


*SPECIAL MEETING**
AGENDA

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS
OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Tuesday, October 4, 2016 at 9:30 a.m.
EXPO Center Comrie Hall

3980 South Bill Robertson Lane
Los Angeles, CA 90037

SYLVIA PATSAOURAS, PRESIDENT
LYNN ALVAREZ, VICE PRESIDENT
MELBA CULPEPPER, COMMISSIONER
MISTY M. SANFORD, COMMISSIONER

EVERY PERSON WISHING TO ADDRESS THE COMMISSION MUST COMPLETE A SPEAKER’S REQUEST FORM AT THE MEETING
AND SUBMIT IT TO THE COMMISSION EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT PRIOR TO THE BOARD’S CONSIDERATION OF THE ITEM.

PURSUANT TO COMMISSION POLICY, COMMENTS BY THE PUBLIC ON AGENDA ITEMS WILL BE HEARD ONLY AT THE TIME THE
RESPECTIVE ITEM IS CONSIDERED, FOR A CUMULATIVE TOTAL OF UP TO FIFTEEN (15) MINUTES FOR EACH ITEM. ALL
REQUESTS TO ADDRESS THE BOARD ON PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS MUST BE SUBMITTED PRIOR TO THE BOARD’S
CONSIDERATION OF THE ITEM. COMMENTS BY THE PUBLIC ON ALL OTHER MATTERS WITHIN THE SUBJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION OF THE BOARD WILL BE HEARD DURING THE “PUBLIC COMMENTS” PERIOD OF THE MEETING. EACH
SPEAKER WILL BE GRANTED TWO MINUTES, WITH FIFTEEN (15) MINUTES TOTAL ALLOWED FOR PUBLIC PRESENTATION.

1.

CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

e Approval of Minutes for the Special Meeting of September 21, 2016

NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL COMMENTS

e Discussion with Neighborhood Council Representatives on Neighborhood Council
Resolutions or Community Impact Statements Filed with the City Clerk Relative to Any
Item Listed or Being Considered on this Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners
Meeting Agenda (Los Angeles Administrative Code 22.819; Ordinance 184243)

CONTINUED BOARD REPORTS

16-206 Rancho Cienega Sports Complex — (Phase 1 — PRJ20308) (Phase 2 —
PRJ21049) (W.O. #E1907694) — Adopt the Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration

BOARD REPORTS

16-210 Aquatics — Amendment to Schedule of Rates and Fees
16-211 Pay Tennis Courts — Amendment to the Schedule of Rates and Fees
16-212 Wattles Mansion — Donations Relative to the Interior Design Showcase

“Hollywood, The First 100 Years”



16-213

16-214

16-215

16-216

16-217

16-218

16-219

October 4, 2016

Lincoln Park Recreation Center — Pool and Bathhouse Replacement Project
(PRJ1504P) (W.O. #E1907715) — Review of Bids and Award of Contract

Cheviot Hills Park — Play Area Replacement (PRJ21008) Project — Allocation
of Quimby Fees; Categorical Exemption from the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1, Class 1(1)
(Modifications to Existing Park Facilities Involving No Expansion of Use) and
Class 11(3) (Construction or Placement of Minor Structures Accessory to
Existing Institutional Facilities) of the City CEQA Guidelines

Madison West Park and the East Hollywood Garden Achievement Center —
Conceptual Plans for Park Improvements by the Trust for Public Land and by
the Los Angeles Community Garden Council

Lincoln Park Pool and Bathhouse Replacement Project (PRJ1504P) (W.O.
#E1907715) Project — Proposition A Excess Funds; Authorization to Submit
Grant Application; Acceptance of Grant Funds; City Council Resolution and
Youth Employment Plan

Proposition 40 Youth Soccer and Recreation Development Program —
Submission of Grant Applications; City Council Resolution; Acceptance of
Grant Funds

Pumping System Services — Charter Section 1022 Determination Relative to
the Award of Multi W Systems, Inc. through the Department of General
Services

Partnership Division — Supplemental Agreement to Agreement No. 3475 with
Southern California Tennis Association to Extend the Term

COMMISSION TASK FORCE UPDATES

e Commission Task Force on Concessions Report — President Patsaouras and
Commissioner Culpepper

e Commission Task Force on Facility Repair and Maintenance Report — Commissioners
Sanford and Alvarez

GENERAL MANAGER'’'S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES

e Various Communications Report

¢ Informational Report on Department Activities and Facilities

e Informational Update on the Greek Theatre

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Comments by the Public on All Other Matters within the Board’s Subject Matter Jurisdiction



10.

October 4, 2016

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Requests by Commissioners to Schedule Specific Future Agenda Items

NEXT MEETING

The next scheduled Regular Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners
will be held on Wednesday, October 19, 2016, 9:30 a.m., at Stoner Recreation Center, 1835
Stoner Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90025

ADJOURNMENT

Under the California State Ralph M. Brown Act, those wishing to make audio recordings of the Commission Meetings are
allowed to bring tape recorders or camcorders in the Meeting.

Sign language interpreters, assistive listening devices, or any auxiliary aides and/or services may be provided upon request. To
ensure availability, you are advised to make your request at least 72 hours prior to the meeting you wish to attend. For
additional information, please contact the Commission Office at (213) 202-2640.

Finalization of Commission Actions: In accordance with City Charter, actions that are subject to Section 245 are not final until
the expiration of the next five meeting days of the Los Angeles City Council during which the Council has convened in regular
session and if Council asserts jurisdiction during this five meeting day period the Council has 21 calendar days thereafter in
which to act on the matter.

Commission Meetings can be heard live over the telephone through the Council Phone system. To listen to a meeting, please
call one of the following numbers:

from Downtown Los Angeles (213) 621-CITY (2489)
from West Los Angeles (310) 471-CITY (2489)
from San Pedro (310) 547-CITY (2489)
from Van Nuys (818) 904-9450

For information, please go to the City’s website: http://ita.lacity.org/ForResidents/CouncilPhone/index.htm

Information on agenda items may be obtained by calling the Commission Office at (213) 202-2640. Copies of the agenda and
reports may be downloaded from the Department’s website at www.laparks.org.


http://ita.lacity.org/ForResidents/CouncilPhone/index.htm
http://www.laparks.org/

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS
OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Wednesday, September 21, 2016

The Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles convened the Special
Meeting at EXPO Ahmanson Senior Center at 9:40 a.m. Present were President Sylvia Patsaouras,
Vice President Lynn Alvarez, Commissioner Melba Culpepper, and Commissioner Misty Sanford.
Also present were Michael A. Shull, General Manager, and Deputy City Attorney Ill Strefan Fauble.

The following Department staff members were present:

Anthony-Paul Diaz, Executive Officer and Chief of Staff

Vicki Israel, Assistant General Manager, Partnership and Revenue Branch

Kevin Regan, Assistant General Manager, Operations Branch

Ramon Barajas, Assistant General Manager, Planning, Construction and Maintenance Branch
Alex Yee, Director of Systems, Finance Division

CALL TO ORDER AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

Belinda Jackson, Executive Director of EXPO Center, provided background and programming
information regarding EXPO Center.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

Commissioner Culpepper moved that the Board approve the Minutes of the September 9, 2016
Special Meeting and Special Supplemental Agenda, which was seconded by Commissioner
Sanford. There being no objections, the Motion was unanimously approved.

NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL COMMENTS

Bill Zide, Chair of the Hollywood Studio District Neighborhood Council, presented correspondence
stating the HSDNC's official position on the Target Retail Center Project as it pertains to Board
Report No. 16-208.

GENERAL MANAGER’'S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES — Taken Out of Order

¢ Anthony-Paul Diaz, Executive Officer and Chief of Staff, presented an Informational Update on
the Department’s Park Proud LA! Public Awareness Engagement Campaign and Outreach Plan.
Executive Officer Diaz discussed the Campaign’s task to inform the general public regarding the
positive restoration, programming, and enhancements in the parks through signage with a
distinct graphic style and an engaging slogan. The Department’s ambition is to position itself as
the top City Department providing community based services and programming to meet the
recreational needs of all constituents and park patrons, address the lack of information or
misinformation regarding community projects, grow pride and excitement for the future among
the public, and equip the Elected Offices and the Department with positive messages to promote
the Department and City parks. The new slogan will convey the Department’s Park Improvement
Story in a concise and memorable way with connective branding tissue to current signage, and
incorporate iconography of amenities in the parks and the City’s future plans. Executive Officer
Diaz also discussed the Department’s observations regarding patron relationships with City
parks, roles of the park in the communities, existing signage, and the shared values and
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affection for the City’s parks to be conveyed through the Park Proud LA! Campaign to motivate
the communities to take pride in their City parks. The new signage to be placed at capital
improvement project sites will include positive inspiring messages such as “Good Things Are
Coming”, specific iconography that will detail the park amenities to be built at each project site,
the Department’s contact information, and a QR Code to provide additional information
regarding the capital improvement projects. The Department’s goal is to install the new signage
throughout the City and launch the Park Proud LA! Campaign in October 2016.

CONTINUED BOARD REPORTS

16-185

2024 OLYMPIC AND PARALYMPIC GAMES - USE OF VARIOUS
DEPARTMENT FACILITIES; VENUE USE AGREEMENT WITH THE
LOS ANGELES 2024 EXPLORATORY COMMITTEE; STATUTORY
EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO SECTION 15272 OF THE
STATE CEQA GUIDELINES

Anthony-Paul Diaz, Executive Officer and Chief of Staff, presented Board Report No. 16-185 for
approval of the proposed use of the Department’s facilities for the 2024 Olympic and Paralympic
Games (Games); approval of the Venue Use Agreement (VUA) for the Sepulveda Basin and
Woodley Lakes Golf Course with the Los Angeles 2024 (LA24) Exploratory Committee for the
license and use of various Department facilities for events associated with the Games; approval of
the finding that the VUAs are statutorily exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to Section 15272 of the State CEQA Guidelines; direction to Department staff to
file a Notice of Exemption with the Los Angeles County Clerk within five working days of Board
approval; authorization of the General Manager to execute the Venue Use Agreements upon receipt
of the necessary approvals, and request that the Department of General Services record a
Memorandum of Lease; and authorization of the General Manager to execute the Venue Use
Guarantee Letter that guarantees use of the portions of the Sepulveda Basin and Woodley Lakes
Golf Course for the Games.

Board Report No. 16-185 was amended to include the following Recommendation:

7. Condition the Board’s approval of Recommendations Nos. 5 and 6 of Board Report No. 16-185
on concurrence by the City Council, as the Venue Use Agreements and Guarantee Letter are
part of a much larger set of decisions to be made by the City in efforts to be named the Host City
for the 2024 Olympic and Paralympic Games.

The Board and Department staff discussed the Legacy improvements to the Department facilities
that would be left behind should they be used for the Games, the negotiated Post-Olympic Period to
reconcile the utilized facilities, the Department’s plans to accommodate impacted program
participants at other Department facilities, a community engagement plan to inform surrounding
communities, and the potential opportunity to have synthetic turf installed at the chosen facilities.
John Harper and Brian Nelson of the LA24 Committee discussed the various private sources of
revenue and sponsorships that would be used to reimburse the City and Department, budget
oversight by City officials and an independent auditor, and the minimal risk of budget overruns
associated with infrastructure improvements and developments due to the existing venues and
facilities within the City that can be used for the Games.
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The Board and Department staff also discussed that the Board’s approval of Recommendation No.
7 will not relinquish the Board'’s right on making any decisions regarding the proposed use of the
Sepulveda Basin and the Woodley Lakes Golf Course. On September 28, 2016, the Ad Hoc on the
2024 Ssummer Olympics Committee will consider the Stage 2 governance, legal, and venue funding
bid materials to be submitted to the International Olympic Committee and the Joint Marketing
Program Agreement.

Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-185; however, no requests were submitted
for public comment. Councilwoman Nury Martinez, Sixth Council District, submitted a letter of
support for the proposed use of venues within the Sixth Council District for the 2024 Olympic and
Paralympic Games.

President Patsaouras requested a Motion to approve Board Report No. 16-185 as amended.
Commissioner Sanford moved that the Board Reports be approved as amended, and that the
Resolutions recommended in the Reports be thereby approved. Commissioner Alvarez seconded
the Motion. There being no objections, the Motion was unanimously approved.

BOARD REPORTS

16-198

GRIFFITH PARK — GREEK THEATRE — AMENDED CONTRACT
WITH SMG FOR OVERSIGHT MANAGEMENT TO EXERCISE
FIRST OPTION TO EXTEND AND AMEND CONTRACT TERMS;
AMENDMENT TO THE USER AGREEMENT, BOOKING AND
TICKET POLICIES AND EVENT VOLUME INCENTIVE PROGRAM

Anthony-Paul Diaz, Executive Officer and Chief of Staff, presented Board Report No. 16-198 for
approval of a proposed Amended Contract No. 3534 between the Department and SMG for
Oversight Management of the Greek Theatre’s Open Venue Model; authorization for the Department
to make any necessary technical changes consistent with the intent of the Board’s actions to
implement the Policies; and authorization of the General Manager or Designee to execute the
Amended Contract.

Board Report No. 16-198 was amended to remove Recommendation No. 2:

2. Approve amendments to the User Agreement, Booking and Ticket Policies, and Event Volume
Incentive Program;

Executive Officer Diaz reported on the Greek Theatre’s 2016 schedule, survey system, parking and
shuttle program, community liaison services, box office improvements, and capital investments. The
proposed Amended Contract clarifies the Sponsorships section language to allow for the barter of
equipment or services to be included in the overall minimum requirements for SMG to bring in
sponsorship revenue opportunities, the establishment of different bank accounts, separations of
funds, timelines for payments, and a hotline provision for a 24 to 48 hour response. The Greek
Theatre has reconciled approximately $1.9 million in revenue between the start of the 2016 Season
in April 2016 through July 2016. In comparison, the Department’s average net revenue income for
an entire season from 2006 through 2015 amounted to $1.5 million. The User Agreement, Booking
and Ticket Policies, and Event Volume Incentive Program will be brought back for consideration at a
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later date. Greek Theatre General Manager Becky Colwell discussed SMG's oversight responsibility
over the food concession and anticipated improvements for the following season. An end-of-year
report will be prepared for the survey results. The Board and Department staff also discussed staff
oversight over the Greek Theatre’s operations.

Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-198. One request was submitted for public
comment. Senior Deputy Catherine Landers of Councilmember David Ryu’s Office, Fourth Council
District, spoke in support of the one-year contract extension with SMG for the Oversight
Management of the Greek Theatre’s Open Venue Model.

16-199

HOLLYWOOD RECREATION CENTER - POOL AND POOL
BUILDING (PRJ1402B) (W.O. #E170344F) PROJECT — RELEASE
OF STOP NOTICE ON CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT NO. 3454

Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch,
presented Board Report No. 16-199 for acceptance of the Release of Stop Payment Notice filed by
Whitewater West Industries, Ltd. on Construction Contract No. 3454 with Morillo Construction, Inc.
for the Hollywood Recreation Center Pool and Pool Building Project.

16-200

SOUTH PARK RECREATION CENTER - NORTHWEST
SYNTHETIC SOCCER FIELD IMPROVEMENT (PRJ20812) (W.O.
#E1907808) PROJECT — ACCEPTANCE OF STOP PAYMENT
NOTICE ON CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT NO. 3468

Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch,
presented Board Report No. 16-200 for direction to Department staff to withhold the amounts
claimed in the Stop Payment Notice filed by Builders Fence Company, Inc. on Construction Contract
No. 3468 with California Landscape & Design for the South Park Recreation Center — Northwest
Synthetic Soccer Field Improvement Project, plus an additional sum equal to 25% thereof to defray
any costs of litigation in the event of court action if such funds are available; and direction to
Department staff to notify contractors, sureties, and other interested parties of the withheld amount.

16-201

WOODLAND HILLS RECREATION CENTER - PARK
RENOVATIONS (W.O. #E1907454) — ACCEPTANCE OF STOP
PAYMENT NOTICE ON CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT NO. 3515

Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch,
presented Board Report No. 16-201 for direction to Department staff to withhold the amounts
claimed in the Stop Payment Notice filed by Thompson Construction Supply Door & Frame on
Construction Contract No. 3515 with Royal Construction Corporation for the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center — Park Renovations Project, plus an additional sum equal to 25% thereof to
defray any costs of litigation in the event of court action if such funds are available; and direction to
Department staff to notify contractors, sureties, and other interested parties of the withheld amount.
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16-202

LINCOLN HEIGHTS RECREATION CENTER - MURAL
RESTORATION; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO
ARTICLE VII, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(1), OF THE CITY CEQA
GUIDELINES

Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-202 for the reinstallation of a previously existing mural at
Lincoln Heights Recreation Center; approval of the finding that the subject project is categorically
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article
I, Section 1,Class 1 (1) of the City CEQA Guidelines; and authorization to issue the appropriate
Right-of-Entry Permit. The Board and Department staff discussed the proposed modification to the
mural involving the depiction of drug imagery, the Department’s policy on public art in parks.
Department of Cultural Affairs staff and mural artist Wayne Healy discussed potential funding
options to expand the content of the plaque that would explain the thematic intent and historical
essence of the mural.

16-203

HOLLYWOOD RECREATION CENTER — INSTALLATION OF TILE
MURAL; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE IIl, SECTION 1,
CLASS 11(6), OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES

Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-203 for the approval of the installation of a tile mural within
Hollywood Recreation Center; approval of the finding that the subject project is exempt from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1,
Class 11(6) of the City CEQA Guidelines; and authorization to issue the appropriate Right-of-Entry
Permit.

16-204
VENICE OF AMERICA CENTENNIAL PARK — INSTALLATION OF
PUBLIC ART

Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-204 for approval of the installation of a public art project
with associated plagues at Venice of America Centennial Park; and authorization to issue the
appropriate Right-of-Entry Permit.

16-205

ORO VISTA PARK — FITNESS AREA (PRJ21047) PROJECT -
FINAL PLANS; ALLOCATION OF QUIMBY FUNDS; EXEMPTION
FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
(CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE lll, SECTION 1, CLASS 3(6),
CLASS 11(3,6) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES
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Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch,
presented Board Report No.16-205 for approval of the final plans for the Oro Vista Park — Fitness
Area Project; authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Quimby
Funds in the amount of $14,228.00 from Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-00 to Oro Vista Park
Account No. 89460K-0V for the allocation of said amount to the Oro Vista Park Fitness Area
Project; and approval of the finding that the proposed Project is categorically exempt from the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article 111, Section 1, Class 3 (6), Class 11
(3, 6) of the City CEQA Guidelines.

The Board and Department staff discussed that the grant funding initially awarded to the Project by
the National Recreation and Park Association/Disney was allocated to Toberman Recreation Center
for programming and capital improvements.

Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-205. One request for public comment was
submitted, and such comments were made to the Board.

16-206

RANCHO CIENEGA SPORTS COMPLEX — (PHASE 1 - PRJ20308)
(PHASE 2 — PRJ21049) (W.O. #E1907694) — ADOPT THE INITIAL
STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch,
presented Board Report No. 16-206 for adoption of the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Project; approval of the finding on the basis of the whole record of
proceedings of the Project that there is no substantial evidence that the Project will have a
significant effect on the environment, and that all potentially significant environmental effects of the
Project have been properly disclosed evaluated, and mitigated in the IS/MND in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State and City CEQA Guidelines, and that the
ISIMND reflects the Board’s independent judgment and analysis; adoption of the Mitigated
Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) that specifies the mitigation measures to be implemented in
accordance with Section 15074(d) of the CEQA Guidelines; and approval of the Rancho Cienega
Sports Complex Phase 1 and Phase 2 Project (Project) as described in the Report.

Project Manager Ohaji Abdallah discussed the Project design, capital improvements to the existing
facilities, and the trees and shade component of the Project. The Board and Department staff
discussed the Project timeline, the status of the final plans and specifications, community needs,
and Department’s plan to remove existing trees to be replaced by new trees.

Board Report No. 16-206 was continued for further consideration at a later date.

16-207

RESCISSION OF BOARD REPORT 16-189: TARGET RETAIL
CENTER PROJECT — CHILD CARE FACILITY REQUIREMENTS
PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.G OF THE VERMONT/WESTERN
TRANSIT ORIENTED DISTRICT SPECIFIC PLAN/STATION
NEIGHBORHOOD AREA PLAN — REQUEST FOR IN-LIEU CHILD
CARE FEE PAYMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.G.4 OF THE
VERMONT/WESTERN TRANSIT ORIENTED DISTRICT SPECIFIC
PLAN/STATION NEIGHBORHOOD AREA PLAN
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Board Report No. 16-207 was withdrawn.

16-208

TARGET RETAIL CENTER PROJECT — CHILD CARE FACILITY
REQUIREMENTS PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.G OF THE
VERMONT/WESTERN TRANSIT ORIENTED DISTRICT SPECIFIC
PLAN/STATION NEIGHBORHOOD AREA PLAN — REQUEST FOR
IN-LIEU CHILD CARE FEE PAYMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION
6.G.4 OF THE VERMONT/WESTERN TRANSIT ORIENTED
DISTRICT SPECIFIC PLAN/STATION NEIGHBORHOOD AREA
PLAN

Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst | of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch,
presented Board Report No. 16-208 for authorization of a cash payment in the amount of
$1,213,500.00 in-lieu of the child care facilities otherwise required to be provided by the Target
Retail Center Project pursuant to Section G of the Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District
Specified Plan/Station Neighborhood Area Plan (SNAP); authorization of the Department’s Chief
Accounting Employee to deposit the in-lieu fee payment into the Vermont/Western Station
Neighborhood Area Plan Child Care Trust Fund (Fund 52T); approval of the finding that the creation
and appropriation of the in-lieu fee payment is not subject to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act as a project; and direction to Department staff to return to the Board with
an expenditure plan for the use of the funds in the Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area
Plan Child Care Trust Fund 52T. Senior Development Manager John Dewes of Target Corporation
discussed their corporate responsibility program which gives 5% of total profits back to the
communities. Commissioner Alvarez requested that the Department schedule a future Board
Agenda item and report back on how the Department can work with City Council to change the
Ordinance so that the Department is not held responsible for child care in-lieu fee decisions.

Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-208. Six requests for public comment were
submitted, and such comments were made to the Board.

16-209

ASCOT HILLS PARK INTERPRETIVE NATURE FACILITIES
(PRJ21075) PROJECT - HABITAT CONSERVATION FUND
PROGRAM — SUBMISSION OF GRANT APPLICATION; CITY
COUNCIL RESOLUTION; ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FUNDS

Isophine Atkinson, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Finance Division, presented Board Report
No. 16-209 for approval of the submission of a Habitat Conservation Fund (HCF) Program grant
application in the amount of $75,000.00 for the Ascot Hills Park Interpretive Nature Facilities Project
(Project); authorization of the Department's General Manager, Executive Officer, or Assistant
General as the agent to conduct all negotiations, execution and submittal of all documents including
but not limited to applications, agreements, amendments, and payment requests which may be
necessary for the completion of the Project; recommend adoption of the Resolution by Council
Committee and City Council to authorize the submission of the grant application for the HCF grantin
the amount of $75,000.00 for the Project in accordance with the HCF grant guidelines; and
authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to establish the necessary account
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and/or appropriate funding received within the Recreation and Parks Grant Fund 205 for acceptance
of the HCF grant up to $75,000.00 for the Project.

Public comments were invited for the Board Reports. One request for public comment was
submitted, and such comments were made to the Board.

President Patsaouras requested a Motion to approve the Board Reports as presented, and approve
Board Report No. 16-198 as amended, with the exception of Board Report No. 16-206 which was
continued for consideration at a later date and Board Report No. 16-207 which was withdrawn.
Commissioner Sanford moved that the Board Reports be approved, and that the Resolutions
recommended in the Reports be thereby approved. Commissioner Culpepper seconded the Motion.
There being no objections, the Motion was unanimously approved.

COMMISSION TASK FORCES

e Commission Task Force on Concessions Report (Commissioners Patsaouras and Culpepper)

President Patsaouras reported on the Concessions Task Force Meeting held on September 21,
2016 prior to the Board Meeting, in which the Task Force discussed the status of various
Concession Requests for Proposals, and Concession Agreements that are pending City Council
approval.

e Commission Task Force on Facility Repair and Maintenance (Commissioners Sanford and
Alvarez)

Commissioner Sanford reported on the Facility Repair and Maintenance Task Force Meeting
held on September 21, 2016 prior to the Board Meeting, in which the Task Force discussed the
landscape and irrigation project for the Griffith Park — Los Feliz Entrance, potential renaming of
San Pedro Exit Park, and proposed Proposition 40 youth soccer projects.

GENERAL MANAGER’'S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES

e The Various Communications Report was noted and filed.

General Manager Michael Shull reported on Department activities, facilities, and upcoming
events. The Youth Orchestra of Los Angeles (YOLA) is celebrating their 10" Year Anniversary
by performing in five different cities. YOLA's first performance is scheduled on October 23, 2016
at the Valley Performing Arts Center in Northridge. Two Pokémon Go Gym Battles & Lure Fest
events are scheduled on September 24, 2016 at Cabrillo Beach and EXPO Center Rose
Garden. Other Pokémon Go Gym Battles & Lure Fest events are scheduled on September 25,
2016 at Griffith Park Travel Town, as well as on September 30, 2016 at Lincoln Park. The
Department’s budget preparation process is forthcoming, which will be structured around the
Strategic Plan. Executive Officer Anthony-Paul Diaz reported that the new signage will be
installed at the First and Broadway Park project site in October 2016. The next phase consists of
identifying the appropriate iconography for the project signage.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

Public comments on matters within the Board’s jurisdiction were invited. One request for public
comment was submitted, and such comments were made to the Board.

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

There were no requests for future Agenda Items.

NEXT MEETING

The Regular Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners scheduled to be held on
Wednesday, October 5, 2016 will be canceled. A Special Meeting is scheduled to be held on
Tuesday, October 4, 2016, 9:30 a.m., at EXPO Center Comrie Hall, 3980 South Bill Robertson
Lane, Los Angeles, CA 90037.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Board, President Patsaouras adjourned the
Meeting at 12:40 p.m.

ATTEST

PRESIDENT BOARD SECRETARY



BOARD REPORT NO.

16-206

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS

SUBJECT: RANCHO CIENEGA SPORTS COMPLEX (PHASE 1 — PRJ20308) (PHASE 2 —

W* R. Barajas g’ﬁ' k 2 K. Regan

AP Diaz

H. Fujita

PRJ21049) (W.O. #E1907694) — ADOPT THE INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

V. Israel

N. Williams

S Getieral Maﬁ?@r

Approved Disapproved Withdrawn

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.

Review, consider and adopt the Initial Study (IS) and Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND), herein included as Attachment 1, for the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex
(Phase 1 — PRJ20308) (Phase 2 — PRJ21049) (W.O. #E1907694) project (Project),
finding that on the basis of the whole record of proceedings of the Project, including the
IS/MND and any public and/or agency comments received therefrom, that there is no
substantial evidence that the Project will have a significant effect on the environment,
and that all potentially significant environmental effects of the Project have been properly
disclosed, evaluated, and mitigated in the IS/MND in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State and City CEQA Guidelines, and that
the IS/MND reflects the Board's independent judgment and analysis;

Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP), published under separate
cover, herein included as Attachment 3, that specifies the mitigation measures to be
implemented in accordance with CEQA Guidelines (Section 15074(d));

Approve the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Phase 1 — PRJ20308)(Phase 2 —
PRJ21049) (W.O. #E1907694) Project, as described herein;

Direct Staff to file a Notice of Determination (NOD) for the adopted IS/MND with the Los
Angeles City Clerk and the Los Angeles County Registrar/Recorder within five days of
the Board's approval; and,

Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks’ (RAP) Chief Accounting Employee
to prepare a check to the Los Angeles County Clerk in the amount of Seventy-Five
Dollars ($75.00) for the purpose of filing the NOD.
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SUMMARY

The Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Phase 1 — PRJ20308) (Phase 2 - PRJ21049)
(W.O. #E1907694) Project is located at 5001 Rodeo Road in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-
Leimert Community of the City of Los Angeles, in Council District 10.

The proposed Project will be implemented in two phases. The components proposed to be
implemented in each phase are described below. The proposed Project would be designed and
constructed to meet LEED Silver designation. The construction of the proposed Project is
anticipated to begin in December 2016 and would occur for approximately twenty-seven (27)
months, ending in March 2019. Phase 1 activities would last approximately seventeen (17)
months, and Phase 2 activities would last approximately ten (10) months.

Phase 1

Phase 1 will include demolition of existing facilities, hazardous materials abatement, grading,
pile installation, foundation construction, utility installations, building construction, parking lot
grading, and landscape and site improvements. Phase 1 activities would occur in the south
central portion of the Project site and include the following elements:

Indoor Gymnasium

The existing gymnasium would be demolished and a new approximately 24,000-square-foot
gymnasium would be built east of the Jackie Robinson Stadium and north of the primary parking
lot. The proposed new gymnasium would include office space, a running path, and a lookout
deck on the second floor, and a second floor walkway that would connect the proposed indoor
gymnasium to the proposed indoor pool.

Indoor Pool and Multi-use Building

The scope includes demolition of the existing restroom facilities and construction of a new,
approximately 25,000-square-foot indoor pool and bathhouse facility in the central portion of the
property adjacent to the existing childcare center and north of the proposed primary parking
area. The new indoor pool facility would include a bathhouse, restrooms, lockers, and changing
rooms on the ground floor, and a community room, fitness annex, and kitchen on the mezzanine

level.

Tennis Shop/Overlook

The existing tennis shop will receive interior and infrastructure upgrades, as well as the
installation of two Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessible restrooms. A new bleacher
structure would be constructed adjacent to the existing tennis courts, and east of the existing
childcare center, to provide a shaded viewing area of the tennis courts.
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Stadium Overlook/Concession Stand

A new stadium overlook and concession stand would be constructed east of and adjacent to the
existing stadium. The facility will include a include a concession stand, restrooms, and a ticket
office on the ground level, and a stadium overlook on the mezzanine level, totaling
approximately 4,000 square feet.

Playground

The existing playground located between the existing childcare center and tennis courts would
be demolished, in order to accommodate the new tennis shop and restroom facility. A new
playground would be constructed directly west of the proposed tennis shop.

Primary Parking Lot

The existing parking lot along Rodeo Road will be re-graded, rearranged, and repaved to meet
the current parking standards.

Phase 2

Phase 2 includes demolition of the concrete surrounding the existing RAP maintenance
building, hazardous materials abatement, grading for the parking lot and other site
improvements, utility adjustments and upgrades, renovation of the existing maintenance yard
and various site improvements, and installation of landscape and hardscape. The majority of
the Phase 2 activities would occur in the western and northwestern portion of the Project site,
with some landscaping, storm drainage, and security lighting installed in the eastern portion of
the Project site. The Phase 2 components include the following: grading and repaving of the
parking lot located on the North side of the site, development of a new parking lot that infiltrates
100% of the storm-water, and installation of landscape and hardscape.

RAP Maintenance Yard and Refuse Collection Center

The scope includes rehabilitation of the existing RAP maintenance building and relocation of the
RAP maintenance yard adjacent to the northwest corner of the Jackie Robinson Stadium. A
new maintenance yard and refuse collection center would be constructed adjacent to the
rehabilitated RAP maintenance building.

Northwestern Driveway

The scope includes construction of a new driveway at the northwestern boundary of the project
site. The driveway would extend towards Exposition Boulevard that currently ends at the
parking lot on the northwestern part of the property.
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Controlled Driveway

The construction of a new controlled driveway at the southwest corner of the Project site near
the Jackie Robinson Stadium has been included to alleviate parking and access limitations.
The driveway would allow only right-in/right-out access from Rodeo Road when additional
parking is required for special events or community programs. Bollards would be located at the
driveways to prohibit access during normal operations.

Off-street Parking

The scope includes installation of off-street parking along the western boundary of the Project
site, adjacent to the Jackie Robinson Stadium. Additional off-street parking would be installed
along the northwestern boundary of the Project site, adjacent to the new driveway and Metro
Expo Rail Line. With installation of off-street parking, the overall number of parking spaces
available in the park would remain the same as existing conditions (411 spaces) but would be
reconfigured to allow for landscaping and parking lot improvements.

