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I. INTRODUCTION & EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION
Overview of CEQA and the Pubic Review Process

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code (P.R.C.) Division 13, §
21000 et seq.) was enacted in 1970 with the main objective of providing public disclosure to inform
decision makers and the public of the significant environmental effects of proposed activities and to
require agencies to avoid or reduce the environmental effects by implementing feasible alternatives or
mitigation measures. This Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was prepared in accordance with
CEQA, the State Guidelines for implementing CEQA (California Code of Regulations (C.C.R.), Title 14,
Division 6, Chapter 3, §15000-15387, as amended), and the Los Angeles Community College District
(“LACCD?” or “District”) Guidelines for implementation of CEQA. Section 15121(a) of the State CEQA
Guidelines defined the intent and purpose of an EIR as follows:

“An EIR is an informational document which will inform public agency decision-makers and the

public generally of the significant environmental effect of a project, identify possible ways to
minimize the significant effects, and describe reasonable alternatives to the project. The public
agency shall consider the information in the EIR along with other information which may be
presented to the agency.”

CEQA applies to all discretionary activities proposed to be carried out or approved by California public
agencies, including state, regional, county, and local agencies. The proposed Los Angeles Trade-
Technical College (“LATTC” or “College™) Thirty-Year Master Plan Project requires discretionary
approval from the LACCD Board of Trustees and, therefore, is subject to the environmental review
requirements established under CEQA. LACCD, in collaboration with the propose to implement the
LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan Project for the existing LATTC Campus located at 400 W. Washington
Boulevard, Los Angeles, California. For purposes of complying with CEQA, the District is identified as
the Lead Agency for the Proposed Project.

In addition, the Thirty-Year Master Plan EIR for the LATTC Campus satisfies CEQA statutes pertaining
to the preparation of EIRs for public higher education and long-range development plans. Specifically,
Section 21080.09 of CEQA provides the following:

“(a) For purposes of this section, the following definitions apply:

(1) "Public higher education" has the same meaning as specified in Section 66010 of the
Education Code.

(2) "Long range development plan" means a physical development and land use plan to meet
the academic and institutional objectives for a particular campus or medical center of
public higher education.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan 1. Introduction & Executive Summary
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(b) The selection of a location for a particular campus and the approval of a long-range
development plan are subject to this division and require the preparation of an
environmental impact report. Environmental effects relating to changes in enrollment levels
shall be considered for each campus or medical center of public higher education in the
environmental impact report prepared for the long range development plan for the campus or
medical center.

(c) The approval of a project on a particular campus or medical center of public higher
education is subject to this division and may be addressed, subject to the other provisions of
this division, in a tiered environmental analysis based upon a long range development plan

environmental impact report.

(d) Compliance with this section satisfies the obligations of public higher education pursuant to
this division to consider the environmental impact of academic and enrollment plans as they
affect campuses or medical centers, provided that any such plans shall become effective for a
campus or medical center only after the environmental effects of those plans have been
analyzed as required by this division in a long range development plan environmental impact
report or tiered analysis based upon that environmental impact report for that campus or
medical center, and addressed as required by this division.”

Scope and Content

Upon initial environmental review of the Proposed Project, the Lead Agency made the determination that
an EIR is required. On November 29, 2004, LATTC issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to responsible
agencies and interested individuals. Based on a preliminary assessment of the Proposed Project and the
agency comments received in response to the NOP, the Lead Agency determined that the following
environmental issue areas should be discussed within the scope of the EIR: aesthetics, air quality,
geology/soils, hazardous materials, land use/zoning, noise, public services, public utilities,
transportation/circulation, and cumulative and growth inducing effects.

EIR Format

The analyses for each of the environmental issue areas identified above are contained in Section IV.
Environmental Impact Analysis. For each environmental issue area, the EIR identifies the environmental
setting (e.g., the existing environmental setting at the time of the NOP); defines the methodologies and
significance thresholds employed to determine significant environmental impacts; identifies significant
environmental impacts that may occur as a result of the project; provides recommended mitigation
measures that may reduce or avoid potential significant impacts; and provides a cumulative impact
analysis of the project when combined with other known projects which have been recently proposed

within the surrounding area.

Additionally, CEQA requires that the Draft EIR include a reasonable range of project alternatives that
may reduce the effects of the Proposed Project. Section V. Alternatives to the Proposed Project, includes
an analysis of the following project alternatives:

_—
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e No Project Alternative;
e The Reduced Density Alternative; and

e No Property Acquisition Alternative.

Section VI. of this Braft-Final EIR includes: a) a summary of the unavoidable significant environmental
impacts that are likely to occur as a result of the Proposed Project; and b) a brief discussion of the growth
inducing impacts of the Proposed Project. Section VII. is the bibliography/acronyms section, which
includes: a) a list of organizations and persons consulted during the preparation of the EIR; b) a list of
references and commonly used acronyms; and c) the list of EIR preparers and consultants.

Public Participation

To provide full public disclosure of potential environmental impacts that may occur as a result of the
Proposed Project, CEQA requires a Draft EIR be circulated during the public review period to all
responsible agencies, trustee agencies, and the general public. This Draft EIR is—required—te—be-was
circulated for a 45-day review period (CEQA Guidelines § 21091 (a)). During this review period, all
public agencies and interested individuals and organizations are-were encouraged to provide written
comments addressing their concerns with the adequacy and completeness of the EIR. When providing
written comments on the subject matter of the EIR, the readers are—were referred to State CEQA

Guidelines, 15204(a), which state:

“In reviewing Draft EIRs, persons and public agencies should focus on the sufficiency of the
document in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in
which the significant effects of the project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most
helpful when they suggest additional specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would
provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant environmental effects. At the same time,
reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined in terms of what is
reasonably feasible, in light of factors such as the magnitude of the project at issue, the severity
of its likely environmental impacts, and the geographic scope of the project. CEQA does not
require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform all research, study, and experimentation
recommended or demanded by commentors. When responding to comments, lead agencies need
only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all information
requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR.”

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan I Introduction & Executive Summary
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Pursuant to Section 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Final EIR shall consist of: (a) the Draft EIR

or revision of the Draft EIR. (b) comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either
verbatim or in summary. and (¢) 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. In accordance with
these provisions, Section VII of this Final EIR consists of responses to comments on the Draft EIR.
Additions and corrections made to the Draft EIR are provided throughout this document in redline-strike

through text.
SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The purpose of the Thirty-Year Master Plan is to fulfill and implement the long-term development plans
for the College building upon the organizational and structural improvements that are currently being
implemented as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan 2002. While the Thirty-Year Master Plan is a
conceptual living document by nature, it identifies specific construction, demolition, renovation and other
facility improvements to be achieved following implementation of the Five-Year Campus Plan.

A major component of the Thirty-Year Master Plan is the acquisition and integration of 3.46 acres east of
Grand Avenue between 21% and 23™ Streets into the overall campus plan. The acquisition of these
properties would allow for an organization of the Campus into four basic functional components: 1)
Liberal Arts and Sciences on the north campus; 2) Physical Education and Recreation on the south
campus; 3) Vocational Department and Programs along both sides of Grand Avenue; and 4) Campus
Services distributed along Grand Avenue and the 21 Street alignment. A major step toward fulfillment
of the thirty-year vision is the relocation of the vocational programs located in the existing “F” building to
the site east of Grand Avenue between 21* and 23" Streets.

In all, the Thirty-Year Master Plan proposes 1.3 million square feet of instructional and office space
beyond that which is provided in the Five-Year Campus Plan. The vehicular circulation and parking
strategy of the Five-Year Campus Plan is expanded and strengthened in the Thirty-Year Master Plan with
the establishment of three additional parking structures planned such that they can be staged in tandem
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with the construction of expanded instructional/office facilities thus maintaining a functioning ratio of
parking to building gross floor areas. The future enrollment projections for the Thirty-Year Master Plan
do not exceed the enrollment as forecasted in the Five-Year Campus Plan, which identified a future
enrollment level of 21,300 students.

SUMMARY OF THE PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
In addition to the Proposed Project, the following two Project Alternatives were evaluated in the EIR:

1) The No Project Alternative. This alternative assumes that no new development or construction
would occur on the Campus beyond what is currently planned for in the Campus Plan 2002;

2) The Reduced Density Alternative. This alternative assumes a reduced density development, and;

3) The No Property Acquisition Alternative. This alternative assumes the District does not proceed
with future property acquisitions and does not expand the Campus beyond it current boundaries.

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The following pages summarize the various environmental impacts associated with the construction and
operation of the Proposed Project. Mitigation measures are proposed for significant environmental impacts,
and the level of impact significance after mitigation is also identified.
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PROJECT LOCATION

Los Angeles Trade-Technical College (LATTC) is located at 400 West Washington Boulevard in the
Southeast Los Angeles Community Planning area of the City of Los Angeles. The LATTC Campus
currently occupies approximately 28.6 acres generally bounded by Flower Street to the west,
Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, and 23™ Street to the south and includes
the southern portion (2.3 acres) of the city block bounded by Washington Boulevard, Grand Avenue,
Olive Street and 21* Street. The Thirty-Year Master Plan Project proposes to acquire and develop an
additional 3.46 acres (150,545 square feet) of property located east of the main campus, bounded by
Grand Avenue to the west, 21* Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, and 23™ Street to the south,
including the vacation of the 22™ Street right-of-way between Grand Avenue and Olive Street. When
completed, the Thirty-Year Master Plan will occupy approximately 32.2 acres.

Regional access to the Campus is provided by the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) and the Harbor
Freeway (I-110). The location of the Campus in a regional context is depicted in Figure II-1, Regional
Location Map on page II-2. A vicinity map depicting the project boundaries in the context of the
surrounding roadways is provided in Figure II-2, Project Vicinity Map on page II-3.

The LATTC Campus is located within the City of Los Angeles and is designated as a “Public Facility”
land use in the Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan. The zoning designations for the Campus
include: “Multi-Family Residential” (R4), “Commercial” (C2) and “Industrial” (M1) zoning districts.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Praoject Description
Final EIR Page II-1
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STATEMENT OF PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The purpose of the Thirty-Year Master Plan Project is to build upon the various campus improvements
and organizational and programmatic changes that were initiated in the Five-Year Campus Plan and
incorporate new facilities, provide for improved circulation, access and campus organization, refurbish
existing buildings, and provide for additional parking and classroom spaces. The logic of the Five-
Year Campus Plan improvements and reorganization are revealed in the Thirty-Year Master Plan. The
Proposed Project responds to the ever-increasing need to educate and equip a growing population of
students with the knowledge and technical capabilities consistent with the evolving demands of the
technological, liberal arts, and business markets. Through implementation of the Proposed Project, the
District will realize the long-term educational goals and objectives while at the same time advance the
College’s core mission. The broad programmatic objectives of the College are identified as follows:

e Accommodate student growth projections.

e Provide core curriculum and program opportunities to future students that are responsive to
market demands and labor pressures.

e To improve vocational training opportunities while balancing the need to provide for greater
instruction in the liberal arts and business disciplines.

e Establish a long-term economic development plan so as to regularly fund any necessary
mechanical and technological upgrades.

e Provide for new learning environment opportunities that parallel those of liberal arts institutions
in the form of more theatre-style lecture halls equipped with multi-media technology for
addressing larger student audiences and for “distance learning.”

e Maximize available outdoor open space.

o Incorporate sustainable building and operation practices through architectural design, which
minimize the negative long-term effects on the environment, maximize energy efficiency and
the use of renewable resources.

e Promote a college-like feel for the Campus.
¢ Provide an element of tranquility within the greater urban setting.

o Establish a distinctive link and unification of the Campus to the community through attractive
landscaping and pedestrian-friendly circulation patterns.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
Final EIR Page II-4
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The long-term vision of the Thirty-Year Master Plan is to establish a broad, general departmental
distribution pattern to guide in the preparation of campus-wide or individual building programs. To
implement this vision, the Project-specific objectives of the Thirty-Year Master Plan are as follows:

e Maximize the efficiency and utilization of land area through a complete reorganization of
campus elements.

e Provide an increase of over 1.3 million square feet of development on the Campus beyond what
is provided in the Five-Year Campus Plan.

e Define and establish a dignified and visible entry to the Campus.

e Improve the overall organizational, distribution and placement of buildings supporting key
academic and vocational programs.

e Re-organize the campus-wide parking plan to provide increased parking in strategically located
parking structures around the periphery of the Campus.

¢ Incorporate detention systems and permeable paving to achieve maximum on-site retention of
surface water/storm water runoff.

e Strategically locate trees and landscaping so as to maximize passive energy efficiency and
reduce the heat island effect.

e Use reclaimed water for supplying water features and install efficient landscape irrigation

systems.

e Use recycled materials in new construction whenever feasible (i.e., asphalt and concrete from
the deconstruction of parking lots, commercially available furniture made of recycled plastics).

e e S el R e e T e T et e e
LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
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PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS
Project Background - The Five-Year Campus Plan (2002)

As stated above, the Thirty-Year Master Plan Project builds upon the various Campus improvements
and organizational and programmatic changes that were initiated in the Five-Year Campus Plan. In
September 2003, the District certified the EIR and adopted the Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations to support its approval of the LATTC Five-Year Campus Plan 2002." The
LATTC Five-Year Campus Plan 2002 includes three distinct elements: 1) the expansion, renovation,
modernization, and demolition of existing buildings (Building Projects); 2) the increase in open space
(Landscaping and Open Space Plan) and 3) the implementation of non-structural upgrades (Utilities and
Infrastructure Projects).

The logic of the Five-Year Campus Plan is revealed in the Thirty-Year Master Plan. The three major
open spaces created in the Five-Year Campus Plan are a permanent feature of the Campus. They are
envisioned as those enduring components of the Thirty-Year Master Plan that remain unchanged; and
they give stability to future development as the College expands. The three permanent open spaces are
the north quad, the south quad (athletic/recreation fields) and Grand Avenue between Washington
Boulevard and 23" Street. Thus, the re-orientation of the track-and-field, the acquisition of the
properties within the 21%/22™ Street loop, the removal of existing “C” and “E” buildings and the re-
location of the F-ramp are all necessary steps in the Five-Year Campus Plan in order to set the stage for
the creation of these permanent open spaces. The accomplishment of the Five-Year Campus Plan is the
doubling of on-campus open space while simultaneously setting the stage for the potential tripling of
gross building area in the long-term. The creation of the generously scaled open spaces allows for this
expansion of floor area while maintaining the quality of the campus environment.

Implementation of the Five-Year Campus Plan is currently underway and, upon completion, will
increase the total building area on the Campus from 780,000 to 850,600 gross square feet (including
new central receiving areas). A campus site plan, illustrating the future layout of the Campus upon
buildout of the Five-Year Campus Plan is depicted in Figure II-3. Other components of the Five-Year
Campus Plan directly related to goals and priorities set in the Thirty-Year Master Plan include: the
construction of the two five-story buildings on south campus to establish major frontage on Grand
Avenue, the reconfiguration of the bookstore and student union in the “K” building and the expansion
of the “D” building exhibition gallery - all aimed at strengthening the presence of the College along
Grand Avenue. In addition, the renovation of the Learning Resource Center is a critical first step

: Final Environmental Impact Report for Campus Plan 2002 Los Angeles Trade-Technical College
(Clearinghouse No. 2003031103), August 2003.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
Final EIR Page II-6
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in the Five-Year Campus Plan as a consequence of the creation of the north and south quads. As
discussed in further detail below, the Thirty-Year Master Plan expands the LRC and strengthens its
presence at the heart of campus. A summary of the planned development progression of the overall
campus property in the existing, Five-Year and Thirty-Year scenarios for the LATTC Campus is
provided in Table II-1, below.

Table II-1
Development Progression of the Existing,

Five-Year Campus Plan and Thirty-Year Master Plan Scenarios

Land Use Existing Cambus Five-Year Plan Thirtv-Year Vision
Total Land Area 1,184,822 sf (27.2 acres) | 1,249,819 sf (28.7 acres) | 1,401,253 sf (32.2 acres)
Total Developed Floor Area (Gross) 780,000 sf 850,000 sf 2,052,000 sf
Building Footprint 36.6% 36% 44.5%
Landscape 3% 17% 11.3%
PE/Recreation 12.3% 13% 12.4%
Service 7.2% 4% 0.5%
Pedestrian Areas 14.6% 24% 27.3%
Vehicular Uses 14.7% 6% 2.2%
Un-assigned 11.6% 0% 0%

Total Campus 100% 100% 100%

Source: Los Angeles Trade Technical College, Five-Year Campus Plan 2002.

Thirty-Year Master Plan

The following describes the key operational and physical characteristics that are key components to the
Thirty-Year Master Plan. It is important to note that the key components were devised and influenced
by the Sustainable Building Policy adopted by the District for the Proposition A program entitled
Sustainabl~~  ag- Principles, Standards, and Process.* The guidelines associated with this policy
address ways to integrate environmentally sustainable building practices into projects so as to minimize
long-term negative effects on the environment. The guidelines apply to new buildings (occupied) over
7,500 square feet and to renovation projects where the building code requires upgrades throughout the
structure. As such, these sustainability guidelines would apply to the new buildings and renovation
projects proposed as part of the Thirty-Year Master Plan Project.

2 Los Angeles Community College District, Sustainable Building - Principles, Standards, and Process,
March 6, 2002. Includes proposed amendment to Section III, Sustainable Standards - New Construction,
June 19, 2002.

II. Project Description
Page II-8

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan
Final EIR




Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

Through its LEED™ (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) Rating System, the U.S. Green
Building Council has established sustainable building measurement criteria for major renovations and
new construction. Accordingly, to achieve LEED™ certification, the Proposed Project must achieve a
minimum of 26 LEED™ points, which can be accomplished through the efficient use of water, encrgy,
and building materials as well as through the application of practices that improve indoor environmental
quality. Specific energy conservation targets have been established for both major renovation and new
construction projects. The targeted energy efficiency is to exceed Title 24 by 20 percent for new
construction projects and 10 percent for major renovation projects.

Campus Organization and Development

The Thirty-Year Master Plan proposes to develop 1.3 million square feet in addition to what is
developed through the Five-Year Campus Plan. The Thirty-Year Master Plan campus arrangement
shows the Campus organized into four basic functional components: 1) Liberal Arts and Sciences on the
north campus; 2) Physical Education and Recreation on the south campus; 3) Vocational Departments
and Programs along both sides of Grand Avenue; and 4) Campus Services distributed along Grand
Avenue and the 21% Street alignment. The north campus will become the heart of the academic life of
the College. The south campus will become the focal point for recreation and community-oriented
activities and the east campus will host to large-scaled and dynamic vocational programs. Arts and
sciences programs will congregate on the north campus, particularly on its western half, while
vocational programs will congregate along both sides of Grand Avenue. Recreational and athletic uses
will occupy the western part of the south campus. The Conceptual Thirty-Year Master Plan is depicted
in Figure II-4 on page 11-10.

Priority has been given to the creation of a powerful, dynamic and dignified presence along Grand
Avenue, with the appropriation of both sides of the street between Washington Boulevard and 23
Street thus incorporating the street into the life of the campus community. The western flank of campus
is opened onto Flower Avenue, re-storing the relationship of the College with the important Figueroa
Corridor located further to the west, a relationship currently prevented by the dominance of the “F”
building along that frontage. A comprehensive new physical education and fitness complex will
complete the Flower Avenue frontage at the south campus.

A major step toward the fulfillment of the Thirty-Year Master Plan, not possible within the time frame
and budget of the Five-Year Campus Plan is the relocation of the vocational programs located in the
existing “F” building t0 the site east of Grand Avenue between 21 and 23" Streets. As part of the
Thirty-Year Master Plan, LATTC has acquired several industrial properties located within an area
bounded by two city blocks defined by 21* Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23" Street to the
south, Grand Avenue to the west, and bisected by 22™ Street. As part of the Thirty-Year Master Plan,
these properties would be vacated, demolished and developed to provide for the uniform expansion of
the Campus’s technological arts and science center. The Thirty-Year Master Plan campus departmental
arrangement is illustrated in Figure II-5.

11. Project Description

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan
Final EIR Page 11-9
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Open Spaces

As illustrated in Figure II-6, three major open spaces are created in the Thirty-Year Master Plan; one
each on the north and south campuses and one along the Grand Avenue right-of-way between
Washington Boulevard and 23™ Street. The north quad anchors the academic core of the College, with
six of the existing buildings forming its edges and corners. The south quad anchors the south campus,
and is host to the new regulation size soccer field and track; beneath this space are the two levels of
subterranean parking. Allees of trees form its eastern and western boundaries. Allees of trees also
flank Grand Avenue, and buildings are arranged on both sides so that their major ground floor public
spaces face onto the street. This activates the street to become a vital common space of the College and
focus of the campus community, brimming with life, distinguished in its contrast with the more tranquil
character of the quad spaces at the interior of campus.

Four important secondary open spaces connect the Grand Avenue corridor with the north and south
quads at the heart of campus and contribute to the character of Grand Avenue. These are: 1) the piazza
leading from Grand Avenue to the northeast corner of the north quad between “K” and “H”, a space
activated by the campus bookstore/café and student union along its south side and the student cafeteria
and restaurant along its north side; 2) a similar space running between buildings “D” and “K” south of
“K” and leading directly into the north quad, its south side is lined by the expanded college exhibition
gallery; 3) the major cross campus pedestrian and service vehicle arterial of the 21% Street alignment
between Grand Avenue and Flower Avenue created with the completion of the Five-Year Campus Plan;
and 4) the Grand Avenue auto-court which opens directly onto the south quad and provides both
pedestrian and vehicular access to the heart of campus.

Completing the open space infrastructure, the Flower Avenue frontage affords more intimately scaled
openings into campus, beginning at the north campus with three pedestrian-scaled arterials opening
respectively into: the “A” forecourt on the north, the north flank of the north quad and the south flanks
of the north quad. The eastern terminus of the 21% Street alignment affords vehicular and service
access between two new six-level parking structures serving the west flanks of north and south campus.
At the south campus a generously scaled forecourt affords entry to the new physical education complex.
The courtyards of the quad building at the north campus provide secluded garden spaces at the heart of
the new buildings, yet are positioned to afford both light and air to the new classrooms and offices.

%

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
Final EIR ‘ Page I1-12
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Campus Circulation and Parking

The extension and improvement of the 21¥ Street alignment across campus in the Five-Year Campus
Plan created a principal east/west pedestrian and service vehicle artery. This role is strengthened in the
Thirty-Year Master Plan with the removal of “B” and “F” buildings and the incorporation of two new
six-level parking garages at the Flower Avenue terminus of the alignment. A 500-car structure is
proposed at Flower Avenue on the south campus and a 300-car structure is proposed at Flower Avenue
on the north campus. Thus this terminus becomes a major new vehicular entry point on the future west
campus, affording convenient parking and pedestrian access to the new physical education complex to
the south and arts and sciences complex to the north. On the east part of campus across Grand Avenue
the 800-space Olive Avenue garage built as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan will serve the new
classroom/office building proposed along its western side. Additionally, a new six-level 600-car garage
is proposed at the corner of 23" and Olive to serve the southeast quadrant of campus. The system of
distributing access points and parking evenly about the campus perimeter instituted in the Five-Year
Campus Plan is maintained and strengthened in the Thirty-Year Master Plan. The Grand Avenue entry
and the 700-car south campus subterranean garage built in the Five-Year Campus Plan remain the
symbolic and functional point of entry of campus and centerpiece of the campus parking program.

Construction of the proposed parking structures are planned such that they can be staged in tandem with
the construction of expanded instructional/office facilities thus maintaining a functioning ratio of
parking to building gross floor areas. In both the Five-Year Campus Plan and Thirty-Year Master
Plan, the parking needs of the College are satisfied through the combination of the construction of new
facilities and shared-use agreements with institutions in the neighborhood as well as continued and
increased reliance on public transportation afforded by the Blue Line light rail stop at Washington
Boulevard and Grand Avenue. Upon completion of the Thirty-Year Master Plan, approximately 1,400
additional parking spaces would be added to the Campus resulting in a total of 3,750 parking spaces.

The three major north-south arterials that began in the Five-Year Campus Plan are maintained and
enhanced in the long-term vision. They are: Grand Avenue, whose presence is strengthened with the
major building projects along its eastern flank; and the two north-south interior arterials along the east
and west sides of the north and south quads that connect the north and south campus. In the east-west
orientation, three pedestrian arterials are maintained and strengthened: one along the north side of the
north quad; one along the south side of the north quad; and the 21¥ Street alignment which defines the
north and south campuses. This system of pedestrian arterials creates an easily comprehended
circulation system to improve the overall campus environment.

Service and Emergency Access

A key component of the service plan for most urban college campuses is the creation of a central
receiving delivery system. The Thirty-Year Master Plan - Service and Emergency Vehicle Access
Plan is depicted in Figure II-7. The Central Receiving Facility is located at Flower Avenue

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
Final EIR Page II-14
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six-story signature building at the corner of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue, perhaps as an
expanded culinary arts and/or hospitality facility.

Table II-2
Proposed Development Progression:
Existing Conditions, Five-Year Campus Plan and Thirty-Year Master Plan

Total Development (sf)
Existing Development
Pre-Five Year Campus Plan Conditions 780,000 sf
Post-Five-Year Campus Plan Conditions Net New Development 70,000 sf
Subtotal 850,000 sf
Proposed Project
Thirty-Year Master Plan Net New Development 1,300,000
(Less Existing Industrial Uses to be demolished) (98,000)
TOTAL 2,052,000

Source: LATTC Five-Year Campus Plan (2002) and Thirty-Year Vision.

Fundamentals of the Thirty-Year Master Plan Campus Organization

The fundamental elements of the Thirty-Year Vision are conceptually illustrated in Figure II-8. As
identified by the corresponding identification numbers provided in Figure II-8, the fundamental
components of the Thirty-Year Master Plan are described as follows:

1.

The North Quad is the major focal point and center of the academic core of the north campus. The
Thirty-Year Master Plan enhances the definition and importance of this space with the
strengthening of the south side of the “A” building, the further expansion of the LRC, the removal
of the “F” building and construction of more humanely-scaled and penetrable instructional facilities

in the form of courtyard buildings.

The south quad is the track-and-field and the major open space on south campus. The LRC
commands its north flank, the new physical education facility forms its west flank, and two new
four-story instructional facilities form its east flank.

In the Thirty-Year Master Plan, the appropriation of Grand Avenue as the third major open space
of the campus is complete. With the construction of the culinary/hospitality expansion and the two
buildings on the east side of Grand Avenue, the street between Washington Boulevard and 23"
Street becomes an active part of daily campus life.

The Grand Avenue entry and auto-court created in the Five-Year Campus Plan remains the
principal symbolic and functional entry to campus.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan 1II. Project Description
Final EIR Page 1I-17
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

13,

16.

17.

A four-story instructional facility faces the south quad and forms a courtyard with its neighbor to
the east that was built in the Five-Year Campus Plan.

A four-story instructional facility faces the south quad and forms a courtyard with its neighbor to
the east that was built in the Five-Year Campus Plan.

The Learning Resource Center is expanded with the addition of a four-story wing on the west side
and one on the south side facing the south quad.

An addition to the south side of the “A” building completes the frontage of this building onto the
north quad and forms a courtyard garden.

Four-story instructional facilities in the form of courtyard buildings form the western boundary of
the north quad and complete the frontage of north campus along Flower Avenue.

A six-level parking garage with an integrated Facilities Management and Operations Headquarters
and Central Receiving facility at the ground floor is constructed along Flower Street, serving the

north campus.

A six-level parking garage is constructed along Flower Street, serving the physical education and
south campus.

Two-story physical education facility with three-court gymnasium, fitness and dance studios,
classrooms, offices and locker facilities.

New fitness/wellness center.
Re-located and expanded aquatics facility with 50-meter pool.

A six-story instructional facility for culinary arts and hospitality programs anchors the important
corner of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue.

The six-level, 800-car parking structure provided in the Addendum to the Five-Year Campus Plan
serves the east campus.

This building completes the north segment of the east frontage of Grand Avenue. Envisioned is a
60-foot wide, six-floor facility to house vocational programs, with a lower two- to four-story wing
at the southeast corner accommodating departments with large floor plate needs.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan iI. Project Description

Final EIR Page 1I-]19



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

18. This building completes the south segment of the east frontage of Grand Avenue. Envisioned is a
60-foot wide, six floor facility to house vocational programs, with a two - four-story wing at the
northeast corner accommodating large floor plate needs.

19. A six-level parking garage completes the parking program for the Campus in the Thirty-Year
Master Plan. Note that parking facilities are distributed to the maximum extent possible about the

perimeter of campus.
20. Entries/exits from the subterranean parking garage built in the Five-Year Campus Plan.
21. South campus south tower constructed in the Five-Year Campus Plan.
22. South campus north tower constructed in the Five-Year Campus Plan.
Utilities/Infrastructure Improvements

Sanitary Sewer

Sanitary sewer improvements for the Thirty-Year Master Plan include the construction of
approximately 700 linear feet (LF) of new 6-inch main pipe south of the new buildings (previously
occupied by building “F”), as well as an additional approximately 500 LF of laterals, varying in size
from 4-inches to 8-inches, to accommodate the new buildings.

Storm Drain

The storm drain infrastructure improvements for the Thirty-Year Master Plan will include
approximately 1,200 LF of new main line pipe (varying in size from 12-inches to 15-inches).
Associated laterals and inlets (approximately 600 LF of laterals, varying in size from 4-inches to 8-
inches) will also be constructed as needed. Laterals and inlets will drain new landscaped halls,
sidewalks, and building roofs. Two new stormwater treatment basins will also be constructed.

Water

As part of the potable water infrastructure improvements for the Thirty-Year Master Plan,
approximately 850 LF of new 6-inch water main line pipe would be looped around the previous
building “F” location. Water lines may be looped to increase pressure. The Thirty-Year Master Plan
will also involve the construction of approximately 300 LF of laterals for the new services to the
buildings, varying in size from 4-inches to 8-inches. Meters, pressure valves, and backflow preventors
for new buildings will be constructed as needed. Connections for new buildings would be made from
the City water main lines adjacent to the new buildings or to the new 6-inch main on campus. Streets
adjacent to the new buildings have an existing water main line that is capable of providing adequate
service. Existing water pressures would need to be tested, as appropriate during the pre-build phase to
determine actual water pressure.

S O S O G QL.
LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
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Other Ultilities

Public electric, telephone, and gas are all available for direct connection within the existing City right-
of-way.

DISTRICT REGULATIONS

District regulations require a Draft EIR to discuss the Proposed Project relative to the following topics:
sustainability, zoning consistency, and student enrollment growth.

Sustainability

The Proposed Project must achieve a minimum of 26 LEED™ Points, which can be accomplished
through the efficient use of water, energy, and building materials as well as through the application of
practices that improve indoor environmental quality. Specific energy conservation targets have been
established for both major renovation and new construction projects. The Proposed Project promotes
sustainable development principles and better management practices for both architecture and open
space development. Specifically, the Proposed Project would implement the following sustainable
building principles to the maximum extent practicable:

* The targeted energy efficiency is to exceed Title 24 by 20 percent for new construction
projects and 10 percent for major renovation projects.

* Tree canopies on the west and south side of buildings would be used to cool them, reducing
air conditioning needs.

¢ Efficient plumbing fixtures (i.e., low-flow toilets).

* Efficient irrigation systems (equipment and controls) would be used to reduce water usage.
Water features would incorporate systems for recirculation of water.

* Permeable paving materials would be used in parking areas and pathways when possible.
These materials would include decomposed granite, porous asphalt or unit pavers set on
permeable base material.

* Recycled materials (e.g. asphalt and concrete) would be used in future construction, such as
paving. Commercially available materials include site furniture composed of recycled

plastics.

* Reduction of Heat Island Effect on buildings, mechanical cooling systems and paved areas
would be achieved through tree plantings that create shade from the sun during warm

periods of the day.

—‘“————————_______“%________—_—h_———————-————%_—_—__“\.__—
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Student Growth Projections

At the time this EIR was prepared, the existing College enrollment is estimated at approximately
12,088 students.” Future anticipated enrollment through completion of the Five-Year Campus Plan was
conservatively estimated to reach 21,300 by 2007. Consistent with this projection, the Thirty-Year
Master Plan would provide the campus facilities necessary to accommodate up to 21,300 students. As
shown in Table II-3 on page II-24, this estimate would allows for a moderate annual growth rate of
approximately 1.85% per year, maintained throughout the duration of the Thirty-Year Master Plan
Project. Future enrollment growth (participation rate), however, is dependent upon a number of key
factors such as the availability of State funding; the College’s academic programs, course scheduling,
the campus facilities, business and industry needs; and demographic characteristics. At the present
time, these factors strongly suggest the enrollment at the completion of the Five-Year Campus Plan
(2007) would be slightly less than 17,000. However, for planning purposes the future enrollment
projections for the Thirty-Year Master Plan do not exceed 21,300.

The College plans to accommodate its enrollment growth in part through course scheduling. Through
its course schedule, the College would ensure the campus student population does not exceed 35 percent
during any given time frame. The existing percentage of the student population on campus weekdays is
as noted below; the remaining 12 percent are on campus Saturdays and Sundays:

e 7:00 A.M. to Noon 35 percent
e 1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M. 21 percent

e 6:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M. 32 percent.

INTENDED USES OF THE EIR, RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES AND DISCRETIONARY
ACTIONS

This EIR assesses the Proposed Project, as defined above, for the purposes of complying with CEQA
prior to action by the District Board of Trustees. As part of the implementation of this Project,
additional approvals and permits would be required. These include demolition, drainage and grading
permits granted by the City of Los Angeles. The Proposed Project may also require zoning approvals
granted by the City of Los Angeles, including a zone change, conditional use permit, and parking
variance. Despite the independent sovereignty of the District, the Proposed Project must comply with
applicable building and zoning ordinances of the City, unless the governing board of the District votes
to expressly exempt the Project. On- and off-site drainage infrastructure and roadway improvements

3 Mary Ann Breckell, Vice President, Los Angeles Trade-Technical College, February 2005.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan II. Project Description
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would be subject to review and approval by the appropriate local agency. In addition, the Proposed
Project would be subject to review and approval by the California Division of State Architect pursuant
to the Education Code. This Draft EIR serves as environmental compliance documentation for these
and any other related permits or approvals required as part of implementation of the Proposed Project.
In addition to the discretionary actions identified above, portions of the Proposed Project or project-
related activities may require approval from various public agencies (e. g., permits, financing approval,
or participation agreements). Such approvals could include but not necessarily be limited to:

* State of California Agencies
o Department of General Services, Division of State Architect
o Department of Toxic Substances Control
o State Fire Marshal

* Regional Agencies

o Regional Water Quality Control Board (National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Permit)

o South Coast Air Quality Management District (stationary source permits)
e County of Los Angeles

o Department of Public Works

© Recreation and Parks Department

o Metropolitan Transportation Authority
¢ City of Los Angeles

o Building and Safety

o Planning Department

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan 1. Project Description
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Table II-3
Estimated Student Enrollment Projections
Beginning Student Growth Ending Student
Year Enrollment Rate Enrollment
2007 17 NRR] 1 859 171312
2008 12312 1.85% 12.539
2009 12.539 1.85% 12.771
2010 12.771 1.85% 13.008
2011 13.008 1.85% 13.248
2012 13.248 1.85% 13.493
2013 13.493 1.85% 13.743
2014 13.743 1.85% 13.997
2015 13.997 1.85% 14.256
2016 14.256 1.85% 14.520
2017 14.520 1.85% 14.789
2018 14.789 1.85% 15.062
2019 15.062 1.85% 15.341
2020 15.341 1.85% 15.625
2021 15.625 1.85% 15.914
2022 15914 1.85% 16.208
2023 16.208 1.85% 16.508
2024 16.508 1.85% 16.813
2025 16.813 1.85% 17.124
2026 17.124 1.85% 17.441
2027 17.441 1.85% 17.764
2028 17.764 1.85% 18.092
2029 18.092 1.85% 18.427
2030 18.427 1.85% 18.768
2031 18.768 1.85% 19.115
2032 10.115 1.85% 19.469
2033 19.469 1.85% 19.829
2034 19.829 1.85% 20.196
2035 20.196 1.85% 20.570
2036 20.570 1.85% 20.950
2037 20.950 1.85% 21338
Source: LATTC, February 24, 2005.
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III. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

OVERVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Project Location

Los Angeles Trade-Technical College (LATTC) is located at 400 West Washington Boulevard in the
Southeast Los Angeles Community Planning area of the City of Los Angeles. The LATTC Campus
currently occupies approximately 28.6 acres generally bounded by Flower Street to the west,
Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, and 23" Street to the south, and includes
the southern portion (2.3 acres) of the city block bounded by Washington Boulevard, Grand Avenue,
Olive Street and 21% Street. The Thirty-Year Master Plan proposes to acquire and develop an
additional 3.46 acres of property located east of the main campus, bounded by Grand Avenue to the
east, 21% Street to the north, Olive Street to the west, and 23" Street to the south, including the vacation
of the 22™ Street right-of-way between Grand Avenue and Olive Street. When the Thirty-Year Master
Plan is completed, the Campus will occupy approximately 32.2 acres.

Regional access to the Campus is provided by the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) and the Harbor
Freeway (I-110). The location of the Campus in a regional context is depicted in Figure 1, Regional
Location Map on page II-2. A vicinity map depicting the project boundaries in the context of the
surrounding roadways is provided in Figure 2, Project Vicinity Map on page II-3.

Existing Land Uses

The Project Site includes the entire existing LATTC Campus, located at 400 W, Washington Boulevard
in the Southeast Los Angeles Community Planning Area (CPA) of the City of Los Angeles. As stated
above, the main campus currently occupies approximately 28.6 acres generally bounded by Flower
Street to the west, Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, and 23™ Street to the
south. Currently, the LATTC Campus is developed with approximately 780,000 gross square feet
(GSF) of developed floor area. As defined in Section II. Project Description, the Thirty-Year Master
Plan builds upon the approved and entitled buildout of the Five-Year Campus Plan, which envisions a
cumulative campus-wide development of approximately 850,000 GSF within the existing LATTC
Campus. The construction of several of the projects identified within the Five-Year Campus Plan has
already been initiated. As such, and as directed by CEQA, the analysis presented in this EIR is based
on the theoretical future environmental setting that is anticipated upon the completion of the Five-Year
Campus Plan. A campus plan, showing the extent of development and arrangement of classroom
buildings, open space areas, and circulation patterns is illustrated in Figure II-3 in Section II. Project
Description.

