12,477 square feet of outdoor dining/patio
space may be incorporated into the Project, which does not count towards the LAMC calculation of
floor area. To provide a conservative analysis of environmental impacts associated with the Projects
retail/restaurant uses, the environmental analyses included in Chapter 4, Environmental Impact
Analysis, of this Draft EIR, evaluates a total of 158,225 square feet of restaurant/retail uses. It is
assumed there would be 67,595 square feet of retail uses and 90,630 square feet of restaurant uses
(indoor and outdoor uses combined).
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8. Page IV.F-34, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(i), DTLA 2040, revise the 4th and
5th sentences in the 1st full paragraph as follows:

The Project would result in 483 171 more residential units than allowed under the DTLA
2040’s zoning parameters. However, housing is a priority in the City and the comparative
eight(8) 12-percent increase is consistent with DTLA 2040 policies related to placing
housing near transit facilities.

9. Page IV.F-34, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(j), Central Industrial District
Redevelopment Project, revise the 2nd sentence in the 2nd paragraph as follows:

The Project would enhance the safety and security of the Project Site and surrounding
area through the presence of residents (occupants of 4,624 1,589 on-site residential

units), office workers, retail workers, and visitors;-and-hotel-visitors-and-employees.

10.Page IV.F-36, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(k), Adaptive Reuse Ordinance,
revise the 2nd sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

Further, the mixed-use character of the Project would not conflict with policies of the
Ordinance to revitalize and facilitate the development of a “24-hour city” and to encourage
mixed commercial and residential uses in order to improve air quality and reduce vehicle
trips and vehicle miles traveled by locating residents, jobs, hetels-and transit services
near each other.

11.Page IV.F-37, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(), Los Angeles Municipal Code,
revise the last two sentences in the 1st paragraph as follows:

Because of the Industrial Designation and the FAR limitation, the Project is seeking a
General Plan Amendment pursuant to LAMC Section 11.5.6 A to re-designate the
underlying land use from Light Industrial to Regional Commercial, and a Vesting Zone
Change and Height District Change pursuant to LAMC Sections 12.32 F and 12.32 Q, to
change the zone from M2-2D/M2-2D-0O to G2-2 C2-3D-which-irvolvesremoving-the- D
Development—Limitation. The Project is located within the Framework Element’s
Downtown Center and would be consistent with the General Plan designation that
supports hetels,—professional offices, corporate headquarters, and high-rise residential
towers within the Downtown Center.

12.Page IV.F-37, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(l), Los Angeles Municipal Code,
remove the last sentence in the 3rd paragraph as follows:
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8. Chapter IV.G Noise

1. Page IV.G-1, Subsection 1, Introduction, add a sentence at the end of the
paragraph as follows:

This section summarizes the noise and vibration information included in the Noise and
Vibration Worksheets in Appendix G of the Draft EIR. See Appendix E of this Final EIR
for noise calculations associated with the Project with design modifications.

2. Page IV.G-33, Subsection 3.b)(2), Off-Site Roadway Noise (Construction and
Operation), revise footnotes as follows:

48 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
Mareh-dune 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR. See Appendix F of the Final EIR

for the peak hour volume analysis associated with the Project design modifications.
49 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
Mareh-June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR. See Appendix F of the Final EIR

for the peak hour volume analysis associated with the Project design modifications.

3. Page IV.G-43, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii)(b), Foundations Concrete
Pour Trucks, revise footnote as follows:

56 Gibson Transportation Consulting, Inc., Transportation Assessment for the Fourth & Central Project,
Mareh-June 2022. Provided in Appendix J of the Project’s Draft EIR. See Appendix F of the Final EIR

for the peak hour volume analysis associated with the Project Design modifications.

4. Page IV.G-54, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(v), Off-Site Operation Traffic
Noise, revise the 2nd sentence of 2nd paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.G-16, traffic from the Project would result in a maximum noise increase
of 8:9 1.1 dBA along Central Avenue (between 4th Street and 5th Street/Project South
Driveway).

5. Page IV.G-55 to IV.G-57, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(v), Off-Site
Operation Traffic Noise, revise Table IV.G-16 as follows:

See revised Table 1V.G-16 on the following page.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles

Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024
111-108



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

TABLE IV.G-16
OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS — EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS
CNEL (dBA)
Existing + Project
Existing? Project Increment Exceed

Roadway Segment Adjacent Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)s Threshold?P
1st Street
Between Central Avenue and Commercial/ Institutional 69.5 69.6 0.1 No
Alameda Street
East of Alameda Street Residential/ Commercial 68.6 68.8 0.2 No
2nd Street
Between Central Avenue and Commercial 67.0 67.1 0.1 No
Alameda Street
East of Alameda Street Residential/ Commercial 65.2 65.2 0.0 No
3rd Street
Between Central Avenue and Residential/ Commercial 718 748719  06.60.1 No
Alameda Street == =
Between San Pedro St and Institutiongl/ Religious/ 718 71.9 0.1 No
Central Avenue Commercial
West of San Pedro St Residential/ Commercial 70.9 0971.0 0.1 No
3rd Street/4th Place
Between Hewitt Stand Merrick ) 1 10 ials Motel 69.8 700701 0203 No
Street/Molino Street ==
4th Street/4th Place
Between Hewitt St and Merrick . .
Street/Molino Street Residential 72.1 72.4 0.3 No
4th Street
Between Alameda Street and Residential/ Commercial 71.0 714 04 No
Hewitt St
Between Central Avenue and Industrial/ Commercial 704 705706 0.2 No
Alameda Street —
Between San Pedro St and Industrial/ Commercial 701 763704 0.3 No
Central Avenue ==
East of Merrick Street/Molino Industrial/ Commercial 72.3 72.6 0:20.3 No
Street ==
West of San Pedro St Commercial 70.0 70.2 0.2 No
5th Street
Between San Pedro St and Commerciall Residential 654 65.7 0.3 No
Central Avenue
West of San Pedro St Commercial/ Residential 65.1 854 65.5 0304 No
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TABLE IV.G-16
OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS — EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS
CNEL (dBA)
Existing + Project
Existing? Project Increment Exceed

Roadway Segment Adjacent Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)s Threshold?P
6th Street
Between Central Avenue and Industrial/ Commercial 69.0 69.1 0.1 No
Alameda Street
East of Alameda Street Industrial/ Commercial 68.5 68.6 0.2 No
West of Central Avenue Commercial/ Residential 67.6 68.0 68.1 040.5 No
Tth Street
Between Central Avenue and Industrial/ Commercial 69.6 69.7 0.1 No
Alameda Street
East of Alameda Street Industrial/ Commercial 69.7 69.9 0.2 No
West of Central Avenue Commercial/ Residential 69.6 69.7 0.2 No
Alameda Street
Between 1st Street and 2nd Street Commercial/ Residential 72.6 72.9 0.3 No
Between 2nd Street and 3rd . . .
Street/ath Place Commercial/ Residential 72.2 72.6 0.4 No
Between 3rd Street/ath Place and 110 rcial Residential -~ 72.3 72.9 0.6 No
4th Street
Between 4th Street and 6th Street Industrial/ Commercial 72.0 72.6 0.6 No
Between 6th Street and 7th Street Industrial/ Commercial 71.8 721 0.3 No
North of 1st Street Institutional/ Commercial 72.9 73.2 0.3 No
South of 7th Street Industrial/ Commercial 72.0 72.2 0.2 No
Central Avenue
Between 1st Street and 2nd Street  Commercial/ Residential 67.5 683684 6:80.9 No
Between 2nd Street and 3rd Street Commercial/ Residential 70.0 70.5 0.5 No
Between 3rd Street and 4th Street  Industrial/ Commercial 70.1 70-871.0 0709 No
Between 4th Street and 5th . .
Street/Project South Site Driveway Industrial/ Commercial 69.8 #6-#70.9 6911 No
Between 5th Street/Project South . .
Site Driveway and 6th Street Industrial/ Commercial 71.6 24723 660.7 No
Between 6th Street and 7th Street Industrial/ Commercial 71.2 6717 040.5 No
South of 7th Street Industrial/ Commercial 71.5 71.8 6203 No
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TABLE IV.G-16
OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS — EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS
CNEL (dBA)
Existing + Project
Existing? Project Increment Exceed
Roadway Segment Adjacent Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)s Threshold?P
Merrick Street/Molino Street
North of 4th Street Industrial/ Commercial 59.1 59.1 0.0 No
South of 4th Street Industrial/ Commercial 56.5 56.5 0.0 No
San Pedro Street
Between 3rd Street and 4th Street Industrial/ Commercial 69.9 69.9 0.0 No
Between 4th Street and 5th Street Commercial/ Residential 70.1 70.2 0.1 No
North of 3rd Street Commerciall Residentall g9.3 69.3 0.0 No
eligious

South of 5th Street Commercial/ Residentiall 7 5 703 0.1 No

Religious

NOTES:

@ Calculated based on existing traffic volumes.
b See Table IV.G-4 for a description of the compatibility categories.

¢ O14 May Not ada Uup €Xd aue 10 roundaing 1o one aecima poin

SOURCE: ESA 2022. Updated in May 2024.

6. Page IV.G-57, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(v), Off-Site Operation Traffic
Noise, revise the last sentence of the paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.G-17, traffic noise from the Project would result in an increase of
0-8 1.0 dBA along Central Avenue (between 4th Street and 5th Street/South Site Project

Driveway).

7. Page IV.G-58 to IV.G-60, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(v), (v) Off-Site
Operation Traffic Noise, revise Table IV.G-17 as follows:

See revised Table I1V.G-17 on the following page.
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TABLE IV.G-17
OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS — FUTURE (2030) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS
CNEL (dBA)
Future Future + Project
Adjacent Baseline? Project Increment Exceed
Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)¢ Threshold?P
1st Street
Between Central Avenue and Commercial/
Alameda Street Institutional 700 701 0.1 No
East of Alameda Street Residentigl/ 69.1 69.3 040.2 No
Commercial ==
2nd Street
Between Central Avenue and Commercial 67.7 67.8 0.1 No
Alameda Street
East of Alameda Street Residentigl/ 65.8 65.8 0.0 No
Commercial
3rd Street
Between Central Avenue and Residentigl/ 725 795 0.0 No
Alameda Street Commercial
Institutional/
ietween San Pedro St and Central Religious/ 725 726 0.1 No
venue ;
Commercial
West of San Pedro St Residential/ 71.7 747718 0.1 No
Commercial =
3rd Street/4th Place
Between Hewitt St and Merrick Commercial/
Street/Molino Street Motel 704 706 02 No
4th Street/4th Place
Between Hewitt St and Merrick . .
Street/Molino Street Residential 73.0 73.2 0.2 No
4th Street
Between Alameda Street and Hewitt Residentigl/ 79 1 723724 03 No
St Commercial ==
Between Central Avenue and IndustrlaI/_ 712 713714 0402 No
Alameda Street Commercial = ==
Between San Pedro St and Central Industrial/_ 710 712 0.2 No
Avenue Commercial
East of Merrick Street/Molino Street Industrial/ . 73.3 73.5 0.2 No
Commercial
West of San Pedro St Commercial 70.9 40711 0.2 No
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TABLE IV.G-17
OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS — FUTURE (2030) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS
CNEL (dBA)
Future Future + Project

Adjacent Baseline? Project Increment Exceed

Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)¢ Threshold?P

5th Street

Between San Pedro St and Central Commerc_:ial/ 66.4 66.6 0.2 No

Avenue Residential

West of San Pedro St Commercial/ 66.0 66.3 0.3 No
Residential

6th Street

Between Central Avenue and Industrial/

Alameda Street Commercial 70.2 703 0.1 No

East of Alameda Street Industnal/. 70.7 70.8 0.1 No
Commercial

West of Central Avenue Conjmerc_:lall 68.9 892 69.3 6304 No
Residential = =

7th Street

Between Central Avenue and Industrial/_ 710 716 71.1 0.1 No

Alameda Street Commercial E—

East of Alameda Street Industrial/ 71.4 715 0.1 No
Commercial

West of Central Avenue Commerc_:ial/ 70.8 71.0 0.1 No
Residential

Alameda Street

Between 1st Street and 2nd Street Commerc_:ial/ 73.7 73.9 0.3 No
Residential

Between 2nd Street and 3rd Commercial/

Street/4th Place Residential 734 73.7 0.3 No

Between 3rd Street/4th Place and Commercial/

4th Street Residential 3.7 At 142 8405 No

Between 4th Street and 6th Street Industrial/ . 73.6 74.0 0.4 No
Commercial

Between 6th Street and 7th Street Industnal/_ 73.2 73.5 0.3 No
Commercial

North of 1st Street Institutional/ 74.1 743 0.2 No
Commercial

South of 7th Street Industrial/ 73.2 733 0.2 No
Commercial
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TABLE IV.G-17
OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS — FUTURE (2030) PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS
CNEL (dBA)
Future Future + Project

Adjacent Baseline? Project Increment Exceed

Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)¢ Threshold?P

Central Avenue

Between 1st Street and 2nd Street Commerc_:iaI/ 68.1 68.768.8 0708 No
Residential a— =

Between 2nd Street and 3rd Street ~ commercial 705 70.9 0.4 No
Residential

Between 3rd Street and 4th Street Industrial/_ 70.6 42714 060.8 No
Commercial B ==

Between 4th Street and 5th Industrial/ 712

Street/Project South Site Driveway =~ Commercial 70.4 =4 6810 No

Between 5th Street/Project South Industrial/ 727

Site Driveway and 6th Street Commercial 2.2 +12.8 0506 No

Between 6th Street and 7th Street Industrial/_ 72.1 725 6304 No
Commercial ==

South of 7th Street Industrial/ 72.2 72.4 0.2 No
Commercial

Merrick Street/Molino Street

North of 4th Street Industrial/ 59.4 59.4 0.0 No
Commercial

South of 4th Street Industrial/ 60.7 60.7 0.0 No
Commercial

San Pedro Street

Between 3rd Street and 4th Street Industrial/_ 70.6 70.6 0.0 No
Commercial

Between 4th Street and 5th Street Conjmerc_;laI/ 70.8 70.8 0.1 No
Residential
Commercial/

North of 3rd Street Residential/ 70.0 70.0 0.0 No
Religious
Commercial/

South of 5th Street Residential/ 70.9 71.0 0.1 No
Religious

NOTES:

@ Calculated based on future (2030) traffic volumes.

b See Table IV.G-4 for a description of the compatibility categories.

¢ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding to one decimal point.
SOURCE: ESA 2022. Updated in May 2024.

8. Page IV.G-70, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(a)(i), Structural Damage,
Construction, revise Table IV.G-23 as follows:
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TABLE IV.G-23
CONSTRUCTION VIBRATION IMPACTS — STRUCTURAL DAMAGE

Estimated Vibration Velocity Levels at the Nearest Off-Site

Structures from Project Construction Equipment,bﬂ
inch/second (PPV)

Significance

Maximum

Distance to Threshold, Exceedance over
Receptor Large Caisson Loaded Jack- Small inch/second Significance Significant

Nearest Off-Site Building Structures Building (ft) Bulldozer Drilling Trucks hammer Bulldozer (PPV) Threshold (PPV) Impacts?
V1: Warehouse/industrial building north of b
the Project's North Site. 25 0.089 0.089 0.076 0.035 0.003 0.30°2 0.0 No
V2: Parking structure to the east of the b
Project's North Site. 25 0.089 0.089 0.076 0.035 0.003 0.50€R 0.0 No
V3: Commercial buildings to the south, d
west, and southwest of Project’s West Site. 10 0.352 0.352 0.300 0.138 0.012 0.208¢ 0.052 Yes
V4: Historic District Warehouse/industrial
buildings to the east of the Project’'s Upper 95 0.012 0.012 0.010 0.005 <0.001 0.12¢d 0.0 No
South and Lower South Sites.
V5: Multi-family residential building to the
east of the Project’s Upper South Site and 250 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.001 <0.001 0.208¢ 0.0 No
North Site along 4th Street.
V6: Hotel use and commercial/industrial
buildings to the west of the Project’s Upper 175 0.005 0.005 0.004 0.002 <0.001 0.208¢ 0.0 No
South Site and North Site along 4th Street.
V7: Historic Produce Exchange Building to
the northwest of the Project’s North Site 230 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.12¢ed 0.0 No

along Central Avenue

NOTES: Bolded values represent vibration levels over threshold

abFTA criteria for engineered concrete and masonry buildings.
beFTA criteria for reinforced concrete, steel or timber buildings.
CEFTA criteria for non-engineered timber and masonry buildings.

deFTA criteria for historic buildings.
SOURCE: ESA, 2022
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9. Page IV.G-74, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(3)(a), Construction Structural
Damage, revise the paragraph as follows:

Regarding impacts due to structural damage, Mitigation Measure NOI-MM-6 prohibits the
use of vibratory construction equipment at distances that would result in significant
impacts to the V3. Mitigated construction vibration velocities are shown in Table IV.G-25,
Mitigated Construction Vibration Impacts — Building Damage. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure NOI-MM-56, potential structural vibration impacts on receptor V3
would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

10.Page IV.G-80 to IV.G-82, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b)(ii), Off-Site Operation Traffic
Noise, revise Table IV.G-27 as follows:

TABLE IV.G-27
CUMULATIVE OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS
CNEL (dBA)
Cumulative Increase
Year (2030) over

Adjacent Existing + Project Existing Project Exceed
Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)2  lnerement Threshold?
1st Street
Between Central Avenue and Commercial/
Alameda Street Institutional 69.5 70.1 0.6 o4 No
East of Alameda Street ReS|dentlgI/ 68.6 69.3 06 0.7 02 No

Commercial =
2nd Street
Between Central Avenue and 1 o) 67.0 67.8 0708 04 No
Alameda Street =
East of Alameda Street Residentie_zl/ 65.2 65.8 0-70.6 0.0 No

Commercial ==
3rd Street
Between Central Avenue and Residentie_lll 718 725 0.7 0.0 No
Alameda Street Commercial

Institutional/
Between San Pedro St and Religious/ 71.8 72.6 0.8 o4 No
Central Avenue .

Commercial
West of San Pedro St Residential/ 70.9 747718 0.9 o4 No

Commercial =
3rd Street/4th Place
Between Hewitt St and Merrick Commercial/
Street/Molino Street Motel 69.8 706 08 82 No
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TABLE IV.G-27
CUMULATIVE OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS

CNEL (dBA)

Cumulative Increase
Year (2030) over

Adjacent Existing + Project Existing Project Exceed

Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)2  Inerement Threshold?