Overflow Parking

Alteration of the existing parking lot in the northwestern portion of the Project site controlled
overflow parking area. Based on scheduling, the overflow parking area can also be used for
events, or passive park activities. When used for parking, an additional eighty-eight (88) spaces
would be available to park patrons, for a total of 499 parking spaces in the overall park.
Bollards would be located at the driveways to prohibit access during normal operations.

The proposed Project is being designed and constructed to meet the U.S. Green Building
Council's Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) Silver designation, and to
achieve the Living Building Challenge Net Zero Energy Certification.

The proposed Project would be constructed using a combination of Federal and local funds.
Funding may include U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG), Proposition K (the L.A. for Kids Program), Capital
Improvement Expenditure Program (CIEP), Municipal Improvement Corporation of Los Angeles
(MICLA), and Quimby Funds. The City Engineer's Estimate for the construction costs for the
first phase of this Project is Twenty-Five Million Dollars ($25,000,000.00). Bid alternates will be
placed in the Bid documents to account for the funding gap. RAP and Council District 10 are
also searching for additional funding sources. The second phase will be funded as needed in
the following fiscal years. Funds are currently available from the following funding sources:

FUNDING SOURCE PERN R N FUNDIDESTIACCT - AMOUNT

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), United
States Department of Housing and Urban Development 424/43/431L.505 $3,640,432
(HUD)
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FUNDING SOURCE e R D e KA MO UNT
Proposition K (Sports Complex/ Fitness Annex)

Proposition K K-17 (S93 - PY 17; FY 2013-14) 43K/10/10K213 $100,000
Proposition K K-18 (S93 - PY 18; FY 2014-15) 43K/10/10L213 $300,000
Proposition K K-18 (S94 - PY 18; FY 2014-15) inflation 43K/10/10LK04 $125,509
Proposition K K-19 (FY 17-18) (S93 - PY 19; FY 2015-16) TBD $750,000
Proposition K K-20 (FY 18-19) (S93 - PY 20; FY 2016-17) TBD $850,000
Proposition K (Lighting & Shade Structure)

Prop K K-17 (8" Cycle) (C227-8 - PY 17; FY 2013-14) 43K/10/10KM20 $50,000
Prop K K-18 (8" Cycle) (C227-8 - PY 18; FY 2014-15) 43K/10/10LM20 $200,000
Prop K K-19 (FY-17-18) (C227-8 - PY 20; FY 2016-17) TBD $250,000
Prop K Assessment Gap (FY 15-16) TBD $1,750,000
Capital Improvement Expenditure Program 100/54/00L094 $537,048
Sites and Facilities (15-16) 209/88/88M211 $2,750,000
Sites and Facilities (16-17) TBD $1,050,000
Municipal Improvement Corporation of Los Angeles (MICLA) - - :
MICLA (FY 14-15) - Appropriated 298/50/50LTRC $2,100,000
MICLA (FY 14-15) - Balance TBD $5,400,000
MICLA (FY 15-16) TBD $3,500,000
TOTAL $23,352,989

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

In accordance with the requirements of CEQA, an MND was prepared based on an IS which
determined that all potentially significant environmental effects would be mitigated to a level less
than significant. The IS/MND was circulated to all interested parties and responsible agencies,
and filed with the State Clearinghouse for a 30-day review and comment period from
March 3, 2016 to April 1, 2016.
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Several comment letters were received on potential environmental effects that have been
incorporated into the final IS/MND, copies of which have been provided to the Board for its
review and consideration. However, the comments did not require any additional environmental
analyses or substantive changes to the IS/MND.

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan has been prepared that specifies all the mitigation

measures identified in the IS/IMND, which will either reduce to a level of insignificance or
eliminate the potentially significant environment impact of the Project.

TREES AND SHADE

The Project Manager, Landscape Architect, and RAP Forestry Division have surveyed the trees
on the site and determined that ninety-one (91) of the one hundred seventy-eight (178) existing
trees may be removed due to placement of structures and walkways, poor health, and
maintenance concerns. One hundred twenty-seven (127) new trees will planted that will be
easier to maintain and provide adequate shade when mature. Two additional shade structures,
covered with photovoltaic panels, will be constructed as part of the Phase 1 scope to shield the
new bleachers adjacent to the Tennis courts and the new bleacher structure adjacent to the

Stadium.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The Project will be funded by a combination of the aforementioned funding sources. There is no
immediate fiscal impact to RAP’s General Fund. However, future operations and maintenance
costs will be included in future RAP’s General Fund.

This Report was prepared by Ohaji K Abdallah, Project Manager, Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Engineering (BOE) Architectural Division and James R Tebbetts, Environmental
Specialists, BOE, Environmental Management Group (EMG). Reviewed by Neil Drucker,
Program Manager, Recreational and Cultural Facilities Program, BOE; Deborah Weintraub,
Chief Deputy City Engineer, BOE; and Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent, Planning,
Construction and Maintenance Branch.

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

1. CEQA Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Environmental
Effects/Initial Study Checklist and comments and responses.

2. Appendices to the MND to include the following:
e Appendix A: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical Memorandum

Appendix B: Biological Resource Search Results

Appendix C: Cultural Resources Assessment

Appendix D: Geotechnical Data Report

Appendix E Noise and Vibration Impact Study

Appendix F Traffic Study

ic Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, dated May, 2016.
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(Article 1, City CEQA Guidelines)

LEAD CITY AGENCY AND ADDRESS: Public Works Bureau of Engineering COUNCIL DISTRICT
1149 Broadway, Suite 600 10
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
PROJECT TITLE: RANCHO CIENEGA SPORTS COMPLEX (CELES KING lll) (G922) T.G.
(WO: E1907694) Page 673, Grids C-1
and D-1

PROJECT LOCATION: The project site is located at 5001 Rodeo Road in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-
Leimert Community and Council District 10 in the City of Los Angeles. The project site is bounded by the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Expo Line light rail transit system to the north,
Dorsey High School to the east, Rodeo Road to the south, and La Brea Avenue on the west.

DESCRIPTION: The proposed Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project includes the development of an
upgraded and expanded sports complex. The proposed project would construct a new 30,000 square-foot
sports complex that would include a new indoor pool and bathhouse with a community room and fitness annex
on the second floor; a new indoor gymnasium with office space, a running path, and a lookout deck on the
second floor; a new tennis shop with restrooms and tennis overlook; a new stadium overlook with a
concession stand, restrooms and a ticket office; installation of new driveways; and upgrades to existing
parking areas. The proposed project would also renovate the existing City of Los Angeles Department of
Recreation and Parks (RAP) maintenance yard and building as well as the existing refuse collection. Other site
improvements include upgrades to existing parking, security lighting, additional stormwater and drainage
infrastructure, landscaping, and hardscaping. The proposed project would be designed and constructed to
meet the U.S. Green Building Council's Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) Silver
designation.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY:

FINDING: The City Engineer of the City of Los Angeles has determined the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the environment. See attached Initial Study.

SEE THE ATTACHED PAGES FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED

Any written objections received during the public review period are attached, together with the
responses of the lead City agency.

THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT IS ATTACHED

PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM: |ADDRESS: TELEPHONE
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, MS 939 NUMBER:
James R Tebbetts C" @eles, CA 90015 (213) 485-5732

— DATE:

'éfgﬁvifonmental Affairs Officer (/ 7 / /A

ental Management Group

SIGNATURE (Official):
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INITIAL STUDY

Council District: 10 Date: May 2016
Lead City Agency: Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Project Title: Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project

l. INTRODUCTION
A. Purpose of an Initial Study

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was enacted in 1970 for the purpose of
providing decision-makers and the public with information regarding environmental effects
of proposed projects; identifying means of avoiding environmental damage; and
disclosing to the public the reasons behind a project’s approval even if it leads to
environmental damage. The Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
has determined that the proposed project is subject to CEQA and no exemptions apply.
Therefore, the preparation of an Initial Study (IS) is required.

An IS is a preliminary analysis conducted by the lead agency, in consultation with other
agencies (responsible or trustee agencies, as applicable), to determine whether there is
substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on the environment. If the
IS concludes that the project, with incorporation of mitigation, may have a significant
effect on the environment, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) should be prepared,;
otherwise the lead agency may adopt a Negative Declaration (ND) or Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND).

The IS/IMND contained herein has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public
Resources Code 821000 et seq.), the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code
of Regulations, 815000 et seq.), and the City of Los Angeles CEQA Guidelines (1981,
amended July 31, 2002).

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 1
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B. Document Format
This Final IS/MND is organized into ten sections as follows:

Section |, Introduction: provides an overview of the project and the CEQA environmental
documentation process.

Section II, Project Description: provides a description of the project location, project
background, project components, and proposed construction and operation.

Section Ill, Existing Environment: provides a description of the existing environmental
setting with focus on features of the environment that could potentially affect the proposed
project or be affected by the proposed project.

Section 1V, Environmental Effects/Initial Study Checklist: presents the City of Los
Angeles’ Checklist for all impact areas and mandatory findings of significance. This
Section includes a discussion of the environmental effects and identifies applicable
mitigation measures.

Section V, Mitigation Measures: provides the mitigation measures that would be
implemented to ensure that potential adverse impacts of the proposed project would be
reduced to a less than significant level.

Section VI, Preparation and Consultation: provides a list of key personnel involved in the
preparation of this report and key personnel consulted.

Section VII, Determination — Recommended Environmental Documentation: provides the
recommended environmental documentation for the proposed project.

Section VIII, References: provides a list of reference materials used during the
preparation of this report.

Section XI, Clarifications and Modifications: provides a list of revisions intended to update
the IS/IMND in response to the comments received during the public review period.

Section X, Response to Comments: provides individual responses to the comments
received during the public review period.

C. CEQA Process

The proposal to adopt a ND (or MND) initiates a 20-day public comment period, 30 days if
a State Agency is involved. The purpose of this comment period is to provide public
agencies and the general public an opportunity to review the IS and comment on the
adequacy of the analysis and the findings of the lead agency regarding potential
environmental impacts of the proposed project. If a reviewer believes there is substantial
evidence that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, the reviewer
should (1) identify the specific effect, (2) explain why it is believed the effect would occur,

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 2
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and (3) explain why it is believed the effect would be significant. Facts or expert opinion
supported by facts should be provided as the basis of such comments.

Prior to making a determination, the decision-making body (for this proposed project, it is
the Department of Recreation and Parks Board of Commissioners) must consider the IS
together with any comments received during the public comment review process. The
decision-making body would adopt the IS only if it finds, on the basis of the whole record
before it, that there is no substantial evidence that the project would have a significant
effect on the environment and that the study reflects the lead agency’s independent
judgment and analysis.

Public notification of agenda items for the Department of Recreation and Parks Board of
Commissioners is posted 72 hours prior to the public meeting. The agenda for the
Department of Recreation and Parks Board of Commissioners can be obtained via the
internet at: http://www.laparks.org/commissionerhtm/2016/16agendas.htm. However, the
official electronic website posting location for the agendas for the meetings of the
Department of Recreation and Parks Board of Commissioners and its Task Forces is at
www.lacity.org.

If the project is approved, the City would file a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the
County Clerk within 5 days. The NOD would be posted by the County Clerk within 24
hours of receipt. This begins a 30-day statute of limitations on legal challenges to the
approval under CEQA. The ability to challenge the approval in court may be limited to
those persons who objected to the approval of the project, and to issues which were
presented to the lead agency either orally or in writing, during the public comment period.

As a covered entity under Title 1l of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), the City of
Los Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of disability and, upon request, would
provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and
activities.

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. Introduction

The proposed Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project (proposed project) includes the
development of an upgraded and expanded sports complex in the City of Los Angeles
Council District 10. The proposed project would construct a new 30,000 square-foot
sports complex that would include a new indoor pool and bathhouse with a community
room and fitness annex on the second floor; a new indoor gymnasium with office space, a
running path, and a lookout deck on the second floor; a new tennis shop with restrooms
and tennis overlook; a new stadium overlook with a concession stand, restrooms and a
ticket office; installation of new driveways; and upgrades to existing parking areas. The
proposed project would also renovate the existing City of Los Angeles Department of
Recreation and Parks (RAP) maintenance yard and building as well as the existing refuse
collection. Other site improvements include upgrades to existing parking, security lighting,
additional stormwater and drainage infrastructure, landscaping, and hardscaping. The

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 3
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proposed project would be designed and constructed to meet the U.S. Green Building
Council's Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) Silver designation.
Examples of sustainable design features include solar panels, electric vehicle charging
stations, use of recycled building materials and LED lighting.

B. Location

The project site is located at 5001 Rodeo Road in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert
Community of the City of Los Angeles. The project site is bounded by the Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Expo Line light rail transit system to
the north (along Exposition Boulevard), Dorsey High School to the east, residential land
uses to the south across Rodeo Road, and commercial uses to the west. Regional access
to the project area is provided via Interstate 10 (I-10) and Interstate 405 (I-405). Figure 1
shows the regional location of the project site. Figure 2 shows the project site vicinity.

C. Setting

The project site is currently developed as a sports complex. The existing complex
contains a variety of facilities including a gymnasium, basketball courts, baseball
diamond, child play area, community room, football field, handball courts, picnic tables,
soccer field, skate park, and tennis courts.* The sports complex also includes the Jackie
Robinson Stadium, used for football games, track and field events, concerts, and other
special events, and the Celes King Il Pool facility, an indoor year-round pool used for
various pool programs. Vehicular access to the project site is provided via Rodeo Road
on the south side and via Exposition Boulevard on the north side. The primary parking lot
is located along the southern boundary adjacent to Rodeo Road. An additional parking
area is located in the northwest area of the complex. Figure 3 shows the existing facilities
on the project site, including those facilities that are to be demolished as part of the
proposed project.

The area surrounding the project site is fully developed and highly urbanized, and
characterized by single and multiple family residences, industrial uses, commercial uses,
and public facilities.> The properties to the north of the project site are developed with
industrial uses; industrial and commercial uses are located to the west of the project site;
residential uses are located to the south across Rodeo Road; educational institutions are
located to the east.

D. Background

The proposed project will be constructed using a combination of federal and local funds.
Funding may include U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)

City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, Rancho Cienega Sports Complex. Website:
http://www.laparks.org/dos/reccenter/facility/ranchocienegaRC.htm, accessed September 30, 2015.
City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, West Adam-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan
Generalized Land Use Map. Website: http://planning.lacity.org/complan/central/pdf/genlumap.wad.pdf,
accessed September 24, 2015.
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Source: ESRI Maps & Data, 2075,
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PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), Proposition K (The LA For Kids Program),
Capital Improvement Expenditure Program, and Quimby Act funds.

E. Purpose

The overall purpose for the proposed project is to construct a community sports complex
to better meet the community’s recreational needs. The existing sports complex is
insufficient to handle the current park programs due to its size and infrastructure. The
gymnasium’s aging infrastructure has become a maintenance concern. Additionally, the
existing indoor pool (Celes King Il Pool) no longer meets the standards for competition
pools. The need for a fitness annex and multipurpose room has been made evident by
the community’s use of the existing childcare facility to accommodate those functions.

The objectives of the proposed project are:

e To provide a sports complex that includes a variety of recreational amenities that
meet the needs of the surrounding community, as well as the energy conservation
and sustainable design goals of the City.

e To provide modernized and improved facilities at the sports complex to better meet
the park programs.

e To upgrade the aging infrastructure of the existing park in order to improve
operational and maintenance functions.

F. Proposed Project

The proposed project would be implemented in two phases. The components proposed to
be implemented in each phase are described below. The detailed construction process
and schedule for both phases is described in Subsection G, Project Construction. The
proposed project would be designed and constructed to meet LEED Silver designation.
Figure 4 depicts the proposed project facilities.

Phase 1

Phase 1 would include demolition of existing facilities, hazardous materials abatement,
grading, pile installation, foundation construction, utility installations, building construction,
parking lot grading, and landscape and site improvements. Phase 1 activities would occur
in the south central portion of the project site and include the following:

e Indoor Gymnasium: Demolition of the existing gymnasium and construction of a
new, approximately 24,000-square-foot indoor gymnasium east of the Jackie
Robinson Stadium and north of the primary parking lot. The proposed indoor
gymnasium would include office space, a running path, and a lookout deck on the
mezzanine level, and a second floor walkway that would connect the proposed
indoor gymnasium to the proposed indoor pool.

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 8
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Indoor Pool and Multiuse Building: Demolition of the existing restroom facilities
and construction of a new, approximately 25,000-square-foot indoor pool and
bathhouse facility in the central portion of the property adjacent to the existing
childcare center and north of the proposed primary parking area. The new indoor
pool facility would include a bathhouse, restrooms, lockers, and changing rooms on
the ground floor, and a community room, fitness annex, and kitchen on the
mezzanine level.

Tennis Shop/Overlook: Demolition of the existing tennis shop located directly north
of the Celes King Ill Pool, and construction of a new 1,900-square-foot tennis shop
and restroom facility to the west of and adjacent to the existing tennis courts, and
east of the existing childcare center. A new overlook would be constructed on the
mezzanine level to provide a viewing area of the tennis courts.

Stadium Overlook/Concession Stand: Construction of a new stadium overlook
and concession stand east of and adjacent to the existing stadium. The facility would
include a include a concession stand, restrooms, and a ticket office on the ground
level, and a stadium overlook on the mezzanine level, totaling approximately 4,000
square feet.

Playground: Demolition of the existing playground located between the existing
childcare center and tennis courts, in order to accommodate the new tennis shop
and restroom facility. A new playground would be constructed directly west of the
proposed tennis shop.

Primary Parking Lot: Grading of the existing parking lot located along Rodeo Road
and driveway improvements.

Phase 2

Phase 2 would include demolition of the concrete surrounding the existing RAP
maintenance building, hazardous materials abatement, grading for the parking lot and
other site improvements, utility adjustments and upgrades, renovation of the existing
maintenance yard and various site improvements, and installation of landscaping and
hardscaping. The majority of the Phase 2 activities would occur in the western and
northwestern portion of the project site, with some landscaping, storm drainage, and
security lighting installed in the eastern portion of the project site. The Phase 2
components include the following:

RAP Maintenance Yard and Refuse Collection Center: Rehabilitation of the
existing RAP maintenance building and relocation of the RAP maintenance yard
adjacent to the northwest corner of the Jackie Robinson Stadium. A new
maintenance yard and refuse collection center would be constructed adjacent to the
rehabilitated RAP maintenance building.

Northwestern Driveway: Construction of a new driveway at the northwestern
boundary of the project site. The driveway would extend towards Exposition

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 9
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Boulevard that currently ends at the parking lot on the northwestern part of the
property.

e Controlled Driveway: Construction of a new controlled driveway at the southwest
corner of the project site near the Jackie Robinson Stadium. The driveway would
allow only right-in/right-out access from Rodeo Road when additional parking is
required for special events or community programs. Bollards would be located at the
driveway to prohibit access during normal operations.

e Off-street Parking: Installation of off-street parking along the western boundary of
the project site, adjacent to the Jackie Robinson Stadium. Additional off-street
parking would be installed along the northwestern boundary of the project site,
adjacent to the new driveway and Metro Expo Rail Line. With installation of off-street
parking, the overall number of parking spaces available in the park would remain the
same as existing conditions (411 spaces) but would be reconfigured to allow for
landscaping and parking lot improvements.

e Overflow Parking/Multipurpose Field: Alteration of the existing parking lot in the
northwestern portion of the project site to a new multipurpose field and overflow
parking area. Based on scheduling, the overflow parking area could be used as a
multipurpose field for sporting events or for overflow parking. When used for parking,
an additional 88 spaces would be available to park patrons, for a total of 499 parking
spaces in the overall park.

e Community Garden: Construction of a one-acre community garden in the
northwestern portion of the project site, north of Jackie Robinson Stadium and
adjacent to the proposed overflow parking/multipurpose field.

G. Project Construction

The construction of the proposed project is anticipated to begin in December 2016 and
would occur for approximately 27 months, ending in March 2019. Phase 1 activities would
last approximately 17 months and Phase 2 activities would last approximately 10 months.

Construction of the proposed project would entail the delivery of building materials such
as concrete, lumber, landscaping materials, etc. Construction staging of equipment and
materials would occur within a portion of the primary parking lot along Rodeo Road and
the overflow parking lot at the rear of the complex off of Exposition Boulevard. Trucks
delivering construction equipment and materials to the project site would travel from I-10,
south on La Brea Avenue and east on Rodeo Road to the project site. Alternatively,
trucks carrying demolition debris from the project site would travel from the project site,
west on Rodeo Road, and north on La Brea Avenue to I-10. Construction workers would
park in the rear parking lot off of Exposition Boulevard to ensure parking is available for
park patrons.

Project construction would occur Monday through Friday between the hours of 7:00 a.m.
and 9:00 p.m., although daily construction would not likely occur after 6:00 p.m. If

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 11
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necessary, construction would occur between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on
Saturdays and National Holidays. There would be no construction activities on Sundays
or during prohibited hours.?

Phase 1
Demolition and Grading

Phase 1 would include demolition of the existing gymnasium, restroom facilities, and
hazardous materials abatement activities. The existing playground and tennis shop would
also be demolished. All other structures currently existing at the complex would remain in
place, including the existing indoor pool facility (Celes King Il Pool), athletic fields, Jackie
Robinson Stadium, tennis courts, basketball courts, skate park, and childcare center.

This phase would include the demolition of existing concrete slabs, footings, and
foundations. In addition, rough grading would occur to prepare the site for construction.
Approximately 7,800 cubic yards of concrete slab, footings, and foundations would be
exported from the project site.

For Phase 1, a total of approximately 11 construction workers would be on-site each day
during demolition activities. Construction personnel would consist of 3 general contractor
staff, 3 demolition contractor staff, 4 hazardous materials abatement contractor staff, and
1 street sweeper staff. A maximum of 4 truck trips per day is anticipated.

Construction

Phase 1 construction would begin with pile installation and foundation construction for all
proposed structures. The anticipated depth of excavation to install the piles for the indoor
pool and indoor gymnasium would be approximately 35 feet. Construction of the
accessory structures such as the tennis shop/overlook and stadium overlook would occur
in this phase and may be supported on a structural mat bearing on compacted fill rather
than piles. Utility installations and construction of the playground would also occur during
Phase 1.

Both the new indoor pool building and new indoor gymnasium would consist of two levels,
including a ground level and a mezzanine level. The mezzanine level would be
constructed approximately 15 feet above ground level. The indoor pool would extend to a
maximum depth of approximately 12 feet below ground level. The two buildings would
consist of a pre-fabricated metal frame structure and have corrugated metal wall panels
on the south and north sides of the buildings. The panels would extend from
approximately 10 feet to 39 feet above ground level.

Phase 1 construction would also include rough grading for the primary parking lot and site
improvements, including landscaping and security lighting, around the new facilities.

% City of Los Angeles Municipal Code, Section 41.40 Construction Noise.

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 12
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A total of approximately 31 construction workers would be on-site each day during Phase
1 construction activities. Construction workers would consist of approximately 5 general
contractor staff, 4 electrical subcontractor staff, 4 mechanical subcontractor staff, 4
plumbing subcontractor staff, 6 concrete contractor staff, 4 pile subcontractor staff, and 4
landscape subcontractor staff. An average of 2 truck trips per day is anticipated.

The estimated construction equipment to support Phase 1 activities would include:

e 1 demolition excavator

e 2 articulating dump trucks

e 1 backhoe

e 2 pile drivers

e 1 street sweepers

e 1 demolition roller

e Concrete trucks (provided as needed during major concrete pours)
e 1 all-terrain articulating crane

e 1 compactor

e 1 skid loader

e 1 asphalt paver
Phase 2

As previously mentioned, Phase 2 would commence after Phase 1 activities have been
completed.

Demolition and Grading

Phase 2 demolition would consist of concrete demolition surrounding the existing RAP
maintenance yard and along the western and northwestern boundaries of the project site.
Utility adjustments and any necessary upgrades would also be completed. Approximately
6,800 cubic yards would be exported from the site to prepare for parking lot and other site
improvements.

A total of approximately 6 construction workers would be on-site each day during Phase 2
demolition. Construction workers would consist of 2 general contractor staff, 2 demolition
contractor staff, 1 hazardous materials abatement contractor staff, and 1 street sweeper
staff. A maximum of 4 truck trips per day is anticipated.

Construction

Following demolition, the existing RAP maintenance building would be rehabilitated to
improve operations. The RAP maintenance yard would be relocated and a new refuse
collection center would be constructed adjacent to the rehabilitated RAP maintenance

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 13
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building. Phase 2 construction would also consist of landscaping the remainder of the
park, installing additional stormwater and drainage infrastructure, and installing pedestrian
pathways, permeable pavers, and vegetative swales. Additionally, a new controlled
driveway would be installed fronting Rodeo Road at the west property line; a new
driveway would be constructed at the northwestern boundary of the project site; off-street
parking areas in the northwestern portion of the property and along the western boundary
would be constructed; and a community garden and secondary parking/multipurpose field
would be constructed in the northwest corner.

A total of approximately 23 construction workers would be on-site each day during Phase
2 construction activities. Construction workers would consist of 2 general contractor staff,
4 electrical subcontractor staff, 1 mechanical subcontractor staff, 2 plumbing
subcontractor staff, 6 concrete subcontractor staff, and 8 landscape subcontractor staff.
An average of 2 truck trips per day is anticipated.

The estimated construction equipment to support Phase 2 activities would include:

e 1 demolition excavator

e 1 articulating dump truck

e 2 backhoes/skip loaders

e 1 demolition roller

e Concrete trucks (provided as needed during major concrete pours)
e 1 compactor

e 1 street sweeper

e 1 asphalt paver
Best Management Practices (BMPSs)

An appropriate combination of monitoring and resource impact avoidance would be
employed during all the construction activities, including implementation of the following
Best Management Practices (BMPs):

e Construction activity would comply with the allowable hours of construction as
dictated in the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 41.40, including 7:00 a.m. to
9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday, and no
construction activity on Sundays or federal holidays.

e The proposed project would be designed, constructed, and operated following all
applicable laws, regulations, ordinances and formally adopted City standards (e.g.,
Los Angeles Municipal Code and Bureau of Engineering Standard Plans).

e The proposed project would implement Rule 403 fugitive dust control measures
required by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), which
requires reasonable precautions to be taken to prevent visible particulate matter
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from being airborne, under normal wind conditions, beyond the property from
which the emission originates. Reasonable precautions include, but are not limited
to the following:

o Application of water on dirt roads, material stockpiles, and other surfaces
that can give rise to airborne dusts; and
0 Maintenance of roadways in a clean condition.

e The construction contractor would develop and implement an erosion control plan
and Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan for construction activities. Erosion
control and grading plans may include, but would not be limited to, the following:

Minimizing the extent of disturbed areas and duration of exposure;

Stabilizing and protecting disturbed areas;

Keeping runoff velocities low; and

Retaining sediment within the construction area.

O O O O O

Construction erosion control BMPs may include the following:
= Temporary desilting basins
= Silt fences
= Gravel bag barriers
= Temporary soil stabilization with mattresses and mulching
= Temporary drainage inlet protection
= Diversion dikes and interceptor swales

e The proposed project would comply with the Regional Water Quality Control
Board’s National Pollution Discharge Elimination System.

e Excavated soil and construction waste would be hauled to local yards to minimize
traffic interruptions as well as possibility of general spills. Haul routes would be
required to avoid residential streets and all trucks must use dust covers.

e The proposed project construction would incorporate source reduction techniques
and recycling measures and maintain a recycling program to divert waste in
accordance with the Citywide Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling
Ordinance.

H. Operation and Maintenance

Operation and maintenance of the new sports complex would be the responsibility of
RAP, similar to existing conditions. Following construction, the number of staff would
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remain the same as existing conditions with 20 staff for the gymnasium and childcare
center, 20 staff for the pool facility, and 10 maintenance staff.*

As the proposed project would update existing facilities at the sports complex, no
additional parking would be required for project operations. Off-street parking areas would
be installed along the northwestern boundary of the project site. However, the overall
number of parking spaces available in the park would remain the same as existing
conditions (411 spaces) but would be reconfigured to allow for landscaping and parking
lot improvements. When the new multipurpose field is used for parking during special
events, an additional 88 spaces would be available to park patrons, for a total of 499
parking spaces in the overall park. The complex would typically operate Mondays through
Saturdays from 7:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Special events, such as football games, would
extend the operating schedule to 10:00 p.m. up to 25 times a year.

l. Project Actions and Approvals

The proposed project would require approval by the City of Los Angeles Board of Public
Works and City Council. Additional anticipated approvals or permits for the proposed
project include, but are not limited to, the following:

e State Water Resources Control Board/Los Angeles RWQCB project review and
NPDES General Construction Permit, as applicable

e City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, building and grading
permits and review of import/export routes (haul routes)

e City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation, Traffic Control Plan review

e City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, project and construction
bid and award approval

The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the proposed
project would be designed, constructed and operated following all applicable laws,
regulations, ordinances and formally adopted City standards (e.g., Los Angeles Municipal
Code and Bureau of Engineering Standard Plans). Construction would follow the uniform
practices established by the Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works
Association (e.g., Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction and the Work
Area Traffic Control Handbook) as specifically adopted by the City of Los Angeles (e.g.,
The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Additions and Amendments to the
Standard Specifications For Public Works Construction [AKA "The Brown Book," formerly
Standard Plan S-610]).

*  Staff numbers are based on increased need during summer months.
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II. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

The project site consists of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex, located at 5001 Rodeo
Road, approximately 6.5 miles southwest of downtown Los Angeles in the West Adams-
Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan and Council District 10 areas of the City of Los
Angeles. The area surrounding the project site is fully developed and highly urbanized.
Current land uses in the area consist of residential housing, light industrial and
commercial use, and public lands. The project site is bounded by the Metro Expo Line
light rail transit system to the north, Dorsey High School to the east, residential uses to
the south across Rodeo Road, and commercial uses to the west. The project site is
served by Rodeo Road and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to the south, La Brea
Avenue to the west, Exposition Boulevard to the north, and Farmdale Avenue to the east.

The project site totals approximately 30 acres and is zoned OS-1XL (Open Space).’> The
project site has historically been used as a recreation facility, with the existing pool
building (Celes King Il Pool) being constructed in the 1960s.

The California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey’s Seismic
Hazard Zonation Program Map indicates that the project site is not within an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone. The nearest fault zone to the project site is the Newport-
Inglewood Fault which is located approximately 1.3 miles southwest of the site and no
active faults are known to cross the project site.® The project site is located within a
designated liquefaction zone.” The project site is not located within a 100-year floodplain,
but is located within a 500-year (0.2-percent-annual-chance) floodplain.®®

V. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS/INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

This section documents the screening process used to identify and focus upon
environmental impacts that could result from the proposed project. The IS Checklist below
follows closely the form prepared by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research and
was used in conjunction with the City’s L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide and other sources
to screen and focus upon potential environmental impacts resulting from this project.
Impacts are separated into the following categories:

City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, ZIMAS. Website: http://zimas.lacity.org/, accessed
August 27, 2015.

California Department of Conservation Division of Mines and Geology. Earthquake Fault Zones and
Seismic Hazard Zones Map, Hollywood Quadrangle. Website:
http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/SHMP/download/quad/HOLLYWOOD/maps/Hollywood EZRIM/Hollywood_E
ZRIM.pdf, accessed August 27, 2015.

California Department of Conservation Division of Mines and Geology, Earthquake Fault Zones and
Seismic Hazard Zones Map, Hollywood Quadrangle. Website:
http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/SHMP/download/quad/HOLLYWOOD/maps/Hollywood EZRIM/Hollywood_E
ZRIM.pdf, accessed August 27, 2015.

Federal Emergency Management Agency. Flood Map Service Center, Flood Insurance Rate Map,
Panel 1615. Website: https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search, accessed August 27, 2015.

Federal Emergency Management Agency. Flood Zones Information. Website:
http://www.fema.gov/flood-zones, accessed August 27, 2015.
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e No Impact. This category applies when a project would not create an impact in the
specific environmental issue area. A “No Impact” finding does not require an
explanation when the finding is adequately supported by the cited information
sources (e.g., exposure to a tsunami is clearly not a risk for projects not near the
coast). A finding of “No Impact” is explained where the finding is based on project-
specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

e Less Than Significant Impact. This category is identified when the project would
result in impacts below the threshold of significance, and would therefore be less
than significant impacts.

e Less Than Significant After Mitigation. This category applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures would reduce a “Potentially Significant
Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The mitigation measures are
described briefly along with a brief explanation of how they would reduce the effect
to a less than significant level. Mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be
incorporated by reference.

e Potentially Significant Impact. This category is applicable if there is substantial
evidence that a significant adverse effect might occur, and no feasible mitigation
measures could be identified to reduce impacts to a less than significant level. If
there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the
determination is made, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required. There
are no such impacts for the proposed project.