The area proposed for acquisition and further campus development is currently developed with
approximately 98,084 sf of industrial uses, including the following buildings/uses: DLDG (5,040 sf),

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan {II. Environmental Setting
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Lourdes Chavez (5,040 sf), Swanney John E Co. Garage (26,640 sf), BNB International Textile Inc.
(13,992 sf), an unmarked warehouse (4,500 sf), Nantiyaetal Darakananda (4,951 sf), Racks & More
(3,120 sf), Balls of Cotton (6,566 sf), David Jacobs (3,300 sf), Med Zone (4,815 sf), K.W. Supply Co,
(10,320 sf), and an ancillary LATTC building (9,800 sf).

Adjacent Land Uses

Land uses surrounding the LATTC Campus generally consist of commercial, light industrial,
institutional, and public facility uses. North of the LATTC Campus, across Washington Boulevard, are
commercial uses (i.e., fast food restaurants) followed by the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10). East of the
LATTC Campus, across Olive Street are public facility uses, including a court house, as well as
industrial uses and a small triangular park. South of the LATTC Campus, across 23" Street are
commercial, institutional, and residential uses, including a hospital, an orthopedic magnet school, an
impound lot, and a four-story multiple-family residential building. West of the LATTC Campus,
across Flower Street are commercial uses and parking.  Additionally, the commercial SBC
telecommunications building is located adjacent to the LATTC Campus at the southeast corner of

Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue.

Other prominent landmarks in the vicinity of the Project Site include the STAPLES Center and the Los
Angeles Convention Center to the north (on the north side of the I-10 Freeway), the SR-110 Freeway to
the west, and the Exposition Park neighborhood and the University of Southern California campus to

the southwest.

Aesthetics

Within the context of the urban downtown Los Angels setting, the LATTC Campus is surrounded by
low-to mid-rise commercial/industrial and commercial/office structures. The existing one- to five story
buildings developed throughout the LATTC Campus blend into the urban surroundings and lack
distinguishing architectural features marking the Campus’ identity. Representative photographs
documenting the existing visual setting from a streetscape perspective are depicted in Section IV.A.
Aesthetics/Views.

Air Quality

The Project Site is located within the Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB. The SCAB is an area
of high air pollution potential due to its climate and topography. The SCAB is a coastal plain with
connecting broad valleys and low hills, bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and high mountains
around the rest of its perimeter. The City of Malibu is typical of some of the SCAB’s best air quality
areas because of its location along the coast, upwind from most mobile and stationary sources.
Ambient pollution concentrations are typically higher in the San Gabriel Valley and near Riverside, at
the foot of the San Gabriel Mountains. Under the California Clean Air Act (CCAA), the Los Angeles
County portion of the SCAB is designated as a non-attainment area for ozone, carbon monoxide, and

—_—
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respirable particulate matter. The air basin is designated as an attainment area for nitrogen dioxide,
sulfur dioxide, sulfates, and lead.’

Geology/Soils

The Project Site is located in the upper Los Angeles Coastal Plain portion of the Central Block within
the greater Los Angeles Basin. The floor of the Los Angeles Basin is generally flat and represents a vast
alluvial outwash plain, as the Los Angeles Basin is the transition zone between the Transverse Ranges
and Peninsular Ranges geomorphic provinces of California. The Transverse Ranges province, which is
located north of the Project Site, is characterized by east-west trending convergent deformation
structural features, which are the result of north-south crustal shorting due to plate tectonics locally
folding uplift of the mountains and lowering of the intervening valleys. The Peninsular Ranges, which
are located to the south and east of the Project Site, exhibit the northwest and southeast trending strike
slip faults separating the intra-Province blocks.

The Project Site is relatively flat with a gentle upward slope toward the north. Surface elevation varies
from 210 feet mean sea level (msl) near the southern portion of the Project Site to 220 feet msl in the
northern portion. The Campus is underlain by recent alluvial deposits that consist predominately of
natural flood plain deposits from the Los Angeles River.

Drainage at the Project Site is by sheet flow either from catch basins and drains on-site or onto adjacent
streets, which funnel into the local storm drain system. The historical high groundwater level is
expected to be greater than 75 feet below the ground surface. Perched groundwater was encountered at
approximately 40 feet below the surface elevation. However, fluctuations in groundwater levels,
localized zones of perched water and soil moisture content can be anticipated during and after the rainy

season.
Land Use and Zoning Designations

The main LATTC Campus is designated as a “Public Facility” land use in the Southeast Los Angeles
Community Plan and includes “Multi-Family Residential” (R4), “Commercial” (C2) and “Industrial”
(M1) zoning designations.

Noise

The Project Site is located within the highly-developed, urban environment of downtown Los Angeles.
Traffic-related noise is the principle source of noise in the area, particularly due to cars along local
roadways, busses from public transit lines servicing the area, and the MTA light rail transit (LRT) Blue
Line that runs adjacent to the Project Site along Washington Boulevard. The Project Site is largely

" California Air Resources Board, Proposed Area Designations and Maps, Seprember 2000.
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surrounded by commercial and light-industrial land uses. Day-to-day operation of such land uses also
contributes to the ambient noise level.

The ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Project Site range from 69.8 dBA at the northeast corner
of Flower Street and 23" Street (Location 6) to 76.8 dBA at the northeast corner of Washington
Boulevard and Olive Street (Location 1). Receptor Location 6 has an Leq value that falls in the
“Conditionally Acceptable” range for school uses, while the remaining Receptor Locations have Leq
values that fall within the “Normally Unacceptable” range for school uses. The ambient noise
conditions are described in further detail in Section IV.F. Noise.

Public Services

Police Protection

Primary police protection for the Project Site is provided by the Los Angeles County Sheriff
Department’s (LASD) Community College Bureau (CCB). The CCB provides contract policing and
security services to all nine community college campuses located within the Los Angeles Community
College District, including the LATTC Campus. Police protection immediately surrounding the
Campus is provided by the City of Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD). The area surrounding the
Project Site is located within the jurisdiction of the LAPD’s Central Bureau, which occupies 66.85
square miles and serves a population of approximately 964,732 people in downtown Los Angeles.
Police stations located within the Central Bureau jurisdiction include the Central Area, Rampart,
Hollenbeck, Northeast, and Newton Community Police Stations. Specific details of the LASD and
LAPD operations, including crime statistics for the LATTC Campus and surrounding LAPD
jurisdiction are provided in Section IV.G-1. Public Services - Police Protection.

Fire Protection

Fire protection services for the Project Site and surrounding area are provided by the Los Angeles City
Fire Department (LAFD). The following LAFD fire stations provide initial response service to the
Project Site: Fire Station No. 10 located at 1335 S. Olive Street, Fire Station No. 9 located at 430 E.
7" Street, and Fire Station No. 15 located at 915 W. Jefferson Boulevard. Specific details related to
LAFD operations and level of service, including average emergency response times and required fire-
flow rates, are provided in Section IV.G-2. Fire Protection.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan Il1. Environmental Serting
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Public Utilities
Energy (Electricity-Natural Gas)

Electrical utility service is currently provided to both the Project Site and the surrounding locale by the
City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP).

The Southern California Gas Company (SGC) provides natural gas to the City of Los Angeles through
existing gas mains located under the streets and public right-of-ways. Natural gas service is provided in
accordance with SGC policies.

Wastewater

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation Division provides sewer
conveyance infrastructure and wastewater treatment services in the project area. The Hyperion
Treatment Plant (HTP), located directly west of the Los Angeles International Airport in Playa Del
Rey, would provide wastewater treatment for the Project Site. Existing sewer lines serving the Project
Site include: 8-inch and 24-inch mains in Washington Boulevard, an 8-inch main in Olive Street, a 50-
inch main in Grand Avenue, an 8-inch main in 23" Street, an 8-inch main in 21* Street, 8-inch and 12-
inch mains in Flower Street, and an 8-inch main running east-west across the center of the Campus,
between Washington Boulevard and 21% Street. Assuming that the Campus’ existing conditions include
the development outlined in the Five-Year Campus Plan, an average of approximately 249,964 gallons
per day (gpd) or 91 million gallons per year of wastewater is generated on the Project Site by the
existing uses.

Water

Water service is provided to both the Project Site and the surrounding locale by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP). LADWP is responsible for ensuring that water demand
within the City is met and that State and federal water quality standards are achieved. In terms of the
City’s overall water supply, in addition to local groundwater sources, the LADWP operates and
receives water via the Los Angeles-Owens River aqueduct and is a member of the Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California (MWD). Water is currently consumed on the Project Site for a variety
of uses, including field and landscaping irrigation, public restrooms, classroom uses, and food
preparation.  Assuming that the Campus’ existing conditions include the anticipated level of
development at the completion of the Five-Year Campus Plan, an average of approximately 299,957
gallons per day (gpd) or 109 million gallons per year of water is consumed on the Project Site by the
existing uses.

\H' st - = - ) e i
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Solid Waste

Within the City of Los Angeles, solid waste management, including collection and disposal services and
landfill operation, is administered by various public agencies and private companies. Currently, solid
waste generated in the City of Los Angeles is typically disposed of at the Sunshine Canyon Landfill
north of Granada Hills, the Bradley Landfill and Recycling Center in Sun Valley, or the Olinda Alpha
Landfill in Orange County. The capacities and estimated dates of closure for each landfill that may
receive solid waste from the Project Site are identified in Section IV.H. Public Utilities - Solid Waste.

Traffic/Circulation and Parking

Traffic

The Project Site is bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23™ Street
to the south, and Flower street to the west. Regional access to the Project Site is provided via the
Harbor Freeway (SR-110) and the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10). The Harbor Freeway runs in a north-
south direction and is located approximately 0.10 mile west of the Project Site. Freeway access Is
provided at Adams Boulevard. The Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) runs in an east-west direction,
approximately 0.15 mile north of the Project Site. Freeway access is provided at Grand Avenue and at

Los Angeles Street.

Peak hour traffic counts were collected for the Proposed Project in October 2004 for the weekday
morning peak hour (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.) and the weekday afternoon peak hour (4:00 p.m. to 6:00
p.m.). All 15 of the intersections analyzed operate at acceptable conditions (i.e., LOS D or better)
during the morning peak hour. Fourteen of the 15 intersections analyzed operate at acceptable
conditions (i.e., LOS D or better) during the afternoon peak hour. The intersection of Grand Avenue
& 21 Street operates at an unacceptable level (LOS F) during the afternoon peak hour.

Existing Transit Service

Numerous bus lines operated by six different transportation agencies as well as the Metro Blue Line
operated by the LACMTA currently serve the study area. Thirty of the bus lines are operated by
LACMTA; nine are operated by LADOT; and several other bus lines are operated by Torrance Transit,
Foothill Transit, Gardena Municipal Bus Line, and Santa Monica Municipal Bus Line. These transit
lines are described in further detail in Section IV.I. Transportation/Circulation.

Campus Parking

Currently, the Campus provides 1,690 parking spaces within and around the Campus: approximately
840 spaces are provided within surface parking lots within the Campus; approximately 550 spaces are
off-site (located under the I-10 Freeway between Flower Street and Grand Avenue. Approximately 50
metered parking spaces exist along 21%, Hope, and 22™ Streets and approximately 250 metered parking

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan III. Environmental Setting
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spaces are available on-street within two blocks of the Campus. Based on the parking spaces available
for campus use (1,690 spaces) and the current enrollment of 15,000 students, the current parking ratio
is about 0.113 spaces per student. Campus parking conditions are described in further detail in Section
IV.1. Transportation/Circulation.

IMPACTS DETERMINED TO BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

Public Resources Code section 21002.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15128 require a statement
briefly indicating the reasons why the lead agency determined that various possible significant effects
actually were not significant and were not discussed in detail in the EIR. This section discusses those
anticipated effects of the Proposed Project that were determined, through the Initial Study process, to
not require further analysis in the EIR. The following is a summary of the determinations made in the
Initial Study.

Aesthetics - Shade & Shadow

The issue of shade and shadow pertains to the blockage of direct sunlight by project buildings, which
may affect adjacent properties. Shading is an important environmental issue because the users or
occupants of certain land uses, such as residential, recreational/parks, churches, schools, outdoor
restaurants, and pedestrian areas have some reasonable expectations for direct sunlight and warmth
from the sun. These land uses are termed “shadow-sensitive”. As a result of latitude and rotation of
the earth respective to the sun, shadow patterns in southern California generally fall to the northwest,
north, and northeast. Shadows do not extend in a southerly direction and thus would not affect any
land uses located south of the Project Site. Land uses immediately adjacent to the Project Site that
could potentially be affected by future shadow patterns do not include any residential,
recreational/parks, churches, schools, outdoor restaurants, or pedestrian-oriented areas. In addition,
the structures proposed within the Thirty-Year Master Plan are within the allowable height limitations
of the underlying zoning code. Thus, further analysis of this issue is not warranted.

Agriculiura] Resources

The Project Site is already developed with an urban use and is located in an urban setting. There are
no agricultural uses or related operations on or near the site. Due to its urban setting, the site area has
not been mapped pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency and no land in the surrounding area is zoned for agricultural use nor enrolled under
the Williamson Act. Therefore, the Proposed Project would have no impact to agricultural resources.

Biological Resources

Because of the urban history of the Project Site and the high levels of urban activity in the immediate
area, the Project Site is not habitat to any candidate, sensitive, or special status species. No
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waterbodies, wetlands, riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities exist on the Project Site.
No adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans are applicable to the Project Site. The Project Site
does contain ornamental, shade and recreational landscaping. The Proposed Project would reconfigure
these features, resulting in a net gain in landscaped area. As such, impacts to biological resources were
determined not to be significant.

Cultural Resources

Potentially significant impacts on cultural resources were identified in the Initial Study and are analyzed
in this EIR. However, the Initial Study also determined that possible impacts on cultural resources
would not be significant. Specifically, impacts on archeological resources, paleontological resources,
and human remains were found not to be significant. No prehistoric archeological sites, unique
paleontological resources, or human remains are known to be present on the Project Site. The Project
Site is located within an urbanized area and has been fully developed and subject to disturbance for
decades, thus superficial resources that could have been present would likely have been disturbed or
removed previously. Though no archeological resources, paleontological resources, or human remains
are expected to be uncovered, construction monitoring would evaluate and address any such resources
that might be uncovered. Therefore, the Initial Study found that the Proposed Project would not have a
significant impact on subsurface cultural resources.

Mineral Resources

The Project Site is in an urban, developed condition and no mineral resources are currently accessed
through the site. The Project Site is not designated by the City of Los Angeles or the California
Geological Survey as containing significant mineral deposits or designated as a locally-important
mineral resource site. The Project Site is within the boundary of a mapped oil field. However the
Proposed Project would not alter the potential availability of oil resources. Therefore, the Initial Study
found that the Proposed Project would have no impact on the availability of any known mineral

resource.
Population and Housing

The Proposed Project is not residential in nature, would not displace any persons or housing, and is not
expected to induce substantial new population or housing growth in the region. Thus impacts on
population and housing were not found to be significant.

Recreation

The Proposed Project provides for enhancements to the recreational facilities provided by the College to
meet the recreational demand of the student body. The Proposed Project is not expected to introduce a

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan III. Environmental Setting
Final EIR Page I1I-8



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

substantial new resident population that would change the regional demand for recreational facilities.
Therefore, the Proposed Project was found to have no significant impact on recreation.

RELATED PROJECTS

CEQA requires that Environmental Impact Reports analyze “cumulative impacts”, defined in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15355 as “two or more individual effects which, when considered together, are
considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.” In addition, CEQA
Guidelines Section 15130 indicates that the analysis of cumulative impacts need not be as in-depth as
what is performed relative to the Proposed Project, but instead is to “be guided by the standards of
practicality and reasonableness.” The cumulative impacts analysis considers the anticipated impacts of
the Proposed Project along with reasonably foreseeable growth. According to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15130(b)(1), reasonably foreseeable growth may be based on:?

* A list of past, present, and probable future projects producing related or cumulative impacts;
and/or

° A summary of projections contained in an adopted general plan or related planning
document, or in a prior environmental planning document which has been adopted or
certified, which described or evaluated regional or area-wide conditions contributing to the

cumulative impact.

Cumulative study areas are defined based on an analysis of the geographical scope relevant to each
particular environmental issue. Therefore, the cumulative study area, and related projects contained
within, for each individual environmental impact issue may vary. For example, a cumulative visual
impact generally could only affect the area within the view of the Project Site, while a cumulative air
quality impact could affect the entire South Coast Air Basin. The specific boundaries, and the related
projects within those boundaries, for the cumulative study area of each environmental issue, are
identified in the applicable environmental issue section in Section V. Environmental Impact Analysis, of
this Draft EIR. For purposes of the cumulative impact analysis, Table III-1 identifies a list of past,
present, and probable future projects as derived from building and planning application records from
the City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning and the Department of Transportation. The
general location of each identified related project in relation to the Project Site is provided in Figure III-
8

*  Clarification based on Communities Jor a Benter Environment v. California Resources Agency, 2002.
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Table III-1
Related Projects
Project Name/Description Location Land Use Size
1. | Yee Yuan Laundry 2775 Normandie Avenue Laundromat n/a
2. | California Center Bank 2222 W. Olympic Boulevard Bank 12.8 ksf
Gy o and Retail 955 S. Alvarado Street Car Wash/Retail 7.1 kst
4. | Hollytron Retail Store 2580 Olympic Boulevard Retail 23.5 ksf
Office 8,200 ksf
Hotel 750 rooms
5. | Alameda District Plan Alm;ﬂaeslgegtuﬁf Lo Apartment 300 kst
. Retail 250 ksf
Museum 70 ksf
Hotel 1,800 rooms
Cinema 3,600 seats
. Theatre 1,000 seats
6. ?Jtsgtl:rs EREnamme Figueroa Street and 11* Street Restaurant 345 ksf
Retail 498 ksf
Office 165 ksf
Apartment 800 du
Hotel 600 rooms
7. | Metropolis 8" Street and Francisco Street Office 1,600 ksf
Retail 223 ksf
g, |LAGenerSiidios 5% Street and Bixel Street Sound Stage 249.3 ksf
Expansion
9. | Bar and Restaurant 400 Main Street Restaurant/Bar 5.3 ksf
g, | Mined Use Kesinontial 1207 W. 3" Street Residential/Commercial 50 ksf
Commercial
11. | Dance Hall 740 S. Broadway Dance Hall 12.5 ksf
12. | Condominium 108 W, 2™ Street Condominium 146 ksf
13. | Fast Food with Drive-Thru 4405 S. Avalon Street Fast Food 2.5 ksf
14. | Office and Specialty Retail 1630 W. Olympic Boulevard Office/Retail 12.6 ksf
15. | LA Mart 1933 Broadway Retail 250 ksf
Mixed Use Residential . Retail 10 ksf
. ] 616 t Paul S
16 CoittmEreial Saint Paul Street Apartmens 146 da
17. | Manufacturing Facility 2015 S. Long Beach Avenue Manufacturing 216 ksf
iy Grand Avenue and Adams ; 1,054
18. | Orthopedic High School Boulevard High School sndends
Quality Restaurant and :
19. Night Club 605 W. Olympic Boulevard Restaurant 7.1 ksf
20. | Medical Center/Clinic 1530 S. Olive Street Medical Center 31.7 ksf
, Maple Street and Washington . 3,077
21. | High School Baulevard High School aerlenIs
22. | Middle School 350 Street and Grand Avenue Middle School 2,433
students

ksf=1,000 square feet; du=dwelling units.
Source: Kaku Associates, December 2004.

M
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
A. AESTHETICS

INTRODUCTION

With respect to analyzing the visual and aesthetic impacts of the Proposed Project, the following
analysis considers both the existing views (as depicted in site photographs taken at the time of this
analysis) and future baseline views, taking into account the various site improvements that are proposed
as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan. As the Five-Year Campus Plan will precede the buildout of the
Thirty-Year Master Plan, the various site improvements proposed under that plan constitute the
theoretical baseline in which to evaluate the impacts of the Proposed Project. For this reason, the
following analysis discusses the environmental setting in the context of both scenarios.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The following discussion focuses on the tangible elements of visual character and viewsheds, and
presents an objective means for comparing the before and after project construction scenarios. Many
aspects of aesthetics, such as architectural design and materials, are subjective and oriented toward
individual tastes and preferences, and these aspects of the Proposed Project are noted.

Viewsheds refer to the visual qualities of the geographical area that are defined by the horizon,
topography, and other natural features that give an area its visual boundary and context, or by artificial
developments that have become prominent visual components of the area. Public views are those which
can be seen from vantage points which are publicly accessible, such as streets, freeways, parks, and
vista points. These views are generally available to a greater number of persons than are private views.
Private views are those that can be seen from vantage points located on private property. Private views
are generally not considered to be impacted, even if an adjacent land use blocks such views, if the
project complies with the underlying zoning and design guidelines applicable to the site. As the
Proposed Project would be consistent with the applicable zoning and General Plan regulations with
respect to building height, scale and massing, private views would not be significantly impacted.
Therefore, for analytical purposes, the site photos and discussions of views concentrate on five major
public viewsheds. Viewsheds 1 through 5, as identified in Figure IV.A-1 on page IV.A-2, have been
selected according to the locations where the most prominent changes in the Campus’ overall visual
character would occur under the Proposed Project. The five major viewsheds are summarized as

follows:

Viewshed 1: Viewshed 1 is comprised of views towards the northeast corner of the campus, at
the intersection of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue.

%
IV.A. Aesthetics
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Viewshed 2: Viewshed 2 is comprised of views along Grand Avenue between Washington
Boulevard and 21* Street.

Viewshed 3: Viewshed 3 is comprised of views towards the northwestern portion of the
campus, along Flower Street.

Viewshed 4: Viewshed 4 is comprised of views towards the southwestern corner of the
campus, at the intersection of Flower Street and 23™ Street.

Viewshed 5: Viewshed 5 is comprised of the views towards the proposed acquisition
properties along 23" Street.

Existing 2005 On-Site Conditions

The Project Site is located in an urbanized area. The viewsheds in the immediate project vicinity are
predominantly characterized by the presence of low- to mid-rise industrial and commercial office
buildings along Washington Boulevard, Grand Avenue, 23" Street, and Flower Street, and various
other local and collector streets. The north-south Grand Avenue and Flower Street roadway corridors
also afford limited views of the downtown Los Angeles skyline.

The availability of views of the Project Site varies from off-site locations due to the intervening existing
campus buildings, trees and landscaping, and surrounding commercial/industrial buildings. Views of
the Project Site are generally less obstructed by such features the closer a viewer is to the Project Site,
particularly from streets and properties that are adjacent to the Project Site. For example, the Project
Site is clearly visible from adjacent streets such as Olive Street, 23" Street, Flower Street, and
Washington Boulevard, as well as from properties along these streets. However, the Project Site is less
visible from Hill Street and Figueroa Street. The following discussion incorporates seventeen
representative photographs from the five major public viewsheds identified above that document the
existing environmental setting at the time of analysis. A photograph location map depicting the location
and orientation of each photograph is provided in Figure IV.A-2. A narrative discussion of each

photograph is provided below.

Viewshed 1

Viewshed 1 includes public views in the vicinity of the intersection of Washington Boulevard and
Grand Avenue. As shown in Figure IV.A-3, Views 1 and 2 illustrate the existing building arrangement
of various LATTC buildings along the Washington Boulevard frontage. View 1 depicts Buildings “R”
and “H” in the foreground and Building “K” in the background. View 2 includes Building “H” in the
foreground and Building “A” in the background along the Washington Boulevard frontage. The Metro
Rail Blue Line station is shown in the median island along Washington Boulevard, west of Grand
Avenue. Figure IV.A-4 includes Views 3 and 4, which show the surrounding off-site land uses along
the north and south sides of Washington Boulevard, east of Grand Avenue. View 3 shows the four-
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LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.A. Aesthetics
Final EIR Page IV.A-3




depy uoneson ydeibojoyd
Z-V'Al @inbi4

A
i

§ NOUVALSINIROY ONV

o0as ano

SHOOUSSYIS

R,
i
i

¥

oY)
Industrial

-y N y
{
- \
—

L

.
i ; =

_ E
_ AT 85

ek

&

=

®
2

3

b=

£
Residentiat~

P Qttti .-r vsn%

anusay vc&m.w

. _ m‘d _ _
) m b

NOIS3A NOHSYS

A,Q. Q‘. ‘Q*‘Q

Siely dNid

[CERREL
A08NOS3Y
ONIRUVI

23 Steet
amtaacis

ADOIONHTAL
NOULOMHLSHOD

—_— [ = (M — |
ﬁ %ﬁ: _m:.mav::_ﬁ,:om_mco m _L ! M




View 1: Looking southwest from the intersection of Washington Boulevard and
Grand Avenue.

View 2: Looking west down Washington Boulevard from the intersection of
Grand Avenue and Washington Boulevard.

Source: Christopher A. Josaph & Associates, January 2005.

| CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-3
| Environmental Pianning and Research Viewshed 1: Views 1 and 2
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View 3: Looking east down Washington Boulevard from the intersection of Washington Boulevard and Grand
Avenue, with fast-food restaurants to the north (left) and the surrounding commercial uses to the south (right).

R

View 4: Looking east down Washington Boulevard from the intersection of Washington Boulevard
; and Grand Avenue, towards the surrounding retail, commercial, and fast-food restaurant uses.
| Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-4
Environmentai Planning and Research Viewshed 1: Views 3 and 4
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story SBC telecommunications building at the southeast corner of Grand Avenue and Washington
Boulevard. The approximately 13-story federal courthouse is depicted in the background. View 4
shows two-low rise fast food establishments in the foreground and a 12-story hotel building located
further to the east along the north side of Washington Boulevard.

Viewshed 2

Viewshed 2 is directed towards the portion of the campus that extends east of Grand Avenue between
Washington Boulevard and 21% Street. As shown in View 5 in Figure IV.A-5, Building “H” is a
prominent feature along the west side of Grand Avenue. View 6 shows the existing surface parking
areas east of Grand Avenue, just south of the SBC telecommunications Building.

Viewshed 3

Viewshed 3 encompasses the northwest corner of the LATTC Campus along Flower Street. View 7,
depicted in Figure IV.A-6, shows the LATTC marquee sign in front of Building “F”. View 8 depicts
the northeasterly facade of Building “F” as seen from the west side of Flower Street.

Viewshed 4

Viewshed 4 includes views of the LATTC Campus and surrounding land uses in the vicinity of Flower
Street and 23™ Street. View 9 in Figure IV.A-7, includes off-site views of surrounding land uses along
23" Street, west of Flower Street. View 10 depicts the surrounding land uses on the west side of
Flower Street, between 23" Street and Washington Boulevard. View 11 depicts the southwest corner of
the LATTC Campus, with a surface parking lot in the foreground and Building “G” in the background.

Viewshed 5

Viewshed 5 includes views of the proposed acquisition property bound by Grand Avenue to the west,
21% Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, and 23™ Street to the south. As shown in Views 12
through 17 in Figure IV.A-8 to IV.A-10, respectively, the proposed acquisition property is currently
developed with one- and two-story industrial uses. View 14 depicts the southeast corner of the LATTC
Campus at the intersection of Grand Avenue and 23™ Street. View 15 provides a view of the Grand
Avenue corridor, looking north along Grand Avenue. Views 16 and 17 presented in Figure IV.A-10,
provide views of the low-rise industrial properties that are proposed to be demolished and redeveloped
as part of the Thirty-Year Master Plan.

Future Baseline Assuming Buildout of the Five-Year Campus Plan (2007)

The following discussion presents a detailed narrative description of the “Future Baseline” conditions at
each of the prominent viewshed locations assuming buildout of the Five-Year Campus Plan. The
campus arrangement of the Five-Year Campus Plan is illustrated in Figure II-3 in Section II. Project

Description.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.A. Aesthetics
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View 5: Looking northwest down Grand Avenue, with the Project Site to the right (west).

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-5
Environmenta! Planning and Researcn Viewshed 2: Views 5 and 6
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View 7: Looking south from the northwest corner of the intersection of Washington
Boulevard and Flower Street.

View 8: Looking northeast across Flower Street, towards the western-facing
facade of Building "F".

|
{
I
L
{
!

| Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-6
| Environmenta! Planning and Research Viewshed 3: Views 7 and 8




View 10: Looking north down Flower Street from the

intersection of 23rd Street and Flower Street, with the
Project Site to the east (right) and the surrounding off-
site commercial uses to the west (left).

! Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

View 11: Looking east at the LATTC Campus from
the intersection of 23rd Street and Fiower Street.

Environmenta! Pianning and Researcn

| CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-7

Viewshed 4: Views 9, 10, and 11




View 13: Looking east down 23rd Street near Grand Avenue, towards the
; surrounding commercial and residential uses.
}Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-8
Environmental Planning and Research Viewshed 5: Views 12 and 13




View 14: Northwest iew across the intersection of Grand Avenue and 23rd Street, towards the Project Site.

o

View 15: Looking northeast down Grand Avenue from 23rd Street, with the Project Site to
the west (left) and the surrounding commercial uses to the east (right). In addition, downtown
Los Angeles can be seen in the background.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

| CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-9
Environmental Planning and Rasearch Viewshed 5: Views 14 and 15
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View 16: Looking northeast from the intection of Gran ven and 22nd Stree, towards ne- and two-
story industrial uses located on the proposed acquisition property that comprises Viewshed 5.

i

s AR R S Al T SRR SR
View 17: Looking west down 22nd Street from the intersection of 22nd Street

and Olive Street.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure IV.A-10
Environmenta! Planning and Research Viewshed 5: Views 16 and 17
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Viewshed 1

Beginning at the corner of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue, the principle and most easily
identified corner of the campus, a piazza will be located in place of Building “R”, shaded by a grove of
trees with abundant foliage, upon which opens a new restaurant at the ground floor of the newly
expanded Culinary Arts Building (Building “H”). This piazza will be exemplified with a widened
sidewalk, a vestibule to the Campus for pedestrians from points north and those arriving via the MTA
Blue Line. Building “H” will contain a fagcade on the Grand Avenue building side with a billboard-like
video screen announcing programs, opportunities, and events. Further south of Building “H”, Building
“K” will contain the student union at ground-level opening onto the piazza and the cafeteria on the
north side facing onto the north quad. The College bookstore will be oriented towards Grand Avenue.

Viewshed 2

Two five-story buildings, each 60 feet in width and totaling 130,000 square feet, will bracket the
campus entry and auto-court along Grand Avenue at the south campus. They will incorporate the
Thirty-Year Master Plan vision that college buildings along Grand Avenue be scaled and configured to
create a dramatic presence of the College within the overall urban environment of the downtown area.
The buildings’ relatively narrow floor plate will allow more height, natural ventilation, and ample
daylight. The narrow floor plate will provide ample width for double loaded conditions accommodating
both instructional and administrative uses. A two-story Child Development Center and an adjacent
800-car, six-level parking structure will be located on the east side of the south campus, along Grand

Avenue.

Viewshed 3

On the west side of north campus, Building “F” will be comprised of the diesel, auto technology, and
machine shop vocational classrooms. No campus improvements are proposed in this area under the
Five-Year Campus Plan that would affect the existing viewshed from Flower Street or Washington
Boulevard. Therefore, the existing views depicted in Views 7 and 8 constitute the baseline for
evaluating visual impacts of the Thirty-ear Master Plan.

Viewshed 4

On the west side of south campus, Building “B” will contain the Construction and Technology division
of campus. Buildings “G” and “J” will contain the campus gym and fitness center. The campus
swimming pool will be located between the two buildings.

Viewshed 5

Viewshed 5 includes views of the proposed acquisition property bound by Grand Avenue to the west,
21% Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, and 23™ Street to the south. No campus improvements

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.A. Aesthetics
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are proposed in this area under the Five-Year Campus Plan that would affect the existing viewshed
from as depicted in Views 12 through 17 in Figures IV.A-8 through IV.A-10, respectively.

Light and Glare

The LATTC Campus and surrounding area are located in a highly urbanized area housing numerous
sources of nighttime illumination including street lights, architectural and security lighting, stadium
lighting, indoor building illumination (light emanating from the interior of structures which passes
through windows), and automobile headlights. In addition, glare is common due primarily to the direct
sunlight and the urbanized nature of the area, which result in a concentration of potentially reflective
surfaces. Potentially reflective surfaces that affect the Project Site include automobiles traveling and
parked on streets, windows in buildings, and surfaces of painted buildings in the project vicinity. The
Five-Year Campus Plan will introduce new sources of light or glare, however, new lighting would not
be substantially different from the existing light and glare that currently exists on the campus and

immediate surrounding areas.

Surrounding Locale

Within the context of the urban downtown Los Angeles setting, land uses surrounding the LATTC
Campus generally consist of commercial, light industrial, and public facility uses. North of the
LATTC Campus, across Washington Boulevard are light industrial uses, fast food restaurants
(including a McDonalds on the northeast corner of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue), and the
Metro Rail Blue Line “Grand” Station, located in the median of Washington Boulevard. South of the
LATTC Campus, across 23" Street, are commercial and institutional uses, including a hospital, an
orthopedic magnet school, an impound lot, and a four-story multiple-family residential building. West
of the LATTC Campus, across Flower Street, are one- to two-level industrial uses, several commercial
uses, and an adult day care center. Public facility uses are located east of the LATTC Campus across
Olive Street, including the Los Angeles County Municipal Court House, as well as industrial uses and a
small triangular park. Also east of the LATTC Campus is the proposed acquisition property, which is
bound by 21 Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Grand Avenue to
the west. The proposed acquisition property currently contains one- and two-story industrial uses.
Finally, limited industrial uses, including an SBC building, are located on the northern portion of the
block bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Olive Street to the east, 21% Street to the south,
and Grand Avenue to the west. Photographs of the surrounding uses are provided in Figures IV.A-7

and IV.A-8.
Regulatory Environment
Community Plan

The Project Site is located within the Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan area and the Council
District Nine Corridors South of the Santa Monica Freeway Redevelopment Plan. Under the

e — ————————————————— —————————————————
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Community Plan, the land use designation for the Project Site is Public Facility and Limited Industrial.
The Community Plan does not specify height or FAR limitations for Public Facility or Limited
Industrial land uses, therefore, they can be assumed to be governed by the applicable federal, State, and
local ordinances. The specific requirements of the Community Plan are discussed further in Section

IV.E. Land Use.

Zoning Ordinance

The majority of the main campus (the blocks bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand
Avenue to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Flower Street to the west,) is zoned C2-2-O
Commercial, with a very narrow strip zoned R4-2-O Multiple Dwelling along the length of the Flower
Street (western) property line and a narrow strip zoned M1-2-O Limited Industrial along the length of
the Grand Avenue (eastern) property line.

The east campus property located on the southern portion of the block bounded by Washington
Boulevard to the north, Olive Street to the east, 21* Street to the south, and Grand Avenue to the west,
is zoned M1-2-O. The east campus property to be acquired as part of the Proposed Project (the blocks
bounded by 21* Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Grand Avenue
to the west) is also zoned M1-2-O. The “2” associated with all three zoning designations for the
Campus refers to Height District 2, which limits the floor area of all development on each lot to a
maximum of six times the buildable area of the lot, or an FAR of 6:1 (LAMC Sec. 12.21.1.A.2.). The
specific requirements of the Zoning Ordinance are discussed further in Section IV.E. Land Use.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

For the purposes of this EIR, the development of an incongruous structure relative to its location, loss
of a major scenic view, or loss of a major open space resource would be considered a significant visual
impact. The following are guidelines based on the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, to
determine if there would be an impact:

e The amount or relative proportion of existing features or elements that substantially
contribute to the valued visual character of image of a neighborhood, community, or
localized area;

¢ The amount of natural open space to be graded or developed;

e The degree of contrast between proposed features and existing features that represent the
area’s valued aesthetic image;

e The degree to which the project would contribute to the area’s aesthetic value;

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.A. Aesthetics
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IV.A-13, the design, height, and massing of the six-story building would be consistent with existing
development both on and adjacent to the Project Site, such as the existing Building “K” and the four-
story SBC building, as well as all applicable Zoning Code and Community Plan policies regarding
permitted building type, size, and height. Therefore, the proposed alterations to Viewshed 1 would
contribute to a desirable image for this area. Furthermore, the proposed alterations to Viewshed 1
would not result in the obstruction of any public scenic views, such as views of the ocean, mountains,
coastline, etc., as no such views are currently afforded in this locale. Therefore, aesthetic impacts
within Viewshed 1 would be less than significant.

Viewshed 2

The major alteration to Viewshed 2 would involve the development of a four- to six-story facility
fronting Grand Avenue and dedicated to “life quality” arts such as hospitality, fashion, and other
programs. This building would be part of the complete build-out of both sides of Grand Avenue with
four- to six-story vocational and technology buildings facing onto the street. As shown in Figures
IV.A-10 and IV.A-11, the design, height, and massing of the proposed building would be consistent
with existing development both on and adjacent to the Project Site, such as the existing Buildings “K”
and “D” and the public facility uses, including the Los Angeles County Municipal Court House, on the
east side of Olive Street. The proposed structure is also consistent with all applicable Zoning Code and
Community Plan policies regarding permitted building type, size, and height. Therefore, the proposed
alterations to Viewshed 2 would contribute to a desirable image for this area. Furthermore, the
development of the proposed building would replace a view comprised of an existing surface parking
lot and a six-story parking structure. The proposed alterations to Viewshed 2 would not result in the
obstruction of any public scenic views, such as views of the ocean, mountains, coastline, etc. With
Tespect to the extent of obstruction, due to the size and massing of the proposed structure, and the scale
and massing of surrounding structures (i.e., the six-story parking structure and the dominant Los
Angeles County Municipal Court House), buildout of the Grand Avenue frontage would not block any
public or private views. Therefore, aesthetic impacts within Viewshed 2 would be less than significant.

