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, | ~ FOREWORD , ,

OVERVIEW

This Final Environmental Tmpact Report (Final EIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including Sections 15088, 15089, and 15132 of the State CEQA
Guidelines.

As defined by Section 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines: “The Final EIR shall consist of: (a) the Draft
EIR or arevision of the draft; (b) comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR, either verbatim
or in summary; (c) a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR; (d)
the responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation
process; [and] () any other information added by the lead agency.”

The environmental review phase of a project precedes the consideration of project approval. The
environmental review phase identifies the environmental impacts in compliance with CEQA, while the
project approval phase considers the range of factors (environmental, economic, social, etc.) relevant to the
decision to approve a project. Certification of the EIR does not constitute project approval, it simply marks
the end of the environmental review phase. It signifies the judgment of the lead agency that the EIR is legally
adequate under CEQA and the contents of the EIR reflect the agency’s independent judgment of the scope
of environmental impacts.

Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines states:

(a) No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been certified which identifies
one or more significant environmental effects of the project unless the public agency makes one or more
written findings for each of those significant effects, accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for
each finding. The possible findings are:

1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the final EIR.

2) Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public
agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such
other agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency.

3 Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision
of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation
measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR.

(b) The findings required by subsection (a) shall be supported by substantial evidence in the record.

(¢) The finding in subsection (a) (2) shall not be made if the agency making the finding has concurrent
jurisdiction with another agency to deal with identified feasible mitigation measures or alternatives. The
finding in subsection (a) (3) shall describe the specific reasons for rejecting identified mitigation measures
and project alternatives.






East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan Foreword
Final EIR

approval to avoid or substantially lessen significant environmental effects. These measures must be fully
enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures.

(e) The public agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other materials which
constitute the record of the proceedings upon which its decision is based.

(f) A statement made pursuant to Section 15093 does not substitute for the findings required by this section.
PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE DRAFT EIR

The Draft EIR (DEIR) for the East Los Angeles College (ELLAC) Master Plan along with a request for public
comments was circulated beginning December 15, 2000. The 45-day circulation period formally closed on
January 29, 2001. However, as a courtesy to interested parties, the Lead Agency extended the comment
period to February 2, 2001. The DEIR was available for public review at the ELAC campus as well as the
East Los Angeles County Library and the Bruggemeyer Memorial Library.

REVISIONS IN THE EIR

Certain changes were made in response to comments to the EIR. These changes are indicated in
strikethrough and underlined text. Deleted text is stricken (deteted-text) and new text is underlined (new
text). Section 9.0, Response to Comments from Persons and Organizations Consulted and Section 10.0,
Corrections and Additions, are entirely new, therefore no changes are marked in these sections. Section 10.0,
Corrections and Additions, contains a comprehensive list of all alterations made to the DEIR, including
changes made to figures.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles Community College District has prepared a Facilities Master Plan for the expansion of East
Los Angeles College (ELAC) located in Monterey Park, California (See Figure 1-1). This Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) addresses the potential environmental effects of the proposed expansion of the ELAC
facilities. The college, established in 1945, saw an increase in enrollment to 17,197 students for the year
1999. To date ELAC has the largest student population of the nine colleges in the Los Angeles Community
College District. In order to be able to provide a quality education to all incoming students, ELAC has
proposed the expansion and renovation of various ELAC facilities as part of the Master Plan.

1.1 PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT

The purpose of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), as defined in Section 15121 (a) of the State
Guidelines for the implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) California Code of
Regulations (CCR), Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3 “Guidelines,” is to “inform public agency decision-
makers and the public generally of the significant environmental effects of a project, identify possible ways
to minimize the significant effect and describe reasonable alternatives to the project.” This document
assesses the significant environmental impacts, including unavoidable adverse impacts and cumulative
impacts, related to the adoption of the proposed East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan (hereafter
referred to as the “proposed project”). Where there is potential for a significant adverse effect, this report
identifies mitigation measures or alternatives that would either eliminate the impact or reduce the effect to
a less-than-significant level. This report also identifies those significant effects that may be unavoidable
even after the implementation of mitigation or policies.

1.2 AUTHORIZATION AND FOCUS

This EIR has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970
and the Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (the “State CEQA
Guidelines”), as amended to date. Specifically, this document evaluates the environmental effects which
may result from the implementation of the ELAC Facilities Master Plan. The following environmental issues
were identified in the Initial Study, dated June 27, 2000, as having potential to result in a significant impact:

o Aesthetics

o Air Quality

. Cultural Resources

° Hazards & Hazardous Materials
° Noise

° Public Services

° Transportation/Traffic

o Utilities/Service Systems

Subsequent to the circulation of the Notice of Preparation, it was determined that the proposed project may
also have adverse impacts related to Seismic Hazards and Land Use and Planning.

1.3 LEAD AGENCY

The Los Angeles Community College District is the Lead Agency in accordance with Section 15367 of the
CEQA Guidelines, which defines the lead agency as “the public agency which has the principal responsibility
for carrying out or approving the project.” The East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan is proposed
by:

141
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Los Angeles Community College District
770 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Contact: William A. Dunn

14 INTENDED USES OF THE EIR

This EIR is prepared at the direction and under the supervision of the Los Angeles Community College
District (LACCD). As discussed above, the LACCD is the Lead Agency. The intended use of this EIR is
to assist the LACCD in making decisions with regards to the approval of the ELAC Facilities Master Plan.
Additionally, the EIR will be used for future approvals of projects by the LACCD which are consistent with
the Master Plan.

1.5 PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENTS

A Notice of Preparation for this EIR was issued on June 29, 2000, by the Lead Agency. Information, data,
and observations resulting from these contacts are included where relevant, This Draft EIR will be circulated
for a 45-day public review period. The public is invited to comment in writing on the information contained
in this document. Persons and agencies commenting are encouraged to provide information that they believe
is missing from the Draft EIR, or to identify where the information can be obtained. All comment letters
received will be responded to in writing, and the comment letters, together with the responses to those
comments, will be included in the Final EIR.

1-3
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' , 2.0 SUMMARY , ;

This chapter summarizes the key findings of this Environmental Impact Report, including the environmental
effects, mitigation measures, unavoidable significant adverse impacts, and any areas of environmental
controversy concerning the proposed project.

21 SUMMARY OF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The ELAC Facilities Master Plan is being prepared for the purpose of meeting the increasing demand for
classroom space and facilities, improving the aesthetic character of ELAC, and handling safety issues. The
Master Plan will be designed to allow for development of the facilities which would permit a capacity of
25,000 students, an increase of approximately 45 percent of the current enrollment of 17,197 students.
Current enrollment of 17,197 students was as of the Fall 2000 headcount. This figure includes students
enrolled in Non-credit and Credit programs, as well as the community services program {extension courses
for personal development. leisure and recreation). This figure does not include enrollment at satellite
locations {off-campus locations),

Improvements contemplated in the Master Plan will add approximately 457161 433,149 square feet of space
to the ELAC facilities. The Master Plan will also include plans for air conditioning, infrastructure upgrade,
and landscaping. Infrastructure improvements include increasing electrical power, improving data lines and
other infrastructure needed for a local area network for the campus. Other physical improvements include
signage, lighting, fire safety and security.

2.2 SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared to analyze the potential significant environmental
impacts associated with the construction and long-term operation of the proposed project, and to identify
mitigation measures capable of avoiding or substantially reducing the impacts. To satisfy the requirements
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and to assist the Los Angeles Community College
District and other interested citizens and community organizations in understanding the findings of the EIR,
potential impacts of the proposed project have been divided into three categories: unavoidable significant
adverse impacts, significant impacts that can be mitigated to less-than-significant levels, and impacts which
are less than significant or nonexistent when compared to the environmental impact thresholds identified in
this report. The criteria for the determination of a significant impact in each environmental topic area is
discussed in the body of this report.

The impacts are evaluated for the construction period as well as operational. As required by CEQA,
mitigation measures are identified in this EIR to avoid or substantially reduce the level of all identified
significant impacts. However, certain significant environmental impacts cannot be reduced to a level below
significance, even with application of the identified mitigation measures. Such impacts are identified in the
Draft EIR as “unavoidable significant impacts.” Table 2-1 provides a summary of impacts and mitigation
measures discussed in Section 4.0 of this EIR.
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2.0 Summary

TABLE 2-1: SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Potential Impacts

AESTHETIC

Glare and Glow impacts to

residences near athletic fields
and parking structures.

Construction Air Quali

Impacts. PM,,_emissions
anticipated to exceed SCAQMD
thresholds during grading/
excavation phase of construction
period, and during overlapping
construction periods of
individual projects.

No Significant Impacts
Identified

Seismic Hazards: The project
may be subject to seismic

hazards such as ground-shaking
and landslides.

Mitigation Measures

L1 All high-intensity light standards associated with the
tennis courts, athletic fields and/or stadium expansion shall
be fitted with visors and glare control devices such that al}
light is focused on the fields, and glare and spillover light
onto adjacent properties is minimized. Spillover and glare
shal] be routinely monitored and lights adjusted and/or
repaired by ELAC to ensure that ELAC’s contribution to
ambient light levels outside of the school property shall not

exceed 1 foot candle,

L2 Screening (i.e., trees, fencing, etc...) along the

boundaries of the athletic fields, tennis courts (on parking
structure), and parking structures (where appropriate) shall
be used to diffuse glare and spillover light. Screening shall
be of such height and density to intercept the line of sight
between the light fixtures and adjacent residential
properties.

L3 Parking Structures will be fitted with screens where
appropriate to prevent vehicle headlight glare onto adjacent
residential properties.

AQ1 PM,, Abatement. Through construction contracts,

ELAC shall ensure that best practices are employed to
reduce the creation of inhaleable dust particles during the
construction process. Abatement shall use measures
consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403, including site wetting,
covering of haul trucks and storage piles, and periodic
street sweeping. -

GS1 A California Certified Engineer and Geologist shall
conduct a detailed subsurface engineering
geologic/geotechnical investigation prior to completing
final design plans for each proposed project. The site-
specific geotechnical investigation should comply with the
Division of Mines and Geology, Special Publication 117
Guidelines _to avoid seismic_hazard impacts. _ The
investigation should recommend mitigation measures and
provide for an agency review of the investigation
procedures. The investigation should include soil borehole
logs to_. evaluated surface rupture, landsliding and
settlement potential. _The investigation report should
include recommendations for ensuring seismic safety on the
site_including ground improvements and shall be
considered by the State Architect in the approval of all
plans.

Significance After

Less than Significant Impact

Unavoidable Significant
Impacts Related to PM,,

No Significant Impacts

No Significant Impacts

2-9
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2.0 Summary

TABLE 2-1: SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES :

Potential Impacts

Removal of Buildings. Potential
Impacts from asbestos-
containing materials, lead paint,
and PCB containing units.

No Significant Impacts
Identified

Construction Noise:

Construction activity during the
hours of 7:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.
on weekdays, or 9:00 a.m. to
6:00 p.m. on Saturdays,
Sundays, or Holidays would
result in a significant noise

1mpact.

Mitigation Measures

HW1 Secondary containment is recommended beneath
metal drums used for waste liquids in the maintenance
operations area.

HW?2 For those campus facilities effected by the Master
Plan, lead-based paint testing should be conducted due to
the deteriorating condition of many painted surfaces. All
materials identified as containing lead shall be removed by
a licensed lead-based paint/materials abatement contractor,

HW3 For those campus facilities affected by the Master
Plan, asbestos sampling should be conducted to determine
if building materials used in the construction of the
structures in question have an asbestos fiber content. All
material identified as containing asbestos shall be removed
and/or_encapsulated by a licensed asbestos abatement
contractor as provided by the provisions of Rule 1403 of

the South Coast Air Quality Management District

(SCAQMD) Rules and Regulations

HW4 PCB_containing_units removed from buildings
affected by the Master Plan should be properly disposed of
as required by law.

None Required

round

N1 Construction activities (i.e., demolition

clearing, excavation, grading, laying of foundations,

structural and finishing activities) shall be conducted

between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on weekdays
and the hours of 9:00 am. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays,
Sundays, and holidays.

N2 For schools within 500 feet of a major construction site
on the ELAC campus, coordination must be undertaken
with the appropriate school district to define mitigation
measures _to_ substantially reduce construction noise
impacts. Such measures may include limiting hours of
construction _for noisy _construction _activities (i.e.,
excavation and finishing phases), limiting construction in
certain site areas to hours when the school would not be
affected, providing prior notification to_the school of
particularly noisy activities, substitution of electric powered
versus combustion engine powered equipment, and the use
of temporary shrouds or barriers may be considered.

N3 Change the timing and/or _sequence of the noisiest
construction operations (i.e., excavation and finishing
phases) to avoid sensitive times of the day.

Significance After
Mitigation

No Significant Impacts

No Significant Impacts

Mitigation Measures N1-N6
would reduce construction

related noise impacts to_a
less-than-significant level, but
intermittent disruptions
having _significant _impacts

and discernible noise changes
would remain.
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TABLE 2-1: SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Potential Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Significance After

Stadium Noise: Crowd noise

and public address system noise
could result in a significant
impact during stadium events.

N4 Use noise control devices, such as equipment mufflers,

enclosures, and barriers.

N5 Adjacent residents shall be given notification of major
construction activities and their duration. A sign, legible at
a distance of 50 feet, shall be posted on the construction
site_identifying a telephone number where residents can
inquire _about the construction process and register
complaints.

N6 Construction occurring within 1,000 feet of the Child
Development Center shall be limited to hours when the
Child Development Center would not be affected. The
Child Development Center shall be notified of particularly
noisy activities.

N7 _Prior_to implementation of improvements to the
Weingart Stadium, an acoustical noise analysis shall be
conducted to determine the need or requirement for the
construction of a sound wall to be located along the
perimeter of the Weingart Stadium, behind the top of the
bleachers, to achieve noise abatement within the vicinity of
the _stadium. The college shall implement the
recommendations and findings of the acoustical analysis.

N8 Events at Weingart Stadium should be limited between
the hours of 7:00 am. and 10:00 p.m. on a weekday or

weekend.

N9 Signs shall be posted in all parking areas indicating that
there are nearby residences or school activities and that lot
users are expected to refrain from making intrusive load

noises.

N10 The use of compressed air horns and similar noise
generating devices by spectators shall be prohibited. Signs
shall be posted within and outside of the stadium indicating

this restriction.

N11 Parking structures shall be designed to reduce noise
impacts on adjacent sensitive receptors by ensuing that the
sides facing sensitive uses are enclosed, surfaces shall be
chosen that will reduce tire squeal, and the implementation
ofa good neighbor signage program. Signs shall be posted
in all parking areas indicating that there are nearby
residences or schools and that lot users are expected to
refrain from making_intrusive loud noises, instructing
drivers to disable alarms while parking on_campus,
prohibition against tailgating and a posted speed limit. All
prohibitions shall be_strictly enforced by on-campus
security,

Less than Significant Impact
after Mitigation




East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan

Final EIR

Potential Impacts

Increased demand for Police
Service

Operational Traffic Impacts:
Significant traffic impact at
Bleakwood Avenue and Floral

Drive during PM peak hour, and
at Bleakwood Avenue and
Avenida Cesar Chavez during
PM peak hour.

Construction Related Traffic
Impacts

Special Events Impacts:
Infrequent traffic impacts to

intersection level of service,
residential access and on-street

TABLE 2-1: SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Mitigation Measures

PS1 ELAC shall implement security features (i.e,,
security cameras, improved lighting, maintenance of
landscaping, and security phone system) as proposed in
the Facility Master Plan.

PS2 ELAC shall design. in coordination with the
Monterey Park Police Department, and implement a
Special Event Security Plan. Issues addressed may
include, but not be limited to: security needs, emergency
evacuation procedures, and money handling issues.

T1 Install a traffic signal at the intersection of Bleakwood

Avenue and Floral Drive.

T2 At the intersection of Collegian Avenue and Floral
Drive, widen Floral Drive to provide a left-turn lane, a
through lane, and a shared through/right-turn lane on
eastbound approach. Restripe Floral Drive to provide two
eastbound departure lanes.

T3 The Project Manager or designee shall notify the
LAUSD Transportation Branch, Caltrans, LACMTA,
Montebello Transit and any other appropriate City or
County Department, to the extent that they are affected, of
the expected start and ending construction dates for the
various_portions_of the project that may affect traffic
through the areas.

T4 The contractors_shall avoid staging trucks and
equipment _along streets in the area to facilitate the
movement of buses during peak traffic hours.

T5 When possible, avoid heaviest construction traffic
between the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 8:00 a.m. and between
3:30 p.m. and 4:30 p.m. to minimize delays to the arrivals
and departures of buses.

T6 Prior to construction of the proposed parking facilities,
a detailed construction program, including construction
traffic_and_parking, and campus parking relocation (if
necessary), will be prepared. This plan will be submitted
for approval to the City of Monterey Park.

T7 To accommodate any additional need for parking during
construction, temporary parking and shuttle bus service will
be provided off-site as needed for those displaced parking
spaces only.

T8 Upon completion of stadium improvements, the College
shall, in_coordination with the City of Monterey Park,
implement a Special Event Traffic, Parking and Access
Management Program for major events (10,000 people or

2.0 Summary

Significance After
Mitigation

Less than Significant Impact

No Significant Impacts

Less than Significant
Impact. The future provision

of substantial additional on-

campus parking is expected

to reduce or eliminate these
concerns overflow parking

concems.

Less than Significant Impact
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2.0 Summary

TABLE 2-1: SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES |

Potential Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Significance After

parking during events.

Utility Demand Due To
Increased Enrollment:

Incremental increase to water
demand could contribute to

regional impacts to water

UTILITIES/SERVICE SYSTE!

eater). Specifics of this program should be finalized

based on actual scheduled events and anticipated
attendance. This _program _shall include a traffic
management plan which shall be developed in coordination
with the City of Monterey Park Police Department and the
Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department for major events.
This plan shall include directional signage to ensure

efficient traffic flow and traffic control officers to minimize
delays.

Such a Program could include, but not limited to, the
following elements:

. A traffic control plan, including traffic control

officers at campus access points, to direct and
control traffic during peak arrival and departure

times for stadium events.

° Information services to educate attendees about

recommended _access_routes and  parking
locations. Such a service could supply maps or
other information along with ticket sales and

s1gnage.

° Enhanced enforcement of off-site parking

violations, to address nearby resident’s concems
about increased traffic_and parking demands

° If necessary during events with expected high

attendance, satellite parking areas should be

identified. However, the current level of stadium

usage _would not suggest the need for this
measure on a regular basis.

e Provision of special event and school parking
separation (designated school parking areas).
° Provisions for alternative parking for attendees,

should on-campus parking_become full.

° Use of tandem, or stacked parking on campus

lots_and/or turf parking to handle overflow
during large stadium events.

T9 Upon completion of stadium improvements, provisions
shall be made for off-site parking and shuttle service as
needed to handle parking overflow during special events at
the Weingart Stadium.

Ul In undertaking the landscape improvements to the
campus_drought tolerant plants shall be used wherever
possible.

U2 As a water conservation measure, the proposed projects

Less than Significant Impact
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TABLE 2-1: SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Potential Impacts Mitigation Measures Significance After
Mitigatien
supply. shall be equipped with wastewater conservation fixtures
including low flow toilets.
Increase in solid waste U3 _A_recycling program shall be designed and | Less than Significant Impact
generation could contribute to implemented to reduce the amount of solid waste going to
regional impacts to landfill landfills, _This program shall promote the recycling of
capacity. newspaper, glass bottles, aluminum, bimetal cans and

P.E.T. bottles.

U4 Adequate recycling bins and chutes shall be provided at
appropriate locations with sufficient access for recycling

vehicles.
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Ynavoidable Significantdmpacts—Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on

the environment as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions
within an area affected by the project, including land, air, water, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of
historic or aesthetic significance.” In order to approve a project with unavoidable significant impacts, the
lead agency, Los Angeles Community College District, must adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations
(in accordance with 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines) indicating that the benefits of approving the proposed
project outweigh the negative environmental consequences. For this reason, the public benefits of the
proposed project must be clearly articulated.

Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts. Based on the analysis contained in thets Draft EIR, the

proposed project would create the following unavoidable significant impacts after the application of
mitigation measures:

° Air Quality Impacts Related Impacts—to PMIOPM,, from Construction, PM,,_emissions are
anticipated to exceed SCAOMD thresholds during the grading/excavation phase of the construction
eriod. Qverlapping construction could result in an exceedance of the SCAQOMD threshold for PM

102

. Noise Related Impacts from [ntermittent Disruptions during Construction

—Notse RetatedImpactsfrom-Stadiun Operation

Significant Impacts That Can Be Mitigated To Less-Than-Significant Level. Based on the analysis
contained in thets Draft EIR, the proposed project would result in the following significant impacts that can
be mitigated to less-than-significant levels:

0 Visual Impacts on Adjacent Residences

o Geological Impacts Related to Seismic Hazards

° Hazards Related to Removal of Buildings {Asbhestos, Lead, PCB’s)
o Event Traffic and Parking Impacts

o Utility Capacity Due to Increased Enrollment

* Noise Related Impacts from Stadium Operation

i:ess-Than—Signiﬁcant Or No Impact. Based on the analysis contained in thets Draft EIR and the Initial
Study-tAppendix#) for the ELAC Facilities Master Plan the following were found to result in a less-than-
significant impact or no impact:; _

. Agricultural Resources

o Biological Resources

e Cultural Resources

e Hydrology/Water Quality

. Land Use Compatibility

o Mineral Resources

. Population/Housing

° Scenic Resources

o Public Services-tPotice-ServiceduetoInereased-Enroltment; Fire-Access-Schools)
o Recreation

2.3 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

No areas of controversy or issues to be resolved by the decision-makers have been identified for this project.
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; 3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION .

3.1 BACKGROUND

The East Los Angeles College (ELAC) Facilities Master Plan has been developed to meet the overall needs
of students, the college community, and the general surrounding community. As the most populous and
second oldest college within the Los Angeles Community College District, ELLAC has experienced continued
and steady growth in student enrollment. The primary service area for the East Los Angeles College includes
nine communities covering an area of approximately 77 square miles (See Figure 3-1). Student enrollment
has grown by approximately 17 percent in the past ten years. In 1999 ELAC enrollment reached
approximately 17,197 students.

In anticipation of further acceleration in college population growth due to demographic changes and student
population increases at junior and high school levels, ELAC has entered into the master planning process
with a focused attempt at planning for future build-out of the college up to the year 2010. To meet
forthcoming instructional program and student services needs, the college has established a tentative priority
list for new facilities that will allow for a comprehensive plan to meet overall college, student, and
community needs. The priority list will be visited and updated annually in order to remain focused on the
actual need and demands of the college community.

3.2 PROJECT OBJECTIVE

The Master Plan is proposed to be undertaken in order to facilitate superior instructional delivery that the
ELAC students and the community need and deserve. The goals of the proposed project are drawn from
discussions with the Master Plan Steering Committee, and with participants from the administration, faculty,
staff, students, representatives from governmental agencies, and the community. The following facility goals
were developed from these campus-wide meetings and reflect the participants’ primary concerns:

o To have an inviting and enjoyable college campus;
° To have a safe and friendly college campus; and
o To be a community landmark.

It is also the concern of the administration that ELAC is unable to fully meet the educational needs of current
students due to overcrowding and inadequate facilities. Expansion would enable the college to accommodate
the expected increase in enrollment as it is ELAC’s goal to provide an improved learning environment.
Expansion would also result in technological improvements, aesthetic improvements, improved safety
through building improvements, lighting and adequate and convenient parking, and the ability to maintain
and/or increase course offerings and programs.

The Master Plan includes the expansion and improvement of the Weingart Stadium. This proposed project
is intended to encourage non-school related athletic events (i.e., professional soccer games). This increased
use in the stadium facilities would provide the college with the financial means to undertake continued
improvement to the college facilities.

33 PROJECT LOCATION

The East Los Angeles Community College is located at 1301 Avenida Cesar Chavez in the City of Monterey
Park in Los Angeles County. The ELAC campus is 5% miles east of Downtown Los Angeles.
Geographically, the ELAC campus is nestled at the base of two groups of hills, the Repetto and Montebello
hills, which cross from the northwest to the southeast of the six-mile area surrounding the college.
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Specifically, the ELAC campus is bounded by Avenida Cesar Chavez to the south, Collegian Avenue to the
east, Bleakwood Avenue to the west, and Floral Drive to the north.

Regional access to ELAC is provided by the Pomona (SR-60), Long Beach (I-710) and San Bernadino (I-10)
Freeways. The Pomona Freeway runs in an east-west direction, approximately 0.3 miles south of the college.
Access between the campus and the Pomona Freeway is obtained via Atlantic Boulevard. The Long Beach
Freeway runs in a north-south direction, approximately one mile west of the campus. Access to the campus
from the Long Beach Freeway is obtained via Floral Drive and Avenida Cesar Chavez. The San Bernadino
Freeway runs in an east-west direction, approximately 1.8 miles north of the campus. Access to the campus
from the San Bernadino Freeway is via Atlantic Boulevard (see Figure 3-2). -

The major streets serving the campus are Atlantic Boulevard, Eastern Avenue, and Garfield Avenue in the
north-south direction, and Avenida Cesar Chavez in the east-west direction.

The main access to the campus is off of Avenida Cesar Chavez entering onto the college’s Access Road.
This entrance is the only entrance oriented toward pedestrians. All other campus entrances are oriented
toward vehicular use. The primary access point to the main student parking facility, the Stadium Lot, is
provided by Avalanche Way via Floral Drive and Bleakwood Avenue. Secondary access to the campus is
provided by Floral Drive and Collegian Street.