Sources of information that adequately support these findings are referenced following
each question. All sources so referenced are available for review at the offices of the
Bureau of Engineering, 1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, Los Angeles, California 90015.

Please contact James R. Tebbetts at (213) 485-5732 or at james.tebbetts@lacity.org for
information regarding the environmental document. Please contact Ohaji K. Abdallah at
(213) 485-4795 or at ohaji.abdallah@lacity.org for information regarding the proposed
project.
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1. AESTHETICS — Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections A.1 and A.2); West Adams-
Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan

Comment: A scenic vista generally provides focal views of objects, settings, or
features of visual interest; or panoramic views of large geographic areas of
scenic quality, primarily from a given vantage point. A significant impact would
occur if the proposed project introduced incompatible visual elements within a
field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially altered a view of a scenic
vista.

Scenic views or vistas are panoramic public views of various natural features,
including the ocean, striking or unusual natural terrain, or unique urban or historic
features. Public access to these views may be available from nearby parklands,
private and public-owned sites, and public right-of-way.

The West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan does not delineate or
designate any specific views as scenic vistas within the project area. The project
area is located within an urban setting and is bounded by the Metro Expo Line
light rail transit system to the north, Dorsey High School to the east, residential
housing to the south across Rodeo Road, and commercial uses to the west. The
project site is currently developed as a sports complex.

The proposed project would construct improved facilities at the existing Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex. Construction of a new indoor pool, indoor gymnasium,
and other proposed site improvements would improve the visual character of the
area, compared to the existing conditions, by updating existing aging facilities
and infrastructure and installing new landscaping, hardscaping, and a community
garden. The new facilities and improvements may be visible from surrounding
vantage points including the Kenneth Hahn State Recreation Area and would
enhance views from the Metro Expo Line light rail. As such, the proposed project
would not have an adverse effect on a scenic vista and no impact would occur.
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b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings [ ] (1 [ X

within a state scenic highway?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections A.1 and A.2); City of Los
Angeles General Plan; West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan;
California Department of Transportation, California Scenic Highway Mapping
System

Comment: A significant impact would occur where scenic resources within a state
scenic highway were damaged or removed as a result of the proposed project.

The proposed project is not located along or near a designated California Scenic
Highway or locally designated scenic highway. The nearest designated scenic
highway is Route 110, also known as the Arroyo Seco Historic Parkway, which is
located approximately 8.3 miles northeast of the project site. State Highway 1
(Pacific Coast Highway) is located approximately 6.2 miles southwest of the
project site and is an eligible California Scenic Highway. Additionally, a portion of
Crenshaw Boulevard, located approximately 0.8-mile east of the project site, is a
locally designated scenic highway in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert
Community Plan. However, all parts of the proposed project would occur within
the boundaries of the existing Rancho Cienega Sports Complex and the
proposed project would not alter the use of the site. Additionally, no scenic
resources such as groves of trees or rock outcroppings are located on the project
site. The existing Celes King Il indoor pool building is identified as a historic
building; however, modifications to this building are not proposed as part of this
project and the pool building would remain in its current condition. As such, no
Impact to scenic resources would occur.

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings? L] L] L

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections A.1 and A.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project introduced
incompatible visual elements to the project site or the area surrounding the
project site.

The project site is located in a highly urbanized area in the West Adams-Baldwin
Hills-Leimert Community of the City of Los Angeles. The proposed project would
construct improved facilities at the existing Rancho Cienega Sports Complex.
The proposed project would improve the existing visual character and quality of
the site and its surroundings as aging facilities and infrastructure would be
updated and replaced through the construction of new facilities. Additionally,
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installation of landscaping, hardscaping, and a community garden would also
improve the existing visual character and quality of the site. Constructing a new
sports complex within the community would have a beneficial impact on the long-
term visual quality of the project area.

The proposed project would be consistent with Chapter V, Urban Design, of the
West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan. As discussed in the plan,
“the intent of the design guidelines is to promote a stable and pleasant
environment, with desirable character, for the residents and users of the
community. These guidelines and standards ensure that new development or
alterations/remodels to existing structures, make an aesthetic contribution to the
built environment, provide public amenities, and increase neighborhood identity
within the community plan area.” The proposed project would adhere to the
design guidelines discussed in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert
Community Plan by updating existing, aging facilities and creating an updated
public space for the community.

The proposed project has the potential for short-term aesthetic effects during
construction, due to grading and the storage of construction equipment and
materials on-site. These effects would be temporary and occur within the
property boundaries. As such, less than significant impacts to visual character
would occur.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the [] [] X []
area?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section A.4)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused a
substantial increase in ambient illumination levels beyond the property line or
caused new lighting to spill-over onto light-sensitive land uses such as
residences, some commercial and institutional uses that require minimum
illumination for proper function, and natural areas.

The project site is currently illuminated by existing lighting on-site and adjacent
street lights along Rodeo Road to the south, and Exposition Boulevard and the
Metro Expo Line to the north. Additional light sources associated with the
adjacent commercial uses to the west and Dorsey High School to the east also
illuminate the project site.

Project construction would occur during daylight hours and, therefore, would not
require nighttime lighting. The proposed project would include installation of new
security lighting around the new facilities, which would operate regularly. The
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nighttime lighting fixtures that would be installed would direct the majority of the
light to within the sports complex, and away from sensitive areas, to the
maximum extent feasible; however, spillover impacts could potentially occur at
surrounding properties. Land uses adjacent to the project site are industrial,
commercial, residential, and public facilities, and no sensitive land uses would be
directly affected by the new sources of nighttime lighting. As such, the proposed
project would not create a substantial source of light or glare that would result in
adverse effects to day/nighttime views of the area. Impacts would be less than
significant.

2. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES — Would the
project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and [] [] X
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,
to non-agricultural use?

Reference: California State Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program; City of Los Angeles General Plan Conservation Element;
Zone Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in the
conversion of state-designated agricultural land from agricultural use to a non-
agricultural use.

No prime or unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance exists within
the project area or vicinity. The project site is not located on or near any property
zoned or otherwise intended for agricultural uses. Therefore, no impact to state-
designated agricultural land would occur.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? L] L] 0 X

Reference: California State Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program; City of Los Angeles General Plan Conservation Element;
ZIMAS

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in the
conversion of land zoned for agricultural use, or indicated under a Williamson Act
contract, from agricultural use to a non-agricultural use.

No land on or near the project site is zoned for or contains agricultural uses. As
the City of Los Angeles does not participate in the Williamson Act, there are no
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Williamson Act properties within the project site. Therefore, no impact would

occur.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)) or timberland (as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 4526)7?

References: City of Los Angeles General Plan; ZIMAS

O O 0OX

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project conflicted with
an existing zoning classification of forest land or timberland, or caused rezoning

of an area classified as forest land or timberland.

The project site is zoned OS-1XL (Open Space) and is one of two community
parks in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan Area. There are
no forest land or timberland areas in the vicinity of the project. Therefore, the
proposed project would not conflict with the existing zoning or cause rezoning of
forest land or timberland resources, and no impact would occur.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest

land to non-forest use? L] L] 0 X
References: Refer to Section 2 (c) above.
Comment: Refer to Section 2 (c) above.
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion ] ] 1 X
of farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?
Reference: Refer to Section 2 (a) and 2 (c) above.
Comment: Refer to Section 2 (a) and 2 (c) above.
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3. AIR QUALITY — Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable ] ] X [
air quality plan?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); South Coast Air
Quality Management District, 2012 Air Quality Management Plan, 2012; City of
Los Angeles General Plan; Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Air Quality and
Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical Memorandum, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would conflict with
or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

The SCAQMD monitors air quality within the project area and the South Coast
Air Basin, which includes Orange County and portions of Los Angeles, Riverside,
and San Bernardino counties. The South Coast Air Basin is bounded by the
Pacific Ocean to the west; the San Gabriel, San Bernardino and San Jacinto
mountains to the north and east; and the San Diego County line to the south.

Air quality plans describe air pollution control strategies to be implemented by a
city, county, or regional air district. The primary purpose of an air quality plan is to
bring an area that does not attain federal and state air quality standards into
compliance with those standards pursuant to the requirements of the Clean Air
Act and California Clean Air Act. The South Coast Air Basin is currently
designated as nonattainment for 8-hour ozone and particulate matter with
aerodynamic diameter less than 2.5 microns (PM ) for both state and federal
standards and nonattainment for particulate matter with aerodynamic diameter
less than 10 microns (PMyo) for the state standards.

The most recent Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) was adopted by the
SCAQMD in February 2013. The AQMP was prepared by SCAQMD in
partnership with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the
California Air Resources Board (ARB), and is the legally enforceable blueprint for
how the region will meet and maintain state and federal air quality standards.

Projects that would be consistent with the 20122013 AQMP would be considered
less than significant for this impact. Consistency with the AQMP is determined
through evaluation of project-related air quality impacts and demonstration that
project-related emissions would not increase the frequency or severity of existing
violations, or contribute to a new violation of the air quality standards.

The use of construction equipment in the AQMP is estimated for the region on an
annual basis, and construction-related emissions are estimated as an aggregate
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in the AQMP. The project would not increase the assumptions for off-road
equipment use in the AQMP.

Consistency with the AQMP is also determined through evaluation of whether the
project would exceed the estimated emissions used as the basis of the AQMP,
which are based, in part, on population projections developed by the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) for the Regional Transportation
Plan. The SCAG forecasts are based on local general plans and other related
documents, such as housing elements, that are used to develop population
projections and traffic projections.

The proposed project is consistent with the existing zoning (OS-1XL, Open
Space) for the site. In addition, there would be no significant net increase in
facility capacity during project operations. Therefore, the proposed project would
not substantially increase population or employment in the planning area and
would not generate vehicle trips that exceed the current assumptions used to
develop the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Regional Transportation Plan, and
AQMP. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the intensity of operational
emissions have been accounted for in the 26322013 AQMP. The proposed
project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan. The impact would be less than significant.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially ] X 0 [
to an existing or projected air quality violation?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); South Coast Air
Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993; Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical
Memorandum, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would violate any
air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation.

Construction

Construction of the proposed project would result in the temporary generation of
reactive organic gases (ROG), carbon monoxide (CO), oxides of nitrogen (NOy),
PM3yoand PM; s emissions from site preparation, demolition, and construction of
project components. ROG, NOy, and CO emissions are primarily associated with
mobile equipment exhaust, including off-road construction equipment and on-
road motor vehicles. Fugitive particulate matter (PM) dust emissions are primarily
associated with site preparation, excavation, and grading activities and vary as a
function of such parameters as soil silt content, soil moisture, wind speed,

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 25
Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2016



PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

> = c = c = 4
= C c < c S}
T 8g _©%g
Issues 228 FE8Ec S 2
CDCEUJCE.Q’UJC =
52= o £ 2 o
am Jn =22h Z

acreage of disturbance area, and miles traveled by construction vehicles on- and
off-site.

Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to begin in December 2016
and would occur for approximately 27 months. Construction of the proposed
project would occur in two phases. Phase 1 would include demolition of existing
facilities, hazardous materials abatement, grading, pile installation, foundation
construction, utility installations, building construction, parking lot grading, and
landscape and site improvements. Phase 1 activities would occur in the south
central portion of the project site and would last approximately 17 months.

Phase 2 would include demolition of the concrete surrounding the existing RAP
maintenance building, hazardous materials abatement, grading for the parking lot
and other site improvements, utility adjustments and upgrades, renovation of the
existing maintenance yard and various site improvements, and installation of
landscaping and hardscaping. The majority of the Phase 2 activities would occur
in the western portion of the project site, with some landscaping, storm drainage,
and security lighting installed in the eastern portion of the project site. Phase 2
activities would last approximately 10 months, with construction of the proposed
project being completed in March 2019.

Construction-related emissions associated with typical construction activities
were modeled using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod),
Version 2013.2.2. CalEEMod allows the user to enter project-specific
construction information, such as types, number, and horsepower of construction
equipment, and number and length of off-site motor vehicle trips. Construction-
related exhaust emissions for the proposed project were estimated for
construction worker commutes, haul trucks, and the use of off-road equipment.
The main haul route for trucks delivering construction equipment and materials to
the project site would travel from I-10, south on La Brea Avenue and east on
Rodeo Road to the project site. Alternatively, trucks carrying demolition debris
from the project site would travel from the project site, west on Rodeo Road, and
north on La Brea Avenue to I-10.

As shown in Table 1, construction emissions for the proposed project would
result in maximum daily emissions of approximately 8 pounds of ROG, 28
pounds of NOy, 24 pounds of CO, 7 pounds of PMip and 2 pounds of PM,s. This
conservative estimate of maximum daily emissions would not exceed any of the
thresholds of significance. Additional modeling assumptions and details are
provided in Appendix A.

As shown in Table 1, construction-generated emissions of ROG, NOx, CO, PMyj,
and PM__s would not exceed applicable daily emission thresholds established by
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the SCAQMD and the City of Los Angeles. Therefore, construction emissions
would not violate an ambient air quality standard or contribute substantially to an

existing violation.

Localized Construction Emissions

Localized emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors were assessed in
accordance with SCAQMD’s local significance thresholds (LST) guidance.
SCAQMD recommends that lead agencies perform project-specific air quality
modeling for projects larger than five acres. For projects less than five acres, the
SCAQMD has developed look-up tables showing the maximum mass emissions
that would not cause an exceedance of any LST. Since the proposed project site
is approximately 30 acres, peak daily localized emissions were estimated using
dispersion modeling in general accordance with the SCAQMD guidance. Air
dispersion modeling was conducted to examine maximum short term impacts at
the onsite After-School Child Care Center (occupied from 3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m),
Dorsey High School and surrounding residential housing.

Table 1

Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions

Estimated Emissions (Ibs/day)
ROG | NO, | CO | PMy | PMys
Phase 1
2016 2.09 20.37 | 18.49 | 5.99 1.69
2017 7.15 1843 | 17.18 | 2.11 1.19
2018 8.10 27.58 | 24.03 | 2.92 1.66
Phase 2
2018 3.01 19.44 | 22.19 | 7.26 1.51
Maximum Daily Emissions 8.10 27.58 | 24.03 7.26 1.69
Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55
Exceed Significance? No No No No No

Source: Estimated by AECOM in 2015

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) recommends the use of the

American Meteorological Society/EPA Regulatory Model (AERMOD) modeling

system for use in modeling multi-source emissions and was used for this
analysis. General source set up followed the SCAQMD'’s Final Localized

Significance Threshold Methodology and assumed that emissions from off-road
vehicles are best characterized by volume sources. Therefore, for the purposes
of the dispersion modeling, the project has been divided into three phases:
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¢ Demolition and hazardous materials abatement of the indoor gymnasium,
restrooms, playground and tennis shop (Phase 1A);

e Construction of the new indoor gymnasium, indoor pool and multiuse
building, tennis shop and overlook, stadium overlook, playground, and
parking lot improvements (Phase 1B); and

e Demolition and construction of the RAP maintenance yard and refuse
collection center, off-street parking and driveways, community garden, and
overflow parking/multipurpose field (Phase 2).

A full discussion of the dispersion modeling methodology and the parameters
used (surface considerations, volume and area sources, and receptor locations)
is included in Appendix A.

Table 2 presents the maximum unmitigated localized emission concentrations
during a single day of construction that may potentially impact the school and
nearby residences.

As shown in Table 2, modeled concentrations during Phase 1 construction
activities exceed the LST for NO, emissions. Therefore, construction emissions
could violate an ambient air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing violation. This impact would be potentially significant. To reduce
construction-related emissions, the proposed project shall implement all
applicable control measures for the duration of the construction period.

Mitigation Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2 are required as follows:

Mitigation Measure AQ-1: The construction contractor shall use off-road
construction diesel engines that meet, at a minimum, the Tier 4 California
Emissions Standards, unless such an engine is not available for a particular
item of equipment. Tier 3 engines will be allowed on a case-by-case basis
when the contractor has documented that no Tier 4 equipment or emissions
equivalent retrofit equipment is available for a particular equipment type that
must be used to complete construction. Documentation shall consist of signed
written statements from at least two construction equipment rental firms.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2:  The construction contractor shall implement
activity management (e.g. rescheduling activities to avoid overlap of
construction phases, which would reduce short-term impacts) to the greatest
extent possible.
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Unmitigated On-Site Emissions Highest Overall Model Result from
Child Care Center and Offsite Impacts

CcO | NO® | PMyo | PMys
Averaging Time
1-Hour 8- 1-Hour | Annual | 24-Hour
Hour
Phase 1A: Demolition
Maxm;um Modeled Concentration 0.01 458 | 114
(hg/m’) _
Maximum Modeled Concentration 0.32 0.14 0.26
(ppmv)
10.4
LST Threshold 20 9 0.18 1.0 3 Eg/m 10.4 3
ppm ppm | ppm Hg/m Hg/m
Significant Impact? No No YES No No No
Phase 1B: Construction
Maxm;um Modeled Concentration 0.59 232 | 0091
(hg/m”) _
Maximum Modeled Concentration 0.75 0.23 0.56
(ppmv)
10.4
20 0.18 1.0 10.4
LST Threshold opm 9 ppm opm ug/m? Eg/m ug/m?
Significant Impact? No No YES No No No
Phase 2: Demolition and Construction
Maxmfslum Modeled Concentration 0.12 792 1.76
(hg/m”) .
Maximum Modeled Concentration 0.28 0.08 0.17
(ppmv)
10.4
20 0.18 1.0 10.4
LST Threshold ppm 9 ppm opm pg/ms Eg/m “g/ms
Significant Impact? No No No No No No

(1) EPA default NOx to NO, conversion rates of 0.8 (1-hour NO,) applied to modeled NO,

concentrations.

Emission reductions were estimated for Mitigation Measure AQ-1 (use of Tier 4
engines). Potential reductions were not estimated for Mitigation Measure AQ-2
because the extent to which it would be incorporated into construction of the
proposed project is unknown. Table 3 shows the maximum localized
concentrations based on the mitigated emissions during a single day of
construction that may potentially impact the school and nearby residences. As
shown in Table 3, the mitigated NO, emission concentrations would not exceed
the SCAQMD threshold of significance with the implementation of Mitigation
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Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2. Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measures
AQ-1 and AQ-2 would reduce significant impacts of NOy emissions to a less than
significant level.

As shown in Tables 1 and 3, the maximum daily construction-generated
emissions and emission concentrations of ROG, NOx, CO, PMyg, and PM> 5
would not exceed applicable mass emission or localized significance thresholds
established by SCAQMD. Therefore, construction emissions would not violate an
ambient air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing violation.
With implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2, impacts would be
less than significant.

Table 3
Modeling Results (Highest Overall Model Result from
Child Care Center and Offsite Impacts)
[efe) [NO,Y  [PMyy | PMys

Averaging Time
1-Hour | 8-Hour | 1-Hour | Annual | 24-Hour

Phase 1A: Demolition

Maximum Modeled
Concentration (ug/m?) 0.04 409 1064
Maximum Modeled 031 |009 |0013 |-
Concentration (ppmv)

20 0.18 1.0 104 |10.4
LST Threshold Ppm 9 ppm ppm ug/m3 ug/m3 “g/ms
Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Phase 1B: Construction
Maximum Modeled
Concentration (pg/m®) 0.004 0.07 | 0.03
Maximum Modeled 069 [021  |0065 |-
Concentration (ppmv)

20 0.18 1.0 104 |10.4
LST Threshold Ppm 9 ppm opm ug/m? ug/m® | pg/im?
Significant Impact? No No No No No | No
Phase 2: Demolition and Construction
Maximum Modeled
Concentration (ug/m®) 0.03 6.38 1025
Maximum Modeled 026 |008 |0010 |-
Concentration (ppmv)

20 0.18 1.0 104 |10.4
LST Threshold Ppm 9 ppm opm ug/ms ug/ms ug/m3
Significant Impact? No No No No No | No
(1) EPA default NOx to NO, conversion rates of 0.8 (1-hour NO,) applied to modeled NO,
concentrations.
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Operation

Operation and maintenance of the new sports complex would be the
responsibility of RAP, similar to existing conditions. Following construction, the
number of staff would remain the same as existing conditions with 20 staff for the
gymnasium and childcare center, 20 staff for the pool facility, and 10
maintenance staff. Therefore, operational emissions are anticipated to be similar
to existing conditions. Impacts related to violation of air quality standards would
be less than significant. No mitigation measures would be required.

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient [] X ] [
air quality standard (including releasing emissions that
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); Rancho Cienega
Sports Complex Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical
Memorandum, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project’s incremental air
quality effects are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past, present, and future projects.

The SCAQMD cumulative analysis focuses on whether a specific project would
result in a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions. By its very nature, air
pollution is largely a cumulative impact. The nonattainment status of regional
pollutants is a result of past and present development within the South Coast Air
Basin, and this regional impact is cumulative rather than being attributable to any
one source. A project’s emissions may be individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable when taken in combination with past, present, and future
development projects. The SCAQMD thresholds of significance are relevant to
whether a project’s individual emissions would result in a cumulatively
considerable incremental contribution to the existing cumulative air quality
conditions. If a project’s emissions would be less than those threshold levels, the
project would not be expected to result in a considerable incremental contribution
to the significant cumulative impact.

Because the proposed project would exceed the SCAQMD project-level air
quality localized significance thresholds for NO, emissions, the proposed
project’s construction emissions would have a cumulatively considerable
contribution to the region’s air quality. Therefore, the cumulative impact would be
significant. As discussed above, the proposed project would not result in the
generation of criteria air pollutant emissions at levels that exceed any of the
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SCAQMD regional and localized thresholds for construction or operational
activities with implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2. Therefore,
with implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2, impacts would be
less than significant.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? [] 0 X O

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1, B2, and B3); Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical
Memorandum, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if construction or operation of the
proposed project generated pollutant concentrations to a degree that would
significantly affect sensitive receptors.

Some members of the population are especially sensitive to air pollutant
emissions and should be given special consideration when evaluating air quality
impacts from projects. These people include children, older adults, persons with
preexisting respiratory or cardiovascular iliness, and athletes and others who
engage in frequent exercise. For the purposes of a CEQA analysis, the
SCAQMD considers a sensitive receptor to be a location such as a residence,
hospital, or convalescent facility where it is possible that an individual could
remain for 24 hours. Sensitive receptors within the vicinity of the proposed
project site include Dorsey High School adjacent and to the east, residences
directly to the south across Rodeo Road, and residences to the west across La
Brea Avenue. The project site also includes a childcare facility, which is open
from 3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.

Construction

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions would be related
to diesel particulate matter (diesel PM) emissions associated with heavy-duty
construction equipment operations. Heavy-duty construction equipment would
operate during the 27-month construction period and would cease following
buildout of the proposed project. As discussed above, AECOM performed
dispersion modeling in general accordance with SCAQMD guidance for LST.
Construction emissions would occur intermittently throughout the day and would
not occur as a constant plume of emissions from the project site.

A health risk assessment (HRA) was performed to evaluate the emissions of
TACs during construction activities and their effects on nearby receptors,
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including the onsite after-school childcare facility (occupied from 3 p.m. to 6

p.m.), Dorsey High School and surrounding residential housing.

The HRA was performed in accordance with the new Air Toxics Hot Spots
Program Guidance Manual for the Preparation of Risk Assessments (SRP Dratft)
developed by the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA)
for conducting HRAs in California under the Air Toxics “Hot Spots” Program, as
well as methodologies from the Health Risk Assessments for Proposed Land Use
Projects.

The HRA was performed outside the Hotspots Analysis and Reporting Program
(HARP2) modeling system using the USEPA regulatory model AERMOD
(version 15181), which estimates both short-term and long-term average ambient
concentrations at receptor locations to produce exposure estimates. Excess
lifetime cancer risks, chronic noncancer hazard index (HI), and acute noncancer
HI were estimated as part of the HRA. The estimated excess lifetime cancer
risks, chronic and acute noncancer HIs were compared to the thresholds for
significance for TACs for a maximally exposed individual at an existing residential
receptor (MEIR) and maximally exposed individual at an existing occupational
worker receptor (MEIW).

The estimated cancer risk was based on the annual average diesel PM
concentration, inhalation potency factor, and default estimates of breathing rate,
body weight, and exposure period calculated by HARP2. In addition to the
potential cancer risk, diesel PM may result in chronic non-cancer health impacts.
There is no acute risk threshold for diesel PM. The exposure level is the
concentration below which no adverse non-cancer health effects are anticipated.

Table 4 shows the maximum cancer risk, acute HI, and chronic Hl for
construction of the proposed project. The maximum cancer risk due to
unmitigated construction emissions was determined to be 0.01 in 1 million for the
Child Care Center, 0.01 in 1 million for the Adult Resident and 0.001 in 1 million
for the Worker. The maximum chronic HI was determined to be 0.000002 for the
MEIW and 0.000002 for the MEIR.

As shown in Table 4, the maximum health risks would not exceed 10 in 1 million.
Therefore, the construction of the proposed project would not expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations that would result in a health risk.
The impact would be less than significant.

Operation

The land uses associated with the proposed project would be consistent with the
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existing conditions and are not typically sources of TAC emissions. Operation of
the proposed project would primarily involve gasoline-fueled vehicles associated
with worker and visitor commutes. No stationary sources of TAC emissions are
anticipated to be located on the project site during long-term operation.
Therefore, the proposed project’s long-term operational activities would not
generate substantial TAC emissions and would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial operational TAC concentrations. The impact would be less than

significant.
Table 4
Maximum Construction Health Impacts for All Receptors
Maximum Maximum Maximum
Receptor Type %g;crﬁ?”li?ésn% Acute HI Chronic HI
MEIR

Offsite Resident 0.01 0.0 0.000002
Child Care Center 0.01 0.0 0.000001
MEIW < 0.001 0.0 0.000002

Threshold of Significance 10 1.0 1.0

Significant Impact? No No No

Notes: HI= Hazard Index; MEIR = Maximally Exposed Individual Resident; MEIW = Maximally
Exposed Individual Worker
Source: Estimated by AECOM in 2015

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number
of people? L] L] L
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); Rancho Cienega
Sports Complex Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical
Memorandum, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project created objectionable
odors during construction or operation that would affect a substantial number of
people.

The occurrence and severity of odor impacts depend on numerous factors,
including the nature, frequency, and intensity of the source; wind speed and
direction; and the presence of sensitive receptors. While offensive odors rarely
cause any physical harm, they still can be very unpleasant, leading to
considerable distress and often generating citizen complaints to local
governments and regulatory agencies.

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include
exhaust from diesel construction equipment. Odors from these sources would be
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localized and generally confined to the immediate area surrounding the project
site. The odors would be typical of most construction sites and temporary in
nature.

Operation of the proposed project would not add any new odor sources. The
project would not have any significant odor sources, and any odors generated
would be similar to odors associated with the existing land uses. As a result, the
proposed project’s construction and operational activities would not create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. The impact would
be less than significant.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or

through habitat modifications, on any species identified

as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in ] 2 1 [
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the

California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General
Plan Conservation Element; California Department of Fish and Wildlife California
Natural Diversity Database Biogeographic Data Branch; California Native Plant
Society Rare Plant Program

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project removed or
modified habitat for any species identified or designated as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulation, or by the state or federal regulatory agencies cited.

Special-status plant species include those listed as Endangered, Threatened,
Rare or those species proposed for listing (Candidates) by the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS), California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW), and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS).}%'*!2 The CNPS
listing is sanctioned by CDFW and serves as their list of “candidate” plant

10

11

12

Species listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act (Title
50 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 17.12 [listed plants], Title 50 CFR 17.11 [listed animals] and includes
notices in the Federal Register for proposed species).

Species listed or proposed for listing by the State of California as threatened or endangered under the California
Endangered Species Act (Title 14 California Code of Regulations 670.5).

Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act (California Fish and Game Code Section 1900
et seq.).
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species that meet the definitions of the California Endangered Species Act
(CESA), and are eligible for state listing.

Special-status wildlife species include those listed by the USFWS under the
federal Endangered Species Act and by CDFW under CESA. USFWS and
CDFW officially list species as either Threatened, Endangered, or as Candidates
for listing. Additional species receive federal protection under the Bald Eagle
Protection Act (e.g., bald eagle, golden eagle), the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA), and state protection under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Section 15380(d). All birds, except European starlings, English house
sparrows, rock doves (pigeons), and non-migratory game birds such as qualil,
pheasant, and grouse, are protected under the MBTA. However, non-migratory
game birds are protected under California Fish and Game Code Section 3503.
Many other species are considered by CDFW to be California Species of Special
Concern, and others are on a CDFW Watch List. The California Natural Diversity
Database also tracks species within California for which there is conservation
concern, including many that are not formally listed, and assigns them a
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) rank. Although Species of
Special Concern, CDFW Watch List species, and species that are tracked by the
CNDDB are not formally listed or afforded official legal status, they may receive
special consideration during the CEQA review process. CDFW further classifies
some species as "Fully Protected,"” indicating that the species may not be taken
or possessed except for scientific purposes, under special permit from CDFW.
Additionally, California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3505, and 3800
prohibit the take, destruction or possession of any bird, nest, or egg of any bird
except English house sparrows and European starlings unless authorization is
obtained from the CDFW.

A search of relevant regional databases for special-status biological resources in
the vicinity of the project area was conducted. This included a nine-quad search
based on the United States Geological Survey’s Hollywood, CA quadrangle of
CDFW’s CNDDB and CNPS electronic Inventory. A review of these databases
indicates that a combined total of 63 plant species from the CNDDB and CNPS,
and 43 wildlife species from the CNDDB have been documented from the
Hollywood and surrounding eight quadrangles. The CNDDB and CNPS lists are
included in Appendix B.

The project site is located in the heavily-urbanized West Adams-Baldwin Hills-
Leimert Community of the City of Los Angeles. The site is currently developed
with a sports complex consisting of a restroom facility, gymnasium, indoor pool
building, childcare center, playground, tennis courts, soccer field, track field
(Jackie Robinson Stadium), baseball/softball fields, skate park, and parking
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areas. No natural vegetation communities exist on-site. Ornamental vegetation,
including silk floss (Chorisia sp.), eucalyptus (Eucalyptus sp.) bottlebrush
(Callistemon sp.), southern magnolia (Magnolia grandifolia), ficus (Ficus sp.), and
gueen palm (Syagrus romanzoffiana) trees occur within the project site. Some
trees will be removed to accommodate project construction.

The CNDDB indicates that a record of Brauton’s milk-vetch (Astragalus
brauntonii) and one of southern tarplant (Centromadia parryi ssp. australis)
coincide with the project site. Both records are based on initial observations
made in the early 1900s and these species are likely extirpated due to the urban
developed nature of the project site and lack of potentially suitable habitat on-site
to support these, or any other, special-status species. As a result, the proposed
project would not result in a substantial adverse impact to listed, candidate, or
otherwise sensitive special-status plant or wildlife species. However, due to the
presence of ornamental trees which may provide suitable nesting habitat for birds
protected under the MBTA, and which may be removed during construction,
direct impacts to suitable nesting habitat could occur. Additionally, noise and dust
generated during construction could indirectly impact nesting birds by causing
them to avoid the area during construction. Should tree removal and construction
activities occur during the nesting bird season, generally considered to extend
from February 15 through September 15, the implementation of the avoidance
and minimization measures provided in Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would reduce
impacts to nesting birds to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 is required as follows:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Exterior building improvements shall occur
outside of the nesting season (February 15 through September 15). If
avoidance of exterior construction work within this time period is not feasible,
the following additional measures shall be employed:

1. A pre-construction nesting survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist
within 3 days prior to the start of construction activities to determine
whether active nests are present within or directly adjacent to the
construction zone. All nests found shall be recorded.

2. If construction activities must occur within 300 feet of an active nest of any
passerine bird or within 500 feet of an active nest of any raptor, a qualified
biologist shall monitor the nest on a weekly basis and the construction
activity shall be postponed until the biologist determines that the nest is no
longer active.