4th Street/4th Place

Between Hewitt St and Merrick . .

Street/Molino Street Residential 721 73.2 10141 03 No

4th Street

Betw_een Alameda Street and Residentigl/ 710 7223704 14 04 No

Hewitt St Commercial ==

Between Central Avenue and Industrial/_ 70.4 743714 10 02 No

Alameda Street Commercial ==

Between San Pedro St and Industnal/l 70.1 712 11 03 No

Central Avenue Commercial

East of Merrick Street/Molino Industrial/_ 723 735 192 02 No

Street Commercial

West of San Pedro St Commercial 70.0 40711 1.1 02 No

5th Street

Between San Pedro St and Commerc_:ial/ 65.4 66.6 12 03 No

Central Avenue Residential

West of San Pedro St Commercial/ g5 4 66.3 1.2 03 No
Residential

6th Street

Between Central Avenue and Industrial/_ 69.0 70.3 13 o4 No

Alameda Street Commercial

East of Alameda Street Industrial/ 68.5 70.8 23 0.2 No
Commercial

West of Central Avenue Commerc_:ial/ 67.6 892 69.3 1.7 04 No
Residential aa—

Tth Street

Between Central Avenue and IndustrlaI/_ 69.6 246 71.1 15 o4 No

Alameda Street Commercial —

East of Alameda Street Industrial/ 69.7 715 18 0.2 No
Commercial

West of Central Avenue Commerc_:ial/ 69.6 71.0 1.4 02 No
Residential
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TABLE IV.G-27
CUMULATIVE OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS
CNEL (dBA)
Cumulative Increase
Year (2030) over

Adjacent Existing + Project Existing Project Exceed
Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)2  Inerement Threshold?
Alameda Street
Between 1st Street and 2nd Commerqal/ 726 73.9 13 03 No
Street Residential
Between 2nd Street and 3rd Commercial/
Street/4th Place Residential 722 3.7 1.5 o4 No
Between 3rd Street/4th Place Commercial/ 244
and 4th Street Residential 723 142 1.8 66 No
Between 4th Street and 6th Industrial/_ 720 74.0 20 06 No
Street Commercial
Between 6th Street and 7th Industrial/_ 718 735 17 03 No
Street Commercial
North of 1st Street Institutional/ 72.9 743 14 03 No

Commercial
South of 7th Street Industrial/ 72.0 733 13 02 No

Commercial
Central Avenue
Between 1st Street and 2nd Commerc_:ial/ 675 68.7 68.8 1213 08 No
Street Residential == ==
Between 2nd Street and 3rd Commerc_:ial/ 70.0 70.9 0.9 05 No
Street Residential
Between 3rd Street and 4th Industrial/. 70.1 712714 1413 0.7 No
Street Commercial ==
Between 4th Street and 5th Industrial/
Street/Project South Site . 69.8 2714 1416 89 No

. Commercial —=
Driveway
Between 5th Street/Project Industrial/
South Site Driveway and 6th c . 71.6 127728 1412 0.6 No
ommercial == ==

Street
Between 6th Street and 7th Industrial/_ 712 725 1213 o4 No
Street Commercial
South of 7th Street IndustrialiCo 74 5 72.4 0.9 02 No

mmercial
Merrick Street/Molino Street
North of 4th Street Industrial/ 59.1 59.4 0.4 0.0 No

Commercial
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TABLE IV.G-27
CUMULATIVE OFF-SITE ROADWAY TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS
CNEL (dBA)
Cumulative Increase
Year (2030) over

Adjacent Existing + Project Existing Project Exceed
Roadway Segment Land Use (A) (B) (B-A)2  lnerement Threshold?
South of 4th Street Industrial/ 56.5 60.7 42 00 No

Commercial
San Pedro Street
Between 3rd Street and 4th Industnal/_ 69.9 70.6 0.7 0.0 No
Street Commercial
Between 4th Street and 5th Commerc_:ial/ 70.1 70.8 07 o4 No
Street Residential

Commercial/
North of 3rd Street Residential/ 69.3 70.0 0.7 00 No

Religious

Commercial/
South of 5th Street Residential/ 70.2 71.0 0.8 o4 No

Religious
@ Totals may not add up exactly due to rounding to one decimal point.

SOURCE: ESA 2022. Updated in May 2024.

11.Page IV.G-83, Subsection 3.e)(1)(c), Construction - Groundborne Vibration, revise

the 2nd, 4th, and 5th sentences of the paragraph as follows:

Due to rapid attenuation characteristics of groundborne vibration, only related projects
located adjacent to the same sensitive receptors would result in cumulatively

considerable vibration impacts. Nene-of the-relatedprojects—are-located-adjacent-to-the

sensitive-receptors-identifiedforthe Project-The Project and Related Project Nos. 9, 18,
and 29 are beth-adjacent to sensitive receptor V3. At this-distance a distance of 10 feet

(see Table IV.G-23), the vibration levels from the Project could result in cumulatively
considerable vibration levels at receptor location V3 when combined with Related Project
Nos. 9, 18, and 29. At the distances described above, operation of vibratory construction
equipment could exceed structural damage erhuman-anneyance-thresholds.

12.Page IV.G-83, Subsection 3.e)(2), Mitigation Measures, revise the 3rd sentence of
the 2nd paragraph as follows:

With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-MM-4, Project-level impacts would be
reduced to less-than-significant levels.
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13.Page IV.G-85, Subsection 3.e)(3)(a)(ii), Off-Site Construction Noise, revise the 1st
and 2nd paragraphs as follows:

For PrOJect related hauI trucks wrth—rmelementatren—ef—Mmgatren—Meaeure—Ngl—l\AM—#

Street—enel—an—Street—wmeh—wemd—%ngete—the—PrOJect IeveI |mpacts would be to-less
than S|gn|f|cant However if the related projects would contribute 34—truek—tr+|es—per—heur

Lgs per hour along 1st Street east of Alameda Street, 137 truck trips per s per hour along along
Central Avenue between 1st Street and 2nd Street, 122 trips per hour along Central
Avenue between 2nd Street and 3rd Street, 171 trips per hour along 4th Street between
Hewitt Street and Merrick/Molino Street, and 112 trips per hour along 4th Street between
Alameda Street and Hewitt Street (see roadway segments in Table IV.G-10), the
combined off-site construction noise from Project haul trucks and related project trucks
could exceed the significance threshold.

For PrOJect related foundatlon concrete pour trucks there—rs—ne—f-ea&bte—mmgatren

=gments to less than S|gn|f|cant on a project-level. However Iherefere—related projects
contributing any additional truck trips on the same roadway segments at the same time
as the Project (see roadway segments in Table IV.G-10) would generate a cumulative
noise impact along these same roadway segments.

14.Page IV.G-85 and IV.G-86, Subsection 3.e)(3)(c), Construction Groundborne
Vibration, revise the 1st and 2nd paragraphs as follows:

The Project would implement Mitigation Measures NOI-MM-6 and NOI-MM-7 to reduce
construction vibration impacts. Implementation of these mitigation measures would
reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level, but because implementation of these
measures requires the consent of private property owners, which cannot be assured,-but
not-eliminate; the Project’s ground-levelborne construction vibration impacts at receptor
location V3-butimpaets-would remain significant and unavoidable.

Although it is expected that the-related-projects-Related Project Nos. 9, 18, and 29 listed
irFable M-G-26 with identified significant impacts would implement mitigation that would
reduce construction structural vibration impacts similar to the Project, overlapping
construction activities could result in significant cumulative impacts. As previously
explained, the Project and therelated-projeets Related Project Nos. 9, 18, and 29 in Table
IV.G-26 could together contribute to construction vibration at receptor V3 that may exceed
the structural vibration significance threshold. Thus, it is conservatively concluded that
the Project’s contribution to cumulative construction vibration associated with on-
site construction equipment would be cumulatively considerable and would
represent a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact.
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9. Chapter IV.H Population and Housing

1. Page IV.H-17, Subsection 3(b), Methodology, revise the 2nd sentence in the 1st
full paragraph as follows:

Note that as the Project proposes a mix of 4:456-1,248 dwelling units with three or less
habitable rooms, 365 341 dwelling units with greater than three habitable rooms, the
citywide number of 2.25 used in the analysis below provides for a conservative estimate
that likely overstates the Project’s actual population.

2. Page IV.H-18, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i), Project Population, Housing,
and Employment Generation, revise the 1st sentence in the 1st paragraph as
follows:

With Project implementation, the Project Site would be developed with approximately
4624 1,589 multi-family residential dwelling units, 411,113 square feet of office, and

113,565 158,225 square feet of retail/restaurant;-and-68-hotelrooms{#4,484-squarefeet).

3. Page IV.H-19, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i), Project Population, Housing,
and Employment Generation, Table IV.H-2, Estimate of Project Population and
Housing, revise the row in the table as follows:

TABLE IV.H-2
ESTIMATE OF PROJECT POPULATION AND HOUSING
Total Housing Units Average Household Size? Total Population
4521 1,589 2.25 3,423 3,576
NOTE(S):

@ Based on the Population Per Unit Factor for multi-family units within the City of Los Angeles
VMT Calculator Documentation, which assumes an average household size of 2.25 population.

SOURCE: ESA, 2022. Updated in May 2024.

4. Page IV.H-19, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i), Project Population, Housing,
and Employment Generation, Table IV.H-3, Estimate of Project Employment,
revise the table rows in the table as follows:
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TABLE IV.H-3
ESTIMATE OF PROJECT EMPLOYMENT
Use Number of Employees
Project Employees 2,044 2,1422
Existing Uses 69°
Net New Employees 4,975 2,073
NOTE(S):

sf = square feet; rm = room; emp = employee; ksf = 1,000 square feet

2 Employment for Project uses taken from VMT Calculator worksheets in Appendix F of the TA.
The TA is provided in Appendix J of this Draft EIR. Also, a breakdown of employees by land
use is provided in Table IV.L.3 3, Estimated Operational Solid Waste Generation, in Section
IV.L-3, Utilities and Service Systems — Solid Waste, of this Draft EIR. See Appendix F of this
Final EIR for revised VMT calculations associated with the Project with design modifications.

b Existing employees provided by current site operator.

SOURCE: ESA, 2022. Updated in May 2024.

5. Page IV.H-20, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i)(a), Population, Table IV.H-
4, Project Population, Housing, and Employment Percentages for the City of Los
Angeles, revise the table rows in the table as follows:

TABLE IV.H-4
PROJECT POPULATION, HOUSING, AND EMPLOYMENT PERCENTAGES FOR THE CITY OF
Los ANGELES

Project SCAG Projected Project Percentage

Increase? GrowthP of Growth®
Population
2022-2030 Earliest Buildout 3,423 3,576 231,034 1.5%
2022-2045 Projection Horizon 3,423 3,576 664,224 0.5%
Households
2022-2030 Earliest Buildout 4,521 1,589 117,517 1314 %
2022-2045 Projection Horizon 4:524-1,589 337,862 0.5%
Employment
2022-2030 Earliest Buildout 4,975 2,073 79,337 2:52.6%
2022-2045 Projection Horizon 4,975 2,073 228,096 0.9%
NOTE(S):

@ From Table IV.H-2 for population and housing, and Table 1V.H-3 for employment.
b From Table IV.H-1.
€ Percentages are rounded to the nearest tenth.

SOURCE: ESA, 2022. Updated in May 2024,
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6. Page IV.H-20, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i)(a), Population, revise the 1st
paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.H-4, the Project’s 3;423 3,576 residents with potential buildout in
2030 (Earliest Project Buildout year) would comprise approximately 1.5 percent of
SCAG’s estimated population growth by 2030. SCAG’s longer-term projected population
increase for the City in 2045 shows an additional 664,224 residents for a total residential
population of 4,338,110; therefore, the Project would comprise approximately 0.5 percent

of SCAG’s total population increase for the City between 2022 and 2045.

7. Page IV.H-21, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i)(b), Housing, revise the 1st
and 3rd sentences in the 1st paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.H-4, the Project’s proposed 4524 1,589 housing units would
comprise 43 1.4 percent of SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 117,517 households
within the City. The Project would comprise 0.5 percent of SCAG’s 2045 estimated
increase of 337,862 households within the City. The Project would result in population
growth directly through the introduction of 4;624-1,589 housing units on the Project Site
which currently has no residential uses.

8. Page IV.H-22, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i)(c), Employment, revise the
1st sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.H-3, the Project would generate a net total of ;945 2,073
employees, which would comprise 26 2.6 percent of SCAG’s year 2030 estimated growth
of 79,337 employees within the City.

9. Page IV.H-22, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i)(c), Employment, revise the
1st sentence in the 3rd paragraph as follows:

Based on the 2022 employment and household estimates presented in Table IV.H-1,
above, the 2022 jobs/housing ratio in the City is 1.31.34 The projected 2030 estimate for
the City would be decreased slightly to 1.26.3% The projected 2045 estimate is 1.19.3
Inclusion of the Project to the City’s employment and household numbers would

incrementally increase the 2022 jobs/housing ratio in the City to 1.32, and maintain the
jobs/housing ratio of 4-34-1.26; and 1.19 for 2022,-2030; and 2045, respectively.
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10.Page IV.H-25, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operation, Table IV.H-5, Total Cumulative
Development, revise the table rows in the table as follows:

TABLE IV.H-5
ToTAL CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT
Development? Population® Housing Units® Employment
Related Projects 17,245 7,660 12,491
Proposed Project - Total Buildout 3,423 3,576 4,524 1,589 4,975 2,073
Total Cumulative Growth 20,66820,820 94849249 14,466 14,564
NOTE(S):

@ A list of the related projects is provided in Table 1lI-1 of Chapter Ill, Environmental Setting, of this Draft EIR.
b The calculations for housing, population, and employment are presented in Appendix H of this Draft EIR.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

11.Page IV.H-26, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operation, Table IV.H-6, Cumulative
Population, Housing and Employment, revise the table rows in the table as follows:

TABLE IV.H-6
CUMULATIVE POPULATION, HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT

Cumulative Increase Including SCAG Projected Cumulative Percentage

Proposed Project? GrowthP of Growth¢
Population 20,668 20,820 664,224 3.1%
Households 9,484 9,249 337,862 2.7%
Employment 14,466 14,564 228,096 6.4%

NOTE(S):
a8 From Table IV.H-5.

b From Table IV.H-1.
€ Percentages are rounded to the nearest tenth.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024,

12.Page IV.H-26, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b)(i), Population, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

As indicated in Table IV.H-6, the Project and related projects’ cumulative population
growth of 20,668 20,820 is equal to 3.1 percent of the population growth estimated in the
SCAG projection for the City by the 2045 horizon year.
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13.Page IV.H-27, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b)(ii), Housing, revise the paragraph as follows:

The Project and related projects would result in the construction of approximately 9:484
9.249 dwelling units within the City, which is 2.7 percent of Citywide projected housing
growth by the year 2045.

14.Page IV.H-27, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b)(iii), Employment, revise the paragraph as
follows:

The approximately 44466 14,564 employment opportunities associated with the Project

and related projects would represent 6.4 percent of the projected new jobs Citywide by
2045.

10. Chapter IV.1.2 Public Services — Police Protection

1. Pages IV.l.2-16 and [IV.I-2-17, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(i), Project
Police Service Population and Crime Rate, revise the subsection as follows:

The Project would introduce new resident, visitor, employee and customer populations
and would increase the existing number of employees at the Project Site, which would
increase the demand for police protection from LAPD. As discussed in Section IV.H,
Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR, the Project would provide 4,624 1,589 new
residential units resulting in 3;423 3,576 residents. In addition, the project would result in
approximately 4,975 2,073 net new employees.

The increase in residential population from approximately 40,000 to 43,423 43,576 in the
LAPD Central Community Station service area would increase the resident to officer ratio
from 129.8:1 to 141:1."" This is still significantly below the Citywide average of one officer
per 423.7 residents. This increase in demand also does not account for benefits provided
through Project security personnel and security design features. Given the one officer per
141 resident ratio with inclusion of the Project, compared to the one officer per 423
resident ratio Citywide, and the Project’s security personnel and design features, it is
unlikely that additional officers would be needed to serve the Project. Nonetheless, if it
were determined that additional officers would be needed to maintain the existing ratio,
and if hiring of officers was solely based on maintaining existing service ratios,
approximately 26 27 additional officers would be required to maintain the ratio of one
officer per 129.8 residents.'? Although the true need for additional hires would be
determined by LAPD through their periodic assessment of staffing in light of multiple
factors, 26 27 additional officers would increase the existing officer total of 308 to 334 335
total officers or an increase of approximately 84 8.8 percent of officers at the Central
Community Police Station.

As noted above, LAPD does not provide crime rates for non-resident population; rather,
crime associated with non-resident population is reflected within the overall community
service ratio based on the residential population as an overall police service population.
Nonetheless, if the non-residential population were combined with the residential
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population (police service population), the Project would generate a net total increase of
5;398 5,648 people (residents, employees, visitors) who would require police protection
services.

1 43,423 43,576 residents + 309 sworn officers = one officer per 141 residents.
12 3,423 3,576 residents + 129.8:1 residents/officer = 26 27 officers

2. Page IV.I-2-18, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii), Project Police Service
Impact Assessment, revise the 2nd sentence of the 3rd full paragraph as follows:

The LAPD letter provided in Appendix -4-1-2 of this Firal-Draft EIR states that, currently,
there are no planned improvements to the Central Community police station for the
service area and that there are no special police protection requirements needed by law
enforcement because of specific attributes of the Project.

3. Page IV.1.2-19, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the last sentence in the
1st paragraph as follows:

The related projects, including the Project’s estimated 3,423 3,576 residents, would
generate a total of 20,668 20,820 residents.

4. Page IV.1.2-20, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise the 1st and 2nd
paragraphs as follows:

As indicated above, the residential component of the Project (3;423 3,576 residents) plus
that of the related projects (17,245 residents) would increase the service population of
LAPD’s Central Area by an estimated 20,668 20,820 residents. As such, the total
cumulative service population in LAPD’s Central Division would be approximately 60,668
60,820 residents, compared to the current service population of approximately 40,000
residents.

The new residents generated by the Project and related projects would result in a resident
to officer ratio of approximately 197:1'% in the Central Division, compared to the current
resident to officer ratio of 129.8:1." This increase, however, would be well below the
Citywide average of 423:1 resident to officer ratio. The cumulative population increase
would likewise generate an increase in the number of Citywide crimes which, at a rate of
29.9 crimes per 1,000 residents, would increase by an estimated 648 623 crimes
annually. Therefore, the Project, together with related projects would cumulatively
generate increased demand for police protection services from the Central Community
Station compared to existing conditions.

