right A A
left 24.7 c 4 15.2 C 1.5
SB through 19.3 C 2.7 13.3 B 1.1
right A A
left 31 D 5.5 17.1 c 2.2
wB through 17.1 C 2.2 14.9 B 1.8
right A A
left A A
EB through 27.4 D 4.8 18.6 c 2.7
right 15.4 C 1.8 10.9 B 0.4
left 10.8 B 0.9 9.8 A 1
NB through 9.8 A 0.5 8.7 A 0.6
§ right A A
= - left 10.5 B 0.9 8.9 A 0.6
> e
2 £ sB through 10.4 8 0.9 8.8 A 0.6
© o -
3 §_ right A A
@ ‘% left A A
g ; WB through 8.9 A 0.1 8.3 A 0.1
z right A A
left A A
EB through 13.5 B 3.3 8.5 A 0.5
right A A

Table 13 — LOS Future without Project Conditions

Future w/o Project

=
[*}
©
StUdy. Int. < Movement
Intersection Control &
= 95th % 95th %
Delay (sec) Queue (ft)  Delay (sec) Queue (ft)
left 11.6 B 92 7.3 A 35
NB through 5 A 30 6.5 A 60
Q
g,::: right 5 A 6.5 A
>
= left 54 A 9 6.9 A 5
v
‘;g 5 SB through 6.9 A 93 6.1 A 34
s = right 6.9 A 6.2 A
= £ left
I —
& wB through 12 B 53 8.1 A 15
§ right A A
2
8 left A A
EB through 13.1 B 57 9.5 A 68
right A A
Sg 3 s lef
5 5% 2 g _ eft 10.9 B 0.8 10.1 B 0.6
2238 | 28
2352 £z NB through 9.5 A 0.4 9.1 A 0.3
- = rig 9.4 A 0.7 8.4 A 0.3
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left 11.9 B 1 10 A 0.4
SB through 10.3 B 0.5 9.5 A 0.3
right A A
left A A
wB through 11.1 B 0.8 11.9 B 1.7
right A A
left A A
EB through 12.3 B 1.8 9.7 A 0.8
right A A
left 18.7 c 1.8 16 c 2.2
NB through 20.9 C 2.7 21.2 9 4.5
° -
{,::: right A A
z - left 35.2 E 5.9 15.5 c 1.7
Q o
§ ‘g SB through 24.8 c 3.9 12.8 B 0.9
° o .
g §_ right A A
3 = left 49.7 £ 83 17.3 c 24
Q
E s WB through 21.2 € 3 14.7 B 1.9
2 i ‘
g right A A
b left A A
EB through 42 E 7.3 17 c 2.2
right 18.5 C 2.4 10.5 B 0.2
left 11.6 B 1.1 9.2 A 0.8
NB through 10.3 B 0.6 8.6 A 0.5
§ right A A
& _ left 11.3 B 1.1 8.7 A 0.5
> 2
S £ S8 through 11.2 B 1.1 8.6 A 0.5
3 < ight
4 §_ rig A A
g :% left A A
< ; wB through 9.3 A 0.1 8.1 A 0.1
g right A A
Ll
pv4
left A A
EB through 16.2 C 4.4 8.2 A 0.4
right A A