If the recommended nest avoidance zone is not feasible, the qualified biologist
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shall determine whether an exception is possible and obtain concurrence from
the appropriate resource agency before construction work can resume within the
avoidance buffer zone. All work shall cease within the avoidance buffer zone until
either agency concurrence is obtained or the biologist determines that the adults
and young are no longer reliant on the nest site.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California ] 1 O X
Department of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General
Plan Conservation Element; California Department of Fish and Wildlife California
Natural Diversity Database Biogeographic Data Branch; CDFW Descriptions of
the Terrestrial Natural Communities of California

Comment: Sensitive natural communities are those that are designated as rare in
the region by the CNDDB, provide potentially suitable habitat to support special-
status plant or wildlife species, or receive regulatory protection (i.e., Section 404
of the Clean Water Act and/or Section 1600 et seq. of the California Fish and
Game Code). Rare communities are given the highest inventory priority. Based
on the review of the CNDDB, a total of seven sensitive vegetative communities
have been recorded within the Hollywood and surrounding eight quadrangles.
None of these records coincide with the project site. The site occurs in a heavily-
urbanized community of the City of Los Angeles and no natural vegetation
communities occur on-site. As a result, the proposed project would not adversely
affect any sensitive natural community or riparian habitat. No impact would occur
and no mitigation measures are required.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, [] [] [ X
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General
Plan; U.S.C. Title 33, Chapter 26, Sections 101-607

Comment: A significant impact would occur if federally protected wetlands, as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, were modified or removed.

The Clean Water Act of 1997 (CWA), as amended, provides for the restoration
and maintenance of the physical, chemical, and biological integrity of the nation’s
waters. The act sets up a system of water quality standards, discharge
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limitations, and permit requirements. Activities that have the potential to
discharge dredge or fill materials into jurisdictional waters of the U.S., which
include those waters listed in 33 Code of Federal Regulations 328.3 (Definitions),
are regulated under Section 404 of the Act, as administered by US Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps). Section 401 of the CWA requires a water quality
certification from the state for all permits issued by the Corps under Section 404
of the Clean Water Act. The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) is
the state agency in charge of issuing a CWA Section 401 water quality
certification or waiver.

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act is the basic water quality control
law for California and works in concert with the CWA. Under Section 13000 et
seq. of Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, the RWQCB is the agency that
regulates discharges of waste and fill material within any region that could affect
a water of the state (Water Code 13260[a]), (including wetlands and isolated
waters) as defined by the California Water Code Section 13050(e). A permit
under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act is required prior to a
project’s implementation, for impacts to water bodies and riparian habitat.
Additionally, under Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code, a
Streambed Alteration Agreement from CDFW is required prior to any activity that
would result in the modification of the bed, bank, or channel of a state stream,
river, or lake, including water diversion and damming and removal of vegetation
from the floodplain to the landward extent of the riparian zone. This permit
governs both activities that modify the physical characteristics of a stream and
activities that may affect fish and wildlife resource that use a stream and
surrounding habitat (i.e., riparian vegetation or wetlands).

The project site occurs in a heavily-urbanized community of the City of Los
Angeles and no federal or state-protected wetlands or other waters coincide with
the project site or would be affected by implementation of the project. As a result,
no impacts would occur and no mitigation measures are required.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with ] < 0 [
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General
Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project interfered or
removed access to a migratory wildlife corridor or impeded the use of native
wildlife nursery sites.
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In an urban context, a wildlife migration corridor can be defined as a linear
landscape feature of sufficient width and buffer to allow animal movement
between two comparatively undisturbed habitat fragments, or between a habitat
fragment and some vital resource that encourages population growth and
diversity. Habitat fragments are isolated patches of habitat separated by
otherwise foreign or inhospitable areas, such as urban/suburban tracts or
highways. Two types of wildlife migration corridors seen in urban settings are
regional corridors, defined as those linking two or more large areas of natural
open space, and local corridors, defined as those allowing resident wildlife to
access critical resources (food, cover, and water) in a smaller area that might
otherwise be isolated by urban development.

The project site occurs in a heavily-urbanized community of the City of Los
Angeles and there are no surface waters, drainages, or other corridors that allow
for wildlife movement on or within the vicinity of the project site. The site is not
within an established wildlife corridor, and the proposed project would not
interfere with the movement of any native wildlife species. As a result, the
proposed project would not interfere with the movement of any native resident or
migratory wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, and would not impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. However,
as further described in Section 4(c), ornamental trees on-site may provide
suitable nesting habitat for birds protected under the MBTA. Nesting birds may
avoid the project vicinity due to increased levels of noise or dust during
construction if it occurs during the nesting bird season (February 15 through
September 15). Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would reduce
potential impacts on the movement and behavior of nesting birds to a less than
significant level.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or [ ] [] [ X
ordinance?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General
Plan; City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks Tree Care
Manual

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused an
impact that was inconsistent with local regulations pertaining to biological
resources.

Native tree species that measure four inches or more in cumulative diameter,
four and one-half feet above the ground, including native oak (Quercus spp.),
southern California black walnut (Juglans californica var. californica), western
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sycamore (Platanus racemosa), and California bay (Umbellularia californica) are
protected by the Los Angeles Municipal Code. Any tree grown or held for sale by
a nursery, or trees planted or grown as part of a tree planting program, are not
included in the definition of a protected tree. Should any of the species listed
above that meet the size requirements need to be removed, relocated, or
replaced, the proposed project would comply with the City’s protected tree
ordinance.

The City of Los Angeles Board of Public Works tree removal policy requires
replacing street trees at a two-to-one ratio for trees that are removed from the
right-of-way. RAP also has a tree replacement policy that can be found within the
RAP’s Tree Care Manual. The RAP tree replacement policy requires “whenever
trees are removed, the existing trees’ aggregate diameter, measures at breast
height shall be replacement at an equal or greater rate of caliper of new trees."
No trees within the right-of-way are currently slated for removal; however, should
any of the trees within the right-of-way require removal, the proposed project
would comply with the City’s tree removal policy.

Ornamental sycamore trees are present on the south side of the building, along
North Main Street. These trees would not be impacted by the proposed project
and as a result, no impacts to trees protected under a tree preservation policy or
ordinance would occur.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation ] ] 1 X
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General
Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were
inconsistent with the provisions of the adopted habitat conservation plans of the
cited type.

The proposed project site is located in a heavily-urbanized community of the City
of Los Angeles and does not coincide with the boundaries of any adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan. As a result, the
proposed project would not conflict with an approved conservation plan and no
impact would occur.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
a historical resource as defined in California Code of [] [] X [
Regulations Section 15064.5?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.3); Braft Cultural Resources
Assessment Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King Ill Pool) Project
(Appendix C)

Comment: A significant impact would result if the proposed project caused a
substantial adverse change to the significance of a historical resource.

A resource is generally considered “historically significant” if the resource meets
at least one of the four criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical
Resources (CRHR) (Public Resources Code Section 5024.1[a]). The CRHR is
used as a guide by state and local agencies, private groups, and citizens to
identify the state historical resources and to include which properties are to be
protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change.
The CRHR evaluation criteria are similar to the National Register criteria. For a
property to be eligible for inclusion in the CRHR, it must meet one or more of the
following criteria:

e |tis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California history and cultural heritage;

e |tis associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

e It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or
method of construction, or represents the work of an important creative
individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

e |t has yielded, or may be likely to yield, important information in prehistory
or history.

Based on previous cultural surveys and reports for the project site and
surrounding areas, 24 cultural resources, including five archaeological resources,
18 buildings, and one district were recorded in the study area (project site and
0.5-mile radius of the project site). However, none of these resources occur
within the project site. One historic property that is listed in the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) is adjacent to the project site. Five additional buildings
that are listed as California Historical Landmarks are also located within 0.5-mile
of the project site, but are not located on the project site.
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Based upon the CRHR evaluation criteria, one historic property was found on the
project site that is eligible for listing in the NRHP and the CRHR. The Celes King
[l Pool is architecturally significant and meets NRHP Criterion C and CRHR
Criterion 3 at the local level for its contribution of modern architectural design in
Los Angeles. Its character-defining features include the stylized configuration of
windows primarily on the south side of the building that continue on the east and
west sides, its roof slope, and the presence of the indoor pool. However, this
property would not be impacted during construction activities and would continue
to operate as an indoor pool facility. Therefore, impacts to the identified historic
resource during construction activities would be less than significant.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to California Code of [ ] X HEE
Regulations Section 15064.5?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.3); Braft Cultural Resources
Assessment Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King Ill Pool) Project
(Appendix C)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource,
which falls under the CEQA Guidelines section cited above.

Archival research revealed that five prehistoric sites, including one burial site, are
located less than 0.5-mile west of the site. The closest site is less than 0.15-mile
west of the project site. Moreover, some of these are deeply buried by alluvium.
For example, the human remains uncovered approximately 0.5-mile southeast of
the project site lay up to 23 feet below the 1924 ground surface. Archaeological
sites may also be buried by fill imported to reclaim the Rancho Cienega Sports
Center during its development beginning in the 1930s.

The lack of surface evidence of archaeological materials does not preclude the
possibility that subsurface archaeological materials may exist. The presence of
alluvium may mean that any surface evidence of archaeological materials has
been buried and could be encountered during excavation. Based on the results
of this cultural resources assessment, the project site is culturally sensitive for
prehistoric and/or historic archaeological resources.

Because the potential to encounter archaeological resources exists for this
project, archaeological monitoring should be conducted during all ground-
disturbing activities into native soils. Because of previous disturbances to the
site, this depth is unknown. Mitigation Measure CULT-1 would be implemented to
ensure that any potential impacts remain less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure CULT-1 is required as follows:

Mitigation Measure CULT-1: Archaeological monitoring will consist of
spot checking until native soils are observed, at which time monitoring will
be conducted full time. The archaeological monitor will have the authority
to redirect construction equipment in the event potential archaeological
resources are encountered. If archaeological resources are encountered,
work in the vicinity of the discovery will halt until appropriate treatment or
further investigation of the resource is determined by a qualified
archaeologist in accordance with the provisions of CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5. In addition, it is recommended that the construction
personnel and staff receive training on possible archaeological resources
that may be present in the area in order to establish an understanding of
what to look for during ground-disturbing activities.

If Native American cultural materials are encountered during project-
related ground disturbance, a trained Native American consultant should
be engaged to monitor ground-disturbing work in the area containing the
Native American cultural resources. This monitoring would occur on an as
needed basis and would be intended to ensure that Native American
concerns are taken into account during the construction process.

Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-1, potential impacts
to archeological resources during construction activities for the proposed project
would be less than significant. In addition, no impact would occur from the
operation of the proposed project.

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological ] X 0 [
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.1); Braft Cultural Resources
Assessment Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King Ill Pool) Project
(Appendix C)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if grading or excavation activities
associated with the proposed project disturbed unique paleontological resources
or unique geologic features.

Archival research indicates that excavations near the project site extending into
older Quaternary have encountered significant vertebrate fossils. In some places,
Quaternary older alluvium and significant fossil remains may lay close to the
surface. For example, the closest fossil locality recorded by the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County, near the intersection of Rodeo Road and
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Sycamore Avenue, encountered a fossil horse at a depth of 6 feet below ground
surface.

Because the project would be constructed in an area with known prehistoric and
historic archaeological and paleontological sensitivity, prehistoric and/or historic
archaeological resources and paleontological resources may be present within
the project site. Such resources may lie beneath the surface obscured by
pavement or vegetation. Because of the potential to encounter buried resources,
paleontological monitoring is recommended during ground-disturbing activities in
areas of paleontological sensitivity. Mitigation Measure CULT-2 would be
implemented to ensure that any potential impacts remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measure CULT-2 is required as follows:

Mitigation Measure CULT-2: Excavations into undisturbed older Quaternary
layers, which vary in depth within the project site, shall be monitored.
Monitoring will consist of spot checking until native soils are observed, at which
time monitoring will be conducted full-time. In the event that potential
paleontological resources are encountered, a qualified paleontologist should be
retained to recover and record any fossil remains discovered. Any fossils,
should they be recovered, shall be prepared, identified, and catalogued before
curation in an accredited repository designated by the lead agency.

Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-2, potential impacts
to paleontological resources during construction activities associated with the
proposed project would be less than significant. In addition, no impact would
occur from the operation of the proposed project.

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries? [] B L O

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.2); Braft Cultural Resources
Assessment Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King Ill Pool) Project
(Appendix C) Comment: A significant impact would occur if grading or excavation
activities associated with the proposed project disturbed interred human remains.

No formal cemeteries are known to exist within the project site; however,
prehistoric human remains were uncovered approximately 0.5-mile southeast of
the project site. In the event that any human remains or related resources are
discovered, Mitigation Measure CULT-3 would be implemented to ensure that
any potential impacts remain less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure CULT-3 is required as follows:

Mitigation Measure CULT-3: In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the
California Health and Safety Code, if human remains are found during
construction activities, the County Coroner shall be notified within 24 hours of
the discovery. No further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby
area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains shall occur until the
County Coroner has determined, within two working days of notification of the
discovery, the appropriate treatment and disposition of the human remains. If
the County Coroner determines that the remains are or believed to be Native
American, s/he shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
in Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with Section 5097.98 of the
California Public Resources Code, the NAHC must immediately notify those
persons it believes to be the most likely descended from the deceased Native
American. The descendants shall complete their inspection within 48 hours of
being granted access to the site. The designated Native American
representative would then determine, in consultation with the property owner,
the disposition of the human remains.

Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-3, potential impacts
related to the discovery of human remains would be less than significant. In
addition, no impact is anticipated from the operation of the proposed project.

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning [] [] 1 X
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); California Department of
Conservation Publication 42; City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety
Element; Geotechnical Engineering Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex,
May 2015 (Appendix D)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located
within a state-designated Alquist-Priolo Zone or other designated fault zone
and appropriate building practices were not followed.
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The project site is not located within a State of California Earthquake Fault
Zone/Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone. The project site is located in a
seismically active area, as is most of southern California. The Newport-
Inglewood fault is the closest fault to the project site and is located
approximately 1.3 miles southwest of the site. Additionally, an active trace of
the Newport-Inglewood fault may be within approximately 0.5-mile from the
southwest portion of the project site. However, no active faults are known to
cross the project site. The proposed project would be designed and
constructed in accordance with all applicable federal, state, and local codes
relative to seismic criteria. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose
people or structures to potential adverse effects from the rupture of a known
earthquake fault; and no impact would occur.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? [] 1 X [

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element; California Department of Conservation
Publication 42

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project design did
not comply with building code requirements intended to protect people from
hazards associated with strong seismic ground shaking.

As with most locations in southern California, the project site is susceptible to
ground shaking during an earthquake. As indicated in Section 6 (a)(i) above,
the project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone, and
thus the potential for hazards associated with strong seismic ground shaking,
such as ground surface rupture, affecting the site is considered low. The
proposed project would be designed and constructed in accordance with the
latest version of the City of Los Angeles Building Code and other applicable
federal, state, and local codes relative to seismic criteria. Therefore, the
impact from strong seismic ground shaking would be less than significant.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? [] X HEE

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element Exhibit B; California Department of Conservation
Publication 42; Earthquake Fault Zones and Seismic Hazard Zones Map,
Hollywood Quadrangle; Geotechnical Engineering Report Rancho Cienega
Sports Complex., May 2015 (Appendix D)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located
in an area identified as having a high risk of liquefaction and appropriate
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design measures required within such designated areas were not incorporated
into the project.

Liguefaction occurs when water saturated sediments are subjected to
extended periods of shaking. Pressure increases in the soil pores temporarily
alter the soil state from solid to liquid. Liquefied sediments lose strength, in
turn causing the failure of adjacent infrastructure, including bridges and
buildings. Whether a soil would resist liquefaction depends on a number of
factors, including grain size, compaction and cementation, saturation and
drainage, characteristics of the vibration, and the occurrence of past
liquefaction. Granular, unconsolidated, saturated sediments are the most likely
to liquefy, while dry, dense or cohesive soils tend to resist liquefaction.
Liguefaction is generally considered to be a hazard where the groundwater is
within 40 to 30 feet of the surface. With proper soil drainage, the pore
pressure, which builds up when ground motion shakes unconsolidated sail,
would be more easily dissipated; thus, soils with proper drainage are less
likely to liquefy.

The project site is located within a state- and City-designated liquefaction
area. In addition, the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau
of Engineering, Geotechnical Engineering Group completed a geotechnical
investigation for the proposed project, the Geotechnical Engineering Report
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex, which is included as Appendix D of this
document. This investigation consisted of several tests to determine the
liquefaction susceptibility of the project site. According to the criteria adopted
by the Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, in order to assume a
soil is not susceptible, the soil must have a minimum plasticity index of 18. The
tests conducted at the project site revealed that only one of the fine grained
soils tested had a plasticity index less than 18. As such, impacts related to
seismic-related ground failure and liquefaction could occur due to
implementation of the proposed project. However, as discussed in the
Geotechnical Engineering Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex, the
proposed project was determined to be geotechnically feasible provided that
the recommendations presented in the report are incorporated into the design
and construction of the proposed project. Adherence to Mitigation Measures
GEO-1 and GEO-2 would reduce impacts related to seismic-related ground
failure and liquefaction to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures GEO-1 and GEO-2 are required as follows:

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: The proposed project grading and foundation
plans and specifications shall implement the recommendations presented in
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the Geotechnical Engineering Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex
prepared by the Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering,
Geotechnical Engineering Group. The proposed project plans and
specifications shall also be reviewed by the Geotechnical Engineering
Group to ensure proper implementation and application of the
recommendations.

Mitigation Measure GEO-2: All grading, excavation, and construction of
foundations should be performed under the observation and testing of the
Geotechnical Engineer during the following stages:

e Demolition;

e Pile indicator program;

e Pile loading testing;

e Completion of site clearing;

e Site and pool excavation;

¢ Installation of shoring;

e Production pile installation;

e Subgrade preparation;

e Fill placement;

e Construction of structural mat foundations for accessory structures;
e Excavation and backfilling of all utility trenching; and

e When any unusual or unexpected geotechnical conditions are
encountered.

With implementation of Mitigation Measures GEO-1 and GEO-2, potential
impacts related to liquefaction during construction activities associated with
the proposed project would be less than significant. In addition, no impact
would occur from the operation of the proposed project.
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iv) Landslides? [] [] 1 X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element Exhibit C; California Department of Conservation
Publication 42

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located
in an area identified as having a high risk of landslides and appropriate design
measures required within such designated areas were not incorporated into
the project.

The project is located in an area that is relatively flat and is not identified as a
potential landslide hazard area by the California Department of Mines and
Geology. Additionally, the project site is not located within a City-designated
hillside area or earthquake induced landslide area. Therefore, the proposed
project would not expose people or structures to potential adverse effects from
landslides. No impact to landslides would occur.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? [] [] X [
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project exposed large
areas to the erosion effects of wind or water for a prolonged period of time.

The proposed project would include ground-disturbing activities, such as
excavation, grading and compaction of soil, landscaping, and paving. These
activities could result in the potential for erosion to occur at the project site,
though soil exposure would be temporary and short-term in nature. During
construction, standard measures would be employed to minimize soil erosion
and runoff. As discussed in Section Il, Subsection G, in accordance with
standard specifications for public works construction and building code
requirements, the proposed project would require implementation of a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for erosion and sedimentation control.
Additionally, the majority of the project site would be covered by landscaping and
parking upgrades, potentially with permeable paving. No large areas of exposed
soil would exist that would be exposed to the effects of erosion by wind or water.
As such, the proposed project would have less than significant impact to erosion
and loss of topsoil.
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c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project, ] < 1

and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C1); Geotechnical Engineering
Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex , May 2015 (Appendix D)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were built in an
unstable area without proper site preparation or design features to provide
adequate foundations for project buildings, thus posing a hazard to life and

property.

One of the major types of liquefaction induced ground failure is lateral spreading
of mildly sloping ground. Lateral spreading involves primarily side-to-side
movement of earth materials due to ground shaking, and is evidenced by near-
vertical cracks to predominantly horizontal movement of the soil mass involved.
As discussed in Sections 6 (a)(iii) and 6 (a)(iv), the project site is located in an
area identified as being at risk for liquefaction, but is not located within a
designated hillside area. All construction work would adhere to the latest version
of the City of Los Angeles Building Code and other applicable federal, state, and
local codes relative to liquefaction criteria. Additionally, implementation of
Mitigation Measures GEO-1 and GEO-2 would reduce impacts related
liquefaction to less than significant.

Subsidence is the lowering of surface elevation due to changes occurring
underground, such as the extraction of large amounts of groundwater, oil, or gas.
When groundwater is extracted from aquifers at a rate that exceeds the rate of
replenishment, overdraft occurs, which can lead to subsidence. However, the
proposed project does not anticipate the extraction of any groundwater, oil, or
gas from the project site. Therefore, no impacts to subsidence would occur.

Collapsible soils consist of loose dry materials that collapse and compact under
the addition of water or excessive loading. Collapsible soils are prevalent
throughout the southwestern United States, specifically in areas of young alluvial
fans. Soil collapse occurs when the land surface is saturated at depths greater
than those reached by typical rain events. According to the geotechnical
investigation conducted for the proposed project, the northeast portion of the
project site is mapped as alluvium consisting of clay, sand, and gravel and the
southwest portion is mapped as clay and sand of pre-development marshlands.
Nonetheless, the proposed project would be constructed in accordance with the
latest version of the City of Los Angeles Building Code and other applicable
federal, state, and local codes relative to seismic criteria. These building codes
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are designed to ensure safe construction. As such, impacts associated with on-
or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, and collapses would be less
than significant.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial [ ] [] X []
risks to life or property?

Reference: Geotechnical Engineering Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex,
May 2015 (Appendix D)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were built on
expansive soils without proper site preparation or design features to provide
adequate foundations for project buildings, thus posing a risk to life and property.

Expansive soils are clay-based soils that tend to expand (increase in volume) as
they absorb water and shrink (lessen in volume) as water is drawn away. If soils
consist of expansive clays, foundation movement and/or damage can occur if
wetting and drying of the clay does not occur uniformly across the entire area.

The geotechnical investigation conducted for the proposed project included
expansion index testing. The results indicated that the near surface soil (upper 5
feet) has a medium expansion potential. However, the proposed project would be
constructed in accordance with the latest version of the City of Los Angeles
Building Code and other applicable federal, state, and local codes relative to
seismic criteria. As such, the proposed project would not create a substantial risk
to life or property resulting from expansive soils. Impacts would be less than
significant.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems ] ] 1 X
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were built on
soils that were incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal system, and such a system were proposed.

Construction and operation of the proposed project would not involve the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, no impact
associated with the use of such systems would occur.
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7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly
or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on [] [] X [
the environment?

Reference: SCAQMD. Draft Guidance Document — Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas
Significance Threshold, October 2008; Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would generate
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that would have a significant impact on the
environment.

Certain gases in the earth’s atmosphere, classified as greenhouse gases (GHG),
play a critical role in determining the earth’s surface temperature. A portion of the
solar radiation that enters earth’s atmosphere is absorbed by the earth’s surface,
and a smaller portion of this radiation is reflected back toward space. This
infrared radiation (i.e., thermal heat) is absorbed by GHGs within the earth’s
atmosphere; as a result, infrared radiation released from the earth that otherwise
would have escaped back into space is instead “trapped,” resulting in a warming
of the atmosphere. This phenomenon, known as the “greenhouse effect,” is
responsible for maintaining a habitable climate on Earth. Without the naturally
occurring greenhouse effect, Earth would not be able to support life as we know
it.

GHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural and
anthropogenic sources, and are formed from secondary reactions taking place in
the atmosphere. Natural sources of GHGs include the respiration of humans,
animals and plants, decomposition of organic matter, and evaporation from the
oceans. Anthropogenic sources include the combustion of fossil fuels, waste
treatment, and agricultural processes.

Carbon dioxide (CO,), methane (CHy,), and nitrous oxide (N.O) are the GHGs
that that are widely accepted as the principal contributors to human-induced
global climate change and would be generated by the proposed project. The
majority of CO, emissions are byproducts of fossil fuel combustion. CH, is the
main component of natural gas and is associated with agricultural practices and
landfills. N,O is a colorless GHG that results from industrial processes, vehicle
emissions, and agricultural practices.

Global warming potential (GWP) is a concept developed to compare the ability of
each GHG to trap heat in the atmosphere relative to CO2. The GWP of a GHG is
based on several factors, including the relative effectiveness of a gas to absorb
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infrared radiation and length of time (i.e., lifetime) that the gas remains in the
atmosphere (“atmospheric lifetime”). The GWP of each gas is measured relative
to CO,, the most abundant GHG. GHGs with lower emissions rates than CO,
may still contribute to climate change because they are more effective at
absorbing outgoing infrared radiation than CO; (i.e., high GWP). The concept of
CO»-equivalents (CO.e) is used to account for the different GWP potentials of
GHGs to absorb infrared radiation.

Total construction-related GHG emissions were estimated using the same
methodology to estimate criteria pollutant emissions discussed earlier. As shown
in Table 5, total project construction emissions would be approximately 1,128
metric tons (MT) of CO,e. SCAQMD recommends that construction emissions be
amortized over 30 years, which is assumed to be the average lifetime of a
project’s operations, and added to the operational emissions of the project. When
this total is amortized over the 30-year life of the project, annual construction
emissions would be approximately 38 MT CO.e per year.

The SCAQMD has only adopted a significance threshold of 10,000 MT of CO,
per year for industrial projects (SCAQMD 2008). The GHG CEQA Significance
Threshold Stakeholder Working Group recommended options for evaluating non-
industrial projects including thresholds for residential, commercial, and mixed use
projects (SCAQMD 2009). The draft thresholds released by the SCAQMD
include a threshold of 3,000 MT CO.e per year for all of those lands use types. At
the time of this analysis, these draft thresholds have not been adopted by the
SCAQMD. Since the proposed project would include commercial and
recreational land uses, the proposed SCAQMD threshold of 3,000 MT CO.e per
year will be used for this analysis. Table 5 summarizes the proposed operational
emissions and amortized construction GHG emissions.

As shown in Table 5, the project-related GHG emissions are below the SCAQMD
proposed threshold. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Table 5

Construction-Related GHG Emissions (MT COzelyear)
Year Total
2016 131
2017 422
2018 575
Total 1,128

Amortized Construction Emissions 38

MT CO.e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
Additional details available in Attachment A.
Source: Modeled by AECOM in 2015
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b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of ] ] < [

an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

Reference: California Air Resources Board, The California Global Warming
Solutions Act of 2006 (AB32), 2006; City of Los Angeles, Green LA -- An Action
Plan to Lead the Nation in Fighting Global Warming, 2007; City of Los Angeles,
Climate LA — Municipal Program Implementing the Green LA Climate Action
Plan, 2008; Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Air Quality and
Greenhouse Gas Analysis, 2015 (Appendix A)

Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would conflict with
an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of GHG.

Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006,
requires that statewide GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020.
ARB'’s Scoping Plan is the state’s plan to achieve the GHG reductions in
California required by AB 32 and also reiterates the state’s role in the long-term
goal established in Executive Order S-3-05, which is to reduce GHG emissions to
80% below 1990 levels by 2050.

ARB is required to update the Scoping Plan at least once every five years to
evaluate progress and develop future inventories that may guide this process.
ARB approved the first update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan: Building on
the Framework in 2014 (ARB 2014). The Scoping Plan update confirms that the
state is on track to meet the 2020 emissions reduction target, but will need to
maintain and build upon its existing programs, scale up deployment of clean
technologies, and provide more low-carbon options to accelerate GHG emission
reductions, especially after 2020, in order to meet the 2050 target. The Scoping
Plan update did not directly create any regulatory requirements for construction
of the proposed project. However, the Scoping Plan update includes
recommended actions (e.g., Phase 2 heavy-duty truck GHG standard standards,
enhance and strengthen the Low Carbon Fuel Standard) that would indirectly
address GHG emissions from construction activities.

In May 2007, the City of Los Angeles released its Climate Action Plan (CAP),
“Green LA: An Action Plan to Lead the Nation in Fighting Global Warming.” The
Plan sets forth a goal of reducing the City’s greenhouse gas emissions to 35%
below 1990 levels by the year 2030. The CAP is a voluntary plan that identifies
over 50 action items, grouped into focus areas, to reduce emissions. ClimateLA
Is the implementation program that provides detailed information, including a
context, lead departments, and a timeline for completion, for each action item
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discussed in the GreenLA CAP. Where possible, the ClimateLA program
document includes potential CO2 emission reductions from full implementation of
the measures.

The proposed project would be a reconstruction of existing land uses, and
building construction activities would be consistent with current Title 24
standards, which would improve energy efficiency of the buildings. Therefore, the
proposed project would not conflict with the AB 32 Scoping Plan, GreenLA CAP,
or ClimateLA. As discussed earlier, the proposed project would also not generate
GHG emissions that would have a significant impact on the environment.
Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any applicable plan,
policy, or regulation for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The impact
would be less than significant.

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Would the
project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or [] [] X [
disposal of hazardous materials?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections F.1 & F.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project utilized
substantial amounts of hazardous materials as part of its routine operations and
could potentially pose a hazard to the public under accident or upset conditions.

Implementation of the proposed project would not create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials. Construction activities would be temporary in nature and
would involve the limited transport, storage, use, and disposal of hazardous
materials. Such hazardous materials could include on-site fueling/servicing of
construction equipment, and the transport of fuels, lubricating fluids, and
solvents. These types of materials are not acutely hazardous, and all storage,
handling, and disposal of these materials are regulated by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, United States Environmental
Protection Agency, the Occupational Safety & Health Administration, the City of
Los Angeles Fire Department, and the Los Angeles County Department of Public
Health. The transport, use, and disposal of construction-related hazardous
materials would occur in accordance with applicable federal, State, and local
regulations governing such activities. Therefore, the short-term construction
impact would be less than significant.

Long-term operation of the proposed project would involve the continued limited
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transport, storage, use, and disposal of hazardous materials related to pool
maintenance and operation. These materials (chlorine, bromine, sodium
carbonate, etc.) are currently used and stored on the project site to operate and
maintain the existing Celes King Il Indoor Pool and are common chemicals used
to maintain pools. All hazardous materials transported, stored, used, and
disposed of for the purpose of maintaining the new indoor pool would continue to
be in compliance with federal and State regulations. In addition, the County of
Los Angeles Department of Public Health, Bureau of Environmental Protection,
Recreational Waters Program, is responsible for enforcing laws and regulations
related to the safe maintenance of the 3,200 public pools in Los Angeles County.
Additionally, the proposed project would not generate industrial wastes or toxic
substances during operation. Therefore, project operation would not pose a
significant hazard to the public or the environment. No operational impact related
to hazardous materials would occur.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and ] ] 1 X
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections F.1 & F.2)
Comment: Refer to Section 8 (a) above.

Asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) are materials that contain asbestos, a
naturally-occurring fibrous mineral that has been mined for its useful thermal
properties and tensile strength. When left intact and undisturbed, these materials
do not pose a health risk to building occupants. There is, however, potential for
exposure when ACMs become damaged to the extent that asbestos fibers
become airborne and are inhaled. These airborne fibers are carcinogenic and
can cause lung disease. The age of a building is directly related to its potential
for containing elevated levels of ACMs. Asbestos was utilized routinely in many
building materials until 1978.

Lead-based paint (LBP), which can result in lead poisoning when consumed or
inhaled, was widely used in the past to coat and decorate buildings. Lead
poisoning can cause anemia and damage to the brain and nervous system,
particularly in children. Like ACMs, LBP generally does not pose a health risk to
building occupants when left undisturbed; however, deterioration, damage, or
disturbance could result in hazardous exposure. In 1978, the use of LBP was
federally banned by the Consumer Product Safety Commission. Therefore,
structures built before 1978 are likely to contain LBP, as well as those built
shortly thereafter, as the phase-out of LBP was gradual. Construction of the
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existing sports complex began in 1936, which included the construction of tennis
courts, baseball diamonds and bleachers, a maintenance building, children’s play
area, volleyball, basketball, and croquet courts, and parking areas. The restroom
facility was constructed in 1964, the gymnasium was constructed in 1980, and
the daycare center was constructed in 2002.