3.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS
Existing Site Conditions

Originally, the ELAC site was used for agricultural purposes. The ELAC campus encompasses 82 acres.
Established in 1945, the campus is well developed with a mixture of temporary and permanent buildings (See
Figures 3-3 through 3-5). The campus maintains a variety of open and outdoor space. However, the campus
overall is suffering from deferred maintenance particularly the temporary buildings. (See Figures 3-6 and
3-N.

Buildings

The campus academic area, located on the eastern side of the campus, includes the Dr. Helen Miller Bailey
Library, Library Annex, classroom buildings, Ingalls Auditorium, Little Theater, Vincent Price Gallery, and
the Student Center. Temporary buildings are located within the academic area and are primarily used as
classroom space. The temporary buildings are wooden bungalows mostly installed in the 1950's. These
bungalows do not comply with current building and safety codes; are not adequately ventilated; and do not
contain air conditioning. Most of these buildings are not equipped for access by disabled persons.

Athletic and recreational facilities are located on the west and central-north edge of the campus. The athletic
and recreational facilities include the Swim Stadium, the Women’s and Men’s Gyms, and the Weingart
Stadium, which has a 20,400-seat capacity. A baseball field and tennis courts are located on the west site
of the campus. The campus police are also located on the west side of campus within the Weingart Stadium
(See Figures 3-8 and 3-9).

Existing Plant Facilities are located at the northeast end of campus at Floral Drive. Three temporary
buildings serve as storage for Plant Facilities. ‘

The most recent development on campus is a Child Development Center. The facility is located at the
southwest border of the campus on Bleakwood Avenue and Avenida Cesar Chavez.
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Corner of Collegian Avenue and Avenida Cesar Chavez, looking
northwest. -

Entrance to the campus on Avenida Cesar Chavez looking north.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

East Los Angeles College Facilities " FIGURE

g Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF CAMPUS ENTRANCE
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View looking east along Avenida Cesar Chavez. Guard Booth is on
frontage access road on the north side of Avenida Cesar Chavez.

Buses serving the campus, primarily stop along Collegian Avenue.

FIGURE 3-5

SQURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

Los Angeles College Facilities
Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF BUS AND ACCESS ROAD

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT




Landscaping at the corner of Floral Drive and Collegian Avenue
(northeast corner of the campus) is sparse and requires maintenance.

Seating northeast of the student park outside of classroom building
shows signs of wear.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

Los Angeles College Faciliies e
Masrer Plan IR PHOTOGRAPHS SHOWING

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT DEFERRED MAINTENANCE




g

Athletic field and basketball courts located east of tennis courts require
replacement. The basketball courts will be replaced with volleyball
courts, under the master plan.

Lecture Hall within center of campus. Walls and ceiling show signs of
deterioration.

SOURCE: Terry A, Hayes Associates

Fast Los Angeles College Facilities
Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF ATHLETIC FIELD
LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT AND CLASSROOM

FIGURE 3-7




> . s . .
View of baseball field on the west side of the campus. This view is
from the northeast looking towards the residential properties on
Bleakwood Avenue.

T

View of the baseball field looking southeast towards the campus.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

Fast Los Angeles College Facilities
Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF EXISTING

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT BASEBALL FIELD




Northeast Campus parking lot looking north towards multi-family
residential properties on Floral Drive.

g

View of Weingart Stadium from the multi-family residential units on
Floral Drive.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

East Los Angeles College Facilities FIGURE 3.9

Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF STADIUM PARKING
| LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT LOT AND STADIUM FACILITIES
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The ELAC buildings are generally one-and two story structures. Many of the buildings are more than 40
years old and require maintenance. More than 40 percent of the buildings on the campus are classified as
temporary structures. The ELAC campus contains two park-like areas. One park-like area is located near
the center of the campus within the academic uses and the second park is situated adjacent to Floral Drive,
to the east of the Weingart Stadium.

Parking

The campus provides 1,830 surface parking spaces in five major lots, three medium-sized lots, and curbside
parking along Avalanche Way and Access Road. The five major parking lots within the campus are:

° Pool Lot, located to the north of the natatorium and east of Weingart Stadium, in the center of
campus;

. Tennis Lot, located on Access Way, adjoining the tennis courts to the north;

. Northeast Lot, located at the corner of Floral Drive and Collegian Avenue;

° Southeast Lot, located at the comer of Avenida Cesar Chavez and Collegian Avenue; and

o Stadium Lot, located at the corner of Bleakwood Avenue and Floral Drive

The Northeast Lot located near the academic center of campus is often full. The largest parking lot is the
Stadium Lot, and it is typically underutilized due to the distance of the lot from the academic center of the
campus. Overall, the parking lots are poorly maintained and have inadequate lighting and are thus a safety
concern.

Overall Campus Conditions
Landscaping. Landscaping within the campus consists of overgrown, haphazardly placed, and irregularly
shaped trees and shrubs. Minimum landscaping exists along the edge of campus. Within the campus,

sidewalks are cracked, with occasional patches of bare dirt.

Technology. Upgrades in electrical and data line infrastructure for instructional, security, fire alarm, and
energy management systems are needed. Inaddition, many of the buildings on campus lack air conditioning.

Safety requirements. A majority of the buildings on campus do not meet current codes, such as seismic
safety, energy compliance, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

Surrounding Land Uses

Multi-family residential units are located to the north of the ELAC campus on Floral Drive. Single-family
units are located along the west and south side of the campus on Bleakwood Avenue and Avenida Cesar
Chavez. Robert Hill Lane Elementary School is situated on the south side of Avenida Cesar Chavez, across
the street from the ELAC campus. FwoFour shopping €centers are located to the east of the campus enoff
of Collegian Avenue. The Prado PlazaCenter is located on the north side of Avenida Cesar Chavez-and, the
Atlantic Square Shopping Center is located tothesouthrofAvenidaCesar-Chavezeast of Atlantic Boulevard
and the Monterey Galleria is located north of Floral Drive (See Figures 3-10 through 3-12). A fast food
restaurant is located on the corner of Avenida Cesar Chavez and Collegian Avenue and a gas station is
located to the east of the fast food restaurant.
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Residential units on the south side of Avenida Cesar Chavez across
the street from the campus. Residential properties are identified as
sensitive receptors in addressing air quality and noise impacts.

Single-family residential units on Bleakwood Drive (west of the
campus), looking northwest. These properties may also be particularly
affected by traffic generated by stadium events, and are also identified
as sensitive receptors in addressing air quality and noise impacts.

SQURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

| Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF RESIDENTIAL

| LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO CAMPUS




at the corner of Avenida Cesar Chavez and Bleakwood Avenue. This
use would be sensitive to air quality and noise impacts.

Robert Hill Lane Elementary School is located south of the ELAC
Campus off of Avenida Cesar Chavez. This use would also be sensitive

‘ to z_air quality and noise impacits.
Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF SENSITIVE

0S ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT RECEPTOR SCHOOLS
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3.5 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

ELAC is overcrowded and unable to adequately meet current educational requirements of the students.
Further, antlclpated growth is expected to aggravate the problems that ELAC is currently expenencmg In
order to meet the a 2 S OV

appmmnmfe}ﬁﬁmﬁ-memmenmﬂmem has been prepar ed

The Facilities Master Plan is intended to act as a guide for future development within the campus.
Improvements contemplated in the Master Plan will add approximately 433.149 square feet of space to the
ELAC facilities. The Master Plan will also include plans for air conditioning, infrastructure upgrade, and
landscaping. In order to meet the goals of the Facilities Master Plan, several projects have been proposed
(Sec Figures 3-13 t0 3-18):

o Technology Center - The purpose of this building is to consolidate and expand the operations of
the Architecture, Art, Broadcasting, Computer Science and Information Technology, Engineering,
Electronics, Journalism, Office Administration and Photography departments. These new facilities
will enable these departments to take advantage of modern technology. Further, the additional space
would address capacity for increased student population. The building, a 59,600=square=-foot98,065-
square-foot structure, will rise four stories. The Technology Center would enclose the northern
portion of the main courtyard and would be located north of the existing student park. This project
would replace several temporary buildings on the east side of campus.

o Comprehensive Fitness Center and Modernization of the Swim Stadium - The Comprehensive
Fitness Center will provide the campus with improved total fitness facilities which will be shared
by Men’s and Women’s Athletics and the community at large. This proposed project will modernize
the existing swim stadium and eliminate one of the two swimming pools, thus creating an 8,000-
square-foot floor exercise area. The existing bleachers will be modified to allow space to
accommodate exercise equipment. The locker Rooms and bathroom facilities will be updated to
meet current codes and standards.

° Performing and Fine Arts Center - This proposed project will be located along the eastern side
ofthe ELAC campus. This 126;506-square=foot] 19.270-square-toot facility will replace temporary
structures. The facility will include a gallery, exhibition space and a theater. The two-story building
will include a basement. The objective of this new facility is to consolidate and modernize existing
art-related facilities. The building will house the Art, Dance, Theater Arts and Music Departments.

. Volleyball Courts, Practice Football and Soccer Fields - Volleyball courts will be located on the
west side of the campus west of the proposed elevated tennis courts and parking structure. This
proposed project will add one full-sized field to the east of the existing field for football and soccer
practice. A retaining wall, which will allow the fields to be level, will be constructed along the east
side of the field, west of the men’s gymnasium.

° Student Services and Administration Building Additions - The proposed project will connect the
northeast and southeast wings of the Administration Buildings at the formal front entry of the
campus. Addition to the Library Annex are also proposed. The facility would contain the student
services functions that currently occur in temporary structures throughout the campus. This
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan 3.0 Project Description
Final EIR

proposed project will reconstruct approximately 36,700 square feet of existing space, and add
approximately 62,590 square feet of space.

o Modernization of Women’s Gymnasium - Rehabilitation of this 1961 concrete structure will
facilitate improved instructional delivery and provide up-to-date amenities for women currently not
available.

o Humanities Center - The proposed humanities center would be located to the north of the proposed

Performing and Fine Arts Center and encompass approximately 110,000 square feet (95,700 net new
square feet).

. New Women’s Athletic Field - This new field will be located on the north side of the campus
immediately east of the women’s gymnasium.

° New Plant Fauhtxes/ Storage - Atthenorthwest bide of the campus 1mmed1ately south of the 2.200-
arking structure, 40.000 square feet will be provided for plant facilities.

° Modernization of Weingart Stadium - The proposed project includes new seating at the east and
west ends of the playing fields, as well as new shower and locker facilities and other stadium
appurtenances below the new seating. The stadium currently seats 20,400 persons. With
implementation of the Master Plan the stadium would seat 30,000 persons. The field will be
expanded transforming the stadium into an international-size stadium suitable for professional
athletic games.

. Language Arts and Health Care - This 78,000-square-foot facility will be located on the northeast
side of campus in an area which is currently used for maintenance and storage. Two buildings are
included in this project: a new Language Arts building and an expansion of the existing nursing

building.

. Re-orientation of Baseball Field - Undertaken to restore the full outfield to the existing baseball
field.

. Remodel Student Center - The existing Student Center, situated to the east of the formal entry to

the campus, would be remodeled. No buildings would be removed for this project, and no increase
in floor area would occur.

e Air Conditioning, Infrastructure Upgrade, Landscaping, and Security Upgrades - These
improvements will primarily affect buildings that are not targeted for removal. Several buildings,
which are proposed to be removed under the Facilities Master Plan. will need improvements for
continued use in the short term as the proposed projects will be phased over a ten-year period.
Infrastructure improvements would be necessary to install air-conditioning units in existing facilities.
Infrastructure improvements include increasing electrical power to the amounts required to operate
the proposed air-conditioning units an structural improvements to support the new air-conditioning
units. Data line improvements are proposed to allow local area network throughout the campus.
Upgraded landscape features for the frontage road are proposed and will improve the campus
appearance by providing street frontage with consistent and well-maintained landscape along the
Avenida Cesar Chavez.campus entry.
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan 3.0 Project Description
Final EIR

(.

Fire safety, security features, and a campus-wide energy management system are incorporated into
this proposed project. As part of infrastructure upgrades and as an effort to improve security,
cameras and a public address system will be installed. Security cameras, monitored from the
security office, will be installed in strategic locations such as the parking areas. A public address
system is essential in case of the need for evacuation of students.

Math and Science Complex - This proposed facility will serve to consolidate the math and science
facilities and will replace many existing classroom buildings north of the Auditorium Building. The
proposed facility will encompass approximately 140,000 square feet creating an additional 79,704
square feet.

Parking - Additional parking will primarily be provided in four parking structures. Parking will also
be provided in a parking lot on the east side of the campus through the removal of existing parking

lots. Approximately 3,512 net new parking spaces will be provided-asextsting parking tots-wittbe
removed-imrorder-toconstruct parking stroctures.

1,350-Car Parking Structure (with Raised Tennis Courts and Campus Police Facilities) - This
proposed project will be located at the center of the campus near the Avenida Cesar Chavez
boundary of the campus, and will be used as preferred parking for a variety of campus activities, as
well as, future developments envisioned by the Facilities Master Plan. The proposed-projectfour
level structure will provide approximately 1,350 parking spaces. Fhis—structure—witclude
threeThree levels are above-ground and one subsurface level. The proposed project also mvotves
thecomstructiorrof tenntscourtsreplacmgincludes tennis courts on the top level. These tennis courts
are intended to_replace the existing tennis courts to-be-demotished-which witbetocated-at-theare
targeted for removal top—evet-of build the parking structure. This structure will also house the
campus police office.

1,000-Car Parking Structure - This structure will provide 1,000 parking spaces with-up-to four
levels above-ground and one level below-ground. This parking structure will be located near the
northwest corner of the campus.

2,200-Car Parking Structure - The proposed project will replace the existing surface parking lot
at the northwest comner of the ELAC with a new parking structure. The proposed project will
provide parking for approximately 2,200 vehicles with two levels above-ground and one subsurface
level;and, _This structure will house the plant facility’s office and shops.

300-Car Parking Structure - This 300-car parking structure will be located near the north boundary
of the campus east of the Weingart Stadium. This lot will replace the existing “pool” lot. This
structure will contain three levels above-ground and one level below-ground.

Removal of Bungalows - Approximately 40 percent of the buildings on campus are temporary
structures. At least five of these structures date back to World War II when they were used as
military housing before being moved to the campus in 1957. Additional bungalows were installed
on campus in the early 1970's to keep up with the growing student enrollment. However, the
bungalows are suffering from age and deferred maintenance. In addition, the buildings do not meet
current safety standards. In an effort to remedy this, a majority of the bungalows are proposed to

be removed (SeeFrgure 3=tand3=15)(See Figure 3-19 and 3-20).
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Bungalows, located in the southwest portion of campus
between the football field and tennis courts.

et

Bungalows, installed in 1957, formerly used as military barracks
in World War ll, located on the east side of the campus.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates

M East Los Angeles College Facilities FIGURE 3-19

Master Plan EIR PHOTOGRAPH OF TEMPORARY BUILDINGS
LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan

Final EIR

3.0 Project Description

The bungalows that are to remain will be upgraded. Table 3-1 identifies the bungalows that are

targeted for action.

TABLE 3-1: TEMPORARY BUILDINGS TARGETED FOR REMOVAL '

Building

Action

Relocatable Buildings

E-7 Media Production Center
E-8.1 Student Services

E-8.2 Classrooms

E-8.3 Classrooms

J-3 Community Services College
Development

K-6 Child Care Annex

K-9 Maintenance Storage
M-3 Storage

M-4 Classrooms

M-5 Classrooms

N-3 Restrooms

N-4 Classrooms

R-2 Classrooms

R-3 Electronics

R-5 Child Development Center
S-2 Journalism

T-3 EOPS and Speech
Department

T-4 Custodial Operations
U-2 Little Theater

U-3 Photography

U-5 Shipping and Receiving
Building

Non-Permanent Fixed
Structures

E-9 Women’'s Gymnasium

F-6 Art

F-7 Lecture Hall

F-8 Planetarium

G-5 Family and consumer Studies
Special Education

G-6 Physics

G-8 Architecture and Engineering
H-5 Earth Science

H-6 Life Science

H-7 Lecture Hall

H-8 Chemistry

H-9 Plant Facilities

K-5 Music

K-7 Music

K-8 Classrooms

SOURCE: TDM Architects

The bungalows north of the Student Park will be displaced with the new Technology Center. The bungalows
on the eastern portion of campus are also proposed to be replaced with the new Performing and Fine Arts
Center. The bungalows located between the football/soccer field and the Men’s Gym would be removed and
the football/soccer field would be extended into the newly available area.

Construction Phase
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan
Final EIR

3.0 Project Description

Net Added

Gross Estimated Year
Phase 1
Technology Center 98,065 40,253 2001
1,350-Car Parking Structure (with raised tennis 380.000 N/A 2002
courts)
Comprehensive Fitness Center and Modernization of N/A N/A 2002
Swim Stadium
Air-Conditioning and Infrastructure Upgrade N/A N/A 2002
Phase 2
Performing and Fine Arts Center 119,270 58,637 2003
Volleyball Courts, Practice Football and Soccer Fields N/A N/A 2003
Student Services and Administration Building 68,500 62,590 2005
Women's Gymnasium Remodel N/A N/A 2006

|
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan
Final EIR

3.0 Project Description

Gross Net Added Estimated Year
300-Car Parking Structure 120,000 N/A 2006
Humanities Center 110,600 95,700 2006
Phase 4
New Women'’s Athietic Field N/A N/A 2006
2,200-Car Parking Structure 880,000 N/A 2007
New Plant/Storage Facilities 43,000 28,116 2007
Modernization of Weingart Stadium 40,000 NIA 2007
Language Arts and Health Care Careers 78,000 67,149 2008
1,000-Car Parking Structure 400,000 N/A 2008
Rotate Baseball Field N/A N/A 2008
Phase 5
Remodel Student Center (International Student N/A N/A 2008
Center)
Landscaping and Lighting N/A N/A 2008
Math and Science Complex 140,000 79,704 2010
Removal of Bungalows N/A N/A Qngoing
Total Sguare Footage 2,473,835
SOURCE: TOM Architests.







East Los Angeles Community College Facilities Master Plan 4.0 Environmental Impacts
Final EIR

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS |

The environmental setting, impacts, and mitigation section of the EIR assesses the potential beneficial and
adverse impacts of the proposed East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan in the following areas, as
identified in the Initial Study and during the Notice of Preparation process:

o Aesthetics & Lighting

o Geology and Seismicity

o Noise

o Utilities/Service System

o Air Quality

° Hazards & Hazardous Materials
. Public Services

° Cultural Resources

o Land Use/Planning

e Transportation/Traffic

Analysis of each of these environmental issues is organized within the following five subsections:

Environmental Setting - A description of existing conditions, prior to the implementation measures
envisioned in the ELAC Facilities Master Plan, and a discussion of the policy and technical background
necessary for analysis of potential impacts.

Thresholds of Significance - The thresholds by which the Facilities Master Plan and subsequent
implementation projects are measured to determine if a project will cause a substantial, or potentially
substantial, adverse change in the existing environmental conditions.

Environmental Impact - An analysis of the beneficial and adverse effects of the Facilities Master Plan,
including, where appropriate, assessments of the significance of potential adverse impacts relative to
established criteria and thresholds (relative to existing conditions per CEQA).

Mitigation Measures - Wherever significant adverse impacts relative to existing conditions have been
identified under the preceding Environmental Impact section, appropriate and reasonable measures are

recommended to minimize impacts.

Impacts After Mitigation Measures - The impacts of the proposed project which would remain following
the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures.
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan 4.1 Aesthetics and Lighting
Final EIR

4.1 AESTHETICS & LIGHTING
EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The approximately 82-acre project site is located in a fully developed urban setting. Generally, the project
site and its vicinity varies between having relatively steep sloping and gentle sloping areas. The project site,
as well as its surrounding arca south of Floral Drive, gently slopes down in a north-south and west-east
direction (approximately a 30 foot change in elevation in each direction). The area to the north of Floral
Drive and west of Atlantic Boulevard has relatively steep slopes. There is an approximately 100 to 200 feet
change in elevation within a half mile north of Floral Drive. Although elevation on the East Los Angeles
College (ELAC) campus gently slopes downward in most areas, there are several areas within the campus
where steep slopes exists, such as Avalanche Way and near the Ingalls Auditorium.

The vistas of the surrounding neighborhoods overlook the ELAC campus. On Bleakwood Avenue, single-
family residential units overlook the baseball field and surface parking for Weingart Stadium. There is
minimal landscaping fronting Bleakwood Avenue. On Floral Drive there is predominantly two and three
story multi-family units that overlook Weingart Stadium, parking and classroom buildings. There are large
trees fronting Floral Drive east of the stadium extending to Collegian Avenue. These partially obscure some
of the views from the residential units. Collegian Avenue includes commercial strip centers which are
oriented east away from the campus. Surface parking lots front Collegian Avenue on the campus. On
Avenida Cesar Chavez there are predominantly residential units which are located across from the main
ELAC entrance, tennis courts, classrooms and parking structures. There is little landscaping located along
Avenida Cesar Chavez.

There are no existing state designated scenic highways within one mile of the ELAC campus. The two
designated scenic highways closest to the college are State Route 110 Arroyo Seco Historic Parkway and
Interstate 210 Foothill Freeway. Both are approximately seven miles away to the west and north
respectively.

Landscaping within the ELAC campus consists of trees, shrubs, and grass areas. Minor landscaping
surrounds the edge of the campus. In addition, cyclone fencing is located along several areas of the school’s
boundaries. The eastern portion of the Weingart Stadium is heavily landscaped with trees. The western
portion of the stadium consists of several trees and shrubs that has been shaped to spell “ELAC.”

Currently, open spaces are dispersed throughout the campus. Open space includes small courtyards adjacent
to classrooms, as well as several athletic fields, the campus entrance plaza, two park-like areas, and surface
parking lots.

- A park-like area, landscaped with trees, is located to the east of Weingart Stadium. The second park-like
area is known as the Student Park. This open space area is located to the south of three temporary buildings,
to the east of the Media Production Center, and to the north of the existing Business, Math, Social Sciences,
Foreign Languages Building. The Student Park is well maintained with several trees, and several pedestrian
walkways crosses the Student Park.

The athletic field located at the southwest corner of the campus along Bleakwood Avenue currently consists
of a baseball diamond and a football/soccer field. Several volleyball courts and tennis courts are located to
the east of the football/soccer field. A group of athletic fields, known as the Women’s Athletic Fields, is
located between the gymnasium and the Nursing Education Building within the center of campus and
adjacent to Floral Drive. This group of athletic fields are surrounded by mature trees.
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East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan 4.1 Aesthetics and Lighting
Final EIR

The campus entrance plaza, located on Access Way, between the Administration Building to the west, Bailey
Library to the north, and the Student Center to the east, is paved. This area is the main entrance to the
campus. Most of the surface parking lots are located along the edge of the campus. The campus has five
major surface parking lots: the Stadium Lot (located at the northwest corner of the campus), the Tennis Lot
(located on Access Way, adjacent to the tennis courts), the Southeast Lot (located at the corner of Avenida
Cesar Chavez and Collegian Avenue), the Northeast Lot (located at the corner of Collegian Avenue and
Floral Drive), and the Pool Lot (located to the north of Natatorium and east of the Weingart Stadium).
Several trees are scattered throughout the Stadium and Northeast Lot. In addition, a few trees line the outer
edges of each of the five parking lots. Landscaping around the campus varies from being well maintained
in some areas to patchy and deteriorated in other areas.

Existing Aesthetic Conditions

The campus can be characterized as aging, with nearly all buildings in need of repair. A majority of the
buildings on campus have been constructed prior to 1973 (approximately 93 percent) and are in poor
condition. The eastern portion and several areas of the campus consist of mostly bungalows, which had been
set up on campus as early as the 1950s. These bungalows were placed on campus for use as temporary
classrooms-and laboratories. The bungalows have occasionally been moved to different locations within the
campus, but have not been replaced by permanent buildings.

Structures within the project area are one to two stories in height and do not cast shadows on the adjacent
residential properties. The only building located on the western boundary of Bleakwood Avenue is the Child
Development Center. The Child Development Center is a one-story building that has a setback of
approximately 50 feet from Bleakwood Drive. This 50 foot setback is such that a shadow is not cast on
adjacent land uses. The Women’s Gymnasium, Plant Facilities, and the Weingart Stadium, which is cut into
a hill, is located adjacent to Floral Drive. These structures are adjacent to the multi-family residential units
to the north. However, these structures are situated below the residential buildings. The residential buildings
sit approximately 15 feet above the stadium and, thus, shadows are not cast onto the adjacent residential
uniats.

Existing Lighting Conditions

Lighting levels in the project vicinity are typical to the light levels of similar suburban areas in Los Angeles.
Currently, the nighttime ambient light level is low to moderate for the surrounding neighborhoods and there
isno direct light emitted from the college onto any residential neighborhoods or commercial properties. The
ambient light in the surrounding community is predominantly the result of vehicle headlights, street lights
and commercial lighting along the major arterial streets surrounding the college. In addition, security and
signage lighting from the college and residential lighting add to the total ambient light levels.