15 The ratio of 197:1 is derived by dividing 66,668-60,820 residents by 308 officers (66,668-60,820 + 308
=197)
16 See Table IV.1.2-3 in this Section.
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11. Chapter IV.1.3 Public Services — Schools

1. Page IV.1.3-11, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 1st two paragraphs as follows:

The Project would develop ten buildings containing 4;624 1,589 multi-family residential
units, 411,113 square feet of office floor area, and 443,665 158,225 square feet of retalil
or restaurant uses;-and-a-68-room-hotel.

LAUSD has established student generation rates for a variety of uses including residential
development (multi-family) as well as other employment generating uses (e.g., retail and
office uses. Based on the LAUSD generation rates, the number of students that could be
generated by the Project is illustrated in Table IV.1.3-3, Estimated Number of Students
Generated by the Project. As shown, the Project could generate a net increase of 5646
532 elementary school students, 442 147 middle school students, and 283 291 high
school students for a total net increase of 940 970 school students.

2. Page IV.1.3-12, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, Table
IV.1.3-3, Estimated Number of Students Generated by the Project, revise the table
rows as follows:

TABLE IV.1.3-3
EsSTIMATED NUMBER OF STUDENTS GENERATED BY THE PROJECT

Elementary Middle High
Generation School School School
Land Use Useab Factors Students Students Students Total®

Proposed Uses

Residential Multi- 4:524-1,589 EIm: 0.1953/unit
Family units MS:0.0538/unit
HS: 0.1071/unit

i
i
(5
:
:

Retail/Restaurant  4+13;566  0.467 students/ksf 29 41 811 16 22 5374
158,225 sf

Office 411,113 sf 0.826/ksf 187 51 102 340

Hotel #4484 sf 0-195/kst 8 2 5 15

Total Students Generated by Proposed Uses 621 538 143 148 286294 960 980

Existing Uses

North Site Cold 167,596 sf  0.010 students/ksf 2 0 1 3

Storage/

Warehouse

South Site Office 2,871 sf 0.826/ksf 2 1 1 4

South Site Cold 190,267 sf  0.010 students/ksf 2 0 1

Storage/

Warehouse
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Elementary Middle High
Generation School School School
Land Use Useab Factors Students Students Students Total®
Total Students Generated by Existing Uses 6 1 3 10

Net Total (Proposed Less Existing)
NOTE(S): ksf = 1,000 square feet

@ Student generation rates for residential uses are based on Table 3 of the LAUSD Developer Fee Justification
Study, March 2022.

b Student generation for the retail/ restaurant uses is based on the Neighborhood Shopping Center student
generation rates; student generation for offices is based on Standard Commercial Offices; and student generation
for hotel uses is based on Lodging rates as provided in Table 15 of the LAUSD 2022 Developer Fee Justification
Study, March 2022. Since the Developer Fee Justification Study does not specify grade levels for non-residential
land uses, the students generated by the non-residential uses are assumed to be divided among the elementary
school, middle school, and high school levels at the same distribution ratio observed for the residential generation
factors (i.e., approximately 55 percent elementary school, 15 percent middle school, and 30 percent high school).
For the existing dry storage and freezer/cooler uses, the Rental Self Storage factor was used.

€ Input totals for elementary, middle and high schools have been rounded based on generation factors to equal
total number of students.

SOURCE: ESA, 2022. Updated in May 2024.

$45532 442147 283291 940970

3. Page IV.1.3-13, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, Table
IV.1.3-4, Existing Capacity and Enrollment of LAUSD Schools Serving the Project
Site with the Project, revise the table rows as follows:

TABLE IV.1.3-4
EXISTING CAPACITY AND ENROLLMENT OF LAUSD ScHoOOLS SERVING THE PROJECT SITE
WITH THE PROJECT

Current Seating
Seating Project- Enroliment Overage/
Current Resident Overage/  Generated with (Shortage)
School Capacity? Enrollment? (Shortage)? StudentsP Project®  With Projectd
9th Street Elementary 277 242 35 515 532 57774 (486 497)
School (K-5)
Hollenbeck Middle 1,042 1350 (308) 142147 14921497 (450 455)
School (6-8)
Belmont Zone of Choice 6,955 6,649 306 283291 6,9326,940 2515

Schools (9-12):

NOTE(S):
a2 See Table IV.1.3-2
b See Table IV.1.3-3

¢ Enroliment with Project is equal to the Resident Enrollment plus the Estimated Number of Students Generated by the Project

(as stated in Table 1V.1.3-2).

d Existing seating overage (or shortage) with Project is equal to the current capacity minus the Enroliment with Project.
SOURCE: Vincent Maffei, Director, LAUSD, letter correspondence dated June 22, 2022; ESA, 2022. Updated in May 2024.
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4. Page IV.1.3-13, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the last sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

However, the Project’'s new students would not exceed the seating capacity at the
Belmont Zone of Choice Schools, which would have 24-15 remaining seats available.

5. Page IV.1.3-15, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the last sentence in the
1st paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.I1.3-5, the Project in combination with related projects would
potentially generate 3,329-3,346 elementary school students, 945-920 middle school
students, and 4;823-1,831 high school students for a total of 6;66746,097 students.

6. Page IV.1.3-15, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, Table IV.1.3-5, Cumulative
Student Generation, revise the table rows as follows:

TABLE IV.1.3-5
CUMULATIVE STUDENT GENERATION

Elementary Middle High
School School School

Land Use Amount? Generation Factorsb:¢ Students Students Students Total
Related Projects
Residential 8,340 du Elm: 0.1953/unit 1,628 449 893 2,970

MS:0.0538/unit

HS: 0.1071/unit
Employees® 12,511 0.1724 student/emp 1,186 324 647 2,157

employees

Total Students Generated by Related Projects 2,814 773 1,540 5,127
Project Students (Net) 515 532 142 147 283 291 940 970
Total Increase (Related Projects + Project) 3:329 3,346 | 945920 | 1:823 1,831 | 6;067 6,097

NOTE(S):

a

Related projects residential units and employee totals from Table IV.H-5, Total Cumulative Development, in Section IV.H,
Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR. Table IV.H-5 includes the 39 related projects identified in Chapter 3,
Environmental Setting, of this Draft EIR. In addition to these 39 related projects, LAUSD’s letter dated June 22, 2022
(Appendix I-3 of this Draft EIR) identified an additional mixed-use residential project located at 222 West 2" Street consisting
of 680 du and 10,000 sf of retail uses that could contribute students to schools serving the Project Site. Thus, the residential
dwelling units and employee amounts shown in this Table IV.1.3-5 account for the 39 related projects in Chapter Ill plus
those as part of the 222 West 2" Street Project.

Student generation rates per household for residential uses Table 3 of the LAUSD 2022 Developer Fee Justification Study.

For the non-residential uses, the total number of employees from the related projects are used to calculate the number of
students. Table 15 of the LAUSD 2022 Developer Fee Justification Study identifies a student per employee rate of 0.1724
for all commercial and industrial land uses. Thus, this rate was applied to the non-residential related project land uses. Since
the LAUSD Developer Fee Justification Study does not specify which grade levels students fall within for non-residential
land uses, the students generated by the non-residential uses are assumed to be divided among the elementary school,
middle school, and high school levels at the same distribution ratio observed for the residential generation factors (i.e.,
approximately 55 percent elementary school, 15 percent middle school, and 30 percent high school).

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.
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7. Page IV.1.3-16, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the last sentence in the
1st paragraph as follows:

The Belmont Zone of Choice high schools have a seating overage of 306 seats, while the
Project and related projects would generate 4;823-1,831 students.

12. Chapter IV.1.4 Public Services — Parks and
Recreation

1. Pages IV.l.4-15 and IV.1.4-16, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a), Public
Recreation Plan, revise the 1st two paragraphs as follows:

As previously discussed, the PRP recommends 2.0 acres each of neighborhood and
community recreational sites and facilities per 1,000 persons, and 6.0 acres of regional
recreational sites and facilities per 1,000 residents. As discussed in Section IV.H,
Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR, the Project’s 4;5624-1,589 residential housing
units would result in 3;423-3,576 residents on the Project Site.® Based on the PRP’s
guideline of 2.0 acres per 1,000 persons, the Project's recommended neighborhood
recreational sites, as well as community recreational sites, would total 6-8-7.15 acres.®

As described in detail in Chapter Il, Project Description, of this Draft EIR, the Project
would provide 90,113 sf (2.07 acres) of publicly-accessible open space, consisting of
plazas and paseos passing between Central Avenue and Alameda Street and a Central
Courtyard in the South Site. Overall, the Project would provide 463,325-170,275 sf of
usable open space. Of this, 405;2148-94,547 sf would be outdoor and rooftop common
open space. The Project’s open space would not meet the recommended 2.0 acres of
neighborhood recreation sites per 1,000 persons (6-8-7.15 acres for the Project’s
anticipated population increases of 3;422-3,576 residents) and 2.0 acres of community
recreational sites per 1,000 persons (6-8-7.15 acres for a population of 3;422-3,575
residents) in the amended PRP, based on the Project’s projected residential population.
However, as previously discussed, the PRP parkland guidelines are Citywide goals and
do not constitute requirements for individual development projects.

5 The generation factors for residents of 3:25-2.25 residents per dwelling unit is based on Table 1, Land

Use and Trip Generation Base Assumptions, from the City of Los Angeles Vehicle Miles Traveled
(VMT) Calculator Documentation, Version 1.3, provided by the Los Angeles Department of
Transportation (LADOT) and Los Angeles Department of City Planning.

6 3,423 3 576 residents/1,000 persons = 3:423-3.575 X 1 acres = 3:423-3.575 acres X 2 = 6:846-7.15 acres

2. Page IV.1.4-17, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Los Angeles Municipal Code,
revise the 2nd and 3rd paragraphs as follows:

The Project would include development of 4;624-1,589 residential units on the 7.6-acre
(333,602 square-foot) Project Site. The Project does not propose the dedication of any
portion of the Project Site to the City for parks and recreational facilities and will be
required to pay in lieu fees to satisfy LAMC Section 12.33 requirements.
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Private and common open space as required by the LAMC for use by the Project’s
residents is summarized in Table Il-4, Open Space, Trees, and Landscape Summary, in
Chapter Il, Project Description, of this Draft EIR. As shown therein, the Project’s residential
uses per LAMC Section 12.21 G would require 463,325-170,275 sf of open space
(including private and common open space), which the Project provides. Of this total, the
open space would include common outdoor — 465;248-94,547 sf; recreation rooms (indoor
amenity spaces) — 25;838-25,631 sf (46-15%);® and private open space (balconies) —
32,269-49,834 sf (20-29%). Per LAMC Section 12.21 G, at least 50 percent of the Project’s
open space must be common open space. The Project’'s 405,248-94,547 sf outdoor and
rooftop common open space would meet this LAMC requirement. Also, at least 25 percent
of this common open space must be planted with ground cover, shrubs, or trees. The
Project would provide a minimum of 26;305-23,637 sf of landscaped open space (25
percent), thus meeting the LAMC requirement. Based on above, the Project would comply
with the useable open space and landscape requirements of LAMC Section 12.21 G.

3. Page IV.1.4-19, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 2nd and 3rd paragraphs as follows:

As previously stated under Threshold (a), based on the Project’s residential population of
3;423-3,576 residents, the Project would need to provide approximately two acres each of
neighborhood and community recreational sites and facilities per 1,000 residents to meet
the PRP’s guidelines. As described in detail in Chapter I, Project Description, of this Draft
EIR, the Project would provide 90,113 sf (2.07 acres) of publicly-accessible open space,
consisting of plazas and paseos passing between Central Avenue and Alameda Street and
a Central Courtyard in the South Site. Overall, the Project would provide 463,325-170,275
sf of usable open space. Of this, 405;2148-94,547 sf would be outdoor and rooftop common
open space. The Project’s open space would not meet the recommended 2.0 acres of
neighborhood recreation sites per 1,000 persons (6-8—7.15 acres for the Project’s
anticipated population increases of 3;422-3,576 residents) and 2.0 acres of community
recreational sites per 1,000 persons (6-8-7.15 acres for a population of 3;422-3,576
residents) in the amended PRP, based on the Project’s projected residential population.
However, as previously discussed, the PRP parkland guidelines are Citywide goals and do
not constitute requirements for individual development projects.

The Project would exceed the LAMC common open space requirement, which requires
at least 50 percent of the total open space to be provided as common open space. As
stated above, the Project would provide 4065;248-94,547 sf of common open space.

4. Page IV.1.4-21, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the last sentence in the
2nd paragraph as follows:

The related projects, including the Project’s estimated 3,423-3,576 residents, would
generate a total of 20,668-20,820 residents.
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13. Chapter IV.1.4 Public Services — Libraries

1. Page IV.1.5-9, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 1st two sentences in 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project would provide 4,624-1,589 new residential units and 3;423-3,576 residents,
as discussed in Section IV.H, Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR, which would
increase demand for use of libraries in the Project area. With regard to the potential for
the employees of the proposed uses to utilize nearby library facilities, as discussed in
Section IV.H, the Project would result in approximately 4;9#6-2,073 net new employees.

2. Page IV.1.5-10, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 3rd sentence in 3rd full paragraph as follows:

In addition, the Project would generate revenue for the City’s general fund (in the form of

property taxes, sales tax, business tax, transient-occupaney-tax;-etc.) that could be used
for the provision of public services such as library facilities.

3. Page IV.1.5-11, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the last sentence in the
1st paragraph as follows:

The population increase from the Project and the related projects would generate a total
of 20,668-20,820 residents

4. Page IV.1.5-12, Subsection 3.€)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the last sentence in the
1st partial paragraph as follows:

Even if all 20,668-20,820 cumulative residents were added to the Little Tokyo Branch
Library service population of 45,796 persons, the service population would not exceed
the LAPL’s 90,000 person threshold to consider a new branch library.

5. Page IV.1.5-12, Subsection 3.e)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the 1st sentence in the
2nd full paragraph as follows:

Similar to the Project, each related project would generate revenues to the City’s General

Fund (in the form of property taxes, sales tax, business tax, transient-occupanecy-tax; etc.)
that could be applied to enhancing library services in the Community Plan area, as

deemed appropriate by the City.

14. Chapter IV.J Transportation

1. Page IV.J-31, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a), Mobility Plan 2035, revise the
3rd full paragraph as follows:

The Project would provide 2,475-2,444 vehicle parking spaces, 446-163 short-term bicycle
parking spaces, and 596-629 long-term bicycle parking spaces, consistent with LAMC
Sections 12.21 A.4 and 12.21 A.16(a)(2) requirements, as required by the Mobility Plan.
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2. Page IV.J-32, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Bicycle Parking Ordinance,
revise the paragraph as follows:

LAMC Section 12.21 A.16 details the bicycle parking requirements for new developments.
Based on the proposed land uses, the Project would require a total of 446-163 short-term
and 896-629 long-term bicycle parking spaces. The Project’s proposed #408-792 bicycle
parking spaces meet the LAMC requirements for on-site bicycle parking supply.
Therefore, the Project is consistent with LAMC Section 12.21 A.16.

3. Page IV.J-35, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1), Impact Analysis, revise the 2nd
sentence in the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

As calculated by the VMT Calculator, the Project is estimated to generate a total of 43,724
15,143 daily vehicle trips and a total daily VMT of 89,694-99,069.

4. Page IV.J-35, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(a), Residential VMT, revise the
paragraph as follows:

The VMT Calculator estimates that the Project would generate 43;522-13,708 total daily
household VMT. The daily residential VMT per capita is estimated at 3:9-3.8 for the
Project, below the threshold of 6.0 for the Central APC. Thus, the Project would have a
less-than-significant impact on residential VMT per capita as estimated by the VMT
Calculator.

5. Page IV.J-35, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), Work VMT, revise the
paragraph as follows:

The VMT Calculator estimates that the Project would generate 43;3606-13,687 total daily
work VMT. The daily work VMT per employee is estimated at 6-5-6.4 for the Project, below
the threshold of 7.6 for the Central APC. Thus, the Project would have a less-than-
significant impact on work VMT per employee as estimated by the VMT Calculator.

6. Page IV.J-36, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(c), Project Impacts, Subsection
d), Analysis of Project Impacts, Threshold (b), subsection (1), Impact Analysis,
subsection (c) Retail VMT, revise the 1st two paragraphs and the 1st sentence of
the 3rd paragraph as follows:

The Project as-evaluated-in-the TA-ineluded-includes +44,442-158,225 sf of restaurant and
retail uses, which assemee assumes 45—26&67 595 sf of retail uses and 6&84&90 630 sf
of restaurant uses. O

m—the—'FA—eeueetwely—the—As stated in Chagter Il, PrO/ect Descrlpt/on the 158 225 sf of
restaurant and retail uses includes an additional potential 12,477 square feet of outdoor
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dining/patio space that may be incorporated into the Project, which does not count
towards the LAMC calculation of floor area. The Project’s retail and restaurant use
exceeds the 50,000 square feet threshold between local-serving and regional-serving retail
identified in the TAG. Notwithstanding, the Project does not fit the TAG'’s definition of a
regional-serving retail project and, therefore, additional VMT analysis of retail and restaurant
uses beyond what is provided by the VMT Calculator is not needed. As detailed in the
following discussion, the Project is not a retail project, is not considered regional-serving,
and would serve the local community. Thus, the Project was not modeled as a regional-
serving retail project.

The TAG’s definition of a regional-serving retail project explicitly includes the term “retail
project.” The Project is a mixed-use development that is primarily made up of residential,
hetelretail/restaurant, and office uses. The retail and restaurant uses comprise less than
10 percent of the total Project floor area and are not the primary Project uses. The retail
and restaurant uses are intended to serve Project residents, heotel-guests—visitors,
employees, transit riders, and the surrounding community.

While the total retail and restaurant components of the Project total 444;:442-158,225 sf
as-evaluated-intheTA, it is not anticipated that any single tenant would occupy a space
larger than 50,000 sf.