Viewshed 3

The major alteration to Viewshed 3 would be the demolition of the “F” Building on the Flower Street
frontage and its replacement with four-story courtyard buildings dedicated to academic programs in the
arts and sciences. The courtyard buildings would resemble instructional buildings commonly associated
with four-year colleges, thus improving the learning environment and college-like feel on campus. The
proposed improvement along the western flank of campus would open the Campus onto Flower Avenue,
re-storing the relationship of the college to the important Figueroa Corridor further west, a relationship
currently prevented by the dominance of the “F” Building along that frontage. As shown in Figures
IV.A-10 and IV.A-11, the design, height, and massing of the proposed courtyard buildings would be
more consistent with existing development both on and adjacent to the Project Site than the existing “F”
Building, especially considering the one- to two-story structures located on the west side of Flower

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.A. Aesthetics
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Street that are noticeably smaller than the existing “F” Building. The proposes structures are also
consistent with all applicable Zoning Code and Community Plan policies regarding permitted building
type, size, and height. As such, they would serve to contribute to a desirable image for this area. The
incorporated buildings would also allow for extensions of open space passages that connect the core of
campus to Flower Street. These effects are considered to be aesthetically beneficial impacts, as they
serve to further blend and integrate the Project Site with its surroundings while simultaneously
improving access and circulation within and around the campus. The establishment of a 300-car
parking structure south of the proposed courtyard buildings would also benefit access and circulation
within and around the campus, as well as parking availability. The proposed alterations to Viewshed 3
would not result in the obstruction of any public scenic views, such as views of the ocean, mountains,
coastline, etc. In addition, due to the size and massing of the existing “F” Building, the proposed
alterations to Viewshed 3 would increase private viewing opportunities of the Project Site from
surrounding viewsheds, rather than obstructing them. Therefore, aesthetic impacts within Viewshed 3
would be considered beneficial and less than significant.

Viewshed 4

The major alteration to Viewshed 4 would be the demolition of Buildings “G”, “J”, and “B” and the
subsequent replacement of these structures with a new physical education complex including a two-
story, three-court gym, a fitness center, and a 50-meter swimming pool complex. This would complete
the Flower Avenue frontage at the south campus. The proposed alterations would promote a setback,
less clustered feel at the southwestern corner of the campus, particularly due to the presence of the pool
adjacent to the roadway intersection. As shown in Figures IV.A-10 and IV.A-11, the design, height,
and massing of the proposed physical education facilities would be consistent with existing development
both on and adjacent to the Project Site. The proposed structures are also consistent with all applicable
Zoning Code and Community Plan policies regarding permitted building type, size, and height. As
such, they would serve to contribute to a desirable image for this area. The incorporated buildings
would also allow for extensions of open space passages that connect the core of campus to Flower
Street. These effects are considered to be aesthetically beneficial impacts, as they serve to further
blend and integrate the Project Site with its surroundings while simultaneously improving access and
circulation within and around the campus. In addition, a proposed 500-car parking structure just north
of the physical education facility would also improve access, circulation, and parking availability. The
proposed alterations to Viewshed 4 would not result in the obstruction of any public scenic views, such
as views of the ocean, mountains, coastline, etc. In addition, the replacement of Building “G” with the
pool at the corner of the campus would increase private viewing opportunities of the Project Site from
surrounding viewsheds, rather than obstructing them. Therefore, aesthetic impacts within Viewshed 4
would be less than significant.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.A. Aesthetics
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Viewshed 5

The major alteration to Viewshed 5 would be the demolition of all the existing industrial properties on
the site and the subsequent replacement of those properties with four- to six-story LATTC vocational
and technological facilities. The proposed structures within Viewshed 5 would be dedicated to manual
and high tech programs such as manufacturing and public transportation technologies. This building
would be part of the complete build-out of both sides of Grand Avenue with four- to six-story
vocational and technology buildings facing onto the street. In addition, a 600-car parking structure
would be located at the corner of Olive Street and 23" Street. As shown in Figures IV.A-10 and IV.A-
11, the design, height, and massing of the proposed building would be consistent with existing
development both on and adjacent to the Project Site, such as the five-story classroom/office building at
the northwest corner of Grand Avenue and 23™ Street. The proposed structure is also consistent with
all applicable Zoning Code and Community Plan policies regarding permitted building type, size, and
height. Therefore, the proposed alterations to Viewshed 5 would contribute to a desirable image for
this area. Furthermore, the proposed alterations to Viewshed 5 would not result in the obstruction of
any public scenic views, such as views of the ocean, mountains, coastline, etc. Therefore, aesthetic
impacts within Viewshed 5 would be less than significant.

Light and Glare

Due to the development of the Proposed Project there would be an introduction of a greater amount of
nighttime lighting to the Project Site. Such lighting sources include interior lighting, exterior security
lighting, and headlights associated with motor vehicles. Security lighting would be installed to provide
a secure environment in and around the proposed new buildings and parking structures. All lighting
features would be directed towards the interior of the Project Site and directed away from the
neighboring land uses. Overall, the Proposed Project would not cause excessive glare that is out of
character with the land uses surrounding the Project Site, or result in a substantial increase in light that
would affect surrounding land uses.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Development of the Proposed Project in conjunction with the related projects listed in Section II.
Environmental Setting would result in an intensification of land uses in an already urbanized area of the
City. While the related projects and the Proposed Project would be visible from public and private
properties, none of the related projects are in close proximity to the Proposed Project and none,
therefore, would combine with the Proposed Project to obstruct existing public scenic views.
Furthermore, because there are no related projects in close proximity to the Project Site, there would be
no combination of glare effects that might result in cumulative impacts. Impacts would be less than

significant.

R
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MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures are recommended to ensure that less-than-significant impacts to

visual resources would occur:

1. New buildings and renovations to existing buildings shall adhere to the standards, criteria,
and guidelines in the District’s Design Criteria and Standards/Sustainable Design Manual,
to ensure compatibility and cohesion in terms of architectural design, scale, massing and

siting.

2. All open space or temporarily vacant areas not used for buildings, driveways, parking
areas, or walkways shall be attractively landscaped and maintained in accordance with a
landscape plan, including an automatic irrigation plan, prepared by a licensed landscape
architect to the satisfaction of the Los Angeles Community College District.

3. A Campus Lighting Plan shall be developed to ensure adequate security and safety lighting
is provided throughout the campus and major circulation areas in a manner that minimizes
the extent of spillover light and glare impacts on adjacent properties.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Project impacts associated with views and aesthetics would be less than significant.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan 1V.A. Aestherics
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
B. AIR QUALITY

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Regulatory Setting

Air quality in the United States is governed by the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA). In addition to being
subject to the requirements of the CAA, air quality in California is also governed by more stringent
regulations under the California Clean Air Act (CCAA). At the federal level, the CAA is administered
by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). In California, the CCAA is
administered by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) at the state level and by the air quality
management districts at the regional and local levels. At the local level, the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) is responsible for monitoring and enforcing air pollution regulations.

Responsible Agencies
United States Environmental Protection Agency

The USEPA is responsible for enforcing the CAA and for establishing the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS). The NAAQS are required under the 1977 CAA and subsequent
amendments. The USEPA regulates emission sources that are under the exclusive authority of the
federal government, such as aircraft, ships, and certain types of locomotives. The agency has
jurisdiction over emission sources outside state waters (e.g., beyond the outer continental shelf) and
establishes various emission standards, including those for vehicles sold in states other than California.
Automobiles sold in California must meet the stricter emission standards established by the CARB.

California Air Resources Board

The CARB, which became part of the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) in 1991,
is responsible for meeting the State requirements of the CAA, administering the CCAA, and
establishing the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS). The CCAA, as amended in
1992, requires all air districts in the State to endeavor to achieve and maintain the CAAQS. The
CAAQS are generally more stringent than the corresponding federal standards and incorporate
additional standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride and visibility reducing particles. The
CARB also regulates mobile air pollution sources, such as motor vehicles. The agency is responsible
for setting emission standards for vehicles sold in California and for other emission sources, such as
consumer products and certain off-road equipment. The CARB established passenger vehicle fuel
specifications, which became effective on March 1996. The CARB oversees the functions of local air
pollution control districts and air quality management districts, which in turn administer air quality

activities at the regional and county level.
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South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)

The SCAQMD monitors air quality within the project area. The 1977 Lewis Air Quality Management
Act (“Act”) created the SCAQMD to coordinate air quality planning efforts throughout southern
California. This Act merged four county air pollution control agencies into one regional district to
better address the issue of improving air quality in southern California. Under the Act, renamed the
Lewis-Presley Air Quality Management Act in 1988, the SCAQMD is the agency principally
responsible for comprehensive air pollution control in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). Specifically,
the SCAQMD is responsible for monitoring air quality, as well as planning, implementing and
enforcing programs designed to attain and maintain state and federal ambient air quality standards in the
district. Programs that were developed include air quality rules and regulations that regulate stationary
source, area source, point source and certain mobile source emissions. The SCAQMD is also
responsible for establishing permitting requirements for stationary sources and ensuring that new,
modified or relocated stationary sources do not create net emission increases and therefore, are
consistent with the region’s air quality goals.

SCAB is a subregion of the SCAQMD and covers an area of 6,745 square miles. SCAB includes all of
Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties.
SCAB is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west; the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto
Mountains to the north and east; and the Orange County-San Diego County line to the south.

Attainment Status

The CCAA requires the CARB to designate areas within California as either attainment or non-
attainment for each criteria pollutant based on whether the CAAQS have been achieved. Under the
CCAA, areas are designated as non-attainment for the pollutant if air quality data shows that a State
standard for a pollutant was violated at least once during the previous three calendar years.
Exceedances that are affected by highly irregular or infrequent events are not considered violations of a
State standard, and are not used as a basis for designating areas as non-attainment.

Under the CCAA, the Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB is designated as a non-attainment area
for ozone, carbon monoxide, and respirable particulate matter. The air basin is designated as an
attainment area for nitrogen dioxide, sulfur dioxide, sulfates, and lead.’

Air Quality Management Plan

All areas designated as non-attainment under the CCAA are required to prepare plans showing how the
areas would meet the State air quality standards by their attainment dates. The Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP) is the region’s plan for improving air quality in the region. It addresses the
CAA and CCAA requirements and demonstrates attainment with ambient air quality standards. The

! California Air Resources Board, Proposed Area Designations and Maps, September 2000.

-_
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AQMP is prepared by the SCAQMD and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG).
The AQMP provides policies and control measures that reduce emissions to attain both State and
federal ambient air quality standards by their applicable deadlines. Environmental review of individual
projects within the SCAB must demonstrate that daily construction and operational emissions
thresholds, as established by the SCAB, would not be exceeded. The environmental review must also
demonstrate that individual projects would not increase the number or severity of existing air quality

violations.

The 2003 AQMP is the most recent air quality plan adopted by SCAQMD. SCAQMD adopted the
2003 AQMP on August 1, 2003. The 2003 AQMP updates the attainment demonstration for the federal
standards of ozone and respirable particulate matter, replaces the 1997 attainment demonstration for the
federal carbon monoxide standard, provides a basis for a carbon monoxide maintenance plan for the
future, and updates the maintenance plan for the federal nitrogen dioxide standard that SCAB has met
since 1992. The 2003 AQMP also addresses several State and federal planning requirements and
incorporates significant new scientific data, primarily in the form of updated emissions inventories,
ambient measurements, new meteorological episodes, and new air quality modeling tools. The 2003
AQMP is consistent with and builds upon the approaches taken in the 1997 AQMP and the 1999
Amendments to the Ozone SIP for SCAB.

National and State Ambient Air Quality Standards

As required by the CAA, the NAAQS have been established for six major air pollutants: carbon
monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, particulate matter, sulfur dioxide and lead. The characteristics and
heath hazards associated with each of these pollutants are presented below:

Carbon Monoxide

Carbon monoxide (CO), a colorless and odorless gas, interferes with the transfer of oxygen to
the brain. It can cause dizziness and fatigue, and can impair central nervous system functions.
CO is emitted almost exclusively from the incomplete combustion of fossil fuels. In urban
areas, CO is emitted by motor vehicles, power plants, refineries, industrial boilers, ships,
aircraft, and trains. Automobile exhausts release most of the CO in urban areas. CO is a non-
reactive air pollutant that dissipates relatively quickly, so ambient carbon monoxide
concentrations are effected by the spatial and temporal distributions of vehicular traffic. CO
concentrations are influenced by local meteorological conditions, primarily wind speed,
topography, and atmospheric stability. CO from motor vehicle exhaust can become locally
concentrated when surface-based temperature inversions are combined with calm atmospheric
conditions, a typical situation at dusk in urban areas between November and February.”> The

2 Inversion is an atmospheric condition in which a layer of warm air traps cooler air near the surface of
the earth, preventing the normal rising of surface air.
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highest CO concentrations measured in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) are typically
recorded during the winter.

Ozone

Ozone (0s3), a colorless toxic gas, is the chief component of urban smog. O: enters the blood
stream and interferes with the transfer of oxygen, depriving sensitive tissues in the heart and
brain of oxygen. Os also inhibits the growth of vegetation. Although Os is not directly
emitted, it forms in the atmosphere through a chemical reaction between reactive organic gas
(ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) under sunlight® Os is present in relatively high
concentrations within the SCAB, and the damaging effects of photochemical smog are generally
related to the concentration of Os. Meteorology and terrain play major roles in ozone
formation. Ideal conditions for Os formation to occur is during summer and early autumn, on
days with low wind speeds or stagnant air, warm temperatures, and cloudless skies. The
greatest source of smog-producing gases is the automobile.

Nitrogen Dioxide

Nitrogen dioxide (NO:), a brownish gas, irritates the lungs. It can cause breathing difficulties
at high concentrations. Like O3, NO: is not directly emitted, but is formed through a reaction
between nitric oxide (NO) and atmospheric oxygen. NO and NO: are collectively referred to as
nitrogen oxides (NOx) and are major contributors to ozone formation. NO: also contributes to
the formation of PMio (see discussion of PMio below). At atmospheric concentration, NO: is
only potentially irritating. In high concentrations, the result is a brownish-red cast to the
atmosphere and reduced visibility. There is some indication of a relationship between NO: and
chronic pulmonary fibrosis. Some increase in bronchitis in children (two and three years old)
has also been observed at concentrations below 0.3 parts per million (ppm).

Sulfur Dioxide

Sulfur dioxide (SO2) is a product of high-sulfur fuel combustion. Main sources of SO: are coal
and oil used in power stations, industries, and for domestic heating. Industrial chemical
manufacturing is another source of SO2. SO: is an irritant gas that attacks the throat and lungs.
It can cause acute respiratory symptoms and diminished ventilator function in children. SO:
can also cause plant leaves to turn yellow, as well as erode iron and steel. In recent years, SO
concentrations have been reduced by the increasingly stringent controls placed on stationary
source emissions of SOz and limits on the sulfur content of fuels. SO: concentrations have been
reduced to levels well below the state and national standards, but further reductions in

¥ ROG and NOx are emitted from automobiles and industrial sources.
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emissions are needed to attain compliance with standards for sulfates and PMio, of which SO: is
a contributor.

Suspended Particulate Matter

Particulate matter (PM) pollution consists of very small liquid and solid particles floating in the
air, which can include smoke, soot, dust, salts, acids, and metals. Particulate matter also forms
when gases emitted from industries and motor vehicles undergo chemical reactions in the
atmosphere. “PMio” and “PM:s” represent fractions of particulate matter. Respirable
particulate matter (PMio) refers to particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter, about
one/seventh the thickness of a human hair. Fine particulate matter (PMa.s) refers to particulate
matter that is 2.5 microns or less in diameter, roughly 1/28" the diameter of a human hair.
Major sources of PMio include: motor vehicles; wood burning stoves and fireplaces; dust from
construction, landfills, and agriculture; wildfires and brush/waste burning; industrial sources;
windblown dust from open lands; and atmospheric chemical and photochemical reactions.
PM:s results from fuel combustion (from motor vehicles, power generation, and industrial
facilities), residential fireplaces, and wood stoves. In addition, PM25 can be formed in the
atmosphere from gases such as sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and volatile organic

compounds.

PMio and PMzs pose a greater health risk than larger-size particles. When inhaled, these tiny
particles can penetrate the human respiratory system’s natural defenses and damage the
respiratory tract. PMio and PM:s can increase the number and severity of asthma attacks,
cause or aggravate bronchitis and other lung diseases, and reduce the body’s ability to fight
infections. Very small particles of substances, such as lead, sulfates, and nitrates can cause
lung damage directly. These substances can be absorbed into the blood stream and cause
damage elsewhere in the body. These substances can transport absorbed gases, such as
chlorides or ammonium, into the lungs and cause injury. Whereas particles 2.5 to 10 microns
in diameter tend to collect in the upper portion of the respiratory system, particles 2.5 microns
or less are so tiny that they can penetrate deeper into the lungs and damage lung tissues.
Suspended particulates also damage and discolor surfaces on which they settle, as well as
produce haze and reduce regional visibility.

Pursuant to the CCAA, the State has also established ambient air quality standards, known as the
California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS). These standards are generally more stringent
than the corresponding federal standards and incorporate additional standards for sulfates, hydrogen

*  The NAAQS for PM:s was adopted in 1997. Presently, no methodologies for determining impacts
relating to PMz.s have been developed or adopted by federal, State, or regional agencies. Additionally,
no strategies or mitigation programs for PM:s have been developed or adopted by federal, State, or
regional agencies. Currently, this standard is not enforceable. However, the standard may be reinstated
in the future. Thus, this air quality analysis does not analyze PMas.
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sulfide, vinyl chloride and visibility reducing particles. Since the CAAQS are more stringent than the
NAAQS, the CAAQS are used as the comparative standard in the air quality analysis contained in this

analysis.

Both State and federal standards are summarized in Table IV.B-1, on page IV.B-7. The “primary”
standards have been established to protect the public health. The “secondary” standards are intended to
protect the nation’s welfare and account for air pollutant effects on soil, water, visibility, materials,
vegetation and other aspects of the general welfare.

Existing Air Quality

Air Pollution Climatology

The Project Site is located within the Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB. The SCAB is an area
of high air pollution potential due to its climate and topography. The SCAB is a coastal plain with
connecting broad valleys and low hills, bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and high mountains
around the rest of its perimeter. The City of Malibu is typical of some of the SCAB’s best air quality
areas because of its location along the coast, upwind from most mobile and stationary sources.
Ambient pollution concentrations are typically higher in the San Gabriel Valley and near Riverside, at
the foot of the San Gabriel Mountains.

The SCAB experiences frequent temperature inversions. Inversions are a critical factor in the
degradation of air quality in the region. Temperature typically decreases with height. However, under
inversion conditions, temperature increases as altitude increases, thereby preventing air close to the
ground from mixing with the air above it. As a result, air pollutants are trapped near the ground.

During the summer, air quality problems are created due to the interaction between the ocean surface
and the lower layer of the atmosphere. This interaction creates a moist marine layer. An upper layer
of warm air mass forms over the cool marine layer, preventing air pollutants from dispersing upward.
Additionally, hydrocarbons and NO: react under strong sunlight, creating pollution, commonly referred
to as smog. Light daytime winds, predominantly from the west, further aggravate the condition by
driving air pollutants inland, toward the mountains.

During the fall and winter, air quality problems are created due to CO and NO: emissions. CO
concentrations are generally worse in the morning and late evening (around 10:00 p.m.). Morning
levels are relatively high due to the large number of cars during the commute and colder temperatures.
The high levels during the late evenings are a result of stagnant atmospheric conditions trapping CO in
the area. Since CO is produced almost entirely from automobiles, the highest CO concentrations in
SCARB are associated with heavy traffic. NO: levels are also generally higher during autumn or winter
days, particularly on days with summer-like conditions.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.B. Air Quality
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Table IV.B-1
State and National Ambient Air Quality Standards
Averaging Federal Standards
Pollutant Period California Standard Primary Secondary
1 hour 0.09 ppm (180 pg/m?) | 012 PPm (235 Same as Primary
Ozone (03) pg/m’)
Standard
8 hour - 0.08 (157 ug/m®)
i 24 3 3
lli:fg;flﬁz Matter Ani:)l:]f Tap 22 Same as Primary
3 3 Standard
(PMuo) Arithmetic Mean 2agm M pgi)
Carbon Monoxide 8 hour 9.0 (10 mg/ m?) 9.0 (10 mg/ m?)
None
(CO) 1 hour 20 (23 mg/ m®) 35 ppm (40 mg/ m®)

. . Annual 0.053 ppm (100 ,
Nitrogen Dioxide Arithinetic Meai 5 pg/m) Same as Primary
(NO2) 5 Standard

1 hour 0.25 ppm (470 pg/m) --
Annual 3
= Arithmetic Mean - 0.03 ppm (80 pg/m’) -
(S;(l)f‘;’ Dioxide 24 hour 0.04 ppm (105 pg/m®) | 0.14 (365 pg/md) p
2
3 hour & 5 0.5 ppm (1300 pg/m?)
1 hour 0.25 655 pg/m®) - -

Source: California Air Resources Board, Federal and State Air Quality Standards, July 2003.

Local Climate

The SCAB lies in the semi-permanent high pressure zone of the eastern Pacific (Pacific High), resulting

in a mild climate tempered by cool sea breezes with light average wind speeds.

This usual mild

climatological pattern is interrupted infrequently by periods of extremely hot weather, winter storms, or
Santa Ana winds. The mountains and hills within the area contribute to the variation of rainfall,

temperature, and winds throughout the region.

Near downtown Los Angeles, winds blow primarily from the southwest (30%) and south (13%), with
lower frequencies for adjacent wind sectors (about 10% for west and for southeast, and about 8% for
east), and still lower frequencies for opposing wind sectors (5% each for northwest and for north).
Nocturnal drainage winds, especially in the cooler months, blow from the northeast, as do the
occasional Santa Ana winds. The strongest average winds are from the west-southwest (7.7 miles per
hour (mph), annual average) and southwest (6.9 mph), except during strong occasional Santa Anas, the
lightest winds are normally from the north-northeast (3.6 miles per hour).” Summer temperatures in
the downtown area generally have highs in the low 80s and lows in the low 60s. Winters tend to be
mild with highs in the upper 60s and lows in the upper 40s. Precipitation occurs mostly during the

*  California Department of Water Resources, Winds in California, Central Los Angeles SCAQMD
Monitoring Station, 1956-76, 1978.
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winter and relatively infrequently during the summer. Total precipitation in the project area averages
approximately 14.7 inches annually. Precipitation averages approximately 8.95 inches during the
winter and approximately 0.35 inch during the summer.*

Air Monitoring Data

SCAQMD monitors air quality conditions at 37 locations throughout the SCAB. The Project Site is
located in SCAQMD’s Central Los Angeles County Monitoring Area, which is served by the North
Main Street Monitoring Station, located at 1630 North Main Street, approximately 3.5 miles north of
the Prbject Site. Criteria pollutants monitored at the North Main Street Monitoring Station include

PMio, PM2s, O3, CO, SOz, and NO:.

Table IV.B-2 shows the number of violations recorded at the North Main Street Monitoring Station
during the 2000-2004 period. The CAAQS for the criteria pollutants are also shown in the table. As
Table IV.B-2 indicates, criteria pollutants CO, NOz, and SO: did not exceed the State or Federal
standards during the 2000-2004 period. However, Os exceeded the State and federal standards for one-
hour concentrations between two and 11 days per year, and zero and one day per year, respectively,
during that period. The federal 0s standard for the eight-hour period was exceeded between zero and
four times per year over the past four years. Ambient PMio levels exceeded the State 24-hour standard
between three and 20 days per year during the same period.

Background Carbon Monoxide Conditions

Carbon monoxide concentrations are typically used as an indicator of conformity with the CAAQS
because: (1) CO levels are directly related to vehicular traffic volumes, the main source of air
pollutants and (2) localized CO concentrations and characteristics can be modeled using USEPA and
SCAQMD methods. CO is a localized gas that dissipates very quickly under normal meteorological
conditions.  Therefore, CO concentrations decrease substantially as distance from the source
(intersection) increases. The highest CO concentrations are typically found along sidewalks directly
adjacent to congested roadway intersections. As such, operational air quality impacts associated with a
project are generally best reflected through estimated changes in CO concentrations.

¢  Western Regional Climate Center, Los Angeles Civic Center, California, websire:
hup:/fwww.wrcc.dri.edu/cgi-bin/cliMAIN.pl?calacc, January 14, 2005.
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Table IV.B-2
Ambient Air Quality Monitoring Data from the SCAQMD
Central Los Angeles Monitoring Station (2000-2004)

Number of Days Above Standard
Pollutant Standard 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
Ozone (0s)
State | 0.09 ppm (1-hour) 8 8 8 11 2
Federal | 0.12 ppm (1-hour) 1 0 0 1 0
0.08 ppm (8-hour) 4 1 0 2 0
Carbon Monoxide (CO)
State 9.0 ppm (8-hour) 0 0 0 0 0
Federal 9.0 ppm (8-hour) 0 0 0 0 1]
Nitrogen Dioxide (NOz)
State | 0.25 ppm (1-hour) 0 0 0 0 0
Federal | 0.053 ppm (AAM) 0 0 0 0 --
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)
State | 0.04 ppm (24-hour) 0 0 0 0 0
Federal | 0.14 ppm (24-hour) 0 0 0 0 0
Particulates (PMuo)
State | 50 pg/m® (24-hour) 15 20 8 6 3
Federal | 150 pg/m® (24-hour) 0 0 0 0 0
Notes:
ppm=parts per million; pg/m®=micrograms per cubic meter; AAM=Annual Arithmetic Mean.
Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quality Data 2000-2004, website: http://www.arb.ca.gov,
January 2005.

For purposes of this assessment, the ambient, or background, CO concentration is first established.
SCAQMD defines the ambient CO concentration as the highest eight-hour reading over the past three
years. Based on an average of the four highest ambient concentrations recorded during the 2004
reporting period from the North Main Street Monitoring Station, the worst-case average eight-hour
background concentration is approximately 4.47 ppm (see Appendix B). Assuming a persistence factor
of 0.6, the estimated one-hour background concentration is approximately 4.53 ppm.” As such, the
existing eight- and one-hour background concentrations in the project vicinity do not exceed the State
CO standards of 9.0 ppm and 20.0 ppm, respectively.

7 Persistence factor is the ratio between the eight- and one-hour CO concentrations measured at a
continuous air monitoring station. A persistence factor of 0.6 is typically used in suburban areas.

IV.B. Air Quality
Page IV.B-9

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan
Final EIR




AN LLUpner 7. JUEPTt & Ad3UVLLULED miay £/, LUUo

Sensitive Receptors

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality than others, depending on the
population groups and the activities involved. As identified by the CARB, the following people are
most likely to be affected by air pollution: children under 14, the elderly over 65, athletes, and people
with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Locations that may contain a high concentration
of these sensitive population groups are called sensitive receptors and include residential areas,
hospitals, daycare facilities, elder care facilities, elementary schools, and parks.

As identified in Figure IV.B-1, sensitive receptors located within proximity of the Project Site include
the following land uses: (1) the Campus Child Development Center located at the northeast corner of
Olive Street and 21¥ Street, (2) an adult day care facility, located at the southwest corner of Flower
Street and 23" Street, (3) the Los Angeles Orthopedic Hospital, located at 2400 South Flower Street,
south of 23" Street between Flower Street and Grand Avenue; (3) the adjacent Orthopedic Hospital
Medical Magnet High School, located at 300 West 23™ Street, and (4) a four-story multiple family
residential building located at the southwest corner of 23™ Street and Olive Street.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Methodology

This air quality analysis is consistent with the methods described in the SCAQMD California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Handbook (1993 edition). The following calculation methods and
estimation models were used to determine air quality impacts: SCAQMD construction emissions
calculation formulas, CARB’s EMFAC2002 emissions factor model, and a simplified application of the
CALINE-4 dispersion model. The Proposed Project does not involve any operations that would
generate lead, hydrogen sulfide, or sulfates emissions sources. Therefore, emissions and concentrations
related to these pollutants are not included in this analysis.®

Thresholds of Significance

Neither the District nor the City of Los Angeles have adopted specific significance thresholds for air
quality impacts. However, because of the SCAQMD’s regulatory role in the SCAB, the significance
thresholds and analysis methodologies in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook are used for
evaluating projects proposed within the City.

o

Prior to 1978, mobile emissions were the primary source of lead resulting in air concentrations. Between
1978 and 1987, the phase-out of leaded gasoline reduced the overall inventory of airborne lead by nearly
95 percent. Currently, industrial sources are the primary source of lead resulting in air concentrations.
Since the Proposed Project does not contain an industrial component, lead emissions are nor analyzed in

this report.
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Regional Thresholds of Significance

The SCAQMD has promulgated daily emission thresholds for construction and operational activities.
These thresholds are set at a level that either promote or maintain regional attainment of the relevant
ambient air quality standards. A project is deemed to have a significant impact on regional air quality
if emissions of criteria pollutants (specified in pounds of pollutant emitted per day) related to either
project construction or operation exceed the significance thresholds summarized in Table IV.B-3,

below.
Table IV.B-3
SCAQMD Daily Emissions Thresholds
Criteria Pollutant Construction (Ibs/day) Operations(lbs/day)
Carbon Monoxide (CO) 550 550
Reactive Organic Gas (ROG) 75 55
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 100 59
Sulfur Oxides (SOx) 150 150
Particulates (PM1o) 150 150
Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, November 1993.

Local Impacts

The SCAQMD indicates that a significance threshold of 20.0 ppm and 9.0 ppm, respectively, should be
used for assessing one-hour and eight-hour CO concentrations attributable to operation sources. An
analysis of selected intersections is typically performed to determine the potential for the presence or
the creation of CO hot spots attributable to project operations.

As the Proposed Project would primarily result in the use of gasoline and diesel fuels during
construction and operation, emissions of sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, lead, and vinyl chloride are
expected to be negligible. As such, these latter emissions are not analyzed.

Air Toxics

The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Chapter 10, Air Toxics, provides significance thresholds
. for potential adverse health risks associated with the operation of a project. The SCAQMD guidelines
for operation permit processing considers the following types of projects to have a significant impact:

e Any project involving the emission or threatened emission of a carcinogenic or toxic air
contaminant identified in District Rule 401 that exceeds the maximum individual cancer risk of
one in ten million, or

-
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Table IV.B-4
SCAQMD Rule 403 - Track-Out Control Options

Control Options
Pave or apply chemical stabilization and sufficient concentration and frequency to maintain a stabilized
(1) | surface starting from the point of intersection with the public paved surface, and extending for a centerline
distance of at least 100 feet and a width of at least 20 feet.

Pave from the point of intersection with the public paved road surface, and extending for a centerline

@ distance of at least 25 feet and a width of at least 20 feet, and install a track-out control device immediately
adjacent to the paved surface such that existing vehicles do not travel on any unpaved road surface after

passing through the track-out control device.

Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as equivalent to the methods
3) G

specified in this table may be used.
Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust.

(ii) Remove all visible roadway dust tracked-out upon public paved roadways
as a result of active operations at the conclusion of each work day when

active operations cease.

Daily PM1o emissions identified in Table IV.B-5, on page IV.B-16, assume proper implementation of
SCAQMD Rule 403. As shown in Table IV.B-5, estimated daily construction emissions are anticipated
to exceed the SCAQMD thresholds for ROG and NO«x. Emissions for CO, SOx and PMio, would be
below the threshold level of significance. (Demolition, excavation/grading, and construction are
evaluated individually.) As such, construction emissions would result in a significant short-term

regional air quality impact prior to mitigation.
Sensitive Receptors

All five of the sensitive receptors identified in this Section could be significantly affected if construction
activities in the immediate vicinity generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust emissions.
Accordingly, children, the elderly and nearby residents should be protected from fugitive dust
emissions to the maximum extent feasible. Children could also be significantly affected if construction
equipment and vehicles generate substantial amounts of diesel emissions in the immediate vicinity of the
receptors. As shown in Table IV.B-5, the most intensive PMio impacts are anticipated during the
demolition and excavation phases of constriction. At its peak, PMio emissions are anticipated to reach
38.25 pounds per day, which is significantly less than the SCAQMD’s threshold level of 150 pounds
per day. Therefore, sensitive receptors would not be significantly impacted. Nevertheless, due to the
proximity of adjacent sensitive uses along 21* Street and 23" Street in the immediate vicinity that could
be temporarily affected by dust soiling due to nearby construction, the use of enhanced dust control
procedures is recommended to minimize such nuisance potential.

_————
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Table IV.B-5
Proposed Project Estimated Worst-Case Daily Construction Emissions

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day
Emissions Source ROG | NO. | ©o | 8O« | PMo
Existing Buildings Demolition Phase
Fugitive Dust - - - - 10.5
Off-Road Diesel 7.56 51.43 60.25 - 2.06
On-Road Diesel 1.65 35.35 6.13 0.06 0.85
Worker Trips 0.08 0.11 1.92 0.00 0.01
Total Emissions 9.29 86.89 68.30 0.06 13.42
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO
Site Excavation and Grading Phase
Fugitive Dust - - - - 35.00
Off-Road Diesel 13.38 90.16 108.65 - 3.24
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.06 0.03 0.61 0.00 0.01
Total Emissions 13.44 90.19 109.26 0.00 38.25
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO
Construction Phase
Bldg Construction Off-Rd Diesel 24.69 168.14 203.36 - 6.95
Bldg. Construction Worker Trips 0.63 0.37 7.52 0.00 0.16
Arch. Coatings Off-Gas 126.14 - - - -
Arch. Coatings Worker Trips 0.63 0.37 7.52 0.00 0.16
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.06 - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 1.04 0.00 8.52 - 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.01 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00
Total Emissions 153.12 168.88 226.59 0.00 7.27
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact? YES YES NO NO NO
Source: Urbemis 2002. Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2005. Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix B.

Operational Impacts

Regional Impacts

Air pollutants emissions associated with the Proposed Project would be generated primarily by the

operation of motor vehicles.

Mobile emissions were calculated using the URBEMIS 2002 emission

inventory model and the assumptions identified in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
(Appendix to Chapter 9). Mobile emissions were estimated using the average daily trip estimates from
the Draft Traffic and Parking Study for the Los Angeles Trade Technical College, prepared by Kaku
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would be less than significant, the Proposed Project would not be expected to have operational
emissions that would be cumulatively considerable.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures, as recommended by the SCAQMD, shall be implemented for all
areas (both on-site and off-site) where construction would occur in order to reduce PMio emissions to a
less-than-significant level.

1. Exposed pits (i.e., gravel, soil, dirt) with five percent or greater silt content shall be
watered twice daily, enclosed, covered or treated with non-toxic soil stabilizers according
to manufacturers’ specifications.

2. All other active sites shall be watered as often as necessary to remain visibly moist.

3. All grading activities shall cease during second stage smog alerts and periods of high winds
(i., greater than 25 mph) if soil is being transported to off-site locations and cannot be
controlled by watering.

4. All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials off-site shall be covered or
wetted or shall maintain at least two feet of freeboard (i.e., minimum vertical distance
between the top of the load and the top of the trailer).

5. All construction roads internal to the construction site that have a traffic volume of more
than 50 daily trips by construction equipment, or 150 total daily trips for all vehicles, shall
be surfaced with base material or decomposed granite, or shall be paved.

6. Streets shall be swept hourly if visible soil material has been carried onto adjacent public
paved roads.

7. Construction equipment shall be visually inspected prior to leaving the site and loose dirt
shall be washed off with wheel washers as necessary.

8. Water or non-toxic soil stabilizers shall be applied, according to manufacturers’
specifications, as needed to reduce off-site transport of fugitive dust from all paved staging
areas and unpaved road surfaces.

9. Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads shall not exceed 15 mph.

10. All equipment shall be properly tuned and maintained in accordance with manufacturers’
specifications.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.B. Air Quality

Final EIR

Page IV.B-19



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

11. General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize
exhaust emissions. During construction, trucks and vehicles in loading and unloading
queues shall be kept with their engines off, when not in use, to reduce vehicle emissions.
Construction emissions shall be phased and scheduled to avoid emissions peaks and
discontinued during second stage smog alerts.

12. All off-road diesel powered engines shall use aqueous diesel fuel.
13. All off-road diesel powered engines shall use lean-NOx catalyst.

14. The application of architectural coatings must use products with a VOC rating of 125
grams/liter or less, to the maximum extent feasible.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Construction

As shown in Table IV.B-8, below, even with the implementation of the required mitigation measures
identified above, construction of the Proposed Project would generate ROG and NOx emissions that
exceed SCAQMD thresholds for construction activities. Therefore, construction related air quality
emissions would be significant and unavoidable for these two criteria pollutants. As such, the Proposed
Project would result in significant and unavoidable regional air quality impacts related to construction
activities.

Table I'V.B-8
Estimated Daily Construction Emissions for the Proposed Project With Mitigation

Emissions in Pounds per Day
Emissions Status ROG NO: co SO: PMie
Total Pre-Mitigation Emissions 153.12 177.33 226.59 0.00 42.44
Total Reduction (63.09) (55.20) 0 0 (31.43)
Total Post-Mitigation Emissions 90.03 122.13 226.59 0.00 11.01
Percent Reduction 41 % 31% 0 0 74 %
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT YES YES NO NO - NO

Source: Urbemis 2002. Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2005. Computer print out sheets are provided in Appendix B.

Operations

Operation of the Proposed Project would result in approximately 67 pounds per day of ROG emissions,
exceeding SCAQMD’s regional significance thresholds of 55 pounds per day. With various mitigation
credits applied for design-oriented features to reduce vehicle trips (i.e., pedestrian environment,
proximity to light rail transit, credits for bicycle accessibility, etc.,) ROG emissions would be reduced
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to 66 pounds per day, which would remain above the SCAQMD’s threshold levels for significance.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would result in a significant and unavoidable regional air quality
impact related to ROG emissions for operational activities.