The Weingart Stadium, which has a 20,000 seat capacity, is nestled into the hillside on the north side of the
campus and is a major source of light during events. The stadium is used year round for football, soccer,
track and field, and other special events. There are six main lighting structures attached to Weingart
Stadium. They are located at the top of the stadium behind the bleachers. There are three light standards on
the north and south sides of the field with 27 high-intensity lights on each. Currently, the lights do not
include any visors or shields to prevent glare, however they are focused onto the field and do not emit any
direct light into the surrounding neighborhoods. Because the stadium is situated lower than the existing
grade on Floral Drive, the lighting structures are located almost level with the top of the apartments and
residential units located on the north side of Floral Drive. The apartments and residential units are
predominantly two and three stories overlooking the stadium. Lighting for the stadium is based upon the
scheduling of sports and other events, however, the college closes at 10:00 p.m. and lighting is turned off.
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Lighting for surrounding commercial land uses is limited to ornamental signs, security lighting, and lighting
for surface parking. Lighting at the ELAC campus is below average and has many dark and poorly lit areas.
The lighting consists primarily of security lighting, signage, parking and walkway lights. No buildings are
constructed of reflective materials, which may be a source of glare.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

A significant visual and aesthetic impact would result if:

. The proposed project would have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect on the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surrounding,

° The proposed project would result in lighting being cast on adjacent residential property,

o The proposed project would entail buildings with surface areas that are highly reflective,

° The proposed project would result in buildings that would cast shadows on adjacent residences or

other sensitive outdoor uses (such as swimming pools) for more than three hours during the day.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The proposed Facilities Master Plan would result in changes to the aesthetic and visual characteristics of the
college. However, the planned improvements would not result in any unmitigable impacts. The following
is a summary of the planned projects and changes to the existing conditions.

Aesthetics

Landscaping Impacts. The Facilities Master Plan does not propose construction or any changes to the park-
like area to the east of Weingart Stadium, the Student Park, and the campus entrance plaza. The addition of
trees along pedestrian walkways, the perimeter of the campus, and along building exteriors are proposed.
There are no impacts associated with the landscaping improvements.

Aesthetic Impacts Related to Construction of Parking Structures. Parking structures will replace surface
parking in the Stadium Lot, Tennis Lot, Pool Lot, and the eastern portion of the Northeast Lot. Construction
of the parking structures would result in the removal of trees that are located within the parking lots.
However, replacement landscaping including trees and grass will be provided along the perimeter of the new
2,200-car parking structure at the Stadium Lot. In addition, the southern portion of the Stadium Lot will be
replaced with a building for plant facilities/storage. The surface parking at the Tennis Lot and the tennis
courts north of the lot will be replaced with a 1,350 car-parking structure. Tennis courts will be provided
at the top level of the parking structure, resulting in no loss of tennis facilities.

The eastern section of the Northeast Lot will be replaced with a 1,000-car parking structure. Additional
landscaping will be added along the edge of the remaining surface parking at the Northeast Lot. The
bungalows at the eastern portion of the campus will be removed to extend the surface parking from the
Southeast to the Northeast Lot. In addition, a 300-car parking structure will be built just east of Weingart
Stadium.

The four planned parking structure improvements are located predominantly on the perimeter of the campus.
Because these structures will be at least three stories tall, they will change the line of sight for the
surrounding residential neighborhoods. However, no impacts will be associated with the parking structures.
Table 4.1-1 summarizes the changes in line of sight after the parking structures are erected.
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TABLE 4.1-1: DESCRIPTION IN CHANGES OF LINE OF SIGHT

Planned Existing Line of Sight New Line of Sight
improvement

P-1 Parking Tennis courts and street level parking | Parking structure with tennis courts on
Structure & Tennis top

Courts

P-2 Parking None Structure is located just east of
Structure Weingart Stadium and behind large

trees that front Floral Dr. Residential
units on Floral sit above street and will
not have view blocked by small parking

structure
P-3 Parking Residents at intersection of New parking structure will partiaily
Structure Bleakwood Ave. and Floral Dr. can impair view of stadium and baseball
see Weingart Stadium and the fields for a handful of residential
baseball park properties
P-4 Parking None Residential units located near
Structure intersection of Floral Dr. and Collegian

Ave. face the surface parking lots and
large trees fronting Floral Dr. The
parking structure will be nestled
between two large buildings

SOURCE: Arellano Associates.

Field Improvements. The women’s athletic field will be expanded on the south side into the existing slope.
The athletic fields (consisting of the baseball and football/soccer field) located at the southwest portion of
the campus would also be expanded. The baseball field would be rotated such that home plate is located at
the southwest portion of the field, restoring the full outfield that was previously reduced for the Child
Development Center. The football/soccer field would extend to the east, replacing the bungalows and
handball courts to the east of the field. This would expand the existing football/soccer field by one full size.
To expand the field, as well as to level the field, a retaining wall will be constructed along the east side of
the fields. No impact will result from the proposed field improvements.

New Building Impacts. The new Technology Center will replace the temporary buildings to the north of
the Student Park. The Performing and Fine Arts Center will replace the multiple temporary structures located
on the east side of the campus allowing the southern parking lot along Collegian Avenue to be expanded to
more than double its current capacity. Located just north of the Fine Arts building will be the new
Humanities Center structure which will replace the existing Music Buildings. The Language Arts and Health
Care building is located on the north east corner of campus in an area currently used for maintenance and
storage facilities. There will be two buildings including an expansion of the existing nursing building and
anew Language Arts building. In addition, the Math and Science Complex will replace many of the existing
classroom buildings north of the Auditorium Building.

The tallest building included in the planned improvements is four stories in height. Buildings will be built
with materials similar to existing structures on campus including non-glare materials. The buildings being
proposed are primarily located on the interior of the campus and would not significantly impact any line of
site for the surrounding neighborhoods. Furthermore, the proposed buildings are compatible with the
existing structures on campus and will not result in an impact.
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The following table (See Table 4.1-2) summarizes the planned improvements and the aesthetic and visual

characteristics.

4.1 Aesthetics and Lighting

TABLE: 4.1-2:  AESTHETIC AND VISUAL IMPACTS

Planned Improvement

Aesthetics:
Stories/Height/
Materials

Lighting:
TypelHeight/
Quantity

Comments

Technology Center

4 stories above + 1
below/concrete block;
precast concrete &
stucco

Not Applicable

Low voltage accent
lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings + water feature
at the entrance

P-1 Parking Structure
&
Tennis Courts

3 stories above + 1
below/concrete with
screens on streetside

Tennis courts will be lit
with directional lighting
using visor shields

Low voltage accent
lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings

Soccer Fields

around perimeter

Performing and Fine 2 — 3 stories Plaza lights 12— 16’ Low voltage accent

Arts Center pedestrian intensity lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings + water feature
at the plaza level

Practice Football and | On grade Pedestrian lighting Not Applicable

Student Services &
Admin Building

Addition to existing 1
story building (fill in
existing courtyard)

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Modernization of
Swim Stadium

Humanities Center 3 — 4 stories Not Applicable Low voltage accent
lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings

Fitness Center & 1 story Not Applicable Not Applicable

P-2 Parking Structure

3 stories above + 1
below/

concrete with screens
on street side

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Women’s Athletic
Field
Improvements

Field improvements
and expansion on
south side

Pedestrian lighting

Not Applicable

Modernization of
Women’'s
Gymnasium

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Not Applicable
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4.1 Aesthetics and Lighting

TABLE: 4.1-2: AESTHETIC AND VISUAL IMPACTS

Planned improvement

Aesthetics:
Stories/Height/
Materials

Lighting:
Typel/Height/
Quantity

Comments

P-3 Parking Structure
& New Plant Facilities

Parking — 3 stories;
plant — 2 stories +
basement/concrete
with screens on north
& west side

Not Applicable

Low voltage accent
lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings

Stadium
Modernization

Match existing height/
concrete

Pedestrian lighting

Low voltage accent
lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings

Language Arts &

2 — 3 stories

Pedestrian Plaza

Low voltage accent

Concrete

Health Care lighting 12’ — 16’ high lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings

Student Center No new square Not Applicable Not Applicable

Remodel footage/

modernize existing
P-4 Parking 3 stories + basement/ | Not Applicable Low voltage accent

tighting may be
introduced on some
buildings + landscaping

Landscape Frontage
Road

Pedestrian lighting per
campus and city
standards

Beautification of the
campus along Avenida
Cesar Chavez

Math & Science
Complex

3 story + basement/
concrete; stucco

Pedestrian lighting in
courtyard

Low voltage accent
lighting may be
introduced on some
buildings + water feature
in courtyard

SOURCE: Areilano Associates.
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Lighting

Plan Implementation Impacts. The proposed Facilities Master Plan also proposes lighting improvements
throughout the campus to provide a sense of security. Lighting throughout the campus would be consistent
to discourage dark or poorly lit areas. Pedestrian walkways and parking areas are of particular concern.

Parking Structure Impacts. There will be four new parking structures added to the college. These
structures will include security lighting which will not emit glare into the surrounding neighborhoods. There
may be a small amount of glow that will result from the parking structures potentially slightly raising the
ambient night light levels in the surrounding neighborhoods. Vehicles parking in the structure will not emit
any direct light into the neighborhoods due to the screens that are part of planned mitigation. This will not
result in any glare into the surrounding community. No impacts will result from implementation of these
structures.

Athletic Field Impacts. The most prominent lighting improvements associated with the planned projects
in the new Master Plan include the improvements to the Athletic fields, courts and the stadium. At the
Weingart Stadium lighting improvements will be limited to increased pedestrian lighting on the east and west
side of the stadium. This improvement will not result in any glare to the surrounding community, but will
add increase glow to the existing ambient levels.

The 1,350 car parking structure will include tennis courts on top of the three-story structure. High intensity
directional lighting will be used to light the courts. This will result in glare and glow to the residential units
located along Avenida Cesar Chavez. Visors and glare shields will be recommended to control this impact.
In addition, practice football and soccer fields and the women’s athletic field will be expanded. Additional
pedestrian lighting will be added to the perimeter of these fields. This will not result in any glare to
surrounding neighborhoods, but glow will be added to the ambient levels.

New Building Impacts. Various new building will be built within the campus removing a variety of existing
substandard structures. Lighting will be used as accents to the new structures and security lighting installed.
This will result in a positive improvement to the existing conditions which include dark and unsecure areas.
The lighting associated with the new buildings will not result in glare or glow to the surrounding community.
No impacts are associated with these improvements.

MITIGATION MEASURES

L1———All high-intensity light standards associated with the tennis courts, athletic fields and/or stadium
expansion shall be fitted with visors and glare control devices such that all light is focused on the
fields, and glare and spittspillover light onto adjacent properties is minimized-to-the-greatestextent
feasible.  Spillover and glare shall be routinely monitored by—EEA€—and any—necessary
adustmentslights adjusted and/or repairsshatt be—made repaired by ELAC to ensure that spittover
amd glalc are-matrtatied-at-tevels bpcuiﬁcd mrthe pxu_jcut }ishﬁug p}au. ELAC’s contribution to
ambient light levels outside of the school property shall not exceed 1 foot candle.

L2 _l Cllblll&, dlUllb UIC UULUIU.CII lbb Uf t}lU auucub llblub, LClllllb LUUdl LD, Pdll\[llg bll ubLulUb \WLK.JC
aPPlU})l ldLC) blldll UC blllCIU_CU dL au LIIU.CB bukAI Uldl Ty J.XBIIL gCIICl aLCU U.y LUC nguuug DLL U\/I.Lll Ly Lail
+ 4o 4] T 41 £, 4l 1 pu M b R DU P + ) S, | ke
l_}DllCleLU uuuugu |2 Loy L w2 L0l o LIXCILU)’ ICUUL/IIIB Dplll llgll\.lllg UITTUSTUCTITTAT })lUpCl UICST
L2 Screening (1... trees, fencing. etc...) along the boundaries of the athletic fields, tennis courts (on

parking structure), and parking structures (where appropriate) shall be shieldedatatttimessuchthat
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to intercept the line of sight between the light fixtures and adjacent residential properties.

i3 Parking Structures will be fitted with screens where appropriate to prevent vehicle headlight glare
onto adjacent residential properties.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES
No unavoidable significant impacts are anticipated to result from implementation of the proposed project

with regard to aesthetics or lighting. Implementation of the mitigation measures listed above would reduce
potential impacts to less than significant levels.
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4.2 AIR QUALITY
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Climate

Regional The climate of the project site vicinity, as with all of Southern California, is controlled largely by
the strength and position of the subtropical high pressure cell over the Pacific Ocean. This high pressure cell
maintains moderate temperatures and comfortable humidity, and limits precipitation to a few storms during
the winter wet season. Temperatures are normally mild, except during the summer months, which commonly
bring substantially higher temperatures. Winds in the project area are usually driven by the dominant
land/sea breeze circulation system. Regional wind patterns are dominated by daytime on-shore sea breezes.
At night, the wind generally slows and reverses direction, traveling toward the sea.

Southern California experience frequent temperature inversions. Inversion occurs when pollutants are
trapped under a layer of still air, preventing pollutants from moving away from the area. Inversions may be
either ground-based or elevated. Ground-based inversions are more severe during clear cold early winter
mornings. Under conditions of a ground-based inversion, very little mixing or turbulence occurs and high
concentrations of primary pollutants may occur in proximity to the source of emissions, along local and
majorroadways. Elevated inversions can be generated by a variety of meteorological phenomena. Elevated
inversions act as a lid or upper boundary and restrict vertical mixing. Below the elevated inversion
dispersion is not restricted. Mixing height for elevated inversions are lower in the summer and are more
persistent. This low summer inversion puts a lid over the South Coast Air Basin, and is responsible for the
high levels of ozone observed during the summer months.

Local. Although the entire South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) share similar overall climatic features, differences
exist throughout the region because of topographic features and distance from the ocean. The City of
Monterey Park is inland, therefore, spring and summer days in the city are less subject to clouds or fogs than
coastal cities. In addition, days in the city are warmer.

The nearest air monitoring station with meteorological data is recorded at the Downtown Los Angeles
Monitoring Station (approximately 4.4 miles northwest of the project site). Predominant wind direction is
from the southwest. Calm winds (less than two miles per hour) occurs approximately 7.9 percent throughout
the year. Average wind speed in the vicinity is approximately 5.39 miles per hour.

Air Quality Management

The proposed project is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), a 6,600-square-mile area
encompassing Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino
counties. Air quality control in the SCAB is regulated by federal, state, and regional control authorities. At
the federal level, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is involved in local air quality planning
through the Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA), as amended by the CAA Amendments of 1990. The Federal
CAA sets timetables for attaining the national ambient air quality standards. Under National Standards, the
SCAB/Los Angles County has been designated as a non-attainment area for ozone, carbon monoxide,
nitrogen dioxide and PM,,, and as an attainment area for sulfur dioxide. Federal CAA deadlines for attaining
carbon monoxide, PM,,, and ozone standards in the SCAB are 2000, 2005, and 2010, respectively. At the
state level, the California Clean Air Act (CCAA) of 1988 set air quality planning and regulatory
responsibilities for the SCAB. The California Air Resources Board (CARB) 1s responsible for coordinating
efforts to attain and maintain ambient air quality standards and conducting research into the causes of, and
solutions to, air pollution problems. The CARB is charged with controlling motor vehicle emissions. The
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CARB, in fulfilling its obligations under the California Clean Air Act, has designated the Los Angeles
County portion of the SCAB as an attainment area for nitrogen dioxide and sulfur dioxide. The CARB has
designated the Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB as non-attainment for ozone, carbon monoxide, and
PM,,. Non-attainment areas were required to adopt plans in 1991 to meet state standards, and to revise these
plans every three years. Unlike the Federal CAA, the California CAA has no attainment deadlines.
California’s ambient air standards are more stringent than national standards for the same pollutants.

The SCAB is jurisdictionally the responsibility of the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) and CARB. The SCAQMD sets and enforces regulations for stationary sources in the basin.
The SCAQMD and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) have responsibility for
preparing the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), which contains measures to meet state and federal
requirements. The AQMP is intended to bring the SCAB into compliance with state air quality standards.
Designated portions of an AQMP, which is prepared or subsequently revised to comply with the national
ambient air standards, are submitted to CARB for incorporation in the SIP with plans and regulations from
other air quality management and air pollution control districts in the state. When approved by CARB and
the EPA, the AQMP becomes part of the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for the SCAB. The SIP is a
collection of AQMPs for all air basins within the state.

Existing Air Quality. Two air monitoring stations are within the vicinity of ELAC. The Central Los
Angeles Monitoring Station is located at 1630 N. Main Street, in Los Angeles, approximately 4.4 miles
northwest of the project site. The Pico Rivera Monitoring Station is located approximately 6.5 miles
southeast of the project site, at 3713-B San Gabriel River Parkway, in Pico Rivera. The two stations monitor
ozone (O,), carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen dioxide (NO,). However, sulfur dioxide (SO,) and
particulates (PM,,) are only monitored at the Central Los Angeles Monitoring Station. Table 4.2-1 shows
the number of violations recorded at the two station during the 1997-99 period, as well as, the state and
national ambient air quality standards for each pollutant. The mostrecent monitoring data (1999) for the two
stations indicate that, with the exception of 0zone and PM,,, there were no exceedences of the federal or state
standards as they pertain to each of the criteria pollutants monitored. During the 1997-99 period, CO and
NO, concentrations were higher at the Central Los Angeles Monitoring Station than at the Pico Rivera
Monitoring Station. With the exception of 1999, Pico Rivera Monitoring Station recorded a higher
concentration of O, than at Central Los Angeles Monitoring Station.

TABLE 4.2-1: AIR QUALITY SUMMARY FOR STUDY AREA MONITORING STATION 1997.1999

Central Los Angeles Pico Rivera
Federal and State
Pollutant Period Standard 1997 1998 1999 1997 1998 1999
Ozone 1-Hour Days > 0.12 ppm ¢ 5 1 6 10 0
(Federal Standard)
Days > 0.09 ppm 6 17 13 18 31 6
{State Standard)
Maximum 0.120 | 0.148 ] 0.128 § 0.133 | 0.183 | 0.119
Concentration
Carbon 8-Hour Days > 9 ppm 0 0 0 0 0 0
Monoxide (Federal Standard)
Days > 9 ppm (State 0 0 0 0 0 0
Standard)
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TABLE 4.2-1; AIR QUALITY SUMMARY FOR STUDY AREA MONITORING STATION 1997-1999
Central Los Angeles Pico Rivera
Federal and State

Poliutant Period Standard 1997 1998 1999 1997 1998 1999
Maximum 7.80 6.18 6.37 6.10 6.07 5.50
Concentration

Nitrogen 1-Hour Days > 0.25 ppm 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dioxide (State Standard)
Maximum 0.198 | 0.170 ) 0.212 | 0.149 | 0.140 | 0.155
Concentration

Sulfur 24-Hour | Days > 0.14 ppm 0 0 0 n/a n/a n/a

Dioxide (Federal Standard)
Days > 0.04 ppm 0 0 0 n/a n/a n/a
(State Standard)
Maximum 0.011{ 0.006 | 0.010 n/a n/a n/a
Concentration

PM,, 24-Hour | Days > 150 pg/m?® 0 0 0 n/a n/a n/a
{Federal Standard)
Days > 50 pyg/m?® 15 11 19 n/a n/a n/a
(State Standard)
Maximum 102 80 88 n/a n/a n/a
Concentration

fal All values are in parts per million (ppm) except for PM,,, which is measured in micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m®).

SOURCE: California Air Resources Board.

Existing Carbon Monoxide (CO) Concentrations. Carbon monoxide concentrations are typically used as
the sole indicator of conformity with the California Ambient Air Quality Standard (CAAS) because: (1) CO
levels are directly related to vehicular traffic volumes, the main source of air pollutants; and (2) CO
concentrations and characteristics can be modeled using State recognized methods. In other words, the
operational air quality impacts associated with a project are generally best reflected through the estimated
changes in related CO concentrations. The background level of CO is typically defined as the average of
second-highest eight-hour readings over the past three-year period. Based on recorded monitoring data at
the Central Los Angeles station, the existing eight-hour background concentration is estimated to be 5.74
ppm for eight hour concentrations. Assuming a typical persistence factor of 0.7, the estimated one-hour
background concentration would be 8.21 ppm.'

Vehicular traffic is the main source of CO. Therefore, the highest concentrations of CO is generally found
along sidewalks, as CO is a very localized gas. CO dissipates quickly under normal meteorological
conditions, which means that CO concentrations decrease substantially as distance from the source
(intersection) increases. CO concentrations were evaluated along the sidewalks at the seven study
intersections most affected by the proposed project and have the worst levels of operation and delay. It is
at these locations that carbon monoxide concentrations would be the highest. For each of the seven

! Persistence factor is the ratio between the eight hour and one hour second annual maximum CO concentrations
measured at a continuous air monitoring station. A persistence factor of 0.7 is typically used in urban areas.
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intersections modeled, traffic related contributions were added to the background conditions discussed above.
One-hour and eight-hour CO concentrations adjacent to these intersections were estimated using the
CAL3QHC dispersion model, which was developed by the US Environmental Protection Agency. This
model utilizes EMFAC 7F emissions factors, meteorological data, traffic volume, speed, and vehicle mix
inputs. Existing conditions at the study intersections are shown in Table 4.2-2. Currently, no intersection
exceeds the state one-hour standard of 20 ppm. However, four intersections exceed the state eight-hour
standard of 9 ppm. Of the four intersections that exceed the state standard, two intersections (Atlantic
Boutevard/CesarBoulevard/Avenida Cesar ChavezAventte and Atlantic Boulevard/Floral Drive) are located
within one block east of the campus. SR-60 Freeway westbound off-ramp/1st Street and Atlantic Boulevard
intersection is located approximately 0.13 miles south of the campus. I-710 northbound on-ramp/Ford
Avenue and Floral Drive intersection is located approximately 0.8 miles west of the campus.

TABLE 4.2-2: EXISTING CARBON MONOXIDE (CO) CONCENTRATIONS (parts pef million)

CO Concentration at Nearest Sidewalk

1-Hour (State 8-Hour (State

Standard = 20 Standard =9
Intersection ppm) ppm)
-710 NB On-Ramp/Ford Avenue & Floral Drive 13.8 9.7
Bleakwood Avenue & Floral Drive 11.8 83
Bleakwood Avenue & Avenida Cesar ChavezAvenue 121 8.5
SR-60 Freeway WB Off-Ramp/1st Street & Atlantic Boulevard 13.9 9.7
Atlantic Boulevard & Avenida Cesar Chavez-Avente 14.2 10.0
Collegian Avenue & Fioral Drive 111 7.8
Atlantic Boulevard & Floral Drive 14.0 9.8
Note: 1-Hour and 8-Hour carbon monoxide concentrations for the intersection |-710 NB On-Ramp/Ford Avenue & Floral Drive are based on AM
peak hour traffic conditions. All other carbon monoxide concentrations are based on PM peak hour traffic conditions.
SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, Kaku Associates.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Air quality impacts of a project can be separated into two categories: short-term impacts due to construction
and long-term permanent impacts due to project operations. The proposed project would have a significant
air quality impact if;

° Daily construction or operation emissions were to exceed SCAQMD thresholds for carbon monoxide
(CO), reactive organic gas (ROG), nitrogen dioxide (NO,), sulfur oxide (SO,) or particulates (PM,,).
Table 4.2-3 lists the thresholds for each of these pollutants.

° The proposed project would cause a violation of the California Ambient Air Quality Standard
(CAAS) for either the one-hour or the eight-hour period, which are 20.0 parts per million (ppm) and
9.0 ppm, respectively. If there are currently violations of the CAAS, then a 1.0 ppm increase for the
one-hour period, and a 0.45 ppm increase for the eight-hour period would be considered a significant
mmpact.
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o The proposed project is not consistent with the South Coast AQMP because it would result in
emissions greater than the SCAQMD thresholds or increase the number and severity of air quality
violations at sensitive locations within the project area.

TABLE 4.2-3: SCAQMD DAILY EMISSIONS THRESHOLDS (in pounds per day)

Pollutant Construction Operations

Carbon Monoxide 550 550
Reactive Organic Gas 75 55
Nitrogen Oxides 100 55
Sulfur Oxides 150 150
PM,o 150 150
SOURCE: SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993,

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Construction Impacts

Construction of the proposed projects in the Facilities Master Plan are anticipated to occur between the years
2002 and 2010. Because the actual construction schedule is speculative, a hypothetical worst-case
construction scenario was developed. The development of the Technology Building will require the most
buildings to be removed, thus this development was used to determine daily construction emissions during
the demolition phase of construction. It is assumed that the buildings and bungalows would be demolished
on-site. The construction of the 2,200-car parking structure and new Plant Facilities was used to calculate
daily construction emissions during the grading/excavation and foundation phase since these developments
would require the most grading, excavation, and foundation.

Daily emissions for the proposed project are calculated based on the procedures contained in the SCAQMD
CEQA Handbook. Construction emissions for the proposed project were calculated based on the amount of
demolition, area of grading, volume of excavation, size of footprint for foundations, maximumallowable size
of structure to be built, and total days construction that is anticipated to occur. The calculations encompass
emissions from the use ofheavy-duty equipment, earth loading and unloading, paving, architectural coatings,
construction worker vehicle trips, and haul truck travel on both paved and unpaved surfaces. Table 4.2-4
shows worst-case construction emissions for the proposed project. Because the daily emissions numbers
provided in Table 4.2-4 represent worst-case scenario, emissions on most construction days for each
proposed development are expected to fall well below the thresholds for each pollutant. Emissions of CO,
ROG, NOy, and SOy are not anticipated to exceed SCAQMD thresholds on any days during the construction
period. However, as indicated in Table 4.2-4, PM,, emissions are anticipated to exceed SCAQMD thresholds
during the grading/excavation phase of the construction period. Thus, a significant impact would result.