Study

Intersection

Cohasset Street &

Woodlake Avenue

Int.
Control

Traffic Signal

Table 14 — LOS Future + Project Conditions

Future + Project

=
[*}
©
g Movement
& 95th % 95th %
Delay (sec) Queue (ft) Delay (sec) Queue (ft)
left 11.6 B 92 7.3 A 35
NB through 5 A 30 6.5 A 63
right 5 A 6.5 A
left 54 A 9 7 A 7
SB through 6.9 A 93 6.1 A 37
right 6.9 A 6.2 A
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left A A
w8 through 12 B 53 8.3 A 17
right A A
left A A
EB through 13.1 B 57 9.8 A 71
right A A
. left 10.9 B 0.8 10.3 B 0.6
g NB through 9.5 A 0.4 9.5 A 0.4
>
s right 9.4 A 0.7 8.5 A 0.3
(T
o _ left 11.90 B 1 10.3 B 0.4
3 s
§ € SB through 10.3 B 0.5 9.9 A 0.4
[9] o .
E 2 right A A
< &
g > left A A
s
> E ws through 11.1 B 0.8 12.3 B 1.8
o <
& right A A
Q left A A
£
S EB through 12.3 B 1.8 10.2 B 0.9
right A A
left 18.7 c 1.8 20.5 c 3.2
NB through 20.9 C 2.7 26.2 D 5.4
Q .
3 right A A
(9]
e = left 35.2 E 5.9 17.5 C 2
Q o
% £ sB through 24.8 € 3.9 14.8 B 13
8 t—;)_ right A A
= 9
3 = left 49.7 3 8.3 203 c 3
[0}
= s wB through 21.2 c 3 17.3 c 2.4
@ <
> .
8 right A A
= left 2 A
EB through 42 E 7.3 22.7 c 3.6
right 18.5 C 2.4 11.6 B 0.4
left 11.6 B 1.1 10.1 B 1.2
NB through 10.3 B 0.6 8.9 A 0.6
§ right A A
2 _ left 11.3 B 1.1 9.1 A 0.6
> e
2 € sB through 11.2 8 11 9 A 0.7
3 < right A A
% S
@ ‘% left A A
< ; w8 through 9.3 A 0.1 8.5 A 0.1
E right A A
2
left A A
EB through 16.2 C 4.4 8.7 A 0.6
right A A

Please refer to Appendix 7 for the (HCM) analysis worksheets for the analyzed intersections.
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As shown in the Level of Service comparison Table 15, with the addition of the project traffic to
the future traffic, the level of services for all traffic movements at the study intersections will
remain the substantially the same except for four traffic movement. However, the queueing
length will for all four traffic movements will at all four only increase by less than one car length
with negligible delay. Therefore, the project does not add any substantial amount of traffic to the
study intersections.

Table 15 — Comparison of LOS- Future to Future + Project Conditions

Comparison of Future To Future + Project

5
Studv. Int. Control E Movement AM PM
Intersection 5 Diff. in Delay LOS Future + Diff.in95% Number of  Diff. in Delay LOS Future + Diff.in 95% Number of
(sec) LOS Future Project Queue (ft) [e=13 (sec) LOS Future Project Queue (ft) Cars
left 0 B B 0 0 0 A A 0 0
NB through 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 3 0.15
= right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
E: left 0 A A 0 0 0.1 A A 2 0.1
= - s through 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 3 0.15
$ 2 right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
Z £ left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
5 = ws through 0 B B 0 0 0.2 A A 2 0.1
g right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
3 left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
£B8 through 0 B B 0 0 0.3 A A 3 0.15
right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
left 0 B B 0 0 0.2 B B 0 0
§ NB through 0 A A 0 0 0.4 A A 0.1 0.005
g right 0 A A 0 0 0.1 A A 0 0
§ = left 0 B B 0 0 0.3 A B 0 0
. £ s8 through 0 B B 0 0 0.4 A A 0.1 0.005
g 2 right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
g g left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
g Z ws through 0 B B 0 0 0.4 B B 0.1 0.005
§ = right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
3 left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
§ £8 through 0 B B 0 0 0.5 A B 0.1 0.005
right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0
left 0 C C 0 0 45 C C 1 0.05
NB through 0 C C 0 0 5 C D 0.9 0.045
3 right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
2 - et 0 E E 0 0 2 c c 03 | 0015
= £ s8 through 0 C C 0 0 2 B B 0.4 0.02
§ :é right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
= 2 left 0 E E 0 0 3 C C 0.6 0.03
8 E we through 0 C o 0 0 2.6 B C 0.5 0.025
0 < right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
3 left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
= through 0 E E 0 0 5.7 C C 1.4 0.07
right 0 C C 0 0 1.1 B B 0.2 0.01
left 0 B B 0 0 0.9 A B 0.4 0.02
NB through 0 B B 0 0 0.3 A A 0.1 0.005
- right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
% s left 0 B B 0 0 0.4 A A 0.1 0.005
g £ 58 through 0 B B 0 0 0.4 A A 0.2 0.01
2 “5’ right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
8 2 left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
3 z ws through 0 A A 0 0 0.4 A A 0 0
% < right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
= left 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0
E8 through 0 c c 0 0 0.5 A A 0.2 0.01
right 0 A A 0 0 0 A A 0 0