15. Chapter IV.L.1 Utilities and Service Systems —
Water Supply

1. Page IV.L.1-31, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (b)(1)(b), Operation, add a new
paragraph after the last paragraph as follows:

As documented by correspondence between the City of Los Angeles Planning Department
and LADWP (see Appendix G of this Final EIR), LADWP reviewed the revised development
program for the Project with design modifications. Based on the modifications to the Project,
LADWP calculated the Project’s water demand and determined that the modified Project’s
net water demand would not result in a substantial increase to the previous water demand,
as approved by the Board of Water and Power Commissioners on September 13, 2022
through LADWP Board Resolution No. 023 051. Thus, per California Water Code Section
10910(h), no additional water supply assessment is required for the revisions when the
changes in the project do not result in a substantial increase in water demand for a project.

Accordingly, for purposes of this analysis, the Project with design modifications would have
the same overall water demand as shown in Table IV.L-7.
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16. Chapter IV.L.2 Utilities and Service Systems —
Wastewater

1. Page IV.L.2-1, Subsection 1, Introduction, add a sentence at the end of the 15t
paragraph as follows:

This section analyzes the Project's potential impacts on wastewater collection and
treatment facilities and infrastructure, including whether such existing infrastructure has
sufficient capacity to serve the Project. This analysis utilizes a Fourth & Central Utility
Infrastructure Technical Report: Water, Wastewater, and Energy (Infrastructure Report),
prepared for the Project by KPFF Consulting Engineers, dated May 2023, which is
included in Appendix L-1 of this Draft EIR. See Appendix G of the Final EIR for wastewater

information associated with the Project design modifications.

2. Page IV.L.2-9, Subsection 3.b), Methodology, add a sentence following the 2nd
sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

The analysis of Project impacts on wastewater infrastructure and treatment capacity is
based on the Infrastructure Report included as Appendix L-1 of this Draft EIR. The
Infrastructure report includes the results of a SCAR included in Appendix L-1 as Exhibit
5. See Appendix G of this Final EIR for wastewater information associated with the

Project design modifications, including an updated SCAR.

3. Page IV.L.2-9, Subsection 3.c), Project Design Features, revise the 2nd sentence
of the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project would include water conservation features, which would also result in a
reduction in wastewater generation. Such conservation features are included in Project
Design Feature PDF-WS-1, included in Section IV.L.1, Utilities and Service Systems —
Water Supply-ard-infrastructure, of this Draft EIR.

4. Page IV.L.2-10, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 1st sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

Table IV.L.2-1, Wastewater Generation during Project Operation, shows that the Project
would result in an estimated average gross wastewater generation of approximately
588,278-620,709 gpd.

5. Page IV.L.2-11, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
Table IV.L.2-1, Wastewater Generation During Project Operation, as follows:
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WASTEWATER GENERATION DURING PROJECT OPERATION

TABLE IV.L.2-1

Average Daily

Average Daily

Land Use Flow (gpd)® Unit Quantity Wastewater (gpd)®
170 KGSF 403,715 68,632 69,889
Office Bldg. w/Cooling Tower 411,113
Residential: Apt - Bachelor 75 DU 436 457 32,700 34,275
Residential: Apt - 1 BDR 110 DU 20 791 #9;200 87,010
Residential: Apt - 2 BDR 150 DU 323 284 48,450 42,600
Residential: Apt - 3 BDR 190 DU 42 57 49806 10,830
Restaurant: Full Service Indoor Seat 30 Seat 3722 5,210 444,660 156,300
Restaurant: Full Service Outdoor Seat 30 Seat 833 24,990
Gymnasium: Basketball, Volleyball 200 KGSF 44,000 6,000 2,200 1,200
Retail Area (less than 100,000 SF) 50-25 KGSF 45,266 67,596 +432 1,690
Health Club/Spa 650 KGSF 8,000 6,000 5,200 3,900
Lobby Retail-Area 50 KGSF 16,232 14,009 842 700
Car Wash: Hand Wash 400- Actual 42 420 4,200 420
Conference Room ef Office-Bldg- 420- KGSF 44,360 600 4,963 600
Area
Pet Grooming (Barber Shop) 120 KGSF 3,500 3,000 420 360
Lounge 50 KGSF 98,481 77,352 4,924 3,868
Pool - Total 182,077 182,077
Proposed Project Total Flow 588,278 620,709
Existing Flow 11,081
Project Net Total Flow 577197 609,628

@ The average daily flow based on LASAN sewerage generation factors.
b Average daily water demand = Average daily flow x Quantity

SOURCE: KPFF Consulting Engineers, Infrastructure Report, Table 2, February 2023. Updated in May 2024. See SCAR
| May 20, 2024 in A lix G of this Final EIR

6. Page IV.L.2-12, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 1st and 2nd paragraphs as follows:

A SCAR was submitted to LASAN to determine whether the existing public infrastructure
can accommodate the Project. See Appendix G of this Final EIR for SCAR associated
with the Project design modifications. The SCAR submitted shows an average
wastewater flow of up to 688;278-620,709 gpd of which 65-67 percent would discharge
to Central Avenue (382,384-415,875 gpd) and 36-33 percent would discharge to Alameda
Street (205,897-204,834 gpd).
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The existing capacity of the 10-inch VCP sewer main in Central Avenue is 1.44 cfs, and
up to 382,:384-415,875 gpd can enter the main per the SCAR, this is roughly 4+4-53.7
percent of the capacity of the sewer main in Central Avenue that the Project can
discharge. The closest 20-inch VCP sewer main in Alameda Street flows south and have
a calculated capacity of 7.53 cfs, and up to 206,897-204,834 gpd can enter the main per
the SCAR, this is roughly 4-23-5.05 percent of the capacity of the main that is allowed to
be discharged. Therefore, the sewer main lines serving the Project have adequate
capacity to accommodate the Project.

7. Page IV.L.2-12, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 5th paragraph as follows:

Ultimately, this sewage flow would be conveyed to the HWRP, which has sufficient
capacity for the Project. As discussed in further detail under Threshold (b), below, the
Project’s conservative net daily increase in wastewater 8-:647-0.61 net mgd (8-588-0.621
mgd Project — 0.011 mgd Existing) would represent 6:33-0.35 percent of the current
estimated 175 mgd of remaining available capacity at the HWRP. In addition, with regard
to future flows, the Project’s 8:6470.61 net mgd plus the projected 2030 flows of 275 mgd
to the HWRP would represent 61.2 percent of the HWRP’s assumed future capacity of
450 mgd. The calculations provided under Threshold (b) demonstrate that HWRP would
have available capacity to treat the Project’s wastewater generation.

8. Page IV.L.2-13, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 1st paragraph as follows:

As provided in Table IV.L.2-1, the Project would generate a wastewater flow from the
Project Site of 688,278-620,709 gpd or of 8:688 0.621 mgd, or a net increase of 8-64#
0.61 net mgd (8-688-0.621 mgd Project — 0.011 mgd Existing) when subtracting for
existing on-site uses.

9. Page IV.L.2-14, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operational Impacts, revise
the 1st full paragraph on the page as follows:

Based on LASAN'’s average flow projections for the HWRP, it is anticipated that average
flows in 2030, the Project build-out year, would be 275 mgd. Accordingly, the future
remaining available capacity in 2030 would be approximately 175 mgd. The Project’s net
increase in average daily wastewater flow of 8-:647-0.61 mgd would represent 6-33-0.35
percent of the estimated future 2030 remaining available capacity of 175 mgd at the
HWRP. In addition, with regard to future flows, the Project’s 8-:67#-0.61 net mgd plus the
projected 2030 flows of 275 mgd to the HWRP would represent 61.2 percent of the
HWRP’s assumed future capacity of 450 mgd. Therefore, wastewater generated by the
Project, during operation, would be accommodated by the future 2030 capacity of the
HWRP.
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10.Page IV.L.2-15, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Wastewater Treatment Capacity, revise the
3rd sentence in the 1st paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table IV.L.2-2, Operational Cumulative Wastewater Generation, the
estimated cumulative wastewater generation for the Project plus the related projects is
approximately 2,936;906-2,969,337 gpd (2-94-2.97 mgd).

11.Page IV.L.2-16, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Wastewater Treatment Capacity, revise the
summary rows in Table IV.L.2-2, Operational Cumulative Wastewater Generation,
as follows:

TABLE IV.L.2-2
OPERATIONAL CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION

Generation Rate Total Wastewater

Land Use Quantity (gpd/unit)? Generation (gpd)
Residential? 7,660 du 150/du 1,149,000
Office® 2,198,635 sf 170/ksf 373,768
Retail (Less than 100 ksf) 344,080 sf 50/ksf 17,204
Restaurant @ 284,314 sf 30/seat 568,620
(18,954 seats)
Hotel 972 rooms 120/room 116,640
School © 300 students 9/student 2,700
Commercial 329,253 sf 50/ksf 16,463
Museum 52,204 sf 30/ksf 1,566
Warehouse 316,632 sf 30/ksf 9,499
Event Space' 160,724 sf (17,858 seats) 3/seat 53,574
Storage 63,785 sf 30/ksf 1,913
Amenity Space? 10,085 sf 50/ksf 1,100
Institutional” 10,763 sf 350/ksf 3,767
Health Club/Gym 67,531 sf 650/ksf 43,895
Total Wastewater Generation by Related Projects 2,359,709
Project Net Operational Wastewater Generation Increase 577,497 609,628
Cumulative Wastewater Generation with Project 2,936,906
2,969,337/
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TABLE IV.L.2-2
OPERATIONAL CUMULATIVE WASTEWATER GENERATION

Generation Rate Total Wastewater
Land Use Quantity (gpd/unit)? Generation (gpd)

NOTE(S):
du = dwelling unit; ksf = thousand square feet; gpd = gallons per day

a8 \Wastewater generation factors are based on LASAN Sewage Generation Factors for Residential and
Commercial Categories, dated April 6, 2012.

b Rates for residential wastewater generation vary depending on unit type and size. It was assumed that all
residential projects would have an average size of two bedrooms.

€ Office conservatively applies the Office Building with Cooling Tower sewage generation factor.

d Restaurant conservative uses Restaurant: Full Service Outdoor/Indoor Seat sewage generation factor. It is
assumed that each seat will require approximately 15 square feet.

€ Elementary/Jr. High School sewage generation factor used as no school type has been determined.

f Event Space uses the Auditorium sewage generation factor and includes event space and arts/production
space. It is assumed that each seat requires approximately nine square feet.

9 Amenity Space includes amenity and productions spaces, and is based on Gymnasium sewage generation rate.

h Sewage generation rates provided LASAN do not include rates for Institution uses. Therefore, the land use rate
of 350 gallons/1,000 square feet of “Banquet Room” is applied.

i Project Net Operational Wastewater Generation is from Table IV.L.2-1.
}" Totals may not add up due to rounding.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024. See SCAR dated May 20, 2024 in Appendix G of this
Final EIR.

12.Page IV.L.2-17, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Wastewater Treatment Capacity, revise 1st
paragraph as follows:

Based on LASAN’s Average flow projections for the HWRP, it is anticipated that the
average flow in 2030 would be approximately 275 mgd.??> Accordingly, the future
remaining available capacity in 2030 would be approximately 175 mgd. The Project’s net
increase plus the related projects average daily wastewater flow of 2:.94-2.97 mgd would
represent 4-:68-1.69 percent of the estimated future 2030 remaining available capacity of
175 mgd at the HWRP. In addition, with regard to future flows, the Project and related
projects combined sewage generation of 2:94-2.97 mgd plus the projected 2030 flows of
275 mgd to the HWRP would represent 61.8 percent of the HWRP’s assumed future
capacity of 450 mgd. Therefore, wastewater generated by the Project and related
projects, during operation, would be accommodated by the future 2030 capacity of the
HWRP. Therefore, Project impacts on wastewater treatment systems would not
be cumulatively considerable, and cumulative impacts would be less than
significant.
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17. Chapter IV.L.3 Utilities and Service Systems —

Solid Waste

1. Pages IV.L.3-15 and IV.L.3-16, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operation,
revise the 1st paragraph and Table IV.L.3-2, Estimated Operational Solid Waste
Generation, as follows:

Estimated solid waste generation for Project operation is shown in Table IV.L.3-3,
Estimated Operational Solid Waste Generation. As indicated therein, it is estimated that
the Project would generate a net increase over and above existing conditions of
approximately 5,083-5,338 tons of solid waste per year. This estimate does not take into
account the amount of solid waste that would be diverted via source reduction and
recycling programs within the City. Countywide, the ColWMP assumes an ongoing
diversion rate of 65 percent.*? Therefore, assuming a diversion rate of 65 percent, Project
operation would generate a net increase of 4, 7#9-1,868 tons of solid waste requiring
landfill disposal per year. It is also acknowledged that Project would provide on-site
recycling collection facilities for the Project’s occupants within the same area as the other
“back-of-house” services for the Project Site.

TABLE IV.L.3-3
ESTIMATED OPERATIONAL SOLID WASTE GENERATION
Solid Waste  Solid Waste
Daily Generation  Generation Generation
Land Use Quantity? Factorb (tonslyear)°© (Ibs/day)®
Proposed New Uses
Residential 4,524 1,589 units 0.87 4323 1,382 249 7,573
tons/unit/year
General Retail 45,266 67,595 sf (94 1.96 178 265 975 1,450
135 emp)d tons/empl/year
Restaurant (High 68,299 90,630 sf 1.92 528 697 2,893 3,819
Turnover and Quality (245 363 emp)® tons/empl/year
Restaurant)
General Office 411,113 sf 2.02 3,321 18,197
(1,644 emp)’ tons/empl/year
Hotel 68-rooms-(34-emp)e 176 60 329
tons/emplyear
Proposed — — 5410 5,665 29,643 31,039
Subtotal®

360,734 sf (69 emp)

Net Increase —_ —
(pre-diversion)

(327) (1,793)
5,083 5,338 27,850 29,246

Existing Usesh

Net Increase —
(post-diversion)i

1779 1,868 9,748 10,236
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TABLE IV.L.3-3
ESTIMATED OPERATIONAL SoLID WASTE GENERATION

Solid Waste  Solid Waste
Daily Generation  Generation Generation
Land Use Quantity? Factor? (tonsl/year)© (Ibs/day)®

NOTE(S):

Ib = pounds; sf = square feet; emp = employees

a8 Number of employees are based on employee generation factors in the City of Los Angeles VMT Calculator
Documentation, Version 1.3, Table 1, Land Use and Trip Generation Base Assumptions, May 2020.

b Generation factors are provided by CalRecycle’s Disposal and Diversion Rates for Business Groups,
https://lwww2.calrecycle.ca.gov/wastecharacterization/businessgrouprates. Accessed February 24, 2022.

Totals may not add up due to rounding.
Per the VMT Calculator, General Retail use generates 2 employees/1,000 sf.
Per the VMT Calculator Documentation, High Turnover and Quality Restaurants uses generate 4 employees/1,000 sf.

oO®@ ™ 0o QO O

Existing subtotal is taken from Table IV.L.3-1. The amount here is based on the post-diversion existing operational
generation as using a lower number for the existing uses would result in a higher net increase for the Project.
Based on an anticipated diversion rate of 65 percent for operations, which was assumed in the ColWMP 2020
Annual Report. This is conservative as the actual diversion is likely to be higher with increasing compliance with
the state’s recycling goal of 75 percent.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

2. Page IV.L.3-17, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operation, revise the 1st
sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project’s estimated annual pre-diversion solid waste generation of 5;083-5,338 tons
requiring landfill disposal represents approximately 0.05 percent of the County’s 2020
annual waste generation of 11,401,870 tons per year and approximately 0.004 percent of
the remaining 142.67-million-ton capacity in 2020 in the County’s Class Il landfills.

3. Page IV.L.3-17, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b), Operation, revise the 3rd
sentence of the 3rd paragraph as follows:

If all of the Project’s Class Ill solid waste were taken to Sunshine Canyon Landfill, the
Project’'s net addition of 46-3-17.1 tpd* would represent 0.4 percent of Sunshine
Canyon’s remaining daily permitted capacity, assuming no diversion.

44 The Project’s daily disposal in tons assumes that landfills operate six days per week. 52 weeks * 6
days = 312 days. Therefore, the Project’s daily disposal is calculated by 5,083-5,338 net tons / 312
days = 46-3-17.1 net tons per day.

4. Page IV.L.3-21, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operation, revise the 2nd sentence of the
1st paragraph as follows:

The cumulative yearly disposal for the related projects with the Project (pre-diversion) would
be 36;294 36,549 tons per year or 498,866-200,262 pounds per day.
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5. Page IV.L.3-22, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operation, revise the summary rows in
Table IV.L.3-4, Estimated Cumulative Operational Solid Waste Generation, as
follows:

TABLE IV.L.3-4
ESTIMATED CUMULATIVE OPERATIONAL SoOLID WASTE GENERATION

Solid Waste Solid Waste

Daily Generation  Generation Generation

Land Use Quantity? Factorb (tonslyear) (Ibs/day)
Residential 7,660 units 0.87 tons/du/year 6,664 36,516
Commercial® 1,025,632 sf (2,749 emp) 1.96 tons/empl/year 5,388 29,523
Hotel 972 rooms (486 emp) 1.76 tons/empl/year 856 4,686
Office 198,635 sf (8,861 emp) 2.02 tons/empl/year 17,899 98,078
Schoolsd 300 students (45 emp) 0.45 tons/emp/year 20 111
Other 613,739 sf (352 emp) 1.09 tons/emplyear 385 2,102
Services®
Cumulative Subtotal (without Project)f 31,211 171,016
Project (net increase pre-diversion)d 6,083 5,338 2/860 29,246
Cumulative Total (with Project) Pre-Diversion 36,294 198,866

36,549 200,262
Cumulative Total (with Project) Post-Diversion (65% Diversion) 12,703 69,603 70,092

12,792
NOTE(S):

Ib = pounds; sf = square feet; sf = square feet; emp = employees
2 Number of employees per use are based on land use and employment data in Appendix H-1, Population, Housing
and Employment Data Worksheets, of this Draft EIR.

b Generation factors provided by are CalRecycle’s Disposal and Diversion Rates for Business Groups,
https://www?2.calrecycle.ca.gov/wastecharacterization/businessgrouprates. Accessed February 24, 2022.

¢ Commercial uses include retail, restaurant and associated storage, patio and mezzanine areas,
supermarket/grocery, and supporting commercial spaces.

d Schools include daycares, universities, and art school uses.