Due to the age of the on-site structures to be demolished, it is possible that these
structures may contain ACMs and LBP. As such, Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 and
HAZ-2 would be implemented to ensure the safe removal of any identified ACMs
or LBP. With implementation of Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2, impacts
of accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2 are required as follows:

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Prior to demolition of existing structures, a
demolition-level asbestos survey shall be conducted at the project site to
identify ACMs. If ACMs are detected, a licensed asbestos abatement
contractor shall be retained to remove all ACMs and abate the buildings in
compliance with the South Coast Air Quality Management District’'s Rule 1403,
as well as all other state and federal rules and regulations.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prior to demolition of the existing structures, an
LBP survey shall be conducted at the project site. The survey shall include the
sampling of paint in various representative areas. The samples shall consist of
paint chips physically removed from the walls and analyzed for lead. If LBP is
detected, a licensed LBP abatement contractor shall be retained to remove all
LBP and abate the buildings in compliance with all applicable local, state, and
federal regulations.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within ~ [_] [] X [
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.2); ZIMAS

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school site and were projected
to release toxic emissions which would pose a hazard beyond regulatory
thresholds.
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There are two schools located within a 0.25-mile radius of the project site and
within 0.25-mile of the facilities to be demolished and constructed: Dorsey High
School, located directly east of the project site at 3537 Farmdale Road, and View
Park Continuation High School, also located directly east of the project site at
4701 Rodeo Road. In addition, as previously discussed, a child care facility, the
Ira C. Massey Child Care Center, is located on the project site.

As discussed in Section 8 (a) above, construction activities would involve limited
transport, storage, usage, and disposal of hazardous materials. However, these
materials are not acutely hazardous and the transport, use, and disposal of
construction-related hazardous materials would occur in conformance with all
applicable federal, state, and local regulations governing such activities.
Therefore, impacts related to hazardous materials within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school would be less than significant.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, [] [] X []
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.2); EnviroStor; GeoTracker

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located on
a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, created a significant
hazard to the public or the environment.

The project site is not listed in the State Water Resources Control Board
GeoTracker system which includes leaking underground fuel tank sites and
spills, leaks, investigations, and cleanups sites; or the Department of Toxic
Substances Control EnviroStor Data Management System which includes
CORTESE sites, or the Environmental Protection Agency’s database of
regulated facilities. Although no hazardous materials sites exist on the project
site, several leaking underground storage tank cleanup sites exist in the project
vicinity. In addition, two school investigation sites and one school cleanup site
exist adjacent to the project site. The New Rodeo Road Middle School
investigation site is located west of the project site (5051 Rodeo Road) and is
listed due to the possibilities of contaminants in the soil due the former possible
use of the facility as a laboratory during the 1950s through the 1990s. The
Central Region High School #14 investigation site is located east of the project
site within the boundary of the existing Dorsey High School (3537 Farmdale
Avenue) and is listed due to lead-based paint, asbestos and organochlorine
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pesticides that may have impacted the site. The school cleanup site is also
located at Dorsey High School (3537 Farmdale Avenue), and is listed due to the
possibilities of contaminants in lead-based paint, OCPs from termiticides, total
petroleum hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds, polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons, arsenic, polychlorinated biphenyls, dioxins, and furans.
Approximately 74 cubic yards of chlordane and TPH-contaminated soil was
excavated from the site and the cleanup was certified as completed and
approved by DTSC on October 19, 2011.

While unlikely, should contaminated soils be encountered during construction of
the proposed project, excavated material (e.g., soil, slurry, and groundwater)
would be monitored and tested prior to disposal. Excavated material that is
deemed hazardous would be subject to strict federal, state, and local regulations
for its handling, transport, and disposal. These activities would occur under the
oversight of the DTSC, SWRCB, and LAFD. Adherence to federal, state, and
local standards would minimize the risk to the public or the environment.
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the [] 1 O X
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

Reference: General Plan, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); LACDRP
Airport Land Use Commission Airports - Los Angeles County

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project site were located within a
public airport land use plan area, or within two miles of a public airport, and
created a safety hazard.

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan, or within two miles
of a public airport of public use airport. The project site is located approximately
5.3 miles east of the Santa Monica Municipal Airport and 5.6 miles northeast of
the Los Angeles International Airport. Therefore, no safety hazard associated
with proximity to an airport is anticipated for the proposed project. No impact
would occur.
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f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or [ ] (1 [ X

working in the project area?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1);

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were in the
vicinity of a private airstrip and resulted in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area.

The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no
safety hazard from proximity to a private airport or airstrip is anticipated from the
proposed project. No impact would occur.

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency ] 1 X O
evacuation plan?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); City of Los Angeles
General Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project substantially
interfered with roadway operations used in conjunction with an emergency
response plan or evacuation plan or generated sufficient traffic to create traffic
congestion that would interfere with the execution of these plans.

During construction activities, vehicles and equipment would access the site via
the entrance off Rodeo Road or via the rear entrance off Exposition Road. No
road or lane closures are anticipated during construction activities. During
construction, ingress and egress to the site and surrounding properties,
particularly for emergency response vehicles, would be maintained at all times. In
addition, operation would not permanently alter the adjacent street system.
Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would not impair or
interfere with implementation of an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan. The impact would be less than significant.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where ] ] 1 X
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element Exhibit D

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located in
a wildland area and poses a significant fire hazard, which could affect persons or
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structures in the area in the event of a fire.

The project site is not located within a designated High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone according to the City of Los Angeles General Plan. The project site and
surrounding areas are completely developed and there are no wildlands adjacent
to the site. Therefore, no impact related to wildland fires would occur.

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY — Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge ] ] X [
requirements?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project discharged
water which did not meet the quality standards of agencies which regulate
surface water quality and water discharge into stormwater drainage systems
such as the LARWQCB. These regulations include compliance with the Standard
Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) requirements to reduce potential
water quality impacts.

The proposed project would not violate a water quality standard or waste
discharge requirement. Construction activities, such as grading and excavation,
would result in the disturbance of soil and temporarily increase the potential for
soil erosion. Additionally, construction activities and equipment would require the
on-site use and storage of fuels, lubricants, and other hydrocarbon fluids. Storm
events occurring during the construction phase would have the potential to carry
disturbed sediments and spilled substances from construction activities off-site to
nearby receiving waters.

For implementation of the proposed project, prior to the start of construction,
BOE would be required to obtain a General Construction Activity Stormwater
Permit, issued by the State Water Resources Control Board. One of the
conditions of the General Permit is the development and the implementation of a
SWPPP, which would identify structural and nonstructural BMPs to be
implemented during the construction phase. As discussed in Section Il
Subsection G, BOE would also develop and implement an erosion control plan
for the proposed project. BMPs developed for the SWPPP and the erosion
control plan may include, but not be limited to, minimizing the extent of disturbed
areas and duration of exposure; stabilizing and protecting disturbed areas;
keeping runoff velocities low; retaining sediment within the construction area; and
the use of temporary desilting basins, silt fences, gravel bag barriers, temporary
soil stabilization, temporary drainage inlet protection, and diversion dikes and
interceptor swales. With implementation of BMPs, the proposed project would not
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violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Therefore,
impacts on water quality from construction activities would be less than
significant.

In addition, the proposed project includes the installation of stormwater and
drainage infrastructure throughout the complex. Upon completion of the
proposed project, storm flows would be directed to the existing municipal storm
drain system. There would be no exposed soil remaining at the completion of
rehabilitation activities; therefore, there would be no potential for soil erosion or
contamination. No long-term impact to water quality would occur during project
operations.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate [ ] X HEE
of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.2 and G.3); Geotechnical
Engineering Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex, May 2015 (Appendix D);
Seismic Hazard Zone Report for the Hollywood 7.5-Minute Quadrangle

Comment: A project would have a significant impact on groundwater supplies if it
resulted in a demonstrable and sustained reduction of groundwater recharge
capacity or changed the potable water levels sufficiently that it would reduce the
ability of a water utility to use the groundwater basin for public water supplies or
storage of imported water, reduced the yields of adjacent wells or well fields, or
adversely changed the rate or direction of groundwater flow.

The Division of Mines and Geology identified historically shallow groundwater in
the western and southwestern parts of the Hollywood Quadrangle, which
encompasses the project site. According to the Hollywood Quadrangle Seismic
Hazard Report, the groundwater depth in the project area is as low as 10 feet
below ground surface (bgs). Additionally, the geotechnical investigation
completed for the proposed project encountered groundwater in five of the twelve
borings ranging from approximately 5 to 37.5 feet bgs. However, it was
determined that the groundwater likely did not have enough time to stabilize in
the boreholes. Therefore, three additional borings were drilled to a depth of
approximately 25 feet bgs and left for several days. Following stabilization, the
depth of the groundwater ranged from approximately 6.5 to 10 feet bgs. The
report also noted that the shallowest groundwater was encountered on the east
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side of the proposed complex, adjacent to the existing tennis courts and in the
areas of the existing child care center. As part of the proposed project, no work
would occur at the child care center.

As discussed in the Geotechnical Engineering Report, it should be expected that
groundwater would be encountered for excavations extending deeper than 6.5
feet bgs. Construction of the proposed project would excavate to approximately
35 feet deep when foundation piles are installed within the indoor pool and indoor
gymnasium footprints. However, construction activity that has the potential to
encounter groundwater would be required to comply with the recommendations
set forth in the Geotechnical Engineering Report, such as proper disposal of
displaced groundwater and dewatering during construction of the pool.
Implementation of Mitigation Measures GEO-1 and GEO-2 would reduce impacts
related to groundwater during construction to less than significant.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a ] ] <[]
stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 and G2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in a
substantial alteration of drainage patterns that resulted in a substantial increase
in erosion or siltation during construction or operation of the project.

Following construction, the new sports complex would generally occupy the
same footprint as existing conditions. Several of the larger facilities within the
park are to remain, such as the Jackie Robinson Stadium and Dodger Dreamfield
as well as the soccer field, basketball courts, and tennis courts. As such, the
proposed project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
project site or surrounding area. As previously discussed, the proposed project
would implement BMPs that would minimize short-term construction impacts of
erosion. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in substantial erosion
from altered drainage patterns and the impact would be less than significant.

Additionally, construction of the proposed project would result in demolition and
ground surface disruption activities, such as site grading and excavation that
would leave the site as stabilized pervious surface. However, soil exposure
would be temporary and short-term in nature and applicable Department of
Building and Safety erosion control techniques would limit potential erosion. In
addition, the proposed project includes the installation of stormwater and
drainage infrastructure throughout the park, which may alter the existing drainage
pattern of the project site. However, the proposed stormwater and drainage
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infrastructure would improve the drainage pattern of runoff and stormwater from
the project site to the existing municipal storm infrastructure in the project area.
Therefore construction and operation of the proposed project would not result in
substantial erosion or siltation off-site. Impacts would be less than significant.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or [] [] X []
amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.1)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in
increased runoff volumes during construction or operation of the proposed
project that would result in flooding conditions affecting the project site or nearby
properties.

As discussed in Section 9 (a), following construction, the new sports complex
would generally occupy the same footprint as existing conditions. Additionally,
the proposed project would not result in a substantial increase of impervious
surfaces at the project site as facilities within the park are to be demolished and
constructed elsewhere on the site. The proposed project also includes the
installation of stormwater and drainage infrastructure throughout the park and the
installation of permeable pavers and vegetation swales. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed project would not substantially alter and would
serve to improve the existing drainage pattern such that flooding would not occur.
The impact would be less than significant.

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage ] ] < [
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the volume of runoff increased to a
level, which exceeded the capacity of the storm drain system serving a project
site. A significant impact would also occur if the proposed project substantially
increased the probability that polluted runoff would reach the storm drain system.

As discussed in Section 9 (a), following construction, the new sports complex
would generally occupy the same footprint as existing conditions. In addition, the
proposed project would not result in a substantial increase of impervious
surfaces at the project site as facilities within the park are to be demolished and
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constructed elsewhere on the site. The majority of the proposed off-street parking
would occur in areas that are currently paved with impervious surfaces.
Additionally, the proposed project involves the installation of permeable pavers
and vegetation swales, which currently do not exist on-site. Furthermore, the
proposed project includes stormwater and drainage infrastructure that would
serve to improve the drainage pattern of the project site. Therefore, the proposed
project would not contribute runoff water exceeding the capacity of stormwater
drainage systems. As discussed, BMPs would be implemented to control runoff
from the project site during the construction phase. The impact would be less
than significant.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? ] 1 X O

Reference: Refer to Section 9 (a) above.

Comment: Other than the construction sources of pollutants described previously
(i.e., fuels from construction equipment, etc.), the proposed project would not
include other potential sources of contaminants that could degrade water quality.
Additionally, as discussed in Section Il Subsection G, BMPs would be
implemented to control runoff from the project site during construction to prevent
the degradation of water quality. Therefore, impacts to water quality would be
less than significant.

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood ] ] <[]
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 to G.3); City of Los
Angeles General Plan Safety Element; FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map
Number 06037C1615F

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project placed housing
within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map.

No 100-year flood zones coincide with the project site. However, according to
Flood Insurance Rate Map Number 06037C1615F, the entire project site is
located within an area designated as Zone X, which is categorized as an area
that is within a 500-year flood zone. Notwithstanding, the proposed project does

not include a residential component. Therefore, the proposed project would not
place housing within a 100-year flood zone, and no impact would occur.
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h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that ] ] X< [

would impede or redirect flood flows?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 & G.3); FEMA Flood

Insurance Rate Map Number 06037C1615F

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project placed within a
100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood flows.

As noted in Section 9 (g) above, the project site is located within a 500-year flood
hazard area. The proposed project includes the installation of stormwater and
drainage infrastructure throughout the park, which would serve to improve the
drainage pattern of runoff and stormwater from the project site to the existing
municipal stormwater infrastructure in the project area. The impact would be less
than significant.

1) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a ] 1 X O
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections E.1 & G.3); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located in
an area where a dam or levee could fail, exposing people or structures to
significant risk of loss, injury or death.

According to the City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element, the project
site is located within the potential inundation area of the Hollywood Reservoir and
the Silver Lake Reservoir. The inundation area is based on an assumed
catastrophic failure of dams during peak storage capacity. The inundation
boundary shown on the map encompasses all probable routes that a flood might
follow after exiting a dam; thus, the map shows a very large and conservative
inundation area. However, all dams are continually monitored by various
governmental agencies (such as the State of California Division of Safety of
Dams and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) to guard against the threat of dam
failure. Catastrophic failure of a major dam as a result of an earthquake is
regarded as unlikely. Current design and construction practices and ongoing
review, modification, and dam reconstruction programs are intended to ensure
that all dams are capable of withstanding the maximum magnitude earthquake
for the site. Therefore, the potential for the project site to be inundated as a result
of a dam failure, and potential exposure of people and structures to flooding due
to dam failure, is low. Impacts would be less than significant.
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Additionally, construction and operation of any below or above ground elements
would be in accordance with building and seismic code requirements. No new
structures would be constructed on the site that would be vulnerable to flooding
or inundation in the event of a dam break and would not impede or redirect flood
flows in the project area. No housing would be constructed on the site that would
expose people to flooding. In the event of an emergency, the City has adopted
emergency evacuation procedures that would be implemented in the case of a
dam break. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in exposure of
people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death related to flooding or
dam inundation. Therefore, the potential impact of the proposed project from
being within an inundation area of a dam or levee is less than significant.

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? [] [] [ X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element; Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation
Maps

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused or
accelerated geologic hazards, which would result in substantial damage to
structures or infrastructure, or expose people to substantial risk of injury.

Seiches are large waves generated in enclosed bodies of water in response to
ground shaking. The project site is not located near an enclosed large body of
water that could experience seiches during an earthquake. Thus, no impact
would occur.

Tsunamis are tidal waves generated in large bodies of water caused by fault
displacement or major ground movement. Hazardous tsunamis, which are rare
along the Los Angeles coastline, have the potential to cause flooding in the low-
lying coastal area. The project site is located approximately 7.2 miles from the
Pacific Ocean and is not located within a tsunami hazard area. Therefore, no
impact would occur.

As discussed in Section 6 (a)(iv), the project site is not located within a City-
designated hillside area and would not be subject to a landslide. Therefore, no
impact associated with inundation from mudflow would occur.
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10. LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? [] [] 1 X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section H.2); City of Los Angeles
General Plan; West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project included features such as
a highway, above-ground infrastructure, or an easement that would cause a
permanent disruption to an established community or would otherwise create a
physical barrier within an established community.

The proposed project is located entirely within the existing Rancho Cienega
Sports Complex in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community of the City
of Los Angeles. Neither construction nor operation of the proposed project would
include features such as a highway, above-ground infrastructure, or an easement
that would cause a permanent disruption to an established community or would
otherwise create a physical barrier within an established community. Therefore,
the proposed project would not physically divide an established community, and
no impact would occur.

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific ] ] 1 X
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections H.1 & H.2); City of Los Angeles
General Plan; ZIMAS; West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were
inconsistent with the General Plan, or other applicable plan, or with the site’s
zoning if designated to avoid or mitigate a significant potential environmental
impact.

The project site is located entirely within the City of Los Angeles in the West
Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan Area. The West Adams-Baldwin
Hills-Leimert Community Plan is one of 35 community plans that comprise the
land use element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan. The community plan
establishes the goals, objectives, policies, and programs applicable to the West
Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan Area.

The City’s current zoning designation for the project site is OS-1XL (Open
Space). The site is designated as Open Space by the General Plan. No new land
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uses would be introduced at the project site and the facilities would continue to
be operated by RAP. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with the
existing zoning or General Plan designations for the project site. No impact would
occur.

The proposed project is also consistent with the goals and policies set forth in the
City’s community plan. The West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan
advocates the development of parks in the community. Policy 1-1.1 encourages
the preservation of existing recreation facilities and park space. The plan also
supports accommodation of active parkland (Policy 2-1.2). As such, the proposed
project would be consistent with land use plans and policies contained in the
West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan. Accordingly, no impacts to
applicable land use plans would occur.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or ] ] 1 X
natural community conservation plan?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections H.1 & H.2); City of Los Angeles
General Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located
within an area governed by a habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan and conflicted with such plan.

As previously discussed in Section 4 (d), the project site is not located in a
habitat conservation plan or a natural community conservation plan. As such, the
proposed project would not conflict with the provisions of an approved
conservation plan, and no impact would occur.

11. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the [] [] X
residents of the state?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E4); City of Los Angeles
General Plan; California Geological Survey Aggregate Sustainability in California,
2012; California Department of Conservation Division of Oil, Gas, & Geothermal
Resources Well Finder.

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project were located in
an area used or available for extraction of a regionally important mineral
resource, if the project converted a regionally important mineral extraction use to
another use, or if the project affected access to such use.
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No mineral resources are identified within the project site. The nearest oil well is
located 0.6-mile west of the project site and is identified as plugged and no
longer active. Therefore, the proposed project is not anticipated to result in the
loss of availability of a valuable known mineral resource and no impact is
anticipated.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local [] [] [ X
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Reference: Refer to Section 11 (a) above.
Comment: Refer to Section 11 (a) above.

12. NOISE — Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan ] 2 1 [
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

Reference: City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (Chapter IV, Article 1, Section
41.40; Section 112.05 of Chapter IX, Article 2); L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide
(Section 1); Noise and Vibration Impact Study, Terry A. Hayes Associates, 2015
(Appendix E)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project exposed
persons to or generated noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies.

The City of Los Angeles has established policies and regulations concerning the
generation and control of noise that could adversely affect its citizens and noise-
sensitive land uses. Section 41.40 (Noise Due to Construction, Excavation Work
— When Prohibited) of the LAMC indicates that no construction or repair work
shall be performed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., since such
activities would generate loud noises and disturb persons occupying sleeping
quarters in any adjacent dwelling, hotel, apartment or other place of residence.
No person, other than an individual homeowner engaged in the repair or
construction of his/her single-family dwelling, shall perform any construction or
repair work of any kind or perform such work within 500 feet of land so occupied
before 8:00 a.m. or after 6:00 p.m. on any Saturday or on a federal holiday, or at
any time on any Sunday. Under certain conditions, the City may grant a waiver to
allow limited construction activities to occur outside of the limits described above.
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Section 112.05 (Maximum Noise Level of Powered Equipment or Powered Hand
Tools) of the LAMC also specifies the maximum noise level for powered
equipment and powered hand tools. Any powered equipment or hand tool that
produces a maximum noise level exceeding 75 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at a
distance of 50 feet is prohibited. However, this noise limitation does not apply
where compliance is technically infeasible. Technically infeasible means the
above noise limitation cannot be met despite the use of mufflers, shields, sound
barriers and/or any other noise reduction device or techniques during the
operation of equipment.

Existing Noise Levels

Sensitive receptors are locations where people reside or where the presence of
unwanted sound could adversely affect the use of the land. They typically include
residences, schools, hospitals, guest lodging, libraries, and some passive
recreation areas. The project site is located in an urban environment and many
sensitive receptors are located near the construction zone. Sensitive receptors
within the vicinity of the proposed project site include Dorsey High School
adjacent and to the east, residences directly to the south across Rodeo Road,
and residences to the west across La Brea Avenue. The project site also
includes a childcare facility, which is open from 3:00 p.m. to the evening.

To characterize the existing noise environment around the project site, ambient
noise was monitored using a SoundPro DL Sound Level Meter on October 1,
2015, between 11:00 a.m. and 12:30 p.m. The detailed locations are shown in
Appendix E. Measurements were taken for 15-minute periods at each site. As
shown in Table 6, the existing ambient sound levels range between 57.4 and

72.0 dBA Leq. Traffic was the primary source of noise at each site. Possible
sources of vibration at the project site include the Metro Expo Line and truck
traffic. Based on field visits, neither source generates perceptible vibration on the
project site.

Construction Noise

Construction activity is anticipated to begin in December 2016 and take
approximately 27 months to complete, concluding in March 2019. It is estimated
that approximately 42 construction personnel would be on-site per day during
Phase 1 and approximately 29 during Phase 2. LAMC allows construction activity
to occur Monday through Friday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m.,
although daily construction would not likely occur after 6:00 p.m. Construction
would occur between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays and
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federal holidays. There would be no construction activities on Sundays, and no
construction would occur during prohibited hours.

Table 6
Existing Noise Levels

Noise Monitoring Location

Sound Level (dBA, Leg)

Residences at 3515 South La Brea Avenue 72.0
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Childcare

57.4
Center
Dorsey High School 66.8

Source: Terry A. Hayes Associates 2015

Equipment: Typical noise levels from various types of equipment that may be
used during construction are listed in Table 7. The table shows noise levels at
distances of 50 feet from the construction noise source. Construction activities
typically require the use of numerous pieces of noise-generating equipment. The
noise levels shown in Table 8 take into account that multiple pieces of
construction equipment would be operating simultaneously. When considered as
an entire process with multiple pieces of equipment, project-related activity (i.e.,
ground clearing and site preparation) would generate noise levels between 84

and 89 dBA Leq at 50 feet.

Table 7
Construction Equipment Noise Level Ranges
Construction Equipment Noise Level at 50 feet (dBA, Leq)
Backhoe (Skid Loader/Skip Loader) 73.6
Compactor 76.2
Concrete Mixer Truck 74.8
Concrete Pump Truck 74.4
Crane 72.6
Dump Truck 72.5
Excavator 76.7
Pile Driver 94.3
Roller 73.0

Source: FHWA, Roadway Construction Noise Model, Version 1.1, 2008.
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Table 8
Typical Outdoor Construction Noise Levels
Construction Method Noise Level at 50 feet (dBA, Leq)

Ground Clearing 84
Site Preparation 89
Foundations 78
Structural 85
Finishing 89

Source: USEPA, Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment
and Home Appliances, PB 206717, 1971.

A pile driver would be used for the installation of piles for the foundation of the
building. Piles would be installed within the building footprint to an approximate
depth of 35 feet. Pile driving would generate the highest noise levels of any
construction equipment with a noise level of 94.3 dBA at 50 feet. Pile driving
activity would be limited to the initial stages of Phase 1.

The impact analysis is based on the construction limits in the LAMC.
Construction activity would comply with the allowable hours of construction in the
LAMC, including 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 6:00
p.m. on Saturday, and no construction activity on Sundays or federal holidays.
The LAMC limits equipment noise levels to 75 dBA at 50 feet unless technically
infeasible. Noise levels from individual pieces of equipment would typically range
from 72.5 to 94.3 dBA Leq at 50 feet. Unmitigated noise levels would typically
exceed the allowable noise level stated in the LAMC. Therefore, without
mitigation, the proposed project would result in a significant impact related to
construction noise.

Trucks: In addition to on-site demolition/construction activities, noise would be
generated off-site by construction-related trucks. A maximum of four daily truck
trips would occur during the peak period of demolition/construction. A doubling of
traffic volume is typically needed to audibly increase noise levels along a
roadway segment. An additional four trucks per day would not double the volume
on any roadway segment. It is not anticipated that off-site vehicle activity would
audibly change average daily noise levels. Therefore, the impacts related to
construction-related off-site noise would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures NOI-1 through NOI-9 are required as follows:

Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Construction equipment shall be properly
maintained and equipped with mufflers.
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Mitigation Measure NOI-2: The pile driver points of impact shall be equipped
with a sound apron made of sound absorptive material or dampeners. As
discussed in the Federal Highway Administration Construction Noise
Handbook, sound aprons consist of sound absorptive mats hung from
construction equipment or on frames attached to equipment.

Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Construction equipment shall have rubber tires
instead of tracks.

Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Equipment shall be turned off when not in use for
an excess of five minutes, except for equipment that requires idling to maintain
performance.

Mitigation Measure NOI-5: A public liaison shall be appointed for project
construction and shall be responsible for addressing public concerns about
construction activities, including excessive noise. As needed, the liaison shall
determine the cause of the concern (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler) and
implement measures to address the concern.

Mitigation Measure NOI-6: The construction manager shall coordinate with
the site administrator for Dorsey High School to schedule construction activity
such that student exposure to noise is minimized.

Mitigation Measure NOI-7: Pile driving activity shall be limited to between
9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.

Mitigation Measure NOI-8: The public shall be notified in advance of the
location and dates of construction hours and activities.

Mitigation Measure NOI-9: As mandated in the Los Angeles Municipal Code
Section 41.40, construction activities shall be prohibited between the hours of
9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. when located within 500 feet of occupied sleeping
quarters or other land uses sensitive to increased nighttime noise levels.

Additional mitigation measures were considered to reduce noise levels but were
determined to be infeasible. These include:

e Electric Equipment - Electric equipment would generate less noise than
diesel equipment but is not widely available and the horsepower associated
with electric equipment would not meet project requirements.
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¢ Relocation - Removing the affected land uses from the construction zone
would eliminate the impact. This measure would not be feasible due to the
associated cost of relocation.

e Window Retrofits - Retrofitting windows at affected land uses would reduce
noise exposure. This measure would not be feasible due to the number of
affected land uses and associated cost of retrofitting considering the
temporary nature of the noise from construction.

Mitigation Measures NOI-1 through NOI-9 are feasible measures to control noise
levels, including engine mufflers. With implementation of these feasible mitigation
measures, and based on compliance with the LAMC, construction equipment

noise would be mitigated to the greatest extent feasible. Therefore, the proposed
project would result in a less than significant impact related to construction noise.

Operational Noise

Typical sources of noise for new projects include increased traffic, mechanical
equipment, and parking lots. The proposed project would not generate new traffic
and there would be no increase in local traffic noise. In addition, activity
associated with the proposed land uses would be inside the buildings, and would
not include significant sources of stationary noise.

Additional parking areas would be constructed under the proposed project. New
off-street parking would be located on the northwest portion of the project site
along Exposition Boulevard. Automobile movements would generate a noise
level of approximately 58.1 dBA Leq at a distance of 50 feet. The nearest land
use would be residences located approximately 600 feet to the west along La
Brea Avenue. The existing noise level is approximately 72.0 dBA Leq and the
parking noise exposure would be 36.5 dBA Leq. The increase in noise from this
parking lot would be less than 1 dBA and would not be audible at any sensitive
receptor.

The primary parking lot along Rodeo Road would be refurbished as part of the
proposed project and would continue to serve as the primary parking area for the
sports complex. Vehicles could also enter the new off-street parking area located
to the east of Jackie Robinson Stadium. The nearest land use would be
residences located approximately 100 feet to the south across Rodeo Road. The
existing noise level is approximately 66.8 dBA Leq and the parking noise
exposure would be 52.0 dBA Leq. The increase in noise from these parking
areas would be less than 1 dBA and would not be audible at any sensitive
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receptor. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less than significant
impact related to parking noise.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ] X 0 [
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section I); City of Los Angeles General
Plan, City of Los Angeles Municipal Code; Noise and Vibration Impact Study,
Terry A. Hayes Associates, 2015 (Appendix E)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project exposed persons to or
generated excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.

Vibration levels rarely affect human health, although high levels of vibration may
damage buildings. The peak particle velocity is most frequently used to describe
vibration impacts to buildings and is measured in inches per second.

Heavy trucks can generate ground-borne vibrations that vary depending on
vehicle type, weight, and pavement conditions. As heavy trucks typically operate
on major streets, existing ground-borne vibration in the project vicinity is largely
related to heavy truck traffic on the surrounding roadway network. Based on field
visits, vibration levels from adjacent roadways are not perceptible along the
proposed project.

Construction

Construction activity can generate varying degrees of vibration, depending on the
procedure and equipment. Operation of construction equipment generates
vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish in amplitude with distance
from the source. The effect on buildings located in the vicinity of a construction
site often varies depending on soil type, ground strata, and construction
characteristics of the receiver building(s). The results from vibration can range
from no perceptible effects at the lowest vibration levels, to low rumbling sounds
and perceptible vibration at moderate levels, and to slight damage at the highest
levels. In most cases, the primary concern regarding construction vibration
relates to damage.

On-Site Equipment: The Federal Transit Administration provides vibration levels
for various types of construction equipment with an average source level
reported in terms of velocity. Table 9 provides estimates of vibration levels for a
wide range of soil conditions. The reference levels were used to estimate
vibration levels at the sensitive receptors most likely to be impacted by
equipment at each location of construction activity. Vibration levels are shown in
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PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

Table 10 and discussed in detail for each construction phase.

Table 9

Vibration Velocities for Construction Equipment

Equipment PPV at 25 feet Approximate L, at
quip (Inches/Second) 25 feet?
Large Bulldozer (excavator) 0.089 87
Loaded Trucks 0.076 86
Pile Driver (Impact) 0.644 104
Small Bulldozer 0.003 58

% RMS velocity in decibels (VdB) related to 1 micro-inch/second.

Source: TAHA 2015

The maximum vibration levels would be generated during pile driving activity.
Vibration levels would be approximately 0.644 inches per second and 104 VdB at
25 feet. The nearest off-site sensitive land use would be approximately 300 feet
to the south across Rodeo Road. Pile driving vibration levels would be 0.0155
inches per second and 72 VdB. These levels would be below the significance
thresholds of 0.3 inches per second and 75 VdB. In addition, as shown in Table
10, vibration levels would not exceed the significance thresholds at any other off-
site sensitive land use, including Dorsey High School.

The project site includes a childcare facility that would be adjacent to
construction activity. Vibration levels would exceed the annoyance and building
damage thresholds during pile driving activity and the use of heavy-equipment
during the construction of the gymnasium and multi-use facility. These vibration
levels may be detrimental to the health of the children. Therefore, without
mitigation, the proposed project would result in a significant impact related to
construction vibration. However, the childcare facility would only operate during
afterschool hours (after 3:00pm). Implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-7
would ensure that pile-driving activities would not occur during the normal
business hours of the childcare facility, thereby reducing impacts related to
construction vibration to less than significant.
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Table 10
Estimated Vibration Levels
Vibration Level Vibration Level
Distance Phase 1 Phase 2
from Pile (Inches Per (Inches Per
Sensitive Receptor Driving Second) Second)
Activity | Inches/ Inches/
(Feet) Second VdB Second VvdB
a a

Multi-Family Residences
to the South
Multi-Family Residences
to the Southwest
Dorsey High School
Track

Dorsey High School 800 0.0036 | 59 | 0.0005 | 42°
Nearest Classroom

% Engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster) building damage impact criterion is 0.3
inches per second.
® The applicable annoyance impact criterion for residences experiencing frequent events
(i.e., over 70 vibration events from the same source per day) is 75 VdB.
The applicable annoyance impact criterion for institutional land uses experiencing frequent
events (i.e., over 70 vibration events from the same source per day) is 78 VdB.
Source: TAHA, 2015.