Construction phases for some of the developments proposed in the Facilities Master Plan could potentially
overlap, and increase emissions during certain days. Based on Table 4.2-4, overlapping construction is not
likely to exceed SCAQMD thresholds for CO, ROG, NOy, and SOy. However, overlapping construction
could result in an exceedance of the SCAQMD threshold for PM,,,.
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TABLE 4.2-4: CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS (pounds per day)
Pollutants
Carbon Reactive Nitrogen Sulfur (Mitigated)
Monoxide Organic Gas Oxides Oxides Particulate
Construction Phase {CO) {ROG) {NO,) (SO, Matter (PM,,)

Demolition /a/ 17 3 31 2 23
Grading/Excavation /b/ 35 8 52 3 180
Foundation /b/ 22 3 25 2 16
Maximum 35 8 52 3 180
SCAQMD: Thresholds 550 75 100 | 150 ¢ l 150
Exceed Thresholds? No No No No Yes
/a/ Emissions were based on the development of the Technology Center. Assumes targeted buildings will be removed.
/b/ Emissions were based on the development of the 2,200 car-parking structure and new Plant Facilities.
NOTE: Assumes proper implementation of dust abatement measures consistent with AQMD Rule 403.
SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, see Appendix C.

The proposed project is subject to the provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403-Fugitive Dust, which restricts
visible emissions from construction. This rule would reduce the amount of particulate matter entrained in
the air as a result of construction activities at the project site. Under Rule 403, a person conducting activities
capable of generating fugitive dust is required to use the applicable best available control measures to
minimize future dust emissions from fugitive dust source types, which are part of the activities. Rule 403
prevents fugitive dust that is visible in the atmosphere from an active operation, open storage pile, or
disturbed surface area from being emitted in the atmosphere beyond the property line of the emissions source.
In addition, Rule 403 requires the bulk material, which has been tracked-out by the fugitive dust generating
activity, on the public paved roadways to be removed within one hour. The removal of the track-out of bulk
material onto public paved roadways within one hour. At the end of each work day, all visible roadway dust,
generated by the fugitive dust generating activity, is required to be removed from public paved roadways.
Rule 403 also states that at least one of the options in Table 3 of the rule needs to be implemented.

SCAQMD Rule 403 would reduce PM,, emissions generated by construction activities. Implementation of
mitigation measures would further decrease construction emissions, such that emissions would be reduced
to the maximum extent feasible. Reductions in PM,, emissions during the foundation phase is negligible.

Operations Impacts

Long-term project emissions would be generated by motor vehicles (mobile sources). Air quality impacts
for the operations phase was estimated by using the California Air Resources Board’s URBEMIS7G
operational emissions model, which considers the type of land use, vehicle mix, and average trip lengths.
The traffic report prepared by traffic consultant, Kaku Associates, indicates that the proposed project is
anticipated to generate approximately 5,410 daily trips (see Section 4.9 of this report). The results, shown
in Table 4.2-5, show that operational emissions are not anticipated to exceed SCAQMD significance
threshold for any criteria pollutants.
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TABLE 4.2-5: DAILY OPERATIONS EMISSIONS (POUNDS PER DAY} ‘
Poliutant
Project CO ROG NO, PM,,

East Los Angele

s Facilities Master Plan 232 23 74

Exceed Threshold?
SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, URBEMIS 7G Output, 2000; See Appendix C.

Carbon-Monexide Hot Spot Analysis

CO Concentrations from Street Intersections. Overall, CO concentrations are expected to be lower than
existing conditions in the year 2015 due to stringent state and federal mandates for lowering vehicle
emissions. Although traffic volumes would be substantially higher in the future with and without
implementation of the proposed project, CO emissions from vehicles are expected to be much lower due to
technological advances in vehicle emissions system and turnover in the vehicle fleet.

As indicated in Table 4.2-6, year 2015 “no project” conditions (i.e., ambient growth plus cumulative
projects, but does not include the proposed project) one~hour CO concentrations at study intersections would
range from 5.0 to 6.6 ppm, and eight-hour concentrations would range from 3.5 to 4.6 ppm. The greatest
increase in CO concentrations attributable to the addition of project-generated traffic is expected to occur
at the intersection of Atlantic Boulevard and Floral Drive, where the one-hour concentration would increase
from 6.2 ppm to 6.7 ppm, and the eight-hour concentration would increase from 4.4 ppm to 4.7 ppm.

Since CO is a gas which disperses quickly, CO concentrations at sensitive receptor locations are expected
to be much lower than CO concentrations at sidewalk locations, which is the model in this analysis. As
shown in Table 4.2-6, no impact is expected at the analyzed sidewalk locations, thus no significant increase
in CO concentrations at sensitive receptor locations are expected, and no significant impacts would occur.

Weingart Stadium-CO Concentrations Due to Traffic Generated by Events. The proposed Master Plan
project includes the modernization and expansion of the existing Weingart Stadium located near the
northwest corner of the campus. Primary stadium parking is located to the west of the stadium at the corner
of Bleakwood Avenue and Floral Drive. The stadium expansion will result in an increase in the number of
seats from the existing 20,000 seats to 30,000 seats for a 50 percent increase in capacity.

The utilization of the stadium will be essentially characterized as a “special event” and generally occurs on
Friday evenings and weekend afternoon and/or evenings. Thus, the effects of the stadium expansion on the
surrounding intersections and neighborhood streets were examined for a Friday evening and a Saturday
afternoon/evening. Events occurring on these days were judged to be typical of the type of events to be
expected at the stadium. Kaku Associates has prepared a supplemental traffic analysis (See Appendix G)
to address the potential impacts related to the expansion and upgrade of the Weingart Stadium. The
supplemental traffic analysis is more focused and is designed to address “special event” impacts, thus two
intersections were identified for analysis: Avenida Cesar Chavez Avenue/Bleakwood Avenue and Floral
Drive/Bleakwood Avenue.
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TABLE 4.2-6: FUTURE (2015) CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS AT PROJECT AREA

INTERSECTIONS (ppm)

1-Hour Concentration 8-Hour Concentration
State Standard = 20.0) (State Standard = 9.0)

No No
Intersection Project Project | Change | Impact? | Project | Project | Change | Impact?

I-710 NB On- 5.6 57 0.1 No 3.9 40 0.1 No
Ramp/Ford
Avenue & Floral
Drive

Bleakwood 5.0 50 0.0 No 3.5 35 0.0 No
Avenue & Floral
Drive

Bleakwood 5.0 5.0 0.0 No 3.5 3.5 0.0 No
Avenue &
Avenida Cesar
Chavez-Avente

SR-60 Freeway 6.6 6.7 0.1 No 4.6 4.7 0.1 No
wB Off-
Ramp/1st Street
& Atlantic
Boulevard

Atlantic 6.0 6.0 0.0 No 4.2 42 0.0 No
Boulevard &
Avenida Cesar
Chavez-Aventue

Collegian 5.1 5.1 0.0 No 3.6 3.6 0.0 No
Avenue & Floral
Drive

Atlantic 6.2 6.7 0.5 No 4.4 47 0.3 No
Boulevard &
Floral Drive

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, CAL3QHC (carbon-monoxide dispersion) modei printouts contained in Appendix C.

Asindicated in Table 4.2-6, implementation of the Master Plan would result in weekday one- and eight-hour
carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations of approximately 5.0 and 3.5 parts per million (ppm), respectively,
at the two intersections. According to the supplemental traffic analysis, project traffic additions to the street
segments is considered minimal and the level of service (LOS) on the key intersections will not change.
Because these intersections operate at an improved LOS during the time periods examined the one- and
eight-hour CO concentrations during stadium events is expected to fall below 5.0 and 3.5 ppm, respectively.
CO concentrations at the two intersections would not exceed the State one- and eight-hour standard of 20
and 9.0 ppm, respectively. No significant impacts are anticipated.

CO Concentrations from Parking Lots. The proposed project would increase parking spaces on campus
by constructing four new parking structures. CO emitted from the parking structures would potentially
impact nearby sensitive receptors. The largest parking structure that would be constructed on the ELAC
campus 1s the 2,200-car parking structure, which is located at the corner of Floral Drive and Bleakwood
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Avenue. Among the four parking structures proposed in the Facilities Master Plan, the 2,200-car parking
structure is the closest to residential units.> The parking structure would consist of three stories, of which
one of the stories is subterranean. CO emissions from vehicles are higher during cold starts (starting a
vehicle after its engine has been turned off for a few hours) than during hot starts (starting a vehicle before
the engine has time to cool down). During morning peak hour, a majority of the vehicles entering the campus
have been operating for a few hours, and thus a majority of the vehicles on campus would be operating under
hot start conditions. However, more students would be leaving campus in the evening than in the morning.
Thus, there would be a higher volume of vehicles that are operating under cold start conditions during the
evening hours. Table 4.2-7 shows CO concentrations at certain distances from the parking structure. As the
table shows, areas within approximately 60 meters (197 feet) of the parking structure would exceed the State
one hour CO standards, and areas within approximately 120 meters (394 feet) of the parking structure would
exceed the State eight hour CO standards. Thus, nearby residential units that are within approximately 120
meters of the parking structure would be significantly impacted.

TABLE 4.2-7: CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS AT VARIOUS DISTANCES FROM 2,200-

CAR PARKING STRUCTURE (ppm)

Distance from Exceed 1- Exceed 8-
Parking Structure 1-Hour Concentration 8-Hour Concentration Hour State Hour State
{meters) (State Standard = 20.0) {State Standard = 9.0) Standard? Standard?
15 20.6 144 Yes Yes

30 23.8 16.7 Yes Yes

60 26.2 18.3 Yes Yes
120 16.8 11.8 No Yes
240 10.9 7.6 No No
Note: Calculations assume that 40 percent of the vehicles are entering the parking structure, and 60 percent of the vehicles are leaving the parking
structure,

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, see Appendix C.

Consistency with the Air Quality Management Plan

The AQMP for the South Coast Air Basin has been prepared by the SCAQMD to ensure that the basin attains
the objectives of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards as well as the California Ambient Air Quality
Standards. Criteria for determining consistency with the AQMP is defined in Chapter 12, Section 12.2 and
Section 12.3 of the South Coast Air Quality Management District’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook.

Consistency Criterion No. 1: The proposed project will not result in an increase in the frequency or severity
of existing air quality violations or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay the timely attainment of
air quality standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the AQMP.

SCAQMD methodologies require that an air quality analysis for projects include forecasts of project
emissions in a regional context during construction, and in a regional as well as local context, during project
occupancy. The analysis above shows that daily construction and operations emissions are not anticipated
to exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds.

*Residential units adjoins the proposed 2,200 parking structure to the north and west. The residential units are
approximately 60 feet from the project site.
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This consistency criteria pertains to pollutant concentrations, rather than total emissions, as distinguished
by the SCAQMD. The SCAQMD has identified CO as the best indicator pollutant for determining whether
air quality violations would occur, because CO is most directly related to automobile traffic. As shown in
the analysis above, the proposed project would not result in a violation of the State CO concentration
standards. Thus, the proposed project is considered consistent with the Consistency Criterion No. 1.

Consistency Criterion No. 2: The proposed project will not exceed the assumptions in the AQMP in 2010
or increments based on the year of project buildout phase.

The growth assumptions, generated by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), is
based on the General Plans of cities located within the SCAG region. The proposed project is a service
institution, and thus, implementation of the proposed project would not directly result in the growth of
population, housing, and employment.

MITIGATION MEASURES

AQ1 PMIO Abatement. Through construction contracts, ELAC shall ensure that best practices are

emploved toreduce the creation of inhaleable dust particles during the construction process. Abatement shall
yse measures consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403, including site wetting, covering of haul trucks and storage

piles, and periodic street sweeping.
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IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

With the implementation of the above mitigation measures, construction related impacts related to PM,,
would not be reduced to less-than-significant levels.
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4.3 CULTURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Monterey Park was once inhabited by the Shoshone Indians now known as the Gabrielinos. Gabrielino is an
European term, the name applied to Indians living in the vicinity of the Spanish mission of San Gabriel in
historic times, and by extension to those living in the area— broadly speaking, the Los Angeles basin—in late
prehistory. The East Los Angeles College (ELAC) campus is located in Monterey Park. The campus and
the surrounding area was previously used for agricultural purposes.

On the ELAC campus there are several permanent structures built prior to 1950 throughout the campus.
Buildings over 50 years of age are generally suspect and should be considered for historical significance.
There are also buildings designated as temporary that exist on campus that are over 50 years of age. These
temporary buildings are wooden bungalows originally located at the old Santa Ana Army Base. These
bungalows were used as military housing and date back to World War II. Five of these structures are still
in use on campus. These buildings, which were relocated to the campus in 1957, are currently used as
classrooms and/or storage facilities. The buildings are wood-framed bungalows with painted wood siding,
wood-framed panelized windows, and gable roofs with asphalt roof shingles.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed project would have a significant impact on cultural resources if:

e The proposed project has the potential to disturb areas that are considered to be archaeologically or
paleontologically sensitive;
. The proposed project would remove buildings or places listed on or eligible for either the National

Register of Historic Places or the California Register of Historic Resources, locally designated
landmarks, or have the potential to remove or affect buildings constructed prior to 1949; and

. The proposed project has the potential to disturb or affect sacred areas that are known to the
archaeological resource centers, the Native American Heritage Commission, or to tribal descendants
of Native Americans.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Historic Resources include but are not limited to, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record,
manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic agricultural, education, social, political, military, or cultural annals of
California.

A record search of the East Los Angeles College campus was conducted by the South Central Coastal
Information Center at California State University, Fullerton on July 13, 2000. The search included areview
of all recorded historic and prehistoric archacological sites within one-half mile radius of the project site,
as well as, known cultural resource survey and excavation reports. The record search indicates that four
archaeological surveys and/or excavations have been previously conducted within one-half mile radius of
the project area. No known prehistoric or historic archaeological artifacts exist on or within one-half mile
of the project site. The record search has determined that there are no National register of Historic places
properties, California Historical Landmarks, California State Historic resources, California points of
Historical Interest or City of Los Angeles Historic cultural monuments within a half-mile radius of the
project site.
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A search of the area was conducted by the California Native American Heritage Commission. A record
search of the Sacred Lands file failed to indicate the presence of Native American cultural resources in the
immediate project area (See Appendix D).

“A resource that is not listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historic
Resources, not included in a local register of historic resources, or not deemed significant in a historical
resource survey may nonetheless be historically significant, pursuant to public resources code section
21084". The Facilities Master Plan proposes to replace several temporary buildings (bungalows) with
permanent buildings. Buildings built before 1950 may be considered for eligibility as a state or national
historic place. Buildings or bungalows on campus, which are considered as a historic landmark by the State
or National Register of Historic Places, will be required to be incorporated in future developments.

An evaluation of the bungalows has found that any historical integrity that the bungalows may have retained
has been lost due to the move of the bungalows from the Santa Ana Military base. This is due to the fact that
the buildings have lost all basic historic connection. These buildings have undergone various changes over
the years to maintain their use as classroom and administrative facilities.

An evaluation of all permanent buildings on campus has been conducted for potential Historical Significance.
Analysis has determined that two buildings on campus are at least 50 years old. There are no proposed
changes to these buildings. It should also be noted that these buildings have not been identified as
historically significant. Furthermore, construction of proposed projects is not anticipated to cause damage
to any other buildings other than those intended to be destroyed or remodeled. Thus, no impact to historical
resources 1s anticipated.

MITIGATION MEASURES

As no potential significant impacts have been identified, no mitigation measures are required.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

The proposed project is not anticipated to have significant adverse impacts on cultural resources.
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4.4 GEOLOGY AND SEISMICITY
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Geologic Materials and Soil Characteristics

The project site is located in Monterey Park within the Los Angeles County. The topography of Los Angeles
County is widely varied and includes mountains, valleys, coastal plain and desert areas. Monterey Park is
in the southerly part of the most dominant mountain range in Los Angeles County, the San Gabriel
Mountains. Monterey Park has two different topographical areas. The northern Portion of the city is valley
floor and the central section consists of moderate relief hills.

Based on review of the Los Angeles County Soil Survey General Report and Soil Map the site has been
identified with Altamont Diablo Soil Association. Specifically, the site is underlain by artificial fill and
alluvial soils. The artificial fill consists of dark brown and brown mottled, clayey silt with sand and pebbles.
The alluvial soils consist of flood plain deposits of dark brown to brown clayey, sandy tilt and brown silty
sand with some gravel. Holocene age alluvial deposits could be prone to liquefaction if groundwater is
locally perched in the shallow unconsolidated Holocene age alluvial. Drainage at the site is by sheet flow
to the south. The campus is located on a nearly level area with mild slopes. Site elevation is 300 feet above
mean sea level. Groundwater depth in the area is at 225 feet.

Seismicity

The project site is not within a state designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone for surface rupture
hazard. There are however several faults in the vicinity of the site. By definition, an active fault is one that
has had surface displacement within Holocene time (about the last 11,000 years). A potentially active fault
is a fault that has demonstrated surface displacement of Quaternary age deposits (last two million years).
Inactive faults have not moved in the last two million years.

The Elysian Park Blind Thrust fault is less than one mile from the project site. This fault constitutes the most
significant ground motion hazard to the project site (See Table 4.4-1). The Elysian Thrust, originally defined
as the Elysian Park Fold and Thrust Belt, was once postulated to extend northwesterly from the Santa Ana
Mountains to the Santa Monica Mountains, extending westerly and paralleling the Santa Monica-Hollywood
and Malibu coast Faults. The Elysian Park Fold and Thrust Belt is presently known as the Elysian Park
Thrust, and is now believed to be smaller in size, only underlying the central Los Angeles Basin. This fault
zone was responsible for the 1987 Whittier Narrows earthquake.

The Raymond Fault is an oblique-slip fault and is not known to be active. This fault is five miles away from
the project site. The Santa Monica-Hollywood Fault Zone is eight miles away and is a reverse fault system
that has not been active since the Holocene. The Whittier-Elsinore Fault Zone is a major right lateral strike-
slip fault system approximately one mile away from active project site and in the Holocene (11,000 years
ago). Other nearby faults are the Newport Inglewood Fault, the Sierra Madre Fault, the Verdugo Fault, and
the San Gabriel fault. These faults are thought to have lower potential.
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TABLE 4.4-1: CAPABLE FAULTS
Maximum
Moment Distance
Fault Magnitude From Site Type of Fauit
Elysian Park Thrust 6.7 | Lessthan 1 | Blind Thrust fault
mile
Newport Inglewood Fault 6.9 | 12 miles Major right lateral, strike-slip
fault
The Raymond Fault 6.7 | 5 miles Oblique-slip fault
Santa Monica-Hollywood Fault 6.4-6.6 | 8 miles Reverse fault system
Zone
Whittier-Elsinore Fault Zone /a/ 6.8 | 1 mile Major right lateral strike-slip fault
system
/al The moment magnitude is denoted by Mw. it takes into account both the energy released and the amplitude of a distant earthquake. The
commonly used Richter Scale is not used because it is known to saturate at higher magnitudes and does not correlate well with other fault
parameters such as fault length and slip rate.
SOURCE: California Division of Mines and Geology. Probabilistic Seismic Hazard Assessment for the State of California; Appendix A, Table 182
California Faults.

Landslide

A landslide is the descent of earth and rock down a slope. Some areas are at higher risk for landslides due
to inherent instability. This instability is generally caused by a steep slope or unstable soil composition.
Heavy rainfall, flooding, or ground movements such as earthquakes can induce landslides. The March 25,
1999 Seismic Hazard Zones Map lists areas which have been identified as landslide hazard zones. Review
of the Map identified two landslide zones near the project site. (See Figure 4.4-1). A landslide zone was
located on the northwest border of the college campus north of the Weingart Stadium. The second landslide
zone was identified adjacent to the campus near the northeast border of the campus.

Liquefaction

Liquefaction is essentially the transformation of the soil to a liquid state. Liquefaction is a phenomenon in
which the strength and stiffness of a soil is reduced by earthquake shaking or other rapid loading.
Liquefaction potential has been found to be the greatest where the groundwater level is shallow, and loose,
fine sands occur with a depth of about 50 feet or less. Significant factors that affect liquefaction include
water level, soil type, particle size and gradation, relative density, confining pressure, intensity of shaking
and duration of shaking. A review of the March 25, 1999 Seismic Hazard Zones Map has indicated that
there are no liquefaction zones located within or adjacent to the site.

Tsunamis, Inundation, and Seiches

Tsunamis are usually caused by displacement of the ocean floor causing large waves. Tsunamis are typically
generated by seismic activity. A seiche is a standing wave in an enclosed or partly enclosed body of
water. Seiches are normally caused by earthquake activity, and can affect harbors, bays, lakes, rivers
and canals. Inundation is flooding caused by tsunamis or seiches. The site is not located within a coastal
zone or within 1/4 mile of a body of water; therefore, tsunamis, inundation or seiches are not potential
hazards.
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Volcanic Hazards

The project site is not subject to any known volcanic hazards. The nearest location of voleanic activity is
more than 100 miles away (Amboy and Pigsah Craters, Little Lake, and the Coso Mountains).

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed project would be considered to have a significant effect if associated construction activity
resulted in the following geologic hazard on the proposed project area:

o Potential for failure of new construction due to loose saturated sand or soft clay, and/or cobbles and
large boulders obstructing excavation;

° Potential for ground rupture and damage to the project resulting from seismic activity; and

e Potential for liquefaction, settlement, lateral spreading and/or surface cracking and probable
attendant damage to structures resulting from earthquake induced ground shaking.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Seismicity

The ELAC campus is not within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. However, the site is situated
above the Elysian Park Thrust Fault. The site could be subject to strong ground shaking as the result of an
earthquake on this fault. There is potential for ground shaking to have a significant impact on the proposed
development.

Movements on any of the previously described active and potentially active faults could cause strong
groundshaking at the site. Ground motions have been postulated for the site corresponding to the Design
Basis Earthquake (DBE) as having a 10 percent probability for exceedance during a 50-year time period.’
The estimated peak ground acceleration for the DBE is 0.48g. Ground motions for the site for an Upper
Bound Earthquake (UBE) is postulated as a 10 percent chance of exceedance in 100 years. UBE is defined
in Section 1629.2.6 of the 1995 California Building Code as “the motion having a 10 percent probability of
being exceeded in a 100-year period of maximum level of motion which may ever be expected at the building
site within the known geologic framework.” The estimated peak ground acceleration for the ELAC site is
0.58g. Both the calculated ground motion for the Upper Bound Earthquake and the Design Basis Earthquake
greatly exceeds the envelope of the 1998 California Building Codes (CBC).?

The potential effects of groundshaking will be reduced to a less-than-significant level by designing the new
ELAC facilities to resist strong ground motions approximating the Design Basis Earthquake standards and
the associated ground accelerations expected to occur in the vicinity of the project site. Potential impacts
from groundshaking will be further reduced through proper engineering design and conformance with current
City and State seismic building and development code requirements.

! Design Basis Earthquake standards as identified in the 1997 Uniform Building Code Section 1627, 1629.1, 1631.2
for Residential and Commercial.

% See Appendix A - Comments to Notice of Preparation. From Robert Sydnor, California Certified Engineering
Geologist. C.D.M.G. Note 48 - Checklists for the Review of Geological Seismic Reports for California Public Schools,
Hospitals, and Essential Services Buildings. July 1, 2000.
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Landslides

Landsliding can occur due to seismic groundshaking. Because there is a state designated landslide zone on-
site (northwest part of site), impacts are anticipated.

Other Seismic Impacts

The likelihood of other geologic hazards (tsunamis, inundation, seiches, liquefaction, or slope instability)
impacting the site are considered very low and no significant impacts to the project would be expected.

MITIGATION MEASURES

GS1 A California Certified Engineer and Geologist shall conduct a detailed subsurface engineering
geologic/geotechnical investigation prior to completing final design plans for each proposed project.
The site-specific geotechnical investigation should comply with the Division of Mines and Geology,
Special Publication 117 Guidelines to avoid seismic hazard impacts. The investigation should
recommend mitigation measures and provide for an agency review of the investigation procedures.
The investigation should include soil borehole logs to evaluated surface rupture, landsliding and
settlement potential. The investigation report should include recommendations for ensuring seismic
safety on the site including ground improvements and shall be considered by the State Architect in
the approval of all plans.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

Implementation of the mitigation measures identified above would reduce impacts associated with seismic
hazards to a less-than-significant level.
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4.5 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

A Phase One Environmental Site Assessment was conducted of the East Los Angeles College (ELAC)
campus and selected buildings on October 5, 2000 by Property Condition Consultants (See Appendix E).
The purpose of the assessment was to attempt to uncover past or present environmentally related events that
negatively impact the ELAC campus. Research included a governmental records search, research of permits,
interviews, review of historical and aerial photographs and other supporting documentation and an on-site
mspection.

The assessment uncovered the existence of a 6,000-gallon underground storage tank (UST). The 6,000-
gallon UST is currently in operation in the maintenance shop on the north portion of the campus. The tank
conforms to current State of California regulation for UST systems.

A 6,000-gallon UST was appropriately removed in 1991 from the maintenance area with nominal
contamination found.

A 10,000-gallon UST was abandoned in place in 1991 near the auditorium. Formal closure was authorized
by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works.

Hazardous materials are stored and utilized as part of the maintenance operations conducted on campus.
These include lubricating oils, paint, and solvent. These appear to be stored and utilized appropriately.

Hazardous waste is generated as a result of maintenance operations conducted on the campus. These include
oil, filters, paints, and solvents. Manifest information and site inspection evidenced appropriate storage and
removal.