_—
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
C. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

INTRODUCTION

The following information summarizes the findings and conclusions of the Report of Geotechnical
Investigation for the Proposed Five-Year Campus Improvement Plan, Los Angeles Trade-Technical
College, Los Angeles, California, prepared by Kleinfelder, Inc., February 23, 2003. The findings and
conclusions of this report generally found the existing LATTC Campus to be suitable for development
from a geotechnical perspective (as planned in the Five-Year Campus Plan), subject to specific design
and construction recommendations.  With respect to understanding the general geotechnical
characteristics and constraints that may occur within the existing Campus boundary, this report is
suitable for addressing general geology, soils and groundwater characteristics as presented below.
However, further site-specific geotechnical studies would be required for each specific building
proposed under the Thirty-Year Master Plan, as they are constructed, to determine specific design and
construction recommendations as appropriate. In addition, as the proposed Thirty-Year Master Plan
expands the Project Site to include the block of the proposed acquisition properties, for which, due to
accessibility constraints (i.e., these sites are currently developed and operating with existing
commercial/industrial businesses), specific geotechnical testing has not been thoroughly conducted.
Additional site-specific geotechnical analyses for these properties will need to be carried out on these
properties as well, during the final building and design stages.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Regional Geology

The Project Site is located in the upper Los Angeles Coastal Plain portion of the Central Block within
the greater Los Angeles Basin. The Central Block is bound by the Santa Monica Mountains to the
north, Whittier Fault and adjacent Northeastern Block to the east, San Joaquin Hills of Orange County
to the south and the Newport-Inglewood Fault and adjacent Pacific Ocean to the west. Underlain by a
relatively thick (>30,000 feet) sequence of sedimentary rocks, the Central Block overlies older
crystalline basement rock assigned to the Catalina Schist.

The floor of the Los Angeles Basin is generally flat and represents a vast alluvial outwash plain, as the
Los Angeles Basin is the transition zone between the Transverse Ranges and Peninsular Ranges
geomorphic provinces of California. The Transverse Ranges province, which is located north of the
Project Site, is characterized by east-west trending convergent deformation structural features, which
are the result of north-south crustal shorting due to plate tectonics locally folding uplift of the mountains
and lowering of the intervening valleys. The Peninsular Ranges, which are located to the south and
east of the Project Site, exhibit the northwest and southeast trending strike slip faults separating the
intra-Province blocks.

_——— e
%
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Soil Type and Characteristics

The Project Site is relatively flat with a gentle upward slope toward the north. Surface elevation varies
from 210 feet mean sea level (msl) near the southern portion of the Project Site to 220 feet msl in the
northern portion. The Campus is underlain by recent alluvial deposits that consist predominately of
natural flood plain deposits from the Los Angeles River. A thin veneer of fill soils, ranging from 2.5
to nine feet, overlain by several thousand feet thick sequence of marine sedimentary rock formations
and crystalline basement rock of Catalina schists, comprise the soil at the Project Site. The artificial fill
soils generally consist of silty sands and sands with varying amounts of gravel with localized areas of
sandy silt, sandy clay, clayey sand and clayey silt. The artificial fill is not uniformly compacted and
varies from medium dense to dense for coarse-grained soils and medium stiff to very stiff for fine-
grained soils. The alluvium beneath the artificial fill consists of alternating layers of sandy silt and sand
with varying amounts of gravel, gravel layers, sandy clays, clayey sands, silt and sandy silts. The
sands vary from medium dense to very dense and the fine-grained soils (silts and clays) were
predominately medium stiff to hard. The density of the alluvium increases with depth.

In addition, the underlying soils of the Project Site have a low to medium potential for expansion.
Expansive soils are characterized by their ability to undergo significant volume change due to variations
in moisture content. Changes in soil moisture can result from rainfall, landscape irrigation, utility
leakage, roof drainage, perched groundwater, drought or other factors and may cause unacceptable
settlement or heave of structures, concrete slabs supported-on-grade, or pavements supported over these
material. The soil also has a “low” aggressive corrosivity toward concrete elements and a “low to
moderately” corrosive potential to metals.

Groundwater

Drainage at the Project Site occurs by sheet flow either from catch basins and drains on-site or onto
adjacent streets which funnel into the local storm drain system. The historical high groundwater level
is expected to be greater than 75 feet below the ground surface. Perched groundwater was encountered
during a boring excavation at a depth of 40 feet.! Fluctuations in groundwater levels, localized zones
of perched water and soil moisture content can be anticipated during and after the rainy season.

Oil Fields

The Project Site is situated between the Las Cienegas Oil Field to the west and the Los Angeles
Downtown Qil Field to the north and is within the block boundary limits of each field (Munger, 2001).
No wells (active, inactive or abandoned) are present on the LATTC Campus, however, two wells are
reported to exist on nearby properties. The “Garey Community” Number 1, drilled in 1963 to a depth

T Geotechnical Investigation Proposed Five-Year Campus Improvement Plan LATTC Los Angeles, CA, by
Kleinfelder, Inc., February 21, 2003.
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of 5,524 feet, in the Las Cienegas Oil Field is located on an adjacent property to the west of the Project
Site. The second well, ARCO Oil & Gas Company’s “West Adams Corehold” Number 2, located
within the Los Angeles Downtown Oil Field was drilled in 1964 to a depth of 6,880 feet and lies on an
adjacent property to the southeast of the Project Site. Both wells are reported to be uncompleted and
abandoned.? Due to the location of the Project Site with respect to the Las Cienegas and Los Angeles
Downtown Oil Fields, the potential exists for the presence of naturally occurring oil field gasses within
subsurface soils at the Project Site. Kleinfelder, Inc. completed a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment and soil gas survey at the LATTC Campus.” The soil gas survey did not detect the
presence of methane in any of the 32 soil gas probes installed and sampled at the Campus. As a result,
no further action was recommended for the Five-Year Campus Plan development regarding soil gas

mitigation.
Seismic Hazards
Faulting and Seismicity

" Active and potentially active faults have been mapped adjacent to, within, and beneath areas in the City
of Los Angeles. A potentially active fault is a fault that has demonstrated surface displacement of
Quaternary age deposits (within the last 1.6 million years). An active fault is one that has had surface
displacement within Holocene times (the last 11,000 years) or is included in an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone as established by the California Division of Mines and Geology. Faults that
have not expérienced movement within the past 1.6 million years are generally considered inactive.
The active and potentially active faults which are deemed capable of producing fault rupture in the City
of Los Angeles are shown in relation to the Project Site in Figure IV.C-1.

The Project Site is located in the highly seismic Southern California region, within the influence of
several fault systems that are considered to be active or potentially active. The Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Act of 1973 (Public Resources Code Section 2621 er seq.) represents the
current State mandated approach to controlling development in active fault zones. There are two
general requirements of this act: 1) the location of most structures for “human occupancy” may not be
across the trace of active faults and 2) proposed developments within 1,000 feet of the established
special study zones must have geologic/seismic reports done. However, the Project Site is not located
in a state-defined Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or Special Study Area, and no active or
potentially active faults are known to exist beneath the Project Site.* Nevertheless, for design build
considerations, Table IV.C-1 summarizes parameters for the seven faults that were identified as posing
greatest seismic impact upon the Project Site.

2 Ibid.
i Ibid.
+  Ibid.
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Table IV.C-1
Fauits and Moment Magnitudes
Approx. Distance from Maximum Event
Fault Name Project Site {(mi,) (Moment Magnitude)

Highly Active
Elysian Park Thrust 2.6 6.7
Compton Thrust 4.1 6.8
Newport-Inglewood 4.8 6.9

Moderately Highly Active

Hollywood 5.7 6.5
Raymond 6.8 6.5
Santa Monica 8.7 6.6
Verdugo Hills 8.9 6.7
Source: Kleinfelder, Inc., Preliminary Screening of Potential Geologic Hazards LATTCC, Los
Angeles, CA, February 7, 2003.

Ground Shaking

The most widespread, damaging effects of earthquakes are caused by strong ground shaking. The
intensity of ground shaking at a given location depends on several factors, but primarily on the
earthquake magnitude, the distance of the site from the earthquake’s epicenter, and the response
characteristics of the soil or bedrock units underlying the area. Strong ground shaking can

catastrophically damage structures.

The two most consistent databases for assessing ground shaking hazard potential in the City of Los
Angeles are the California Division of Mines and Geology (CDMG) (1988) planning scenario study for
a major earthquake (magnitude greater than 7.0) on the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone (NIFZ) and the
Caltrans (1992) estimates of peak horizontal acceleration from maximum credible earthquakes for rock
and stiff- soil sites.” The CDMG scenario utilizes the Modified Mercelli Intensity (MMI) scale
standard, a modeled seismic intensity distribution. The MMI intensity values are presented as VII,
VIII, and IX, where IX is considered a high hazard, VIII is moderate, and VII is low. However, an
episode of VII intensity could severely damage an unreinforced structure, cause parapets and building
fronts to fall on to sidewalks, and tumble chimneys through roofs. According to the January 1995
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles Citywide General Plan Framework, the
Central City Subregion, where the Project Site is located, could reach an intensity of VIII (moderate)
from the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone scenario earthquake. Furthermore, according to the Caltrans
scenario, the Central City Subregion could experience peak ground acceleration (PGA) of greater than

> Los Angeles Cirywide General Plan Framework Draft EIR, January 1995,
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0.5 to 0.6g° from a large earthquake on any of the nearby faults. This is considered a high hazard,
since it is greater than minimum levels upon which building code standards are based, although the
Project Site would not be exposed to any greater risk from ground shaking than any other site in the

Central City subregion.
Liquefaction

Liquefaction is a transformation of soil from a solid to a liquefied state during which saturated soil
temporarily loses strength resulting from the buildup of excess pore water pressure, especially during
earthquake-induced cyclic loading. Soil susceptible to liquefaction includes loose to medium dense sand
and gravel, low-plasticity silt, and some low-plasticity clay deposits.

No specific liquefaction hazard areas have been identified for the Project Site. The Project Site is not
located within a State or County designated Seismic Hazard Zone for Liquefaction potential or
seismically induced slope stability hazard area. Based on a review of the 35 soil borings conducted,
Kleinfelder, Inc. concluded that due to the depth of groundwater encountered beneath the Project Site
(40 feet below ground surface), the historical groundwater levels recorded in the project area (greater
than 75 feet below ground surface), and the medium dense to coarse-grained soils encountered, the
potential for liquefaction occurrence is remote.

Landslide

The regional topography on and surrounding the Project Site is generally flat and no mountains or hills
are located directly nearby. Therefore, no landslide areas exist on the Project Site.

Flooding, Tsunamis and Seiches

The Project Site is situated within Flood Hazard Zone “C”, which is defined by Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) as an area of minimal flooding. The Project Site is not located within a
100- or 500-year flood hazard zone nor is the Project Site listed within a tsunami or seiche inundation
hazard zone.” The County of Los Angeles lists the Project Site as being located within an inundation
hazard zone. However, in the event of a flooding from the Hansen dam, it is expected that the water
would flow to the existing and improved Tujunga Wash and Los Angeles flood control channels. Due
to the elevated inland location and the lack of proximity of the Project Site from any large bodies of
water, tsunamis and seiches do not pose a potential hazard to the Project Site.

¢  Theterm “g” refers to the force associated with PGA.
7 Kleinfelder, Inc., Geotechnical Investigation Proposed Five-Year Campus Improvement Plan LATTC Los
Angeles, CA, February 21, 2003.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

A significant geologic or seismic impact would occur if a project has the potential to pose an increased
threat to public safety or destruction of property by exposing people, property, or infrastructure to
seismically-induced hazards that can not reasonably be reduced to acceptable levels of safety with
modern geotechnical engineering prat:tices.

Project Impacts

Site preparation, earthwork and grading activities is anticipated to consist of demolition and removal of
existing structures which currently lie within the footprint of the proposed structures or facilities; over-
excavation and re-compaction of the existing undocumented fill and upper native soils; preparation of
subgrades to receive fill and placement of engineered fill; excavation and backfilling for utility lines;
import of fill materials, if necessary; and sloped and shored temporary excavations.

Soil Type and Characteristics

Artificial fill soils were encountered to depths of approximately 2.5 to nine feet beneath the Project Site
and depending on the extent and location below finished subgrade, these soils could have a detrimental
effect on the proposed construction. In the case of the Proposed Project, the underlying soils are
generally sandy soils, which have less clay content and therefore not suitable for the support of building
foundations or floor slabs. With this low to medium potential of soil expansion, a potentially
significant impact could occur unless mitigation measures are implemented. Therefore, mitigation
measures involving testing of soils and reducing large moisture content variations are provided below,
reducing the impact to a less-than-significant level.

In addition, testing of the underlying soils indicated a “low” aggressive corrosivity toward concrete
elements and a “low to moderately” corrosive potential toward metals. The effects of this corrosivity
potential are a lessening of the structural integrity of building foundations and the life of underground
construction materials, thereby increasing the risks to life and property. However, with proper
implementation of the proposed mitigation measures below, concrete and underground construction
materials would become more durable against corrosion, thereby protecting the structural integrity of
future buildings. Therefore, the corrosivity impact on soil would be less than significant.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.C. Geology and Soils
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Groundwater

All grading and construction activities expected to be associated with the Thirty-Year Master Plan would
take place above the historic high groundwater table. Groundwater and perched groundwater are not
expected to be encountered during grading or construction. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed
Project is not expected to produce any adverse impacts relative to groundwater.

0il Fields

As discussed above, the Project Site is situated between the Las Cienegas Oil Field to the west and the
Los Angeles Downtown Oil Field to the north and is within the block boundary limits of each field.
However, no wells (active, inactive or abandoned) are present on the Project Site. Two wells are
located adjacent to the Project Site, however, both wells are reported to be uncompleted and
abandoned. Therefore, implementation of the Proposed Project is not expected to produce any adverse
impacts relative to oil fields.

Seismic Hazards
Faulting and Seismicity

Since no known or mapped active, potentially active, or inactive faults would trend toward or directly
through the Project Site and since the Project Site does not lie in a designated Earthquake Fault Rupture
Hazard Zone, the potential for direct surface fault rupture on the Project Site is considered very unlikely.
Thus, impacts associated with implementation of the Thirty-Year Master Plan relative to the seismic
displacement of structures on the Project Site would be less than significant. In the event that any of the
active faults within the greater Los Angeles area were to rupture, an earthquake would be generated
which would, in all likelihood, result in potentially significant ground shaking in the project area.
However, development of the Proposed Project would not increase the likelihood of the occurrence of a
seismic event affecting the Project Site. In addition, implementation of the Thirty-Year Master Plan
would not be anticipated to adversely impact any portion of the City’s Seismic Safety Plan, as it would be
consistent with the relevant policies of the Plan, which include the upgrading of public facilities to meet
the risk requirements for seismic safety. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not result in any

significant seismic impacts.

Ground Shaking

The degree of ground shaking experienced on the Project Site would depend on the location of the
earthquake’s epicenter relative to the Project Site, in addition to the earthquake’s magnitude. When a
fault moves, it may or may not cause surface displacement. However, it would cause ground shaking,
the amount of which depends on many geologic and tectonic parameters. Seven faults shown in Table
IV.C-1 were identified that could heavily influence the amount of earthquake ground shaking
experienced by the project. Additional faults outside the local area, such as the San Andreas would also

LATTC Thirry-Year Master Plan IV.C. Geology and Soils
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have the potential to create moderately strong ground motion effects in the project area. However, it
should be noted that present building codes and construction practices are intended to minimize
structural damage to buildings and loss of life as a result of a moderate or major earthquake. While it
is impossible to totally prevent structural damage to buildings and loss of life as a result of seismic
events, adherence to all applicable building codes and regulations and site-specific engineering
specifications can reduce such impacts to less-than-significant levels. A significant impact posing an
increased threat to public safety or destruction of property by ground shaking is not expected to occur
with the development of the Proposed Project.

Liguefaction/Landslides

In addition to ground shaking, other secondary effects caused by earthquakes include liquefaction and
landsliding. Due to the depth of the groundwater table and the relatively high density of the soils
underlying the Project Site, the potential for soil liquefaction is considered remote.® The Project Site is
located far enough from any mountains or hillsides to preclude a hazard of induced landsliding.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not be subject to significant impacts caused by seismically-induced

liquefaction or landslides.
Flooding, Tsunamis and Seiches

As mentioned above, the Project Site is not located in any flood hazard zones nor is it listed within a
tsunami or seiche inundation hazard zone. Therefore, the impact of flooding to the Project Site would

be less than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Development of the Thirty-Year Master Plan, in conjunction with the related projects identified in
Section III. Environmental Setting, would result in further buildout of the downtown Los Angeles area.
Such development would expose a greater number of individuals to seismically induced hazards
associated with moderate to strong earthquakes, which are inherent to the southern California region.
Aside from this generally accepted hazard, geotechnical constraints are generally site-specific in nature
and there is little, if any, cumulative relationship between the development of the Proposed Project and
the related projects. Each related project would be subject to specific geotechnical investigations on a
case-by-case basis in accordance with applicable building codes. With adherence to applicable State
and Federal regulations, buildings codes and sound engineering practices, geologic hazards could be
reduced to less than significant levels. Therefore, cumulative geology and soils impacts would be less

than significant.

¢ Ibid.
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MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures are required in order to effect a reduction in the severity of potential
on-site impacts resulting from seismic events occurring on Southern California faults:

i

All grading and excavation activities shall be conducted in compliance with specific
recommendations and requirements provided in the Report of Geotechnical Investigation for the
Proposed Five-Year Campus Improvement Plan, Los Angeles Trade-Technical College, Los
Angeles, California, prepared by Kleinfelder, Inc., February 23, 2003 and as amended in
subsequent site specific investigations, subject to review and approval by the appropriate State
and/or City responsible agencies.

All grading shall be performed under the supervision of a certified engineering geologist and/or
soils engineer in accordance with the applicable provisions of the State and/or City Building
Codes to the satisfaction of the State and/or City building and safety authorities. The responsible
engineer shall review and approve the foundation plan and/or the excavation/shoring plan prior to
the issuance of any permits.

All structures to be constructed or renovated as part of the Proposed Project shall be designed as
required by either the Uniform Building Code for structures within Seismic Zone 4, or other
pertinent State and/or City building codes (such as Division 23, Section 91.2305 of the City of
Los Angeles Building Code), to withstand the expected ground motions.

To assist in response to a seismic event, an emergency response and building-specific
evacuation plan for project structures shall be developed in coordination with the Los Angeles
Fire Department prior to the Certificate of Occupancy being granted by the City of Los
Angeles. Such information shall be disseminated to employees and all applicable emergency
service providers (e.g., LASD Campus Police, LAFD, LAPD) to reduce the potential for
human injury.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

With implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, project impacts to geology and soils would
be less than significant.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.C. Geology and Soils
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
D. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

INTRODUCTION

Three Phase I and four Phase II Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) were prepared to identify and
address recognized environmental conditions throughout the existing Campus and within the proposed
acquisition property bounded by Grand Avenue to the west, 21* Street to the north, Olive Street to the
east, and 23" Street to the south. Each of the ESAs focused on different portions of the Project Site, as
described below. No single ESA covered the entire Project Site, including the proposed acquisition
property. This section summarizes these ESAs and refers to each as either “Phase I ESA” or “Phase II
ESA” followed by the associated date of preparation. The ESAs are available for review at the
following location:

Los Angeles Trade-Technical Community College
400 W. Washington Blvd., Building A, Room A-108

Los Angeles CA 90015-4181
Contact: Mary Ann Breckell, Vice President, Administration

Phase I ESAs

Phase One Environmental Site Assessment, 333 West 22™ Street, Los Angeles, CA 90007,
prepared by NATEC International, Inc., March 20, 2001. This report focused on
environmental conditions at a three-story office building on the existing Campus, bounded by
21% Street to the north, Hope Street to the west, and 22™ Street to the south. As part of the
Five-Year Campus Plan, this three-story office building (currently called the PTA Building)
will be demolished and developed as open space. As part of the Proposed Project (i.e., the
Thirty-Year Master Plan), the open space area would be Heveloped with a new four-story
classroom building. Although this Phase I ESA was prepared specifically for the Five-Year
Campus Plan, selected information within the report is considered helpful in understanding the
ground conditions at this particular location on the Campus, where development would also
occur under the Proposed Project. Information regarding records searches for hazardous site
listings is also considered pertinent to the Proposed Project.

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Commercial Properties, 2101, 2109, 2112, 2115, and
2200 South Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, California, prepared by EEI, June 6, 2002. This
report focused on environmental conditions on a portion of the existing Campus as well as the
proposed acquisition property. This report covered the properties and buildings at the
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northwest, northeast, and southeast corners of the intersection of Grand Avenue and 22™ Street.
The properties located at 2101, 2109, 2112, and 2115 South Grand Avenue will be developed
with a 5-story classroom/office building during the Five-Year Campus Plan. This building
would remain during the Thirty-Year Master Plan, and no additional development would occur.
The property located at 2200 South Grand Avenue is part of the proposed acquisition property,
which will not be developed during the Five-Year Campus Plan but would be developed under
the Thirty-Year Master Plan. Although this Phase I ESA was prepared specifically for the
Five-Year Campus Plan, information within the report concerning the property at 2200 South
Grand Avenue is considered pertinent to the Proposed Project since development of this site
would only occur during the Thirty-Year Master Plan.

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, Los Angeles Trade Technical College, Los Angeles,
California, prepared by Kleinfelder, Inc., January 31, 2003. This report focused on
environmental conditions throughout the existing Campus, bounded by Washington Boulevard
to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23" Street to the south, and Flower Street to the west.
Although this Phase I ESA was prepared specifically for the Five-Year Campus Plan, selected
information within the report is considered helpful in understanding the ground conditions
throughout the Campus. Information regarding records searches for hazardous site listings is
also considered pertinent to the Proposed Project.

Phase II ESAs

Preliminary Methane Screening Report, Los Angeles Trade Technical College, 400 W.
Washington Boulevard, Los Angeles, California, prepared by Keinfelder, Inc., February 4,
2003. This report assessed the potential presence of methane gas from vadose zone soils and
the presence of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), based on the findings of the Phase I ESA
dated January 31, 2003. The study area included the portion of the Project Site bounded by
Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23" Street to the south, and
Flower Street to the west, as well as the property east of Grand Avenue that currently contains
the Child Development Center, associated surface parking, and ancillary warehouse uses.
Although this Phase I ESA was prepared specifically for the Five-Year Campus Plan, selected
information within the report is considered helpful in understanding the ground conditions
throughout the Campus.

Limited Soil Investigation Report - Commercial Property, 2200 South Grand Avenue, Los
Angeles, California, prepared by EEI, February 24, 2003. This report assessed the potential
soil contamination due to the former presence of a service station at 2200 South Grand Avenue,
based on the findings of the Phase I ESA June 6, 2002. Although this Phase II ESA was
prepared specifically for the Five-Year Campus Plan, selected information within the report is
considered helpful in understanding the ground conditions throughout the Campus.
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e Limited Environmental Soil Sampling, Los Angeles Trade Technical College, Los Angeles,
California, prepared by Kleinfelder, Inc., June 24, 2003. This report assessed the presence of
soil contamination throughout the Campus, based on the findings of the Phase I ESA dated
January 31, 2003. The study area includes the portion of the Campus bounded by Washington
Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Flower Street to
the west. Although this Phase II ESA was prepared specifically for the Five-Year Campus
Plan, selected information within the report is considered helpful in understanding the ground
conditions throughout the Campus.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Project Site

The Project Site currently occupies approximately 28.6 acres generally bounded by Flower Street to the
west, Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, and 23" Street to the south and
includes the southern portion (2.3 acres) of the city block bounded by Washington Boulevard, Grand
Avenue, Olive Street and 21% Street. The Thirty-Year Master Plan (i.e., the Proposed Project)
proposes to acquire and develop an additional 3.5 acres of property located east of the main Campus,
bounded by Grand Avenue to the east, 21 Street to the north, Olive Street to the west, and 23™ Street
to the south, including the vacation of the 22™ Street right-of-way between Grand Avenue and Olive
Street. When completed, the Thirty-Year Master Plan would occupy approximately 32.2 acres. The
Project Site is located within the highly-developed, urban environment of downtown Los Angeles, and
is largely surrounded by commercial and light-industrial land uses.

Topography

The Project Site is located in the western part of the Los Angeles basin, approximately 15 miles
southwest of the base of the San Gabriel Mountains, on a gently sloping alluvial fan. The elevation is
approximately 200 feet above mean sea level, and the gradient in the site vicinity is nearly level (0.007
feet per foot to the southwest). Based on the topography, the anticipated direction of surface drainage
on the Project Site is southwest and toward the Pacific Ocean (approximately 12 miles west of the

Project Site).
Historical Land Uses

The Phase I ESAs investigated the history of the Project Site in order to identify any evidence of past
activities that would suggest the potential presence of hazardous substances at the Project Site and to
evaluate the potential for the Project Site to be impacted by any offsite sources of contamination.
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Aerial Photographs and Historical Maps

Historical maps and aerial photographs were reviewed for information regarding past uses on the
Project Site. The following discussion summarizes the historical land uses on the portions of the
Project Site that were the focus of each Phase I ESA.

Phase I ESA March 20, 2001

The portion of the Project Site that was the focus of this Phase 1 ESA (i.e., the location of the PTA
Building which will be demolished and developed as open space during the Five-Year Plan and then
developed with a new four-story classroom building during the Thirty-Year Master Plan) was occupied
by the St. Vincent’s Convent academy until 1922. It was converted to the Congress of Parents and
Teachers Health Center around 1950 (the name changed to Los Angeles Parents and Teachers Health
Center around 1960). Eight sets of aerial photographs were reviewed (from 1954 to 1999), none of
which showed any evidence of hazardous materials.

Phase I ESA June 6, 2002

Aerial photographs, dating from 1927 to 2000, were reviewed for the portion of the Project Site that
was the focus of this Phase I ESA (i.e., the proposed acquisition property). This area was occupied by
residences around 1927. By 1956, the site was occupied by industrial buildings and parking lots; while
the adjacent land uses were industrial and residential. An additional industrial building and parking lot
occupied the site by 1962. From 1962 to 2000, the review of historical aerial photographs indicated
that there were no pertinent changes to the site. Historical topographic maps (from 1898 to 1994), city
directories (from 1955 to 1998), and Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps (from 1907 to 1953) were also
reviewed. The Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps indicated that a gasoline service station and repair facility
occupied 2200 South Grand Avenue from 1923 to 1954. There was no evidence to indicate that the
associated underground tanks were removed, or that soil sampling was ever performed. This Phase I
ESA recommended further investigation at this location. Further investigation was conducted and
documented in the Phase II ESA February 24, 2003, as described below.

Phase I ESA January 31, 2003

Aerial photographs, dating from 1928 to 1994, were reviewed for the portion of the Project Site that
was the focus of this Phase I ESA (i.e., the main campus bounded by Washington Boulevard to the
north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Flower Street to the west). The 1928
aerial photograph showed approximately 10 buildings on the northern portion of the site, residences on
the southern portion of the site, and undeveloped land north of 21% Street. By 1947, several of the
buildings on the north and northeastern portion of the site in the 1928 photograph had been removed
and an athletic track was in the central portion of the site. By 1952, the buildings that previously
occupied the site no longer occupied the site and an additional building and parking lot were near the
southeast corner of the athletic track. By 1965, the residences that were south of 21% Street were
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replaced by two new buildings, parking lots, and an athletic track (the previous athletic track was
replaced by a parking lot). The buildings that were near the northwest corner of the site were
demolished, and a two-story building was in the northeast and eastern portions of the site. By 1976,
additional buildings were near the southwest and northeast corners of the site, and a large parking lot
was at the northwest corner of the site. By 1989, an additional building was in the central portion of
the site (previously a parking lot) and a swimming pool was near the southwest corner of the site.
There were no pertinent changes to the site between 1989 and 1994.

In addition, historical topographic maps (from 1898 to 1994) and Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps (from
1894 to 1968) were reviewed. There was no pertinent information in the historical topographic maps
that substantially differed from the aerial photographs. Based on the review of the Sanborn Fire
Insurance Maps, two former gasoline service stations were identified in a hydrologically upgradient
direction adjacent to the north of the site, and one former gasoline service station was identified to the
east of the site. This Phase I ESA recommended further investigation with respect to the potential for
groundwater contamination associated with the former gasoline service stations. Further investigation
was conducted and documented in the Phase II ESA June 24, 2003, as described below.

Site Reconnaissance

Reconnaissance-level site visits were conducted in conjunction with each of the Phase I ESAs. The site
reconnaissance visits consisted of the observation and documentation of existing site conditions and the
nature of the neighboring properties.

Phase I ESA March 20, 2001

A site visit was conducted on March 8, 2001 at the location of the PTA Building (which will be
demolished and developed as open space during the Five-Year Plan and then developed with a new
four-story classroom building during the Thirty-Year Master Plan). The site was found to be in a
deteriorating condition. Operations on the site were determined to be environmentally innocuous.

Phase I ESA June 6, 2002

A site visit was conducted on May 28, 2002 at the proposed acquisition property. There was no
evidence of contamination, distressed vegetation, petroleum-hydrocarbon staining, waste drums, illegal
dumping, or improper waste storage/handling on the site.

Phase I ESA January 31, 2003

A site visit was conducted on December 13, 2002 at the main campus bounded by Washington
Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Flower Street to the
west. Of the 15 buildings that comprise the site, basements equipped with sump/pumps were located in
Buildings A (2), B (2), D, H, J, K, and L (2). A total of 10 hydraulic elevators were noted in

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan 1V.D. Hazardous Materials
Final EIR : Page IV.D-5



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

Buildings A, B (2), D (2), E, F, H, J, and L. Hydraulic oil was observed spilling onto the concrete
floor from the drip tray in the elevator pit in Building H. Thirteen clarifiers (to treat waste water) were
noted in Buildings A, B, F, and H. It was observed that a portion of Building F was being used for
automotive repair and 27 in-ground hydraulic lifts were located in the southern half of the building. It
was found that three underground storage tanks (USTs) were located on the site. A 1,000-gallon waste
oil tank and a 6,000-gallon gasoline tank were located near the southeast corner of Building F; both of
these USTs were currently being used. The third UST was a 12,000-gallon gasoline tank located on the
north end of Parking Lot B, and was not currently being used. This Phase I ESA recommended further
investigation to assess the potential impact to the subsurface from leaking hydraulic elevator equipment,
in-ground hydraulic automotive lifts, and clarifier usage. Further investigation was conducted and
documented in the Phase II ESA February 4, 2003, as described below.

Records Review

A search of selected government databases was conducted as part of each of the Phase I ESAs. The
database searches in each of the Phase I ESAs meet the government records search requirements of
Section 65962.5 of the Government Code and ASTM E1529-00 Standard Practice for Environmental
Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process. The database listings were
reviewed within the specified radii established by the ASTM E1529-00.

The following federal databases were reviewed in the Phase I ESAs: Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS), including National Priority List (NPL) sites and No Further
Remediation Planned (NFRAP) sites; Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System
(RCRIS), including Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Transport, Storage, Treatment and/or
Disposal (RCRA-TSD) sites and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Generator (RCRA-GEN)
sites; Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS); RCRA Corrective Actions Report
(CORRACTS); FTTS; Federal Facilities (FEDFAC); Site Enforcement Tracking System (SETS);
Enforcement Docking Systems/Consent Decree Tracking System (DOCKET/CDETS); Criminal Docket
System (C-DOCKET); Superfund Amendment and Reauthorization (SARA); and Federal Enforcement

Dockets (FD).

In addition to the federal databases, the following State databases were reviewed in the Phase I ESAs:
Annual Work Plan (AWP); California Environmental Protection Agency (CAL-SITES); California
Integrated Waste Management Board Solid Waste Information System (SWIS/WMUDS); Leaking
Underground Storage Tank (LUST); California Underground Storage Tank and Facility Inventory
(UST/CA FID); Historical Registered USTs (HIST UST); CORTESE; California Hazardous Material
Incident Report System (CHMIRS); NOTIFY 65; TOXIC PITS; Well Investigation Program (WIP);
Drinking Water Program (WQ); Toxic Releases (NT); Solid Waste Assessment Test (SWAT); and
Hazardous Waste Information System (HWIS).
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The following supplemental databases were also reviewed in the Phase I ESAs: Facility Index
System/Facility Identification Initiative Program Summary Report (FINDS); HAZNET; CA Spills,
Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup (CA SLIC); Waste Discharge System (WDS); State Water Resources
Control Board Aboveground Storage Tank (AST); CLEANERS; Site Mitigation; Los Angeles County
Hazardous Materials System (HMS); and Oil and Gas Wells (OGW).

The federal database reviews indicated that there are no sites within the boundaries of the Project Site
or within the vicinity of the Project Site that pose an environmental hazard to the Project Site.

The results of the State database reviews indicate that one CAL-SITES facility is listed within the
ASTM search radius. This facility, identified as the Johnson Bronze Company, is located at 1818
South Grand Avenue approximately one-eighth mile northeast of the Project Site. According to the
Phase I ESA January 31, 2003, a facility inspection completed on May 11, 1983 indicated that the
identified site contained drums with stained pavement. Due to the hydrologically upgradient location of
this facility and its close proximity to the Project Site, if a release of chemicals were to impact the
groundwater beneath the identified site, the contaminated groundwater plume would have the potential
to migrate beneath the Project Site. The CAL-SITES database indicates that this facility does not
require Department of Toxic Substances Control action or oversight activity, and that it has been
referred to the County of Los Angeles. In addition, if groundwater contamination under the Project
Site occurs, the owner of the Project Site would not be held responsible by the regulatory agencies for
investigation and remediation, provided the owner does now contribute to or exacerbate the problem (in
accordance with the Management Memorandum #90-11).

The results of the supplemental database reviews indicate that one CA-SLIC facility is listed within the
ASTM search radius. The identified site is located at 1450 Grand Avenue, approximately one-quarter
mile north-northeast of the Project Site. According to the Phase I ESA January 31, 2003, groundwater
beneath the identified site has been impacted by VOCs. Due to the hydrologically upgradient location
of this facility and its close proximity to the Project Site, if a release of chemicals were to impact the
groundwater beneath the identified site, the contaminated groundwater plume would have the potential
to migrate beneath the Project Site. If groundwater contamination under the Project Site occurs, the
owner of the Project Site would not be held responsible by the regulatory agencies for investigation and
remediation, provided the owner does not contribute to or exacerbate the problem (in accordance with
the Management Memorandum #90-11).

Oil and Gas Fields

Methane is an explosive gas that naturally occurs in areas where oil field gasses are present. Vapor-
phase diffusion is the predominate method by which soil gas (SG) analytes are transported in the
subsurface. Presence of an analyte in SG is a function of the phase, location, and concentration of the
source, the physical properties of the analyte, and the media through which transport occurs.
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The Phase I ESA January 31, 2003 addressed the potential for oil field gases to occur under the Project
Site due to the location of the northwest corner of the Project Site within the boundaries of the Los
Angeles Downtown Field, as indicated in the Munger Map Book of California and Alaska Oil and Gas
Fields (2001). The northwest corner of the Project Site corresponds with the area where the existing
Building “F” is proposed to be demolished and replaced with courtyard buildings during the Thirty-
Year Master Plan. The remaining portion of the Campus is located in the Las Cienegas Field. The
Phase I ESA included a recommendation that a soil gas survey be performed. As a result of this
recommendation, a soil gas survey was conducted and its associated findings were discussed in the
Phase II ESA February 4, 2003 (Preliminary Methane Screening Report). These findings are
summarized below.

Phase II ESA February 4, 2003

The investigation associated with the Phase II ESA February 4, 2003 included a survey for SG methane
and VOCs. Thirty-two soil samples were collected at locations that were 10 feet below the ground
surface (bgs), with the exception of one sample that was collected at nine feet bgs. Soil gas sample
locations were placed throughout the entire existing Campus, including the property east of Grand
Avenue that currently contains the Child Development Center, associated surface parking, and ancillary
warehouse uses.

Concentrations of methane were not detected in any of the 32 soil samples and methane was not
detected in the soil vapor concentrations above the detection limit of 10 parts per million by volume
(ppmv). VOCs were not detected in the SG samples, with four exceptions: Trichlorofluoromethane,
m,p-Xylenes, o-Xylenes, and Benzene. However, the detected VOCs were found to be below the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency’s Preliminary Remediation Goals for residential soils. In light of
these findings, the report concluded that no further action would be necessary with respect to SG
methane and VOCs.

Soil Investigations

As a result of the findings in the Phase I ESA June 6, 2002 and the Phase I ESA January 31, 2003,
Phase II ESAs were prepared to investigate identified potentially contaminated soils. The Phase II ESA
February 24, 2003 was prepared to focus on the potential contamination of soils at the former site of a
service station at 2200 South Grand Avenue, which is located within the proposed acquisition property.
The Phase II ESA June 24, 2003 focused on the main campus bounded by Washington Boulevard to the
north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Flower Street to the west. The following
discussion summarizes the findings in each of these Phase II ESAs.

Phase II ESA February 24, 2003

The purpose of this Phase II ESA was to investigate potentially contaminated soils related to a service
station that occupied the property at 2200 South Grand Avenue from 1923 to 1954. Soil samples were
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collected from the site and analyzed in a laboratory. The laboratory analysis revealed that no detectable
concentrations of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) as Gasoline, Benzene, Toluene, Ethylbenzene,
Total Xylenes, Methyl tert-Butyl Ether (MTBE), VOCs, Arsenic, Cadmium, and Selenium were found
in the soil samples. Hydrocarbons within the Heavy Oil range were detected in some soil samples;
however, the “fingerprint” of these samples was not characteristic of any particular fuel type and they
were determined to be well below current regulatory action levels.

Concentrations of Total Lead, Chromium, Zinc, and Nickel were also detected in some soil samples.
However, the reported concentrations of these heavy metals were determined to be within ranges
generally considered to be “background” or naturally occurring.