Recommended Actions

The project does not have major adverse effects on access, safety, and circulation in the roadway
system within the study area or at the analyzed intersections. Therefore, no additional actions
would be needed.

Project Construction

This section evaluates the project construction transportation effects. The evaluation is related to
the temporary construction related effects that may result from the construction activities of the
project, which may include safety, operational, or delay impacts.

Screening Criteria

The TAG establishes seven screening criteria to determine whether further non-CEQA
transportation analysis is required to address any potential project construction transportation
effects and determine any possible adverse effect on existing pedestrian, bicycle, or transit
facilities. The screening criteria is listed below:

Table 16 — Screening Criteria for Temporary Project Construction Effects

Screening Criteria Questions Answer Action

1 Would the project require construction activities to take
place within the right-of-way of a Boulevard or Avenue
(as designated in the Mobility Plan 2035) which would
necessitate temporary lane, alley, or street closures for
more than one day (including day and evening hours, and
overnight closures if on a residential street)?

Yes

2  Would the project require construction activities to take
place within the right-of-way of a Collector or Local
Street (as designated in the Mobility Plan 2035) which

If answer is yes
to any of these

. uestions
would necessitate temporary lane, alley, or street closures Yes a .
) . . further analysis
for more than seven days (including day and evening . .
is required

hours, and including overnight closures if on a residential
street)?

3 Would in-street construction activities result in the loss of
regular vehicle, bicycle, or pedestrian access, including
loss of bicycle parking to an existing land use for more Yes
than one day, including day and evening hours and
overnight closures if access is lost to residential units?
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4 | Would in-street construction activities result in the loss of
regular ADA pedestrian access to an existing transit

. . . No
station, stop, or facility (e.g., layover zone) during
revenue hours?
5 Would in-street construction activities result in the
temporary loss for more than one day of an existing bus NGO

stop or rerouting of a bus route that serves the project
site?

6 | Would construction activities result in the temporary
removal and/or loss of on-street metered parking for No
more than 30 days?

7 Would the project involve a discretionary action to
construct new buildings or additions of more than 1,000
square feet that require access for hauling construction No
materials and equipment from streets of less than 24-feet
wide in a hillside area?

Evaluation Criteria

The TAG establishes assessment factors to be considered in evaluating temporary construction
related effects that may result from the construction activities of the project. These factors are
listed below:

Table 17 — Evaluation Criteria for Temporary Project Construction Effects

Assessment Factors Answers

Temporary Transportation Constraints:

The length of time of temporary street closures or closures = Unknown
of two or more travel lanes

The classification of the street (major arterial, state Avenue Il
highway, substandard hillside local or collector, etc.)

affected

The existing congestion levels on the affected street Minor

segments and intersections

The operational constraints of substandard hillside streets N/A
needing to access construction sites

Whether the affected street directly leads to a freeway on- No
or off-ramp or other state highway

Potential safety issues involved with street or lane closures ~ None
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The presence of emergency services (fire, hospital, etc.)
located nearby that regularly use the affected street

Temporary loss of access:
The length of time of any loss of pedestrian or bicycle
circulation past a construction area

The length of time of any loss of vehicular, bicycle, or
pedestrian access to a parcel fronting the construction area

The length of time of any loss or impedance of access by
emergency vehicles or area residents to hillside properties

The length of time of any loss of ADA pedestrian access to
a transit station, stop, or facility