Hazardous materials use and storage is located in the north-central maintenance shop area. There was no
indication of hazardous waste storage problems in the area of the maintenance shop or on the entire campus.
An underground storage tank is also located in this area. Drums of PCB containing lighting ballasts, waste
oil and filters are stored in metal drums on this yard. There is also a paint spray booth located in the shop
buildings.

Poly-chlorinated biphenyl(PCB). PCB containing transformers were banned in 1976 by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA). Several transformers were observed on site but appeared to
be in satisfactory condition. PCB’s may also be found in capacitors and fluorescent lighting unit ballasts.

Asbestos Materials. Asbestos containing building materials were widely used in structures built between
1945 and 1980. Common asbestos-containing building materials include vinyl flooring and associated
mastic, wallboard and associate joint compound, plaster, stucco, acoustic ceiling spray, ceiling tiles, heating
system components and roofing materials. Commercial/industrial structures are affected by asbestos
regulations if damage occurs or if remodeling, renovation or demolition activities disturb asbestos-containing
building materials. The structures on the property in question were constructed between 1950 and the
present. Asbestos containing building materials are likely to be identified in types of building targeted for
removal. Building materials suspected of having an asbestos content include floor tiles and linoleum, plaster
walls, wallboard, ceiling tiles, exterior stucco and roofing materials. These were observed in damaged
condition.
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Lead Paint. Lead paint was primarily utilized from the 1920's to 1978. There is a strong likelihood of lead-
based paint historically used in some of the structures on the ELAC campus. Lead-based paint is likely to
be identified on wood components used in the construction of the wood frame bungalows. This was
observed to be in flaking condition. Commercial/industrial structures are affected by lead-based paint
regulations if damage occurs or if remodeling, renovation or demolition activities disturb lead-based paint
surfaces.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed project would have a significant impact if:

o The proposed project would expose daytime and/or residential populations to health hazards; and
° The proposed project would entail a risk of explosion or release of hazardous substances.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

There are no apparent environmentally-related concerns regarding the current or historic operations
conducted on the project site. There are no apparent concerns regarding the migration of subsurface
contamination from off-site sources. An environmentally-related concern is noted regarding the project site
due to the likely presence of building materials containing asbestos. During the site survey, paint chips were
observed on windowsills and around building exteriors. There is an environmentally related concern of the
existence of lead-based paint used in older buildings on the campus. The present underground storage tank
is a continued source of environmental concern by virtue of its existence. However, there was no evidence
to indicate that immediate action to an environmentally-related concern was needed.

Construction Impacts

The demolition and/or renovation of any structures with asbestos containing materials or lead-based paint
would have the potential to release these substances into the atmosphere if these substances are not properly
stabilized or removed prior to demolition activity. This could result in a significant impact.

Operation Impacts

Operation of the expanded ELAC campus would continue as it currently does. All potentially hazardous
materials would be stored, handled and disposed of in accordance with all applicable federal, state, and local
regulations. Consequently, campus operations would not be expected to pose any significant risks related
to accidental release of hazardous materials due to the expansion of the campus. Operational impacts would
be less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

HW1 Secondary containment is recommended beneath metal drums used for waste liquids in the
maintenance operations area.

HW2 For those campus facilities effected by the Master Plan, Lead-based paint testing should be
conducted due to the deteriorating condition of many painted surfaces. All materials identified as

containing lead shall be removed by a licensed lead-based paint/materials abatement contractor.

HW3  For those campus facilities effected by the Master Plan, asbestos sampling should be conducted to
determine if building materials used in the construction of the structures in question have an asbestos
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fiber content. All material identified as containing asbestos shall be removed and/or encapsulated
by a licensed asbestos abatement contractor as provided by the provisions of Rule 1403 of the South

Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rules and Regulations

HW4 PCB containing units removed from buildings effected by the Master Plan should be properly
disposed of as required by law.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

Implementation of the mitigation measures identified above would reduce impacts associated with hazardous
waste to a less-than-significant level.
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4.6 LAND USE & PLANNING

Existing Environmental Settings

The East Los Angeles College (ELAC) campus encompasses approximately 82 acres in the City of
Monterey Park. The ELAC campus is bounded by Avenida Cesar Chavez to the south, Collegian Avenue
to the east, Bleakwood Avenue to the west, and Floral Drive to the north. The ELAC campus and its
surrounding environment are fully developed.  The surrounding neighborhood can be described as
primarily residential. The college has operated in its current location since 1945.

Land uses to the immediate north of the ELAC campus consist primarily of multi-family residential units.

Single-family residential units are located to the west with single-family and multi-family residential
units located to the south of the campus. and-south-of-the-eampus: An elementary school (Robert Hill
Lane Elementary School) is located between the single family residential units on Avenida Cesar Chavez.
In addition, a mathematics and engineering building, which is part of the ELAC, is located immediately to
the west of the elementary school. Commercial land uses adjoins the ELAC campus to the east. Land
uses in the commercial area consist of restaurants, retail stores, and banks.

Existing uses within the ELAC campus include two parks, classrooms, lecture halls, library, planetarium,
student center, administrative offices, parking lots, storage, Women and Men’s Gymnasium, Child
Development Center, Ingalls Auditorium, Little Theatre, Weingart Stadium, Vincent Price Gallery, Plant
Facilities, and Student Center.

Land Use Plans
Regional

SCAG s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide. The ELAC campus is located within the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) region. SCAG has prepared the Regional
Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) to serve as a framework to guide decision-making with respect
to the growth and changes that can be anticipated by the year 2015 and beyond. At the regional level, the
goals, objectives, and policies in the RCPG are used for measuring consistency with adopted plan.
However, the city and county governments have the authority and responsibility for land use and other
critical planning decisions. The relationship of SCAG policies to the proposed development alternatives
1s shown in Table 4.6-1.

Local

The City of Monterey Park General Plan 2000 Land Use Element designates the ELAC campus as R1
(single family residential). Adjacent land uses are zoned R-3 (high-density multiple residential) to the
north, R1 to the west, R-1 and R-2 (Medium-Multiple Residential) to the south, and SC (shopping center)

to the east.

Thresholds of Significance

The proposed project would have a significant land use impact if:

o The proposed project is not consistent with the goals and objectives, and/or land use designations
and zoning of the City of Monterey Park General Plan.
° The proposed project is not consistent with the goals and objectives, and/or land use designations

and zoning of the applicable environmental plans and land use plans, such as the Southern
California Association of Governments Comprehensive Regional Plan,
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o The proposed project would create conflicts or nuisances with existing surrounding land uses.
Conflicts would include proximity effects related to noise, lighting, parking, etc., and

o The proposed project would create a substantial physical disruption to neighborhoods and
communities.

Environmental Impact

Compatibility with Local Plans and Land Use Regulations

The ELAC campus is a major land use fixture in the community since 1945. Any changes in character,
intensity or type of land use within the campus boundaries would typically be compatible with the
surrounding land uses in the City of Monterey. Jurisdiction and authority over the project site and
development of the site However, belongs to the Los Angeles Community College District. However, it is
th desire of the Community College District to take into account the goals of the Monterey Park General
Plan in the implementation of any new development within the College Campus. In furthering this effort
the compatibility of the development proposed in the Master Plan must remain consistent.

In evaluating the potential impacts of the ELAC Master Plan, the existing ELAC campus use was
reviewed for compatibility with local planning regulations. Educational facilities are typically located in
residential areas. As noted in the General Plan many schools are located in low density residential areas
(as 1s ELAC). The ELAC campus does not conflict with the policies or goals of the General Plan Land
Use Element. There is no indication that the proposed expansion and renovation of the ELAC campus
would result in any conflict as the proposed project does not involve a change in existing use. The
college is updating its Master Plan with planned improvements that are consistent with the existing uses
on campus. The Master Plan does not include any new uses that do not current exist on the campus.
Therefore, the planned projects in the new Master Plan are compatible with the surrounding land uses and
do not create any land use impacts.

Currently, the City of Monterey is updating its General Plan and is expected to adopt the new plan in
2001. The new General Plan does not include any significant changes to the existing plan that would
impact the plans of ELAC.

Consistency with SCAG Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide

The consistency of the proposed development alternatives with SCAG policies is shown in Table 4.6-1.

TABLE 4.6-1  COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT TO SCAG REGIONAL POLICIES

Policy Type and Goals Finding Discussion/Cross Reference

3.03  The timing, financing, and Not Applicable The proposed project is not the

location of public facilities, development of public facilities,
utility systems, and utility systems or transportation
transportation systems shait systems.

be used by SCAG to
implement the region’s growth
policies.
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3.05

existing transportation system
will be a priority over
expanding capacity.

Encourage patterns of urban
development and land use,
which reduce costs on
infrastructure construction, and
make better use of existing
facilities.

4.01 Transportation investments Not applicable The proposed project does not
shall be based on SCAG’s contain any regional
adopted Regional transportation investment
Performance Indicators elements. Therefore, this policy
{mobility, accessibility, is not applicable.
environment, reliability, safety,
livable communities, equity,
and cost effectiveness).

4.02  Transportation investments Not applicable The proposed project does not
shall mitigate environmental contain any regional
impacts to an acceptable level. transportation investment

elements.

4.04  Transportation Control Consistent with this policy | See Section 4.9, Transportation
Measures shali be a priority. and Traffic which identifies

project-specific mitigation
measures.

4.06  Implementing transit Not applicable The proposed project does not
restructuring, including Smart require the implementation of
Shuttles, freight transit restructuring.
improvements, advanced
transportation technologies,
airport ground access and
traveler information services
are RTP priorities.

4.16  Maintaining and operating the Consistent with this policy | The proposed project may

Consistent with this policy

result in localized impacts to the
transportation system which
would be mitigated. The project
would be within projected
growth forecasts and would not
place an undue burden on the
existing regional transportation
system. The project may
include local improvements to
the existing transportation
system (See Section 4.9)

The proposed project is located
within an urbanized area, with
an extensive network of
infrastructure in place. As a
result, development of this
project would not demand
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TABLE 4.6-1.  COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT TO SCAG REGIONAL POLICIES

expansion of infrastructure into
outlying or undeveloped areas.
The project would use existing
facilities to the greatest extent
possible.

3.09  Support local jurisdictions’
efforts to minimize the cost of
infrastructure and public
service delivery, and efforts to
seek new sources of funding
for development and the

provision of services.

Consistent with this policy

See Discussion for Policy 3.05

3.10  Support local jurisdictions’
actions to minimize red tape
and expedite the permitting
process to maintain economic

vitality and competitiveness.

3.12  Encourage existing or
proposed local jurisdictions’
programs aimed at designing
land uses which encourage
the use of transit and thus
reduce the need for roadway
expansion, reduce the number
of auto trips and vehicle miles
traveled, and create
opportunities for residents to
walk and bike.

Consistent with this policy

MANAGEMENT CHAPTER POLIGIES

Not applicable.

This report is a EIR to a Master
Plan. Because this report
evaluates all proposed projects
within the Master Plan, future
permitting of the individual
component in the Master Plan
can be streamlined.

The proposed project consists
of renovation and expansion of
existing use.

3.14  Support local plans to increase
density of future development
located at strategic points
along the regional commuter
rail, transit systems, and

activity centers.

Not applicable

The proposed project is the
builtout of an existing use.

3.16  Encourage developments in
and around activity centers,
transportation corridors,
underutilized infrastructure
systems, and areas needing

recycling and redeveiopment.

Not Applicable

See Discussions for Policies
3.12-3.14.

3.18  Encourage planned
development in locations least
likely to cause environmental

impact.

Not applicable

The site is a fully improved
urban location.
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TABLE 4.6-1  COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT TO SCAG REGIONAL POLICIES

3.21 Encourage the implementation | Consistent with this policy | See Section 4.3 of this EIR.
of measures aimed at the
preservation and protection of
recorded and unrecorded
cultural resources and
archaeological sites.

3.23  Encourage mitigation Consistent with this policy | See Summary of Mitigation
measures that reduce noise in Measures discussed in Chapter
certain locations, measures 2.0 Summary of this EIR.

aimed at preservation of
biological and ecological
resources, measures that
would reduce exposure to
seismic hazards, minimize
earthquake damage, and to
develop emergency response
and recovery plans.

H MANAGEMEN
L EQUITY

HAPTER

3.27  Support local jurisdictions and | NetapptieableConsistent The proposed project involves

other service providers in their | with this policy the renovation and addition to
efforts to develop sustainable an existing educational facility
communities and provide, and is undertaken to meet an
equally to all members of increasing demand for
society, accessible and educational opportunities.

effective services, such as:
public education, housing,
health care, social services,
recreational facilities, law
enforcement, and fire
protection.

5.07  Determine specific programs Consistent with this policy | See Mitigation Measures
and associated actions summarized in Chapter 2.0
needed (e.g., indirect source Summary of this EIR
rules, enhanced use of
telecommunications, provision
of community based shuttle
services, provision of demand
management based programs,
or vehicle-miles-
traveled/emission fees) so that
options to command and
control regulations can be
assessed.
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5.11  Through the environmental Consistent with this policy | As discussed in Chapter 4.2 Air
document review process, quality this EIR would be
ensure that plans at all levels considered consistent with the
of government (regional, air South Coast Air Quality
basin, county, subregional, Management District’s Air
and local) consider air quality, Quality Management Plan.

land use, transportation and
economic relationships to
ensure consistency and
minimize conflicts.

11.07 Encourage water reclamation Consistent with this policy | The feasibility of using

throughout the region where it reclaimed water for the

is cost-effective, feasible, and landscaped and open space
appropriate to reduce reliance areas of the project site will be
on imported water and examined and utilized as
wastewater discharges. Aecessary-tocomply-withrait
Current administrative appheable-City-mandated-water
impediments to increased use conservationand-wastewater
of wastewater should be dischargepoticieswhere
addressed. possible.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates.

Any impacts associated with the SCAG Regional Policies are discussed in the relevant sections of this
Draft Program EIR.

Mitigation Measures

None required.

Impacts After Mitigation Measures

There are no adverse significant land use impacts associated with this project.
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4.7 NOISE
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Noise Definition and Terminology

Noise is defined as unwanted or excessively loud sound. The degree to which noise can impact the human
environment range from levels that interfere with speech and sleep (annoyance and nuisance) to levels that
cause adverse health effects (hearing loss and psychological effects). Human response to noise is subjective
and can vary greatly from person to person. Factors that influence individual response include the intensity,
frequency, and pattern of noise, as well as the amount of background noise present and the nature of work
or human activity that is exposed to the noise source.

Sound is technically described in terms of loudness (amplitude) and frequency (pitch). The standard unit
of measurement for sound is the decibel (dB). The human ear is not equally sensitive to sound at all
frequencies. The “A-weighted scale” (dBA) reflects the normal hearing sensitivity range of the human ear.
On this scale, the range of human hearing extends from approximately 3 to 140 dBA. The smallest
perceptible sound level change is about three decibels, while ten dBA increase is perceived by most people
as a doubling of the sound level. Examples of typical A-weighted sound levels in different environments are
shown in Figure 4-7.1.

Sound Propagation and Attenuation

Generally, noise is most audible when traveling by direct line-of-sight.! Barriers, such as walls, berms, or
buildings, that break the line-of-sight between the source and the receiver greatly reduces noise levels from
the source since sound can only reach the receiver by bending over the top of the barrier (diffraction). Sound
barriers can reduce sound levels by approximately 10 to 15 dBA. However, if a barrier is not high or long
enough to break the line-of-sight from the source to the receiver, its effectiveness is greatly reduced. Ina
situation where the source or the receiver is located three meters above the ground, or whenever the line-of-
sightaverages more than three meters (approximately 9.84 feet) above the ground, sound levels would reduce
by approximately three decibels for each doubling of distance.

City of Monterey Park General Plan Noise Element and Noise Ordinance

The ELAC campus is not within the jurisdiction of the City of Monterey Park. However, noise sensitive land
uses, such as adjacent residential units, surround the campus. These sensitive land uses are located within
the City of Monterey Park and have the potential to be impacted by noise generated by activities on the
ELAC campus. Because the noise sensitive land uses are located within the City of Monterey Park, the City
Noise Ordinance would protect the sensitive land uses from intruding noise sources.

The City of Monterey Park General Plan Noise Element has established goals to control and abate noise.
These goals include:

o Provide a safe, healthy noise level within the City that will not be physically or psychologically
detrimental to residents,

. Coordinate intergovernmental efforts to abate noise;

o Reduce noise levels produced by all types of motor vehicles,

o Reduce the impact of construction and industrial noise,

1Line-of—sight is a direct line between the noise source and the noise receptor.
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o Minimize unnecessary outdoor noises,

° Provide the basis for noise evaluation in land use considerations and Environmental Impact Reports,

° Acquaint people with the seriousness of noise pollution, and with ways they can assist in reducing
noise,

o Maintain building codes which require soundproofing.

The City of Monterey Park Municipal Code (Title 9, Chapter 9.53.040-9.53.050) has established noise
standards for the City of Monterey Park. These noise standards are used for intruding noise sources that are
continuous and cannot be reasonably discontinued for sufficient time in which the ambient noise level can
be determined. Table 4.7-1 shows the noise standards for different land uses in the City of Monterey Park.

TABLE 4.7-1: CITY OF MONTEREY PARK NOISE STANDARDS ' '

Noise Zone Time Aliowable Noise Level (dBA)
Residential 7:00 a.m. - 10:00 p.m. 55
10:00 p.m. - 7:00 a.m. 50
Commercial 7:00 a.m. - 10:00 p.m. 65
10:00 p.m. - 7:00 a.m. 55
Industrial Anytime 70
SOURCE: City of Monterey Park Municipal Code (Title 9, Chapter 9.53.040 (1)),

The City of Monterey Park allows for noise levels to increase, depending on the duration of the noise. Table
4.7-2 shows the permitted increase in noise levels, as set forth in the Municipal Code Title 9 Chapter
9.53.040 (Table 4.7-1).

TABLE 4.7-2: CITY OF MONTEREY PARK PERMVIVTTEVD INCREASE IN NOISE LEVELS

Permitted Increase (dBA) Duration of Increase Permitted (minutes per hour)
5 15
10 5
15 1
20 Less than 1 minute
SOURCE: City of Monterey Park Municipal Code (Title 9, Chapter 9.53.050).

The City of Monterey Park Municipal Code exempts certain activities from the noise ordinance (Title 9,
Chapter 9.53.070). Activities that are exempt from the noise ordinance include:

° Activities conducted on public playgrounds and public or private school grounds, including, but not
limited to, school athletic and school entertainment events, and

o Construction or demolition work conducted between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on
weekdays and the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays.
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Sensitive Receptors

Land uses that are considered sensitive to noise impacts are referred to as “sensitive receptors.” Noise
sensitive receptors include, but are not limited to, schools, residences, libraries, hospitals and other care
facilities. Noise sensitive receptors adjoining the proposed project include residential units to the immediate
north, south, and west of the ELAC campus, Robert Hill Lane Elementary School (located on the south side
of Avenida Cesar Chavez adjacent to the ELAC campus), and the Child Development Center (located on the
ELAC campus). Other nearby sensitive receptors include Brightwood Elementary School (approximately
0.1 miles north of the project site).

Existing Setting

The existing noise environment of the project area is typical of an urban region and can be characterized by
a background, or ambient, noise level generated by automobile traffic on the nearest roadways and a variety
of other characteristic urban noise events, such as barking dogs, home and car stereos, and people.

The Quest Q-400 Noise Dosimeter was used to measure ambient noise levels at five locations within the
vicinity of the project site. Noise measurements were taken at Robert Hill Lane Elementary School, the
Child Development Center, and adjacent residential uses to the north and west of the ELAC campus (see
Figure 4.7-2). Noise measurements were conducted during the evening hours between 6:00 p.m. and 7:00
p.m. on August 9, 2000 and during the daytime hours between 10:00 a.m. and 1:30 p.m. on August 10, 2000.
Evening and daytime noise measurements were taken to correspond with day and evening classes. The
ambient noise level is relatively the same during daytime and evening hours. Noise measurements were
taken for a ten-minute period at each site. Existing noise levels at each sensitive receptor site, as recorded,
are listed in Table 4.7-3. Noise levels for each sensitive receptors range between 57 and 66 dBA. ? Existing
ambient noise level at R2 is lower because noise measurements were taken in a residential street (Bleakwood
Avenue). Ambient noise levels are higher at SR1, SR3, SR4, and SRS5 since these areas are situated adjacent
to arterial streets, where traffic volumes are higher.

TABLE 4.7:3: EXISTING NOISE LEVELS (dBA, Leq)

Sensitive

Receptor (SR) Noise Monitoring Location Measurement (dBA)

SR1 Child Development Center (Corner of Bleakwood Avenue and 60
Avenida Cesar Chavez)

SR2 Single-family Residential: 2065 Bleakwood Avenue 57

SR3 Multi-family Residential north of Floral Drive 66

SR4 Multi-family Residential: Corner of College View Avenue and 63
Floral Drive

SR5 Robert Hill Lane Elementary School 63

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates.

ZdBA is the abbreviation for A-weighted decibels. The A-weighted decibel scale reflects the normal hearing sensitivity
range of the human ear. An increase of 3 dBA is generally considered to be the point at which people can perceive a change in
the sound level. Leq is the abbreviation for the equivalent sound level. Leq is a sound energy average of the fluctuating noise
levels recorded in a given time period, generally one hour.
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Currently, minimum barriers exist between the campus and adjacent sensitive receptors. The boundaries of
the campus are landscaped with few trees, which do not break the line-of-sight between the campus and the
sensitive land uses. Adjacent multi-family residential units to the north of Floral Drive are situated
approximately 18 feet above Floral Drive and could be viewed from the bleachers along the southern portion
of Weingart Stadium.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
The proposed project would result in a significant impact if:

o Noise generated by the proposed project would exceed the City of Monterey Park noise standards
as indicated in Tables 4.7-1 and 4.7-2;

. The project would entail construction activities that would raise ambient noise level on a typical
construction day by more than five decibels;

. The proposed project would result in a discernible change in ambient community noise levels (an
incremental change of three decibels or more, resulting from stationary or mobile sources); and

. The proposed project would entail uses or activities that would produce severe noise levels, i.e.,
sound levels greater than 100 dBA at sensitive locations that could adversely affect human health.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Construction Impact

In general, construction activities resulting from development within the project site would increase ambient
noise levels in the vicinity on an intermittent, but temporary, basis. Noise levels during construction would
fluctuate depending on the construction phase, equipment type and duration of use, distance between the
noise source and receptor, and the presence/absence of barriers between the noise source and receptor.

Typical noise levels from various types of equipment that may be used during construction of the proposed
project are listed in Table 4.7-4. The table shows noise levels at distances of 50 feet and 100 feet from the
construction noise source. Generally, noise levels decrease by six decibels over hard surfaces and nine
decibels over soft surfaces for each doubling of distance. For example, the noise level for a paving breaker
would be 82 dBA at 50 feet, 76 dBA at 100 feet, and 70 dBA at 200 feet.
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TABLE 4.7-4: MAXIMUM NOISE LEVELS OF COMMON CONSTRUCTION MACHINERY

Noise Level (dBA) /a/
Noise Source 50 Feet 100 Feet
Paving Breaker 82 76
Jackhammer 82 76
Steamroller 83 77
Street Paver 80 74
Backhoe 83 77
Street Compressor 67 61
Front-End Loader 79 73
Street Cleaner 70 64
idling Haul Truck 72 66
Cement Mixer 72 66
/al Assumes a 6 dBA drop-off rate for noise generated by a “point source” and traveling over hard surfaces. Actual measured noise levels of the
equipment listed in this table were taken at distances of 10 feet and 30 feet from the source.
SOURCE: Cowan, James P., 1994. Handbook of Environmental Acoustics, p. 230.

Table 4.7-4 shows noise levels of individual equipment. However, noise level would vary depending on the
amount and type of equipment used during construction. Table 4.7-5 shows the typical noise levels that can
be expected during each construction phase. As the table shows, the highest noise levels are expected to
occur during the grading/excavation and finishing phase. It should be emphasized that the noise levels
presented in Table 4.7-5 represent worst case conditions and would be of an infrequent and temporary
nature.

TABLE 4.7-5 OUTDOOR CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS

Noise Level (dBA, Leq)

Construction Phase At 50 Feet At 50 Feet with Mufflers
Ground Clearing 84 82
Grading/Excavation 89 86
Foundations 78 77
Structural 85 83
Finishing 89 86
S{%&;}}fﬁés?vironmenta! Protection Agency, Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment and Home Appliances, P8

To determine worst-case noise impacts at sensitive receptor locations, construction noise was modeled by
mntroducing the noise level associated with the finishing phase of a typical development project to the
ambient noise level. The noise source was assumed to be active for approximately 40 percent of the eight-
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hour work day (consistent with the Environmental Protection Agency studies of construction noise),
generating a noise level of 89 dBA (Leq) at a reference distance of 50 feet.

Several projects proposed in the Facilities Master Plan are proposed to start within the same year. Therefore,
overlapping noise impacts may result from the construction sites. However, it is not currently known
whether construction for each development would be completed prior to the construction of a new
development. Although many projects proposed by the Facilities Master Plan are not anticipated to start
within the same year, construction may occur before previous developments have been completed, which
would potentially increase construction noise impacts. Table 4.7-6 shows the impact construction noise
would have at nearby sensitive receptor locations. It is assumed that proposed developments with the same
target start years are built at the same time and completed before new developments with different start dates,
are constructed. Noise level at adjacent sensitive receptor locations was calculated by (1) making a distance
and/or height adjustment to the construction source sound level and (2) logarithmically adding the adjusted
construction noise source level to the ambient noise level.