Phase II ESA June 24, 2003

The purpose of this Phase II ESA was to sample soils that were identified as potentially contaminated in
areas identified in the Phase I ESA January 31, 2003. A total of 41 soil samples were collected at 14
locations at the following previously identified areas of potential contamination:

e Clarifiers - southeast side of Building “B” (two clarifiers), northwest side of Building “B”
(two clarifiers), southeast corner of Building “F” (two clarifiers);

e Hydraulic Elevators - near the northeast corner of Building “J” (one elevator) and
southeast side of Building “B” (one elevator); and

e USTs - north end of Parking Lot “B” (one UST), near 21 Street and the roof access
parking ramp (one UST), and near the southern corner of Building “F” (one UST).

The laboratory analysis of the soils samples revealed that no detectable Total Recoverable Petroleum
Hydrocarbons (TRPH) and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were found adjacent to the hydraulic
elevator equipment rooms located in Buildings “B” and “J”.

Soil samples that were collected adjacent to the three USTs located near the roof access parking ramp,
Building “F” and Parking Lot “B” revealed no detectable TPH as Gasoline, Benzene, Toluene,
Ehylbenzene, and Xylenes (BTEX), MTBE, and VOCs.

Although metals were detected near the clarifiers, including Barium, Cadmium, Chromium, Cobalt,
Copper, Lead, Molybdenum, Nickel, Vanadium, and Zinc, they were determined to be naturally
occurring and below current regulatory action levels. Soil samples collected adjacent to the clarifiers
also revealed no detectable VOCs, semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs), TPH, and PCBs; with
the exception of the five-foot sample collected at the clarifier located at the northwest corner of
Building “B”. Ethylbenzene, xylene, and o-xylene were detected in the sample at this clarifier.
However, the concentrations of these VOCs were well below the USEPA Preliminary Remediation
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Goals for industrial soil. VOCs were not detected in the 10-foot and 15-foot soils samples collected at
the clarifier located at the northwest corner of Building “B”.

The Phase II ESA found that no further environmental assessment is warranted at any of the locations
in the soil investigation.

Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACMs) and Lead-Based Paint (LBP)

Asbestos-containing materials (ACMs), which are carcinogenic and can cause lung disease, are
naturally occurring fibrous minerals that have been mined for their useful properties in built structures,
such as thermal insulation, chemical and thermal stability, and high tensile strength. When left intact
and undisturbed, these materials do not pose a health risk to building occupants. There is, however, a
potential for exposure when the material becomes damaged to the extent that asbestos fibers become
airborne and are inhaled. The principal federal government agencies that deal with asbestos regulation
are the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), both of which began regulating asbestos exposure in the early 1970s. Thus, the age of
a building is directly related to its potential for containing elevated levels of ACMs. Generally, all
untested materials are presumed to contain asbestos in buildings constructed prior to 1981. The EPA
recommends a proactive in-place management program be implemented wherever ACMs are found in a
building. The EPA also recommends that damaged ACMs be removed, repaired, encapsulated, or
enclosed. Prior to any renovation or demolition activities, the EPA recommends that all ACMs be
removed. ACMs that are not damaged may be managed in place.

Lead-based paint (LBP), which can result in lead poisoning when consumed or inhaled, was widely
used in the past to coat and decorate buildings. Lead poisoning can cause anemia and damage to the
brain and nervous system, particularly in children. Like ACMs, LBP generally does not pose a health
risk to building occupants when left undisturbed; however, deterioration, damage, or disturbance will
result in hazardous exposure. In 1978, the use of lead-based paint was federally banned by the
Consumer Product Safety Commission. Therefore, buildings built before 1978 are likely to contain
lead-based paint, as well as buildings built shortly thereafter, as the phase-out of lead-based paint was a
gradual and not instantaneous process.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Thresholds of Significance
A project would have a significant effect on the environment if it would:

e Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials;
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e Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment;

e Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school;

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

e Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan.

Project Impacts
Routine Transport, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials

The Proposed Project would build upon the various campus improvements and organizational and
programmatic changes that were initiated in the Five-Year Campus Plan. The Proposed Project would
incorporate new educational facilities; provide for improved circulation, access, and campus
organization; refurbish existing buildings; and provide for additional parking and classroom spaces.
The improvements and renovations involved in the Proposed Project are generally characteristic of the
existing campus uses, and the Proposed Project would not introduce any uses that are substantially
different in structure or function. Cleaning solvents, pesticides, and other similar chemicals would
continue to be used for the routine maintenance of the Campus. Other than the typical cleaning solvents
and chemicals used for the day-to-day operation and maintenance of the Campus, no other hazardous
materials would be used, transported, or disposed of with implementation of the Proposed Project.
These chemicals would be handled in accordance with the manufacturers’ recommendations and all
applicable standards and regulations. Therefore, impacts related to the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials throughout the Project Site would be less than significant.

Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials

An accidental release of hazardous materials may occur if any past uses on the Project Site were
characteristically hazardous to the extent that ground contamination could have occurred within the
boundaries of the site. As discussed above, the three Phase I reports reviewed aerial photographs and
historical maps for the Project Site to assess potential hazards from historical land uses.

Based on a review of aerial photographs, the Phase I ESA March 20, 2001 concluded that the open
space area north of the auto court main entry, which would be developed with a new four-story
classroom building during the Thirty-Year Master Plan, does not show any historical evidence of
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hazardous materials. Therefore, impacts related to existing hazardous conditions within this particular
area are considered less than significant.

Based on a review of historical Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, the Phase I ESA June 6, 2002 concluded
that a potential hazard could be present on the proposed acquisition property due to former underground
tanks. Consequently, the Phase II ESA February 24, 2003 was prepared to address this concern. Soil
samples collected for the Phase II ESA February 24, 2003 revealed that TPH, VOC, and heavy metal
levels were in acceptable ranges. No other potentially significant impacts were identified during the
review of historical land uses in the Phase I ESA June 6, 2002. Therefore, historical land use impacts
at the proposed acquisition property are considered less than significant.

Based on a review of historical Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, the Phase I ESA January 31, 2003
“concluded that a potential hazard could be present for the portion of the Project Site bounded by
Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23 Street to the south, and Flower
Street to the west due to former off-site gasoline service stations located in a hydrologically upgradient
direction adjacent to the north of the Project Site. In addition, the report identified potentially
hazardous materials associated with leaking hydraulic elevator equipment, in-ground hydraulic
automotive lifts, clarifier usage, and onsite USTs. Consequently, the Phase II ESA June 24, 2003 was
prepared to address this concern. Soil samples collected for the Phase II ESA June 24, 2003 revealed
that TPH, VOC, and PCB levels were in acceptable ranges. The Phase II ESA June 24, 2003
determined that no hazardous materials related to the identified potential hazards were present on the
site in concentrations that exceeded acceptable levels. No further environmental investigation was
warranted. Therefore, impacts related to existing hazardous conditions within the portion of the Project
Site bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23" Street to the south,
and Flower Street to the west are considered less than significant.

Oil and Gas Fields

An accidental release of hazardous materials may occur if proposed construction activities, particularly
those involving excavation or other subsurface procedures, are proposed in areas known to contain
subsurface oil field gases including SG methane and VOCs. As discussed above, the northwest corner
of the Project Site is within the boundaries of the Los Angeles Downtown Field, while the remaining
portion of the Campus is located in the Las Cienegas Field.

The Phase II ESA February 4, 2003 included an SG methane and VOC survey for the main campus
area bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, 23™ Street to the south,
and Flower Street to the west, as well as the campus parcel to the east of Grand Avenue, north of 21*
Street. Methane and VOC levels within these properties were determined to be within acceptable
ranges, and no further investigation was warranted. Furthermore, excavation activates are not
proposed within this area under the Thirty-Year Master Plan, additionally reducing any potential for
upset. Therefore, impacts related to oil and gas fields within these portions of the Project Site are
considered less than significant.
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The Phase I ESA February 4, 2003 did not sample for SG methane and VOC within the boundaries of
the proposed acquisition property. Because this area is located within a methane hazard zone,’'
subsurface gas could exist below this portion of the site. Although excavation activities are not
proposed within this area, site plans could conceivably be amended during the thirty-year time period to
include ground-disturbing activities. Therefore, Mitigation Measure 1 is recommended to reduce this
potentially significant impact to a less-than-significant level.

Soil Investigations

An accidental release of hazardous materials may occur if ground contamination is known to exist under
the site, particularly if excavation or other ground-disturbing activities are proposed. Although
excavation is not proposed under the Thirty-Year Master Plan, site plans could conceivably be amended
during the Thirty-year time period to include ground-disturbing activities. Therefore, Phase II ESAs
were prepared to investigate potentially contaminated soils that were identified in the Phase I ESA June

6, 2002 and the Phase I ESA January 31, 2003.

As discussed above, soil samples collected at the proposed acquisition property for the Phase II ESA
February 24, 2003 revealed that TPH, VOC, and heavy metal levels were in acceptable ranges. As no
ground contamination was uncovered, impacts are considered less than significant at this property.

As discussed above, soil samples for the Phase II ESA February 24, 2003, which were collected at 41
locations within the portion of the Project Site bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand
Avenue to the east, 23" Street to the south, and Flower Street to the west, revealed that ground
contamination was not present within this area in levels that exceeded acceptable thresholds.
Therefore, ground contamination impacts are considered less than significant within this main campus

area.

Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACMs) and Lead-Based Paint (LBP)

An accidental release of hazardous materials may occur if proposed demolition or renovation activities
involve structures that may house hazardous materials, particularly ACMs and/or LBP. The Proposed
Project would involve the demolition of several buildings on the exiéting Campus, including Buildings
B, F, G, and J, as well as the demolition of the existing industrial properties on the proposed
acquisition property. Due to the ages of the structures that are proposed for demolition, the probability
for these buildings to contain LBP and ACMs is considered high. Therefore, a potentially significant
impact exists with respect to the release of hazardous materials, and Mitigation Measures 3 and 4 are
required to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level.

! City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Zoning Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), website:
hup://zimas.lacity.org/, January 31, 2005.
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Proximity to a School

The Project Site is adjacent to the Orthopedic Hospital Medical Magnet High School, located at 300
West 23" Street, directly south of the LATTC Campus. As discussed above, aside from materials
currently used on site associated with various vocational programs and cleaning solvents and chemicals
used for the day-to-day operation and maintenance of the Campus, no other hazardous materials would
be used, transported, or disposed of with implementation of the Proposed Project. Therefore, the
Proposed Project would not expose students at the Orthopedic Hospital Medical Magnet High School to
hazardous or acutely hazardous emissions, materials, substances, or waste. Impacts would be less than

significant.
Hazardous Sites

As discussed above, the Phase I ESAs identified one hazardous site listed on the CAL-SITES database
and one hazardous site listed on the CA-SLIC database, both of which are within the ASTM search
radius from the Project Site. Because of the hydrologically upgradient locations of the identified sites
and their close proximities to the Project Site, if a release of chemicals at either site were to impact the
groundwater beneath the site, the contaminated groundwater plume would have the potential to migrate
beneath the LATTC Can‘lpus. This could represent a potentially significant impact if the Proposed
Project includes groundwater discharge, which would expose potentially contaminated groundwater to

the public.

The historical high groundwater level at the Project Site is expected to be greater than 75 feet below the
ground surface. Perched groundwater was encountered during a boring excavation at a depth of 40
feet.> The Five Year Campus Plan’s two-level subterranean parking structure under the track and field
has already undergone environmental review and has since been approved. It is not anticipated that this
structure would necessitate dewatering. However, if future revisions to the proposed site plans include
subterranean structures or otherwise involve groundwater discharge from the Project Site, the
contamination risks discussed above would constitute a potentially significant impact. Therefore,
Mitigation Measure 4 is recommended to ensure that any potential future revisions to the proposed site
plans would not result in the exposure of potentially contaminated groundwater to the public.

Emergency Response Plan

As discussed in Sections IV.G.1 Public Services - Police Protection and IV.G.2 Public Services - Fire
Protection, development of the Proposed Project would not impede public access or travel upon public
rights-of-way in a manner that would impede emergency access for the Los Angeles Sheriff’s
Department (LASD), the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD), or the Los Angeles Fire Department

2 Geotechnical Investigation Proposed Five-Year Campus Improvement Plan LATTC Los Angeles, CA, by
Kleinfelder, Inc., February 21, 2003.
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(LAFD). The Proposed Project would not interfere with any adopted emergency response plan.
Furthermore, to reduce impacts related to emergency access, the Proposed Project includes a Service
and Emergency Access Plan, as identified in Section II. Project Description. Therefore, impacts with
respect to emergency access and response plans would be less than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

A total of 22 related projects were identified in the Project Area. Because hazardous material and risk
of upset conditions are largely site-specific, the related projects must individually be evaluated for such
risks, including the presence of ACMs and LBP, the routine transport or handling of hazardous
materials, existing ground conditions, and hazardous sites listings. Mitigation measures would be
required on an individual project basis, where appropriate. Since impacts are local to the individual
sites, with proper adherence to the appropriate laws and mitigation measures, there would be no
cumulatively significant impact with respect to hazardous materials and risk of upset.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures are required to reduce potentially significant impacts to a less-than-

significant level:

1. All commercial, industrial, and institutional buildings shall be provided with an approved
Methane Control System, which shall include these minimum requirements; a vent system and
gas-detection system which shall be installed in the basements or the lowest floor level on
grade, and within underfloor space of buildings with raised foundations. The gas-detection
system shall be designed to automatically activate the vent system when an action level equal to
25 percent of the Lower Explosive Limit (LEL) methane concentration is detected within those
areas. All commercial, industrial, institutional and multiple residential buildings covering over
50,000 square feet of lot area or with more than one level of basement shall be independently
analyzed by a qualified engineer, as defined in Section 91.7102 of the Municipal Code, hired
by the building owner. The engineer shall investigate and recommend mitigation measures
which will prevent or retard potential methane gas seepage into the building. In addition to the
other items listed in this section, the owner shall implement the engineer’s design
recommendations subject to Department of Building and Safety and Fire Department approval.

2. A licensed Asbestos Inspector shall be retained to determine the presence of asbestos and
asbestos containing materials (ACMs) within structures to be demolished on the Project Site and
on the proposed acquisition property, consistent with the 1994 Federal Occupational Exposure
to Asbestos Standards, Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), 29 CFR
1910.1001, 1926.1101, and 1915.1001. The Project Applicant shall be required to comply
with all applicable State and Federal ACM Abatement policies and procedures for removal of
ACM’s present on the Project Site and/or the proposed acquisition property.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.D. Hazardous Materials
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3. A licensed Lead-Based Paint Inspector shall be retained to determine the presence of lead-based
paint (LBP) and lead-based paint containing materials (LBPCM) within structures to be
demolished on the Project Site and on the proposed acquisition property, consistent with the
1994 Federal Occupational Exposure to Asbestos Standards, Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA), 29 CFR 1910.1001, 1926.1101, and 1915.1001. The Project
Applicant shall be required to comply with all applicable State and Federal LBPCM policies
and procedures for removal of LBPCM’s present on the Project Site and/or the proposed

acquisition property.

4, Should the proposed site plans be revised in the future in a manner that would entail
groundwater discharge from the Project Site and/or the proposed acquisition property, such
discharge must comply with National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
discharge requirements.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Project impacts related to hazardous materials and risk of upset would be less than significant after
implementation of the required mitigation measures.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
E. LAND USE/ZONING

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Existing Land Uses

The Project Site includes the entire existing LATTC Campus, located at 400 W. Washington Boulevard
in the Southeast Los Angeles Community Planning Area (CPA) of the City of Los Angeles. The
existing main campus occupies approximately 28.6 acres generally bounded by Flower Street to the
west, Washington Boulevard to the north, Grand Avenue to the east, and 23" Street to the south. The
existing east campus occupies the southern portion (2.3 acres) of the city block bounded by Washington
Boulevard to the north, Olive Street to the east, 21% Street to the south, and Grand Avenue to the west.
The existing Campus currently serves a student body of 15,000 students.

The Project Site also includes the property located on the blocks bounded by 21% Street to the north,
Olive Street to the east, 23" Street to the south, and Grand Avenue to the west, which, once acquired,
would become part of the east campus. This property is currently occupied with 98,000 square feet of
industrial uses.

Adjacent Land Uses

Land uses surrounding the LATTC Campus generally consist of commercial, light industrial,
institutional, and public facility uses. North of the LATTC Campus, across Washington Boulevard are
commercial uses including fast food restaurants and a hotel. East of the LATTC Campus, across Olive
Street are public facility uses, including a court house, as well as industrial uses and a small triangular
park. South of the LATTC Campus, across 23™ Street are commercial, institutional, and residential
uses, including an orthopedic hospital, an orthopedic medical magnet school, an impound lot, and a
four-story multiple-family residential building. West of the LATTC Campus, across Flower Street are
commercial and parking uses. Additionally, the commercial SBC building is located on the southeast
corner of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue. Surrounding land uses are described in further
detail and illustrated in Figures IV.A-3 through IV.A-10 in Section IV.A. Aesthetics.

Other prominent landmarks in the vicinity of the Project Site include the STAPLES Center and the Los
Angeles Convention Center to the north (on the north side of the I-10 Freeway), the SR-1 10 Freeway to
the west, and the Exposition Park neighborhood and the University of Southern California (USC)
campus to the southwest.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan V.E Land Use/Zoning
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Relevant Land Use Policies

The Project Site is governed by the land use policies and designations of several local plans. These
include the City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework (General Plan Framework), the Southeast
Los Angeles Community Plan (Community Plan), the Council District Nine Corridors South of the
Santa Monica Freeway Redevelopment Plan (Redevelopment Plan), and the Los Angeles Planning and
Zoning Code (Planning and Zoning Code).

The Project Site is also governed by the land use policies and designations of the Regional
Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) prepared by the federally-designated Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG), the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) prepared by the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and the Congestion Management Program
(CMP) prepared by the County of Los Angeles. Portions of these plans and policies that are relevant to
the Proposed Project are discussed below in detail.

Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide

The Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) was adopted in 1994 by the member agencies of
SCAG which include 14 subregions (comprised of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside,
Imperial and Ventura Counties). The Project Site is located within the City of Los Angeles subregion,
which encompasses the entire City of Los Angeles. The RCPG serves as a policy document that sets
broad goals for the Southern California region and identifies strategies for agencies at all levels of
government to use in guiding their decision-making with respect to the significant issues and changes,
including growth management, that can be anticipated by the year 2015 and beyond. Applicable
policies from the aforementioned chapters, which are pertinent to the Proposed Project, are discussed in
Table IV.E-1, under the Project Impacts subheading below.

South Coast Air Quality Management District

The Proposed Project is also located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) and is therefore within
the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). In conjunction with
SCAG, the SCAQMD is responsible for formulating and implementing air pollution control strategies.
The Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), adopted in 1997 by SCAQMD and SCAG to assist in
fulfilling these responsibilities, is intended to establish a comprehensive regional air pollution control
program leading to the attainment of state and federal air quality standards in the SCAB area. Air
quality impacts of the Proposed Project, and consistency of the Proposed Project with the AQMP, are
analyzed in greater detail in Section IV.B. Air Quality.

Congestion Management Program

The Congestion Management Plan (CMP) for Los Angeles County was developed in accordance with
Section 65089 of the California Government Code. The CMP is intended to address vehicular
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congestion relief by linking land use, transportation and air quality decisions. Further, the program
seeks to develop a partnership among transportation decision-makers to devise appropriate
transportation solutions that include all modes of travel and to propose transportation projects which are
eligible to compete for state gas tax funds. To receive funds from Proposition 111 (i.e., state gasoline
taxes designated for transportation improvements) cities, counties, and other eligible agencies must
implement the requirements of the CMP. Within Los Angeles County, the Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (MTA) is the designated congestion management agency responsible for coordinating the
County's adopted CMP. The Proposed Project’s traffic impact analysis was prepared in accordance
with the County of Los Angeles CMP and City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT)
Guidelines, and is presented in Section I'V.I. Transportation and Circulation.

City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework (General Plan Framework), which was re-adopted
in August 2001, provides general guidance on land use issues for the entire City. The General Plan
Framework’s Long Range Land Use Diagram for South Los Angeles, in which the Project Site is
located, does not specify land uses for the Project Site. However, nearby uses, which are specified,
include Regional Center Uses (along Figueroa Street between Jefferson Boulevard and Martin Luther
King Boulevard) and Mixed-Use Boulevard Uses (at the intersections of Adams Boulevard/San Pedro
Street and Adams Boulevard/Maple Avenue). According to Chapter 3 - Land Use, of the Framework,
Mixed-Use Boulevards incorporate commercial uses at a scale, density, and height which is compatible
with neighboring housing. They generally contain community and neighborhood commercial uses.
Regional Centers are focal points for regional commerce, identity and activity. They contain a variety
of offices, malls, government buildings, health facilities, and entertainment/cultural facilities and are
usually high density and medium- to high-rise.

The General Plan Framework provides projections for population, housing, employment, and
commercial growth in the Southeast Los Angeles region, including a projection of 10,975 new jobs and
1.45 million square feet of new commercial space in the community between 1990 and 2010. The
General Plan Framework also provides objectives and policies for several topical areas, including land
use, housing, urban form/neighborhood design, open space/conservation, economic development,
transportation, and infrastructure/public services, as well as specific implementation plans to help meet
those objectives and exercise those policies. Policies excepted from several of these topical areas which
pertain to the Proposed Project, are discussed in Table IV.E-2, under the Project Impacts subheading

below.
Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan

The City of Los Angeles is divided into 35 Community Planning Areas (CPAs). Each CPA is
governed by a community or district plan intended to implement the policies of the General Plan
Framework on a local scale by promoting an arrangement of land uses, streets, and services which
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contribute to the economic, social and physical health, safety, welfare and convenience of the people
who live and work in the community. The Southeast Los Angeles CPA, which includes the Project
Site, is governed by the Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan (Community Plan), adopted in March
2000. The boundaries of the Southeast Los Angeles CPA are generally the Santa Monica Freeway (I-
10) to the north, Alameda Street/Central Avenue to the east, 120™ Street to the south, and Figueroa
Street to the west. The Community Plan was developed in the context of promoting a vision of the
Southeast Los Angeles area as a community that looks at its past with pride and approaches its future
with eagerness, while maintaining its individual identity through:

e Preserving and enhancing the positive characteristics of existing residential neighborhoods
while providing a variety of compatible new housing opportunities.

e Improving the function, design, and economic vitality of the commercial corridors.

e Preserving and enhancing the positive characteristics of existing uses which provide the
foundation for community identity, such as scale, height, bulk, setbacks and appearance.

e Maximizing the development opportunities of the future transit system while minimizing any
adverse impacts.

e Planning the remaining commercial and industrial development opportunity sites for needed job
producing uses that improve the economic and physical condition of the Southeast Los Angeles
Community Planning Area.

As shown in Figure IV.E-1, the Community Plan designates the Project Site for Public Facility and
Limited Industrial land uses. The Community Plan does not specify height or FAR limitations for
Public Facility or Limited Industrial land uses, therefore, they can be assumed to be governed by the
applicable federal, State, and local ordinances. Aspects of the Community Plan vision which pertain to
the Proposed Project, are discussed in Table IV.E-3, under the Project Impacts subheading below.

Council District Nine Redevelopment Plan

The Council District Nine Corridors South of the Santa Monica Freeway Redevelopment Plan
(Redevelopment Plan), adopted in December 1995, was designed to implement the Community Plan’s
goals for the revitalization of Council District Nine. The general boundaries of the Council District
Nine Redevelopment Project (Redevelopment Project) are the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) to the
north, Alameda Street/Central Avenue to the east, 84” Street to the south, and Normandie Avenue to
the west. All development within the Redevelopment Project, including both the construction of new
buildings and the remodeling or expansion of existing buildings, must conform to the Redevelopment
Plan. The guidelines of the Redevelopment Plan supercede those of the Community Plan in the case of

conflict.
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The Redevelopment Plan includes several goals and objectives that pertain to development of the
Project Site, including:

e Job retention and generation by supporting existing employers and attracting new employers.

e Business expansion and creation of new businesses through public and private funding and
business development activities.

e Stabilization and expansion of industrial areas by appropriate development incentives.

e Funding of suitable commercial development sites to promote retail, shopping and
entertainment outlets in the community.

e Provision of housing for all income levels along with the preservation of existing single family
housing stock.

e Expansion of job training and educational programs in addition to partnerships formed with
regional institutions and resources.

e Preservation and promotion of the cultural heritage of the area.
e Improvements to transportation services through planning and implementation.
e Increases to City services through planning and implementation, including but not limited to:
a. police protection and community relations along with public safety;
b. public infrastructure repair, replacement, and maintenance;
¢. adequate code enforcement;
d. development and enforcement of urban design standards;
e. updated community plan and zoning ordinances; and
f. enforcement of environmental standards and clean-up.

e Maintenance and expansion of community facilities (e.g., parks, libraries, senior and youth
centers, etc.).

e Marketing and promotion of the area’s attributes and desirability.

The Redevelopment Plan designates that development within the Council Nine District Redevelopment
Project shall contain 40% residential, 30% industrial, 23% commercial, and 7% public uses.
Guidelines for building type, size, and height, are governed by applicable federal, State, and local
ordinances.
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City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code

As shown in Figure IV.E-2, the Project Site is zoned with a combination of zoning designations set
forth in the City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code.

Permitted Uses

The majority of the existing main campus (the blocks bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north,
Grand Avenue to the east, 23" Street to the south, and Flower Street to the west) is zoned C2-2-O
Commercial, with a very narrow strip zoned R4-2-O Multiple Dwelling along the length of the Flower
Street (western) property line and a narrow strip zoned M1-2-O Limited Industrial along the length of
the Grand Avenue (eastern) property line.

The existing east campus property located on the southern portion of the block bounded by Washington
Boulevard to the north, Olive Street to the east, 21% Street to the south, and Grand Avenue to the west,
is zoned M1-2-O. The east campus property to be acquired as part of the Proposed Project (the blocks
bounded by 21 Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23™ Street to the south, and Grand Avenue
to the west) is also zoned M1-2-0O.

The C2 Zone allows any of the uses permitted in the C1.5 Limited Commercial Zone or in the Cl
Limited Commercial Zone, in addition to specific uses, including trade schools (LAMC Sec. 12.14
A.35.). The R4 Zone allows any of the uses permitted in the R3 Multiple Dwelling Zone, in addition
to specific uses, including schools (LAMC Sec. 12.11 A.6.). The M1 Zone allows any of the uses
permitted in the MR1 Zone or the C2 Zone, which include trade schools (LAMC Sec. 12.17.6.A.2.).

Density

The “27 associated with all three zoning designations for the Campus refers to Height District 2, which
limits the floor area of all development on each lot to a maximum of six times the buildable area of the
lot, or an FAR of 6:1 (LAMC Sec. 12.21.1.A.2)).

The “O” associated with all three zoning designations for the Campus refers to the Oil Drilling District
(LAMC Sec. 13.00). As the Proposed Project would not include any oil drilling activities, the
limitations associated with this district would not apply.

Open Space

The C2 and the M1 Zones do not dictate minimum lot area or yard requirements for buildings used
exclusively for commercial uses (LAMC Sec. 12.14.C. and Sec. 12.17.6.C., respectively). The R4
Zone requires five-foot minimum front and rear yard setbacks, a minimum lot width of 50 feet, and a
minimum lot area of 5,000 square feet. There are no side yard setback requirements, assuming all
ground floor uses are commercial (LAMC Sec. 12.11.C).

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.E Land Use/Zoning
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Parking

A summary of the parking supply to be provided by the Proposed Project is provided in Section IV.I.
Transportation and Circulation. Pursuant to LAMC Sec. 12.21.A.4(c)(7), parking standards for trade

schools are as follows:

“Trade schools, business colleges, professional or scientific schools, music school, chiropractic
school, or any similar commercial school shall provide at least one automobile parking space
for each 50 square feet of floor area contained within classrooms and assembly areas or one
parking space for each five fixed seats contained within classroom and assembly areas,
whichever provides the greater number of parking spaces. This does not include classroom
area where heavy equipment is used in conjunction with training, which shall instead provide at
least one parking space for each 5,000 square feet of floor area.”

Parking requirements based on campus-specific trip generation rates have been developed for the
LATTC Campus. See Section IV.1. Transportation and Circulation for these requirements.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

The analysis of land use impacts considers both consistency of the Proposed Project with adopted plans
and policies that govern land use on the Project Site and the compatibility of proposed uses with

adjacent land uses.

A significant impact related to land use compatibility would result if the interface of physical and
operational characteristics of the project is found to be substantially incompatible with the surrounding
land uses. The determination of compatibility is based upon a survey of land uses in the area, in
combination with the analysis of the physical development, construction and operational characteristics

of the project.

A significant impact related to land use plan consistency would result if a project is found to be in
substantial conflict with either of the following:

e The land use designation set forth in the Community Plan or relevant zoning regulations;

e The applicable goals, policies or objectives contained within the City of Los Angeles General
Plan, Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan, Council District Nine Redevelopment Plan,
regional plans or other adopted City or CRA plans.
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Project Impacts

The Proposed Project includes both the infill and redevelopment of existing buildings on the main
campus, as well as the development of existing and newly acquired property east of the main campus.
Specifically, the Proposed Project introduces 1.3 million square feet of development in addition to the
850,000 square feet developed through the Five-Year Campus Plan, for a total of 2.05 million square
feet of development on the Campus by the year 2034.

The Thirty-Year Master Plan organizes the Campus into four basic functional components: 1) Liberal
Arts and Sciences on the north campus; 2) Physical Education and Recreation on the south campus; 3)
Vocational Departments and Programs along both sides of Grand Avenue; and 4) Campus Services
distributed along Grand Avenue and the 21* Street alignment. The north campus would become the
heart of the academic life of the College. The south campus would become the focal point for
recreation, athletics, and community-oriented activities. The east campus would host large-scaled
vocational programs and departments. The land area of the LATTC Campus would be built out by
2034 as follows: approximately 44.5% of the campus land area would be developed with building
footprints; approximately 27.3% would be composed of pedestrian areas; approximately 13.1% would
be composed of landscaped areas; approximately 12.4% would be composed of physical education and
recreational space; approximately 2.2% would be composed of vehicular uses; and approximately 0.5%
would be composed of service areas. The Thirty-Year Master Plan - Land Use Plan is depicted in

Figure IV.E-3.

New buildings proposed under the Thirty-Year Master Plan include: five- and six-story buildings on
both sides of Grand Avenue dedicated to vocational programs including “life quality” arts (e.g.,
hospitality, fashion and other programs) and manual and high tech (e.g., manufacturing and public
transportation technologies); four-story courtyard buildings dedicated to academic programs in the arts
and sciences, replacing the existing “F” building on Flower Street; two new classroom and office
buildings along the east side of the south quad; and a two-story three-court gym, fitness center, and
new 50-meter swimming pool complex.

Major addition projects proposed under the Thirty-Year Master Plan include: a two-story addition to
the south side of the Administration (“A”) building on Washington Boulevard, creating an internal
courtyard; 2) four-story additions on the west and south sides of the Learning Resource Center; and a
six-story addition to the “H” building at the corner of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue,
potentially proposed for expanded culinary arts and/or hospitality facilities.

Construction

Construction of the Proposed Project could cause conflicts with nearby sensitive receptors during the
construction period due to temporary increases in air emissions, noise, and traffic congestion. These
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potential effects are discussed in Section IV.B. Air Quality, IV.F. Noise, and IV.I. Transportation and
Circulation, respectively. Uses that are considered overtly sensitive to noise and air pollution include
residences, schools, churches, hospitals and convalescent care facilities. The Project Site itself is
considered a sensitive receptor, as it is an educational facility. Another sensitive receptor located
within the Project Site is the Child Development Center proposed at the southeast corner of 22 Street
and Grand Avenue, as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan. The Child Development Center is expected
to be in operation upon commencement of the Proposed Project. Other sensitive receptors located in
the surrounding area include an orthopedic hospital, an orthopedic medical magnet high school, an adult
day health care facility, and a multi-family residential building. All of these uses are located across the
street from the Campus on the south side of 23“ Street. See Figure IV.B-1 in Section IV.B. Air
Quality for a map of sensitive receptor locations.

While it is not anticipated that any street closures would be necessary during the excavation or
construction phase of the Proposed Project, it is possible that temporary closures of the curbside lanes
would be necessary during some periods to allow for work to be done within the public right-of-way.
These lane closures, and the associated traffic control plans necessary for such closures, would be
reviewed and approved by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) prior to any
closures. As such, construction impacts to land uses would be less than significant.

Operations

Land Use Compatibility

This section analyzes the compatibility of the Proposed Project with the adjacent land uses, which
include: commercial uses to the north; public facility, light industrial, and park uses to the east; public
facility, commercial, institutional, and residential uses to the south; and commercial uses to the west.
Buildings surrounding the Project Site are generally one to eight stories in height. Directly north of the
Project Site is the Metro Rail Blue Line “Grand” Station, located in the median of Washington
Boulevard. The Project Site is also within walking distance of downtown Los Angeles.

The Proposed Project would provide new and expanded educational and job opportunities to enrich and
improve an underutilized area of Southeast Los Angeles. The design, height and massing of the
buildings included within the Proposed Project would be consistent with existing development both on
and adjacent to the Project Site and would present a desirable image for this area. ~New buildings and
parking structures proposed under the Thirty-Year Master Plan would range from one to six stories in
height. Through its proposed uses and architectural urban form, the Proposed Project would improve
the neighboring community by providing reuse of existing developed land with intensive educational
uses. Thus, no significant land use compatibility impacts related to the scale and massing of the
Proposed Project would be expected to occur.
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Consistency of Land Use Policy and Regulations

This section analyzes the consistency of the Proposed Project with the provisions and requirements of
the applicable regional and local plans that currently govern the development of the Project Site and

surrounding areas.
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide

The Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) includes several policies which are applicable to
the Proposed Project. Consistency of the Proposed Project with these policies is discussed in Table
IV.E-1. As shown in Table IV.E-1, the Proposed Project would be substantially consistent with the
RCPG. Therefore, in terms of consistency with the adopted RCPG, land use impacts would be less
than significant.

City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework

The General Plan Framework Long Range Land Use Diagram for South Los Angeles does not provide
a land use designation specifically for the Project Site; however, the Land Use Diagram does identify
nearby Regional Center and Mixed-Use Boulevard Uses. The development of the Proposed Project
would bring students and staff to the Southeast Los Angeles community, who would patronize both
local community and neighborhood commercial uses, as well as nearby regional centers. Furthermore,
the Proposed Project, which would be substantially consistent with the zoning designations for the
Project Site, would not introduce development that would be incompatible with the aforementioned uses
identified in the Land Use Diagram.

Overall, the Proposed Project would introduce 1.3 million square feet of new classroom and
instructional space, which would be consistent with the Southeast Los Angeles commercial and
employment forecasts for the 1990-2010 period, as projected in the General Plan Framework.

Further, by providing a modern and publicly accessible vocational trade school in a central, urban
location, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the General Plan Framework objectives and
policies regarding urban form/neighborhood design, economic development, infrastructure/public
services, and implementation programs, as shown in Table IV.E-2. Therefore, no significant impacts
related to consistency with land use designations or other policies identified in the General Plan
Framework are anticipated.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.E Land Use/Zoning
Final EIR : Page IV.E-13



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates

May 27, 2005

Table IV.E-1
Comparison Of Proposed Project Characteristics to RCPG Policies and Goals *

Policies and Goals

Consistency of the Proposed Project

Chapter 3 - Policies Related to Growth Management

e The population, housing and jobs forecasts, which are
adopted by SCAG’s Regional Council and that reflect
local plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG in all
phases of implementation and review.

While population and housing impacts of the Proposed
Project have been determined to be less than significant and
have not been further analyzed, air quality, transportation,
and other sections analyzed in this EIR utilize SCAG
projections and are consistent with these forecasts. As such,
the Proposed Project would be consistent with this RCPG

policy.

e  SCAG shall encourage patterns of urban development
and land use which reduce costs on infrastructure and

development.

The Proposed Project would reduce the costs of new
infrastructure by redeveloping an already highly urbanized
portion of Southeast Los Angeles that is largely served by
existing infrastructure.

e SCAG shall 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.

The Proposed Project, which is served by several bus lines
and is located adjacent to a Metro Rail Blue Line “Grand”
Station, would encourage the use of these mass transit
systems. The Project Site is also within walking distance of
downtown Los Angeles and of several other local commercial
hubs.

e SCAG shall encourage the efforts of local jurisdictions,
employers, and service agencies to provide adequate
training and retraining of workers, and prepare the labor
force to meet the future challenges of the regional
economy.

The Proposed Project, which would provide an expanded
vocational community college, would prepare students to
enter the work-force and would retrain workers to advance in
the work-force. Specifically, the Thirty-Year Master Plan
provides classroom and administrative space for growing
fields such as technology, fashion design, and culinary arts.

Chapter 7 - Goals Related to Human Resources and Services

e Promote opportunities for all individuals to find self-
sufficiency, dignity, and meaning in their work.

The Proposed Project, which would expand a vocational
community college campus, would provide job skill training
for students and workers in a wide variety of vocational
fields.

e Promote safe, vital communities in which cultural,
educational and recreational opportunities are available
and accessibie to all residents.

The Proposed Project would improve mot only the existing
Campus and the new campus property under acquisition, but
would also include improvements (lighting, streetscape, etc.)
to bordering streets to create a safe neighborhood for students
and community residents to enjoy at all hours.

e Transform economically depressed communities into
dynamic, successful, and healthy entities with a skilled
workforce.

The development of the Proposed Project would bring
campus-related jobs to the Southeast Los Angeles community
at the same time as providing job skill training for students
entering the workforce.

A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

@ Table lists only those policies and goals that are applicable to the Proposed Project.
Source: Southern California Association of Governments, Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, March 1996, and Christopher
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Table IV.E-2

Comparison Of Proposed Project Characteristics to General Plan Framework Policies *

Policies

Consistency of the Proposed Project

Chapter 5 - Urban Form and Neighborhood Design

Policy 5.4.3 Locate community facilities in or near community and
regional centers.

The Proposed Project would provide a community college
trade school in close proximity to both local commercial
centers in the Southeast Los Angeles area, as well as the
regionai centers in downtown Los Angeles and the South
Park entertainment district.

Policy 5.4.4 Encourage the use of community facilities for nighttime
activity through the use of appropriate roadway and pedestrian area
lighting.