€ “Other Services” includes various uses that do not have specific generation rates, such as arts/production space,
event space, museum, warehouse, production space, open space/recreation, institutional, amenity space, gym,
and health club.

f Totals may not add up precisely due to rounding.
9 Project amount is taken from Table IV.L.3-3 of this section.
SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

6. Pages IV.L.3-22 and IV.L.3-23, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operation, revise the
paragraph that continues onto page 1V.L.3-23 as follows:

As the County’s Class Il landfills serve the entire County of Los Angeles, the Project plus
the 39 related projects would represent only a small portion of the overall regional service
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area. The solid waste generation by the Project and related projects would also represent
only a fraction of the available capacity that could be accommodated at the landfills
serving them. The approximately 36,294-36,549 tons of solid waste per year estimated to
be generated by the Project and 39 related projects (pre-diversion) would account for
approximately 0.32 percent of the County’s expected total annual solid waste generation
of 11,401,870 tons per year through 2035. Assuming a diversion rate of 65 percent, the
Project and 39 related projects would generate approximately 42,703-12,792 tons per
year*® requiring disposal, which would account for approximately 0.11 percent of the
County’s expected total annual solid waste generation and 0.009 percent of remaining
142.67-million-ton annual capacity in the County’s Class Il landfills.

49 36.294 36,549 X 0.35 = 42.703-12,792

7. Page IV.L.3-23, Subsection 3.e)(1)(b), Operation, revise the 3rd sentence of the
2nd full paragraph as follows:

If all of the Project’s and related project’s Class Ill solid waste were taken to Sunshine
Canyon Landfill, the Project’s and related project’s net addition of-446-3.117.1%" tpd would
represent 2.7-2.8 percent of Sunshine Canyon’s remaining daily permitted capacity,
assuming no diversion. With diversion at the County’s 65 percent rate, this percentage
would drop to approximately 1.0 percent.%?

51 The Project’s daily disposal in tons assumes that landfills operate six days per week. 52 weeks * 6
days = 312 days. Therefore, the Project’s and related project’s daily disposal is calculated by 36,294
36,549 net tons / 312 days = +46-3-117.1 net tons per day.

52 The Project’s daily disposal in tons assumes that landfills operate six days per week. 52 weeks * 6
days = 312 days. Therefore, the Project’s and related project’s daily disposal is calculated by 42,703
12,792 net tons / 312 days = 46-741 net tons per day.

18. Chapter IV.L.4 Utilities and Service Systems —
Electric Power and Natural Gas Infrastructure

1. Page IV-L.4-6, Subsection 3.b), Methodology, revise 2nd sentence of the
paragraph as follows:

Project energy usage, including electricity and natural gas, was calculated using
CalEEMod Version 2020-4-0-2022.1 (refer to Section IV.C, Energy, of this Draft EIR).

See Appendix D of the Final EIR for energy calculations associated with the Project with
design modifications.

2. Page IV-L.4-8, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(a)(ii), Operation, revise the 1st
paragraph as follows:

As discussed in reported in Fable-N-C-2-Table IV.C-4, Summary of Annual Net New
Energy Use During Project Operation — Project, in Section IV.C, Energy, of this Draft EIR,
the Project’s annual net increase in operational electricity usage would be approximately
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24:239,633-19,700,131 kWh for the Project. The Project-related increase in annual
electricity consumption would represent 8-:08-0.07 percent of LADWP’s projected sales in
2030 and would be within LADWP’s projected electricity supplies. During peak conditions,
the Project would represent approximately 8-08-0.07 percent of the LADWP estimated
peak load.

3. Pages IV-L.4-9 to IV-L.4-10, Subsection 3.d), Threshold (a)(1)(b)(ii), Operation,
revise the 3rd and 4th sentences as follows:

The Project would result in a net reduction in natural gas demand of approximately
4.506,825—4,211,027 cubic feet inclusive of Project operation activities related to
transportation sources (i.e., natural gas-fueled vehicles). The Project’s transportation
sources of natural gas demand, estimated from EMFAC2021, would be approximately
2:830,004-3,125,805 cf (i.e., natural gas-fueled vehicles), which represents approximately
0-0003-0.0004 percent of the 2030 forecasted consumption in the SoCalGas planning
area.

19. Chapter V Alternatives

1. Page V-2, Subsection 2, Objectives of the Project, revise 1st sentence of the 2nd
paragraph as follows:

The underlying purpose of the Project is to redevelop the underutilized Project Site with
a high-quality mixed-use development that includes new multi-family housing at varying
income levels, office, retail, heteland restaurant uses, as well as publicly-accessible open
spaces, that would revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding neighborhood, promote
walkability and use of public transit, and enhance the City’s economic base. The Project’s
specific Project Objectives are as follows:

2. Page V-2, Subsection 2, Objectives of the Project, revise Objective 1 after the 2nd
paragraph as follows:

Objective 1: Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an array of new
residential, office, hotel—and commercial opportunities to the Central City
neighborhood.

3. Pages V-3 and V-4, Subsection 3, Overview of Selected Alternatives, revise the
1st paragraph that continues onto page V-4 as follows:

As presented in Chapter Il, Project Description, of this Draft EIR, the Project would include
a mix of residential, office, and restaurant/retail-anrd-hetel uses within 10 distinct buildings
over the three Sites. The buildings would have a total floor area of 2,318,534 sf, and a floor
area ratio (FAR) of 7.13:1. The Project would include: 4;524-1,589 residential units,
including affordable housing units, totaling 4:/34,849-1,761,673 sf. Non-residential uses
include 411,113 sf of office uses, 404;088-145,748 sf* of restaurant/retail uses;-and-68-heotel

rooms—{f4,484-sf-of-hotel-floerarea). The Project would provide 463,3256-170,275 sf of
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LAMC code-required usable open space for residential uses, which would consist of
105,248-94,547 sf of common outdoor space, 25;838-25,631 sf of recreational/indoor
amenity space, and 32,269-49,834 sf of private open space in the form of balconies.
Additionally, the Project would provide 90,113 sf of publicly-accessible open space
throughout the Project Site. The publicly-accessible open space would include paseos
connecting Central Avenue and Alameda Street, plazas, and pocket parks on the North
and South Sites. The proposed buildings would range in height from 2 to 44-30 stories, with
a maximum height for the 44-30-story building of 497364 feet. The Project would provide
2;445-2,444 vehicle parking spaces within subterranean parking (up to 4 levels) and 6 levels
of podium parking in Building 2 and 4 levels of podium parking in Building 9. The Project
would also provide a total of 446-263 short-term bicycle parking spaces and 596-629 long-
term bicycle parking spaces.

4 The 101,088145,748 square feet of restaurant/retail floor area includes floor area for purposes of
calculating floor area per LAMC requirements. An additional potential 12,477 square feet of outdoor
dining/patio space may be incorporated into the Project, which does not count towards the LAMC
calculation of floor area. To provide a conservative analysis of environmental impacts associated with
the Projects retail/restaurant uses, the environmental analyses included in Chapter IV, Environmental
Impact Analysis, of this Draft EIR, evaluates a total of 443,;565-158,225 square feet of restaurant/retail
uses. It is assumed there would be 45.;266-67,595 square feet of retail uses and 68,;299-90,630 square
feet of restaurant uses (indoor and outdoor uses combined).

4. Page V-5, Subsection 3, Overview of Selected Alternatives, revise the 1st full
bulleted paragraph on the page as follows:

e Alternative 2 — Above Grade Parking Alternative: The purpose of Alternative 2
is to reduce the Project’s excavation volumes and, thus, reduce the Project’s
significant and unavoidable construction-related air quality and noise impacts
associated with excavation, grading, and hauling. As with the Project, Alternative
2 would remove all the existing buildings and associated surface parking from the
Project Site. However, as with the Project, a portion of the Los Angeles Cold
Storage Building on the North Site would be retained, if feasible. Alternative 2
would eliminate the Project’s subterranean parking garages; reduce the Project’s
2:475-2,444 parking spaces to 990 spaces, a reduction of 60 percent; and locate
all parking in above-grade, enclosed parking podiums within the building footprints.
Excavation would be reduced from 651,000 cubic yards (CY) to 36,286 CY, an
approximate 94 percent reduction. Alternative 2 would provide the same number
of buildings and LAMC calculated floor area (2,318,534 sf) as the Project.
Howeverthe-The Project’s hotelwould-beremoved-from-the-scope-of the Project
and-the-Project’s residential uses would be-inereased-from—1,624-units-to-remain
at 1,589 units. With the inclusion of parking podiums in the lower stories, the
heights of some of the buildings would be greater than under the Project. The
configuration of the buildings, including the size of the building footprints and the
relative location of the buildings within the Project Site, would be similar to the
Project. As with the Project, Alternative 2 would provide $43,;665-158,225 sf of
retail and restaurant uses (indoor and outdoor spaces) and 90,113 sf of
landscaped and publicly-accessible open space and paseos at ground level.
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5. Page V-5, Subsection 3, Overview of Selected Alternatives, revise the 2nd bulleted
paragraph (Alternative 3) on the page as follows:

e Alternative 3 — Historic Preservation/Reduced Density Alternative: Alternative
3 would preserve the North Site in its existing condition and industrial function by
eliminating the North Site component from the scope of the Project. Alternative 3
was selected to eliminate the significant and unavoidable historical resources
impact on the historic, six-story Los Angeles Cold Storage (LACS) Building on the
North Site. Alternative 3 would also reduce the scale of the Project’s construction
activities and, thus, reduce the Project’s respective significant and unavoidable
construction emissions, noise, and vibration impacts. The South Site would be
developed with 1,559,533 sf of building floor area and the West Site would be
developed W|th 63,422 sf of bU|Id|ng roor area for a total of 1,622,975 sf. SJmHaF

Alternatlve 3 represents a 30 percent reductlon in the PrOJect S 2 318,534 sf of new
building floor area and would reduce the Project's FAR from 7.13:1 to 5.90:1.

Alternative 3 would retain the Project’s open space and paseos on the South Site.
Parking would be reduced from the Project’s 2,475 2,444 spaces to 990 spaces, a

60 percent reduction compared to the Project. Alternative 3 would reduce the
Project’s grading, excavation, and soils export from 651,000 CY to 321,365 CY, a
reduction of approximately 51 percent.

6. Page V-6, Subsection 3, Overview of Selected Alternatives, revise the 4th
sentence in the bulleted paragraph (Alternative 4) as follows:

Parking would be reduced from 2;4#6-2,444 spaces to 928 spaces, a 62--5-percent
reduction compared to the Project.
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7. Page V-7, Subsection 4, Alternatives Considered and Rejected, revise Table V-1

as follows:
TABLE V-1
OVERVIEW OF THE ANALYZED ALTERNATIVES
Alternative 1: No | Alternative
Component Project | Project/-No Build 2: Alternative 3: | Alternative 4:
Industrial Floor Area 0 sf 360,734 sf 0 sf 167,596 sf 167,596 sf
(existing to (existing to
remain on remain on North
North Site) Site)
Total Residential 1,524 1,589 0 units 1,589 units 1,049 units 0 units
Units units
Affordable Housing 144 units 0 units 144 units 0 units 0 units
Units (part of total)
Office Floor Area 411,113 sf 0 sf 411,113 sf 282,005 sf 1,159,267 sf
HotelRooms 68-rooms O-rooms O-rooms O-rooms O-rooms
Retail/Restaurant 104,088 0 sf 101,088 74,993 sf 0 sf
Floor Area 145,748 sf 145,748 sf (indoor) +
(indoor) + (indoor) + 9,174 sf
12,477 12,477 (outdoor) =
(outdoor) = (outdoor) = 84,167 sf
113,565 113,565
158,225 158,225
Total New 2,318,534 0 sf 2,318,534 sf | 1,613,801 sf 1,159,267 sf
Construction Floor sf
Area (excludes
outdoor area)
Total Floor Area 2,318,534 0 sf 2,318,534 sf | 1,781,397 sf 1,326,863 sf
sf
Floor Area Ratio 7.13:1 1.09:1 7.13:1 5.34:1 3.98:1
(FAR)
Publicly-accessible 90,113 sf 0 90,113 sf 81,146 sf 0
Open Space
Subterranean, 2475 2,444 | 72 spaces plus 67 | 990 spaces 990 spaces 928 spaces
Surface, and/or spaces loading docks (Podium (subterranean (parking
Podium Parking (existing) Only) and surface) structure only)
Excavated Materials | 651,000 CY 0CY 36,286 CY 321,364 CY 40,532 CY

for Export

CY = cubic yards

SOURCE: ESA, 2023. Updated in May 2024.
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8. Page V-8, Subsection 4, Alternatives Considered and Rejected, revise the 1st
sentence in the 1st paragraph (Air Emissions) as follows:

Construction of the Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts related

to NOx and CO emissions during eenstruction—offoundations—and—overlapping
construction activities-for-oether-on-site-buildings.

9. Page V-8, Subsection 4, Alternatives Considered and Rejected, revise the 4th
sentence in the 2nd paragraph (Noise) as follows:

It is not feasible to install noise barriers with height sufficient to block the line-of-sight
for all noise-sensitive receptors located on the upper levels of a mid-rise or high-rise
residential er-hetel-building due to barrier foundation and wind load restrictions.

10.Page V-9, Subsection 4, Alternatives Considered and Rejected, revise the 1st
sentence in the 2nd full paragraph as follows:

DTLA 2040 Compliant Alternative. The same amount of retail, office and hetel
commercial uses could be developed under an Alternative consistent with the specific
policies of the approved but not-currently adopted Downtown Los Angeles Community
Plan (DTLA 2040) as under the Project.

11.Page V-13, Subsection 6.a)(2)(a)(ii)(b), Operation, delete the 3rd sentence in the
paragraph as follows:

Alternative 1 would not involve any new or additional occupancy or use of the Project Site
compared to existing conditions. As such, Alternative 1 would have no new impact
regardlng a cumulatlvely conS|derabIe mcrease in crlterla poIIutants Qpe#a#e-n—ef—the

12.Page V-22, Subsection 6.a)(3), Relationship of the Alternative to Project
Objectives, revise Objective 1 as follows:

Objective 1: Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an array of new
residential, office, hotel—and commercial opportunities to the Central City
neighborhood.

13.Page V-23, Subsection 6.b)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise the 2nd
sentence of the 2nd paragraph as follows:

Consistent with the provisions of AB 2097, Alternative 2 would include 990 parking spaces
which is a reduction of 60 percent from the Project’s 2,4#5-2,444 spaces.
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14.Page V-23, Subsection 6.b)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise the 3rd
paragraph as follows:

Table V-2, Alternative 2 and Uses Compared to the Project, illustrates the changes in
Alternative 2 compared to the Project As shown in Table V-2, AIternative 2 would remeve

units similar to the Pr0|ect Restaurant/retail floor area and offlce floor area would remain
the same as under the Project. Ground level retail uses would be located in level one of the
parking podiums. The overall floor area (2,318,534 sf) and FAR (7.13:1) would be the same
as under the Project.

15.Page V-24, Subsection 6.b)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise Table V-2 as

follows:
TABLE V-2
ALTERNATIVE 2 USES COMPARED TO THE PROJECT
Uses/Features Project Alternative 2
Residential Units: 4521 1,589 units 1,589 units
Office Floor Area: 411,113 sf 411,113 sf
Restaurant/Retail Floor Area: 101,088 145,748 sf 104,088 145,748 sf
Hotel-Rooms: 68 rooms O-rooms-(No-Hetel)
Parking Spaces: 2475 2,444 spaces 990 spaces
Public Use Open Space 90,113 sf 90,113 sf
Total Floor Area: 2,318,534 sf 2,318,534 sf
Floor Area Ratio: 7.13:1 7.13:1
Total Excavated Soil for Export: 651,000 CY 36,286 CY

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2023,_Updated in May 2024.

16.Page V-27, Subsection 6.b)(2)(a)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the last two sentences
of the 1st partial paragraph and the 1st full paragraph as follows:

Thus, under both the Project and Alternative 2, NOx and CO would be reduced to below
the SCAQMD regional significance threshold from construction activities that would
overlap W|th the |nter|m operatlons Hewever—G@—emrssrens—#em—eens#ueﬂen—aetwmes

With the substantial reduction in grading activities and the reduced on-site parking and
VMT under Alternative 2, the duration of overlapping emissions would be reduced
compared to the Project. However, maximum daily emissions would be generally similar
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to the Project since the maX|mum daily number type and use of construction equment

SIg-H-I-ﬂG&Ht—&Hd—H—HG—VG-ld-&ble— Under both the PrOJect and AIternatlve 2, net reglonal |nter|m
and full operational emissions fer-full-operation-of either would be mitigated to below the

SCAQMD significance thresholds. However, because Alternative 2 would reduce the
duration of overlapping emissions during the interim operation period and reduce VMT
(mobile source emissions) during operation compared to the Project, Alternative 2’s
impacts related to criteria pollutants would be less than the Project’s significant-and
unaveidable-less-than-significant impact (with mitigation).

17. Page V-28, Subsection 6.b)(2)(a)(iii)(b), Operation, revise the 4th sentence of the
paragraph as follows:

Alternative 2 would have a similar mix of uses as the Project;-exceptit-would-notinclude
a-hotel. and would have the same amount of overall floor area.

18.Page V-33, Subsection 6.b)(2)(f), Land Use and Planning, revise the 1st paragraph
as follows:

The PrOJect and Alternative 2 would have a relatively similar mix of uses—{execept

, the same floor area, and the same
FARs of 7.13:1. As with the Project, Alternative 2 would not conflict with land use plans
and policies adopted to eliminate or mitigation significant impacts, including SCAG’s
2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the City of Los Angeles General Plan, the Central Industrial District
Redevelopment Project, or the Adaptive Reuse Ordinance to develop a live/work and
residential community in downtown Los Angeles or with policies of the Adaptive Reuse
Ordinance to revitalize and facilitate the development of a “24-hour city” and to
encourage mixed commercial and residential uses that improve air quality and reduce
vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by locating residents, jobs, hetels.—and transit
services near each other. Both the Project and Alternative 2 would result in the same
significant and unavoidable impacts to a historic resource, and thus, would result in the
same land use consistency determinations. Although both the Project and Alternative 2
would potentially conflict with the objectives of the Adaptive Reuse Ordinance to facilitate
the conversion of older, economically distressed, or historically significant buildings to
apartments, live/work units or visitor-serving facilities, a purpose of the Ordinance is to
encourage mixed commercial and residential uses to improve air quality and reduce
vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by locating residents, jobs, hetels-and transit
services near each other.

