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2. “Solves” local congestion,
exacerbates regional congestion

3. Inhibits transit
Inhibits active transport

5. Measures mobility, not access;
shows failure when we succeed

6. Measures mobility poorly; fails to
optimize network even for autos

7. Forces more road construction
than we can afford to maintain

8. Hard to calculate and inaccurate

9. Leads to costly, unhelpful solutions
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Table V.M-13
llersection Crilical Maovement Analysis (CMAL and Level of Service (LOS) Summary
Exisling 12001} and Fuluee {250 Conditions

Peak Existing Without Project With Project
No. | Interscotion Haur CMA LOS| CMA LOS CMA LOS Impact
1. Sunsel Boulevand & AN 0294 D 1.038 F 1.037 F 00
Geverly Glan Bou'evard (E.) FM 1.023 F 1.22% F 1.216 F 0008
2. Sungel Boulsvand & AM 1084 F 1283 f 1.3688 F 0,003
Beverly G'an Boultevard [W.} PM 1.062 F 1.254 F 1.251 F 0013
a. ‘Wilshire Baulevard & AM 0.868 D 1.0:30 F 1030 F 0,000
Eeverly Glen Baulzvard PM 0554 [} 1.140 F 1.132 F -7
4. Santa Munica Bouloward {MN.) & AM 0.861 &} 1.076 F 1.080 F 0.004
Qverland Avenue PM 0814 o 1.082 F 1.054 F -D.oze
a Santa N‘ior‘.lca Boulevard {5 & AM D478 A 0.358 A 0.358 A Q.ooo
Crveriandd Avoenuc PM D428 A 0.455 A 0.45% A Q.o00
6. Santa Monica Boulevard {N.) & AM 0.848 ¥} 1699 F 107 F (LONG
Beverly Glan Boulavard PM 0-A23 o 1.139 F AR EH F 0.609
T Sarta Monica Boulovard (5.} & AM 0.848 o} 0.454 A G464 A 0.000
Baverly Glan Boulavard PM 0.854 D 0575 A L5675 A Q.000
E. Santa Monica Boulsvard [5.) & AM 1.325 A 1.CO6 F 1.007 F Qo1
Century Park West PM 0397 A 0.554 E 0.958 E -0.015
Q. Santz Manica Boulevard (M. & Al 0613 B 0.213 A 0.213 A 0.000
Club View Drive 2] 0.707 C 0.408 A 0.408 A 0000
10, | Santa Monica Boulevard (M.} & AM 0.825 o 1491 F 1.205 F o014 *
Avenue Of The Sters FM 0.756 < 0.257 E 0.356 E 20N
11| Sanla Moniz Buulowand (5.) & AM 0.50G A MA MNA
Avanug Of The Stars P 0.544 A MA A
12| Santa Manca Boulevard (W) & AM 0,754 Lo 1.950 E 1.455 E 0.005
Contury Park Bl FM 0.GES B 0.848 [w] 0.805 o 0047
13.| Sania Monica Boulevard (5.) & AM Q771 M Ma M
Carntury Park East (2] (LG4R E MA NA,
14| Santa Monisa Goulevard (M) & AM 1.085 F 1.261 F 1.263 F 0.002
Witkshira Bralavard PI 1.048 F 1.2684 F 1.288 F -0.006

With Project + Mitigation

CMA LOS Impact
1.035 F 0002
1.215 F -0.010
1.305 F 0.0C0
1.249 F 0015
1,000 F -0.01
1.133 F -0.007
1.078 F 0.002
1054 F 028
0.358 A 0.000
0.465 A 0.000
1102 F 0.003
1128 F -0
0.46d A 0.000
0ATE A 0.000
1.005 F -0.001
0.96G6 E -0.078
013 A 0.000
0.£08 A 0.CO0
1199 F IH
0855 E 002

MNA

A
0.953 E 0.603
0.80 5] 0022

NA

A
1.263 F 0.G02
1.287 F H0.007




Problems with LOS

8.
9.

Punishes last-in, inhibits infill,
pushes development outward

“Solves” local congestion,
exacerbates regional congestion

Inhibits transit
Inhibits active transport

Measures mobility, not access;
shows failure when we succeed

Measures mobility poorly; fails to
optimize network even for autos

Forces more road construction than
we can afford to maintain

Hard to calculate and inaccurate
Leads to costly, unhelpful solutions

January 2015

LEGEND

—
———
——

Map 27a. Altemative JIT Layout
Sheet 2 of 2

South Segment Sheet

16



Benefits of VMT
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. Removes barriers to infill
. Easier to model

. Already calculated (for GHGs)

More accurate

Sees the big picture

Mitigation doesn’t undo itself by inducing more car travel
Mitigation reduces long run maintenance burden

Mitigation forwards other environmental and human health factors



Impacts of High VMT Development

Environment

* Emissions
* GHG
* Regional pollutants
* Energy use
* Transportation energy
e Building energy
Water
* Water use

*  Runoff - flooding
*  Runoff — pollution
* Consumption of open space
* Sensitive habitat
e Agricultural land

Health

e Collisions
* Physical activity
* Emissions
* GHGs
* Regional pollutants
* Mental health

Cost

Increased costs to state and

local government
* Roads
e  Other infrastructure
e Schools
* Services

Increased private
transportation cost

Increased building costs
(due to parking costs)

Reduced productivity per
acre due to parking

Housing supply/demand
mismatch = future blight



Where?

Urban

e Streamline infill

* Streamline transit and active transportation projects

* Lots of mitigation options, greatest percent VMT reduction

Suburban
* Problems with LOS, benefits of VMT apply here too
* Many mitigation options; greatest absolute VMT reduction

Rural

e Again, problems with LOS, benefits of VMT apply here too
 Many mitigation options at the plan level, some at the project level
* VMT mitigation helps maintain small town character, equity

All: Benefits to environment, health, public cost, private expenditures



Transportation Impact Fees

Ad-hoc LOS-triggered Transportation Impact Fees (very bad)

LOS used to size roadway capacity; unit or square footage-
based Transportation Impact Fee (not so good)

LOS used to size roadway capacity; VMT-based
Transportation Impact Fees

Use accessibility/connectivity metric to design network;
& | Use VMT based Transportation Impact Fee (best)

S |
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