TABLE 4.7-6: CONSTRUCTION NOISE IMPACTS (dBA, Leq)

Existing New
Ambient Ambient
(dBA) /a/

Sensitive Receptors Closest
to Construction Site

Increase
Distance To Construction Sites

Robert Hill Lane 1,000 feet from Technology 63 72 9
Elementary School and Center,

Residential Units on 150 feet from 1,350-Car Parking
Avenida Cesar Chavez Structure

Avende

Residential Units on Floral 260 feet 66 69 3

Drive (east of Valley Vista

Residential Units on
Avenida Cesar Chavez
Avende

Football/Soccer Field,
2,300 feet from Performing and
Fine Arts Center

200 feet

63

Residential Units on 440 feet from Performing and 63 65 2
Avenida Cesar Chavez Fine Arts Center,
Avente 2,000 feet from Practice
Football/Soccer Field
Child Development Center 50 feet from Practice 60 81 21

65

4.7-8



East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan

Final EIR

4.7 Noise

TABLE 4.7-6: CONSTRUCTION NOISE IMPACTS (dBA, Leq) v '

Existing New
Sensitive Receptors Closest Ambient Ambient Increase
to Constructlon Site Distance To Construction Sites (dBA) (dBA) /a/ (dBA)

Existing New
Sensitive Receptors Closest Ambient Ambient Increase
to Construction Site Distance To Construction Sites {dBA) {dBA) /a/ (dBA)
Residential Units on Floral 660 feet from New Women’s 63 66 3
Drive (north of the Athletic Field,
construction site for the 400 feet from Humanities Building
Humanities Building)
Residential Units at the 100 feet from New Women’s 63 78 15

Athletic Field,
770 feet from Humanities Buﬂdmgs

Corner of Floral Drive and
Crest Vista Drive

| 2,200 Car-Parking Structure, New Ptant(?acfittaes, get Start Date: 2007 —

Residential Units on
Bleakwood Drive

60 feet from 2,200-Car Parking 57 82 25
Structure and Plant Facilities,
770 feet from Weingart Stadium

Residential Units on Floral
Drive (east of Hillside Street)

300 feet from Weingart Stadium, 66 76 10
100 feet from 2,200-Car Parking
Structure, 550 feet from Plant
Facmtnes

uage Arts and Hea!th Care Bu:ldmg,

rkmg Stmcture Target Start Date: 2{)88 Jci

Residential Units on Floral 100 feet 63 78 15
Drive (adjacent to construction

sites)

fal New ambient sound level assumes construction noise sources would be active for approximately 40 percent of the eight-hour work day, which is
consistent with the Environmental Protection Agency studies of construction noise). Construction sound levels are adjusted for distance. in addition,
construction sound levels for each development were combined at sensitive receptor locations.

/bl A five decibel attenuation is provided when buildings(noise barriers) occupy 65 to 90 percent of the length of the noise source. Construction sites
for these proposed developments are located behind building. Thus, noise levels at sensitive receptor locations are adjusted for noise attenuation
provided by the buildings that break the line of sight of the construction site and sensitive receptor location.

fc/ Remodeling of G-1 International Student Center will occur within the interior of the building. Consequently, minimum noise impact to the
surrounding area is expected at this construction site.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates.

Should proposed developments with similar target start dates occur simultaneously, new ambient sound
levels greater than five decibels would occur at six locations. A significant impact is anticipated to occur.
Construction activities are exempted from the City of Monterey Park Noise Ordinance if activities are
conducted between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. during the weekdays and 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays,
Sundays, and holidays. Should construction activities occur between 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays,
and between 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m on Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays, a significant impact would occur.
Mitigation measures should be implemented to reduce noise impacts to the maximum extent feasible.

Operational Impact

Traffic-Related Noise. Noise readings taken at five sensitive receptors were used to calibrate CALTRANS’
Sound32 noise prediction model, which utilizes three-dimensional computer mapping, traffic volume, vehicle
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mix, and traffic speed inputs to estimate noise levels. Data inputs were tailored using estimated future peak
hour traffic volumes for project area intersections to accurately estimate the future noise level with and
without the proposed project at each sensitive receptor.’

As Table 4.7-7 shows, there would not be a noticeable noise change (increase of three decibels or more) at
any of the sensitive receptor locations. However, existing ambient sound levels exceed the City of Monterey
Park Noise Limits (see Table 4.7-1) for residential zones, and future ambient sound levels with and without
the proposed project would continue to exceed the City noise limits.

TABLE 4.7-7: OPERATIONAL PEAK
- . Leq)

HOUR NOISE LEVELS AT SENSITIVE RECEPTORS (dBA,

Impact?
(Future With
Future Future Change Project minus
Without With Attributable to Future Without
Sensitive Receptor Existing Project Project Project Project >37)
SR1 (Child Development 60 61 62 1 No
Center)
SR2 (Single-family 57 58 58 0 No
Residential Unit; 2065
Bleakwood Avenue)
SR3 (Multi-family 66 67 67 0 No
Residential Units north of
Floral Drive)
SR4 (Multi-family 63 64 65 1 No
Residential Units at corner
of College View Avenue
and Floral Drive)
SRS (Robert Hill Lane 63 64 64 0 No
Elementary School)
SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, see Appendix F.

Weingart Stadium. Among the projects proposed by the Facilities Master Plan, the modernization of
Weingart Stadium would have the greatest impact on noise levels in the vicinity, especially during nighttime,
when events are likely to occur at the stadium. Noise generated from Weingart Stadium would potentially
affect sensitive receptors located several hundred feet from the stadium. Currently, the Weingart Stadium
has a seating capacity of approximately 20,400 persons and is one of the largest stadiums in Southern
California. The modernization of Weingart Stadium would create additional seating to the east and west of
the stadium. An additional 9,600 seats will be added for a total capacity of 30,000. The Weingart Stadium
has been used by the community for recreation, high school football games, holiday events (such as the
Fourth of July), and other community events. The stadium has also been used to host events specific to
ELAC. The purpose of the proposed project is to make Weingart Stadium an attractive venue for ELAC
events and community events as well as rental for other events, such as professional soccer games.

3Kaku Associates, Traffic and Parking Study for East Los Angeles College Master Plan, September 2000.
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The proposed project would increase events held at the Weingart Stadium. Events that have the potential
to generate the loudest crowd noise include football games. Typically, instantaneous crowd noise of
approximately 65,000 people in an open stadium for a football game could reach up to approximately 111
dBA. Generally, sound level decreases by three decibels each time the number of identical sources is
decreased by half. For example, 65,000 people would generate a noise level of 111 dBA, 32,500 people
would generate a noise level of 109 dBA, 12,250 people would generate a noise level of 106 dBA, and so
on. Table 4.7-8 shows the impact a crowd of 30,000 people, 20,000 people, and 10,000 people would have
on ambient noise levels at nearby residential areas. Crowd noise was based on a reference crowd size of
65,000 people generating 111dBA in the center of the field. It is assumed that crowd noise would occur
approximately 60 percent of the time during a three-hour event.

TABLE 4.7-8: EFFECT OF CROWD NOISE ON AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS AT VARIOUS AREAS

(dBA, Leq) /a/

Existing 10,000 People 20,000 People 30,000 People
Ambient
Sound New New New

Sensitive Receptor Level Ambient | Increase | Ambient | Increase | Ambient | Increase
Areas (dBA) /b/ | (dBA) /c/ (dBA) {dBA) /b/ (dBA) (dBA) /b/ (dBA)
Multi-family 66 68 2 73 7 78 12
Residential Units
North of Fioral Drive,
Adjoining Weingart
Stadium
Single Family 57 59 2 65 8 70 13
Residential Units East
of Bleakwood Avenue,
Adjoining the Stadium
Parking Lot

/al Assumes a reference crowd size of 65,000 people generating 111 dBA.
/bl Pre-project ambient sound level at sensitive receptor location.

/c/ New sound level at sensitive receptor location.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, see Appendix F.

A crowd of 20,000 to 30,000 people would significantly increase sound levels by over three decibels at
nearby sensitive receptor locations. The likelihood of an event that would generate 30,000 people would be
infrequent. It is more likely that the modernized stadium would generate a crowd size of 10,000 to 20,000
people. Noise generated at the Weingart Stadium would be exempted from the City of Monterey Park Noise
Ordinance since events would be located on school grounds. In addition, there has not been any awareness
of incidences that would require the City to enforce the Noise Ordinance on events at the Weingart Stadium.*
Mitigation measures should be implemented such that future noise at the Weingart Stadium would not result
in an issue in which the City would be forced to apply the Noise Ordinance.

In addition, the 2,200-car parking structure, proposed in the ELAC Facilities Master Plan, is a three-level
parking structure, with two levels above ground, and one level below ground. The parking structure would

4C0nversation with Ray Hamada, Senior Planner with the City of Monterey Park, October 11, 2000.
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attenuate noise levels to as much as five dBA at residential units on Bleakwood Avenue. The parking
structure would minimize the impact that noise generated at Weingart Stadium, would have on residential
units on Bleakwood Avenue.

Public Address System. To be clearly intelligible, a public address system must generate at least ten dBA
above the background noise levels. Currently, four loudspeakers are located on the scoreboard at Weingart
Stadium. The location of the loudspeakers are typical of many existing stadium sound systems. The
proposed project would not result in a change in the current public address system. However, the increase
in events resulting from the modernization of Weingart Stadium would potentially result in an increase usage
of the public address system. It is estimated that the public address system would be used approximately 30
percent of the time during an event. In addition, the public address system would only be used during an
event. Although the modernization of the Weingart Stadium would potentially result in an increase use of
the public address system, the use of the system would remain infrequent (occurring during an event) and
temporary (lasting for a few hours).

MITIGATION MEASURES
Construction Noise

N1__  Construction oractivities (i.e,. demolition—hours—shatbetmited-to—activittes, ground clearing,
excavation, grading, laving of foundations, structural and finishing activities) shall be conducted
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on weekdays and the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.

on Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays.

N2 For schools within 500 feet of a major construction site on the ELAC campus, coordination must be
undertaken with the appropriate school district to define mitigation measures to substantiallv reduce
comm;ctlon n(nse im dcts Such measures may include limiting hours of construction for noisy

( 1.€.. excavation and ﬁmshmv th%cas) hmmnv construction in certain site areas to hours when the
school would not be affected, providing prior notification to_the school of particularly noisy
activities, substitution of electric powered versus combustion engine powered equipment, and the
use of temporary shrouds or barriers may be considered.
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N3 Change the timing and/or sequence of the noisiest construction operations {i.e.. excavation and
finishing phases) to avoid sensitive times of the day.

N4 Use noise control devices. such as equipment mufflers, enclosures, and barriers.

NS Adjacent residents shall be given notification of major construction activities and their duration. A
sign, legible at a distance of 56 feet, shall be posted on the construction site identifving a telephone
number where residents can inquire about the construction process and register complaints.

N6 Construction occurring within 1,000 feet of the Child Development Center shall be limited to hours

when the Child Development Center would not be affected. The Child Development Center shall be
notified of particularly noisy activities.

Stadium Noise

NT

N9

Nig

EZ
=

Prior to implementation of improvements to the Weingart Stadium an acoustical noise analysis shall
be conducted to determine the need or requirement for the construction of a sound wall to be located
along the perimeter of the Weingart Stadium, behind the top of the bleachers. to achieve noise
abatement within the vicinity of the stadium. The college shall implement the recommendations and
findings of the acoustical analysis,

Events at Weingart Stadium should be imited between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. on a
weekday or weekend.

Signs shall be posted in all parking areas indicating that there are nearby residences or school
activities and that lot users are expected to refrain from making intrusive load noises.

The use of compressed air horns and similar noise generating devices by spectators shall be

prohibited. Signs shall be posted within and outside of the stadium indicating this restriction.

Parking structures shall be designed to reduce noise impacts on adjacent sensitive receptors by
ensuing that the sides facing sensitive uses are enclosed. surfaces shall be chosen that will reduce
tire squeal, and the implementation of a good neighbor signage program. Signs shall be posted in
all parking areas indicating that there are nearby residences or schools and that lot users are expected
to refrain from making intrusive loud noises, instructing drivers to disable alarms while parkine on
campus, prohibition against tailgating and a posted speed limit, All prohibitions shall be strictly
enforced by on campus security.
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IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

Construction Impact

Topographical and meteorological conditions affect sound wave propagation and the effectiveness of the
mitigation measures listed above. Aspreviously indicated in Table 4.7-4, machinery equipped with mufflers
would reduce noise levels. Table 4.7-9 shows construction noise impact at nearby sensitive receptor
locations with muffler utilization.

TABLE 4.7-9: CONSTRUCTION NOISE IMPACT WITH MUFFLER UTILIZATION (dBA, Leq)

New
Sensitive Receptors Closest Existing Ambient
lal

to Construction Site Distance Ambient Increase

Car-Parking Structure With Raised Tennis Courts - Target Start

Robert Hill Lane 1,000 feet from Technology 63 69 6

Elementary School and Center, 150 feet from 1,350 Car-
Residential Units on Parking Structure

Avenida Cesar Chavez

Residential Units on Floral 260 feet 66 67 1
Drive (east of Valley Vista
Drive)

440 feet from Performing and 63 64 1

Residential Units on

Avenida Cesar Chavez Fine Arts Center, 2,000 feet from

Avente Practice Foothall/Soccer Field

Child Development Center | 50 feet from Practice Football/ 60 78 18

Soccer Field, 2,300 feet from
Performing and Fine Arts Center
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TABLE 4.7-9: CONSTRUCTION NOISE IMPACT WITH MUFFLER UTILIZATION (dBA, Leq)

New
Sensitive Receptors Closest Existing Ambient
to Construction Site Distance Ambient Increase

o

Residential Units on 200 feet 63 64 1
Avenida Cesar Chavez

Residential Units on Floral 660 feet from New Women's 63 64 1
Drive (north of the Athletic Field, 400 feet from

construction site for the Humanities Building

Humanities Building)

Residential Units at the 100 feet from New Women’s 63 75 12
Corner of Floral Drive and Athletic Field, 770 feet from

Crest Vista Drive Humanities Buildings

Residential Units on 60 feet from 2,200 Car-Parking 57 79 22
Bleakwood Drive Structure and Plant Facilities,
770 feet from Weingart Stadium

Residential Units on Floral 300 feet from Weingart Stadium, 66 74 8
Drive (east of Hillside 100 feet from 2,200 Car-Parking
Street) Structure, 550 feet from Plant

Facmﬁes

e se g, «
Targ: Start Date: 2008 //ci (

Residential Units on Fioral 100 feet 63 75 12
Drive (adjacent to
construction sites)

fafNew ambient sound level assumes construction noise source would be active for approximately 40 percent of the eight-hour work day, which is
consistent with the Environmental Protection Agency studies of construction noise). Construction sound levels are adjusted for distance. In addition,
construction sound levels for each development were combined at sensitive receptor locations.

/bl A five decibel attenuation is provided when buildings(noise barriers) occupy 65 to 90 percent of the length of the noise source. Construction sites
for these proposed developments are located behind building. Thus, noise levels at sensitive receptor locations are adjusted for noise attenuation
provided by the buildings that break the line of sight of the construction site and sensitive receptor location.

fel Remodeling of G-1 International Student Center will occur within the interior of the building. Consequently, minimum noise impact to the
surrounding area is expected at this construction site.

SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates.

Muffler utilization would reduce ambient sound level by two to three decibels at each sensitive receptor
location. However, construction noise would continue to exceed five decibels at six sensitive receptor
locations. This impact is considered unavoidable and significant.
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Operational Impact

Althoughnoise levels generated at the Weingart Stadium for school events would not be subjected to the City
Noise Ordinance, a crowd that exceed approximately 20,000 people would increase sound levels by over
three decibels at nearby sensitive receptor locations. Mitigation measures would prevent excessive noise
from impacting sensitive receptor locations during overnight hours (between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.).
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4.8 PUBLIC SERVICES

This section of the EIR addresses the impact the proposed project will have on fire service and police
protection.

FIRE PROTECTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Fire protection services for the East Los Angeles College (ELAC) campus is provided by the City of
Monterey Park Fire Department (MPFD). Three fire stations currently exist within the City. Table 4.8-1
shows the fire stations that serves the ELAC campus. The nearest fire station to the ELAC campus is located
on 701 Monterey Pass Road (approximately 0.6 miles north of the project site). As of the year 2000, the
Monterey Park Fire Department has 58 employees. Emergency response time is 4.5 minutes for the entire

city.!

TABLE 4.8-v1: FIRE STATIONS SERVING THE EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CAMPUS

Fire Station Address Response Location
' Personnel
Station 1 320 W. Newmark Avenue. 23 1.89 miles from the ELAC Campus
Station 2 2001 S. Garfield Avenue 15 1.04 miles from the ELAC Campus
Station 3 704 Monterey Pass Road 9 Located 1.03 miles from the ELAC
Campus.
SOURCE: City of Monterey Park Fire Department, 2000.

Calis for service would primarily be responded to by Station 2 as this station provides paramedics rescue
ambulance service (See Figure 4.8-1).

According to the City of Monterey Park Program Summary-Fire, the MPFD currently achieves service
objectives of the fire department and maintains the minimum of 15 firefighters/paramedics.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed project would have a significant impact on fire protection services if:

° substantially diminishes the level of fire protection services;
° creates a substantial need for additional fire department personnel or equipment; or
. fails to comply with applicable fire codes and regulations, thereby putting persons or property at

substantial risk in the event of a fire.

'Based on September 27, 2000 conversation with Jerry Wombacher, Fire Marshall in the Fire Prevention
Division.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Emergency response time is the total time from when a call requesting assistance is made until the time that
a unit responds to the scene. The response time of fire protection service depends upon the distance from
the nearest station to a given location and the level of traffic congestion. According to the City of Monterey
Park Fire Department, the city is sufficiently covered in terms of distances from stations to areas within the
city. Implementation of the ELAC Master Plan would encourage an increased enrollment up to
approximately 7,800 additional students. This increase would result in an additional 5,410 daily vehicular
trips to the campus. A reduction in the Level of Service on the surrounding street system could result in a
decrease in response time to the ELAC campus and/or surrounding uses. Currently, existing traffic in the
vicinity of the campus does not impair response time. However, future traffic projections and cumulative
new development may result in congestion in the vicinity of the campus during peak traffic hours. This
additional traffic may impair response to the campus. The traffic from the ELAC Master Plan would not
significantly increase the amount of congestion. Section 4.9, Transportation and Traffic, indicates that the
proposed project would not have a significant traffic impact on the 12 analyzed intersections. Therefore, the
proposed ELAC Master Plan is not expected to substantially increase congestion or emergency response
times and no additional personnel would be required.

The total number of calls for fire service within the City of Monterey Park for 1999 was 3.460 and was
rojected 1o Increase to 3.636 calls for the vear 2000. Calls to the ELAC camous for the vear 2000
constituted less than 1 percent of projected total (35 calls to the ELAC campus were recorded). A breakdown
of the calls by type show that 29 calls were for emergency medical service, 1 for public assistance (non-
emergency call), and S were cancelled prior to arrival. With campus enrollment anticipated to rise by 45%
by the year 2010. the additional 7,803 new students would theoretically result in an additional 16 calls by
the year 2010 for a total of 51 calls (45% increase in call volume from the campus). The addition of sixteen
calls to the total ealls to campus with full buildout of the Master Plan is not considered to be a sienificant

umpact.

It is recognized that conditions within the City of Monterev Park that would have an affect on the need for
fire service over the next nine vears cannot be accurately determined. However, it is likely that the
additional calls for service to the ELAC campus would continue to constitute approximately | percent of the
total calls for service. This can be seen due to the expected increase in the population of Monterey Park by
the vear 2010 which is projected to rise to approximately 77.125 per Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) proiections. The current ponulation of Monterey Park is 63.957 which will constitute
a 20% rise in_population.  Assuming that calls for fire service rise in proportion to the population

roximately 3.856 calls for service can be expected by vear 2010. Thus. calls for service to the ELAC
campus would remain at 1% of total calls. Therefore. the proposed project would not result in a significant
impact on fire service as no need for additional facilities or resources will be required due to implementation
of the ELAC Facilities Master Plan,

Fire hazards are anticipated to be reduced as the old uses on campus will be replaced with new facilities
which will comply with current fire codes. Further, access to and from the campus will remain unobstructed.

Prior to the construction of new facilities on the ELAC campus. indjvidual
Review and would be subject to the Monterey Park Fire Department (MPFD) permit process to document
the use and storage of hazardous materials, if any. Information such asthe type and amount of materials to
be stored will be required. The new facilities will be required to underco annual inspection by the MPED.

rojects must undergo Plan
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It is not anticipated that the net addition of 433,149 square feet of space would result in the need for the
srovision of new fire service or facilities. The Master Plan proposes to replace existing facilities with

upgraded facilities.

MITIGATION MEASURES

As no potential significant impacts have been identified, no mitigation measures are required.
IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

The proposed project is not anticipated to have significant adverse impacts on fire protection.

POLICE PROTECTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
ELAC Security Police Bepartment

PoticeProtectiomratthe FEAC-Campustsprovided-by-the EEAC branchrof_Security for the Los Angeles
Commumty College Dlstrlct as of January 2001, is bemg Qrowded b} the Los Arme}es C oung Sheriff’s

yearreampus MQM@@M mpus was prouded for 1999 year (Year 2000 statistics
unavailable). Campus offenses consisted primarily of theft and vehicular burglary. There were four

incidents of felony assault and one rape. Other offenses included 31 traffic and 4,438 parking citations. The
total number of arrests made for the year was 12,

Monterey Park Police Department

m—1—999-fcsﬁmated)- -om }0 S ‘%2 SWorn ofﬁcers For security issues outside thc purme\x ot campus secur 1W,
the Montele Parl\ Pohce De artment MPPD recelv ed a )rommatelv 109 calls to the ELAC campus in the

ranged from medlcal calls assistance to Montere Paﬂ\ Fire Department emergencv medical ersonnel
through vehicle code violations. Campus offenses also included vehicular burglary.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For the purposes of this EIR, the proposed project would have a significant impact if it:

. Creates a substantial need for additional police department personnel or facilities; or
o substantially diminishes the level of police protection services by adversely affecting police response
time.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Future security needs for the campus will be evaluated by the L.A. County Sheriff Department in
coordination with the Monterev Park Police Department. For existing needs, 17 officers have been

determined to be appropriate based on a study done in coordination the MPPD,

As to impacts to the Monterey Park Police Department, currently, the calls for service to the cammus were
less than 0.G1 percent of the total calls received by the department for the vear 2000. Using the assumption
thatif enrollment increases. approximately 45% and crime levels on campus rise proportionately. the MPPD
is estimated to receive an additional 50 calls per vear bv vear 2010 ({for a total of 159 calls). Thus, calls for
service would remain less than 1 percent.

Considering all available information, it is highlv unlikely that crime levels on campus would rise
significantly such that additional police facilities or resources would be required to handle security issues
on campus. Because existing calls to the campus constitute a negligible impact when compared to calls as
a whole to the MPPD and security needs are now being evaluated and handled by the Los Angeles County
Sheriff’s Department a less than significant impact is expected to occur,

MITIGATION MEASURES

PS1 Hire-additronal-t7new-offrcers ELAC shall implement security features {i.e.. security cameras,

tmproved lighting, maintenance of landscaping, and security phone system) as proposed in the
Facility Master Plan.

PS2 ELAC shall design and implement a Special Event Security Plan. in coordination with the Monterey

Park Police Department.. Issues addressed mav include. but not be limited to: Security needs
emergency evacuation procedures, and money handling issues.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

Upon implementation of the above mitigation measures, no significant impact is expected to occur.
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4.9 TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC

This section summarizes the findings of the traffic and parking study conducted by Kaku Associates on
September 2000. The complete traffic and parking study report is included in Appendix G of this document.
A supplemental traffic report was prepared November 6, 2000 to address impacts specifically related to the
expansion of Wiengart Stadium and this report is included in Appendix G following the traffic and parking
study.

The traffic and parking study was prepared to evaluate traffic generated by the proposed Facilities Master
Plan and the impacts on the surrounding street system. The traffic analysis addresses existing conditions,
cumulative base conditions, and cumulative plus project conditions. Existing and potential future parking
demands were analyzed in detail. Traffic and parking mitigation measures were recommended as needed.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Existing Street System

Regional access to the ELAC campus is provided by the Pomona (SR-60) and Long Beach Freeway (I-710).
The Pomona Freeway is located approximately 0.25 miles south of the project site and runs in an east-west
direction. Access to the Pomona Freeway is via Atlantic Boulevard. The Long Beach Freeway (I-710) is
approximately 1 mile west of the project site and runs in a north-south direction. Direct access to the ELAC
campus from I-710 can be obtained through Avenida Cesar Chavez and Floral Drive.

The major streets serving the ELAC campus are Atlantic Boulevard, Eastern Avenue, and Garfield Avenue
in the north-south direction, and Avenida Cesar Chavez in the east-west direction. The main access to the
campus is on Avenida Cesar Chavez at Access Road. The main student parking facility, located at the
northwest corner of the campus, is primarily accessible on Avalanche Way via Bleakwood Avenue and Floral
Drive. The campus is also accessible on Floral Drive.

Existing Public Transit Service
The campus is currently served by bus services provided by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit
Authority (MTA), City of Montebello, and the Monterey Park Spirit. The following bus lines currently serve

the campus:

o MTA Route # 30, 31 & 470 - These travel along 1* Street, connecting downtown Los Angeles and
East Los Angeles.