The Proposed Project would provide expanded classroom and
instructional space for both day and nighttime class and
would incorporate security lighting improvements as
appropriate throughout the Campus.

Chapter 7 - Economic Development

Policy 7.7.1 Expand job training programs offered in the City to more
adequately address the skill requirements of existing and emerging
industries.

The Proposed Project would offer administrative and
instructional space for job skill training in a variety of fields,
including the growing vocational art and technology fields.

Chapter 9 - Infrastructure and Public Services

Policy 9.33.2 Develop a strategy to site community facilities
(libraries, parks, schools, and auditoriums) together.

The Proposed Project is located in the vicinity of an
orthopedic medical magnet high school, orthopedic hospital,
public park, and traffic court.

Chapter 10 - Implementation Programs

Policy 28 Review City job training programs to see if they are in
alignment with realistic and appropriate job training needs in the City.
Change and enhance the job training curricula in response to this
review.

The Proposed Project would provide new administrative and
instructional space for those jobs skills most needed in the
coming years. As the buildout of the Proposed Project would
take place over 30 years, the exact departments and programs
which would occupy each of the proposed buildings would
reflect the demands of the job market at that time.

Associates, January 2005.

¢ Table lists only those policies that are applicable to the Proposed Project.
Source: City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, General Plan Framework, August 2001; and Christopher A. Joseph &

Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan

The Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan includes several goals and objectives, which are generally
applicable to the Proposed Project. Consistency of the Proposed Project with these goals and objectives
is discussed in Table IV.E-3. The main campus development under the Proposed Project would be
consistent with the Public Facility land use designation, as identified in the Southeast Los Angeles
Community Plan. The east campus development under the Proposed Project would not be consistent
with the Limited Industrial land use designation, as identified in the Community Plan. However, as the
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Table IV.E-3
Comparison Of Project Characteristics to Community Plan Visions®

Visions

Consistency of the Proposed Project

¢ Improving the function, design, and economic
vitality of the commercial corridors.

By improving several properties south of Washington
Boulevard between Flower Street and Olive Street, the
Proposed Project would bring educational opportunities and
pedestrian activity to an area formerly characterized by
industrial activities. The Proposed Project would provide a
campus library, track and field, and other facilities available
both to students and staff, as well as local community
residents.

o Preserving and enhancing the  positive
characteristics of existing uses which provide the
foundation for community identity, such as scale,
height, bulk, setbacks and appearance.

The Proposed Project would consist of buildings one to six
stories in height, which would complement the surrounding
development, which is generally ome to eight stories in
height. The Proposed Project would also conform to the
existing zoning for the Project Site.

s  Maximizing the development opportunities of the
future transit system while minimizing any adverse
impacts.

The Proposed Project would provide for an expanded
community college campus adjacent to several bus lines and
the Metro Rail Blue Line “Grand” Station located to the
north of the Project Site in the Washington Boulevard
median.

e  Planning the remaining commercial and industrial
development opportunity sites for needed job
producing uses that improves the economic and
physical condition of the Southeast Los Angeles
Community Plan Area.

The Proposed Project would bring not only vocational
educational opportunities but also an increase in jobs in
Southeast Los Angeles, through faculty and staff positions on
the expanded campus.

January 2005.

®  Table lists only those visions that are applicable to the Proposed Project.
Source: City of Los Angeles, Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan, March 2000; and Christopher A. Joseph & Associates,

Proposed Project, would be substantially consistent with the overall vision identified in the Southeast
Los Angeles Community Plan, impacts related to consistency with the Community Plan would be less

than significant.

Council District Nine Redevelopment Plan

The Proposed Project would serve to implement several of the Council District Nine Redevelopment

Plan goals and objectives though:

1) provision of new Campus employment opportunities for people of various levels;

2) redevelopment of an underutilized industrial area with educational uses;

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan
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3) provision of classroom instruction as well as job training and career-enhancing partnerships;

4) preservation and promotion of cultural heritage of the Council District Nine Corridor (South of
the Santa Monica Freeway);

5) cooperation with City service improvements including, but not limited to: police protection;
utility infrastructure; urban design standards; and environmental clean-up;

6) cooperation with LADOT transportation improvements (e.g., removal of public access at
existing 21% Street/22™ Street/Grand Avenue loop, and infill of 22™ Street between Olive Street

and Grand Avenue);

7) provision of a community trade school with library facilities and outdoor open space to serve
not only students and staff but also neighboring residents; and

8) promotion of the desirability of the Council District Nine community .

The trade school uses planned under the Proposed Project would fall within the 7% public land use
designation under the Redevelopment Plan. Furthermore, in accordance with the Redevelopment Plan,
the Proposed Project would refer to applicable Planning and Zoning Code and Community Plan policies
regarding permitted building type, size, and height. No significant impacts related to consistency with
the Redevelopment Plan are anticipated.

City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code

The Proposed Project would be consistent with the requirements of the Planning and Zoning Code as
discussed, below.

Permitted Uses

The main campus is zoned C2-2-0, R4-2-0, and M1-2-O. The east campus blocks (both owned and to
be acquired) are zoned M1-2-O. (See Figure IV.E-2.) The C2 and R4 Zones permit trade school and
school uses, respectively. The M1 Zone allows for uses permitted in the C2 Zone, which permits
trade school uses. With respect to permitted uses, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the
Planning and Zoning Code.

Density

The Planning and Zoning Code permits a maximum 6:1 floor area ratio (FAR) for the entire Project
Site, based on the height district limitations of all the lots incorporated in the Proposed Project.

The Project Site encompasses 32.2 acres, or approximately 1.40 million square feet, of land area.
Approximately 2.05 million square feet of development would occur on the Project Site by project

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.E Land Use/Zoning
Final EIR Page IV.E-17



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

buildout (2034). This would result in an overall FAR of roughly 1.54:1. Based on the expected FAR,
the Proposed Project would be consistent with the applicable density requirements of the Planning and
Zoning Code.

Open Space

As illustrated in Figure II-6 in Section II. Project Description, three major open spaces would be
created under the Thirty-Year Master Plan; one on the north campus; one on the south campus; and one
along Grand Avenue between Washington Boulevard and 23™ Street. The north quad would anchor the
academic core of the College, with six of the existing buildings forming its edges and corners. The
south quad would anchor the south campus, and would be host to the new regulation size soccer field
and track with rows of trees forming its eastern and western boundaries. Grand Avenue would also be
bordered by rows of trees on both sides of the street.

Secondary open spaces would include: 1) the piazza leading from Grand Avenue to the northeast corner
of the north quad between buildings “K” and “H”; 2) the piazza leading from Grand Avenue into the
north quad between buildings “D” and “K”; 3) the 21¥ Street alignment providing cross-campus
pedestrian and service access between Grand Avenue and Flower Street (created with the completion of
the Five-Year Campus Plan); and 4) the Grand Avenue auto-court which would provide both pedestrian
and vehicular access to the south quad.

Completing the open space infrastructure, the Flower Street frontage would afford more intimately
scaled openings into the Campus, beginning at the north campus with three pedestrian-scaled arterials
opening respectively into: the building “A” court on the north; the north flank of the north quad; and
the south flank of the north quad. A large court would afford entry from Flower Street to the new
physical education complex on the south campus. In addition, the courtyard provided within the
expanded “A” building on the north campus would provide a secluded garden space, as well as light
and air to the new classrooms and offices provided.

As the Proposed Project would not involve any residential uses, it would not be explicitly subject to any
yard or lot size requirements identified in the Planning and Zoning Code. Nonetheless, the Proposed
Project includes numerous open space areas throughout the Campus, as described above, and impacts
would be less than significant.

Parking

As stated previously, the Proposed Project would introduce approximately 1.3 million square feet of
new development, in addition to the 850,000 square feet proposed under the Five-Year Master Plan, for
a total of 2,050,000 square feet of development throughout the Campus by 2034. Based on the
estimates in Table II-1 (see Section II. Project Description), building footprints would occupy
approximately 44.5% of the total land area (approximately 32.2 acres) to be developed by the Campus
at buildout. Many of these buildings would be devoted to classroom use, while others would provide
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administrative, library, and other non-classroom space. Although precise square footages for each type
of building use have not yet been developed, if all buildings located on campus were devoted to
classroom use, this would total approximately 956,750 square feet (2.15 million square feet x 44.5% of
total land area) of classroom facility throughout the Campus by 2034. Based on the Planning and
Zoning Code parking requirements discussed previously, the Proposed Project would therefore require
a total of 19,135 parking spaces (956,750 square feet x 1 space/50 square feet) to serve the campus
population at buildout.

As described in Section IV.I. Transportation and Circulation, the Proposed Project would eliminate the
existing on-campus parking spaces and add 1,800 new and replacement parking spaces as follows: a
500-space six-level parking structure on the southwest quad of campus fronting Flower Street, a 300-
space six-level parking structure on the northwest quad of campus fronting Flower Street, a 600-space
six-level parking structure on the northwest corner of 23 Street and Olive Avenue/Hill Street, and an
additional 800-spaces added to the six-level parking structure located north of 21* Street between Grand
Avenue and Olive Street (part of the Five-Year Master Plan).

These parking spaces would be in addition to the 1,100 parking spaces that would be provided during
the completion of the Five-Year Master Plan through the construction of a new 700-space subterranean
parking garage below the track and field, and the construction of a new six-level 400-space parking
structure located north of 21¥ Street between Grand Avenue and Olive Street. In total, the Campus
would provide 3,750 parking spaces throughout the Campus, by project buildout (2034).

Although the 3,750 total proposed spaces are approximately 20% of the maximum spaces potentially
required under the Planning and Zoning Code (i.e., 19,135 spaces), the Traffic Study prepared for the
Proposed Project' includes a comprehensive analysis of actual parking demand on campus, based on
several campus-specific assumptions (e.g., reduced trip rates due to transit line proximity) as well as
comparisons with the parking demand of other community college campuses. This parking analysis,
reiterated in detail in Section IV.I. Transportation and Circulation, explains that the LATTC Campus,
which would provide approximately 0.176 space per student in 2034, would actually exceed the
expected parking demand ratio of 0.122 spaces per student for an urban community college campus.
The 3,750 spaces proposed would exceed by 1,340 the 2,410 spaces that would be required to achieve a
0.122 space per student ratio. Therefore, while the Proposed Project would require an exception to the
Planning and Zoning Code for reduced parking ratios, the parking supply proposed would be more than
adequate to meet the expected parking demand, and parking impacts would be less than significant.

' Kaku Associates, Draft Traffic and Parking Study for the Los Angeles Trade Technical College,
December 2004. See also Appendix E for the complete Traffic Study.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative land use impacts could occur if other related projects in the vicinity of the Project Site
would result in land use incompatibility impacts in conjunction with the impacts of the Proposed
Project. See Section III. Environmental Setting for a list of related projects (Table III-1) and a map of
related project locations (Figure III-1).

Similar to the Proposed Project, all related projects would be required to implement applicable local
and regional plans and policies. Related projects would be subject to local policies including those
outlined in the Southeast Los Angeles Community Plan and the Council District Nine Redevelopment
Plan. Related projects would also be required to conform to regional SCAG, County and City policies.
Furthermore, as most of the related projects involve commercial uses, in addition to some residential,
public facility, and industrial development proposals, they would be expected to provide compatible
uses with the surrounding community. Assuming the related projects conform to all applicable local
and regional plans, polices, and zoning, cumulative impacts related to land use would be expected to be
less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The Proposed Project is substantially consistent with all of the land use plans, policies and zoning
designations for the Project Site. Beyond impacts associated with short-term and temporary
construction impacts, no long-term significant land use impacts are identified.  Nonetheless,
implementation of the following mitigation measure would ensure that the Proposed Project would have
a less-than-significant land use impact.

1. Implementation of the Proposed Project may require discretionary actions from the Los
Angeles Community College District, the City of Los Angeles Department of City
Planning, the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles, and/or other
Agencies. As such, the Project Applicant will consult with the following Agencies and/or
obtain the following permits, as applicable, prior to implementation of the Proposed
Project:

Los Angeles Community College District

e Certification of the Environmental Impact Report
City of Los Angeles
° Department of Building and Safety (e.g., demolition, grading, foundation, and

building permits)
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° Department of City Planning (e.g., Planning and Zoning Code exception for
reduced parking ratio, Conditional Use Permit to allow public facility uses in
the C2-2-0, R4-2-0, and M1-2-O Zones).

° Department of Public Works (e.g., permits for excavation, shoring and
barricades in public ways and installation of pubic improvements)

° Los Angeles Department of Transportation (e.g., site plan review)

o Los Angeles Fire Department (e.g., site plan review)

County of Los Angeles

e Los Angeles County Sheriff Department Community College Bureau (e.g., site

plan review)
Regional Agencies

o Regional Water Quality Control Board (e.g., National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System Permit)

o South Coast Air Quality Management District (e.g., stationary source permits)
State of California Agencies
° Department of General Services, Division of State Architect

o Department of Toxic Substances Control

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Impacts associated with zoning and land use plan consistency would be less than significant and would
be further reduced with the implementation of the mitigation measure identified above.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
F. NOISE

INTRODUCTION
Noise Descriptors and Definitions

Noise is generally defined as unwanted sound, and is an important factor in the quality of urban life.
There are two main types of sound: ambient sound and intrusive sound. Ambient sound is background
sound that aggregates all sound emissions, far and near, as received within a particular locale.
Intrusive sound is greater than the ambient sound level and is generally perceived as “noise.” The
word “noise” conveys the psychological response of humans to the physical phenomenon of sound.
Noise can also be defined as sound that causes adverse effects on people, such as hearing loss or

annoyance.

Because sound (or noise) can vary in intensity by over one million times within the range of human
hearing, a logarithmic loudness scale similar to the Richter Scale is used to keep sound intensity
numbers at a manageable level. Since the human ear is not equally sensitive to all sound frequencies
within the entire spectrum, noise levels at maximum human sensitivity (middle A and its higher
harmonics) are factored more heavily into sound descriptions in a process called “A-weighting,”
written as dB(A). Under controlled conditions in an acoustical laboratory, the trained, healthy human
ear is able to discern sound level changes of 1 dBA when exposed to steady, single frequency (“pure
tone”) signals in the mid-frequency range. It is widely accepted that the average healthy ear, however,
can barely perceive sound level changes of 3 dBA outside of the laboratory.! To assist the reader in
understanding the various noise descriptors that are used in this section, common terms relating to noise

are defined in Table IV.F-1 on page IV.F-2.

Time variations in noise exposure are typically expressed in terms of a steady-state energy level equal
to the energy content of the time varying period (i.e., Leg), or, alternately, as a statistical description of
the sound level that is exceeded over some fraction of a given observation period. Because community
receptors are more sensitive to unwanted noise intrusion during the evening and at night, State law
requires that, for planning purposes, an artificial dB increment be added to quiet time noise levels in a
24-hour noise descriptor called the Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL). An interior CNEL of
45 dB(A) is mandated for multiple-family dwellings in Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations,
and is considered a desirable noise exposure for single-family dwelling units as well. Since standard

" California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Technical Noise Supplement, October 1998.
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Table IV.F-1
Commonly-Used Terms Related To Noise

Terms Definitions
The unit for measuring the volume of sound equal to 10 times the
Decibel (dB) logarithm (base 10) of the ratio of the pressure of a measured sound

level to a reference pressure (20 micro-pascals).

A sound measurement scale that adjusts the pressure of individual

. : frequencies according to human sensitivities. The scale accounts for the
A etgnted Beciel (aBA) fac?uthat the region o% highest sensitivity for the average human ear is
between 2,000 and 4,000 cycles per second, or hertz.

The sound level containing the same total energy as a time varying
Equivalent Sound Level (Leg) signal over a given time period. The Leg is a value that expresses the
time-averaged total energy of a flucmating sound level.

The highest individual sound level (in dBA) occurring over a given time

Maximum Sound Level (Lmax period.,
bt Sping Tevel (e p’[;i ;gwest individual sound level (in dBA) occurring over a given time

A rating of community noise exposure to all sources of sound that
differentiates between daytime, evening, and nighttime noise exposure.
CNEL A +4.77 dBA penalty is added to noise levels during the hours of 7:00
p.m. to 10:00 p.m. A +10 dBA penalty is added to noise levels during
the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.

insulation, efficiently sealed windows, and other energy conservation measures reduce exterior-to-
interior noise levels by approximately 15 decibels, an exterior noise exposure of 60-65 dB CNEL is
generally the noise/land use compatibility guideline for new residential dwellings in California.’

Regulatory Noise Environment

The City of Los Angeles is the local agency responsible for adopting and implementing noise-related
policies within its jurisdiction, which includes the Project Site. Acceptable and unacceptable noise
levels associated with construction activities, roadway noise levels, and ambient noise levels all must be
defined and quantified. The City of Los Angeles has numerous ordinances and enforcement practices
that apply to intrusive noise and guide new construction. The City’s comprehensive Noise Ordinance
LAMC Sec. 111 et seq.) establishes sound measurement criteria, maximum ambient noise levels for
different land use zoning classifications, sound emission levels for specific uses, hours of operation for
certain uses, standards for determining when noise is deemed a disturbance to the peace, and legal
remedies for violations. The standards are correlated with land use zoning classifications in order to

2 City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Noise Element of the Los Angeles City General Plan,
February 3, 1999, pages 2-2—2-5.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.F Noise
Final EIR Page IV.F-2



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

Table IV.F-2
Community Noise Exposure CNEL
Normally Conditionally Normally Clearly
Land Use Acceptable! Acceptable? Unacceptable® | Unacceptable®

Single-family, Duplex, Mobile 50 - 60 55-70 70-75 dhave 70

Homes

Multi-Family Homes 50 - 65 60 - 70 70 -75 above 70

Schogls, leraqes, Churches, 50 - 70 60 - 70 70 - 80 -

Hospitals, Nursing Homes

Transient Lodging - Motels, Hotels 30 - 65 60 - 70 70 - 80 above 80

Audltqrxums, Concert Halls, . 50-70 . above 65

Amphitheaters

Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator . 50-75 . above 70

Sports

Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks 50 - 70 - 67-175 above 72

Golf Cqurses, Rldmg Stables, Water 50 -5 N 70 - 80 T

Recreation, Cemeteries

Office Buildings, Business and .

Professional Commercial 30-70 6777 A

Indu.stnal, Manufacturing, Utilities, 50 - 75 70 - 80 above 75 i

| Agriculture

T Normally Acceptable: Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any buildings involved are of
normal conventional construction without any special noise insulation requirements.

2 Conditionally Acceptable: New construction or development should be undertaken only after a detailed analysis of the
noise reduction requirements is made and needed noise insulation features included in the design. Conventional
construction, but with closed windows and fresh air supply systems or air conditioning will normally suffice.

3 Normally Unacceptable: New construction or development should generally be discouraged. If new construction or
development does proceed, a detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements must be made and needed noise
insulation features included in the design.

#  Clearly Unacceptable: New construction or development should generally not be undertaken.

Source: City of Los Angeles, Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998, page I.2-5.

maintain identified ambient noise levels and to limit, mitigate, or eliminate intrusive noise that exceeds
the ambient noise levels within a specified zone. Table IV.F-2, above, shows the noise/land use
compatibility guideline for land uses within the City of Los Angeles.

In the Noise Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, a 60 dB CNEL exposure is considered
the most desirable target for the exterior of noise sensitive land uses (i.e., “sensitive receptors”), such
as homes, schools, churches, libraries, etc. It is also recognized that such a level may not always be
possible in areas of substantial traffic noise intrusion. Exposures up to 70 dB for noise-sensitive uses
are considered conditionally acceptable if all measures to reduce such exposure have been taken. Noise
levels above 70 dB CNEL are normally unacceptable except in unusual circumstances.
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New noise-sensitive land uses are generally not approved for noise environments exceeding 65 dB
CNEL unless the noise exposure of any usable exterior space can be mitigated to below 65 dB.’ In
many older residential areas, especially near freeways, noise levels in excess of 65 dB CNEL are

common.
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Local Noise Environment

The Project Site is located within the highly-developed, urban environment of downtown Los Angeles.
Traffic is the principle source of noise in the area, particularly buses, as several public transit lines pass
by the Project Site, including 30 lines operated by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (LACMTA). Another important source of noise is a light rail transit (LRT) line operated by
the LACMTA (i.e., the Blue Line) that runs adjacent to the Project Site along Washington Boulevard.
The Grand Station on Washington Boulevard is directly adjacent to the Project Site between Flower
Street and Grand Avenue. The Project Site is largely surrounded by commercial and light-industrial
land uses. Day-to-day operation of such land uses also contributes to the ambient noise level.

The Project Site itself is considered a sensitive receptor, as it is an educational facility. The Project
Site also includes a proposed Child Development Center on the southern side of Grand Avenue and Za
Street, across from the proposed main entrance to the Campus. The Child Development Center is part
of the Five-Year Campus Plan, and will be in operation upon commencement of the Proposed Project.
Besides on-site educational facilities and the proposed future Child Development Center, other sensitive
receptors located in the immediate project vicinity include a multi-family residence, a hospital facility,
and an associated magnet high school campus, all located on the south side of 23" Street.

To establish baseline noise conditions within the vicinity of the Project Site, existing noise levels were
documented by taking noise measurements at six study intersections (i.e., “receptor locations”), as
identified in Figure IV.F-1.* Since noise in the project area is largely due to traffic, receptor locations
were placed directly adjacent to major roadways in the vicinity.. This represents a “worst case
scenario,” since noise levels at these locations are likely to be the loudest contributors to the
surrounding ambient noise environment. Noise Receptor Locations 1-3 are located near the northern
portion of the Project Site, adjacent to Washington Boulevard and the Blue Line corridor. Noise
Receptor Locations 4-6 are located near the southern portion of the Project Site, adjacent to 23" Street.

3 California Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Guidelines.

4 Noise levels were recorded using a Larson Davis (LD) Model 820 Sound Level Meter (SLM). The LD 820
SLM is a combination Type 1 precision integrating sound level meter and statistical data logger, meeting the
requirements of the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) SI.4 and S§1.25 standards for Type I

accuracy.
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At each location, the noise meter was placed on a tripod approximately five to ten feet from the
roadway curb, and measurements were taken at 15-minute intervals. Measurements were taken
between 8:00 and 9:16 a.m., to record the ambient noise levels during the a.m. peak hour commute
period. Due to the a.m. peak hour constraint and the number of locations that were monitored,
measurements were conducted on two days: Tuesday, September 28, 2004 (Locations 1-3); and
Wednesday, September 29, 2004 (Locations 4-6).

As shown in Table IV.F-3 and Graph IV.F-1, Le levels at the Receptor Locations range from 69.8
dBA at the northeast corner of Flower Street and 23™ Street (Location 6) to 76.8 dBA at the northeast
corner of Washington Boulevard and Olive Street (Location 1). Receptor Location 6 has an Leq value
that falls in the “Conditionally Acceptable” range for school uses (see Table IV.F-2, above), while the
remaining Receptor Locations have Le values that fall within the “Normally Unacceptable” range for
school uses.

The results of the noise measurements indicate that the existing noise environment around the Project
Site is exceptionally loud, even for a typical urban setting. This is most likely due to the Project Site’s
close proximity to the Blue Line. The loudest Leq values were recorded along Washington Boulevard,
particularly at Receptor Locations 1 and 2, which are closest to the Blue Line. According to timetables
provided by the LACMTA, southbound and the northbound routes pass through the Grand Station on
Washington Boulevard at 15 minute intervals, on average. 5 However, as the noise measurements were
taken during the peak morning commute hour, it is estimated that trains passed by Receptor Locations 1
and 2 approximately six and five times, respectively, during the durations of the noise measurements,
leading to recorded Lmax events over 90 dBA.

5 LACMTA, Metro Bus and Rail Timetables, website: hup://www.mta.net/riding_metro/bus_overview/bus_
rail.htm, December 22, 2004.
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Graph IV.F-1
Ambient Noise Levels in the Vicinity of the Project Site
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

Based on criteria established in the City of Los Angeles’ Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, the
standards listed below are used for determining the significance of construction-related and operational

noise impacts.

Construction Noise

A project would normally have a significant impact on noise levels from construction if:

e Construction activities lasting more than one day would exceed ambient exterior noise levels by
10 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use;

e Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a three month period would exceed existing
ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a noise sensitive use; or

ﬁw
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Construction activities would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at a noise sensitive use between
the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Monday through Friday, before 8:00 a.m. or after 6:00 p.m. on
Saturday, or at anytime on Sunday.

In addition, Section 112.05 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) specifies the maximum noise
level of powered equipment or powered hand tools. Any powered equipment or powered hand tool that
produces a maximum noise level exceeding 75 dBA at a distance of 50 feet from construction and
industrial machinery is prohibited. However, the above noise limitation does not apply where
compliance is technically infeasible (Section 112.05, LAMC). Technically infeasible means that
compliance with the above noise limitation cannot be achieved despite the use of mufflers, shields,
sound barriers, and/or any other noise reduction device or techniques during the operation of the
equipment. An inability to reduce construction equipment noise exposure to 75 dBA or less at any off-
site noise-sensitive use would be considered a significant temporary noise impact.

Operational Noise

A project would normally have a significant impact on noise levels from project operations if the
project causes the ambient noise level measured at the property line of affected uses to increase by 3
dBA in CNEL to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” category (as defined
in Table IV.F-2), or any 5 dBA or greater increase.

Project Impacts

Construction Noise Impacts

Noise from construction activities includes noise from demolition activities, grading, excavation, and
facility construction. The Proposed Project would involve a systematic reorganization and renovation
of the existing LATTC Campus, building upon the various improvements and open space areas created
and initiated as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan. Construction noise can be disruptive to on-site and
neighboring land uses if measures are not taken to limit the intensity and duration of noise exposure
during construction activities. Typical outdoor construction noise levels that can be anticipated during
various stages of the construction process are depicted in Table IV.F-4. As shown in Table IV.F4,
typical outdoor conmstruction noise levels at a distance of 50 feet from the source can range from 78
dBA Leq to 89 dBA L. without any noise-attenuating devices (e.g., mufflers, sound walls, etc.). With
the use of mufflers, typical construction-related noise levels can range from 77 dBA Le to 86 dBA Le
at a distance of 50 feet from the source.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan 1V.F Noise
Final EIR Page IV.F-9
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Table IV.F-4
Typical Outdoor Construction Noise Levels
Noise Level (dBA L)
At 50 Feet At 50 feet with Mufflers
Construction Phase {(dBA 1) (dBA L)

Ground Clearing/Demolition 84 82
Excavation, Grading 89 86
Foundations 78 77

Structural 85 83

Finishing 89 86

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

As previously discussed, there are several off-site sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Site,
south of 23" Street. In addition, because the Proposed Project involves the expansion and renovation of
an existing community college facility, which would remain in operation during the anticipated 30-year
construction period, the Project Site itself is considered a sensitive receptor. The LATTC Child
Development Center that would be constructed as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan would be in
operation during the construction phase of the Proposed Project is also identified as a sensitive receptor.
On-site sensitive receptors, including various educational facilities and the Child Development Center,
could be located within 50 feet of an active construction site at one or more times during the proposed
construction phase. Off-site receptors are located more between 80 and 100 feet away from proposed
construction areas. Therefore, potentially significant short-term noise impacts to sensitive receptors
could occur as a result of construction activities.

Due to the use of construction equipment during the construction phase, the Proposed Project would
expose students, professors, administrators, visitors, and children on the Project Site to increased
ambient exterior noise levels comparable to those listed above in Table IV.F4. As shown in Table
IV.F-4, outdoor noise levels at on-site sensitive receptors 50 feet from the noise source could range
from 77 dBA to 86 dBA with the use of noise-attenuating devices.® Since current ambient exterior
noise levels at the Project Site have been determined to be between 69.8 dBA and 76.8 dBA Leq (see
Table IV.F-3), this could potentially represent a 5-17 dBA increase from current ambient exterior noise
levels. Therefore, potentially significant short-term noise impacts would occur with respect to the
thresholds listed above. However, construction of the Proposed Project would occur only between the
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on Monday through Friday, between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on

¢  Standard insulation, efficiently sealed windows, and other energy conservation measures would reduce
exterior-to-interior noise levels by approximately 15 dBA, yielding indoor noise levels of 62 dBA to 71 dBA at
on-site sensitive receptors 50 feer from the noise source.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Pian IV.F Noise
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Saturday, and not at all on Sunday. In addition, noise attenuation reductions of up to 25 dBA can be
achieved by closing windows in classrooms adjacent to or in close proximity to active construction
sites. Furthermore, the Proposed Project would implement all feasible noise-attenuating techniques,
such as constructing temporary barrier walls around all active conmstruction sites. Such noise-
attenuating techniques would particularly focus on reducing construction noise impacts to the Child
Development Center (see Mitigation Measures below). As a result, short-term construction noise
impacts would be mitigated to a less-than-significant level.

Operational Noise Impacts
Traffic

During the Proposed Project’s operational phase, noise would primarily be generated by Project-related
traffic. The Proposed Project’s mobile noise impacts were assessed based on the a.m. peak hour traffic
volumes for existing (2004) “Base Conditions,” future cumulative buildout-year (2034) “Without
Project” conditions, and future cumulative buildout-year (2034) “With Project” conditions (see Section
IV.1. Transportation and Circulation). The expected net increases in ambient noise levels at each
monitored intersection upon completion of the Proposed Project in 2034 are shown in Table IV.F-5.7
As can be seen in Table IV.F-5, project traffic would not increase the ambient noise level (Leq) at any
intersection by more than 5 dBA. In fact, the net increase at each location is less than 0.1 dBA, which
is considered imperceptible to the human ear. Project impacts to the surrounding noise environment
from mobile noise sources would therefore be less than significant.

Table IV.F-5
Proposed Project Noise Impacts
Cumulative Cumulative
2034 Leg 2034 Lq Net
Existing | w/out Project® | with Project | Change | Significant

No. Location Leg (dBA) (dBA) (dBA) Impact

1 Washington Bl. & Olive St. 76.8 78.07 78.00 -0.1 No

2. | pesngen Girend 75.2 76.76 76.77 0.0 No

3 Washington Bl. & Flower St. 72.4 73.37 73.37 0.0 No

4 Olive St./Hill St. & 23" St. 70.0 71.83 71.83 0.0 No

5 Grand Ave. & 23" St. 1.2 73.20 73.20 0.0 No

6 Flower St. & 23" St. 69.8 70.77 70.68 -0.1 No
= See Appendix D for analysis methodology and calculation worksheets.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, December 2004.

7 See Appendix D for analysis methodology and calculation worksheets.

—————————— — ———— ————— ]
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On-Site Activities

Newly constructed buildings would contain rooftop mechanical equipment and heating, ventilation, and
air conditioning (HVAC) units and exhaust fans in order to provide cooling and ventilation within the
structures. Neighboring properties would be shielded from the rooftop units by parapet screens, and, in
accordance with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance, silencers would be specified at all air
exhausts and inlets as required. In addition, nighttime noise limits would be applicable to any
equipment items required to operate between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. With the
incorporation of these design features, potential noise impacts from such structures would be less than
significant.

In addition, as part of the operational impacts of the Thirty-Year Master Plan, continued use of the
athletic field would occur. As part of the Five-Year Campus Plan the athletic field will be rotated in a
north-south alignment as opposed to the current east-west alignment along 23 Street. The future use of
the proposed athletic field would include generalized student activities, intramural athletic events and
practices, and could include ceremonial events such as graduations. Representative noise levels for
intramural athletic events at similar school setting indicate noise levels would be on the order of 61
dBA, at 50 feet from the edge of the athletic field. For comparative purposes, a representative noise
recording at a private school softball game (at another facility) with an attendance of 25 players and 50
spectators revealed noise levels of 60.9 dBA at 50 feet from the edge of the athletic field. Such noise
levels are below the 69 dBA ambient noise levels recorded in this general area (at Flower Street and
23" Street). Additionally, noise generated by activities on the athletic field and bleachers would be
further reduced as the field will be oriented in an east-west direction and the source of noise would not
be directly oriented towards adjacent sensitive uses along 23™ Street. Therefore, noise levels from
athletic events would be less than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The predicted future year (2034) ambient noise levels presented in this analysis with and without the
Proposed Project are based on cumulative traffic conditions, which already take into account expected
development of related projects identified in the surrounding area. As shown in Table IV.F-5, noise
levels at monitored intersections would all be expected to increase less than 0.1 dBA with development
of the Proposed Project (as compared to cumulative conditions without the Proposed Project), an
increase so slight that is not perceptible to the human ear. Therefore, cumulative impacts to the
surrounding environment would be less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

Construction

During the construction phase of the Proposed Project, the following mitigation measures shall be
incorporated to reduce short-term construction noise impacts to on-site sensitive receptors:

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.F Noise
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Operation

The Project Applicant shall comply with construction hours specified by the LAMC Noise
Ordinance, Chapter IV, Section 41.40, which prohibits construction before 7:00 a.m. or
after 9:00 p.m. on Monday through Friday, before 8:00 a.m. or after 6:00 p.m. on
Saturday or any national holiday, and at anytime on Sunday.

All construction equipment shall be equipped with the manufacturers’ recommended noise
muffling devices, such as mufflers and engine covers. These devices shall be kept in good
working condition throughout the construction process.

The perimeter of each active construction area shall be enclosed with a temporary barrier
wall for security and noise protection purposes. This barrier wall shall consist of a solid,
heavy vinyl material or %-inch plywood positioned to block direct line of sight from the
active construction areas and on-site sensitive uses, including all educational facilities and
the Child Development Center.

The Project Applicant shall prepare a construction-related traffic plan detailing proposed
haul routes and staging areas for the transportation of materials and equipment, with special
consideration paid to maximizing the distance between haul routes/staging areas and the on-
site Child Development Center. A traffic and parking plan for the construction phase shall
be submitted for approval by LADOT.

A construction activity plan shall be developed and submitted to the Director of the Child
Development Center prior to any construction activities planned within 100 feet of the
Child Development Center. The Construction Activity Plan shall include a coordinated
construction activity schedule to ensure exceptionally loud construction activities (i.e.,
above 80 dBA for a sustained period) occur at times when children are indoors to reduce
children’s exposure to excessive construction noise levels.

No potentially significant impacts were identified for the operational phase of the Proposed Project.
Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

Noise impacts related to both the construction and operational phases of the Proposed Project would be

less than significant.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
G. PUBLIC SERVICES
1. POLICE PROTECTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Los Angeles Sheriffs Department

Primary police protection is provided to the LATTC Campus by the Los Angeles County Sheriff
Department’s (LASD) Community College Bureau (CCB). The CCB provides contract policing and
security services to all nine community college campuses located within the Los Angeles Community
College District, including the LATTC Campus. Each of the nine campuses within the CCB has its own
LASD substation, staffed with sheriff personnel who provide primary security services for each campus.
The LASD substation on the LATTC Campus is centrally located within Building D, at the corner of 21%

Street and Grand Avenue.

The LATTC LASD substation is staffed with contracted LASD personnel who provide round-the-clock
police protection services for the entire Campus. The staff include Los Angeles County Sheriff Deputies
and Los Angeles County Sheriff Security Officers. Los Angeles County Sheriff Security Officers
undergo training with the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Academy. They are classified under 832 PC as
security officers. They provide 24 hour, seven-day-a-week security coverage for the Campus and off-site
satellite facilities. Their primary objective is to provide a safe and secure campus environment for
students, faculty and staff. They work with the Los Angeles County Sheriff Deputies and local
jurisdictions in identifying crime and ways to improve the campus quality of life. An additional resource
for the Department is the Student Sheriff Cadet Program. Student Sheriff Cadets are student workers who
assist the Campus LASD substation. Security officers and cadets continuously patrol the Campus by foot,
bicycle, and vehicle 24 hours a day, 365 days a year.

Past annual crime statistics for the LATTC Campus indicate a crime rate below the District-wide CCB
average of 5.23 crimes per 1,000 students enrolled, with the occurrence of approximately 4.93 crimes for
each 1,000 students enrolled at the LATTC Campus during 2003." The crimes most often committed on
the LATTC Campus consist of larceny, burglary, and vehicle theft. Table IV.G.1-1 presents crime
statistics for the LATTC Campus, compared with District-wide CCB statistics, for 2003.

" Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department, 2003 Crime and Arrest Statistics, Community College Bureau, website:

hap://www.lasd. org/sites/yir9600/yir2003/220.pdf, January 20, 2005.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.G. Public Services
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Table IV.G.1-1
2003 Part I* Crime Statistics for LATTC Campus and CCB District-wide

Number Of Part I Crimes Committed
LATTC (Enrollment 15,000) Community College Bureau District-wide
Crime Type {Enrollment 120,000)

Rape 0 0
Homicide 0 0
Arson 0 1
Robbery 3 13
Aggravated Assault 4 20
Vehicle Theft 8 66
Burglary 36 111
Larceny 23 630
Total Part I Crimes 74 841

* Part I crimes include rape, homicide, larceny, burglary, robbery, vehicle theft, aggravated assault,)and arson.
Source: Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department, 2003 Crime and Arrest Statistics, Community College Bureau, website:
htip:/fwww.lasd.org/sites/yir9600/yir2003/220.pdf, January 20, 2005.

Los Angeles Police Department

Police protection immediately surrounding the Campus is provided by the City of Los Angeles Police
Department (LAPD). The area surrounding the Project Site is located within the jurisdiction of LAPD’s
Central Bureau, which encompasses 66.85 square miles and serves a population of approximately 964,732
people in downtown Los Angeles. Police stations located within the Central Bureau jurisdiction include
the Central Area, Rampart, Hollenbeck, Northeast, and Newton Community Police Stations.

As shown in Figure IV.G.1-1, the nearest LAPD police station to the Project Site is the Newton
Community Police Station, located at 3400 South Central Avenue, approximately 1.4 miles east of the
Project Site. The Newton Area approximate boundaries are Washington Boulevard and 7" Street to the
north, the Los Angeles River to the east, Florence Avenue to the south, and the Harbor Freeway (SR-
110) to the west. The Newton Community Police Station serves the following neighborhoods:
Produce/North-End Business District, Fashion District, South Park District, and Pueblo Del Rio Housing
Development.