19.Page V-38, Subsection 6.b)(2)(h)(b), Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

Alternative 2 would have the same development program as the Project in terms of
residential units, office, and commercial uses. Thus, the number of residents and

mgloxees would be the same _as the Pr0|ec —s—erepesed4%89—heuemg—umts—and
- Alftarn

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles

Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024
111-150



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

i j j i As with the PrOIect
Beth—AIternatlve 2 would represent less than 0.5 percent of SCAG’s estimated increase
of 337,862 households for the City in 2045. This growth would contribute toward the
attainment of City and regional goals and policies to encourage housing development in
the greater Los Angeles area. The Project Site is located within a TPA and a SCAG-
designated HQTA in which higher density growth is encouraged through the City’s TPA
and SCAG policies. The Project Site’s accessibility to transit would help the City increase
housing within these transit priority areas, and would contribute to the City’s ability to meet
its housing obligation under the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA). In addition,
Alternative 2’s and the Project’s employment projections would represent 2.5 percent and
2.6 percent, respectively, of SCAG’s year 2030 estimated increase of 79,337 employees
in the City of Los Angeles.

20.Page V-38, Subsection 6.b)(2)(h)(b), Operation, remove Table V-3 as follows:

21.Page V-39, Subsection 6.b)(2)(i)(i)(b), Operation, revise the last two sentences of
the paragraph as follows:

Therefore, impacts to fire protection and emergency medical services during operation of
either the PrOJect or AIternatlve 2 would be less than S|gn|f|cant (with mltlgatlon) Because
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22.Page V-40, Subsection 6.b)(2)(i)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the paragraph as follows:

The increase in residents under the Project and Alternative 2 would increase the Central
Community Police Station’s resident to officer ratio. The Project and Alternative 2-would
mcrease re3|dent|al populatlon from approxmately 40,000 to 43423 43,575 and

43—515 W|th 308 sworn offlcers the Central Communlty Pollce Statlon has a re3|dent to
officer ratio of 129.8:1. The Project and Alternative 2 would increase the resident to officer
ratio from 129. 81 to apprOX|mater 1444 141 51 \Ahth—adelmenal—restdenttat—umts-

the Project and Alternatlve 2 thls re3|dent to officer ration increase would still be
substantially below the Citywide average of one officer per 423 residents. In addition, both
the Project and Alternative 2 would implement Project Design Feature POL-PDF-2, which
would include a security program, such controlled access, camera surveillance, and on-
site security personnel that would reduce demand on police services. Accordingly, there
would be no need for expanded police facilities to accommodate increased demand.
Moreover, LAPD correspondence stated that the Project would not result in the need for
new or altered police facilities.® Giventhe-small-increase-intheratio-of residents-to-officers

between-the-Project-and-Alternative2-and-that-b—As both the Project and Alternative 2

would implement Project Design Feature POL-PDF-2, the LAPD’s determination would
be equally applicable to Alternative 2. Thus, neither the Project nor Alternative 2 would
result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of a new or
physically altered police facility, the construction of which would cause significant
environmental impacts. As such, impacts relative to police services would be less than
slgnlflcant under both the PFOJeCt and Alternative 2 HGWGVGJ’—bGG&H—SG—t—hG—FGSthH-t—I&t

23.Page V-41, Subsection 6.b)(2)(i)(iii))(b), Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

to ;-the PFOJeCt Alternative 2 would generate a net increase of 94—0—970 students Similar

to the Project, under Alternative 2, the 9th Street Elementary School and Hollenbeck
Middle School would have a potential shortage in seats with Alternative 2, while the
Belmont Zone of Choice schools would continue to have a seating overage.

24.Page V-41, Subsection 6.b)(2)(i)(iii)(b), revise the 2nd paragraph as follows:

Under either the Project or Alternative 2, pursuant to SB 50, the Project Applicant would
be required to pay development fees LAUSD prior to issuance of building permits. Under
Government Code section 65995 and 65996, the payment of these fees is considered full
and complete mitigation of school impacts. Therefore, neither the Project nor Alternative
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2 would result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
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26.Page V-43, Subsection 6.b)(2)(i)(iv)(b), Operation, revise the paragraph as follows:

Both the Project and Alternative 2 would provide approximately two acres of publicly-
accessible open space, consisting of plazas and paseos and amenities, as well as
recreational facilities for on-site residents. However, open space under either the Project
or Alternative 2 would not meet the recommended 2.0 acres of neighborhood recreation
sites per 1,000 persons (6.85 acres for the Project’s anticipated population increases of

3—4—23—3 576 reS|dents and—7—2—aeres—fer;AI¢ema¢Ne—2—s—pep£#ahen—merease—ef—3—515
ieHhe—PFe}eet—and—LQ—aeFes—fepAlfeemafwe—Z—)-ln the amended PRP. The PRP parkland

guidelines, however, are Citywide goals and do not constitute requirements for individual
development projects. Population increases under both the Project and Alternative 2
would increase demand for recreational facilities. The Project and Alternative 2’s publicly-
accessible open space and private, common recreational amenities would fulfill some of
the Project and Alternative 2's demand on RAP facilities. In addition, LAMC Section
21.10.3 sets a per-capita construction tax of $200 per new eligible residential unit for City
acquisition of new park space, with the set-aside or dedication of parkland and
recreational facilities and/or payment of in-lieu fees under LAMC Section 12.33H credited
against the payment of this tax. With the required payment of in-lieu fees, the Project
would meet LAMC open space and parkland requirements. As such, similar to the Project,
Alternative 2 would not result in significant impacts associated with the construction of
new or phy3|cally aItered government faC|I|t|es Hewever—anee—AltemaWe—Q—weeld

than—ender—the—lare}eet—pmpaets— mgact on parks and recreatlonal faC|I|t|es wouId be
greater-than-similar to the Project’s less than significant impacts.

27.Page V-44, Subsection 6.b)(2)(i)(v)(b), Operation, revise the paragraph as follows:

The increase in residents and employees at the Project Site would increase demand for
library services in the Project area. However, the LAPL has stated there are no planned
improvements to add capacity to the two nearest community libraries (the Little Tokyo
and the Benjamin Franklin branches). LAPL has determined through its Facilities Plan
that a new branch library would not be considered until the service population for a
particular branch library has reached 90,000. The Project and Alternative 2 would result
in a population increase of 3,576-and-the-Project-would-result-ina-residential- population
inerease-o6f3;423. Since the Little Tokyo Branch Library currently has a service population
of 45,796 and the Benjamin Franklin Branch Library currently has a service population of
40,319, neither branch library serving the Project Site would exceed the LAPL’s criterion
of 90,000 in service population with the addition of either the Project or Alternative 2.
Moreover, both the Project and Alternative 2 would generate revenue for the City’'s
General Fund that would help offset the increase in demand for library services. As such,
operation of either the Project or Alternative 2 would not create the need for new or
physically altered library facilities, the construction of which would result in substantial
adverse physical environmental impacts. Impacts to libraries would be less than
significant under the Project and Alternative 2. However—since—Alternative2—would
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28.Page V-45, Subsection 6.b)(2)(j)(ii), Consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section
150643, Subdivision (b), revise the paragraph as follows:

The VMT for employees and residents under Alternative 2 was calculated utilizing the
City of Los Angeles VMT Calculator and accounting for TDM measures similar to the
Project TDM strategies, such as reduced parking, bicycle parking, and shared mobility;
and other factors, such as home-based workspace. As shown in Appendix M-H of this
Braft-Final EIR, according to the VMT Calculator, Alternative 2 would generate 42,357
14,121 daily trips and 86,/306-92,835 daily VMT. Alternative 2’'s per capita household
VMT would be 3.6 and per capita employee VMT would be 5:9-6.0. As such, Alternative
2 would reduce the Project’s 44;405-15,143 daily trips, 94,276-99,069 daily VMT, per
capita household VMT of 3-9-3.8 and per capita employee VMT of 6-56-6.4. As with the
Project, Alternative 2 would not result in VMT impacts that exceed the Central APC
threshold per household of 6.0 or Central APC employee VMT threshold of 7.6. Through
the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) process in preparation of the Project’s
Transportation Assessment (TA),” LADOT agreed that the proposed retail and
restaurant uses would be locally serving and, as such, neither the Project nor Alternative
2 would be a regional-serving retail use. Impacts regarding VMT under both the Project
and Alternative 2 would be consistent with the LADOT’s TAG and, thus, consistent with
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b). Therefore, VMT impacts under either the Project
and Alternative 2 would be less than significant. However, because Alternative 2 would
have a lower household VMT per capita and VMT per employee compared to the
Project, Alternative 2’s impacts would be less than the Project’s less than significant
VMT impacts.

29.Page V-45, Subsection 6.b)(2)(j)(iii), Geometric Design Hazards, revise the 1st
sentence of the paragraph as follows:

Alternative 2 would reduce the Project’s daily vehicle trips due to reduced parking-and

I ith | ' of land _
30.Page V-47, Subsection 6.b)(2)(/)(i)(b), revise the 1st paragraph as follows:

The Project Site does not currently have adequate fire flow to serve either the Project or
Alternative 2 or demonstrate compliance with Section 57.507.3 of the LAMC. This
potentially significant impact would be reduced to a less than significant level with the
implementation of Mitigation Measure PS-MM-1, which provides upgrades to the water
infrastructure serving the Project Site. Both the Project and Alternative 2 would increase
long-term water demand for consumption, operational uses, maintenance, and other
activities on the Project Site. Domestic water demand for the Project, subtracting water
conservation features, is estimated to be approximately 415,531 gpd or 465 _acre-feet per
year (AFY) (see Table IV.L.1-7, Estimated Project Water Demand, in Section IV.L.1,

Utilities and Service Systems - Water Supply, of this Draft EIR). Qf—thls—tetaJ,—the-Prejeet—s
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2 would have a similar water demand as the Project.

31.Page V-47, Subsection 6.b)(2)(l)(i)(b), Operation, revise the last sentence of the
2nd paragraph as follows:

Prejeet- Alternatlve 2's |mpacts would be—less—than—smllar to the PrOJects Iess than
significant water impacts.

32.Page V-48, Subsection 6, Alternatives Analysis, Subsection b) Alternative 2: At
Grade Parking Alternative, Subsection (2) Environmental Impacts, Subsection (l),
Utilities and Service Systems — Water Supply, Wastewater, Solid Waste,
Electricity, and Natural Gas, Subsection (ii), Wastewater, Subsection (b),
Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as follows:

Wastewater generation for the Project was estimated at 88;278-620,709 gpd (see
TabIe IV.L.2-1, Wastewater Generation dur/ng Pro;ect Operation, of this Draft EIR). Of

the same mix of uses as the Project, Alternatlve 2 would have similar wastewater

generation as the Project.?”

80 See Appendix G of the Final EIR for the wastewater calculations associated with the Project design

modifications.
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33.Page V-48, Subsection 6.b)(2)(l)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the last sentence of the
2nd paragraph as follows:

eempa#ed—te—the—lare}eet—Alternatlve 2 S |mpacts would be less—than—the—larejeet—s Iess
than significant and similar to the Project. wastewaterimpacts-

34.Pages V-49 and V-50, Subsection 6.b)(2)(/)(iii)(b), Operation, revise the paragraph
and remove Table V-5 as follows:

a—dwe#&en—mte—ef—@é—pe;eemﬁ@—wnh requwed d|ver3|on the PrOJect and Alternatlve 2
would produce 47+£9-1,868 net tons of solid waste per yearand-Alternative 2-would
produce-1/F9nettons-of solid-wasteperyear. Both the Project and Alternative 2 would

provide on-site recycling collection facilities for occupants. The County expects that
approximately 140,074,607 additional tons of the remaining 142.67-million-ton capacity
would be used in 2030, the earliest anticipated year of Project buildout.!" Alternative 2’s
and the Project’s estimated annual solid waste generation would represent a fraction of
one percent of the remaining capacity in 2030. As with the Project, Alternative 2’s solid
waste generation would be accommodated by landfills with adequate capacity and, as
such, impacts would be less than significant. Since Alternative 2 would generate a
similar amount of solid waste requiring landfill disposal, impacts would be similar to the
Project’s less than significant impact.
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TABLE V-5
ALTERNATIVE 2 OPERATIONAL SOLID WASTE GENERATION

35.Page V-51, Subsection 6.b)(2)(/)(iv)(b), Operation, revise the 1st and 2nd sentence
of the paragraph as follows:

Alternative 2 would have the same LAMC-defined total floor area (2,318,534 sf) and result

in a largely-similar mix of uses as the Project{execept-it-would-not-include—ahotel-use).
Alternative 2’s net increase in operational electricity usage would be generally similar to the

Project’s approximately-21,093,;357kWh-usage as both the Project and Alternative 2 would
develop the same amount of new floor area for residential, office, and restaurant/retail uses.
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36.Page V-52, Subsection 6.b)(3), Relationship of the Alternative to Project
Objectives, revise the 1st paragraph and the 1st objective as follows:

Alternative 2 would have the same total roor area and result in a—le%gely—elmner—the same
mix of uses as the Project. Howey
Prqee%#e&da%—usesamﬁe—be—mereaeed—#enﬁ—é%%—é%—umts—ﬁe PrOJects
2:475-2,444 parking spaces would be reduced to 990 spaces, a reduction of 60 percent.
All vehicle parking would be located in above-grade podium structures within the footprint
of the respective 10 buildings, thus, eliminating subterranean parking and reducing
excavation and hauling activities. The parking podiums would increase the heights of the
buildings but would not affect specific Project Objectives. As such Alternative 2 would
fully meet the Project’s Objectives, all of which are listed below.

Objective 1: Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an array of new
residential, office, hotel.—and commercial opportunities to the Central City
neighborhood.

37.Page V-53, Subsection 6.c)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise the 1st
sentence of the 2nd paragraph as follows:

Another major difference between the Project and Alternative 3 is the reduction from
2445 2,444 parking spaces under the Project to 990 parking spaces under Alternative 3.

38.Page V-54, Subsection 6.c)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise the 2nd
paragraph on the page as follows:

To account for the removal of the all-new development from the North Site, Alternative 3
would develop a 44 story, 506-foot-high mixed-use tower on the South Site. The new high-
rise building, designated as Building 1 under Alternative 3, would be located at the south
side of 4th Street in the approximate location of the Project’'s designated Building 3.
Table V-6, Alternative 3 Uses Compared to the Project, below, compares the changes in
the South Site and West Site buildings compared to the Project. To accommodate the
higher floor area on the South Site, adjustments were made in building heights, floor areas,
and uses for the South and West Site’s other eight buildings, as shown in Table V-6. As
further shown in Table V-6, total residential units in the new Building 1 were reduced and
office floor area was added as compared to the Project’s Building 2. Building 2’s restaurant

and retail uses were retained and reduced S+m+laHe—Alfeematwe—2—the—PFejeet—s—hetei

i itdi W i i its and The helghts ofthe
Femamelepef—Alternatlve 3’s bU||d|ngS (Buudlngs 2, 3 4, 6 5 7, and 8, and 9) were reduced
compared to the Project. Overall, residential units were reduced from a total of 4,624-1,589
units under the Project to 1,049 units under Alternative 3 (a 314-34--percent reduction). Office
floor area was reduced from a total of 411,113 sf under the Project to a total of 282,005 sf
under Alternatives 3 (a 31--percent reduction) and restaurant/retail floor area was reduced
from a total of 404,088-145,748 sf under the Project to a total of 84,167 sf (including 9,174

sf of outdoor restaurant seating. (a-16-7percentreduction-inrestaurant-space):

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles

Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024
111-159



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

39.Page V-55, Subsection 6.c)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise Table V-6 as

follows:
TABLE V-6
ALTERNATIVE 3 USES COMPARED TO THE PROJECT
Uses/Features Project Alternative 3
Total Industrial Uses to 0 sf 167,596 sf
Remain (LACS Building)
Total Res. Units 4,521 1,589 1,049 Units
Units
Total Restaurant/ Retail 404088 74,993 sf (indoor) +
(LAMC Floor Area) 145,748 sf 9,174 (sf outdoor) = 84,167 sf
Total Office 411,113 sf 282,005 sf
Total-Hetel 74:484-sf No-Hotel
{68-Rooms)
Total Parking 2475 2,444 990 spaces
spaces
Total New Floor Area 2,318,534 sf 1,613,801 sf
Total Floor Area: 2,318,534 sf 1,781,397 sf
(incl.167,596 sf existing industrial use)
Total Grading 651,000 CY 321,365 CY
FAR: 7.13:1 5.9:1 (new development only);

6.51:1 (all development across the Project
Site including industrial uses to remain)

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2023._Updated in May 2024.

40.Page V-58, Subsection 6.c)(2)(a)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the two paragraphs as
follows:

Alternative 3 would reduce the Project's residential units, office floor area, and
restaurant/retail uses;-and-would-eliminate-the-hoteluse. These changes would reduce
overall activity during occupation compared to the Project. Despite its reduced size,
Alternative 3, as with the Project, would result in overlapping interim operation and
construction activities. The Project is expected to be partially operational by year 2027
with continued construction of the remaining buildings. The net concurrent operations-
related daily emissions from construction activities that would overlap with the interim
operations under either the Project or Alternative 3 would exceed the SCAQMD
thresholds of significance for VOC and NOx. The exceedance in NOx is primarily from
mobile sources and from emergency generator testing emissions, as well as concurrent
construction activities emissions during interim operations. Under both the Project and
Alternative 3, implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-MM-1 (Construction Equipment
Features) and AQ-MM-2 (Concrete Truck Features) would minimize regional VOC and
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NOx emissions from construction activities that would overlap with the interim operations.
In addition, under both the Project and Alternative 3, implementation of Mitigation
Measures AQ-MM-3, AQ-MM-4 (Electric Landscaping Equipment) and AQ-MM-5 (Use of
Super-Compliant VOC Paints) would reduce regional VOC and NOx emissions
associated with the testing of the emergency generators, landscaping equipment and
architectural coatings, respectively, and net regional operational emissions for full
operation. Thus, under both the Project and Alternative 3, NOx and CO would be reduced

to below the SCAQMD regional significance threshold from construction activities that
would overlap with the interim operations. However, because Alternative 3 would reduce
overall construction activities, it would reduce the duration of overlapping construction
emissions with interim operations that include the South Site. Additionally, Alternative 3
would eliminate the overlapping construction with interim operations emissions scenarios
that mclude the North Slte as no constructlon would occur on that S|te Heweve#@@

The Project’s net operations-related daily emissions would also exceed the SCAQMD
thresholds of significance for VOC resulting primarily from the architectural coating phases
where painting of interior and exteriors of the buildings would occur. Project-level net
regional operational emissions for the Project or full Alternative 3 operations would be
mltlgated to below S|gn|f|cant thresholds for VOC Hewever—GQ—emssqens—#em

the—PFe}eet—weutd—stm—be—srgmﬁeant—and—unaamtdabte—Net reglonal |nter|m or fuII
operational emissions forfull-operation of either the Project or Alternative 3 would be

mitigated to below the SCAQMD significance thresholds. However, because Alternative
3 would reduce overall construction activities, it would contribute less to overlapping
operational emissions. Therefore, operational emission impacts would be less under

Alternative 3 than the Project’'s significant—and—unaveidable—emissions—less-than-
significant impact (with mitigation).