The availability of nearby vehicular or pedestrian access
within ¥ mile of the lost access

The type of land uses affected, and related safety,
convenience, and/or economic issues

Temporary Loss of Bus Stops or Rerouting of Bus Lines:

The length of time that an existing bus stop would be
unavailable or that existing service would be interrupted

The availability of a nearby location (within ¥4 mile) to
which the bus stop or route can be temporarily relocated

The existence of other bus stops or routes with similar
routes/destinations within a ¥-mile radius of the affected
stops or routes

Whether the interruption would occur on a weekday,
weekend, or holiday, and whether the existing bus route
typically provides service that/those day(s).

Yes

Unknown

Unknown

None

Unknown

N/A

None

None

Yes

N/A

Unknown

A comprehensive analysis and inventory of the existing transportation infrastructure and
conditions within a ¥ -mile radius of the project was conducted and is included in the Project
Context section of this report. Additionally, a review of the proposed construction
procedures/plans was conducted to determine whether construction activity within the street

right-of-way would cause/require any of the following:

Table 18 -Construction Activity Effect

During Construction

Yes
Yes

Street, sidewalk, or lane closures

Block existing vehicle, bicycle, or pedestrian
access along a street or to parcels fronting the
street
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Modification of access to transit stations, stops, No
or facilities during revenue hours

Closure or movement of an existing bus stop or ~ Yes
rerouting of an existing bus line

Creation of transportation hazards No

Corrective Measures

The project construction activities may result in temporary adverse effects on certain
transportation facilities. To minimize and address these adverse effects, the following corrective
measures were analyzed and recommended:

Table 19 — Project Construction Corrective Measures

Corrective Measures Recommended \
Traffic Management Plan Yes
Detour Plan Yes
Modification of construction procedures =~ N/A
Limit major road obstructions to off- Yes
peak hours

Coordinate with emergency serviceand  Yes
public transit providers

Provide alternative vehicular, bicycle, N/A
and/or pedestrian access to affected

parcels

Consult LADOT’s Parking Meters N/A

Division regarding revenue recovery
costs for the removal of parking meter
spaces, if applicable

Coordinate access with adjacent property = Yes
owners and tenants

Coordinate with Metro regarding N/A
maintenance of ADA access to Metro

stations, stops, and transit facilities (e.g.,
layover zones) during revenue hours

Coordinate with transit providers N/A
regarding the need to temporarily close
or relocate bus stops or reroute service

Residential Street Cut-Through Analysis

The objective of this analysis is to determine potential increases in average daily traffic (ADT)
volumes on designated Local Streets near a project that can be classified as cut-through trips
generated by the project, and that can adversely affect the character and function of those streets.

32| Page



Cut-through trips are defined as those which feature travel along a street classified as a Local
Street in the City’s General Plan, with residential land-use frontage, as an alternative to a higher
classification street segment (e.g., Collector, Avenue, or Boulevard as designated in the City’s
General Plan) to access a destination that is not within the neighborhood within which the Local
Street is located.

SCREENING CRITERA

The TAG establishes the criteria to determine whether further analysis would be required to
determine potential cut-through traffic increase because of the project. In addition to these two
criteria,

e A netincrease of 250 or more daily vehicle trips, and
e Project subject to a discretionary action that would be under review by the
Department, the project would be subject to the following criteria:

Table 20 — Screening Criteria for Residential Street Cut-Through Traffic

Screening Criteria Answer

The project is located along a currently congested
Boulevard or Avenue and adds trips that may lead to trip
diversion to parallel routes along residential Local
Streets. The congestion level of the Boulevard or Avenue
can be determined based on the estimated peak hour LOS
under project conditions of the study intersection(s) (as

determined in Section 3.3). LOS E and F are considered N
to represent congested conditions