° MTA Route # 256 - This route travels along 3" Street in the study area, connecting downtown Los
Angeles and East Los Angeles.

. MTA Route #2358 & 259 - These routes travel along Arizona Avenue and Mednik Boulevard in the
study area, connecting East Los Angeles and South Los Angeles.

. MTA Route # 260 - This route travels along Atlantic Avenue in the study area, connecting East Los
Angeles and South Los Angeles.

. Montebello Route # 40, 341, 342 & 343 - These routes travel along 3™ Street in the study area,
connecting downtown Los Angeles and East Los Angeles.
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o Monterey Park Route # 1 - This route travels along Avenida Cesar Chavez, 1* Street and Atlantic
Boulevard in the study area and serves ELAC as well as central Monterey Park.

. Monterey Park Route # 2 - This route travels along Atlantic Boulevard and Floral Drive in the study
area and serves ELAC, as well as Central Monterey Park.

o Monterey Park Route # 4 - This route travels along Monterey Pass Road and Corporate Center Drive
in the study area and serves the Medical Center, as well as the northern Monterey Park.

o Monterey Park Route # 5 - This route travels along Atlantic Avenue, Floral Drive, and Corporate
Center Drive in the study area and serves ELAC, Corporate Center, and southern Monterey Park.

Existing Traffic Conditions

The level of service (LOS) is a qualitative measure used to describe the condition of traffic flow, ranging
from excellent conditions at LOS A to overloaded conditions at LOS F. The City of Monterey Park has
established LOS C as the minimum acceptable level of service. The definitions for each level of service are
described in Table 4.9-1 for signalized intersections and Table 4.9-2 for unsignalized intersections.

TABLE 4.9-1: LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS ’

Level of Volume/Capacity

Service Ratio Definition

A 0.60-0.60 EXCELLENT. No vehicles waits longer than one red light and no
approach phase is fully used.

B 0.61-0.70 VERY GOOD. An occasional approach phase is fully utilized;
many drivers begin to feef somewhat restricted within groups of
vehicles.

C 0.71-0.80 GOOD. Occasionally drivers may have to wait through more than
one red light; backups may develop behind turning vehicles.

D 0.81-0.90 FAIR. Delays may be substantial during portions of the rush
hours, but enough lower volume periods occur to permit clearing
of developing lines, preventing excessive backups.

E 0.91-1.00 POOR. Represents the most vehicles intersection approaches
can accommodate; may be long lines of waiting vehicles through
several signal cycles.

F >1.00 FAILURE. Backups from nearby locations or on cross streets may
restrict or prevent movement of vehicles out of the intersection
approaches. Tremendous delays with continuously increasing
queue lengths.

SOURCE: Transportation Research Board, Transportation Research Circular No. 212, Interim Materials on Highway Capacity, 1980.
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Level of Service Average Total Delay (seconds/vehicle)

A 0-10.0
B 10.0-15.0
c 16.0-25.0
D 26.0-35.0
E 36.0- 50.0
E >50.0
SOURCE: Transportation Research Board, Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report 209, 1997.

The “Intersection Capacity Utilization” (ICU) method of analysis was used to determine the intersection
volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio and corresponding level of service for the 12 signalized study intersections.
For unsignalized mtersections (two-way STOP sign-controlled intersections), the level of service was
determined by using the “Two-Way Stop Control” analysis method contained in the Highway Capacity
Manual, Special Report No. 209 (Transportation Research Board, 1997).

Table 4.9-3 summarizes the existing weekday morning and afternoon peak hour V/C ratio and/or average
vehicle delay, and corresponding LOS, at each of the study intersections based on the methodology described
above. As shown in Table 4.9-3, the intersection of Ford Boulevard/I-710 Northbound On-ramp and Floral
Drive currently operates at LOS E during morning peak hour, and LOS D during afternoon peak hour. All
other study intersections are currently operating at LOS C or better during both the mornin g and afternoon
peak hours.

Existing Parking Conditions

Currently, there are eight parking lots (five major lots and three medium-sized lots) that exist on the ELAC
campus. The five major parking lots within the campus are the Stadium Lot, Pool Lot, the Tennis Lot,
Northeast Lot, and Southeast Lot. Of the eight parking lots, threc are located along the edge of the campus.
The Stadium Lot is located at the northwest corner of campus on Bleakwood Avenue and Floral Drive. The
Northeast Lot is located on the corner of Collegian Avenue and Floral Drive. The Southeast Lot is on the
corner of Avenida Cesar Chavez and Collegian Avenue. The Tennis Lot is situated at the southern edge of
campus to the east of the main campus entrance, on Avenida Cesar Chavez. In addition to the campus
parking lots, parking is available along Avalanche Way and Access Road. All parking facilities on campus,
except along Avalanche Way, are restricted and are located within the gated areas of the campus. A total
of 1,830 parking spaces are available on campus. Table 4.9-4 shows the total number of spaces available
in each parking facility.
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AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Intersection VIC or Delay LOS V/C or Delay LOS
1. 1-710 SB Off-Ramp/Humphreys Av & Floral Dr 0.651 B 0.588 A
2. 1-710 NB On-Ramp/Ford Bl & Floral Dr 0.920 E 0.863 D
3. Mednik Av/Monterey Pass Rd & Floral Dr 0.564 A 0.564 A
4. Bleakwood Av & Floral Dr/a/ 13 B 17 C
5. Bleakwood Av & Av Cesar Chavez Av /a/ 13 B 17 C
6. SR-60 Freeway EB Off-Ramp & Atlantic Bl 0.549 A 0.719 C
7. SR-60 Freeway WB Off-Ramp/1st St & Atlantic Bl 0.652 B 0.765 C
8. Collegian Av & Ay Cesar Chavez Av 0.494 A 0.544 A
9. Aflantic Bl & Av Cesar Chavez Av 0.709 C 0.789 Cc
10. Collegian Av & Floral Dr 0.496 A 0.789 C
11. Atlantic B! & Floral Dr 0.616 B 0.726 C
12. Atlantic Bl & Brightwood St 0.634 B 0.611 B
/s% it}gpcéor‘gilbei Su;ge;z?ggoge r;ltztnrlz(;(r)lggg goes not caiculate V/C. Represents total intersection delay in seconds.

TABLE 4.9-4: INVENTORY OF PARKING SPACE

Number of Spaces
Location Regular Handicap Car Pool Motorcycle Lot Total
Pool Lot 83 6 3 12 104
Tennis Lot 85 4 3 0 92
Administration Lot 13 1 0 0 14
M-2 Lot 37 0 0 0 37
Northeast Lot 390 8 0 0 398
Southeast Lot 79 2 3 0 84
Men’s P.E. Lot 15 0 0 0 15
Stadium Lot 855 10 0 0 865
Access Road 131 10 0 10 151
Avalanche Way 70 (meters) 0 0 0 70
Grand Total 1,758 41 9 22 1,830
SOURCE: Kaku Associates, September 2000.
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Existing Parking Utilization

Parking utilization surveys were conducted by Kaku Associates, Inc. on November 24, 1998 between 7:00
a.m. and 9:00 p.m. to assess the use of the various parking facilities during the school session. The survey
primarily emphasized the use of the five major parking lots, which provide approximately 84 percent of the
total available parking supply on campus.

Parking on the ELAC campus have three peak periods. The peak periods occur during the morning, from
10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., during the afternoon from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., and during the evening, from 7:00
p-m. to 9:00 p.m. During moring peak hour, approximately 64 percent (984 parking spaces) of the total
available parking spaces were used. A total of 712 parking spaces were occupied during peak afternoon
hours. During evening peak hour, approximately 58 percent (891 parking spaces) of the total available
parking spaces were used. Among all the parking facilities, only the Northeast Lot reached maximum
capacity, which occurred during morning peak hour between 9:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m. Table 4.9-5 shows
existing use of parking lots during peak hour.

TABLE 4.9-5: EXISTING PARKING LOT UTILIZATION : v

Morning Peak Hour Afternoon Peak Hour Evening Peak Hour

Capacity

404

47%

Number Number
of Number of of
Type of Total Spaces Percentage Spaces Percentage Spaces Percentage
Lot Occupied Utilized Occupied Utilized Occupied Utitized

Subtotal

800

44%

Stadium 865 256 30% 403 47%
Lot
Northeast 398 396 99% 336 84% 345 87%
Lot

63% 592 47% 748 59%

57%

Pool Lot 104 72 69% 46 59
Tennis 92 67 73% 43 47% 42 46%
Lot
Southeast 84 45 54% 31 37% 42 50%
Lot
Subtotal 280 184 15% 120 10% 143 11%
Total 1,543 984 64% 712 46% 891 58%

SOURCE: Kaku Assaciates.

Existing Parking Demand Rates

The student enrollment in 1998 (at the time the inventory and parking surveys were conducted) was
approximately 16,500. Of these 16,500 students, 5,280, or 32 percent, were students who took morning
classes. The total daytime student population was 7,425 students, approximately 45 percent of the total
population. Total nighttime student population was approximately 9,075 students, approximately 55 percent
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of the total population. Table 4.9-6 shows the peak parking demands in the five major parking lots during
morning, afternoon and evening peak hours.

TABLE 4.9-6: PEAK PERIOD PARKING USE BY CATEGORY

Period Students Staff/Faculty Total

Morning Peak Hour 800 184 984
Afternoon 592 120 712
Nighttime Peak Hour 748 143 891

SOURCE: Kaku Associates, September 2000.

Using the peak parking demand numbers in Table 4.9-6, it is estimated that students generate parking
demands during the three surveyed periods at the following rates:

Morning Peak Hour  0.15 spaces/student
Afternoon 0.08
Nighttime Peak Hour  0.08

The remaining parking supply on campus provides a total of approximately 287 spaces, of which
approximately 80 percent, or 230 spaces, are occupied during each of the peak periods of usage on campus.
These spaces are used by faculty/staff and visitors to the campus. Adding these spaces to the known
faculty/staff and guest/visitor parking use observed in the five major lots, results in a total peak parking
demand of approximately 414 spaces for staff, faculty and visitors.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The City of Monterey Park has established criteria for determining the significance of traffic impacts of
proposed projects within the City. Based on the criteria established by the City, a project is considered to
have a significant traffic impact if:

o the addition of project-related traffic causes an intersection to operate at a half level of service worse
than the pre-project conditions (V/C increase of 0.05); and

° intersections are caused to operate at worse than LOS C conditions by project-related traffic.

° the project provides less parking than needed as determined through an analysis of demand from the
project.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Areawide Traffic Growth

A review of historical traffic count data and forecast population figures for Monterey Park indicate that
traffic in the study area is predicted to increase at a rate of about 0.63 percent per year. Future ambient
increases in the background traffic volumes due to regional growth and development are assumed to continue
at this rate. Assuming a completion date in the year 2015, the existing year 2000 traffic volumes were
increased by approximately 9.5 percent to reflect the ambient regional growth between 2000 and 2015.
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Project Trip Generation

The number of trips generated by the proposed project were estimated based on trip generation
rates/equations provided in the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ Trip Generation, 6" Edition. The
resulting estimate of the number of trips associated with the proposed project is summarized in Table 4.9-7.
Although the Facilities Master Plan projects a total increase in enrollment of 7,803 students, to a total of
25,000, only about 3,511 new daytime students are expected. This is based on the current enrollment split
of 45 percent daytime students and 55 percent evening and/or night students. Since daytime students are the
most critical to the traffic analysis, the potential traffic impacts of the Master Plan are based on this number
of students. While the number of new nighttime students will be greater than the number of daytime
students, they travel to and from the campus during off-peak periods of traffic, when overall traffic and
congestion on the adjacent street system are less, and the potential for significant traffic-related impacts is
reduced.

TABLE 4.9-7: EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CAMPUS TRIP GENERATION ESTIMATES '

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
ITE Trip Rate Daily
Land Use Category Size Trips In ] Out | Total In Out | Total
ELAC Junior/Community | 3,511
Student College Students 5,410 | 445 45 490 | 405 | 190 595
Growth
SOURCE: ITE Trip Generation Manual, 6" Edition.

Using the ITE trip generation equations, the 3,511 new daytime students are expected to generate a total of
approximately 5,410 netnew trips per day. Approximately 492 net new trips will occur during the morning
peak hour, while 597 net new trips will result during the evening peak hour.

Cumulative Base Traffic Conditions

The Year 2015 Cumulative Base peak hour traffic volumes were analyzed to determine the V/C ratio and/or
average vehicle delay, and LOS at each of the 12 study intersections for without project conditions. The
results are shown in Table 4.9-8. Based on the standards established by the City of Monterey Park, six of
the twelve analyzed intersections are projected to operate at an unacceptable level of service (LOS D, E, or
F) under future conditions without the addition of project traffic. These intersections are:

0 Ford Boulevard/I-710 Northbound On-Ramp and Floral Drive (AM & PM)
. Atlantic Boulevard and SR-60 Eastbound Off-Ramp (PM Only)

° Atlantic Boulevard and SR-60 Westbound Off-Ramp/1st Street (PM Only)
° Atlantic Boulevard and Avenida Cesar Chavez (PM Only)

. Collegian Avenue and Floral Drive (PM Only)

° Atlantic Boulevard and Floral Drive (PM Only)
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Cumulative Plus Project Traffic Conditions

The Cumulative Plus Project peak hour traffic volumes were analyzed to determine the projected Future Year
2015 operating conditions with the proposed East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan project. The
results of the Cumulative Plus Project analysis are shown in Table 4.9-8. Traffic from the proposed project
would increase V/C such that four of the twelve study intersections would have a significant impact during
one or both of the peak hours. However, one of these intersections (Collegian Avenue and Avenida Cesar
Chavez) would operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS C or better). According to City of Monterey
Park Guidelines, since this impacted intersection is projected to operate at acceptable levels of service,
excess capacity would be available at the intersection and specific project-related mitigation measures would
not be required for this location. However, the three other intersections are forecast to operate at
unacceptable LOS D or worse during the afternoon peak hour and require mitigation. The three significantly
impacted intersections are:

° Bleakwood Avenue and Floral Drive

o Bleakwood Avenue and Avenida Cesar Chavez
. Collegian Avenue and Floral Drive

Future Parking Demand

With the completion of the proposed project in the Year 2015, the student population is expected to increase
by approximately 8,500 students over the 1998 enrollment levels surveyed for the parking demand analysis.
It is reasonable to assume that these additional students will exhibit parking-use profiles similar to those of
the existing students. Thus, it is assumed that the 8,500 new students will be distributed among the various
time periods:

Master Plan  Existing Student

Period Increase Enrollment Total
Morning 2,720 5,280 8,000
Afternoon 3,825 7,425 11,250
Nighttime 4,675 4,400 9,075

These projections were used to forecast future parking demand for the campus. The parking demand rates
observed on the campus during morning, afternoon, and nighttime were used to project the incremental
increases in parking demand by students during various times of the day. Table 4.9-9 summarizes the future
parking demands generated by students during each time periods.

4.9-8
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TABLE 4.9-9: PROJECTED FUTURE ON-SITE STUDENT PARKING DEMANDS

Increase in Increase in

Existing Student Parking Student

Parking Population Demand Parking Total Parking
Period Demand (1998-2015) Rate Demand Demand
Morning Peak Hour 800 2,720 0.15 412 1,212
Afternoon 592 3,825 0.08 305 897
Nighttime Peak 748 4,675 0.08 385 1,133
Hour
SOURCE: Kaku Associates.

As shown in Table 4.9-9, peak student parking demand will occur during morning peak hour. The proposed
enrollment increase is expected to result in an on-site parking demand of approximately 1,212 spaces, an
increase of 412 spaces.

As aresult of enrollment growth, the number of faculty/staff positions is expected to increase. The number
of faculty and staff positions was assumed to increase approximately 25 percent by Year 2015, and the
parking demand associated with their use was increased accordingly. Similarly, the number of guests/visitors
was assumed to increase by approximately 25 percent. This assumption results in a total future parking
demand for staff, faculty, and visitors of approximately 518 spaces.

Adding these parking demands to the student demands (shown in Table 4.9-9) results in a projected year
2015 peak parking demand for the campus of 1,730 spaces during the morning periods, 1,335 spaces during
afternoon hours, and 1,599 spaces during evening hours. The proposed project would provide a total of
approximately 5,336 on-site surface and structural spaces. Therefore, the projected demand would be easily
accommedated by the Master Plan.

It should be clarified that the parking projections in the study are based on surveys of on-campus parking use
only. It is acknowledged that students of and visitors to the East Los Angeles College campus park in the
surrounding neighborhoods to avoid obtaining a parking permit, or because convenient on-site parking is not
available. This segment of the overall school parking demand has not been addressed in the calculations
summarized above, and could add substantially to the total amount of campus parking actually needed to
meet the parking demands of the proposed Facilities Master Plan. An accurate assessment of the amount of
off-campus parking that occurs is extremely difficult to obtain, and is outside the scope of this study. It is
important to understand that this activity currently occurs, and is likely to continue in the future. Asaresult,
while provision of at least 1,730 on-campus parking spaces by ELAC will meet the expected on-site parking
demands of the Facilities Master Plan, it will not address the existing or future use of nearby public streets
for school parking. However, the proposed project will provide 5,336 spaces, which are expected to allow
all students who currently park off-campus to be accommodated on-site.

Construction Related Impacts on Adjacent Robert Hill Lane Elementary School
During the construction phases truck and construction vehicles may cause traffic delays which would in turn

effect the transportation of students to and from school. Furthermore, the addition of construction vehicles
poses an increased danger to pedestrian students near staging areas.
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Weingart Stadium Expansion

A supplemental traffic analysis was prepared by Kaku Associates, Inc. on November 6, 2000 to address
potential impacts of expansion-<{See-Appendix-G}. The utilization of the stadium is essentially a “special
event” at the campus, and generally occurs during Friday evenings and weeckend afternoon/evenings—thus;
theeffeets, when the typical traffic flow patterns and volumes on the surrounding street s /

to be critically affected by additional traffic.

Tmﬁxc 1mpact s of the stadmm expansmn on—ﬂwfrsnrrmmﬁtng-nﬁersecﬁtmand-ncrghbﬁrhfmd—s&ects-wcrc

prm——Twe W m mtersectmns wcrc—ana}yzcdmost likely to be aﬁected Avemda Cesar
Chavez/Bleakwood Avenue, and Floral Drive/Bleakwood Avenue.  Intersection traffic counts were

conducted on Friday, September 29 between 6:00P.M. and 8:00 P.M., and on Saturdav, September 30
between 4;00 P.M. and 7:00 P.M.

In addition. potential traffic impacts were examined on six street segments along the access routes to and
from the stadium;werealsoanalyzed-, Traffic counts were conducted from midnight Thursday, September
29th through midnight Saturday, September 30th, The street segments analyzed are listed below:

Bleakwood Avenue, north of Avalanche Way
Bleakwood Avenue, south of Avalanche Way

Avenida Cesar Chavez, east of Bleakwood Avenue
Avenida Cesar Chavez, castwest of Bleakwood Avenue
Floral Drive, east of Avalanche Way

Floral Drive, west of Bleakwood Avenue

A e o e

Analysis of the identified intersections determined that additional traffic on the two analyzed intersections
would not result in an impact. This is primarily due to the faet-thatlower traffic volumes aretower-during the
pertodsof stadium utilization times as compared to the more critical peak hours examined in the Master Plan
EIR traffic study. These intersections woultdcontimaeare projected to operate at their current level of service
of LOS A for Avenida Cesar Chavez/Bleakwood Avenue and LOS B for Floral Drive/Bleakwood Avenue.

#Accordmg-tolt is estimated that the anatysts-of-thestreetsegments-theproposed stadium expansion would

result in an additional 840 net new trips along Avenida Cesar Chavez and Floral Drive on Friday
afternoon/evenings. -An additional 1,022 net new trips would result on Saturdays. Additionatty; According
to the analysis of the street segments, the addition of the proposed project traffic additionsto-the-areastreet

segments-wiltwould result in an increase typically-be less than five percent oftheextstingin daily traffic on
all of the street segments analyzed, and is not expected to cause a significant impact.

Analysisincluded assessment of potential access and parking related impacts on residential properties located
along Bleakwood Avenue and Floral Drive. -It has been determined that with the addittonat construction of
3,306 new on-campus parking spaces as proposed in the Master Plan, there would be sufficient parking to
accommodate the expected increase in stadium activity parkimgcapacity.- However, it is recognized that

impact on residential access and on-street parking may still occur. -A Special Event Traffic, Parking and

Access Management Program would reduce-thrspotenttatbe implemented to ensure that no “overflow”
parking impacts-to-atess-thar=stgntficant-tevet occur.

4.9-12



East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan 4.9 Transportation & Traffic
Final EIR

MITIGATION MEASURES

Operational Impacts

T1_  Install a traffic signal at the intersection of Bleakwood Avenue and Floral Drive.

. I 41 4 £ M k| .61 et d- do. £.Y31 1 3 A St A X | Fanl £,

Z IIRTAlh a4 UdITIv SIENAT AU HTICTIIRUTSULU TN U DTUCAR WUUTT A VEITUC dITa A veITida ¢ Csar-crnave z;
F3T2_ At the intersection of Collegian Avenue and Floral Drive, widen Floral Drive to provide a left-turn

lane, a through lane, and a shared through/right-turn lane on eastbound approach. Restripe Floral
Drive to provide two eastbound departure lanes.

Constructions Impacts

F4I3

The Project mManager or designee shoutdshall notify the LAUSD Transportation Branch, Caltrans
LACMTA, Montebello Transit and any other appropriate City or County Department, to the extent
that they are affected, of the expected start and ending construction dates for the various portions
of the project that may affect traffic through the areas.

T4 The contractors toshall avoid staging trucks and equipment along streets in the area to facilitate the
movement of buses during peak traffic hours.

15 When possible, avoid heaviest construction traffic between the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 8:00 a.m. and
between 3:30 p.m. and 4:30 p.m. to minimize delays to the arrivals and departures of buses.

i6 Prior to construction of the proposed parking facilities, a detailed construction program, including
construction traffic and parking. and campus parking relocation (if necessarv), will be prepared.
This plan will be submitted for a al to the City of Monterey Park.

J Fan] . 4. 4 M. By | . I £ 4. 4o los o1 £ .41 : s 4 L, 4 1o i}

i7 LU AU TUN S U T O IO AT T vET S O COIT ST acT1oIT verreics O tine TCHUITCIIICTIT U blUp TOUTATCTCU

17 1o accommodate any additional need for parking during construction. temporary parking and shuttle

bus service will be provided off-site as needed for those displaced parkine spaces onlv.

Special Events Impacts__

T8

Upon completion of stadium improvements, the College shall, in coordination with the City of

Monterey Park, implementa Special Event Traffic, Parking and Access Management Program—Fhis

<13 - D I e £ P Ik . k | | . forpda 4 < 1.4
PLOUETAIITWITE PTUVIUC EATOCTITIOS TOT dUUICSS IR Al SR dIRTraU T OS5 aUr TR S U TULT PO VOTTLS AR OUUTUTd

metudesuchfeatures—as—asstgmed-parking;—or parkmgftraffre-attendants—to-direct-stadtumrevent
attendees-to—use—the—stadtumparking-structure— for major_events (10,000 people or greater).
Specifics of this program should be finalized based on actual scheduled events and anticipated
attendance. This program shall include a traffic management plan which shall be developed in
coordination with the City of Monterey Park Police Department and the Los Anseles County

traffic flow and traffic control officers to minimize delays,

Such a Program could include. but not limited to. the following elements:

4.9-13
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A traffic control plan, including traffic control officers at campus access points, to direct and
control traffic during peak arrival and departure times for stadium events.

Information services to educate attendees about recormmended access routes and parking
locations. Such a service could supply maps or other information along with ticket sales and

signage.

Enhanced enforcement of off-site parking violations. to address nearby resident’s concerns
about increased traffic and parking demands during events.

If necessary during events with expected high attendance, satellite parking areas should be

identified. However, the current level of stadium usage would not suggest the need for this
measure on a regular basis,

Provision of special event and school parking separation (designated school parking areas).

Provisions for alternative parking for attendees, should on-campus parking become full,

Use of tandem. or stacked parking on campus lots and/or turf parkineg to handle overflow
during large stadium events,

T9 Upon completion of stadium improvements, provisions shall be made for off-site parking and shuttle

service as needed to handle parkin

overflow during special events at the Weingart Stadium.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

The effectiveness of the mitigation measures are shown in Table 4.9-8. As indicated in the table, the
proposed measures will fully mitigate all project related impacts due to normal operations, and reduce them
to less-than-significant levels. Special Events impacts would be reduced to less-than significant levels with
implementation of mitigation.
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4.10 UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS

WATER SUPPLY

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The East Los Angeles College is located in the San Gabriel Valley. The San Gabriel Valley is approximately
200 square miles and lies in the eastern Los Angeles County, California, at the foot of the San Gabriel
Mountains. Water services in the San Gabriel Valley is provided by a number of private water companies
and public water agencies. In any given year, as much as 80 to 85 percent of the water supply comes from
groundwater sources. The remaining water demand is met by importing surface water from the State Water
Project and from the Colorado River.

Three major groundwater basins are located in the valley: the Main San Gabriel Basin, the Raymond Basin,
and the Puente Basin. The Main San Gabriel Basin is the largest of the three basins and is separated from
the Raymond Basin to the northwest by the Raymond Fault, which serves as a partial barrier to groundwater
flow. The Puente Basin is a shallow basin that underlies the Puente Valley and is tributary to the Main San
Gabriel Basin. The three basins are managed separately.