41.Page V-63, Subsection 6.c)(2)(c)(ii), Operation, revise the paragraph as follows:

Alternative 3 would reduce occupancy of the Project Site by approximately 31 percent
and parking by 60 percent. The Project’s net annual average operational electricity demand
would be approximately 24,093:357-19,700,131 kWh. The Project would result in a net
reduction in natural gas demand of approximately 4,606,825 4,211,027 cubic feet
inclusive of Project operation activities related to transportation sources (i.e., natural gas-
fueled vehicles) as compared to existing conditions. However, since the current
operations at the North Site would continue under Alternative 3, the net reduction in natural
gas demand as compared to existing conditions would decrease under Alternative 3 as
compared to the Project, but would still result in a net reduction in natural gas demand
under Alternative 3 compared to existing conditions. Transportation for the Project would
result in a net annual demand of 998:340-1,111,103 gallons of gasoline and the Project
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would generate a net reduction of 496;444-170,628 gallons in the existing demand for
diesel fuel (see Fable NM-C-2-Table IV.C-4, Summary of Annual Net New Energy Use
During Project Operation — Project, of this Draft EIR). However, since the current
operations at the North Site would continue, diesel fuel usage would increase under
Alternative 3 since existing diesel usage across the Project Site is currently 376,94+#
405,691 gallons, and diesel usage for the Project would be 489,306 237,531 gallons.
Demand under either the Project or Alternative 3 would be within the handling capacity of
suppliers. Alternative 3 would reduce the Project's VMT and demand for gasoline as
compared to the Project as the existing cold storage facility usage of gasoline is lower
than the residential, restaurant/retail uses that would be developed under the Project.
Gasoline demand under either the Project or Alternative 3 would be within the handling
capacity of suppliers. Operation of both the Project and Alternative 3 would comply with
the CALGreen Code’s energy saving measures. In addition, the Project and Alternative 3
would comply with other energy-saving measures to achieve a minimum LEED Gold
Certification, incorporate tree landscaping to provide solar shading, and use cool
roof/pavement coatings to reduce the urban island effect. Other building features would
include installation of energy-efficient heating, ventilation, and HVAC systems that utilize
ozone-friendly refrigerants, and dedicated on-site recycling areas. The Project and
Alternative 3 would both include water sustainability features, which would include, but
not be limited to, low flow/efficient water fixtures, rainwater capture systems, drought-
tolerant/California native plant species selection, landscape contouring to minimize
precipitation runoff, irrigation system efficiency, smart irrigation systems (e.g., weather-
based controls), and water-saving pool equipment. Operation of the Project and
Alternative 3 would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption
of energy and, as such, energy impacts would be less than significant. However, because
of the 60 percent reduction in on-site parking under Alternative 3 and smaller scale of
development, impacts on overall energy demand would be less than the Project’s less
than significant impact.

42.Page V-65, Subsection 6.c)(2)(f), Land Use and Planning, revise the 3rd sentence
and the 7th sentence in the paragraph as follows:

Alternative 3 would not provide any new development on the North Site. Alternative 3, which
would provide new uses on the South and West Sites only, would reduce the Project’s
overall floor area by approximately 30 percent. As with the Project, Alternative 3 would not
conflict with land use plans and policies adopted to eliminate or mitigation significant
environmental impacts, including SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the City of Los Angeles
General Plan, the Central Industrial District Redevelopment Project, or the Adaptive Reuse
Ordinance to develop a live/work and residential community in downtown Los Angeles or
with policies of the Reuse Ordinance to revitalize and facilitate the development of a “24-
hour city” and to encourage mixed commercial and residential uses that improve air quality
and reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by locating residents, jobs, hetels:-and
transit services near each other. However, with the reduction in scale and provided
residential units, Alternative 3 would not facilitate the implementation of these policies to
the same extent as under the Project. In addition, Alternative 3 would not implement the
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policies of the Housing Element or the designated Greater Downtown Housing Incentive
Area to increase housing opportunities in proximity to transit or in the Downtown; the
policies of the Redevelopment Plan for the Central Industrial Redevelopment Project to
provide affordable residences and open space that are accessible to public transportation;
or the policies of the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS to co-locate housing, jobs, and transit to the
same extent as under the Project. Alternative 3 would retain the historic LACS Building
consistent with the Adaptive Reuse Ordinance to retain and reuse the City’s older buildings.
However, because the physical effects of the removal of the LACS Building are evaluated
and disclosed in full in Section IV.B, Cultural Resources, of this Draft EIR, as well as
accounted for in other sections of the Draft EIR, and because Alternative 3 would be
consistent with the Adaptive Reuse Ordinance to locate residents, jobs, hetels-and transit
services near each other, Alternative 3 would not result in a significant land use impact.
Overall, as with the Project, Alternative 3 would not result in a substantial conflict with
applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations and land use impacts. However, because
Alternative 3 would not meet housing policies to the same extent as the Project, impacts
would be greater than the Project’s less-than-significant land use impacts.

43.Page V-69, Subsection 6.c)(2)(g)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the last sentence in the
paragraph as follows:

As such, under both the Project and Alternative 23, vibration impacts associated with
human annoyance or building damage would be less than significant and similar.

44.Page V-70, Subsection 6.c)(2)(h)(ii), Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

Alternative 3 would not provide any new development on the North Site. Alternative 3,
which would provide new uses on the South and West Sites only, would reduce the
Project’s overall floor area by approximately 30 percent. A comparison of both the Project
and Alternative 3’s estimated housing and employment increases is provided in Table V-
7, Alternative 3 Population and Employment Growth Compared to the Project, below. As
shown in Table V-7, Alternative 3 would reduce the Project’s total residents from 3;423
3.576 to 2,360. With the reduction in restaurant/retail use and office floor area, Alternative

3 would reduce the Project’s total new employees from 2,468-2,142 to 1,397.
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45.Pages V-70 and V-71, Subsection 6.c)(2)(h)(ii), Operation, revise Table V-7 as

follows:
TABLE V-7
ALTERNATIVE 3 POPULATION AND EMPLOYMENT GROWTH COMPARED TO THE PROJECT
Number of Residents and Number of Residents and
Use Employees - Project? Employees - Alternative 3°
Total Residential Population 3,423 3,576 2,360°
Employees:
Employees 2:044 2,142 1,397
Existing Industrial 69 to be removed 32 to remain
Net Total Employees 1,975 2,073 1,365
NOTE(S):

a8 Employment for Project uses was taken from Section IV.H, Population and Housing, of this Draft EIR.
b Employees based on VMT Calculator results provided in Appendix M of this Draft EIR.
C Total residents are based 1,049 new residential units x 2.25.

SOURCE: ESA, 2023._Updated in May 2024.

46.Pages V-72 and V-73, Subsection 6.c)(2)(i)(ii))(b), Operation, revise the 1st half of
the paragraph as follows:

The increase in residents under the Project and Alternative 3 would increase the Central
Community Police Station’s resident to officer ratio. The Project would increase residential
population from approximately 40,000 to 43,423-43,576. Alternative 3 would increase the
existing residential population in the LAPD Central Community Station service area from
40,000 to 42,360. With 308 sworn officers in the Central Community Station, existing
service ratios are 129.8 residents per officer. Under Alternative 3, the resident to officer
ratio would increase from 129.8:1 to 140.7:1'3 and under the Project the resident to officer
ratio would increase from 129.8:1 to 141.0-:1. Thus, no material difference to the resident
to officer ration would occur between the Project and Alternative 3.

13 43.323 43 576 residents + 309 sworn officers = one officer per 440-7-141 residents.

47.Page V-73, Subsection 6.c)(2)(i)(iii))(b), Operation, revise the 2nd sentence in the
paragraph as follows:

In comparison, the Project would generate a net increase of 970 students.
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48.Page V-74, Subsection 6.c)(2)(i)(iii)(b), Operation, revise the 2nd note at the
bottom of Table V-8.

b Student generation for the retail/ restaurant uses is based on the Neighborhood Shopping Center student generation

rates_and: student generatlon for offices is based on Standard Commercial Offices;-and-student-generationfor
as provided in Table 15 of the LAUSD 2022 Developer Fee Justification

Study, March 2022. Since the Developer Fee Justification Study does not specify grade levels for non-residential
land uses, the students generated by the non-residential uses are assumed to be divided among the elementary
school, middle school, and high school levels at the same distribution ratio observed for the residential generation
factors (i.e., approximately 55 percent elementary school, 15 percent middle school, and 30 percent high school).
For the existing dry storage and freezer/cooler uses, the Rental Self Storage factor was used.

49.Page V-75, Subsection 6.c)(2)(i)(iv)(b), Operation, revise the 1st and 3rd
sentences of the paragraph as follows:

Alternative 3 would reduce the Project’s estimated residential population from 3,423-3,576
to 2,360. Both the Project and Alternative 3 would provide common and private open
space consistent with LAMC requirements. However, open space under either the Project
or Alternative 3 would not meet the recommended 2.0 acres of neighborhood recreation
sites per 1,000 persons (6-85-7.15 acres for the Project’s anticipated population increases
of 3;423-3,576 residents and 4.7 acres for Alternative 3’s population increase of 2,360
residents) and 2.0 acres of community recreational sites per 1,000 persons (6-85-7.15
acres for the Project and 4.7 acres for Alternative 23) in the amended PRP.

50.Page V-76, Subsection 6.c)(2)(i)(v)(b), Operation, revise the 4th sentence of the
paragraph as follows:

The Project would generate 3;423-3,576 new residents and 4+975-2,073 net new
employees and Alternative 3 would generate 2,360 new residents and 1,365 net new
employees.

51.Page V-77, Subsection 6.c)(2)(j)(ii), Consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3, Subdivision (b), revise the 4th sentence in the paragraph as follows:

As such, Alternative 3 would reduce the Project’s 44;4056-15,143 daily trips, 94,276-99,069
daily VMT, per capita household VMT of 3:9-3.8 and per capita employee VMT of 6-56.4.

52.Page V-79, Subsection 6.c)(2)(/)(i)(b), Operation, revise the 1st half of the 1st
paragraph as follows:

The Project Site does not currently have adequate fire flow to serve either the Project or
Alternative 3 or demonstrate compliance with Section 57.507.3 of the LAMC. This
potentially significant impact would be reduced to a less than significant level with the
implementation of Mitigation Measure PS-MM-1, which provides upgrades to the water
infrastructure serving the Project Site. Both the Project and Alternative 3 would increase
long-term water demand for consumption, operational uses, maintenance, and other
activities on the Project Site. Domestic water demand for the Project, subtracting water
conservation features, is estimated to be approximately 415,531 gpd or 465 AFY (see
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Table IV.L.1-7, Estimated Project Water Demand, in Section IV.L.1, Utilities and Service
Systems Water Supply, of this Draft EIR) Qa‘—th+s—tetal,—the—9pejeetls—hetelepeems—weeld

Based on the factors in the WSA, the 1,521 reS|dent|aI unlts would have a water demand

of 141,769 gpd.

53.Pages V-80 and V-81, Subsection 6.c)(2)(/)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the 1st and 2nd
paragraphs that continue onto page V-81 as follows:

Wastewater generation for the Project was estimated at 588;278-620,709 gpd (see Table

IV.L.2- 1 Wastewater Generation durlng PrOJect Operation, of this Draft EIR) Of this total,

3—ALse—ender—Under the PrOJect the 4—52—1—1 589 reS|dent|aI unlts would have a total
wastewater demand of 468,330-174,715 gpd. This equates to 110 gpd per unit. Thus,
under Alternative 3, at 110 gpd per unit, 1,049 residential units would generate 115,390
gpd. Accordingly, the residential units under Alternative 3 would generate 62,940-59,325
less gpd compared to the Project. Utilizing the wastewater generation factors in Table
IV.L.2-1, Alternative 3’s retail uses (33,667 sf) would result in a wastewater generation of
842 gpd (296-848 gpd less than the Project); the office uses (282,005 sf) would result in
a generation of 47,941 gpd (20,691-21,948 gpd less than the Project); and the restaurant
uses with 3,366 seats would result in a wastewater generation of 100,980 gpd (35,640
80,310 gpd less than the Project) (see Table IV.L.2-1, Wastewater Generation during
Project Operation, of this Draft EIR). Collectively, Alternative 3's retail, office and
restaurant uses would result in a decrease of the Project’'s wastewater generation by
56,654-162,341 gpd for these uses. Based on these reductions, while assuming other
components of the Project as shown in Table IV.L.2-1 remain generally similar to the
Project, Alternative 3’s new uses would result in a net wastewater generation of roughly
458,891-387,962 gpd.?°

Under Alternative 3, the North Site would remain in operation. With 167,596 sf of existing
cold storage facilities located on the North Site, the North Site generated 5,028 gpd of
wastewater, based on a generation rate of 30 gpd/1,000 sf. Thus, Alternative 3 would have
an overall wastewater generation of approximately 463;949-392,990 gpd with the North Site
included. Since the Project would generate 688.,278-620,709 gpd, this represents a
reduction of 424,369-227,719 gpd compared to the Project.

20 per Table IV.L.2-1, Wastewater Generation during Project Operation, in Section IV.L.2, Utilities and
Service Systems — Wastewater, of this Draft EIR, the Project’s net wastewater generation would be
57#197-609,628 gpd. Thus, 5F#-497609,628 — (8,;715+52,940-59,325 + 56,6514-162,341) = 458,894
387,962 gpd.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles

Final Environmental Impact Report October 2024
111-166



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

54.Page V-82, Subsection 6.c)(2)(/)(iii)(b), Operation, revise the 4th sentence of the
paragraph as follows:

With required diversion, the Project would produce 47##9-1,868 net tons of solid waste
per year or 9;#48-10,236 pounds per day.

55.Page V-84, Subsection 6.c)(2)(l)(iv)(b), Operation, revise the 2nd and 3rd
sentences of the paragraph as follows:

Alternative 3 would reduce the Project’s overall 2,318,534 sf of floor area and occupancy
by approximately 30 percent. FheProject's—hotel-use—wouldnot-be—developed,—but
Alternative 3 would include an-etherwise-a similar mix of uses as the Project. The Project’s
annual net increase in operational electricity usage would be approximately 24,093,357
19,700,131 kWh.

56.Page V-85, Subsection 6.c)(3), Relationship of the Alternative to Project
Objectives, revise the 1st paragraph and Objective 1 as follows:

Alternative 3 would not develop the North Site. In addition, the overall floor area and
occupancy would be reduced by approximately 30 percent. The-Project's-hotel would-not
be—constructed—However, the Project’s Building 2, a 44-30-story mixed-use high-rise
formerly located on the North Site, would be constructed on the South Site. Alternative 3
would reduce the overall scale of the Project and meet the intent of the Project with
respect to diverse uses, jobs, housing, open space, and upgrade of the Project Site.
However, because of the reduction in residential units and elimination of new uses on the
North Site, Alternative 3 would substantially, but to a lesser extent than under the Project,
meet the Objectives of the Project listed below.

Objective 1: Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an array of new
residential, office, hotel.—and commercial opportunities to the Central City
neighborhood.

57.Page V-87, Subsection 6.d)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise the 3rd
paragraph as follows:

Alternative 4’s office floor area is anticipated to generate 4,637 new employees compared
to 1,644 new office employees under the Project.?® Unlike the Project, Alternative 4 would
not provide any residential; or restaurant/retail;-or-hotel uses and would not generate any
new residential population or restaurant/retail employees.

58.Page V-88, Subsection 6.d)(1), Description of the Alternative, revise Table V-88
and revise the 2nd sentence of the paragraph below Table V-88 as follows:
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TABLE V-10
ALTERNATIVE 4 USES COMPARED TO THE PROJECT

Uses/Features Project Alternative 4

Total Industrial Uses to

Remain (LACS Building) 0sf 167,596 sf
Total Res. Units 4,521 1,589 Units No Housing - 0 units
Total Restaurant/ Retail 494,4988;45 748 0 sf
s
Total Office 411,113 sf 1,159,267 sf
Total Hotel 74;484-sf No-Hotel—0-sf
{68-Rooms) {O-rooms)
Total Parking 2475 2,444 928 spaces
spaces
Total New Floor Area 2,318,534 sf 1,159,267 sf
: 1,326,863 sf
Total Floor Area 2,318,534 sf (incl.167,596 sf existing industrial use)
Total Grading 651,000 CY 40,532 CY
FAR: 4.22:1 (new development only);
7.13:1 4.8:1 (all development across the Project

Site including industrial uses to remain)

SOURCE: Studio One Eleven, 2023. Updated in May 2024.

Alternative 4 would also incorporate a six-level, above-grade parking structure to
accommodate 928 vehicles. The parking, which would reduce the Project’'s 2,4#5-2,444
spaces by 62-5 percent, would be consistent with AB 2097 (effective January 1, 2023)
which provides that a jurisdiction shall not impose minimum parking requirements on
residential or commercial projects within 0.5 miles of a transit station.

59.Page V-96, Subsection 6.d)(2)(c)(ii), Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

Alternative 4 would eliminate the Project’s new proposed uses and structures on the North
Site from the scope of the development and reduce the Project’s overall new floor area by
50 percent. During Project operations, 24,693;3574-19,700,131 kWh of electricity would be
consumed on an annual basis. The Project would result in a net reduction in natural gas
demand of approximately 4;506,825-4,211,027 cubic feet inclusive of Project operation
activities related to transportation sources (i.e., natural gas-fueled vehicles) as compared
to existing conditions. However, since the current operations at the North Site would
continue under Alternative 4, the net reduction in natural gas demand as compared to
existing conditions would decrease under Alternative 4 as compared to the Project, but
would still result in a net reduction in natural gas demand under Alternative 4 compared to
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existing conditions. The Project would also result in 998,346-1,111,103 gallons of gasoline
and a net decrease of 496,4144-170,628 gallons of diesel on an annual basis (see Fable
NMC-2-Table IV.C-4, Summary of Annual Net New Energy Use During Project Operation —
Project, of this Draft EIR). Alternative 4 would reduce the Project’s on-site parking by 62-5
percent. The reduction in parking would increase reliance on transit and other
transportation modes (e.g., bicycles) and would, thus, reduce VMT and demand for
gasoline compared to the Project. However, since the current operations at the North Site
would continue, diesel fuel usage would increase under Alternative 4 since existing diesel
usage across the Project Site is currently 376;947-405,691 gallons and diesel usage for
the Project would be 489,.306-237,531 gallons. Demand under either the Project or
Alternative 4 would be within the handling capacity of suppliers.