If answer is
The project is projected to add a substantial amount of yesto1,2&3
automobile traffic to the congested Boulevard(s), further
Avenue(s), or Collector(s) that could potentially cause a No analysis is
shift to alternative route(s); required
Nearby local residential street(s) (defined as Local streets
as designated in the City’s General Plan passing through
a residential neighborhood) provide motorists with a
viable alternative route. A viable alternative route is
defined as one which is parallel and reasonably adjacent Yes

to the primary route as to make it attractive as an
alternative to the primary route. LADOT has discretion to
define which routes are viable alternative routes, based
on, but not limited to, features such as geography and
presence of existing traffic control devices, etc.
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Evaluation Criteria

The TAG establishes the evaluation criteria based on an estimate of the amount of daily project
traffic that may shift to local residential streets, considering that the street system is less
congested during non-peak hours than during peak hours. Once the estimated traffic volumes are
identified, then these numbers must exceed the traffic volumes thresholds as shown in the table
below:

Table 21 — Residential/Local Street Diversion Criteria

Project ADT with Project (Final ADT) Project Related Increase in ADT
11to 999 120 or more
1,000 to 1,999 12 percent or more of final ADT
2,000 to 2,999 10 percent or more of final ADT
3,000 or more 8 percent or more of final ADT

Recommended Actions

The project related traffic does not exceed the thresholds. Therefore, the project related traffic
does not result in residential street diversion. The project is not subject to implementing
corrective measures.
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Appendix 1 — Pedestrian Districts Map
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Appendix 2 - Bicycle Lane Network Maps
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Appendix 3 - Bus Schedules
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Appendix 4 - Street Designation Map
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Appendix 5 - LADOT’s VMT Calculator Results
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.3

Project Screening Criteria: Is this project required to conduct a vehicle miles traveled analysis?

Project Information

Project: Chaminade College Prepatory

Scenario:
Address:

7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304

DEVONSHIRE

= NORDHOFF

WINNETKA

3 VICTORY

CANOGA |5 so10

BURBANK
CHANDLER
S

TOPANGA CANYON
WHITE DAK
SEPULVEDA

RiERsie

Is the project replacing an existing number of
residential units with a smaller number of
residential units AND is located within one-half
mile of a fixed-rail or fixed-guideway transit
station?

® Yes O No

Existing Land Use

Land Use Type Value
Housing | Single Family

Retail | General Retail ksf
School | High School Students

Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

Proposed Project Land Use
Value  Unit
School | High School Students +

School | High School 1360 Students
(custom) Athletic Center | Retail/Non-Retail Non-Retai LU type
(custom) Athletic Center | Residents 0 Person
(custom) Athletic Center | Employees 4 Person
(custom) Athletic Center | Daily 952 Trips
(custom) Athletic Center | HBW-Attraction Split 4 Percent
(custom) Athletic Center | HBO-Attraction Split 51 Percent
(custom) Athletic Center | NHB-Attraction Split 23 Percent
(custom) Athletic Center | HBW-Production Spl 0 Percent
(custom) Athletic Center | HBO-Production Spl 0 Percent
(custom) Athletic Center | NHB-Production Spli 22 Percent

B Click here to add a single custom land use type (will be included in the above list)

Project Screening Summary

Existing

Proposed
Land Use P

3,981 2,803

Daily Vehicle Trips

33,085

Daily VMT

Daily Vehicle Trips

22,681

Daily VMT
Tier 1 Screening Criteria

Project will have less residential units compared
to existing residential units & is within one-half []
mile of a fixed-rail station.

Tier 2 Screening Criteria

-1178

The net increase in daily trips < 250 trips e
Net Daily Trips

The net increase in daily VMT < 0 -10,404
Net Daily VMT

The proposed project consists of only retail 0.000
land uses < 50,000 square feet total. ksf

The proposed project is not required to
perform VMT analysis.