_ ———— ——————————— ——————— == ————~= =
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The LAPD has a preferred response time of 7.0 minutes to emergency calls.” The Newton Community
Police Station currently staffs 290 sworn officers and 28 civilian support staff, and serves a community of
approximately 150,000 persons.’

Past annual crime statistics for the Newton Area indicate a crime rate below the citywide average of 46
crimes per 1,000 persons, with the occurrence of approximately 41 crimes for each 1,000 persons during
2003.* The crimes most often committed in the Newton Area consist of aggravated assault, vehicle theft,
and robbery. Table IV.G.1-2 presents crime statistics for the Newton Area, compared with Citywide

LAPD statistics, for 2003.

Table IV.G.1-2
2003 Part I' Crime Statistics for Newton Area and LAPD Citywide

Number Of Part I Crimes Committed
Crime Type Newton Area (Population 153.569) LAPD Citywide (Population 3,937,690)

Rape 2 1.134

Homicide 34 515

Larceny 116 75,823

Burglary 160 24,820

Robbery 202 16,484

Vehicle Theft 226 33,410

Aggravated Assault 639 30,263

Total Part I Crimes 1,399 182,449

* Fart I crimes include rape, homicide, larceny, burglary, robbery, vehicle theft, and aggravated assault.
Source: Los Angeles Police Department, 2003 Statistical Digest, website:  http://www.lapdonline.org/pdf files/digest
/2003/2k3_digest.pdf, January 18, 2005.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

Impacts on police protection services would be significant if an increase in population and building area
would result in a substantial need for additional police services, equipment or facilities. The adequacy

?  Wrinten correspondence from Gary J. Brennan, Commander, Los Angeles Police Deparment, February 12,
2002.

° Los Angeles Police Department, Newton Community Police Station Online, website:
http:/www. /lapdonline.org, January 18, 2005.

‘* Los Angeles Police Department, 2003 Statistical Digest, website:
hnp:/fwww.lapdonline.org/pdf files/digest/2003/2k3_digest.pdf, January 18, 2005.
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of police protection is based on a number of factors, including officer-to-population ratio, land use
type, response time, crime rate, and LASD/LAPD’s judgment of project needs (anticipated crime rate
and required police activity level) in the area.

Project Impacts

Construction

With relation to LASD access during construction, the Proposed Project would have the potential to
adversely affect emergency access for sheriff personnel due to on-campus street closures and other
restricted access zones at various locations and at various times and durations during the buildout of the
Thirty-Year Master Plan. However, sheriff personnel would be alerted to the construction schedules
and proposed road closures prior to construction activities. In addition, construction site security
features such as locked entrances and fencing, would serve to minimize the potential for on-site
construction-related crime.  Due to the temporary and intermittent duration of construction, the
notification of sheriff personnel, and the central location of the LASD substation on-site, construction-
related impacts to LASD services would be less than significant.

With relation to LAPD access during construction, all construction activities under the Proposed Project
would occur within property already owned or to be acquired by the Campus. Therefore, off-site
construction impacts would be primarily limited to increased traffic levels from construction worker
and construction truck trips. However, these trips would generally occur during off-peak hours, would
be primarily freeway oriented, and would be temporary and intermittent. (See Section IV.L
Transportation and Circulation, for a more detailed discussion of temporary construction-related traffic
impacts.) As shown in Figure IV.G-1, the Newton Community Police Station is located within 1.4
miles of the Project Site and police officers generally respond to sites throughout the Newton Area
without the use of nearby freeways, whether they are responding from the station or responding from
their patrol cars. As such, construction of the Proposed Project would not be expected to significantly

impact LAPD access in the surrounding area.
Operation

The Proposed Project would result in the buildout and densification of the Project Site, including the
construction of several new academic and administrative buildings, four new multi-level parking
structures, as well as recreational, pedestrian, and access improvements by the year 2034. New
classroom buildings would provide space for fashion and design, culinary arts, and vocational arts and
technologies. Specific details related to building size, uses, locations, and designs are discussed in detail
in Section II. Project Description.

The Proposed Project would not increase the population on campus above that already projected under the
Five-Year Campus Plan. As a result, the number of police needed to provide security for the Campus
would not be expected to increase over time due specifically to the development of the Proposed Project.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.G. Public Services
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Nonetheless, responses to larceny, burglary, and vehicle theft on-site, as well as aggravated assault,
vehicle theft, and robbery off-site would be anticipated to escalate, to some degree, as a result of the
increase in on-site activity and increased traffic on adjacent streets and arterials. To increase security
on campus, the LASD would be expected to recruit additional personnel, including officers, deputies,
and cadets, to provide a greater presence throughout the Campus. Specifically, additional officers may
provide increased security in proposed parking garages, additional deputies may address traffic
violations, and additional cadets may serve as security personnel for various campus facilities (i.e., the

College bookstore).

Furthermore, as part of the Proposed Project, an on-site Security Plan would be developed and
implemented by the Campus to minimize the potential for on-site crime and reduce demands upon the
LASD and LAPD. While a detailed Security Plan has not yet been finalized, it is anticipated that such
a plan would be developed in consultation with the LASD substation, the LAPD, and LADOT (for any
portion pertaining to access) as part of the final site plan review process. Such a Security Plan may
include some or all of the following components:

e Parking garages shall be fitted with emergency features such as closed circuit television
(CCTV) or emergency call boxes that would provide a direct connection with the on-site LASD

€mergency response system,

e Lighting throughout the Campus and the parking garages shall meet or exceed security lighting
guidelines. Security lighting shall incorporate the following:

o Entryways, hallways, stairs, elevators, locker rooms, service areas, and parking areas
shall be well illuminated and shall minimize dead space to eliminate areas of
concealment;

o Full cut-off fixtures shall be incorporated, which minimize glare and provide downward
and inward lighting to maximize visibility;

e Lockable doors shall be provided on all entryways, locker rooms, classrooms, offices, and

storage facilities;
e Alarms shall be installed at all entryways and ancillary structures;

e Maximum access for emergency service personnel and vehicles into each structure shall be
assured, and the onsite LASD substation and Newton Community Police Station Commanding
Officers shall be provided with detailed diagram(s) of the Project Site, including access routes and
any information that would facilitate sheriff/police response.

Future traffic conditions could result in decreased LAPD initial response times for calls in the area
surrounding the Project Site. As indicated in Section IV.I. Transportation and Circulation, at project
buildout (2034) eight of the 15 analyzed intersections in the project area would be expected to operate
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at unacceptable levels of service (LOS E or F) during one or both of the peak hours. The Proposed
Project would have a significant effect on the intersection of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue,
which would operate at LOS E and F during the morning and afternoon peak hours, respectively, with
the development of the Proposed Project. However, the analysis indicates that in 2034 the same eight
intersections would be operating at unacceptable levels of service even in the absence of the Proposed

Project.

To reduce impacts related to emergency access, the Proposed Project includes a Service and Emergency
Access Plan, as identified in Section II. Project Description. As shown in Figure II-7, the Proposed
Project would increase emergency access through the removal of the 21% Street/22™ Street loop that
currently allows public access to the center of campus from Grand Avenue. This loop would be
replaced with a new east-west roadway at 21* Street providing through access for emergency vehicles
only from Grand Avenue to Flower Street. The Service and Emergency Access Plan also provides for
a new north-south roadway providing through access for emergency vehicles only from Washington
Boulevard to 23" Street. An additional internal emergency roadway would circle the north quad and
Learning Resources Center. These roadways would allow LASD, LAPD, and other emergency
vehicles to traverse the Campus without being detained by heavy traffic on Washington Boulevard,
Grand Avenue, and other congested surrounding streets.

The Proposed Project would merge the two lower blocks on the east campus through the infill of 22™
Street, to create one block bound by 21% Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23" Street to the
south, and Grand Avenue to the west, which would provide new vocational arts and technologies
classroom space as well as a new multi-level parking garage. This newly formed block would allow for
emergency access from all four surrounding streets, as well as an internal roadway (between the
proposed parking structure and the proposed vocational arts and technologies building), providing
additional emergency access.

Due to the low crime rate on campus, the required preparation of a campus Security Plan, the incremental
increase in project-traffic on impacted intersections, and the construction of new emergency access
roadways, impacts related to police services would be expected to be less than significant with the
implementation of the Proposed Project. Nonetheless, additional mitigation measures are included below
to further ensure that the Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact on police services.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The development of the related projects identified in Section III. Environmental Setting may create
additional demands for police services in the study area, which could result in an adverse cumulative
impact. However, the Proposed Project receives primary police response from onsite security provided
by the LASD Community College Bureau, and as such, would not be expected to significantly tax those
police services provided by the LAPD in the surrounding areas. Furthermore, the development of

%
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related projects would be subject to review and approval by the LAPD on a case-by-case basis. As
such, the extent of cumulative impacts would be considered less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures are recommended to ensure that an adequate level of police
protection would serve the Proposed Project:

1.

Plot plans and building plans shall be filed with the LASD substation and the LAPD Newton
Community Police Station Commanding Officers for review and comment. Plans shall include
proposed access routes, floor plans, evacuation routes, and any additional information that

might facilitate prompt and efficient police response.

Security features shall be provided on the construction site(s), such as fencing and locked
entrances. '

The Campus Landscape Plan shall be designed and implemented in a manner that minimizes
cover and deadspace areas for persons tampering with doors or windows, or for persons lying
in wait for pedestrians or parking garage users.

Additional lighting shall be installed where appropriate as determined in consultation with the
LASD/LAPD.

A Security Plan shall be developed and implemented in consultation with the LASD/LAPD.
Security features may include but are not limited to implementation of a surveillance system,
installation of locks and alarms on entryways where appropriate, security and parking lot
lighting, and maximum accessibility for emergency service personnel. The Security Plan shall
be reviewed by the LASD, LAPD, and any provisions pertaining to access shall be subject to
review by the LADOT. A copy of the completed Security Plan shall be provided to the LASD
substation and the LAPD Newton Community Police Station Commanding Officers.

Construction permits shall be obtained, if required by the City, where the proposed access
roadways meet the public right-of-way.

The LASD substation and LAPD Newton Community Police Station Commanding Officers
shall be notified of project construction activities, schedules, and temporary changes to campus
emergency access routes.

Upon certificate of occupancy, final Building Plans shall be filed with the LASD substation and
LAPD Newton Community Police Station Commanding Officers. Said Plans shall identify all
entry/egress points into each structure to facilitate access in the event of an emergency

situation.
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LEVEL OF IMPACT AFTER MITIGATION

Impacts related to police services would be less than significant. With implementation of the mitigation
measures identified above, impacts to police services would be further reduced.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
G. PUBLIC SERVICES
2. FIRE PROTECTION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Fire protection services for the Project Site and surrounding area are provided by the Los Angeles City
Fire Department (LAFD). These services are provided as directed by the Fire Protection and
Prevention Plan, an element of the General Plan of the City of Los Angeles. The Fire Protection and
Prevention Plan is intended to act as a guide to City departments, other government agencies,
developers, and the public at-large for the construction, maintenance, and operation of fire protection
facilities in the City and establishes standards for the distribution, design, construction and location of
fire protection facilities including systems incorporated into private developments. These standards
specify fire-flow criteria, minimum distances to fire stations, public and private hydrant specifications
and location criteria, and access provisions for fire fighting vehicles and personnel. The LAFD has fire
stations at the following locations for initial response service to the Project Site:

Fire Station No. 10

Task Force' (Truck and Engine Company), Paramedic Ambulance, EMT Ambulance?
1335 South Olive Street

Staffing - 14

Miles from Project Site - 0.45

Fire Station No. 9

Task Force (Truck and Engine Company), Paramedic Ambulance
430 East 7™ Street

Staffing - 13

Miles from Project Site - 1.30

Fire Station No. 15 :
Task Force (Truck and Engine Company), Paramedic Ambulance, EMT Ambulance

915 West Jefferson Boulevard
Staffing - 14
Miles from Project Site - 1.15

Fire station locations are shown in Figure IV.G.1-1. The above mileage figures represent estimated
response distances from each fire station to the intersection of Washington Boulevard and Grand

! A Task Force consists of a Truck Company and an Engine Company, with a total of 10 personnel. A Truck
Company includes two vehicles: a truck (i.e. a vehicle with a 100-foot aerial ladder apparatus) and an engine
(i.e. a vehicle with a pump). An Engine Company consists of one vehicle: an engine.

2 EMT’s provide basic first aid and medical services. Most LAFD personnel are EMT qualified.
LMl S provide basic Ji o a1 O e e e e __L____—___‘L———L—ﬁ——
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Avenue, at the northeast corner of the Project Site. Actual mileage into other areas of the Project Site
would vary slightly. The adequacy of fire protection for a given area is based on required fire-flow,
response distance from existing fire stations, and the LAFD’s judgment for needs in the area. In
general, the required fire-flow is closely related to land use. The quantity of water necessary for fire
protection varies with the type of development, life hazard, occupancy and degree of fire hazard. Fire-
flow requirements vary from 2,000 gallons per minute (GPM) in low-density residential areas to 12,000
GPM in high-density commercial or industrial areas. The required fire flow for the Project Site would
be between 6,000 and 12,000 GPM, from four to six hydrants flowing simultaneously. The exact fire
flow requirements for the Project Site would be determined by the LAFD prior to construction.
Required response distances are dependent upon required fire-flow. Based on a required fire-flow of
6,000 to 9,000 GPM, the first-due Engine Company should be located within one mile, and the first-
due Truck Company should be located within 1.5 miles. Based on a fire flow of 12,000 GPM, the
first-due Engine Company should be located within 0.75 mile and the first-due Truck Company should
be located within one mile.?

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Thresholds of Significance

The Proposed Project would have a significant impact on fire services if it requires the addition of a
new fire station or the expansion, consolidation or relocation of an existing facility to maintain adequate
fire protection services.

Project Impacts

Construction

With relation to LAFD access during construction, the Proposed Project would have the potential to
adversely affect emergency access for fire personnel due to on-campus street closures and other
restricted access zones. There would also be a potential for temporary water service disruption during
construction activities. All construction activities under the Proposed Project would occur within
property already owned or to be acquired by the Campus. Therefore, off-site construction impacts
would be primarily limited to increased traffic levels from construction worker and construction truck
trips. However, these trips would generally occur during off-peak hours, would be primarily freeway
oriented, and would be temporary and intermittent. (See Section IV.I. Transportation and Circulation,
for a more detailed discussion of temporary construction-related traffic impacts.) Furthermore, as
shown in Figure IV.G.1-1, Fire Station No. 10, which houses a Task Force (both an Engine and Truck
Company) is within 0.45 mile of the Project Site and two additional fire stations are located within 1.5

?  Los Angeles Municipal Code, Chapter V, Division 7, Sec. 57.09.06.
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miles of the Project Site. Fire and emergency vehicles can generally respond to sites throughout the
project area without the use of nearby freeways. As such, LAFD emergency response times would not
be significantly impacted by construction traffic associated with the Proposed Project.

Operation

The Proposed Project would result in the buildout and densification of the Project Site, including the
construction of several new academic and administrative buildings, four new multi-level parking
structures, as well as recreational, pedestrian, and access improvements by the year 2034. New
classroom buildings would provide space for fashion and design, culinary arts, and vocational arts and
technologies. Specific details related to building sizes, uses, locations, and designs are discussed in detail
in Section II. Project Description.

The Proposed Project would not increase the population on campus above that already projected under the
Five-Year Campus Plan. As a result, the number of LAFD staff needed to provide fire protection
services for the Campus would not be expected to increase over time due specifically to the development
of the Proposed Project. Furthermore, the Proposed Project would be developed in accordance with all
applicable State and local codes and ordinances, and the guidelines found in the Fire Protection and
Fire Prevention Plan, as well as the Safety Plan, both of which are elements of the General Plan of the

City of Los Angeles.

As stated above, the exact fire flow requirements for the Project Site would be determined by the
LAFD prior to construction of the Proposed Project. Appropriate hydrologic pressure testing would
also be required to confirm the adequacy of the fire lines prior to construction. Assuming the
maximum possible required fire flow of 12,000 GPM from four to six fire hydrants, the Project Site
would continue to be within the maximum required distance from both an Engine Company (0.75 mile
radius) and a Truck Company (one mile radius). As a result, the LAFD’s service response distance to
the Project Site would continue to be considered adequate, and would not result in a significant impact.

Future traffic conditions could result in decreased LAFD initial response times for calls within and
surrounding the Project Site. The LAFD considers intersections that operate in excess of capacity as
decreasing the level of fire protection and emergency services that can be provided by the Department.
As indicated in Section IV.1. Transportation and Circulation, at project buildout (2034), eight of the 15
analyzed intersections in the project area would be expected to operate at unacceptable levels of service
(LOS E or F) during one or both of the peak hours. The Proposed Project would have a significant
effect on the intersection of Washington Boulevard and Grand Avenue, which would operate at LOS E
and F during the morning and afternoon peak hours, respectively, with the development of the
Proposed Project. However, the analysis indicates that in 2034 the same eight intersections would be
operating at unacceptable levels of service even in the absence of the Proposed Project.

To reduce impacts related to emergency access, the Proposed Project includes a Service and Emergency
Access Plan, as identified in Section II. Project Description. As shown in Figure II-7, the Proposed

ﬁ
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Project would increase emergency access through the removal of the 21% Street/22™ Street loop that
currently allows public access to the center of campus from Grand Avenue. This loop would be
replaced with a new east-west roadway at 21¥ Street providing through access for emergency vehicles
only from Grand Avenue to Flower Street. The Service and Emergency Access Plan also provides for
a new north-south roadway providing through access for emergency vehicles only from Washington
Boulevard to 23™ Street. An additional internal emergency roadway would circle the north quad and
Learning Resources Center. These roadways would allow LAFD and other emergency vehicles to
traverse the Campus without being detained by heavy traffic on Washington Boulevard, Grand Avenue,
and other congested surrounding streets.

The Proposed Project would merge the two lower blocks on the east campus through the infill of 22™
Street, to create one block bound by 21 Street to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23" Street to the
south, and Grand Avenue to the west, which would provide new vocational arts and technologies
classroom space as well as a new multi-level parking garage. This newly formed block would allow for
emergency access from all four surrounding streets, as well as an internal roadway (between the
proposed parking structure and the proposed vocational arts and technologies building), providing
additional emergency access.

Due to the acceptable response distance to the nearest fire station, the incremental increase in project-
traffic on impacted intersections, and the construction of new emergency access roadways, impacts related
to fire services would be expected to be less than significant with the implementation of the Proposed
Project. Nonetheless, additional mitigation measures are included below to further ensure that the
Proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact on fire protection services.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The development of commercial, residential, and industrial related projects could create an additional
demand on LAFD resources, including increased staffing for existing facilities, additional fire
protection facilities, and the relocation or expansion of present fire protection facilities in the study
area, which could result in an adverse cumulative impact. All of the identified related projects would
be subject to review and approval by the LAFD and/or other responsible agencies on a case-by-case
basis. The extent of cumulative impacts would therefore be considered less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES
The following mitigation measures are recommended to ensure that an adequate level of fire protection

would serve the Proposed Project:

1. Construction permits shall be obtained, if required by the City, where the proposed access
roadways meet the public right-of-way.

A ———— —  — ——  — — — — —  —  —  — — ——— —— —  —— — — — — 3
LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.G. Public Services
Final EIR Page IV.G.2-4



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

2. The LAFD shall be notified of project construction activities, schedules, and temporary changes
to campus emergency access routes.

3. Development of the Proposed Project shall comply with all LAMC Building and Fire Code
requirements for construction, access, water mains, fire flows, and hydrants, as applicable.

4. The Proposed Project shall be subject to all specific fire and life safety requirements for the
construction phase identified by the LAFD during the building fire plan check.

5. Every building constructed shall be accessible to fire department apparatus by way of access
roadways. All portions of the first story exterior wall of all proposed buildings shall be within
150 feet of an existing roadway or a new roadway shall be constructed within 150 feet.

6. Prior to construction, the LAFD shall be contacted to determine adequate fire flow rates for the
Proposed Project. Fire flows shall be based on the size of buildings, their relationship to other
structures, property lines, fire hydrants, and type of construction material.

LEVEL OF IMPACT AFTER MITIGATION

Impacts related to fire services would be less than significant. With implementation of the mitigation
measures identified above, impacts to fire services would be further reduced.

S
-
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
H. UTILITIES
1. ENERGY CONSERVATION

INTRODUCTION

The Project Site is currently developed with a 15,000-student vocational community college campus that
is served by existing infrastructure. The Proposed Project involves buildout of the Campus over a 30-
year period. While student enrollment would not increase above that projected under the Five-Year
Campus Plan (approximately 21,300 students), the Proposed Project would introduce new buildings,
infrastructure, parking, and recreational facilities. For a more detailed discussion of the Proposed
Project’s characteristics, see Section II. Project Description.

As discussed under Section II. Project Description, the Proposed Project has been designed so as to
incorporate those guidelines identified in the Sustainable Building- Principles, Standards, and Process
adopted by the District in 2002." The guidelines apply to new buildings (occupied) over 7,500 square
feet and to renovation projects where the building code requires upgrades throughout the structure.
Through its Leadership' in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED)™ Rating System, the U.S. Green
Building Council has established sustainable building measurement criteria for major renovations and
new construction. To achieve LEED™ certification, the Proposed Project must achieve a minimum of
26 LEED™ points, which can be accomplished through the efficient use of water, energy, and building
materials as well as through the application of practices that improve indoor environmental quality.
Furthermore, specific energy conservation targets have been established for both major renovation and
new construction projects. The targeted energy efficiency is to exceed Title 24 by 20 percent for new
construction projects and 10 percent for major renovation projects.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Electricity

Electrical utility service is currently provided to both the Project Site and the surrounding locale by the
City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP).

Electricity is consumed for a variety of uses on campus, including: classroom and office lighting and
cooling; outdoor/security lighting; and electricity associated with classroom instruction (e.g., for
operating equipment, etc.). Furthermore, the subterranean parking structure and the new and expanded
buildings proposed as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan include several new and expanded cooling

T Los Angeles Communiry College District, Sustainable Building - Principles, Standards, and Process, March
6, 2002. Includes proposed amendment to Section IIl, Sustainable Standards - New Construction, June 19,

2002.
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towers (electricity consuming), which are expected to be in operation before the construction of the
Proposed Project would begin. As shown in Table IV.H.1-1, assuming that the Campus’ existing
conditions include the development outlined in the Five-Year Campus Plan, approximately 9,817,500
kilowatt hours (kWh) of electricity are consumed annually on the Project Site by the existing campus uses.

Table IV.H.1-1

Existing Electricity Consumption
5 Consumption ', X
Development ?g.; Rate LY ((lzgvn;;xmptmn
(kWh/sf/year)*

Existing Development
Five-Year Campus Plan 850,000 sf | 11.55 9,817,500

Total Daily Electricity Consumption 9,817,500
é Based on SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

Natural Gas

The Southern California Gas Company (SGC) provides natural gas to the City of Los Angeles through
existing gas mains located under the streets and public right-of-ways. As a public utility, SGC is under
the jurisdiction of the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC), but can also be affected by actions
of federal regulatory agencies. Should these agencies take any action that affects gas supply or the
conditions under which service is available, gas service would be provided in accordance with those

revised conditions.

The State of California produces about 16 percent of the natural gas it uses. The remaining 84 percent
is obtained from sources outside of the state: 46 percent from the Southwest; 28 percent from Canada;
and 10 percent from the Rocky Mountain area. In the last ten years three new interstate gas pipelines
were built to serve California, expanding the over one million miles of existing pipelines. > However,
the availability of natural gas is based upon present conditions of gas supply and regulatory policies.

SGC currently provides natural gas service to the Campus. Natural gas is currently consumed by the
Campus for water heating and boiler operation in campus buildings. Furthermore, the subterranean
parking structure and the new and expanded buildings proposed as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan,
include several new and expanded boiler units (natural gas consuming), which are expected to be in
operation before the construction of the Proposed Project would begin. As shown in Table IV.H.1-2,
assuming that the Campus’ existing conditions include the development outlined in the Five-Year Campus
Plan, approximately 20,400,000 cubic feet (cf) of natural gas is consumed annually on the Project Site.

2 California Energy Commission, Summary of California Energy, website:
www. energy.ca.gov/himl/calif energy facts.html, January 18, 2005.
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Table IV.H.1-2
Existing Natural Gas Consumption

Derelpmacat e i, | e P S o
Existing Development
Five-Year Campus Plan 850,000 sf | 2.0 20,400,000
Total Annual Natural Gas Consumption 20,400,000

¢  Based on SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993. All Campus development assumed to use natural gas

consumption rate for office uses.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

Implementation of a project would create a significant impact upon electricity or natural gas resources if
its demand for electricity or natural gas cannot be served by existing infrastructure and/or supply.

Project Impacts

Short-Term Energy Consumption

Energy would be consumed during the demolition, excavation, site preparation, and construction phases
of the Proposed Project for grading and materials transfer by heavy-duty equipment, which is usually
diesel powered. As the Proposed Project would take place over a 30-year period, it is only possible to
provide estimates of the type of construction equipment that would be used. At this time, it is expected
that the heavy equipment involved in the demolition, excavation, site preparation, and construction phases
of the Proposed Project would include crawler-excavators, loaders, bulldozers, graders, water trucks,
street sweepers, tractors, cranes, and fork lifts. In addition, dump trucks would be used to haul excavated
earth and building material to disposal sites throughout the construction period. As described in Section
IV.H.4. Solid Waste and Disposal, it is estimated that the Proposed Project would generate as much as
approximately 850 tons of debris per year throughout the construction phase.® Construction worker travel
to and from the Project Site would also result in the additional consumption of vehicular unleaded fuel
during the construction period. In total, the Project Site would result in an increased demand for
electricity, natural gas, and other energy sources over the 30-year construction period. Although the
exact demand cannot be quantified at this time, it is expected that technological advances over time would
reduce the energy consumption rates and impacts would be assumed to be less than significant.

*  Based on 2] working days per month, or 252 working days per year.
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Long-Term Energy Consumption - Electricity

Electrical service to the Campus would continue to be provided by LADWP’s existing distribution system
with transformation to the Campus’ utilization voltage to take place on the Project Site. The Proposed
Project would include the replacement and/or updating of most of the Campus’ existing electricity-
consuming facilities. While the Proposed Project would not increase the number of students attending
classes, the Proposed Project would increase the total number of electricity-consumptive facilities located
on-site. Specifically, new facilities that would increase the quantity of electricity consumed by the
Campus would include: four new multi-parking structures requiring nighttime lighting; a new gymnasium
and fitness center replacing the existing gym; new vocational arts and technologies buildings on the east
campus requiring lighting and possibly the use of power tools; new classrooms on the main campus, along
Flower Street, and along Grand Avenue. Furthermore, all new and expansion of existing buildings would
require new or expanded cooling towers. All of these improvements and additions would increase the
number of electricity-using facilities on the site, thereby increasing the Campus’s total electricity
consumption by a corresponding amount.

The Thirty-Year Master Plan builds upon the various campus improvements and organizational and
programmatic changes that are proposed as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan. As such, the analytical
methodology used to determine the Proposed Project’s future electricity consumption is based on the
assumption that the various physical and programmatic changes proposed as part of the Five-Year
Campus Plan are completed prior to the initiation of the Proposed Project. As shown in Table IV.H.1-3,
the Campus’ electricity consumption would be anticipated to increase by approximately 13,986,000 kWh
per year upon buildout of the Thirty-Year Master Plan. This estimate accounts for a reduction of
approximately 1,029,000 kWh per year for the existing industrial uses that would be acquired and
demolished as part of the Thirty-Year Master Plan.

Table IV.H.1-3
Proposed Project Electricity Consumption

Consumption Rate Total Apnual
Development Size (kWh/sf/year)* Consumption (kWh)
Proposed Project
Five-Year Campus Plan (Existing) 850,000 sf - 11.55 9,817,500
Thirty-Year Master Plan (New) 1,300,000 sf 11.55 15,015,000
Less Existing Industrial Uses 98,000 sf 10.50 -1,029,000
Total Proposed Project Electricity Consumption (kWh) 23,803,500
Total Thirty-Year Master Plan Net Increase (kWh) 13,968,000

¢ Based on SCAOMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

It is likely that the electrical infrastructure included in the Proposed Project would exhibit an increase in
energy efficiency when compared to the existing facilities. This assumption is based upon the
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development of energy conservation standards established by the California Energy Commission under
Title 24; standards which were not in place when the Campus was first constructed. Furthermore, the
Proposed Project has been designed to achieve a minimum of 26 points necessary to meet LEED™
(Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) certification. This would be accomplished through
the efficient use of water, energy, and building materials as well as through the application of practices
that improve indoor environmental quality. Specifically, the Proposed Project design would include
several sustainable building principles related to energy conservation, including the following:

o The targeted energy efficiency is to exceed Title 24 by 20 percent for new construction
project and 10 percent for major renovation projects.

e Planted roofs or “cool roof systems” would be utilized to insulate buildings and reduce

cooling needs.

e Tree canopies on the west and south side of buildings would be used to cool them, reducing
air conditioning needs.

e Permeable paving materials would be used in parking areas and pathways when possible.
These materials would include decomposed granite, porous asphalt or unit pavers set on
permeable base material.

¢ Recycled materials (e.g. asphalt and concrete) would be used in future construction, such as
future paving. Commercially available materials include site furniture composed of
recycled plastics.

e  Reduction of Heat Island Effect' on buildings, mechanical cooling systems and paved areas
would be achieved through tree plantings that create shade from the sun during warm

periods of the day.

As stated previously, however, the additional number of electricity-consumptive uses to be contained
within the Proposed Project would offset any reduction in electricity use associated with improved
infrastructure. The ability of LADWP’s regional infrastructure to deliver the peak electrical requirement
to the Project Site would not be expected to be severely affected by implementation of the Proposed
Project. However, the precise number, size, and locations of any new necessary transformer stations, as
well as details concerning LADWP’s planned distribution system cannot be determined until LADWP has
evaluated the electrical load estimates and service requirements for the Proposed Project. If
improvements to the local distribution system are determined to be necessary by LADWP in order to
serve the Proposed Project, they would be required to be implemented prior to project completion. It is

*  The term heat island refers to urban areas air and surface temperatures that are higher than nearby rural
areas due ro the replacement of natural land cover with pavement, buildings, and other infrastructure. U.S.
EPA, Heat Island Effect, website: http://www.epa.gov/heatisland/about/index.html, January 24, 2005.
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expected that such improvements could be made with minimal impact upon the surrounding land uses.
All property owners would be notified in advance if temporary electricity outages are expected. Impacts
to electricity infrastructure would be less than significant.

While the Proposed Project would implement energy conservation practices described above, the extent of
energy conservation and efficiency cannot be calculated with any degree of certainty. As such, this
estimate should be considered conservative from a long-range planning perspective. From a regional
energy management planning perspective, LADWP estimates long-range energy demands based on
buildout of the City’s General Plan, consistent with the density of development permitted within the
respective underlying zoning districts. The Proposed Project site encompasses 32.2 acres, which has an
underlying allowable FAR of six times the buildable lot area. As such, the theoretical density use for
energy supply planning projections is approximately 8.4 million square feet of development, which is well
above the approximate 2.15 million square feet that would be developed upon buildout of the Thirty-Year
Master Plan. Accordingly, the Proposed Project’s increase in electricity demand could be accommodated
within the context of regional energy supplies and impacts to electricity availability would be less than
significant.

Long-Term Energy Consumption - Natural Gas

With the development of the Proposed Project, natural gas would continue to be provided to the Project
Site by the Southern California Gas Company from existing facilities in the vicinity of the site. While the
Proposed Project would not increase the number of students attending classes, the Proposed Project would
increase the total number of natural gas-consuming facilities located on-site. Specifically, new facilities
that would increase the quantity of natural gas consumed by the Campus would include several new and
expansions to existing offices and classrooms requiring heating, and a new pool (increased in size)
requiring heating. All of these improvements and additions would increase the number of gas-using
facilities on the site, thereby increasing the site’s total natural gas consumption by a corresponding

amount.

The Thirty-Year Master Plan builds upon the various campus improvements and organizational and
programmatic changes that are proposed as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan. As such, the analytical
methodology used to determine the Proposed Project’s future natural gas consumption is based on the
assumption that the various physical and programmatic changes proposed as part of the Five-Year
Campus Plan are completed prior to the initiation of the Proposed Project. As shown in Table IV.H.1-4,
the Campus’ natural gas consumption would be anticipated to increase by approximately 27,742,560 cf
per year upon buildout of the Thirty-Year Master Plan. This estimate accounts for a reduction of
approximately 3,457,440 cf per year for the existing industrial uses that would be acquired and
demolished as part of the Thirty-Year Master Plan.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.H. Public Utilities
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Table IV.H.14
Proposed Project Natural Gas Consumption
Consumption Total Annual
Development Size Rate(cf/sf/month) ° Consumption (cf)
Proposed Project
Five-Year Campus Plan (Existing) 850,000 sf 2.0 20,400,000
Thirty-Year Master Plan (New) 1,300,000 sf 2.0 31,200,000
Less Existing Industrial Uses 98,000 sf 2.94 -3,457,440
Total Proposed Project Natural Gas Consumption (cf) 48,142,560
Total Thirty-Year Master Plan Net Increase (cf) 27,742,560

¢ Based on SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993. All Thirty-Year Master Plan development assumed to use office
natural gas consumption rate.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

For the purposes of this analysis, it has been assumed that the natural gas currently consumed on-site
would continue to be used for the same purposes under the Proposed Project. The additional ancillary
structures would slightly increase the use of natural gas on the site. Since development of the Proposed
Project would include the replacement and/or modernization of much of the gas delivery infrastructure, as
well as new gas-utilizing fixtures, it has been assumed that the natural gas infrastructure under the
Proposed Project would exhibit an increase in energy efficiency when compared to the existing facilities.
This assumption is based upon the development of energy conservation standards established by the
California Energy Commission under Title 24; standards which were not in place when the Campus was
first constructed. However, it is likely that the additional number of gas-consumptive uses to be contained
within the Proposed Project would more than offset any reduction in the use of natural gas to be
associated with the installation of improved infrastructure.