60.Page V-97, Subsection 6.d)(2)(e), Greenhouse Gas Emissions, revise the 4th
sentence in the paragraph as follows:

During operation, Alternative 4 would reduce parking by 62-5 percent across the Project
Site as well as reduce VMT compared to the Project.

61.Pages V-97 and V-98, Subsection 6.d)(2)(f), Land Use and Planning, revise the
3rd and 4th sentence of the paragraph that continue onto page V-98, and the 4th
sentence on page V-98 as follows:

The Project and Alternative 4 and the Project would be similarly located within the
Framework Element’s Downtown Center and would not conflict with the General Plan
designation that supports hetels-professional offices, corporate headquarters, and high-
rise residential towers within the Downtown Center.

These include the Adaptive Reuse Ordinance to revitalize and facilitate the development
of a “24-hour city” and to encourage mixed commercial and residential uses that improve
air quality and reduce vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by locating residents, jobs,
hetels;-and transit services near each other.

62.Page V-103, Subsection 6.d)(2)(h)(ii), Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

Alternative 4 would increase the Project’s office floor area from 411,113 sf to 1,154,267
sf and eliminate the Project’s residential uses;-hetel-and restaurant/retail uses from the
scope of the Project. Alternative 4 would eliminate the Project’s new residential population
of 3;423-3,576 persons and increase the number of new employees from 2,044-2,142 to
4,637 employees (excluding the 32 employees to remain on the North Site).2® The Project
Site is located within a TPA and a SCAG-designated HQTA in which higher density growth
is encouraged through the City’s TPA and SCAG policies. Both Alternative 4 and the
Project would increase employment but only the Project would provide for higher density
of housing within a TPA.
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63.Page V-104, Subsection 6.d)(2)(i)(i)(b), Operation, revise the 1st sentence of the
paragraph as follows:

Alternative 4 would reduce the Project's estimated occupancy from 2,044—2,142
employees and 3;423-3,576 residents (a total of §;467-5,717 employees and residents)
to 4,637 employees, as discussed above.

64. Page V-105, Subsection 6.d)(2)(i)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the paragraph as
follows:

Alternative 4 would reduce the Project’s total floor area by 50 percent. Overall, Alternative
4 would reduce the Project’s estimated occupancy from 2;044-2,142 employees and 3,423
3.576 residents (a total of 5;467-5,717 employees and residents) to 4,637 office employees,
as discussed above. The Project’'s and Alternative 4’'s new occupants would affect the
demand for police services. However, impacts to police services are based on an increase
in the ratio of officers to residential population. Consequently, since Alternative 4 would not
directly increase the existing residential population in the LAPD Central Community Station
service area, which has a current population of approximately 40,000, Alternative 4 would
not directly impact officer per resident service ratios. With 308 sworn officers in the Central
Community Station, existing service ratios are 129.8 residents per officer. The Project
would increase the resident to officer ration to 141:1. Even if Alternative 4’s non-residential
population were taken into consideration, Alternative 4 would generate an increase of 4,887
people requiring police protection services, which would be less than the Project’s total
5;462-5,717 resident and employee population.

65.Page V-106, Subsection 6.d)(2)(i)(iii)(b), Operation, revise the 2nd sentence of the
1st paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table V-11, Estimated Number of Students Generated by Alternative 4,
Alternative 4 would generate a total net increase of 946 students. In comparison, the
Project would generate a net increase of 940-970 students.

66.Page V-108, Subsection 6.d)(2)(i)(v)(b), Operation, revise the 2nd sentence of the
paragraph, as follows:

The Project would result in a residential population increase of 3;423-3,576.

67.Page V-109, Subsection 6.d)(2)(j)(ii), Consistency with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3, Subdivision (b), revise the 4th sentence in the paragraph as follows:

As such, Alternative 4 would reduce the Project’s 44,405-15,143 daily trips, 94; 99,069

daily VMT, per capita household VMT of 3-9-3.8 and per capita employee VMT of 6-5-6.4.
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68.Page V-111, Subsection 6.d)(2)(m)(ii)(b), Operation, revise the 1st sentence of the
1st paragraph as follows:

Wastewater generation for the Project was estimated at 588;278-620,709 gpd (see Table
IV.L.2-1, Wastewater Generation during Project Operation, of this Draft EIR).

69.Page V-113, Subsection 6.d)(2)(m)(iii))(b), Operation, revise the 4th sentence of
the paragraph as follows:

With required diversion, the Project would produce 4##9-1,868 net tons of solid waste
per year or 9;#48-10,236 pounds per day.

70.Page V-115, Subsection 6.d)(2)(m)(iv)(b), Operation, revise the 1st paragraph as
follows:

Alternative 4 would reduce the Project’'s overall 2,318,534 sf of floor area by
approximately 50 percent. The Project’s residential_and; restaurant/retail and-heotel uses
would not be developed under Alternative 4. The Project’s annual net increase in
operational electricity usage would be approximately 24;093,35674-19,700,131 kWh. With
the 50 percent reduction in Alternative 4’s floor area, including elimination of the Project’s
residential,—hetel; and restaurant/retail uses, demand for electricity services would be
respectively reduced. The increase in annual electricity under the Project and Alternative
4 would represent a fraction of one percent of LADWP’s projected sales in 2030 and
would be within LADWP’s projected electricity supplies.

71.Page V-116, Subsection 6.d)(3), Relationship of the Alternative to Project
Objectives, revise the 3rd sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

However, because of the elimination of residential units, retail uses, and restaurant uses,
and-the-hotel.—Alternative 4 would not meet the majority of the Project’'s Objectives,
particularly regarding mixed use and housing.

72.Page V-116, Subsection 6.d)(3), Relationship of the Alternative to Project
Objectives, revise Objective 1 at the bottom of the page as follows:

Objective 1: Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an array of new
residential, office, hotel—and commercial opportunities to the Central City
neighborhood.

73.Page V-117, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise the 2nd
sentence of the 1st paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table V-14, Ability of Alternatives to Meet Project Objectives, the No
Project/No Build Alternative would not allow for the underlying purpose of the Project to
redevelop the underutilized Project Site with a high-quality mixed-use development that
includes new multi-family housing at varying income levels, office, retail, hoetel-and
restaurant uses, as well as provide publicly-accessible open spaces, to revitalize the
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Project Site and the surrounding neighborhood, promote walkability and use of public
transit, or to enhance the City’s economic base.

74.Page V-117, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise the 2nd
paragraph as follows:

As shown in Table V-13, all of the Project Alternatives would result in a reduction of some
of the Project’s environmental impacts. Alternative 2 would reduce the Project’s parking
by 60 percent and locate parking in above-grade podiums. This, in turn, would reduce
excavation and hauling activities needed for subterranean structures by approximately 94
percent. As discussed above, Alternative 2 would reduce construction emissions and
noise impacts due to substantially reduced excavation and hauling activities. However,
due to the scale of development and concrete pours for building podiums and
foundations, including overlapping construction/operation phases, Alternative 2 would not
reduce construction emissions, noise, and vibration impacts to less than significant levels,
although the durations of the significant and unavoidable impacts would be reduced
compared to the Project. Moreover, Alternative 2 would include the North Site in the scope
of development and would not reduce the Project’s significant and unavoidable impact on
the hlstonc LACS Bundlng AI%heugh—Altemah%#ee#d—ehmmaie—the—QFe}eeLs-hetel—the
fts—-With inerease-a similar
+n—re3|dent|al populatlon compared to the PrOJect Alternatlve 2 would result in similar
greater-operational Public Service impacts (Fire, Police, Schools, Parks, and Libraries).
Alternative 2 offers a similar scale of development and mix of uses to the Project,including
affordable housing units;but-witheut-a-heteluse. In this way, Alternative 2 would more
closely meet the Project’s underlying purpose and Project Objectives than Alternatives 3
and 4.
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75.Pages V-119, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise Table V-13 (under Cumulative Increase of
Criteria Pollutants) as follows:

TABLE V-13

COMPARISON OF IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE ALTERNATIVES AND THE PROJECT

Alternative 1:
No Project/

Alternative 2:
Above Grade

Alternative 3:
Historic
Preservation/

Alternative 4:
Historic
Preservation/

Use or Feature Project No Build Parking Reduced Density | Existing Zoning
Air Quality
Cumulative Increase of Criteria
Pollutants
Construction Significant and Less (No Impact) Less (Significant and | Less (Significant Less (Significant
Unavoidable with Unavoidable with and Unavoidable and Unavoidable
Mitigation Mitigation) with Mitigation) with Mitigation)
Operation Significantand Less (No Impact) Less (Significantand | Less (Significant Less (Less than
Unavoidable-Less Unavoidable-Less and-Unavoidable Significant with
than Significant with Than Significant with | Less Than Mitigation)
Mitigation Mitigation) Significant with
Mitigation)
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76.Pages V-122 and V-123, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise Table V-13 (under Public

Services) as follows:

TABLE V-13

COMPARISON OF IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE ALTERNATIVES AND THE PROJECT

Use or Feature

Project

Alternative 1:
No Project/
No Build

Alternative 2:
Above Grade
Parking

Alternative 3:
Historic
Preservation/
Reduced Density

Alternative 4:
Historic
Preservation/
Existing Zoning

Public Services

Fire Protection

Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Less (Less than Less (Less than Less (Less than
Significant) Significant) Significant)
Operation Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Greater-Similar (Less | Less (Less than Less (Less than
with Mitigation than Significant with | Significant with Significant)
Mitigation) Mitigation)

Police Protection

Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Less (Less than Less (Less than Less (Less than
Significant) Significant) Significant)

Operation Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Greater-Similar (Less | Less (Less than Less (Less than
than Significant) Significant) Significant)

Schools

Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Similar (Less than Similar (Less than Similar (Less
Significant) Significant) than Significant)

Operation Less than Significant |Less (No Impact) Greater-Similar (Less | Less (Less than Less (Less than

than Significant)

Significant)

Significant)
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TABLE V-13
COMPARISON OF IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE ALTERNATIVES AND THE PROJECT

Use or Feature

Project

Alternative 1:
No Project/
No Build

Alternative 2:
Above Grade
Parking

Alternative 3:
Historic
Preservation/
Reduced Density

Alternative 4:
Historic
Preservation/
Existing Zoning

Parks and Recreation

Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Similar (Less than Similar (Less than Similar (Less
Significant) Significant) than Significant)

Operation Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Greater-Similar (Less | Less (Less than Less (Less than
than Significant) Significant) Significant)

Libraries

Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Similar (Less than Similar (Less than Similar (Less
Significant) Significant) than Significant)

Operation Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Greater-Similar (Less | Less (Less than Less (Less than

than Significant)

Significant)

Significant)
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77.Pages V-124 and V-125, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise Table V-13 (under Ultilities and
Infrastructure) as follows:

TABLE V-13

COMPARISON OF IMPACTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE ALTERNATIVES AND THE PROJECT

Use or Feature

Project

Alternative 1:
No Project/
No Build

Alternative 2:
Above Grade
Parking

Alternative 3:
Historic
Preservation/
Reduced Density

Alternative 4:
Historic
Preservation/
Existing Zoning

Utilities and Infrastructure

Water Supply
Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Similar (Less than Similar (Less than Similar (Less
Significant) Significant) than Significant)
Operation Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Less-Similar (Less Less (Less than Less (Less than
with Mitigation than Significant with | Significant with Significant)
Mitigation) Mitigation)
Wastewater
Construction Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Similar (Less than Similar (Less than Similar (Less
Significant) Significant) than Significant)
Operation Less than Significant | Less (No Impact) Less-Similar (Less Less (Less than Less (Less than

than Significant)

Significant)

Significant)

Fourth & Central Project
Final Environmental Impact Report

-176

City of Los Angeles
October 2024



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

78.Page V-126, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise Project Objective No. 1 in Table V-14 as

follows:
TABLE V-14
ABILITY OF ALTERNATIVES TO MEET PROJECT OBJECTIVES
Ability to Meet Project Goal/Objective
Alternative 3 Alternative 4
Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Historic Historic
No Project/ Above Grade Preservation/ Preservation/
Project Objective Project No Development Parking Reduced Density Existing Zoning
1. Provide a mixed-use development that introduces an Fully Meets Does Not Meet Fully Meets Substantially Does Not Meet
array of new residential, office,-hetelk-and commercial Objective Objective Objective Meets Objective Objective
opportunities to the Central City neighborhood. (lesser extent than
the Project)
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79.Page V-128, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise the 2nd
sentence of the 1st paragraph following Table V-14 as follows:

A‘- alaWa -.3.3 aval aVaala\Vio1Wa ne-note o OoM-Ihe obe-o .-.e-

‘ 5 , ! 0 0 Alternative
3 would provide a similar mix of land uses and publicly-accessible open space as under
the Project.

80.Page V-129, Subsection 7, Environmentally Superior Alternative, revise the last
sentence of the 1st partial paragraph as follows:

As also shown in Table V-14, Alternative 4 would only fully meet one of the Project’s 10
specific Objectives and would not meet the Project’s underlying purpose to redevelop the
underutilized Project Site with a high-quality mixed-use development that includes new
multi-family housing at varying income levels, office, retail, hetel-and restaurant uses, as
well as publicly-accessible open spaces, to revitalize the Project Site and the surrounding
neighborhood, promote walkability and use of public transit, and enhance the City’s
economic base.

20. Chapter VI Other CEQA Considerations

1. Page VI-1 and IV-2, Subsection 1.a)(1)(b), Operation, remove the significant and
unavoidable operational impacts as follows:
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2. Pages VI-5, Subsection 1.c)(2), Off-Site Construction Noise (Cumulative Only),
revise the 2nd and 3rd paragraphs as follows:

For PrOJect related haul trucks wrth—rmplementahen—ef—%trgahen—Meaeure—N@l—MM

Street—anel—an—Street—whreh—weutd—rmngete—the—PrOJect IeveI |mpacts would be to-less
than S|gn|f|cant However if the related projects would contribute 34—truek—tnps—per—heur

an additional 130
FIQS per hour along 1st Street east of AIameda Street, 137 truck trips per hour along
Central Avenue between 1st Street and 2nd Street, 122 trips per hour along Central
Avenue between 2nd Street and 3rd Street, 171 trips per hour along 4th Street between
Hewitt Street and Merrick/Molino Street, and 112 trips per hour along 4th Street between
Alameda Street and Hewitt Street (see roadway segments in Table IV.G-10, Estimate of
Off-Site Construction Traffic Noise Impacts), the combined off-site construction noise
from Project haul trucks and related project trucks could exceed the significance
threshold.

Fourth & Central Project City of Los Angeles

Final Environmental Impact Report 179 October 2024
-



I1l. Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections to the Draft EIR

For PrOJect reIated foundatlon concrete pour trucks there—s—ne—f-ea&bte—mmgatren

=|t|gat|on Measure NOI MM-4 wouId reduce concrete truck tzgs alongzhe |dent|f|ed
segments to less than significant on a project-level. Fherefore-However, related projects
contributing any additional truck trips on the same roadway segments at the same time
as the Project (see roadway segments in Table IV.G-10) would generate a cumulative
noise impact along these same roadway segments.

3. Page VI-6, Subsection 1.c)(3)(a), Project-Level, revise the 2nd sentence in the 1st
paragraph as follows:

With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-MM-86, potential structural vibration
impacts at receptor V3 would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

4. Pages VI-6 and VI-7, Subsection 1.c)(3)(b), Cumulative, revise the two paragraphs
as follows:

The Project would implement Mitigation Measures NOI-MM-6 and NOI-MM-7 to reduce
construction vibration impacts. Implementation of these mitigation measures would

reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level, but because implementation of these

measures requires the consent of private property owners, which cannot be assured, but
not-eliminate;-the Project’s groundborne-level construction vibration impacts at receptor

location V3 but-impaets-would remain significant and unavoidable.

Although it is expected that the-related-projects-Related Project Nos. 9, 18, and 29 listed
with identified significant impacts would implement mitigation that would reduce
construction structural vibration impacts similar to the Project, overlapping construction
activities could result in significant cumulative impacts. Thus, the Project and related
projects—Related Project Nos. 9, 18, and 29 could together contribute to construction
vibration at receptor V3 that may exceed the structural vibration significance threshold.
Thus, it is conservatively concluded that the Project’'s contribution to cumulative
construction vibration associated with on-site construction equipment would be
cumulatively considerable and would represent a significant and unavoidable cumulative
impact.

5. Page VI-8, Subsection 2, Reasons Why the Project Is Being Proposed,
Notwithstanding Significant Unavoidable Impacts, revise the 1st sentence of the
2nd full paragraph as follows:

The Project would add 4;624-1,589 residential units, and consistent with Measure JJJ,
between 11 percent and 40 percent of the total units built will be set aside for Very Low-,
Low-, or Moderate-income households.
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6. Page VI-8, Subsection 2, Reasons Why the Project Is Being Proposed,
Notwithstanding Significant Unavoidable Impacts, revise 1st three sentences of
the 4th full paragraph as follows:

to ong-term ogeratlona regional emissions, it is expected that many future employees
and visitors to the Project likely already live and travel within the Air Basin and therefore
already generate mobile-source emissions.

7. Page VI-11, Subsection 4, Growth-Inducing Impacts, revise 3rd paragraph as
follows:

The Project’'s mix of uses would provide new housing and employment opportunities
within a TPA and HQTA as part of an infill area near existing employment centers and
transit options. The Project would include 4:5624-1,589 residential units, including
affordable housing units, to add to the City’s current housing stock. The Project would
also provide 411,113 square feet of office floor area, and 464;088-145,748 square feet of
restaurant/retail floor area--and-a-68-room-hotel. As the Project Site is currently developed
with warehouse and wholesale commercial buildings and associated office space, truck
loading docks, and surface parking, the Project would provide the area with new
residential, hetelk; office retail/restaurant uses. The Project’s multiple uses would support
a net estimated 4;975-2,073 jobs that would be available to residents of the surrounding
neighborhoods. The Project also proposes 90,113 square feet of publicly accessible open
space including parks, paseos, outdoor cafes, and trees and other landscaping.
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