} Q
Measuring the Miles
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Version 1.3
TDM Strategies

Project: Chaminade College Prepatory Select each section to show individual strategies
J . Use to denote if the TDM strategy is part of the proposed project or is a mitigation strategy

Scenario: Proposed Project With Mitigation
Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Max Home Based TDM Achieved? No No
&

Project Information

Max Work Based TDM Achieved? No No
(] Parking

Reduce Parking Supply

DEVONSHIRE

city code parking provision for the project site

I |ProposediPriil _[Mitgeton actual parking provision for the project site

AURBANK Unbundle Parking monthly parking cost (dollar) for the project
CHANDLER' 2 [~ Proposed Prj [~ Mitigation site

TeRse Parking Cash-Out

7 mn :
2
3
£50T0
WINNETKA

TOPANGA CANYON
CANOGA |
WHITE OAK

SEPULVEDA

percent of employees eligible
[ Proposed Prj [ Mitigation

AR e gl eI 6.C = daily parking charge (dollar)

’— percent of employees subject to priced
[ Proposed Prj [ Mitigation 5 parking

Residential Area Parking
a Permits cost (dollar) of annual permit
Value Unit 200 = P

I Proposed Prj I Mitigation

Proposed Project Land Use Type

School | Hi¢ «

(custom) A .
(custom) At Transit

Education & Encouragement

Commute Trip Reductions

Shared Mobility

Bicycle Infrastructure

Analysis Results

Proposed
Project

2,803

Daily Vehicle Trips

22,681

Daily VMT

N/A
Houseshold VMT
per Capita

N/A
Work VMT
per Employee

With
Mitigation

2,803

Daily Vehicle Trips

22,681

Daily VMT

N/A
Houseshold VMT
per Capita

N/A
Work VMT
per Employee

Significant VMT Impact?

Household: N/A

Threshold = 9.4
15% Below APC

Work: N/A
Threshold = 11.6
15% Below APC

Household: N/A

Threshold = 9.4
15% Below APC

Work: N/A
Threshold = 11.6

15% Below APC

Measurin; the Miles
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

q . . Project Scenario: e
Report 1: Project & Analysis Overview Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Version 1.3

Project Information

Land Use Type Value Units

High School 1,360 Students
School

Other AthleticCenter . . . | . 952 Trips

FTUJTCl alta Alldlyslis UVETVICWW
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario: it
Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Version 1.3

Report 1: Project & Analysis Overview

Project and Analysis Overview
20f3



Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:

Report 1: Project & Analysis Overview Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304

Analysis Results
Total Employees: 140
Total Population: 0
Proposed Project With Mitigation
2,803 Daily Vehicle Trips 2,803 Daily Vehicle Trips
22,681 Daily VMT 22,681 Daily VMT
Household VMT Household VMT per
N/A per Capita N/A Capita
Work VMT Work VMT per
N/A N/A
per Employee Employee
Significant VMT Impact?
APC: South Valley
Impact Threshold: 15% Below APC Average
Household = 9.4
Work =11.6
Proposed Project With Mitigation
VMT Threshold Impact VMT Threshold Impact
Household > 9.4 N/A Household > 9.4 N/A
Work > 11.6 N/A Work > 11.6 N/A

Project and Analysis Overview
30f3
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:

Report 2: TDM Inputs Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Versionil3

TDM Strategy Inputs
Strategy Type Description Proposed Project Mitigations

Parking

(cont. on following page)

Report 2: TDM Inputs
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:

Report 2: TDM Inputs Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Version 1.3

TDM Strategy Inputs, Cont.
Strategy Type Description Proposed Project Mitigations
Transit
Education &
Encouragement
(cont. on following page)

Report 2: TDM Inputs
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:

Report 2: TDM Inputs Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Versionil3

TDM Strategy Inputs, Cont.
Strategy Type Description Proposed Project Mitigations

Commute Trip
Reductions

Shared Mobility

(cont. on following page)

Report 2: TDM Inputs
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:

Report 2: TDM Inputs Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Version 1.3

TDM Strategy Inputs, Cont.
Strategy Type Description Proposed Project Mitigations
Bicycle
Infrastructure
Neighborhood
Enhancement

Report 2: TDM Inputs
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:
Report 3: TDM Outputs Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Version 1.3