300 0.0155 72° 0.0021 55°

450 0.0084 66° 0.0012 49°

500 0.0072 65° 0.0010 48°

c

Off-Site Trucks: In addition to on-site construction activities, construction trucks
on the roadway network have the potential to expose vibration-sensitive land
uses located near the proposed project access route. As shown in Table 9,
loaded trucks generate vibration levels of 0.076 inches per second at a distance
of 25 feet. Rubber-tired vehicles, including trucks, do not generate significant
roadway vibrations that can cause building damage. It is possible that trucks
would generate perceptible vibration at sensitive receptors adjacent to the
roadway. However, these would be transient and instantaneous events typical to
the roadway network. This level of activity is not considered substantial enough
to generate a vibration annoyance. Therefore, construction truck activity would
result in a less than significant impact related to vibration.

Operation

The primary sources of proposed project operational-related vibration would
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include vehicles traveling to the project site for events and recreational activities.
Vehicular movements would generate similar vibration levels as existing traffic
conditions. The proposed project would not introduce any significant stationary
sources of vibration, including mechanical equipment that would be perceptible at
sensitive receptors. Therefore, operational activity would result in a less than
significant impact related to vibration.

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the ] 1 X O
project?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section 1.2); Noise and Vibration Impact
Study, Terry A. Hayes Associates, 2015 (Appendix E)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project substantially and
permanently increased the ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the proposed project.

As discussed in Section 12(a) above, the proposed project would not generate
new traffic or include a significant source of mechanical equipment noise. In
addition, new surface parking areas would not audibly increase noise levels at
any sensitive receptor. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a
substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels. The impact would be
less than significant.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing [] X HEE
without the project?

Reference: City of Los Angeles Municipal Code; Noise and Vibration Impact Study,
Terry A. Hayes Associates, 2015 (Appendix E)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project created a
substantial temporary increase in the ambient noise levels that would conflict with
the noise conditions allowed in the City’s Noise Ordinance.

As discussed in Section 12(a) above, sensitive receptors around the construction
zone would experience increased noise levels associated with construction.
Construction noise impacts would be temporary in nature; however, equipment
noise levels would exceed the 5 dBA significance threshold at the multi-family
residence to the south and southwest. Therefore, without mitigation, the
proposed project would result in a significant temporary and periodic increase in
ambient noise related to construction activity. With implementation of Mitigation
Measures NOI-1 through NOI-9, construction noise impacts would be less than
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significant.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the ] 1 O X
project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

Reference: Noise and Vibration Impact Study, Terry A. Hayes Associates, 2015
(Appendix E)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project exposed people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels due to the project
site being located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public
airport where such a plan has not been adopted.

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan. The project site is
located approximately 5.3 miles east of the Santa Monica Municipal Airport and
5.6 miles northeast of the Los Angeles International Airport. Due to the distance
from the nearest airport, the proposed project would not expose people working
or residing in the project area to excessive noise. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the ] 1 O X
project area to excessive noise levels?

Reference: Noise and Vibration Impact Study, Terry A. Hayes Associates, 2015
(Appendix E)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project exposed people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels due to the vicinity
to a private airstrip.

The project site is not located near a private airstrip. Therefore, no noise impacts
to people working or residing in the project area would occur.

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and ] ] X []
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?
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Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section J.1); General Plan, including the
West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project induced
substantial population and housing growth through new development in
undeveloped areas or by introducing unplanned infrastructure that was not
previously evaluated in the adopted community plan or general plan.

The proposed project would provide an updated sports complex for the
community of West Adams, Baldwin Hills, Leimert, and other surrounding
communities. The proposed project is not intended to induce development, but
instead would provide modernized and improved facilities to accommodate the
existing users of the sports complex by updating the aging facilities and
infrastructure and constructing a regulation-sized pool for competitions. In
addition, the need for a new fitness annex and multipurpose room is necessary
as the existing childcare facility currently accommodates those functions. The
proposed project would not directly induce substantial population growth because
it does not include a residential or commercial element. No new employees
would be hired to maintain and operate the sports complex. Therefore, the
proposed project would not generate any population growth, and the impact
would be less than significant.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing [] [] [ X
elsewhere?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections J.1
and J.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project displaced
substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere.

The project site does not contain any housing or residential uses. As such, no
housing would be displaced or changed as a result of the proposed project. No
impact to housing would occur.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the ] ] 1 X
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Reference: Refer to Section 13 (b) above.
Comment: Refer to Section 13 (b) above.
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14. PUBLIC SERVICES -

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire protection? [] O O X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.2); City of Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element; Los Angeles Fire Department

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project required the addition of
a new fire station or the expansion, consolidation or relocation of an existing
facility to maintain service.

The project site and surrounding area is currently served by Los Angeles Fire
Department Station 94, located at 4470 Coliseum Street, Los Angeles
(approximately 0.4-mile from project site) and Fire Station 68, located at 5023
Washington Boulevard (approximately 1.2 miles from the project site). In 2015,
Station 94 had a response time of 1 minute 12 seconds for non-emergency
service (EMS) calls and 1 minute 9 seconds for EMS calls and Station 68 had
a response time of 1 minute 9 seconds for non-EMS calls and 1 minute 8
seconds for EMS calls. The average travel time for Station 94 was 3 minutes
58 seconds for non-EMS and 4 minutes eight seconds for EMS. Travel time
for Station 68 was 4 minutes 30 seconds for non-EMS and 4 minutes 18
seconds for EMS. In addition, Station 94 contains the following resources: an
assessment engine, brush patrol engine, a light force engine, a paramedic
rescue ambulance, and a basic life support rescue ambulance. Station 68
contains a fire engine and a paramedic rescue ambulance. Both fire stations
would provide adequate fire service coverage.

The proposed project does not include new housing or non-residential
development that would substantially increase the residential or employee
populations in the area; thus, the demand for emergency services would not
substantially increase. The proposed project is intended to provide
modernized and improved facilities to accommodate the existing users of the
sports complex. As such, the proposed project would not increase fire hazards
or substantially increase the demand for fire protection services. As a part of
the design process, the proposed project would be reviewed by the Los
Angeles Fire Department for compliance with fire, life, and safety standards.
No impact to fire protection services would occur.
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i) Police protection? [] [] [ X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.1); Los Angeles Police

Department

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in an
increase in demand for police services that would exceed the capacity of the
police department responsible for serving the site.

The proposed project area is served by the City of Los Angeles Police
Department (LAPD), Southwest Division. The nearest station, the Southwest
Community Police Station, is located at 1546 West Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard in Los Angeles, approximately 2.7 miles southeast of the project
site. The Southwest Community Police Station has 352 sworn personnel that
serve a community of over 165,000 people. A LAPD substation is located at
3560 West Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, approximately 1.2 miles
southeast of the project site. A substation is an off-site facility where non-
emergency crimes can be reported. Additionally, LAPD has patrol areas within
the project area, with the project site located within LAPD patrol area 3A31.

As previously stated in Section 14 (a)(i), the proposed project would not
directly result in an increase in residential populations or a substantial increase
in employee populations. The new sports complex is intended to
accommodate existing users of the sports complex and is not expected to
generate additional calls for police protection service, as the project site
currently operates as a sports complex. As such, implementation and
operation of the proposed project would not increase the need for additional
police protection services or adversely affect service ratios or response times.
No impact to police protection services would occur.

iii) Schools? [] 0 O X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section
K.3)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project included
substantial employment or population growth that would generate demand for
school facilities that exceeded the capacity of the school district responsible
for serving the project site.

The proposed project would not provide new housing or additional
employment opportunities. The existing sports complex currently employs
approximately 50 staff and would not generate additional employment
opportunities during operation of the sports complex. Therefore, it would not
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generate new students or increase the demand on local school systems. The
nearest schools, Dorsey High School and View Park Continuation High
School, are located directly east of and adjacent to the project site at 3537
Farmdale Avenue and 4701 Rodeo Road, respectively. The proposed project
would not adversely affect any existing or planned school facilities; rather, the
proposed project would have a beneficial effect on parks by updating aging
facilities and infrastructure. No impact to schools would occur.

iv) Parks? [] [] 0 X

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section
K.4)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the recreation and park services
available could not accommodate the population increase resulting from the
implementation of the proposed project and new or physically altered facilities
were needed.

The project site is currently developed as a sports complex. As previously
discussed, the construction of the proposed project would not induce growth,
either directly or indirectly, and therefore, would not increase the demand for
recreation in the area. In addition, the proposed project would replace existing
recreational facilities at the complex with modernized and improved facilities.
Therefore, no impacts to parks would occur.

v) Other public facilities? O O O X

Reference: None applicable

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project resulted in the need for
new or altered public facilities, such as libraries, due to population or housing
growth.

Construction and operation of the proposed project would not induce growth,
either directly or indirectly, and, therefore, would not increase the demand for
or use of libraries or other public facilities in the area. Therefore, no impact to
other public facilities would occur.
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15. RECREATION —

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational ] ] 1 X
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.4)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project included
substantial employment or population growth that generated demand for public
park facilities that would exceed the capacity of existing parks or that
substantially affected the level or service of existing park facilities.

The proposed project would replace existing recreational facilities at the Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex with modernized and improved facilities. The need for a
new sports complex is prompted by several operational needs such as aging
facilities and infrastructure, as well as the need to provide a regulation-sized pool
that meets competition standards. Additionally, the proposed project would not
induce growth, either directly or indirectly, and, therefore, would not increase the
demand for parks or other recreational facilities in the area. No impact would
occur.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities that ] ] < [
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Reference: LA CEQA Thresholds Guide

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project required the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities that would have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.

The proposed project would construct new facilities at the Rancho Cienega
Sports Complex. As previously discussed, the need for a new sports complex is
prompted by operational needs such as aging facilities and infrastructure, as well
as the need to provide a regulation-sized pool that meets competition standards.
The proposed project would also construct a fitness annex and multipurpose
room, which are functions currently accommodated within the childcare facility.
Therefore, the proposed project would increase and improve the recreational
services available within the local community. As such, impacts would be less
than significant.
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16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC — Would the project:

a) Exceed the capacity of the existing circulation system,
based on an applicable measure of effectiveness (as
designated in a general plan policy, ordinance, etc.),
taking into account all relevant components of the [] [] X [
circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L), Traffic Study, KOA
Corporation, October 2015 (Appendix F)

Comment: A project would have a significant traffic impact if the traffic volume to
roadway capacity ratio was increased, as shown in Table 11.

Table 11
Los Angeles Department of Transportation Significance Thresholds
for Increases in Peak-Hour V/C Ratios

Level of Final Volume/Capacity Ratio Project Related V/C
Service (V/IC) Increase
C 0.701 — 0.800 Equal to or greater than 0.080
D 0.801 — 0.900 Equal to or greater than 0.040
EandF > 0.900 Equal to or greater than 0.020

Note: Final V/C is the V/C ratio at an intersection, considering impacts from the project,
ambient, and related project growth and without proposed traffic impact mitigations.

This section evaluates the existing and future (cumulative) traffic conditions on
surrounding roadway intersections associated with the implementation of the
proposed project. The traffic study is included as Appendix F of this document.
The focus of the traffic study is on the construction period of the proposed
project. Since the proposed project is intended to provide modernized and
improved facilities to accommodate the existing users of the sports complex, the
post-construction operations period will not generate significant levels of
additional daily traffic.

Construction

For the traffic impact analysis, seven locations were defined as study
intersections. Existing intersection traffic volumes were collected on Thursday,
October 1, 2015. Counts for the intersection of Crenshaw Boulevard & Rodeo
Road were not collected during October 2015 due to all-day road closures for
construction activities related to the Crenshaw and Expo Light-Rail Line projects.
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December 2014 counts for that intersection were factored up by one percent to
reflect ambient growth. The following are the seven signalized study
intersections:

. La Brea Avenue and I-10 WB Off-Ramp

. La Brea Avenue and I-10 EB Off-Ramp

. La Brea Avenue and Jefferson Boulevard

. La Brea Avenue and Rodeo Road

. Martin Luther King Jr Boulevard and Rodeo Road

. Farmdale Avenue and Rodeo Road

~N o O A WDN P

. Crenshaw Boulevard and Rodeo Road

In addition, peak hour ingress/egress volumes were collected at the existing
Exposition Boulevard driveway on the northwest side of the project site. These
volumes were acquired in order to estimate level of usage at the
secondary/overflow parking lot, and for input into analysis regarding driveway
access changes as part of construction.

Based on the traffic data, five of the seven intersections are currently operating at
level of service (LOS) A during the AM and PM peak periods. The intersection of
La Brea Avenue and Jefferson Boulevard operates at LOS E during the AM and
PM peak periods and the intersection of La Brea Avenue and Rodeo Road
operates at LOS F during the AM peak period and LOS E during the PM peak
period.

The proposed project would be constructed beginning in December 2016 and is
expected to last for 27 months, ending in March 2019. Construction would be
conducted in two phases. Based on the anticipated construction equipment and
workers, the daily total trips during construction were estimated to be 90
employee trips and 20 truck trips. Based on the daily total of 90 employee trips,
23 inbound trips would occur in the AM peak and 23 outbound trips would occur
in the PM peak during demolition activities. Based on the daily total of 20 trucks,
4 truck trips (2 trips in and 2 trips out) would occur during both the AM and PM
peak hours.

Haul trucks carrying demolition debris from the project site would travel west on
Rodeo Road, north on La Brea Boulevard to I-10. Haul trucks carrying
construction equipment and materials to the project site would travel from I-10,
south on La Brea Boulevard, and east on Rodeo Road to the project site. As
dictated in Chapter 5.3 of the City of Los Angeles General Plan Mobility Element,

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 88
Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2016



PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

> = c = c = 4
= C c < c S}
T 8g _©%g
Issues 228 FE8Ec S 2
CDCEUJCE.Q’UJC =
52= o £ 2 o
am Jn =22h Z

a City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety permit to approve
proposed haul routes would be acquired prior to project construction.

To determine the impacts of peak construction activity on the roadway system,
construction-generated traffic was added to existing traffic (year 2015), traffic
generated by other projects in the surrounding area, and ambient growth in traffic
volumes to determine future (year 2019) plus project conditions. The incremental
changes in peak-hour volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratios were then compared to the
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) significance
thresholds (shown in Table 11) to determine the traffic impacts. The future traffic
conditions without and with peak construction traffic generated by the proposed
project at the study intersections are shown in Table 12.

As shown in Table 12, construction of the proposed project is not anticipated to
create significant traffic impacts at any of the study intersections. Therefore,
traffic impacts during construction would be less than significant.

Operation

This analysis assumes that post-construction operations of the proposed project
would not result in an increase in trip generation, as there would be no significant
net increase in facility capacity. Traffic impacts during operation would be less
than significant.

Additionally, as part of the proposed project, a new driveway would be
constructed at the southwestern side of the project site, west of the Jackie
Robinson Stadium. The proposed driveway would provide only right-in/right-out
access from Rodeo Road to new parking facilities located on the west side of the
sports complex. In order to prepare this analysis, AM and PM peak hour
driveway counts were taken on Thursday, October 1, 2015 at the existing north
driveway that provides access to Exposition Boulevard, near the Metro Expo Line
right-of-way.
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Table 12
Future Without and With Project Conditions — Peak Hour of Service (2019)
Future 2019 No Future 2019 Change | Significant
Project With Project in VIC Impact?
VIC or VIC or
Peak | Delay LOS Delay LOS
Study Intersections Hour | (sec) (sec)
1| La Brea Avenue & AM | 0.379 A 0.381 A 0.002 No
[-10 WB Off-Ramp PM | 0.548 A 0.549 A 0.001 No
2 | La Brea Avenue & AM | 0.468 A 0.469 A 0.001 No
[-10 EB Off-Ramp PM | 0.387 A 0.389 A 0.002 No
3| La Brea Avenue & AM | 1.050 F 1.050 F 0.000 No
Jefferson PM | 1.088| F |108 | F | 0.001 No
Boulevard
4| La Brea Avenue & AM | 1.288 F 1.290 F 0.002 No
Rodeo Road PM | 1.137 F 1.139 F 0.002 No
5| Martin Luther King | AM | 0.493 A 0.496 A 0.003 No
Jr. Boulevard &
Rodeo Road PM | 0.531 A 0.531 A 0.000 No
6 | Farmdale Avenue AM | 0.485 A 0.491 A 0.006 No
& Rodeo Road PM | 0.504 A 0.508 A 0.004 No
7 | Crenshaw AM | 0.691 B 0.692 B 0.001 No
gg‘;’;"afd &Rodeo | by 1 o770 | ¢ |o0773| c | 0003 No

Source: KOA 2015

As a conservative analysis, the volumes from this driveway were analyzed
without reduction, to represent a shift of all north parking area vehicle volumes to
the new south driveway. It is not expected that the new driveway would operate
with the intensity of the volumes analyzed here. The new southern driveway
would be one of two driveways providing access to the parking area, the other
being the existing north driveway on Exposition Boulevard. The new southern

driveway would be limited to right-in/right-out traffic and would be a controlled by
bollards during normal operating hours. Special event traffic was not analyzed for
this exercise, as such events do not represent typical conditions and the access
driveways should provide adequate capacity for day-to-day operations of the
park.

The City of Los Angeles does not provide traffic impact analysis methodology for
unsignalized intersections. For this analysis of LOS and queuing at the driveway,
the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology was used. The HCM method
takes into account vehicle volumes, pedestrian and bike movements, user
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defined saturation flow rates, and storage bay lengths. The resulting intersection
delay (seconds) is then utilized for identification of a level of service value for that
particular peak hour period. The output for this method is a delay (in seconds)
value and a level of service for the intersection as a whole. Table 13 shows the
anticipated vehicle delay and queue at the proposed driveway.

Table 13
West Driveway Traffic Analysis Existing and Future with
Project Conditions

Existing with Future with
Project Project
AM PM AM PM
Peak Peak Peak Peak
Hour Hour Hour Hour
Driveway Delay (sec)/LOS 27/D 32.1/D 17.4/C 22.2/C
Max Driveway queue (vehicles) 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7

Source: KOA 2015

As Table 13 shows, the driveway delay (right-in/right-out turns) for the existing
with project scenario is 27 seconds per vehicle during the AM peak hour and 32
seconds per vehicle during the PM peak hour. The maximum driveway queue is
less than one vehicle at 0.3 during the PM peak hour. Under the future with
project scenario, the driveway LOS (right-in/right-out turns) is C during both the
AM and PM peak hours. The maximum driveway queue is also less than one
vehicle s during the PM peak hour.

Although the driveway delay is approximately half a minute during AM and PM
peak hour under the existing scenario, it is not anticipated that this would lead to
a severe driveway traffic impact as the vehicle volumes and delay would not
cause a long vehicle queue on-site. During large events, such as football games
at night, the bollards at the new southern driveway would be removed to reduce
driveway delays. Furthermore, the new southern driveway would only be used up
to 25 times a year for special events and is not expected to cause a frequent
traffic problem. With project implementation, an additional ingress/egress access
point for the off-street parking areas would be located at the northwestern
driveway of the park, which would also improve on-site traffic circulation.
Therefore, impacts associated with operation of the proposed driveway would be
less than significant.
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b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other [] [] [ X
standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L); Traffic Study, KOA
Corporation, October 2015 (Appendix F)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project conflicted with
an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level
of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads
or highways.

The Congestion Management Program (CMP) was created statewide because of
Proposition 111 and has been implemented locally by the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA). The CMP for Los Angeles
County requires the analysis of traffic impacts of individual development projects
with potentially regional significance. A specific system of arterial roadways and
freeways comprises the CMP system. In conformance with CMP Transportation
Impact Analysis Guidelines, a traffic impact analysis is conducted at:

e CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including freeway on-ramps or off-
ramps, where the proposed project would add 50 or more vehicle trips
during either morning or afternoon weekday peak hours.

e CMP mainline freeway-monitoring locations, where the proposed project
would add 150 or more trips, in either direction, during either the morning or
afternoon weekday peak hours.

The nearest CMP arterial monitoring location to the project site is at La Cienega
Boulevard and Jefferson Boulevard, approximately 1.2 miles northwest of the
project site. Based on the trip generation and distribution of the proposed project,
it is not expected that 50 or more construction project trips would be added to this
nearby CMP intersection. Therefore, no impact to the CMP for Los Angeles
County would occur.

The nearest CMP mainline freeway-monitoring location to the project site is on
the 1-10 freeway to the east of La Brea Avenue, approximately 0.8-mile north of
the project site. The proposed project would add fewer than 150 new trips per
hour, in either direction, to any freeway segments. Therefore, no impact to the
CMP for Los Angeles County would occur.
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¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that [] 1 [ X

result in substantial safety risks?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in a
change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial safety risks.

The project site is located approximately 5.3 miles east of the Santa Monica
Municipal Airport and 5.6 miles northeast of the Los Angeles International Airport.
Neither construction nor operation of the proposed project would affect air traffic
patterns. Therefore, no impact to air traffic patterns would occur.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or ] 1 O X
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L.5); Traffic Study KOA
Corporation, October 2015 (Appendix F)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project substantially
increased road hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses.

As previously discussed, construction and operation of the proposed project
would not result in significant traffic impacts. The proposed project would be
accessed by Rodeo Road and Exposition Boulevard. A new driveway would
provide additional access from Rodeo Road to the new parking facilities on the
west side of the sports complex and would be limited to right-in/right-out traffic.
However, the proposed west driveway would only be in use up to 25 times a year
and would be controlled by bollards the remainder of the year. Therefore, the
proposed project would not increase hazards to a design feature or have any
incompatible uses. No impact would occur.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] I O I R ™

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L.5 and L.8); Los Angeles
General Plan Safety Element

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in
inadequate emergency access.

Rodeo Road and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard have been designated as
“selected disaster routes” in the City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety
Element. As part of standard specifications, construction that would disrupt
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Rodeo Road and/or Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard would be coordinated with
applicable emergency service providers prior to start of construction so that
alternative route planning can occur and be implemented if required. In addition,
access to emergency vehicles would be maintained at all times during
construction. Construction and operation of the proposed project would utilize the
current access areas at the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would
not affect emergency access or result in inadequate emergency access. No
impact would occur.

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, ] 1 O X
bicycle racks)?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L); Traffic Study KOA
Corporation, October 2015 (Appendix F)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project conflicted with
adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation.

Eight bus lines serve the project area: Metro Lines 212/312, 105, 38, 210, 705,
710, and 740, and the LADOT Crenshaw DASH line. The Metro Expo light rail
transit line also serves the project area. Additionally, the nearby signalized
intersections of Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Rodeo Road and La Brea
Avenue and Rodeo Road, along with an existing mid-block crosswalk located to
the east of the project site on Rodeo Road, provide protected pedestrian
crossings that allow for safe pedestrian movements.

These crossings would remain accessible during and after construction.
Furthermore, the existing sidewalk fronting the project site along Rodeo Road
and any bus stops would remain accessible during and after construction in order
to ensure safe pedestrian travel and convenient transit access. Overall, the
existing sidewalk network and traffic signals at major intersections provide an
adequate local pedestrian travel network for the proposed project. As such, no
impact to alternative transportation modes or supporting programs would occur.
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17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the ] ] X [
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project discharged
wastewater, which would exceed the regulatory limits established by the
LARWQCB.

The proposed project would replace and construct new facilities at the Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex. Wastewater generated by the proposed project would
be collected and transported through existing local, trunk, and mainline sewers.
The quality of wastewater from the proposed project is expected to be typical and
would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the RWQCB. Impacts
would be less than significant.

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing ] ] X [
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections M.1 and M.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project resulted in the
need for new construction or expansion of water or wastewater treatment
facilities that could result in an adverse environmental effect that could not be
mitigated.

The proposed project would continue to use water and generate wastewater. The
proposed project includes the construction and operation of a new indoor pool
and bathhouse, a new indoor gymnasium, and new restroom facilities, all of
which would require water supply and generate wastewater. However, these
proposed new facilities would replace existing similar facilities at the project site.
Additionally, the proposed project is intended to provide modernized and
improved facilities to accommodate existing users of the sports complex. As
such, the proposed project is not expected to substantially increase the current
amount of water used or wastewater generated at the project site. Impacts would
be less than significant.
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c) Require or result in the construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the ] ] <[]

construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.2)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the volume of stormwater runoff from
the proposed project increased to a level exceeding the capacity of the storm
drain system serving the project site.

The proposed project would involve the installation of new stormwater and
drainage infrastructure in the sports complex. These improvements would not
result in the need for new or expanded storm drain facilities elsewhere in the
system that could result in significant impacts. Therefore, the construction and
operation of the proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to
the storm drain system.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are [] [] X [
new or expanded entitlements needed?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.1)
Comment: Refer to Sections 17 (a) and 17 (b) above.

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider that serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected ] 1 X U
demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.2)
Comment: Refer to Sections 17 (a) and 17 (b) above.

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to ] ] <[]
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.3); Solid Waste Information
System (http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/); California
Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (Assembly Bill 939)

Comment: The management of solid waste in the City involves public and private
refuse collection services as well as public and private operation of solid waste
transfer, resource recovery, and disposal facilities. A significant impact would
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occur if the proposed project resulted in solid waste generation of five tons
more per week.

The City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation (SAN) and private refuse
companies manage the collection, transfer, and disposal of municipal solid waste.
There are three types of disposal facilities within state; (1) Class Il Landfills
(Municipal Solid Waste Landfills), (2) Unclassified (Inert) Landfills, and (3)
Transformation (waste to energy) Facilities.

Construction of the proposed project would generate demolition debris during
removal of the remaining surface and subsurface structures. Uncontaminated soll
may be excavated, stockpiled, redistributed, and reused. Soils that require
remediation may be excavated, stabilized, and potentially hauled from the site to
a certified disposal facility.

The construction and demolition debris would be recycled whenever possible, or
disposed of at an appropriate facility. As demonstrated above and according to
the CalRecycle’s SWIS database, there is sufficient inert waste disposal capacity
available in Los Angeles County to adequately accommodate the anticipated
demolition debris. Further, certain landfills accept wastes considered to be
beneficial-use materials, such as soil, green waste, and asphalt. Several landfills
in the greater Los Angeles area accept excavated soil, including those that
otherwise are restricted by ordinances from accepting municipal solid waste
generated in the City of Los Angeles. When possible, the waste would be
transferred to local yards to minimize traffic disruption as well as the possibility of
general spills.

Construction and operation of the proposed project would comply with the
requirements of the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
(Assembly Bill 939), which requires the implementation of aggressive solid waste
management programs that focus on diverting waste from being disposed of in
landfills (such as source reduction, recycling, and composting). In addition,
project construction would incorporate source reduction techniques and recycling
measures and maintain a recycling program to divert waste in accordance with
the Citywide Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling Ordinance. As of
March 2009, the City had a diversion rate of 65 percent, surpassing the State's
requirement for a 50 percent waste diversion rate after 2000, and has set a goal
of achieving a 75 percent diversion by 2013. Construction of the proposed project
would comply with the Citywide Construction Demolition Debris Recycling
Ordinance. Therefore, impacts associated with construction debris would result in
a less than significant impact on landfill capacity.

Operation of the proposed project would be similar to existing conditions as the
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project site is currently developed as a sports complex. The proposed project
would be designed and constructed to meet the U.S. Green Building Council’s
Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design LEED Silver designation and
would incorporate sustainable design features include solar panels, electric
vehicle charging stations, use of recycled building materials and LED lighting.
Operational solid waste would be minimal and is anticipated to have a less than
significant impact on landfill capacity.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? L] L] XL

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.3)

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed project generated solid
waste that was in excess of or was not disposed of in accordance with applicable
regulations.

The City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan (SWMPP) is the
long range solid waste management policy plan for the City. The objective of the
SWMPP is to reduce at the source or recycle a minimum of 50 percent of the
City’s waste and calls for the disposal of the remaining waste in local and
possibly remote landfills. The SWMPP establishes citywide diversion objectives,
including diversion of 75 percent by 2013. While the SWMPP is the long-range
solid waste management policy plan for the City, the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element (SRRE) is the strategic action policy plan for diverting solid
waste from landfills. The SRRE provides solid waste diversion objectives in
accordance with the requirement of AB 939.

As discussed in Section 17(f), the proposed project would generate a nominal
amount of solid waste. Furthermore, solid waste generated on-site would be
disposed of by permitted solid waste haulers to regulated sites that have
adequate capacity and are in compliance with all applicable regulations related to
solid waste collection and disposal. Solid waste disposal during construction of
and operation of the proposed project would comply with federal, state, local
statutes and regulations related to solid waste. As such, impacts would be less
than significant.
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18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate ] X 1 [
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

Reference: Preceding analyses

Comment: No plant or animal species listed on any state or federal lists for
endangered, threatened or special status species were identified on-site. The
CNDDB indicates that a record of Brauton’s milk-vetch (Astragalus brauntonii)
and one of southern tarplant (Centromadia parryi ssp. australis) coincide with the
project site. Both records are based on initial observations made in the early
1900’s and these species are likely extirpated due to the urban developed nature
of the project site and lack of potentially suitable habitat on-site to support these,
or any other, special-status species. However, due to the presence of ornamental
trees which may provide suitable nesting habitat for birds protected under the
MBTA, and which may be removed during construction, direct impacts to suitable
nesting habitat could occur. Additionally, noise and dust generated during
construction could indirectly impact nesting birds by causing them to avoid the
area during construction. Should tree removal and construction activities occur
during the nesting bird season, generally considered to extend from February 15
through September 15, the implementation of the avoidance and minimization
measures provided in Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would ensure that no nesting
birds protected under the MBTA are significantly affected.

There are no known cultural resources located on-site. Based upon the CRHR
evaluation criteria, one historic property, the Celes King Ill Pool, was found on the
project site that is eligible for listing in the NRHP and the CRHR. However, this
property would not be impacted during construction and operation of the new
facilities. Demolition of the remaining structures would not eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. However, the
area is culturally-sensitive, and there are known cultural resources within the
immediate vicinity; Mitigation Measures CULT-1 through CULT-3 are provided to
address the potential discovery of previously unknown archeological or
paleontological resources, which reduces potentially significant impacts to less
than significant.
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a ] ] <[]
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Reference: Preceding analyses

Comment: There are eight related projects that would occur within the immediate
vicinity of the project area that are being tracked for purposes of understanding
potential cumulative traffic impacts. These related projects are evaluated in
Section 16 (a), and potential additive traffic impacts are discussed. Further
discussion of related-projects can be found in Appendix F of this IS/MND.

Project-level traffic impacts during construction were less than significant.
Therefore, no mitigation measures are required. As a result, construction of the
project would not result in a cumulative considerable contribution to a significant
cumulative traffic impact to construction.

Operation of the proposed project would not result in significant impacts because
the proposed project would not generate substantial new measurable and regular
vehicle trips during the operations period, and long-term mitigation measures are
therefore not required. The proposed southern driveway is not anticipated to lead
to a severe driveway traffic impact as the vehicle volumes and delay would not
cause a long vehicle queue on-site. The new southern driveway would only be
used up to 25 times a year for special events and is not expected to cause a
frequent traffic problem. With project implementation, an additional
ingress/egress access point for the off-street parking areas would be located at
the northwestern driveway of the park, which would also improve on-site traffic
circulation. As such, the proposed project would not result in a cumulative
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative traffic impact to operation.

Based on the above, significant cumulative impacts from related-projects are not
anticipated in any of the impact categories. The proposed project is consistent
with local and regional land use, air quality, water quality, and transportation
plans. In addition, the proposed project is not expected to make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact. The impact is
anticipated to be less than significant.

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 100
Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2016



PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

>E _SE < SE T
s 8B g _O08ag ®
Issues S FRFLERFLE 2
C = o == = e
sc g ac =2 anc =
52= o £ 2 o
am Jn =22h Z
c) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term
environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term [] 1 [ X

environmental goals?
Reference: Preceding analyses

Comment: The overall purpose for the proposed project is to construct a community
sports complex to better meet the community’s recreational needs. The existing
sports complex is insufficient to handle the current park programs due to its size
and infrastructure. In addition, the aging facilities are a maintenance concern.
The proposed project includes construction of new facilities, storm drainage and
BMPs. Therefore, the overall project is anticipated to have positive long-term
impacts to the environment. No impact is anticipated.

d) Does the project have environmental effects that will
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, [] X (] [
either directly or indirectly?

Reference: Preceding analyses

Comment: With implementation of the mitigation measures listed in Section V
below, the proposed project is not anticipated to have significant impacts that
would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly. Therefore, all potentially significant environmental effects associated
with the proposed project can be mitigated to less than significant levels.

V. MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures form the foundation of a mitigation monitoring program
(MMP) for the proposed project. CEQA requires public agencies to adopt a reporting or
monitoring program for the changes to the project that have been adopted to mitigate or
avoid significant effects on the environment (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6).
The program must be adopted by the public agency at the time findings are made
regarding the project. The State CEQA Guidelines allow public agencies to choose
whether its program will monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or both (14 CCR Section
15097(c)).

The mitigation measures described herein are supplemental to those required as
standard procedure for the City and its contractors. The City and its contractors are the
parties responsible for: (1) the necessary implementing actions; (2) verifying that the
necessary implementing actions are taken; and (3) the primary record documenting the
necessary implementing actions.

Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Page 101
Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration May 2016



PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

The mechanisms for verifying that mitigation measures have been implemented include
design drawings, project plans and specifications, construction documents intended for
use by construction contractors and construction managers, field inspections, field
reports, and other periodic or special reports. All records pertaining to this mitigation
program will be maintained and made available for inspection by the public in accordance
with the City’s records management systems.

Air Quality:

Mitigation Measure AQ-1: The construction contractor shall use off-road
construction diesel engines that meet, at a minimum, the Tier 4 California Emissions
Standards, unless such an engine is not available for a particular item of equipment.
Tier 3 engines will be allowed on a case-by-case basis when the contractor has
documented that no Tier 4 equipment or emissions equivalent retrofit equipment is
available for a particular equipment type that must be used to complete construction.
Documentation shall consist of signed written statements from at least two
construction equipment rental firms.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2: The construction contractor shall implement activity
management (e.g. rescheduling activities to avoid overlap of construction phases,
which would reduce short-term impacts) to the greatest extent possible.

Biological Resources:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Exterior building improvements shall occur outside of the
nesting season (February 15 through September 15). If avoidance of exterior
construction work within this time period is not feasible, the following additional
measures shall be employed:

1. A pre-construction nesting survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist
within 3 days prior to the start of construction activities to determine whether
active nests are present within or directly adjacent to the construction zone. All
nests found shall be recorded.

2. If construction activities must occur within 300 feet of an active nest of any
passerine bird or within 500 feet of an active nest of any raptor, a qualified
biologist shall monitor the nest on a weekly basis and the construction activity
shall be postponed until the biologist determines that the nest is no longer active.

If the recommended nest avoidance zone is not feasible, the qualified biologist shall
determine whether an exception is possible and obtain concurrence from the
appropriate resource agency before construction work can resume within the
avoidance buffer zone. All work shall cease within the avoidance buffer zone until
either agency concurrence is obtained or the biologist determines that the adults and
young are no longer reliant on the nest site.
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Cultural Resources:

Mitigation Measure CULT-1: Archaeological monitoring will consist of spot checking
until native soils are observed, at which time monitoring will be conducted full time.
The archaeological monitor will have the authority to redirect construction equipment
in the event potential archaeological resources are encountered. If archaeological
resources are encountered, work in the vicinity of the discovery will halt until
appropriate treatment or further investigation of the resource is determined by a
gualified archaeologist in accordance with the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5. In addition, it is recommended that the construction personnel and staff
receive training on possible archaeological resources that may be present in the area
in order to establish an understanding of what to look for during ground-disturbing
activities.

If Native American cultural materials are encountered during project-related ground
disturbance, a trained Native American consultant should be engaged to monitor
ground-disturbing work in the area containing the Native American cultural resources.
This monitoring would occur on an as needed basis and would be intended to ensure
that Native American concerns are taken into account during the construction process.

Mitigation Measure CULT-2: Excavations into undisturbed older Quaternary layers,
which vary in depth within the project site, shall be monitored. Monitoring will consist
of spot checking until native soils are observed, at which time monitoring will be
conducted full-time. In the event that potential paleontological resources are
encountered, a qualified paleontologist should be retained to recover and record any
fossil remains discovered. Any fossils, should they be recovered, shall be prepared,
identified, and catalogued before curation in an accredited repository designated by
the lead agency.

Mitigation Measure CULT-3: In accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California
Health and Safety Code, if human remains are found during construction activities, the
County Coroner shall be notified within 24 hours of the discovery. No further
excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to
overlie adjacent remains shall occur until the County Coroner has determined, within
two working days of notification of the discovery, the appropriate treatment and
disposition of the human remains. If the County Coroner determines that the remains
are or believed to be Native American, s/he shall notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento within 24 hours. In accordance with Section
5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code, the NAHC must immediately notify
those persons it believes to be the most likely descended from the deceased Native
American. The descendants shall complete their inspection within 48 hours of being
granted access to the site. The designated Native American representative would then
determine, in consultation with the property owner, the disposition of the human
remains.
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Geology and Soils:

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: The proposed project grading and foundation plans and
specifications shall implement the recommendations presented in the Geotechnical
Engineering Report Rancho Cienega Sports Complex prepared by the Department of
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering, Geotechnical Engineering Group. The proposed
project plans and specifications shall also be reviewed by the Geotechnical
Engineering Group to ensure proper implementation and application of the
recommendations.

Mitigation Measure GEO-2: All grading, excavation, and construction of foundations
should be performed under the observation and testing of the Geotechnical Engineer
during the following stages:

e Demolition;

¢ Pile indicator program;

¢ Pile loading testing;

e Completion of site clearing;

e Site and pool excavation;

e Installation of shoring;

e Production pile installation;

e Subgrade preparation;

e Fill placement;

e Construction of structural mat foundations for accessory structures;

e Excavation and backfilling of all utility trenching; and

e When any unusual or unexpected geotechnical conditions are encountered.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials:

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Prior to demolition of existing structures, a demolition-
level asbestos survey shall be conducted at the project site to identify ACMs. If ACMs
are detected, a licensed asbestos abatement contractor shall be retained to remove all
ACMs and abate the buildings in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality

Management District’s Rule 1403, as well as all other state and federal rules and
regulations.
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Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Prior to demolition of the existing structures, an LBP
survey shall be conducted at the project site. The survey shall include the sampling of
paint in various representative areas. The samples shall consist of paint chips
physically removed from the walls and analyzed for lead. If LBP is detected, a licensed
LBP abatement contractor shall be retained to remove all LBP and abate the buildings
in compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal regulations.

Noise:

Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and
equipped with mufflers.

Mitigation Measure NOI-2: The pile driver points of impact shall equipped with a
sound apron made of sound absorptive material or dampeners. As discussed in the
Federal Highway Administration Construction Noise Handbook, sound aprons consist
of sound absorptive mats hung from construction equipment or on frames attached to
equipment.

Mitigation Measure NOI-3: Construction equipment shall have rubber tires instead of
tracks.

Mitigation Measure NOI-4: Equipment shall be turned off when not in use for an
excess of five minutes, except for equipment that requires idling to maintain
performance.

Mitigation Measure NOI-5: A public liaison shall be appointed for project
construction will be responsible for addressing public concerns about construction
activities, including excessive noise. As needed, the liaison shall determine the cause
of the concern (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler) and implement measures to
address the concern.

Mitigation Measure NOI-6: The construction manager shall coordinate with the site
administrator for Dorsey High School to schedule construction activity such that
student exposure to noise is minimized.

Mitigation Measure NOI-7: Pile driving activity shall be limited to between 9:00 a.m.
and 3:00 p.m.

Mitigation Measure NOI-8: The public shall be notified in advance of the location
and dates of construction hours and activities.

Mitigation Measure NOI-9: As mandated in the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section
41.40, construction activities shall be prohibited between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and
7:00 a.m. when located within 500 feet of occupied sleeping quarters or other land
uses sensitive to increased nighttime noise levels.
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VI. PREPARATION AND CONSULTATION
A. Preparers

AECOM
515 South Flower Street, 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Fareeha Kibriya, Project Director
Shannon Ledet, Project Manager
Jason Paukovits, Air Quality Specialist
Art Popp, Senior Biologist

Marc Beherec, Archaeologist

Linda Kry, Archaeologist

Trina Meiser, Architectural Historian
Cristina Chung, Environmental Analyst
Erin Murphey, Environmental Analyst
Aziz Bakkoury, Graphics

KOA Corporation
1100 Corporate Center Drive, Suite 201
Monterey Park, CA 91754

Brian Marchetti, Senior Transportation Planner
Carlos Velasquez, Transportation Planner

Terry A. Hayes Associates, Inc.
8522 National Boulevard, Suite 102
Culver City, CA 90232

Sam Silverman, Senior Environmental Scientist
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B. Coordination and Consultation

City of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600

Los Angeles, CA 90015

Maria Martin, Manager
James R. Tebbetts, Environmental Specialist Il

City of Los Angeles

Department of Public Works

Bureau of Engineering, Architectural Division
1149 South Broadway, 8th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90015

Ohaji K. Abdallah, Architectural Associate IlI/Project Manager
Department of Recreation and Parks
221 N. Figueroa Street, 1st Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ralph Jordan, Park Director
Phillip Wiley, Park Recreation Coordinator
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VII.

A.

DETERMINATION - RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Summary

The proposed project would be implemented in two phases. The components proposed to
be implemented in each phase are described below. The detailed construction process
and schedule for both phases is described in Subsection G, Project Construction. Figure
4 depicts the proposed project facilities.

Phase 1

Phase 1 would include demolition of existing facilities, hazardous materials abatement,
grading, pile installation, foundation construction, utility installations, building construction,
parking lot grading, and landscape and site improvements. Phase 1 activities would occur
in the south central portion of the project site and include the following:

Indoor Gymnasium: Demolition of the existing gymnasium and construction of a
new, approximately 24,000-square-foot indoor gymnasium east of the Jackie
Robinson Stadium and north of the primary parking lot. The proposed indoor
gymnasium would include office space, a running path, and a lookout deck on the
mezzanine level, and a second floor walkway that would connect the proposed
indoor gymnasium to the proposed indoor pool.

Indoor Pool and Multiuse Building: Demolition of the existing restroom facilities
and construction of a new, approximately 25,000-square-foot indoor pool and
bathhouse facility in the central portion of the property adjacent to the existing
childcare center and north of the proposed primary parking area. The new indoor
pool facility would include a bathhouse, restrooms, lockers, and changing rooms on
the ground floor, and a community room, fitness annex, and kitchen on the
mezzanine level.

Tennis Shop/Overlook: Demolition of the existing tennis shop located directly north
of the Celes King Ill Pool, and construction of a new 1,900-square-foot tennis shop
and restroom facility to the west of and adjacent to the existing tennis courts, and
east of the existing childcare center. A new overlook would be constructed on the
mezzanine level to provide a viewing area of the tennis courts.

Stadium Overlook/Concession Stand: Construction of a new stadium overlook
and concession stand east of and adjacent to the existing stadium. The facility would
include a include a concession stand, restrooms, and a ticket office on the ground
level, and a stadium overlook on the mezzanine level, totaling approximately 4,000
square feet.

Playground: Demolition of the existing playground located between the existing
childcare center and tennis courts, in order to accommodate the new tennis shop
and restroom facility. A new playground would be constructed directly west of the
proposed tennis shop.
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e Primary Parking Lot: Grading of the existing parking lot located along Rodeo Road
and driveway improvements.

Phase 2

Phase 2 would include demolition of the concrete surrounding the existing RAP
maintenance building, hazardous materials abatement, grading for the parking lot and
other site improvements, utility adjustments and upgrades, renovation of the existing
maintenance yard and various site improvements, and installation of landscaping and
hardscaping. The majority of the Phase 2 activities would occur in the western and
northwestern portion of the project site, with some landscaping, storm drainage, and
security lighting installed in the eastern portion of the project site. The Phase 2
components include the following:

e RAP Maintenance Yard and Refuse Collection Center: Rehabilitation of the
existing RAP maintenance building and relocation of the RAP maintenance yard
adjacent to the northwest corner of the Jackie Robinson Stadium. A new
maintenance yard and refuse collection center would be constructed adjacent to the
rehabilitated RAP maintenance building.

¢ Northwestern Driveway: Construction of a new driveway at the northwestern
boundary of the project site. The driveway would extend towards Exposition
Boulevard that currently ends at the parking lot on the northwestern part of the

property.

e Controlled Driveway: Construction of a new controlled driveway at the southwest
corner of the project site near the Jackie Robinson Stadium. The driveway would
allow only right-in/right-out access from Rodeo Road when additional parking is
required for special events or community programs. Bollards would be located at the
driveway to prohibit access during normal operations.

e Off-street Parking: Installation of off-street parking along the western boundary of
the project site, adjacent to the Jackie Robinson Stadium. Additional off-street
parking would be installed along the northwestern boundary of the project site,
adjacent to the new driveway and Metro Expo Rail Line. With installation of off-street
parking, the overall number of parking spaces available in the park would remain the
same as existing conditions (411 spaces) but would be reconfigured to allow for
landscaping and parking lot improvements.

e Overflow Parking/Multipurpose Field: Alteration of the existing parking lot in the
northwestern portion of the project site to a new multipurpose field and overflow
parking area. Based on scheduling, the overflow parking area could be used as a
multipurpose field for sporting events or for overflow parking. When used for parking,
an additional 88 spaces would be available to park patrons, for a total of 499 parking
spaces in the overall park.
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e Community Garden: Construction of a one-acre community garden in the
northwestern portion of the project site, north of Jackie Robinson Stadium and
adjacent to the proposed overflow parking/multipurpose field.

B. Recommended Environmental Documentation

On the basis of this initial evaluation, | find that the project could not have a significant
effect on the environment, and a Mitigated Negative Declaration should be adopted.

Reviewed by: W—

mes R. Tebbetts
nvironmental Specialist ||

Approve

Environmental Management Group
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XI.

CLARIFICATIONS AND MODIFICATIONS

The following clarifications and modifications are intended to update the Draft IS/MND in
response to the comments received during the public review period. These changes
constitute the Final IS/MND, to be presented to the City of Los Angeles City Council for
adoption and project approval. None of the changes to the IS/MND would require
recirculation. Revisions made to the IS/MND have not resulted in new significant
impacts or mitigation measures, nor has the severity of an impact increased. None of
the CEQA criteria for recirculation have been met, and recirculation of the IS/MND is not

warranted.

The changes to the IS/MND are listed by section, page number, and paragraph number,
if applicable. Text which has been removed is shown with a strikethreugh line, while text
that has been added is shown as underlined. The changes described in this section
have been made in the corresponding Final IS/MND sections. However, the changes
below constitute the Final IS/MND. Please refer to Section X, Response to Comments,
for referenced comment letters and corresponding comments.

Final MND

Clarification/Revision

Page
24

25

An editorial change is made to Section IV Environmental Effects/Initial
Study Checklist, Subsection 3 Air Quality (a), fourth paragraph.

Projects that would be consistent with the 20122013 AQMP would be
considered less than significant for this impact. Consistency with the
AQMP is determined through evaluation of project-related air quality
impacts and demonstration that project-related emissions would not
increase the frequency or severity of existing violations, or contribute to
a new violation of the air quality standards.

An editorial change is made to Section IV Environmental Effects/Initial
Study Checklist, Subsection 3 Air Quality (a), second paragraph.

The proposed project is consistent with the existing zoning (OS-1XL,
Open Space) for the site. In addition, there would be no significant net
increase in facility capacity during project operations. Therefore, the
proposed project would not substantially increase population or
employment in the planning area and would not generate vehicle trips
that exceed the current assumptions used to develop the City of Los
Angeles General Plan, Regional Transportation Plan, and AQMP.
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the intensity of operational
emissions have been accounted for in the 20322013 AQMP. The
proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan. The impact would be less than significant.
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42,43, 44, An editorial change is made to Section V Environmental Effects/Initial
45 Study Checklist, Subsection 5 Cultural Resources (a)(b)(c)(d),
Reference section.

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.3); Braft Cultural
Resources Assessment Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King
[Il Pool) Project (Appendix C)

94 An editorial change is made to Section V Environmental Effects/Initial
Study Checklist, Subsection 16 Transportation/Traffic (f), last paragraph.

These crossings would remain accessible during and after construction.
Furthermore, the existing sidewalk fronting the project site along Rodeo
Road and any bus stops would remain accessible during and after
construction in order to ensure safe pedestrian travel and convenient
transit access. Overall, the existing sidewalk network and traffic signals
at major intersections provide an adequate local pedestrian travel
network for the proposed project. As such, no impact to alternative
transportation modes or supporting programs would occur.

111 An editorial change is made to Section V References.

AECOM. 2015. Braft Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis
Technical Memorandum.

111 An editorial change is made to Section V References.

AECOM. 2015. Braft Cultural Resources Assessment.
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X. Response to Comments
A. Introduction

The Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project Draft IS/MND was circulated for public
review and comment by the City of Los Angeles on March 3, 2016, initiating a 30-day
public review period pursuant to CEQA and its implementing guidelines. The Notice of
Intent/Notice of Availability was also distributed to 67 relevant agencies and
organizations, as well as 1,084 property owners and occupants. Additionally, the
ISIMND was available for review at Baldwin Hills Library, Jefferson/Wright Library, and
Council District 10 Office, and online at the Bureau of Engineering’s website. During this
public review period, a total of four (4) comment letters were received. A Final IS/MND
was prepared including responses to comments received on the Draft IS/MND.

Each comment letter has been assigned a number code, and individual comments in
each letter have been coded to facilitate responses. For example, the letter from Joyce
Dillard is identified as Letter 2, with comments noted as 2-1, 2-2, 2-3, etc. Copies of
each comment letter are provided prior to the response to each letter. Comments that
raise issues not directly related to the substance of the environmental analysis in the
Draft IS/MND are noted but, in accordance with CEQA, did not receive a detailed
response.

B. Responses to Written Comments That Address Environmental Issues in the
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The written comment letters received on the Draft IS/MND are listed in Table 14 below.
The comments and associated responses are arranged by the date of receipt of the
comment letter or email. The individual comments in the letters have been numbered
and are referred to in the responses that directly follow the comment letter.

Table 14
List of Written Comment Letters
Letter # Agency/Organization/Individual Date RPage # of
esponse
Bureau of Street Services, Urban Forestry
1 Division March 4, 2016 119
Signed: Timothy Tyson
2 Joyce Dillard April 1, 2016 155
State Clearinghouse .
3 Signed: Scott Morgan April 1, 2016 158
Los Angeles County Metropolitan
4 Transportation Authority April 4, 2016 177
Signed: Elizabeth Carvajal
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Comment Letter No. 1

1 44FORM GEN. 160 (Rev. 6-80) CITY OF LOS ANGELES

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: March 4%, 2016

TO:

AL

James Tebbetts,
Department of Public Works Bureau of Engineering

W FROM: Timothy Tyson, Chief Forester

Bureau of Street Services, Urban Forestry Division

SUBJECT, 5001 Rodeo Road

In regards to your request for review of this case regarding Urban Forestry requirements.
It is our recommendation that:

L.

Plant street trees and remove any existing trees within dedicated streets or proposed
dedicated streets as required by the Urban Forestry Division of the Bureau of Street
Services. All street tree plantings shall be brought up to current standards. When the
City has previously been paid for tree plantings, the sub divider or contractor shall
notify the Urban Forestry Division (213-847-3077) upon completion of construction to
expedite tree planting. If Street tree removal is required call 311 or 1 800 996-2489 to
initiate the permitting process.

Prior to the issuance of any permit, a plot plan shall be prepared indicating the location,
size, type and general condition of all existing trees on the site and within the adjacent
public right(s) of way.

All significant (8-inch or greater trunk diameter, or cumulative trunk diameter if multi-
trunk, as measured 54 inches above the ground) non-protected trees on the site proposed
for removal shall be replaced at a 1:1 ratio with a minimum 24-inch box size tree. Net,
new trees, located within the parkway of the adjacent public right(s)-of —way, may be
counted toward replacement tree requirements.

Please contact Urban Forestry Division at: 213-847-3077 for any questions.

1-1
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Comment Letter 1: Bureau of Street Services, Urban Forestry Division

Response 1-1

This comment includes recommendations that should be implemented as part of the
proposed project in order to fully comply with the City’s Urban Forestry requirements. As
discussed on page 41 of the Draft IS/MND, no trees within the right-of-way are currently
slated for removal. However, should any of the trees within the right-of-way require
removal, the proposed project would comply with the City’s tree removal policy and with
Urban Forestry requirements, and if necessary, obtain permits from this division prior to

construction.

Page 119
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Comment Letter No. 2

From: Joyce Dillard <dillardjoyce@yahoo.com>

Date: Fri, Apr 1, 2016 at 4:01 PM

Subject: Comments BOE Rancho Cienaga Sports Complex Project due 4.1.2016
To: James Tebbetts <james.tebbetts@lacity.org>

Watershed quality and degradation issues have not been addressed.

LA Regional Water Quality Control Board issued Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
Systems Permit ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175 NPDES PERMIT NO. C. It reads as follows:

D. Permit Coverage and Facility Description

The Los Angeles County Flood Control District, the County of Los Angeles, and

84 incorporated cities within the Los Angeles County Flood Control District with the exception of the
City of Long Beach (see Table 5, List of Permittees), hereinafter referred to separately as
Permittees and jointly as the Dischargers, discharge storm water and non-storm water from
municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s), also called storm drain systems. For the purposes
of this Order, references to the “Discharger” or “Permittee” in applicable federal and state laws,
regulations, plans, or policy are held to be equivalent to references to the Discharger, or Permittees
herein depicting the major drainage infrastructure within the area covered under this Order are
included in

Attachment C of this Order.

Ballona Creek Watershed Group is in the Santa Monica Bay Watershed Management

Area with the City of Los Angeles as the Lead Agency in the preparation of the EWMP
Enhanced Watershed Management Plans and the CIMP Coordinated Integrated

Monitoring Program. There exists responsibility for the Receiving Water compliance issues with
timelines of

Ballona Creek Trash TMDL September 30, 2015
Ballona Creek Estuary Toxic Pollutants TMDL January 11, 2021

Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria TMDL
Dry Weather April 27, 2013

2-1
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Wet Weather July 15, 2021

Ballona Creek Metals TMDL
Dry Weather January 11, 2016
Wet Weather January 11, 2021

Joyce Dillard
P.O. Box 31377
Los Angeles, CA 90031

Attachment:
Order R4-2012-0175-Final Attachment M

James R Tebbetts

Environmental Specialist IT
Environmental Management Group
Bureau of Engineering

1149 S. Broadway, Ste 600

Los Angeles, Ca 90015
213-485-5732 (phone)
213-847-0656 (fax)

2-1
cont'd
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MS4 Discharges within the ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles County NPDES NO. CAS004001

ATTACHMENT M. TMDLs IN THE SANTA MONICA BAY WATERSHED MANAGEMENT
AREA

A. Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL
1. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K, Table K-2.

2. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Santa Monica Bay during dry weather as of the effective
date of this Order and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL, if the ratio of fecal-to-
total coliform exceeds 0.1.

3. Section A.2 above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the revised
Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-
007). Upon the effective date of the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following daily maximum final water quality-
based effluent limitations for discharges to Santa Monica Bay during dry weather as
of the effective date of the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL and
during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with the
following geometric mean final water quality-based effluent limitations for each
individual monitoring location, calculated as defined in the revised Santa Monica Bay
Beaches Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL, if the ratio of fecal-to-
total coliform exceeds 0.1.

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA M-1



MS4 Discharges within the ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles County NPDES NO. CAS004001

4. Receiving Water Limitations

a. Permittees in each defined jurisdictional group shall comply with the interim
single sample bacteria receiving water limitations for shoreline monitoring
stations within their jurisdictional area during wet weather, per the schedule
below:

Cumulative percentage reduction from the total
Deadline exceedance day reductions required for each
jurisdictional group as identified in Table M-1

July 15, 2013 25%

July 15, 2018 50%

b. Section A.4.a above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the revised
Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No.
R12-007). Upon the effective date of the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches
Bacteria TMDL, Permittees in each defined jurisdictional group shall comply with
the interim single sample bacteria receiving water limitations for shoreline
monitoring stations within their jurisdictional area during wet weather, per the
schedule below:

Cumulative percentage reduction from the total wet
Deadline weather exceedance day reductions required for each
jurisdictional group as identified in Table M-2

July 15, 2013 25%

July 15, 2018 50%

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA M-2
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MS4 Discharges within the ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles County NPDES NO. CAS004001

c. Permittees shall comply with the following grouped' final single sample bacteria
receiving water limitations for all shoreline monitoring stations along Santa Monica Bay
beaches, except for those monitoring stations subject to the antidegradation
implementation provision as established in the TMDL and identified in subpart e. below,
during dry weather as of the effective date of this Order and during wet weather no later
than July 15, 2021:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Obijective (days)
. . Weekl

Daily Sampling Samplixg_
Summer Dry-Weather 0 0
(April 1 to October 31)
Winter Dry-Weather 3 1
(November 1 to March 31)
Wet Weather” 17 3

(Year-round)

d. Section A.4.c above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the revised Santa
Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-007). Upon
the effective date of the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL, Permittees
shall comply with the following grouped® final single sample bacteria receiving water
limitations for all shoreline monitoring stations along Santa Monica Bay beaches, except
for those monitoring stations subject to the antidegradation implementation provision as
established in the TMDL and identified in subpart f. below, during dry weather as of the
effective date of the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL and during wet
weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Obijective (days)
. . Weekl
Daily Sampling Samplir¥g

Summer Dry-Weather

(April 1 to October 31) 0 0
Winter Dry-Weather 9 >
(November 1 to March 31)

Wet Weather* 17 3

(Year-round)

4

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the sub-
drainage area to each beach monitoring location.

Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the sub-
drainage area to each beach monitoring location.

Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA M-9
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MS4 Discharges within the

Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles County

ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
NPDES NO. CAS004001

g. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water limitations
for all shoreline monitoring stations along Santa Monica Bay beaches during dry
weather as of the effective date of this Order and during wet weather no later than July

15, 2021:

Constituent

Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

Total coliform

1,000/100 mL

Fecal coliform

200/100 mL

Enterococcus

35/100 mL

h. Section A.4.g above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the revised Santa
Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-007). Upon
the effective date of the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL, Permittees
shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water limitations for all
shoreline monitoring stations along Santa Monica Bay beaches, calculated as defined in
the revised Santa Monica Bay Beaches Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent

Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

Total coliform

1,000/100 mL

Fecal coliform

200/100 mL

Enterococcus

35/100 mL

B. Santa Monica Bay Nearshore and Offshore Debris TMDL
1. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K, Table K-2.

2. Permittees shall comply with the final water quality-based effluent limitation of zero
trash discharged into water bodies within the Santa Monica Bay WMA and then into
Santa Monica Bay or on the shoreline of Santa Monica Bay no later than March 20,

2020, and every year thereafter.

3. Permittees shall comply with interim and final water quality-based effluent limitations
for trash discharged into Santa Monica Bay or on the shoreline of Santa Monica Bay,

per the schedule below:

7

If a Permittee by November 4, 2013, adopts local ordinances to ban plastic bags, smoking in public places and single use

expanded polystyrene food packaging then the final compliance date will be extended until March 20, 2023.
Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA
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MS4 Discharges within the
Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles County

ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
NPDES NO. CAS004001

Mar 20, 2016 | Mar 20,2017 | Mar 20,2018 | Mar 20, 2019 | Mar 20, 2020°
Permittees Baseline® (80%) (60%) (40%) (20%) (0%)
Annual Trash Discharge (gals/yr)

110
Agoura Hills 1,044 835 626 418 209 0
Calabasas'® 1,656 1,325 994 663 331 0
Culver City 52 42 31 21 10 0
El Segundo 2,732 2,186 1,639 1,093 546 0
Hermosa Beach 1,117 894 670 447 223 0
Los Angeles,
City of 25,112 20,090 15,067 10,045 5,022 0
Los Angeles,
County of 5,138 4,110 3,083 2,055 1,028
Malibu 5,809 4,648 3,486 2,324 1,162
Manhattan Beach 2,501 2,001 1,501 1,001 500
Palos Verdes
Estates 3,346 2,677 2,007 1,338 669 0
Rancho Palos
Verdes 7,254 5,803 4,353 2,902 1,451
Redondo Beach 3,197 2,558 1,918 1,279 639
Rolling Hills 515 412 309 206 103 0
Rolling Hills
Estates 365 292 219 146 73 0
Santa Monica 5,672 4,537 3,403 2,269 1,134 0
Torrance 2,484 1,087 1,490 993 497 0
Westlake Village' 3,131 2,505 1,879 1,252 626 0

4. Permittees shall comply with the interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for trash in B.2 and B.3 above per the provisions in Part VI.E.5.

C. Santa Monica Bay TMDL for DDTs and PCBs (USEPA established)
1. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K, Table K-2.

2. Permittees shall comply with the following WLAs, expressed as an annual loading of
pollutants from the sediment discharged to Santa Monica Bay, per the provisions in
Part VI.E.3:

Constituent

Annual Mass-Based WLA

(g/yr)
DDT 27.08
PCBs 140.25

8

If a Permittee elects not to use the default baseline, then the Permittee shall include a plan to establish a site specific trash
baseline in their Trash Monitoring and Reporting Plan.
Permittees shall achieve their final effluent limitation of zero trash discharge for the 2019-2020 storm year and every year

thereafter.

 Permittees shall be deemed in compliance with the water quality-based effluent limitation for trash established to

implement the Santa Monica Bay Nearshore and Offshore Debris TMDL, if the Permittee is in compliance with the water
quality-based effluent limitations established to implement the Malibu Creek Watershed Trash TMDL.

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA
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MS4 Discharges within the ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
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3. Compliance shall be determined based on a three-year averaging period.

D. TMDLs in the Malibu Creek Subwatershed
1. Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-2.

b. Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations

Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Malibu Lagoon during dry weather as of the
effective date of this Order, and during wet weather no later than July 15,
2021:

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL, if the ratio
of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

Section D.1.b.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of
Resolution No. R12-009). Upon the effective date of the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the
following daily maximum final water quality-based effluent limitations for
discharges to Malibu Lagoon during dry weather as of the effective date of
the revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL and during wet
weather no later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with the
following geometric mean final water quality-based effluent limitations for
each monitoring location, calculated as defined in the revised Malibu Creek
and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL, if the ratio
of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Malibu Creek and its tributaries during dry
weather as of the effective date of this Order, and during wet weather no
later than July 15, 2021:

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA M-16
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Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean

E. coli 235/100 mL 126/100 mL

Section D.1.b.iii above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of
Resolution No. R12-009). Upon the effective date of the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the
following daily maximum final water quality-based effluent limitations for
discharges to Malibu Creek and its tributaries during dry weather as of the
effective date of the revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL and
during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply
with the following geometric mean final water quality-based effluent
limitations for each monitoring location, calculated as defined in the revised
Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
E. coli 235/100 mL 126/100 mL

Constituent

c. Receiving Water Limitations

Permittees shall comply with the following grouped'' final single sample
bacteria receiving water limitations for Malibu Creek, its tributaries, and
Malibu Lagoon during dry weather as of the effective date of this Order, and
during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Objective (days)
. . Weekly
Daily Sampling Sampling

Summer Dry-Weather

(April 1 to October 31) 0 0
Winter Dry-Weather 3 1
(November 1 to March 31)

Wet Weather'® 17 3

(Year-round)

Section D.1.c.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of
Resolution No. R12-009). Upon the effective date of the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the
following grouped'® final single sample bacteria receiving water limitations
for each monitoring location within Malibu Creek and its tributaries during

12
13

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area to the receiving water.

Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area to the receiving water.
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dry weather as of the effective date of the revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon
Bacteria TMDL and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Objective (days)
. . Weekly
Daily Sampling Sampling
Dry-Weather 5 1
(Year-round)
T4
Wet Weather 15 5

(Year-round)

iii. Section D.1.c.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of
Resolution No. R12-009). Upon the effective date of the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the
following grouped' final single sample bacteria receiving water limitations
for each monitoring location within Malibu Lagoon during dry weather as of
the effective date of the revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL
and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Objective (days)
. . Weekly
Daily Sampling Sampling
Summer Dry-Weather 0 0

(April 1 to October 31)
Winter Dry-Weather
(November 1 to March 31)
Wet Weather™
(Year-round)

9 2

17 3

iv. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water
limitations for discharges to Malibu Lagoon during dry weather as of the
effective date of this Order, and during wet weather no later than July 15,

2021:
Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)
Total coliform 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 35/100 mL

v. Section D.1.c.iv above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of

' Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.