The City of Monterey Park Water System receives its water supply from local groundwater. The water is
produced by 12 City-owned wells, which has a total capacity of 20 million gallons per day (mgd). The wells
are located in the vicinity of the Rio Hondo, outside the city limits, and in the Main San Gabriel groundwater
basin. The Monterey Park Water System supplies an average of 10 mgd to its customers. Approximately
65 percent of the water used each year is supplied from local rainfall. Approximately 35 percent is imported
by the San Gabriel Valley Municipal Water District from northern California. Then, the water percolates
into the groundwater aquifers. In the City of Monterey Park, average water use per person is approximately
100 to 110 gallons per day.

Although the ELAC campus is located within the City of Monterey Park, water services is not provided by
the City. Instead, the California Water Service Company supplies water to the ELAC campus. The company
was established in 1926 supplies more than 100 billion gallons of water per year to approximately 1.5 million
people in 58 California communities. The sources of supply for the East Los Angeles, Commerce, and
Montebello systems are surface water purchased from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
(MWD) and groundwater produced by 29 local wells. The system includes 48 booster pumps, 4 standby
auxiliary boosters or generators and 24 storage tanks with a total capacity of 35 million gallons.

Currently, water supplied by the California Water Service Company to the ELAC campus travels through
a six-inch pipe with a capacity of 450 gallons per minute. The ELAC currently uses 137,576 gallons of water
per month.!

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed project would result in a significant impact on water if:

° the proposed project would represent a disproportionate demand for water compared to existing
usage levels,
° the proposed project would require the construction of new water supply distribution system.

! Conversation with Larry Beck, Project Engineer for California Water Service Company, October 5 and 6, 2000.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

ELAC has a water usage factor of five gallons of water a day per student. The proposed project is anticipated
to increase student enrollment from 17,197 students to 25,000 students. With a water usage factor of five
gallons of water a day per student, future usage is expected to increase to 125,000 gallons per day, or 86.8
gallons of water per minute. Given that existing water pipe has a capacity of 450 gallons per minute, there
is sufficient capacity in the existing water pipe to accommodate for additional water usage. Construction of
a new water supply distribution system would not be necessary.

The provision of water to California has been an ongoing issue. The ability to meet future demand will
depend in part upon the implementation of water conservation and reclamation efforts. Procurement of
adequate water supplies is a regional issue. The following mitigation measures are recommended to ensure
that water resources will be conserved to the greatest extent possible.

MITIGATION MEASURES

Ul In undertaking the landscape improvements to the campus drought tolerant plants shall be used
wherever possible.

U2 As a water conservation measure, the proposed projects shall be equipped with wastewater
conservation fixtures including low flow toilets.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES
No significant impacts are anticipated.

WASTEWATER

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City of Monterey Park contains a total of 126 miles of main line sewers, which collect more than two
billion gallons of raw sewage each year. The City’s storm drain system handles the run-off of storm water
from all of the City streets and parking facilities, which ultimately ends up in the ocean.

Wastewater flow from the ELAC campus is discharged to the local sewer line and conveyed to the Monterey
Park Extension Trunk Sewer. The sewer has a 15-inch diameter and a capacity of 3.9 million gallons per day
(mgd). Peak flow was last measured in 1997 as 2.2 mgd. Wastewater is treated at the Joint Water Pollution
Control Plant (JWPCP) in the City of Carson. The Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) is operated
by the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County. The JWPCP is one of the largest wastewater treatment
plants in the world. It serves a population of about 31/2 million people and many industries in southern and
eastern Los Angeles County. It provides advanced primary and partial secondary treatment for an average
flow of 332.4 mgd. Total wastewater treatment capacity for the JWPCP is 385 mgd. The sewer load for the
ELAC campus has been calculated to be approximately 3,665 gpm
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THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
A significant impact would occur if:

o the proposed project would place a substantial burden on local infrastructure or regional treatment
facilities, such that the increased demand could not be met by available facilities or feasible local
improvements, or would warrant an unforeseen or unanticipated expansion of regional treatment
facilities.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

As determined by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, the expected increase in average
wastewater flow from the project site will be 70,075 gallons per day.! According to a conversation with the
County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County there is sufficient capacity at the JWPCP to accommodate

the additional wastewater flow.?

Further, there is sufficient capacity in sewer lines to accommodate additional wastewater flow. Thus, the
proposed project would not require the expansion or development of additional wastewater facilities.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES
No significant impacts are anticipated.

SOLID WASTE

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Los Angeles County currently has eight major landfills, four minor landfills, and 14 Class ITI landfills. Class
III landfills accept all types of nonhazardous solid waste and must comply with strict environmental and
technical standards mandated by local, state, and federal agencies. The project site is located within the solid
waste service area of the Puente Hills Landfill No.6, located at 2800 S. Workman Mills Road in Whittier
(approximately seven miles from ELAC). Puente Hills Landfill, a Class Il landfill, has a capacity of
approximately 72,000 tons per week, with a permitted remaining capacity of 15,092,000 tons. The landfill
currently accepts 72,000 tons per week and thus, is at capacity. In 1999, the landfill accepted approximately
11,618 tpd. The Puente Hills Landfill is proposed to be expanded to accept an additional 12,000 tpd.

According to a conversation with Richard Pothier, Facilities Manager, the campus has an informal recycling
program. However, the campus is in the process of implementing a formal recycling program. Currently

" Based on institutional wastewater factor for College/University. Loadings were calculated at 20 gallons per day per
student.

% Conversation with Ruth Frazen, Engineering Technician at the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County,
October 3, October 6, 2000.
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recycling activities consists of the mulching of green waste, recycling of aluminum cans (which are picked
up by individuals in the community for recycling purposes) and the provision of bins for the recycling of
white paper.

California Integrated Waste Management Act, AB 939

As manv of the landfills in the state were approaching capacity and siting of new landfills became
increasingly difficult, the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (IWMA) AB 939 was
desioned to focus on source reduction, recveling and commosting. and environmentally safe landfilling and
transformation activities, The Act required cities and counties to divert 25 percent of all solid waste from
landfills and transformation facilities by 1995, and 50 percent by the vear 2000. In an effort to assist in
meeting the goals of AB 939 the campus 1s in the process of implementing a formal recveling
Mitigation has been provided to ensure compliance. However, mitigation measures U3 and U4 have been
revised to more specifically address the goals of AB 939,

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed project would result in a significant impact on solid waste if:

o the proposed project would generate substantial amounts of solid waste.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Currently, ELAC averages a total of 1,248,000 pounds of solid waste per year, of which includes tree waste,
grass clippings 644,900 pounds are from custodial and community scavenging, wood pallets, and cardboard.’
Eliminating miscellaneous waste (tree and grass clippings, scavenging, wood pallets and cardboard)
approximately 603,100 pounds of solid waste was generated in 1999. The resulting solid waste factor for
the college is approximately 0.15 pounds of solid waste per student a day, or 35 pounds per student per year.
Implementation of the proposed project is anticipated to increase enrollment by 7,803 students. Using the
solid waste generation factor of 0.15 pounds of solid waste per day, 25,000 students would generate
approximately 3,750 pounds of solid waste per day, an increase of approximately 1,170 pounds (or 0.5 tons)
per day. The increase of 0.5 tons per day would account for less than one percent of the total amount of solid
waste accepted at the La Puente Landfill per day. This additional solid waste contribution would be
negligible. However, due to the fact that the ability of area landfills to meet increasing solid waste
contributions is an ongoing problem mitigation measures are recommended to help ensure that appropriate
conservation measures are observed.

According to a conversation with Richard Pothier, Facilities Manager, the campus has an informal recycling
rogram. The campus is planning to implement a formal Waste Management Plan by Summer 2001,

roeram a recveling waste diversion rate of 41percent is estimated for the vear
2002. The college plans to attain a 50 percent diversion goal by vear 2004, All waste reduction activities

are taken in coordination with the California Integrated Waste Management Board and to meet the
requirements of the State Agency Model Integrated Waste Management Plan. All new develonment on the

campus would be subiect {o the Waste Management Plan developed for the campus.

the implementation of this

3 Conversation with Art Lyons, Maintenance Supervisor of Custodians, October 10, 2000.

4.10-4



East Los Angeles College Facilities Master Plan 4.10 Utilities & Service Systems
Final EIR

MITIGATION MEASURES

U3 Arecycling program shall be designed and implemented to reduce the amount of solid waste
going to landfills._This program shall promote the recycling of newspaper, glass bottles
aluminum, bimetal cans and P.E. T, bottles.

U4 Adeguate recycling bins and chutes shall be provided at appropriate locations with sufficient
access for recycling vehicl

IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

G g o 41 1. L | 1 A e
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No significant impacts are anticipated.

STORMWATER RUNOFF

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

ELAC has occupied the current site for more than 50 years. At present, the majority of the site consists of
impermeable areas. Areas which are not paved or developed are landscaped with trees and grass. A
stormwater drainage system is in place to accommodate runoff. It is calculated that at present the maximum
rate of runoff during a worst-case (50-year) storm is 235 cubic feet per second.

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
A significant impact would occur if:

» storm water runoff from the proposed project site would be increased above the level presently in
existence to the extent that the existing drainage infrastructure would be insufficient.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

The proposed project is not anticipated to have an impact on storm water runoff quantities. Storm water
runoff depends largely upon the amount of permeable (i.e., unpaved) areas on the site. The proposed projects
involve the demolition of existing buildings and the construction of new buildings, as well as, the remodeling
of existing buildings. They do not involve the development of open areas, so the ratio of impermeable areas
to unpaved areas will remain essentially unchanged. Additionally, the project areas would be paved and
landscaped to effectively convey surface runoff to flow within existing drainage patterns. Thus, the rate of
rainwater absorption will remain approximately the same, and the change in the amount of runoff generated
will be negligible. No significant impact is foreseen.

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation measures are required.
IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION MEASURES

No significant impacts are anticipated.
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5.0 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES v

5.1 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

Alternatives to the proposed project must be evaluated under Section 15126.6 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Because an Environmental Impact Report must identify ways to
mitigate or avoid the significant effects that a project may have on the environment, the discussion of
alternatives focuses on changes to the project or the project’s location which are capable of achieving the
objectives of the proposed project while avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects associated
with the project.

In the scope of alternatives to be examined in an EIR, the public agency must be guided by the doctrine of
“feasibility.” In the event specific economic, social, or other conditions make infeasible such project
alternatives or such mitigation measures, individual projects may be approved in spite of one or more
significant effects thereof. (Public Resources Code Section 21002)

The Legislature has defined “feasible” for purposes of CEQA review as “capable of being accomplished in
a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social
and technological factors.” (Public Resources Code Section 21061.1; Guidelines Section 153 64), Inaddition,
among the factors that may be taken into account when addressing the feasibility of alternatives are site
suitability, economic viability, availability of infrastructure, general plan consistency, other plans or
regulatory limitations, jurisdictional boundaries, and whether the proponent can reasonably acquire, control,
or otherwise have access to the alternative site. (Guidelines Section 15126.6) A project alternative which
cannot be feasiblely accomplished need not be extensively considered.

5.2 ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES

ALTERNATIVE 1-NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE

The No Project alternative is required by Section 15126(e) of the CEQA Guidelines and assumes that the
proposed project would not be implemented. The No Project Alternative does not mean that development
within the project area will be prohibited. The “No Project” alternative allows decision-makers to compare
the impacts of approving the proposed project with the impacts of not approving the proposed project. With
respect to the proposed project, analysis of the “No Project” alternative includes existing environmental
impacts on-site, as well as those environmental effects which would be reasonably expected to occur in the
foreseeable future if the project were not approved.

IMPACT SUMMARY
This alternative would avoid all impacts associated with the preferred alternative.

PROJECT OBJECTIVE

AlthoughtThe No Project Aalternativetsenvir onmentatty-supertorto-theproposed profect;it would not be
considered a feasible alternative by the college because it would not meet project objectives, in particular
the objective to provide a safe environment for the students.

Furthermore, as California enrollment continues to rise, ELAC would not be able to accommodate the needs
of these additional students.
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Bungalows. The cost to maintain most of the temporary facilities have become cost prohibitive for the
college. Further, most of these buildings as they exist do not meet applicable safety standards.

Parking. Parking is currently underutilized in those parking lots located away from the admintstrative
coremain educational uses of the campus. Underutilization in these lots results in lack of parking in other
lots. The “No Project” objective would not serve to eliminate this problem. Rather, failure to act will result
in an exacerbation of the problem.

Lighting, Air Conditioning and Landscaping. The temporary buildings are currently not air conditioned
and provides an uncomfortable environmental not suitable for learning. Campus lighting upgrades could
serve to improve safety on campus. Failure to implement new light upgrades would not meet the goal of
improving safety on campus for the students and faculty. Landscaping in certain areas of the campus is
sparse and detracts from the appearance of the campus.

ALTERNATIVE 2-UPGRADE EXISTING FACILITIES

This alternative would allow ELAC to continue to offer programming—to—extstmg—studentsexisting

programming to students and would only allow upgrades to existing uses. This alternative would include
the upgrade of the electrical infrastructure and air conditioning to those buildings capable of supporting such

amenities. This alternative would also provide access for the disabled. In addition, temporary buildings that
have outlived their usefulness will be demolished. Programs that are currently held in these building will
either be discontinued or provided at a satellite facility. Lighting will be improved in those areas where
safety issues are a concemn.

The implementation of this alternative would improve energy efficiency on campus to conform to
environmental and safety regulations and concerns.

Satellite Facilities. The continuation of the provision of off-campus classes can help to reduce lack of space
for existing educational programming. Where programs must be discontinued on campus due to lack of space
additional facilities may be acquired off campus.

IMPACT SUMMARY
This alternative would avoid all impacts associated with the preferred alternative.
PROJECT OBJECTIVES

This alternative while meeting environmental and safety related issues fail to adequately meet the primary
goal of accommodating the existing student body and the anticipated growth in enrollment. Further, the goal
of significantly improving the overall appearance of the campus would not be reached.

53 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE

Section 15126.6 (€)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines requires that an environmentally superior alternative
be identified among the selected alternatives (excluding the No Project alternative). __The Superior
Alternative —as discussed in the EIR requiresis the implementation of the Master—Plam:
ImptementationFacilities Master Plan as proposed. The Master Plan is proposed to be undertaken in order
to_facilitate superior instructional delivery. The goals of the proposed projects-in-theMaster Plarrwould
attow-thecampus-to-meet-att-tdentifred-obrectives: project are to have an inviting and enjovable college

campus, a safe and friendly college campus; and to be a community landmark. It is also the concern of the
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administration _that ELAC is unable to fully meet the educational needs of current students due to

overcrowding and inadequate facilities. Expansion would enable the college to accommodate the expected
increase in enrollment, Expansion would also result in technological and aesthetic improvements. improved

safety through building improvements, lighting and adequate and convenient parking. and the abilitv to
maintain and/or increase course offerings and programs.
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6.0 CUMULATIVE AND LONG-TERM EFFECTS

In certain instances, a proposed project may have possible environmental effects which are individually
limited but cumulatively considerable. In accordance with Section 15130 of the CEQA Guidelines (as
amended through January 1, 2000), this EIR analyzes the cumulative impacts that could occur with the
proposed project. Cumulative impacts (e.g., two or more individual effects which, when considered together,
compound or increase the environmental impact of a proposed project) can result from individually minor
but collectively significant projects taking place over a period of time.

The CEQA Guidelines require a discussion of the cumulative impacts of a project “when the project’s
incremental effect is cumulatively considerable,” e.g., when “the incremental effects of an individual 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.”’ The Guidelines provide further direction as to the
scope of a cumulative impact analysis. The discussion “need not provide as great detail as is provided for
the effects attributable to the project alone” and “should be guided by the standards of practicality and
reasonableness.”” Furthermore, an EIR should not discuss impacts that do not result in part from the
evaluated project. An EIR may also determine that a project’s contribution to a significant impact is de
minimus and thus is not significant (i.e., the environmental conditions would be essentially the same whether
or not the proposed project is implemented).

An adequate discussion of significant cumulative impacts can be accomplished by analyzing either (1) “a list
of past, present, and probable future projects producing related or cumulative impacts, including, if
necessary, those projects outside the control of the agency” or (2) “a summary of projections contained in
an adopted general plan or related planning document, or in a prior environmental document which has been
adopted or certified, which described or evaluated regional or area wide conditions contributing to the
cumulative impact.”

6.1 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
Aesthetics

The tsted-projeets cumulative projects (approved oy proposed development projects in the general study
area) are too distant from each other to have a combined effect. In addition, each project is of a scale in

keeping with the City of Monterey Park and the surrounding area. No cumulative change in the physical
environment is expected.

The ELAC campus will be provided with upgraded lighting in an already developed environment. None of
the listed projects would produce an intense concentration of lighting that would be different from a typical
urban environment. No cumulative change in lighting is expected.

Air Quality

As shown in Table 6-1, daily mobile emissions are expected to fall below the daily emissions thresholds

' CEQA Guidelines, Section 15065(c).
2 CEQA Guidelines, 15130(4)(b).
3 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15130 (b)(1).
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established by the SCAQMD for all pollutants except Nitrogen Oxide. These cumulative NOX levels would
exceed SCAOMD daily emissions criteria by 23 percent. The ELAC Master Plan accounts for about 11

percent of the cumulative NOX emissions, and thus accounts for about two percent of the overall NOX

cumulative exceedance,

Operational Emissions /a/

Master Plan

TOTAL

221

679

Project ROG NO, co PM,,

(1) Monterey Park Market Place 84 258 804 120
(2) North Atlantic Project 59 185 575 86
(3) Savon Drug Store 6 21 64 10
(4) Bank of Canton 4 13 40 6
(5) Hilton Hotel 21 56 177 26
(6) Smart & Final 15 48 148 22
(7) Monterey Views Development 5 12 45 6
(8) Econo Lodge 2 6 18 3
(9) Supermarket Addition 2 8 22 4
{10) East Los Angeles College Facilities 23 74 232 34

2125

315

CUMULATIVE SCAQMD THRESHOLDS /b/

550

550

5500

1500

PERCENT OF THRESHOLD

ELAC PERCENT OF TOTAL

10%

1%

1%

11%

/al Daily emissions are expressed in pounds per day.

/bl The individual project threshold multiplied by number of individual projects.
SOURCE: Terry A. Hayes Associates, URBEMIS7G model output, see Appendix C.

Cultural Resources

No cultural resources have been identified within or adjacent to the ELAC campus, therefore, no cumulative

effects are anticipated.

Geology and Seismicity

Concerns related to geology and seismicity are site specific. A portion of the proposed project site does have
in area subject to landslide hazards. The proposed project site would not be expected to be affected by the
other projects on the cumulative project list. As no projects are proposed to be developed on or adjacent to
this sensitive area no cumulative effects are expected.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Concerns related to hazardous materials are site specific. All new development projects would be required
to mitigate prior to implementation hazardous concerns (if existing). The proposed ELAC project has not
identified negative effects related to hazardous materials, therefore, no cumulative effects are anticipated.

Land Use and Planning

The proposed ELAC land use is in character with the surrounding developed setting. Further, the related
projects appear to be in keeping with the low to moderate density character of the area. Thus, no cumulative
effects are expected.

Noise

Although several projects are within the vicinity of the project site, the timing of development and degree
of overlapping construction is unknown at this time. Because of the long-term phasing of the buildout of
the ELAC Master Plan overlapping construction is unlikely. It is also important to note, that few of the
proposed projects are located close enough together that they would likely disrupt traffic flows on the same
street nor combine together to increase overall construction related noise as it would affect a single
neighborhood or sensitive land use area. Thus, no construction-related noise cumulative impacts are
anticipated.

With respect to traffic-related noise, a cumulative increase in traffic would result in sound level changes of
one to two decibels when existing conditions are compared to future conditions, including the ELAC Master
Plan. Because significant noise changes are typically defined as an increase of three decibels or more, no
significant cumulative noise impacts are anticipated.

Public Services

An increased demand in fire and police service is expected and therefore, cumulative impacts would occur.

However, EEAC-mtends-to-mitigate any cumulative impacts by -hiring-addittomatofficersto-mitigated-the
mpactonpoliceservices would be mitigated through the implementation of additional security features and
a Special Event Security Plan. In addition, the proposed ELAC Master Plan includes the removal of
structures that currently do not meet current fire safety codes and will replace with new structures built to
satisfy the most current and stringent fire safety requirements.

Transportation and Traffic

An assessment of future traffic conditions is needed to determine the impact of the project at the time of
development. Future conditions must account for other known or planned projects. Forecasts of the future
year 2015 Cumulative Base traffic volumes were developed by adding the traffic expected to be generated
by approved or proposed development projects in the area to the forecast ambient traffic growth described
above. Listings of proposed Projects in the study area were obtained from the City of Monterey Park as well
as the City of Montebello and the County of Los Angeles. A review of these lists indicated that a total of
nine projects of notable size have been proposed or approved within the study area (See Table 6-2 ). This
list does not include projects expected to generate fewer than ten P.M. peak hour trips, or development that
is located outside an approximate two-mile radius from the campus.
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In assessing the cumulative impacts of the proposed project, a combination of both of the methodologies
listed above was utilized. The traffic analysis contained in this EIR is cumulative in nature. Specifically, the
analysis takes into account ambient traffic growth as well as the effects of future planned and proposed
projects. As discussed in the traffic section, ambient traffic was expected to increase by approximately 9.5
percent over the life of the ELAC Master Plan. Future developments —including the buildout of the ELAC
Master Plan— were expected to increase daily trips by approximately 46,939 trips. The impact analysis,
however revealed that these cumulative traffic increases with the implementation of mitigation measures
would not result in unavoidable significant impacts. Thus, no cumulative traffic impacts are anticipated.
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Btilities-
Utilities/Service Svystems

A combined effect on utilities is expected. It is not expected that the increase will be significant as there
appears to be adequate capacity in the current utility systems to accommodate the projects.

6.2 GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS

Section 15126.2(d) of the CEQA Guidelines states that the assessment of growth-inducing impacts in the EIR
must describe the “ways in which the proposed project could foster economic or population growth, or the
construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment.”

The proposed project will not extend infrastructure such as roads, utilities and public facilities, beyond that
which already exists and meets the needs of existing development in the project area. The proposed project
site is located within a densely developed urban setting and will not introduce new land uses into a previously
undeveloped area that could induce changes to the surrounding area.
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Although the proposed project inherently represents growth within the area, including expansion of existing
facilities, creation of new facilities, and marginal localized job growth, such growth is not of the scale that
would affect regional population, housing, or employment forecasts. Thus, no significant growth-inducing
impacts are anticipated.

6.3 IRREVERSIBLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Irreversible adverse environmental effects are not anticipated for the proposed project or any of the project
alternatives. Construction and operation of the proposed project would rely upon the use of nonrenewable
resources. Use of fossil fuel derived energy sources such as gasoline, diesel fuel, electricity, and natural gas
would be necessary for transport of workers and materials during construction and provision of electricity,
natural gas, and fuel for vehicles during the life of the project. Although the fossil fuel consumption
associated with the project would constitute the depletion of a resource which is irretrievable and
irreversible, the amount of resources consumed would not be of an extraordinary nature in a regional context.

Thus, the proposed project’s use of nonrenewable energy sources is not considered to constitute a significant
impact.
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7.0 EFFECTS DETERMINED NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT

This section discusses expected effects of the proposed project and why these effects are not considered
significant or why various effects would not be expected to occur.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

The project site is not currently utilized as farmland, or as any agricultural use. In addition, the project is
located in an urbanized and developed area in which no farmland exists.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The project site is located within an area that has been urbanized for many years and does not contain species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species. The site is not located within an area with
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community. The site is not located near a surface water body and
there are no corridors for native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species nor will the proposed project
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites as there are no such sites located within or adjacent to the
proposed project area.

FLOOD HAZARD

The proposed project site is not located within a 100-year or a 500-year flood inundation zone as designated
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Program Map No. 0601140005C,
Q3 Flood Data (5/96).

MINERAL RESOURCES

No mineral resources of value to the region or to the residents of the state were found to be known or to exist
on or immediately adjacent to the proposed project site.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

The proposed project is not anticipated to induce substantial population growth in the area since no
residential units would be included in the project. Possible new employment generated from the new
development would draw from the local area and general region. In addition, the proposed project would
be located in a highly urbanized area that is served by existing infrastructure. No major extensions of
existing infrastructure would be necessary for the project since the project would continue to be served by
existing utilities surrounding the site.

SCENIC RESOURCES

The general project area can be described as a developed urban setting with no distinguishing scenic or
public views. No scenic highways exist within the area. Consequently, no scenic impact will occur.

SCHOOLS

The proposed project does not contain a residential component and would not directly affect school
enrollment within the Monterey Park School District. Further, any change in site employment would be
minimal and thus, no secondary student generation would be created due to new or unusual housing demand
within the Monterey Park (or neighboring) School District service area.
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RECREATION

The proposed project does not contain a residential component and is not anticipated to increase the demand
for neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational facilities from project operations.
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8.0 ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE AGENCIES CONSULTED

° County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
1955 Workman Mill Road
Whittier, CA 90601

o Southern California Association of Governments
818 W. Seventh Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017

o South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 E. Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

° City of Monterey Park
320 W. Newmark Avenue
Monterey Park, CA 91754
- Planning Division
- Public Works
- Engineering
- City of Monterey Park Fire Department
- City of Monterey Park Police Department

° Los Angeles Unified School District
1449 S. San Pedro St.
Los Angeles, CA 90015
- School Traffic and Safety Education Section
- Transportation Branch
- Environmental Health and Safety

. California Water Service Company, Engineering
5243 Sheila Street
Los Angeles, CA 90040
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