TDM Adjustments by Trip Purpose & Strategy

Place type: Suburban Center
Home Based Work Home Based Work Home Based Other Home Based Other Non-Home Based Other Non-Home Based Other

Production Attraction Production Attraction Production Attraction Source
Proposed  Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated

TDM Strategy
Appendix, Parking
sections
1-5

Parking

TDM Strategy

Transit Appendix, Transit
sections1-3

TDM Strategy

Education & Apper.1d|x,
Education &
Encouragement Encouragement

sections 1 - 2

TDM Strategy

Commute Trip . Appendlx,_
. ommute Trip
Reductions Reductions

sections1-4

TDM Strategy
Appendix, Shared
Mobility sections

1-3

Shared Mobility

Report 3: TDM Outputs
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Date: April 18, 2023

CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR Project Name: Chaminade College Prepatory

Project Scenario:

Project Address: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304 Version 1.3

Report 3: TDM Outputs

TDM Adjustments by Trip Purpose & Strategy, Cont.
Place type: Suburban Center
Home Based Work Home Based Work Home Based Other Home Based Other Non-Home Based Other Non-Home Based Other
Production Attraction Production Attraction Production Attraction Source
Proposed  Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated
TDM Strategy
Bicycle Appendix, Bicycle
Infrastructure Infrastructure
sections 1-3
TDM Strategy
Neighborhood Appendix,
Enhancement Neighborhood
Enhancement
Final Combined & Maximum TDM Effect
Home Based Work Home Based Work Home Based Other Home Based Other Non-Home Based Other Non-Home Based Other
Production Attraction Production Attraction Production Attraction
Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated Proposed Mitigated
COMBINED
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
TOTAL
MAX. TDM
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
EFFECT
= Minimum (X%, 1-[(1-A)*(1-B)...])
where X%=
PLACE
TYPE
MAX: suburban center

Note: (L-](L-A)™(L-B)...]) reTIects tne aampenea compined
effectiveness of TDM Strategies (e.g., A, B,...). See the TDM
Strategy Appendix (Transportation Assessment Guidelines
Attachment G) for further discussion of dampening.

Report 3: TDM Outputs
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES VMT CALCULATOR

Report 4: MXD Methodology

Date
Project Name

Project Address

: April 18, 2023

: Chaminade College Prepatory
Project Scenario:
: 7500 N CHAMINADE AVE, 91304

Version 1.3

Home Based Work Production
Home Based Other Production
Non-Home Based Other Production
Home-Based Work Attraction
Home-Based Other Attraction
Non-Home Based Other Attraction

MXD Methodology - Project Without TDM

Unadjusted Trips MXD Adjustment MXD Trips Average Trip Length Unadjusted VMT MXD VMT
13.6
7.4
389 -1.5% 383 11.1 4,318 4,251
235 -4.7% 224 10.7 2,515 2,397
2,255 -20.0% 1,803 6.8 15,334 12,260
399 -1.5% 393 9.6 3,830 3,773

Home Based Work Production
Home Based Other Production
Non-Home Based Other Production
Home-Based Work Attraction
Home-Based Other Attraction
Non-Home Based Other Attraction

MXD Methodology with TDM Measures

Proposed Project

Project with Mitigation Measures

TDM Adjustment Project Trips Project VMT TDM Adjustment Mitigated Trips Mitigated VMT
383 4,251 383 4,251
224 2,397 224 2,397
1,803 12,260 1,803 12,260
393 3,773 393 3,773

Total Home Based Production VMT
Total Home Based Work Attraction VMT
Total Home Based VMT Per Capita

Total Work Based VMT Per Employee

MXD VMT Methodology Per Capita & Per Employee

Proposed Project

Total Population: 0
Total Employees: 140
APC:

South Valley

Project with Mitigation Measures

0
2,397
N/A
N/A

0
2,397
N/A
N/A

Report 4: MXD Methodologies
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Appendix 6 - Traffic Volume Counts
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Appendix 7 - HCM Analysis Worksheets
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