'® The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area to the receiving water.

'® Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.
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Vi.

Vii.

Resolution No. R12-009). Upon the effective date of the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the
following geometric mean receiving water limitations for discharges to
Malibu Lagoon, calculated as defined in the revised Malibu Creek and
Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)
Total coliform 1,000/100 mL

Fecal coliform 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 35/100 mL

Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water
limitation for discharges to Malibu Creek and its tributaries during dry
weather as of the effective date of this Order, and during wet weather no
later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

E. coli 126/100 mL

Section D.1.c.vi above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Malibu Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL (Attachment A of
Resolution No. R12-009). Upon the effective date of the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the
following geometric mean receiving water limitations for discharges to
Malibu Creek and its tributaries, calculated as defined in the revised Malibu
Creek and Lagoon Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

E. coli 126/100 mL

2. Malibu Creek Watershed Trash TMDL
a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,

b.

Table K-2.

Permittees shall comply with the final water quality-based effluent limitation of
zero trash discharged to Malibu Creek from Malibu Lagoon to Malibou Lake,
Malibu Lagoon, Malibou Lake, Medea Creek, Lindero Creek, Lake Lindero, and
Las Virgenes Creek in the Malibu Creek Watershed no later than July 7, 2017
and every year thereafter.

Permittees shall comply with interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for trash discharged to the Malibu Creek, per the schedule below:
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Baseline July 7, 2013 | July 7, 2014 | July 7, 2015 | July 7, 2016 | July 7, 2017
(80%) (60%) (40%) (20%) (0%)

Permittees Annual Trash Discharge (gals/yr)
Agoura Hills 1810 1448 1086 724 362 0
Calabasas 673 539 404 269 135 0
Hidden Hills 71 57 43 28 14 0
I(_;os Angeles 1117 894 670 447 223 0

ounty
Malibu 226 181 136 91 45 0
Westlake 143 114 86 57 29 0
Village

d. Permittees shall comply with the interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for trash in D.2.b and D.2.c above per the provisions in Part VI.E.5.

3. Malibu Creek Watershed Nutrients TMDL (USEPA established)

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-2.

b. Permittees shall comply with the following grouped'” WLAs per the provisions in
Part VI.E.3 for discharges to Westlake Lake, Lake Lindero, Lindero Creek, Las
Virgenes Creek, Medea Creek, Malibou Lake, Malibu Creek and Malibu Lagoon
and its tributaries. Tributaries to Malibu Creek and Lagoon, include the following
upstream water bodies; Triunfo Creek, Palo Comado Creek, Cheesebro Creek,

Strokes Creek and Cold Creek.

Time Period

WLA

Nitrate as Nitrogen plus
Nitrite as Nitrogen

Total Phosphorus

Daily Maximum

Daily Maximum

Summer (April 15 to November 15)'®

8 Ibs/day

0.8 Ibs/day

Winter (November 16 to April 14)

8 mg/L

n/a

E. TMDLs in the Ballona Creek Subwatershed
1. Ballona Creek Trash TMDL

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-3.

7 USEPA was unable to specifically distinguish the amounts of pollutant loads from allocation categories associated with
areas regulated by the storm water permits. Therefore, allocations for storm water permits are grouped.
® The mass-based summer WLAs are calculated as the sum of the allocations for “runoff from developed areas” and “dry

weather urban runoff.”

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA
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b. Permittees shall comply with the final water quality-based effluent limitation of
zero trash discharged to Ballona Creek no later than September 30, 2015 and
every year thereafter.

c. Permittees shall comply with the interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for trash discharged to Ballona Creek, per the schedule below:

Ballona Creek Subwatershed Trash Effluent Limitations per Storm Year'
(pounds of drip-dry trash)

Sept 30, Sept 30, Sept 30, Sept 30,
_ 2012 2013 2014 2015%°
Baseline (20%) (10%) (3.3%) (0%)

Permittees Annual Trash Discharge (pounds of trash)
Beverly Hills 70,712 14,142 7,071 2,333 0
Culver City 37,271 7,454 3,727 1,230 0
Inglewood 22,324 4,465 2,232 737 0
Los Angeles,
City of 942,720 188,544 94,272 31,110 0
Los Angeles,
County of 52,693 10,539 5,269 1,739 0
Santa Monica 2,579 516 258 85 0
West
Hollywood 13,411 2,682 1,341 443 0

Ballona Creek Subwatershed Trash Effluent Limitations per Storm Year'®
(gallons of uncompressed trash)

Sept 30, Sept 30, Sept 30, Sept 30,
, 2012 2013 2014 2015%°
Baseline (20%) (10%) (3.3%) (0%)

Permittees Annual Trash Discharge (gallons of uncompressed trash)
Beverly Hills 45,336 9,067 4,534 1,496 0
Culver City 25,081 5,016 2,508 828 0
Inglewood 14,717 2,943 1,472 486 0
Los Angeles,
City of 602,068 120,414 60,207 19,868 0
Los Angeles,
County of 32,679 6,536 3,268 1,078 0
Santa Monica 1,749 350 175 58 0
West
Hollywood 9,360 1,872 936 309 0

d. Permittees shall comply with the interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for trash in E.1.b and E.1.c above per the provisions in Part VI.E.5.

"9 For purposes of the provisions in this subpart, a storm year is defined as October 1 to September 30.
® Permittees shall achieve their final water quality-based effluent limitation of zero trash discharged for the 2014-2015 storm
year and every year thereafter.
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a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
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ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175
NPDES NO. CAS004001

b. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations no later than January 11, 2021, expressed as an annual loading of
sediment-bound pollutants deposited to Ballona Creek Estuary:

Effluent Limitations
Constituent
Annual Units
Cadmium 8.0 kg/yr
Copper 227.3 kg/yr
Lead 312.3 kg/yr
Silver 6.69 kaglyr
Zinc 1003 kg/yr
Chlordane 3.34 alyr
DDTs 10.56 alyr
Total PCBs 152 alyr
Total PAHs 26,900 alyr

c. Permittees shall comply with interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for sediment-bound pollutant loads deposited to Ballona Creek

Estuary, per the schedule below:

Deadline

Total Drainage Area Served by the
MS4 required to meet the water
quality-based effluent limitations

(%)

January 11, 2013 25
January 11, 2015 50
January 11, 2017 75
January 11, 2021 100

d. Permittees shall be deemed in compliance with the water quality-based effluent

limitations in Part E.2.b by demonstrating any one of the following:

i. Final water quality-based effluent limitations for sediment-bound pollutants
deposited to Ballona Creek Estuary are met; or

ii. The sediment numeric targets as defined in the TMDL are met in bed

sediments; or

iii. Concentrations of sediments discharged meet the numeric targets for
sediment as defined in the TMDL.
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3. Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria TMDL

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-3.

b. Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations

i. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Estuary during dry weather no
later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL,
if the ratio of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

ii. Section E.3.b.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following daily maximum final water
quality-based effluent limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Estuary
during dry weather no later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no
later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric
mean final water quality-based effluent limitations for each monitoring
location, calculated as defined in the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary
and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL,
if the ratio of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

iii. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Sepulveda Channel during dry weather no later
than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

. Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)
Constituent

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
E. coli 235/100 mL 126/100 mL

iv. Section E.3.b.iii above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
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Vi.

TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following daily maximum final water
quality-based effluent limitations for discharges to Sepulveda Channel during
dry weather no later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than
July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean
final water quality-based effluent limitations for each monitoring location,
calculated as defined in the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and
Sepulveda Channel Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
E. coli 235/100 mL 126/100 mL

Constituent

Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 2 during dry weather no
later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
E. coli 576/100 mL 126/100 mL

Constituent

Section E.3.b.v above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following daily maximum final water
quality-based effluent limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 2
during dry weather no later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no
later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric
mean final water quality-based effluent limitations for each monitoring
location, calculated as defined in the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary
and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
E. coli 576/100 mL 126/100 mL

Constituent

vii. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent

limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 1 during dry weather no
later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Fecal coliform 4000/100 mL 2000/100 mL

Constituent
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viii. Section E.3.b.vii above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of

the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following daily maximum final water
quality-based effluent limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 1
during dry weather no later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no
later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric
mean final water quality-based effluent limitations for each monitoring
location, calculated as defined in the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary
and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021.

Effluent Limitation (MPN or cfu)

Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Fecal coliform 4000/100 mL 2000/100 mL

Constituent

c. Receiving Water Limitations

Permittees shall comply with the following grouped?' single sample bacteria
receiving water limitations for Ballona Creek Estuary; Ballona Creek Reach 2
at the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary; Centinela Creek at the
confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary; Ballona Creek Reach 2; Ballona
Creek Reach 1 at the confluence with Reach 2; Benedict Canyon Channel at
the confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2; and Sepulveda Channel:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Objective* Deadline
Daily Sampling S‘;vnizll(iIXQ

(Aot 110 Octobor 31 0 ° Aorler, 20

(November 1 fo March 31) 3 ' Aprlen, 201

z/xzta \rlyriit::)rzz 17+ 3 July 15, 2021

*

based on REC-1 marine water single sample bacteria water quality objectives (WQO).

Exceedance days for Ballona Creek Estuary and at the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary

Exceedance days for Ballona Creek Reach 2 and at the confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2

based on LREC-1 freshwater single sample bacteria WQO. Exceedance days for Sepulveda

Channel based on REC-1 freshwater single sample bacteria WQO.
** In Ballona Creek Reach 2 and at the confluence with Reach 2, the greater of the allowable
exceedance days under the reference system approach or high flow suspension shall apply.

ii. Section E.3.c.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the

revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria

2" The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage

22

area.

Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.
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TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® single sample
bacteria receiving water limitations for Ballona Creek Estuary; Ballona Creek
Reach 2 at the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary; and Centinela Creek
at the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the REC-1 Marine Water
Time Period SingIeo?j:lrl?tslzgic::tg‘l;i:swmer Deadline
Daily Sampling S\;V;:'I(ilxg
o : o | mmer.zong
e 1) : 2 | wnzeon
wgg‘r’f’riitr:‘de)rm 17 3 July 15, 2021

iii. Section E.3.c.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® single sample
bacteria receiving water limitations for Sepulveda Channel:

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the REC-1 Fresh Water
Single Sample Bacteria Water
Quality Objectives
Weekly
Sampling
Dry-Weather 5 1 April 27, 2013

Wet Weather® 15 2 July 15, 2021

Time Period Deadline

Daily Sampling

iv. Section E.3.c.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following grouped?’ single sample
bacteria receiving water limitations for Ballona Creek Reach 2; Ballona Creek
Reach 1 at the confluence with Reach 2; and Benedict Canyon Channel at
the confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2:

23

24
25

26
27

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area.

Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area.

Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.

The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area.
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Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the LREC-1 Fresh Water
. . Single Sample Bacteria Water .
Time Period Quality Objectives Deadline
. . Weekly
Daily Sampling Sampling
Dry-Weather 5 1 April 27, 2013
Wet Weather® 15* 2 July 15, 2021

* In Ballona Creek Reach 2 and at the confluence with Reach 2, the greater of the allowable
exceedance days under the reference system approach or high flow suspension shall apply.

V.

Vi.

Vii.

Permittees shall not exceed the single sample bacteria objective of 4000/100
ml in more than 10% of the samples collected from Ballona Creek Reach 1
during any 30-day period. Permittees shall achieve compliance with this
receiving water limitation during dry weather no later than April 27, 2013, and
during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021.

Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water
limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Estuary; Ballona Creek Reach 2 at
the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary; and Centinela Creek at the
confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary during dry weather no later than April
27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

Total coliform 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 35/100 mL

Section E.3.c.vi above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving
water limitations for discharges to Ballona Creek Estuary; Ballona Creek
Reach 2 at the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary; and Centinela Creek
at the confluence with Ballona Creek Estuary, calculated as defined in the
revised TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

Total coliform 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 35/100 mL

viii. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water

limitation for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 2; Ballona Creek Reach 1 at

% \Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.
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Xi.

the confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2; Benedict Canyon Channel at the
confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2; and Sepulveda Channel during dry
weather no later than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than
July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

E. coli 126/100 mL

. Section E.3.c.viii above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the

revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving
water limitation for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 2; Ballona Creek
Reach 1 at the confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2; Benedict Canyon
Channel at the confluence with Ballona Creek Reach 2; and Sepulveda
Channel, calculated as defined in the revised TMDL, no later than July 15,
2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

E. coli 126/100 mL

Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water
limitation for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 1 during dry weather no later
than April 27, 2013, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

Fecal coliform 2000/100 mL

Section E.3.c.x above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment A of Resolution No. R12-008). Upon the effective date of
the revised Ballona Creek, Ballona Estuary and Sepulveda Channel Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving
water limitation for discharges to Ballona Creek Reach 1, calculated as
defined in the revised TMDL, no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)

Fecal coliform 2000/100 mL

4. Ballona Creek Metals TMDL

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-3.

b. Final Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations
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i. Permittees shall comply with the following dry weather®® water quality-based
effluent limitations no later than January 11, 2016, expressed as total
recoverable metals discharged to Ballona Creek and Sepulveda Channel:

Effluent Limitation
Daily Maximum
Constituent (g/day)
Sepulveda

Ballona Creek Channel

Copper 807.7 365.6

Lead 432.6 196.1

Selenium 169 76

Zinc 10,273.1 4,646.4

ii. In lieu of calculating loads, Permittees may demonstrate compliance with the
following concentration-based water quality-based effluent limitations during
dry weather® no later than January 11, 2016, expressed as total recoverable
metals discharged to Ballona Creek and Sepulveda Channel:

Effluent Limitation

Constituent Daily Maximum (ug/L)

Copper 24
Lead 13
Selenium 5

Zinc 304

iii. Permittees shall comply with the following wet weather®' water quality-based
effluent limitations no later than January 11, 2021, expressed as total
recoverable metals discharged to Ballona Creek and its tributaries:

Constituent Dalizlf;llnjllzr)l(ti;i?rrilt?;izjgy)
Copper 1.70 x 10° x daily storm volume (L)
Lead 5.58 x 10”° x daily storm volume (L)
Selenium 4.73 x 10 x daily storm volume (L)
Zinc 1.13 x 10™* x daily storm volume (L)

% Dry weather is defined as any day when the maximum daily flow in Ballona Creek is less than 40 cubic feet per second
(cfs) measured at Sawtelle Avenue.

30 :
Ibid.
81 Wet weather is defined as any day when the maximum daily flow in Ballona Creek is equal to or greater than 40 cfs

measured at Sawtelle Avenue.
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c. Permittees shall comply with interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for metals discharged to Ballona Creek and its tributaries, per the
schedule below:

Total Drainage Area Served by the
MS4 required to meet the water
Deadline quality-based effluent limitations (%)

Dry weather Wet weather
January 11, 2012 50 25
January 11, 2014 75 --
January 11, 2016 100 50
January 11, 2021 100 100

5. Ballona Creek Wetlands TMDL for Sediment and Invasive Exotic Vegetation
(USEPA established)

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-3.

b. Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® WLA per the provisions in
Part VI.E.3 for discharges of sediment into Ballona Creek Wetlands:

Constituent Annual WLA™ (m3/yr)
Total Sediment (suspended
sediment plus sediment bed 44,615
load)

F. TMDLs in Marina del Rey Subwatershed
1. Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-3.

b. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations for discharges to Marina del Rey Harbor Beach and Back Basins D, E,
and F during dry weather as of the effective date of this Order, and during wet
weather no later than July 15, 2021:

. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL,
if the ratio of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

%2 The WLA is group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage area.

% The WLA is applied as a 3-year average.
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c. Section F.1.b above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the revised
Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL
(Attachment B of Resolution No. R12-007). Upon the effective date of the
revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL,
Permittees shall comply with the following daily maximum final water quality-
based effluent limitations for discharges to Marina del Rey Harbor Beach and
Back Basins D, E, and F during dry weather as of the effective date of the
revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL
and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021. Permittees shall comply with
the following geometric mean final water quality-based effluent limitations for
each monitoring location, calculated as defined in the revised Marina del Rey
Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL, no later than

July 15, 2021.
. Effluent Limitations (MPN or cfu)
Constituent
Daily Maximum Geometric Mean
Total coliform* 10,000/100 mL 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 400/100 mL 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 104/100 mL 35/100 mL

* Total coliform density shall not exceed a daily maximum of 1,000/100 mL,
if the ratio of fecal-to-total coliform exceeds 0.1.

d. Receiving Water Limitations

i. Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® final single sample
bacteria receiving water limitations for all monitoring stations at Marina Beach
and Basins D, E, and F, except for those monitoring stations subject to the
antidegradation implementation provision in the TMDL and identified in
subpart iii. below, during dry weather as of the effective date of this Order and
during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021.

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample

Time Period Objective (days)
Daily Weekly
Sampling Sampling

Summer Dry-Weather 0 0
(April 1 to October 31)

Winter Dry-Weather 3 y
(November 1 to March 31)

Wet Weather™ 17 3

(Year-round)

ii. Section F.1.d.i above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the
revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment B of Resolution No. R12-007). Upon the effective date of
the revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria

% The final receiving water limitations are group-based and shared among all MS4 Permittees located within the drainage
area.
% Wet weather is defined as days with 0.1 inch of rain or greater and the three days following the rain event.
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TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® final single
sample bacteria receiving water limitations for all monitoring stations at
Marina Beach and Basins D, E, and F, except for those monitoring stations
subject to the antidegradation implementation provision in the TMDL and
identified in subpart iv. below, during dry weather as of the effective date of
the revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria
TMDL and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021.

Annual Allowable Exceedance
Days of the Single Sample
Time Period Objective (days)
Daily Weekly
Sampling Sampling
Summer Dry-Weather 0 0
(April 1 to October 31)
Winter Dry-Weather 9 >
(November 1 to March 31)
Wet Weather®’ 17 3
(Year-round)

Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® final single sample
bacteria receiving water limitations for monitoring stations in Marina del Rey
subject to the antidegradation implementation provision in the TMDL as of the
effective date of this Order:

Annual Allowable Exceedance Days
of the Single Sample Objective (days)
Summer Dry-Weather Winter Dry Weather Wet Weather
Station Monitoring (April 1 to October 31) | (November 1 — March 31) (Year-round)
ID Location Daily Weekly Daily Weekly Daily Weekly
Sampling | Sampling | Sampling Sampling Sampling | Sampling
Basin F,
MdRH-9 | center of 0 0 3 1 8 1
basin
iv. Section F.1.d.iii above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the

revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria
TMDL (Attachment B of Resolution No. R12-007). Upon the effective date of
the revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria
TMDL, Permittees shall comply with the following grouped® final single
sample bacteria receiving water limitations for monitoring stations in Marina
del Rey subject to the antidegradation implementation provision in the TMDL
as of the effective date of the revised Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach
and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL.:

36

37
38

39
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Annual Allowable Exceedance Days
of the Single Sample Objective (days)

Summer Dry-Weather Winter Dry Weather Wet Weather

Station Monitoring (April 1 to October 31) | (November 1 — March 31) (Year-round)

ID Location Daily Weekly Daily Weekly Daily Weekly
Sampling | Sampling | Sampling Sampling Sampling | Sampling

Basin F,
MdRH-9 | center of 0 0 9 2 8 1
basin

v. Permittees shall comply with the following geometric mean receiving water limitations
for monitoring stations at Marina Beach and Basins D, E, and F during dry weather as of
the effective date of this Order, and during wet weather no later than July 15, 2021:

Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)
Total coliform 1,000/100 mL

Fecal coliform 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 35/100 mL

vi. Section F.1.d.v above shall not be applicable upon the effective date of the revised
Marina del Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL (Attachment B
of Resolution No. R12-007). Upon the effective date of the revised Marina del Rey
Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL, Permittees shall comply with
the following geometric mean receiving water limitations for monitoring stations at
Marina Beach and Basins D, E, and F, calculated as defined in the revised Marina del
Rey Harbor Mothers’ Beach and Back Basins Bacteria TMDL, no later than

July 15, 2021:
Constituent Geometric Mean (MPN or cfu)
Total coliform 1,000/100 mL
Fecal coliform 200/100 mL
Enterococcus 35/100 mL

2. Marina del Rey Harbor Toxic Pollutants TMDL

a. Permittees subject to the provisions below are identified in Attachment K,
Table K-3.

b. Permittees shall comply with the following final water quality-based effluent
limitations no later than March 22, 2016*°, expressed as an annual loading of
pollutants associated with total suspended solids (TSS) discharged to Marina del
Rey Harbor Back Basins D, E, and F:

it an Integrated Water Resources Approach is approved by the Regional Water Board and implemented then the

Permittees shall comply with the final water quality-based effluent limitations no later than March 22, 2021.
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Effluent Limitations
Constituent
Annual Units
Copper 2.01 kg/yr
Lead 2.75 kg/yr
Zinc 8.85 kg/yr
Chlordane 0.0295 glyr
Total PCBs 1.34 alyr

c. Permittees shall comply with interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for pollutant loads associated with TSS discharged to Marina del Rey
Harbor Back Basins D, E, and F, per the schedule below:

Total Drainage Area Served by the
Deadline MS4 required to meet the effluent
limitations (%)

March 22, 2014 50

March 22, 2016 100

d. If an approved Integrated Water Resources Approach is implemented,
Permittees shall comply with interim and final water quality-based effluent
limitations for pollutant loads associated with TSS discharged to Marina del Rey
Harbor Back Basins D, E, and F, per the schedule below:

Total Drainage Area Served
Deadline by the MS4 required to meet
the effluent limitations (%)

March 22, 2013 25
March 22, 2015 50
March 22, 2017 75
March 22, 2021 100

e. Permittees shall be deemed in compliance with the water quality-based effluent
limitations in Part F.2.b by demonstrating any one of the following:

i. Final water quality-based effluent limitations for pollutants associated with
TSS discharged to Marina del Rey Harbor Back Basins D, E, and F are met;
or

ii. The sediment numeric targets as defined in the TMDL are met in bed
sediments; or

iii. Pollutant concentrations associated with TSS discharged meet the numeric
targets for sediment as defined in the TMDL.

Attachment M —TMDLs in the Santa Monica Bay WMA M-34



PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

Comment Letter 2: Joyce Dillard
Response 2-1

The commenter states that the Draft IS/MND does not address watershed quality
degradation issues. Impacts to water quality are discussed in Section IV Environmental
Effects/Initial Study Checklist, Subsection 9, Hydrology and Water Quality. The
proposed project would not discharge stormwater from a separate storm sewer system
into the Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles County and would not require a municipal
separate storm sewer system (MS4) permit. As discussed, the proposed project would
require a General Construction Activity Stormwater Permit prior to construction and
would require the development and implementation of a SWPPP and BMPs, thereby
minimizing impacts on water quality from construction activities to a less than significant
level. The proposed project would include stormwater and drainage infrastructure that
would direct storm flows to the existing municipal storm drain system during project
operation. No operational water quality impact would occur.
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Comment Letter No. 3

Q\GEBFPLM;"’#
STATE OF CALIFORNIA gﬁ%
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research H n E
; State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit Kt
Edmund G. Brown Jr. Ken Alex
Governor Director
April 1, 2016
James R Tebbetts
City of Los Angeles

1149 So Broadway, 6th Floor, MS 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015

Subject: Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King 1IT) (G922) (WO: E1907694)
SCH#: 2016031012

Dear James R Tebbetts:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state
agencies for review. The review period closed on March 30, 2016, and no state agencies submitted
comments by that date. This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse
review requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting this office.

Sincerely, o ) {:«;
e .
:;‘:‘sa‘?a‘ /‘4‘(“/(‘." & d
f/x/ ‘ -
e
Scott Morgan

Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 TENTH STREET P.0.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 823-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2016031012
Project Title Rancho Cienega Sports Complex (Celes King IIl) (G922) (WO: E1907694)
Lead Agency Los Angeies, City of
Type MND Mitigated Negative Declaration
Description  The proposed Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project (proposed project) includes the development
of an upgraded and expanded sports compiex in the City of Los Angeles Council District 10. The
proposed project would construct a new indoor pool and bathhouse with a community room and fithess
annex on the 2nd floor; a new indoecr gymnasium with office space, a running path, and a lookout deck
on the second floor.; a new tennis shop with restrooms and tennis overlook; a new stadium overlook
with a concession stand, restrooms and a ticket office; installation of new driveways; and upgrades to
existing parking areas. The proposed project would also renovate the existing City of Los Angeles
Department of Recreation and Parks maintenance yard and building as well as the existing refuse.
collection. Other site improvements include upgrades to existing parking, security lighting, additional
stormwater and drainage infrastructure landscaping, and hardscaping.
Lead Agency Contact
Name James R Tebbetts
Agency City of Los Angeles
Phone 213-485-5732 Fax
email
Address 1149 So Broadway, 6th Fioor, MS 939
City Los Angeles State CA  Zip 90015
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Los Angeles, City of
Region
Lat/Long 30°01'22"N/118°21 04"W
Cross Streets  North of Rodeo Road, East of South La Brea Avenug, West of Farmdale Avenue
Parcel No. 5046013900
Township 2S Range 14W Section Base SBBM

Proximity to:

Highways 1-10, SR-187
Airports
Railways LA Metro Expo Line
Waterways Ballona Creek
Schools 10+ Dorsey HS to east
Land Use Countywide Plan
ProjectIssues  Archaeologic-Historic; Air Quality; Biological Resources; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding;
Noise; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Salid Waste;
Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Landuse
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Department of Parks and Recreation;
Agencies Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans,

District 7; Air Resources Board; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Department of Toxic
Substances Control; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission

Date Received

03/01/20186 Start of Review 03/01/2016 End of Review 03/30/2016
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PUBLIC WORKS — BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

Comment Letter 3: State Clearinghouse
Response 3-1

This comment acknowledges that the City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Engineering complied with the State Clearinghouse public review
requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act. No further response to this comment is required.
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Comment Letter No. 4

Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

Metro

April 4, 2016

James R. Tebbetts

City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering

1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015

RE:  Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project-Mitigated Negative Declaration-City of Los Angeles
Dear Mr. Tebbetts:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the proposed
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex project located at 5001 Rodeo Road in the City of Los Angeles. The
proposed project consists of the development of an upgraded and expanded sports complex. The
proposed project would construct a new 30,000 square-foot sports complex that would include a new
indoor and bathhouse with a community room and fitness annex on the second floor; a new indoor
gymnasium with office space, a running path, and a lookout deck on the second floor; a new tennis
shop with restrooms and tennis overlook; a new stadium overlook with a concession stand, restrooms
and a ticket office; installation of new driveways; and upgrades to existing parking areas. The proposed
project would also renovate the existing City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks
(RAP) maintenance yard and building as well as the existing refuse collection. Other site
improvements include upgrades to existing parking, security lighting, additional storm water and
drainage infrastructure, landscaping, and hard-scaping. This letter conveys recommendations from the
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) concerning issues that are
germane to our agency’s statutory responsibility in relation to our facilities and services that may be
affected by the proposed project.

Metro bus line 105 operates on Rodeo Road and West Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, adjacent to
the proposed project. Although the project is not expected to result in any long-term impacts on
transit, the developer should be aware of the bus services that are present. Please contact Metro Bus
Operations Control Special Events Coordinator at 213-922-4632 regarding construction activities that
may Impact Metro bus lines at least 30 days in advance of initiating construction activities. For
closures that last more than six months, Metro’s Stops and Zones Department will also need to be
notified at 213-922-5188, 30 days in advance of initiating construction activities. Other municipal bus
operators may also be impacted and should be included in construction outreach efforts.

It is noted that the northern boundary of the site of the project is adjacent to the Exposition Light Rail
Line Railroad Right-of-Way (ROW). The following concerns related to the project’s proximity to the
ROW should be addressed:

1. The project sponsor is advised that the Metro Expo light rail currently operates weekday peak
service as often as every five minutes in both directions and that trains may operate, in and

4-1

4-2

4-3
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out of revenue service, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, in the ROW proximate to the
proposed project.

Considering the proximity of the proposed project to the railroad ROW, the Metro Expo light
rail line will produce noise, vibration and visual impacts. A recorded Noise Easement Deed in
favor of LACMTA is required, a form of which is attached. In addition, any noise mitigation
required for the project must be borne by the developers of the project and not LACMTA. The
easement recorded in the Deed will extend to successors and tenants as well.

The project sponsor should notify LACMTA of any changes to the construction/building plans
that may impact the use of the ROW.

There shall be no encroachment onto the railroad ROW. If access is necessary for the
applicant or its contractor to enter the ROW during construction, a temporary right-of entry
agreement must be obtained from LACMTA. Contact Velma Marshall, Deputy Executive
Officer of Real Estate, at 213-922-2415 for right-of-entry permits.

Considering the proposed project’s proximity at this location, the project sponsor‘should be
advised that construction activities will not be allowed to impact LACMTA property and
equipment. Permits for special operations including the use of a pile driver or any other
equipment that could come into close proximity to the OCS must be obtained at least one
week prior to the start of construction. In addition, any future work affecting the north side of
the proposed project, including but not limited to signage/advertisement installation, or any
other maintenance work within ten feet of the OCS will require a track allocation permit.
Permits allowing for single tracking or a power shutdown must be obtained at least two weeks
prior to the start of construction. The contractor should contact the following people regarding
track allocation and/or special operation permits: Chol Kim, Rail Operations Assistant
Manager at 323-563-5010. Or, the On-Duty Rail Operations Control Center Floor Manager at
323-563-5022.

During construction, a protection barrier of acceptable material shall be constructed to cover
the full height of the building to prevent objects, material, or debris from falling onto the
Metro ROW or contacting the electrified OCS and support structures.

OCS wire overhead should be treated like any high voltage electrical utility wire on any
construction site. Proper signage should be posted for equipment working in and around the
wires.

The cross span wires, attached directly to the pole, will not require additional electrical
clearance because they will be properly insulated from the contact wire over the tracks.

Consistent with Zoning Information No. ZI 1117, prior to the City issuing a building permit
within 100 feet of the Metro Rail construction area, clearance shall be obtained from LACMTA.
LACMTA will need to review engineering drawings and calculations. Please refer to the
attached LACMTA “Design Criteria and Standards, Volume |1l - Adjacent Construction Design
Manual” (attached) for more details regarding submitting drawings and calculations to
LACMTA for review. Please note that LACMTA requires an Engineering Review Fee for
evaluation of any impacts based on adjacency and relationship of the proposed building to the
Metro existing structures. For more information, please contact Aspet Davidian at 213-922-
5258 / DavidianA@metro.net or Than Win at 213-922-1405 / WinT@metro.net.

4-3
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10. LACMTA staff shall be permitted to monitor construction activity to ascertain any impact to 4-10
the ROW.

11. The project sponsor should be advised that LACMTA may request reimbursement for costs
incurred as a result of project construction/operation issues that cause delay or harm to Metro 4-11
service delivery or infrastructure.

If you have any questions regarding this response, please contact Elizabeth Carvajal at 213-922-3084 or
by email at DevReview@metro.net.

LACMTA Development Review
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-4
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

ransportation Planning Manager

Attachments: Noise Easement Deed
Adjacent Construction Design Manual
Operating Systems Interface Section
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO:

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Real Estate Department
Deputy Executive Officer - Real Estate
P: 213-922-2415 F: 213-922-2400
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-18-4
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932
Space Above Line for Recorder’s Use

[Recordation of this Public Document is Exempt from all Recording Fees and Taxes Pursuant to
Government Code Section 6103]

Public Agency - No Tax Statement

NOISE EASEMENT DEED

For valuable consideration, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, (Name of Owner), a

, for themselves, their heirs, administrators, executors,
successors, assigns, tenants, and lessees do hereby grant, bargain, sell, and convey to the
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a public
agency existing under the authority of the laws of the State of California ("Grantee"), its
successors and assigns, for the use and benefit of the public and its employees, a perpetual,
assignable easement in that certain real property in the City of Los Angeles, County of Los
Angeles, State of California described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by
this reference,

Said easement shall encompass and cover the entirety of the Grantors’ Property

having the same boundaries as the described Property and extending from the sub-
surface upwards to the limits of the atmosphere of the earth, the right to cause in said
easement area such noise, vibrations, fumes, dust, fuel particles, light, sonic
disturbances, and all other effects that may be caused or may have been caused by
the operation of public transit vehicles traveling along the Project right of way.

Grantor hereby waives all rights to protest,<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>