The ability of the SGC’s regional infrastructure to deliver the peak natural gas requirement to the site
would not be expected to be severely affected by implementation of the Proposed Project. However, if
off-site gas delivery system improvements are determined to be necessary by SGC in order to serve the
Proposed Project, they would be required to be implemented prior to project completion. Such
improvements however, could be made with minimal impact upon the surrounding land uses, and all
property owners would be notified in advance if temporary gas outages are expected. Impacts to natural
gas infrastructure would be less than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Development and implementation of the related projects within the study area would result in the
consumption of approximately 209 million kWh of electricity and approximately 471 million cf of natural
gas per year, as shown in Tables IV.H.1-5 and IV.H.1-6. Although the cumulative impact of the
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identified related projects may require the installation of additional electrical and/or natural gas
distribution facilities, it is expected that service availability, and thus the extent of any potential locally
occurring cumulative impacts on utility service, would necessarily be determined through the
environmental review process for each individual project. The construction of any power distribution
facilities required in association with any related project may cause limited local short-term impacts in the
forms of unavoidable noise, air pollution, and traffic congestion during construction. Assuming related
projects are in full compliance with all applicable energy conservation programs, cumulative energy
impacts would be less-than-significant. Related projects could further reduce energy impacts through
the implementation of mitigation measures similar to that listed below for the Proposed Project.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.H. Public Utilities
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Table IV.H.1-5
Estimated Cumulative Electricity Consumption

Consumption Rate Total
Project Name/Description * Land Use Size (kWh/sf/year)® | (kWh/sf/year)
1. Yee Yuan Laundry Laundromat n/a n/a n/a
2. California Center Bank Office 2.8 ksf 12,950/ ksf 165,760
3. Car Wash and Retail Center Car Wash/Retail 7.1 ksf 13,550/ ksf 96,205
4. Hollytron Retail Store Retail 23.5 ksf 13,550/ ksf 318,425
Office 8,200 ksf 12,950/ ksf 106,190,000
Hotel © 375 ksf 9,950/ ksf 3,731,250
5. | Alameda District Plan Apartment ¢ 300 du 5,626.5/ du 1,687,950
Retail 250 ksf 13,550/ ksf 3,387,500
Museum 70 ksf 10,500/ ksf 735,000
Hotel 900 ksf 9,950/ ksf 8,955,000
Cinema ¢ 72 ksf 10,500/ ksf 756,000
Theatre © 20 ksf 10,500/ ksf 210,000
6. Staples Entertainment Center Restaurant 345 ksf 47,450/ ksf 16,370,250
Retail 498 ksf 13,550/ ksf 6,723,000
Office 165 ksf 12,950/ ksf 2,136,750
Apartment 800 du 5,626.5/ du 4,501,200
Hotel 300 ksf 9,950/ ksf 2,985,000
7. | Metropolis Office 1,600 ksf 12,950/ ksf 20,720,000
Retail 223 ksf 13,550/ ksf 3,021,650
8. | LA Center Studios Expansion Sound Stage ' 249.3 ksf 4,350/ ksf 1,084,460
9. Bar and Restaurant Restaurant/Bar 5.3 ksf 47,450/ ksf 251,485
10. | Mixed Use Residential Commercial |Residential/Commercial 50 ksf 13,550/ ksf 677,500
11. | Dance Hall Restaurant 12.5 ksf 47,450/ ksf 593,125
12. | Condominium Condominium 146 du 5,626.5/du 821,469
13. | Fast Food with Drive-Thru Fast Food 2.5 ksf 47,450/ ksf 118,625
14. | Office and Specialty Retail Office/Retail 12.6 ksf 12,950/ ksf 163,170
15. | LA Mart Retail 250 ksf 13,550/ ksf 3,387,500
16. | Mixed Use Residential Commercial el S LD 183,500
Apartment 146 du 5,626.5/ du 821,469
17. | Manufacturing Facility Manufacturing 216 ksf 10,500/ ksf 2,268,000
18. | Orthopedic High School High School 1,054 students n/a n/a
19. | Quality Restaurant and Night Club Restaurant 7.1 ksf 47,450/ ksf 336,895
20. | Medical Center/Clinic Medical Center 31.7 ksf 21,700/ ksf 687,890
21. | High School High School 3,077 students n/a n/a
22. | Middle School Middle School 2,129 students n/a n/a
Total Electricity Consumed by Related Projects 194,725,880
Plus Total Electricity Consumed by Proposed Project 13,986,000
Total Cumulative Electricity Consumption 208,711,880
B Related projects list obtained from Kaku Associates, December 2004.
» Based on rates provided by the SCAQMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993.
g Used following rate: one hotel room =approx. 500 sf.
g Used following rate: one apartment unit=approx. 1,000 sf.
¢ Used following seat rate: one seat=approx. 20 sf.
f Used warehouse rate.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.
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Table IV.H.1-6
Estimated Cumulative Natural Gas Consumption
Consumption Rate Total
Project Name/Description * Land Use Size {cf/unit/month)® (cf/unit/year)
1. Yee Yuan Laundry Laundromat n/a n/a n/a
2. California Center Bank Office 12.8 ksf 2.0/ sf 307,200 sf
3. Car Wash and Retail Center Car Wash/Retail 7.1 ksf 2.9/ sf 247,080 sf
4, Hollytron Retail Store Retail 23.5 ksf 2.9/ sf 817,800 sf
Office 8,200 ksf 2.0/ sf 196,800,000 sf
Hotel ¢ 375 ksf 4.8/ sf 21,600,000 sf
5; Alameda District Plan Apartment ¢ 300 du 4,011.5/ du 14,441,400 du
Retail 250 ksf 2.9/ sf 8,700,000 sf
Museum 70 ksf 2.9/ sf 2,436,000 sf
Hotel © 900 ksf 4.8/sf 51,840,000 sf
Cinema °© 72 ksf 2.9/ sf 2,505,600 sf
Theatre © 20 ksf 2.9/ sf 696,000 sf
6. Staples Entertainment Center Restaurant 345 ksf 2.9/ sf 12,006,000 sf
Retail 498 ksf 2.9/ sf 17,330,000 sf
Office 165 ksf 2.0/ sf 3,960,000 sf
Apartment 800 du 4,011.5/ du 3,209,200 du
Hotel 300 ksf 4.8/ sf 17,280,000 sf
T. Metropolis Office 1,600 ksf 2.0/ sf 38,400,000 sf
Retail 223 ksf 2.9/ sf 7,760,400 sf
8. | LA Center Studios Expansion Sound Stage 249.3 ksf 2.9/ sf 8,675,640 sf
9. Bar and Restaurant Restaurant/Bar 5.3 ksf 2.9/ sf 184,440 sf
10. Mixed Us.e Residential Residenn’z'd/ 50 ksf 2.9/ sf 1,740,000 s
Commercial Commercial
11. | Dance Hall Restaurant 12.5 ksf 2.9/ sf 435,000 sf
12. | Condominium Condominium 146 du 4,011.5/ du 7,028,148 du
13. | Fast Food with Drive-Thru Fast Food 2.5 ksf 2.9/ sf 87,000 sf
14. | Office and Specialty Retail Office/Retail 12.6 ksf 2.0/ sf 302,400 sf
15. | LA Mart Retail 250 ksf 2.9/ sf 8,700,000 sf
16 Mixed Use Residential Retail 10 ksf 2.9/ sf 348,000 sf
" | Commercial Apartment 146 du 4,011.5/ du 7,028,148 du
17. | Manufacturing Facility Manufacturing 216 ksf 2.9/ sf 7,516,800 sf
18. | Orthopedic High School High School 1,054 students n/a n/a
19, 8;‘:;“3’ Resunan: and Hight Restaurant 7.1 ksf 2.9/ sf 247,080 sf
20. | Medical Center/Clinic Medical Center 31.7 ksf 2.9/ sf 1,103,160 sf
21. | High School High School 3,077 students n/a n/a
22. | Middle School Middle School 2,129 students n/a n/a
Total Natural Gas Consumed by Related Projects 443,732,480
Plus Total Natural Gas Consumed by Proposed Project 27,742,560
Total Cumulative Natural Gas Consumption 471,475,040

¢
d

[

Related projects list obtained from Kaku Associates, December 2004.

Based on rates provided by the SCAOMD, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993. All restaurant, museum, theatre, cinema,

sound stage, fast food, and hospital uses are estimated to use the same natural gas as retail uses.
Used following rate: one hotel room =approx. 500 sf.
Used following rate: one apartment unit=approx. 1,000 sf.
Used following seat rate: one seat=approx. 20 sf.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.
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MITIGATION MEASURE

No significant impacts upon electricity or natural gas resources or infrastructure systems have been
identified, thus no mitigation measures are required. Nevertheless, LADWP recommends the following
measure be incorporated into the final design as feasible, to reduce the Proposed Project’s demands for
energy resources.

1. The applicant shall incorporate measures recommended by the Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power to meet or, if possible, exceed minimum efficiency standards for Title XXIV
of the California Code of Regulations. Measures shall include, but not be limited to those
outlined in LADWP’s NOP response letter dated January 10, 2004 and included in Appendix
A.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION

While the Proposed Project’s impact upon electricity and natural gas resources and infrastructure would
be less than significant prior to mitigation, implementation of the mitigation measure listed above would
serve to further reduce the Proposed Project’s demand for energy resources.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.H. Public Utilities
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
H. UTILITIES
2. SEWER AND WASTEWATER TREATMENT

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation Division provides sewer
conveyance infrastructure and wastewater treatment services in the project area. The Hyperion
Treatment Plant (HTP), located directly west of the Los Angeles International Airport in Playa Del
Rey, would provide wastewater treatment for the Project Site. The Hyperion Service Area (HSA)
encompasses approximately 328,000 acres, or approximately 515 square miles, of the greater Los
Angeles area. The HSA includes approximately 96 percent of the total area served by LADWP. In
1998, the HTP was upgraded to provide full secondary treatment for all wastewater based on an
average dry weather flow of 450 million gallons per day (mgd). The HTP currently processes average
wastewater flows of approximately 350 mgd.'

In 1998, several communities in South Los Angeles suffered severe sewage spills during the unusually
heavy rainstorms of El Nifio because of the failure of the main sewer, the North Outfall Sewer (NOS).
The sewage overflows were caused by a combination of the age, size, and condition of NOS along with
the heavy rains. The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) issued a cease and desist order
requiring the City of Los Ang;sles to complete construction of several new sewers throughout the City
in approximately seven years, including the East Central Interceptor Sewer (ECIS).

In July of 2004 the City completed the construction of the new East Central Interceptor Sewer (ECIS)
that allows wastewater to be diverted from the middle portion of the existing NOS, allowing the NOS to
be rehabilitated and providing additional capacity for projected wastewater flows. The ECIS pipeline
extends from the north part of Baldwin Hills in Culver City to just east of the Los Angeles River near
Mission Road making it approximately eleven miles long. Unit 3 of the ECIS pipeline runs east-west
through Exposition Boulevard between Arlington Avenue and San Pedro Street. The ECIS is currently

operating.’

As shown in Table IV.H.2-1, assuming that the Campus’ existing conditions include the development
outlined in the Five-Year Campus Plan, an average of approximately 170,000 gallons per day (gpd) or 91
million gallons per year of wastewater is generated on the Project Site by the existing uses.

T Written correspondence from Adel Hagekhalil, Division Manager, City of Los Angeles, Wastewarer
Engineering Services Division, Bureau of Sanitation, June 8, 2004.

2 City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering, East Central Incepior Sewer
Project, website: htip://eng.lacity.org/projects/ecis/ECIS Main.htm, January 21, 2005.
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Table IV.H.2-1
Existing Wastewater Generation

Generation Rate’ Total Generation
Development Size (gpd) (gpd)
Existing Conditions
Five Year Campus Plan 850,000 sf | 200/1,000 sf 170,000
Total Existing Wastewater Generation (gpd) 170,000

¢ Wastewater generation rates were provided by Los Angeles County Bureau of Sanitation, July 2002.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

Existing sewer lines serving the Project Site include: 8-inch and 24-inch mains in Washington Boulevard;
an 8-inch main in Olive Street; a 50-inch main in Grand Avenue; an 8-inch main in 23™ Street; an 8-inch
main in 21% Street; 8-inch and 12-inch mains in Flower Street; and an 8-inch main running east-west
across the center of the campus, between Washington Boulevard and 21% Street.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Thresholds of Significance

A project would have a significant impact on sanitary sewer systems if its implementation would result
in a measurable increase in wastewater generation to a point where it would cause a sewer line to
become constrained, or if the project’s wastewater flows would substantially or incrementally exceed
the capacity of existing or planned wastewater conveyance systems or treatment facilities that serve the

area.

Project Impacts

The Proposed Project would result in the buildout and densification of the existing LATTC Campus,
including the construction of several new academic and administrative buildings, four new multi-level
parking structures, and recreational, pedestrian, and access improvements by 2034, New classroom
buildings would provide space for fashion and design, culinary arts, and vocational arts and technologies.
For a more detailed discussion of building uses, locations, and designs, see Section II. Project

Description.
Wastewater Treatinent

The Thirty-Year Master Plan builds upon the various campus improvements and organizational and
programmatic changes that are proposed as part of the Five-Year Campus Plan. As such, the analytical
methodology used to determine the Proposed Project’s future wastewater generation is based on the
assumption that the various physical and programmatic changes proposed as part of the Five-Year
Campus Plan are completed prior to the initiation of the Proposed Project. As shown in Table IV.H.2-2,
upon buildout of the Five-Year Campus Plan, the LATTC Campus is estimated to generate approximately
170,000 gpd of wastewater. The Proposed Project provides 1.3 million square feet of instructional
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Table IV.H.2-2
Proposed Project Wastewater Generation
Development Size ! Generation Rate * I Total Generation (gpd)
Existing Conditions
Five-Year Campus Plan 850,000 sf i 200/1,000 sf | 170,000
Proposed Project
Thirty-Year Master Plan 1,300,000 sf 200/1,000 sf 260,000
Less Existing Industrial Uses 98,000 sf 200/1,000 sf -19,600
Total Proposed Project Wastewater Generation (gpd) 410,400
Total Proposed Project Net Increase (gpd) 240,400

@ City of Los Angeles wastewater generation rates were unavailable on a per square foot basis for college uses. As such,
wastewater generation rates were provided by Los Angeles County Bureau of Sanitation, July 2002.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

and office space beyond that which is provided in the Five-Year Campus Plan. As calculated in Table
IV.H.2-2, above, the Campus’ wastewater generation would be anticipated to increase by approximately
240,400 gpd upon buildout of the Thirty-Year Master Plan. This estimate accounts for a reduction of
approximately 19,600 gpd for the existing industrial uses that would be acquired and demolished as part
of the Thirty-Year Master Plan. It should be noted, however, that this estimate provides a worst-case
scenario, as it does not account for more efficient new and replacement water consumptive facilities (as
discussed under Section IV.H.3. Water Conservation) which would result in the generation of less
wastewater. Furthermore, development under the Proposed Project would be subject to all applicable
water conservation regulations identified in LAMC Chapter XII. Water Conservation Plan, as amended
by Ord. 166,080, Ord. 163,532, and others, described in detail in Section IV.H.3, which would further
reduce water use, and therefore wastewater generation. As such, the actual net increase of wastewater
generation attributed to the Proposed Project could potentially be much less than the 240,000 gpd
currently projected.

The HTP has on average 100 mgd of remaining capacity daily. The Proposed Project’s anticipated
addition of approximately 240,000 gpd of wastewater would represent an insignificant daily contribution
of less than 0.002% of the HTP’s remaining daily sewage capacity. As such, the Proposed Project would
have a less-than-significant impact with regard to wastewater treatment.

Wastewater Infrastructure

Sewer service for the Campus would continue to be provided by the City of Los Angeles Department of
Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation Division with the existing sewer infrastructure on the Project Site,
which include the 8-inch and 24-inch mains in Washington Boulevard, an 8-inch main in Olive Street, a
50-inch main in Grand Avenue, an 8-inch main in 23" Street, an 8-inch main in 21% Street, 8-inch and 12-
inch mains in Flower Street, and an 8-inch main running east-west across the center of the Project Site,
between Washington Boulevard and 217 Street. As shown in Figure IV.H.2-1, several upgrades and
additions to the sewer system on the Campus are proposed as part of the Thirty-Year Master Plan. These
V""" " @ " ——— === = T —— ]
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sewer system improvements include the addition of a new 6-inch sewer main running north-south through
the center of the Project Site, providing sewer connections for the proposed classrooms that will front
Flower Street. Improvements would also include the addition of several short (i.e., 50 or 60 foot long)
mains providing sewer connections to the proposed vocational arts and technologies buildings that will
front Olive Street and Grand Avenue, the proposed classrooms that will front 23™ Street, the proposed
gym and pool facility at the corner of 23™ Street and Flower Street, and the proposed classrooms located
in the center of campus adjacent to the track and the Learning Resources Center, in addition to various
other short hook-ups throughout the Campus. A small number of short mains would be removed as part
of the Proposed Project.

The construction of the proposed sewer mains may cause a temporary impact on the existing Campus and
surrounding community due to increased air/dust pollution, noise, and traffic congestion throughout the
duration of the construction activities. Due to the relatively short and temporary impacts associated with
these infrastructure improvements, secondary impacts related to air quality, noise, and
transportation/circulation would be considered less than significant.

It is expected that the Proposed Project’s increase in wastewater generation could be accommodated
within existing sewer mains and those mains that would be constructed through 2034 as part of the
Proposed Project. As such, impacts to sewer infrastructure would be expected to be less than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

As shown in Table IV.H.2-3, related projects in the vicinity of the Project Site would be estimated to
consume a total of approximately 2.48 mgd of sewage, or approximately 904.8 million gallons per year,
upon completion. Cumulative wastewater generation (that associated with the related projects plus the
Proposed Project) is estimated at approximately 2.71 or approximately 989 million gallons per year.
Cumulative wastewater generation would account for approximately 2.5 percent of remaining daily
sewage flow capacity allowed by the HTP system, which would not result in a significant impact. While
the adequacy of existing wastewater infrastructure that would serve the related projects can only be
determined on a project-by-project basis, the Proposed Project already includes several on-site
wastewater infrastructure upgrades to ensure that the proposed development does not tax the
infrastructure available to serve surrounding properties. Those related projects not yet under
construction would be subject to interim and future ordinances which restrict the issuance of building
permits based on the availability of allotted monthly sewer capacity. Assuming related projects are in
full compliance with all applicable water conservation (and wastewater reducing) programs, cumulative
impacts to wastewater services would be less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

As impacts would be less than significant, no mitigation measures are required.
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Table I'V.H.2-3
Estimated Cumulative Wastewater Generation
Total Wastewater
Project Generation Rate Generation
Name/Description ° Land Use Size (gallons/day) ® (gallons/ day)
1 Yee Yuan Laundry Laundromat n/a n/a n/a
2. California Center Bank Office 12.8 ksf 150/ ksf 1,920
3, | S Wahand Rl Car Wash/Retail 7.1 ksf 80/ ksf 568
Center
4. Hollytron Retail Store Retail 23.5 ksf 80/ ksf 1,880
Office 8,200 ksf 150/ ksf 1,230,000
Hotel 750 rm 130/ m 97,500
5. | Alameda District Plan Apartment ¢ 300 du 160/ du 48,000
Retail 250 ksf 80/ ksf 20,000
Museum 70 ksf 20/ ksf 1,400
Hotel 1,800 rm 130/ rm 234,000
Cinema 3,600 seats 4/ seat 14,400
Staples Entertainment Theatre 1,000 seats 4/ seat 4,000
6. Center Restaurant 345 ksf 300/ ksf 103,500
Retail 498 ksf 80/ ksf 39,840
Office 165 ksf 150/ ksf 24,750
Apartment ¢ 800 du 160/ du 128,000
Hotel 600 rm 130/ rm 78,000
7. Metropolis Office 1,600 ksf 150/ ksf 240,000
Retail 223 ksf 80/ ksf 17,840
g, i LALemesSdios Sound Stage 249.3 ksf 80/ ksf 19,944
Expansion
9. Bar and Restaurant Restaurant/Bar 5.3 ksf 300/ kst 1,590
10. | Mixed Use Residential/Commercial 50 ksf 80/ksf 4,000
11. | Dance Hall Restaurant 12.5 ksf 300/ ksf 3,750
12. | Condominium Condominium ¢ 146 du 160/ du 23,360
13. | Fast Food w/Dr-Thru Fast Food 2.5 ksf 300/ ksf 750
14. | Office/Specialty Office/Retail 12.6 ksf 150/ksf 1,890
15. | LA Mart Retail 250 ksf 80/ ksf 20,000
16. | Mixed Use Retail 10 ksf 80/ ksf 800
Apartment 146 du 160/ du 23,360
17. | Manufacturing Facility Manufacturing 216 ksf 80/ ksf 17,280
1g, | Srbopedic High High School 1,054 students W 12,648
19. | Restaurant/Club Restaurant 7.1 ksf 300/ ksf 2,130
20. | Medical Ctr./Clinic Medical Center 31.7 ksf 250/ ksf 7,925
21. | High School High School 3,077 students 12/ student 36,924
22. | Middile School Middle School 2,129 students 8/ student 17,032
Total Wastewater Generated by Related Projects 2,478,981
Plus Wastewater Generated by Proposed Project 240,000
Total Cumulative Wastewater Generation 2,718,981

a
b

I

Related projects list obtained from Kaku Associates, December 2004.

Based on rates provided by City of Los Angeles, Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 1998.
All dwelling units assumed to be two-bedroom apartments.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
H. UTILITIES
3. WATER CONSERVATION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Water service is provided to both the Project Site and the surrounding locale by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP). LADWP is responsible for ensuring that water demand
within the City is met and that State and federal water quality standards are achieved. In terms of the
City’s overall water supply, in addition to local groundwater sources, the LADWP operates and receives
water via the Los Angeles-Owens River aqueduct and is 2 member of the Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California (MWD). According to the LADWP Urban Water Management Plan Annual
Update, City water supplies during fiscal year 2003-2004 were derived from the following sources: (1)
approximately 53 percent purchased from the MWD; (2) approximately 33 percent received from the
Los Angeles Aqueduct; and (3) approximately 14 percent pumped from groundwater basins. In
addition, the City holds the rights to the San Fernando, Sylmar, West Coast, and Central groundwater
basins. The amount of water obtained from these sources varies from year to year and is primarily
dependent on weather conditions and demand. '

According to LADWP projections, the three aforementioned sources will supply the City’s water needs
beyond the year 2020. In fiscal year 2003-2004, LADWP provided 690,450 acre-feet of water.
According to recent projections, the City’s water demand for 2020 is estimated at 900 cubic feet per

second (cfs). 2

LADWP has instituted significant water conservation measures to go along with the State level
regulations. These measures are included in the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Chapter XII.
Water Conservation Plan, as amended by Ord. 166,080, Ord. 163,532, and others. Mandatory water

conservation policies include:

e New buildings required to install and existing building required to be replaced with water
conservation fixtures, including ultra low-flush toilets, urinals, taps, and showerheads;

e Hose washing of hard paved surfaces prohibited;

e Mandatory 10 percent reduction in irrigation of large turf areas (three acres or more) from the
1986 base year;

e Irrigation and lawn watering prohibited between 10 AM and 5 PM from April 1* to September
30™ and between 11 AM and 3 PM between October 1% and March 31°.

T City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Urban Water Management Plan, Fiscal Years 2003-
2004 Annual Update, website: http://www.ladwp.com/ladwp/cms/ladwp006350.pdf, January 21, 2005.

2 Ibid.
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LADWP is also in the process of expanding water recycling plants throughout the City, to reach its goal
of providing recycled water for 10 percent of total demand by 2010. By 2010, LADWP expects that the
Los Angeles-Glendale Water Reclamation Plant would be able to provide up to 2,100 acre feet of recycled
water to customers in the Elysian Park and Central City areas. Recycled water is typically used for
irrigation and industrial uses.’

Water storage is essential for the LADWP to supply water during high demand conditions and provide
for firefighting and emergencies. The City water system includes 104 tanks and reservoirs ranging in
size from 10,000 gallons to 60 billion gallons with a total capacity of 109 billion gallons.*

Water is currently consumed on the Project Site for a variety of uses, including field and landscaping
irrigation, public restrooms, classroom uses, and food preparation. As shown in Table IV.H.3-1, below,
assuming that the Campus’ existing conditions include the development outlined in the Five-Year Campus
Plan, an average of approximately 204,000 gallons per day (gpd) of water would be consumed on the
Project Site by the existing uses prior to initiation of the Thirty-Year Master Plan.

Table IV.H.3-1

Existing Water Consumption
Consumption Rate* Total Consumption
Development Size (gpd) (gpd)
Existing Conditions
Five Year Campus Plan 850,000 sq. ft. ] 240/1,000 sf 204,000
Total Existing Water Consumption (gpd) 204,000

e City of Los Angeles water consumption rates were unavailable on a per square foot basis for college uses. As such, water
consumption rates were provided by Los Angeles County Bureau of Sanitation, July 2002. (Water consumption rates
assumed to be 120% of wastewater generation rates.)

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

Existing water infrastructure on the Project Site include the following water mains: 16-inch and 24-inch
mains in Washington Boulevard; a 12-inch main in Olive Street; a 12-inch main in Grand Avenue; an 8-
inch main in 23" Street; an 8-inch main in 21* Street; and 8-inch and 16-inch mains in Flower Street.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Thresholds of Significance

Implementation of a project would result in a significant impact on water service if either of the

following occurs: 1) demand by the project exceeds the ability of LADWP to service the area based on
anticipated water supplies; or 2) water demand generated by the project exceeds the capacity of existing

i Ibid.
*  City of Los Angeles, Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 1998.
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or planned water distribution systems, resulting in an unmet need for additional infrastructure in order
to provide adequate levels of service.

Project Impacts

The Proposed Project would result in the buildout and densification of the Project Site, including the
construction of several mew academic and administrative buildings, four new multi-level parking
structures, and recreational, pedestrian, and access improvements by 2034. New classroom buildings
would provide space for fashion and design, culinary arts, and vocational arts and technologies. In total,
the proposed Thirty-Year Master Plan would provide 1.3 million square feet of floor area for instructional
and office uses beyond that which is provided in the Five-Year Campus Plan. For a more detailed
discussion of building uses, locations, and designs, see Section II. Project Description.

Water Supply

The Proposed Project would increase the total number of water consumptive facilities located on-site,
which would include: new bathrooms in academic and administrative buildings; sinks and other water
consumptive devices related to classroom instruction; an expanded pool and gym facility; and additional
landscaping throughout the Campus. However, water delivery infrastructure and fixtures proposed for
the Campus would exhibit an increase in efficiency when compared to the existing facilities, requiring the
use of less water to perform the same function. The new system would eliminate existing leakages and
pressure problems associated with the existing infrastructure, and would conform to current standards not
in place at the time of the Campus’ original construction or subsequent upgrades. Furthermore,
development under the Proposed Project would be subject to all applicable water conservation regulations
identified in LAMC Chapter XII. Water Conservation Plan, as amended by Ord. 166,080, Ord.
163,532, and others, described in detail in the beginning of this Section.

As shown in Table IV.H.3-2, upon buildout of the Thirty-Year Master Plan, water consumption on the
Project Site is estimated to increase by approximately 288,480 gpd, above existing conditions
consumption. While the Proposed Project would implement water conservation practices described
above, the extent of water conservation and efficiency cannot be calculated with any degree

I R R
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Table IV.H.3-2
Proposed Project Water Consumption

Development Size i Consumption Rate * | Total Consumption (gpd) |
Existing Conditions
Five-Year Campus Plan 850,000 sf L 240/1,000 sf l 204,000
Proposed Project
Thirty-Year Master Plan 1,300,000 sf 240/1,000 sf 312,000
Less Existing Industrial Uses 98,000 sf 240/1,000 st -23,520
Total Proposed Project Water Consumption (gpd) 492,480
Total Proposed Project Net Increase (gpd) 288,480

= City of Los Angeles water consumption rates were unavailable on a per square foot basis for college uses. As such,
water consumption rates were provided by Los Angeles County Bureau of Sanitation, July 2002. (Water consumption rates
assumed to be 120% of wastewater generation rates.)

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 20035,

of certainty. As such, this estimate should be considered conservative from a long-range planning
perspective. From a regional water management planning perspective, LADWP estimates long-range
water demands based on buildout of the City’s General Plan, consistent with the density of development
permitted within the respective underlying zoning districts. The Project Site encompasses 32.2 acres,
which has an underlying allowable FAR of six times the buildable lot area. As such, the theoretical
density use for water supply planning projections is approximately 8.4 million square feet of development,
which is well above the approximate 2.15 million square feet that would be developed upon buildout of
the Thirty-Year Master Plan. Accordingly, the Proposed Project’s increase in water demand could be
accommodated within the context of regional water supplies and impacts to water availability would be
less than significant.

Water Infrastructure

As shown in Table IV.H.3-2, above, the Campus’ water demand would be anticipated to increase by 2034
with the implementation of the Proposed Project. Water service for the Campus would continue to be
provided by LADWP from the existing water infrastructure on and surrounding the Project Site, which
include 16-inch and 24-inch mains in Washington Boulevard, a 12-inch main in Olive Street, a 12-inch
main in Grand Avenue, an 8-inch main in 23™ Street, an 8-inch main in 21% Street, and 8-inch and 16-
inch mains in Flower Street. As discussed in Section IV.G.2. Fire Protection, the Proposed Project is
estimated to require a fire flow of between 6,000 and 12,000 gallons per minute from four to six fire
hydrants flowing simultaneously. Exact fire flow requirements would be determined by the Los Angeles
Fire Department during the site plan check.

The Proposed Project includes several upgrades/additions to the water distribution system on campus, as
shown in Figure IV.H.3-1. These water system improvements include the addition of a new 6-inch water
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main running north-south down the center of the Project Site, with connections to the existing 16-inch
main in Washington Boulevard and the existing 8-inch main in 21% Street. Improvements would also
include the addition of several new short (i.e., 50 or 60 foot long) mains providing water access to the
proposed vocational arts and technologies buildings that will front Olive Street and Grand Avenue, the
proposed classrooms that will front 23" Street, the proposed gym and pool facility at the corner of 23
Street and Flower Street, and the proposed classrooms that will front Flower Street, in addition to various
other shorter hook-ups throughout the Campus. A small number of short mains would be removed as part
of the Proposed Project, and as shown in Figure IV.H.3-1.

The construction of the proposed water infrastructure upgrades may cause a temporary impact on the
existing Campus and surrounding community due to increased air/dust pollution, noise, and traffic
congestion throughout the duration of the construction activities. As discussed in each respective section
of this Draft EIR, due to the relatively short and temporary impacts associated with these infrastructure
improvements, secondary impacts related to air quality, noise, and transportation/circulation would be
considered less than significant.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

As shown in Table IV.H.3-3, related projects in the vicinity of the Project Site would be estimated to
consume a total of approximately 2.97 mgd or 1.09 billion gallons per year of water, upon completion.
Cumulative water consumption (that associated with the related projects plus the Proposed Project) is
estimated at approximately 3.26 mgd. As with the Proposed Project, all related projects would be
subject to the City-mandated water conservation program as long as the program remains in effect.
While the adequacy of existing water infrastructure that would serve the related projects can only be
determined on a project-by-project basis, the Proposed Project already includes several on-site water
infrastructure upgrades to ensure that the proposed development does not tax the infrastructure available
to serve surrounding properties. Assuming related projects are in full compliance with all applicable
water conservation programs and implement practices similar to the recommended mitigation measures
listed below for the Proposed Project, cumulative impacts to water services would be less than

significant.

Mm
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Table IV.H.3-3
Estimated Cumulative Water Consumption
g A Total Water
tis J;)r;g:: ption * Land Use Size Consugl[::li)ohn et Consumption
(gpd)
1, Yee Yuan Laundry Laundromat n/a n/a n/a
2, California Center Bank Office 12.8 ksf 180/ ksf 2,304
3, Sg; [Z‘; ashand Rewal Car Wash/Retail 7.1 ksf 96/ ksf 682
4, Hollytron Retail Retail 23.5 ksf 96/ ksf 2,256
Office 8,200 ksf 180/ ksf 1,476,000
Hotel 750 rm 156/ rm 117,000
5. Alameda District Plan Apartment ¢ 300 du 192/ du 57,600
Retail 250 ksf 96/ ksf 24,000
Museum 70 ksf 24/ ksf 1,680
Hotel 1,800 rm 156/ rm 280,800
Cinema 3,600 seats 4.8/ seat 17,280
Staples Entertainment Theatre 1,000 seats 4.8/ seat 4,800
6. Coiter Restaurant 345 ksf 360/ ksf 124,200
Retail 498 ksf 96/ ksf 47,808
Office 165 ksf 180/ ksf 29,700
Apartment 800 du 192/ du 153,600
Hotel © 600 rm 156/ rm 93,600
T Metropolis Office 1,600 ksf 180/ ksf 288,000
Retail 223 ksf 96/ ksf 21,408
g, | LACener Smiios Sound Stage 249.3 ksf 96/ ksf 23,933
Expansion
9. Bar and Restaurant Restaurant/Bar 5.3 ksf 360/ ksf 1,908
10. | Mixed Use Residential/Commercial 50 ksf 96/ksf 4,800
11. | Dance Hall Restaurant 12.5 ksf 360/ ksf 4,500
12. | Condominium Condominium 146 du 192/ du 28,032
13. | Fast Food w Dr-Thru Fast Food 2.5 ksf 360/ ksf 900
14. g:gcif and Specialty Office/Retail 12.6 ksf 180/ksf 2,268
15. | LA Mart Retail 250 ksf 96/ ksf 24,000
16. | Mixed Use Retail 10 ksf 96/ ksf 960
Apartment 146 du 192/ du 28,032
17. | Manufacturing Facility Manufacturing 216 ksf 96/ ksf 20,736
18. | Orthopedic H.S High School 1,054 students 14.4/ student 15,178
19. | Restaurant/Night Club Restaurant 7.1 ksf 360/ ksf 2,556
20. | Medical Center/Clinic Medical Center 31.7 ksf 300/ ksf 9,510
21. | High School High School 3,077 students 14.4/ student 44,309
22. | Middle School Middle School 2,129 students 9.6/ student 20,438
Total Water Consumed by Related Projects 2,974,777
Plus Water Consumed by Propesed Project 288,480
Total Cumulative Water Consumption 3,263,257

c

Related projects list obtained from Kaku Associates, December 2004.
Based on rates provided by City of Los Angeles, Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 1998. Water consumption
rates assumed to be 120% of wastewater generation rates.

Used following rate: one apartment unit=approx. 1,000 sf; all apartments assumed to be two-bedroom.
Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
H. UTILITIES
4. SOLID WASTE AND DISPOSAL

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Within the City of Los Angeles, solid waste management, including collection and disposal services and
landfill operation, is administered by various public agencies and private companies. Single-family
residential and limited multiple-family residential refuse is collected by the City of Los Angeles Bureau
of Sanitation; waste generated by most multi-family residential sources and all commercial and
industrial sources is collected by private contractors. Waste disposal sites are operated by both the City
and County of Los Angeles, as well as by private companies. In addition, transfer stations are utilized
to store debris temporarily until larger hauling trucks are available to transport the materials directly to
the landfills. Landfill availability is limited by several factors, some of which include the following: 1)
restrictions to accepting waste generated only within a landfill’s particular jurisdiction and/or
wastershed boundary; 2) tonnage permit limitations; 3) operational constraints; and 4) corporate
objectives of landfill owners and operators.

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) was enacted to reduce, recycle,
and reuse solid waste generated in the State to the maximum amount feasible. Specifically, AB 939
required city and county jurisdictions to identify an implementation schedule to divert 25 percent of the
total waste stream from landfill disposal by the year 1995 and 50 percent by the year 2000. The Act
also requires each city and county to promote source reduction, recycling, and safe disposal or
transformation. As projects and programs are implemented, the characteristics of the waste stream, the
capacities of the current solid waste disposal facilities, and the operational status of those facilities are
upgraded, as appropriate. Therefore, each city is required to conduct an annual Solid Waste
Generation Study and to prepare a Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) to describe how it
will reach the above-noted diversion goals while accounting for changing market and infrastructure
conditions. To date, implementation of AB 939 has proven to be a successful method of reducing
landfill waste. This is especially true in the City of Los Angeles, which surpassed the 50 percent
diversion goal in 2000 by 8.8 percent, and has since implemented a 70 percent diversion goal by the

year 2020."

Currently, solid waste generated in the City of Los Angeles is typically disposed of at the Sunshine
Canyon Landfill north of Granada Hills, the Bradley Landfill and Recycling Center in Sun Valley, or

' City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, City of Los Angeles Year 2000 AB 939 Annual Report, August
2001.
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the Olinda Alpha Landfill in Orange County.? The capacities and estimated dates of closure for each
iandfill that may receive solid waste from the Project Site are included in Table IV.H.4-1, below. It is
also important to note that facility expansions and new landfills are continuously being sought as
existing facility capacity diminishes. In addition, mandatory City waste reduction and recycling
programs (in compliance with the September 1989 California Integrated Solid Waste Management Act,
SB AB 939) are greatly reducing the amount of waste that would otherwise have entered area landfills.

Table IV.H.4-1
Landfill Capacity and Intake
Remaining
Permitted Daily Average Daily Permitted Daily
Estimated Intake Intake Intake
Landfill Facility Closure Date (tons per day) (tons per day) (tons per day)

Bradley Landfill* 2007 10,000 3,447 6,553

Sunshine Canyon Landfill* 2008° 6,600 5,798 802
Olinda Alpha Landfili 2013 8,000 5,342 2,658
Total Combined Daily Intake Capacity 10,013

¢ Bradley Landfill and Sunshine Canyon Landfill are in the process of expanding their facilities to accommodate
additional solid waste.

b After the proposed expansion into City area is completed, the Sunshine Canyon Landfill is estimated to have a
additional 21-year life span.

Source (Bradley and Sunshine Canyon Landfills): Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Environmental
Programs Division, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2002 Annual Report, February 2002.

Source (Olinda Alpha Landfill): California Integrated Waste Management Board, Solid Waste Information System, website:
http:/iwww.ciwmb.ca.gov/SWIS/Search.asp,  and 2002  Landfill  Summary  Tonnage  Report,  website:
hitp:/fwww.ciwmb. ca. gov/landfills/tonnage/2002/landfill. him, January 19, 2005.

The Project Site is currently developed with the existing LATTC Campus, which would be improved
with developments outlined in the Five-Year Campus Plan upon implementation of the Proposed
Project. Solid waste is generated by a variety of activities related to the daily operation of onsite
educational facilities and programs, including (but not limited to) waste generated in classrooms, faculty
offices, and dining facilities. A portion of this waste is diverted from the waste stream through
implementation of a campus-wide mandatory recycling program, which is maintained by the Physical
Plant department.® Overall, the existing Project Site generates approximately 7.28 tons of solid waste a

day (see Table IV.H.4.-3).

2 Email correspondence with Joe Maturino, Environmental Supervisor Il, City of Los Angeles Bureau of
Sanitation, Solid Resources and Citywide Recycling Division, March 8, 2004.

¥ Los Angeles Trade Tech College, LATTC Educarional Master Plan, Administration - Physical Plant,
website: hup://www.latic.edu/lattc/edmasterplan/admin_physicalplant.htm, January 19, 2005.

—— e
LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.H. Public Utilities

Final EIR Page IV.H.4-2



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Thresholds of Significance

Implementation of a project would result in a significant impact on solid waste if the existing landfill
facilities could not adequately handle the project’s waste; if the disposal of project-related solid waste
would result in a premature exhaustion of a landfill’s capacity; or if the project conflicts with local,
State, and/or federal laws and regulations pertaining to solid waste management.

Project Impacts

Construction

Construction of the Proposed Project will generate construction and demolition debris that will need to
be disposed of at area landfills. Construction and demolition debris includes concrete, asphalt, wood,
drywall, metals, and many other miscellaneous and composite materials. Based on national averages
commercial construction and demolition projects, construction of the Proposed Project is estimated to
generate approximately 25,510 tons of construction building and demolition debris over the course of
the 30-year buildout period. This equates to approximately 850 tons per year, or roughly 3.4 tons per
day assuming an average of 22 working days per month. The daily generation of 3.4 tons of
construction and demolition waste represents a fraction (i.e., <0.0003 percent) of the total solid waste
disposal intake capacity of the local landfills serving the project area. While it is not known precisely
which of the three landfills would receive solid waste from the Project Site, each landfill would be able
to accommodate construction-related solid waste from the Proposed Project until each facility’s
estimated closure date.

Construction of the Proposed Project would occur until the year 2034, which extends beyond the
closure dates of the existing landfills that serve the project area. Considering this, it is reasonable to
assume that future City and County waste facilities would be able to accommodate the construction
waste from the Proposed Project that would be generated beyond the closure dates of the facilities
identified above. This assumption is based on the fact that solutions to meet the solid waste disposal
needs of Los Angeles County are continuously being sought at the regional level and the IWMP Siting
Element includes specific regional goals and policies to provide for the long-term disposal needs of the
County. Specific solutions to meet the solid waste disposal needs of the County consider the use of out-
of-County/remote disposal facilities, and foster the development of transformation and other innovative
solid waste disposal techniques as alternatives to landfill disposal.

Additionally, as stated in Section II, Project Description, the Los Angeles Community College District
aims to achieve LEED™ certification (per the its U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design Rating System) for all nine of its community college campuses. As such,
the proposed construction activities would include the use of recycled materials in new construction and

T e e
LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.H. Public Utilities
Final EIR Page IV.H.4-3



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates May 27, 2005

Table IV.H.4-2
Estimated Construction and Demolition Debris
Generation Rate Total Daily
Construction Activity Size (sf) (Ibs/sf)" Generation (tons)
Demolition
LATTC Buildings G, J, Band F 276,681 sf 155 21,443
Proposed Acquisition Parcels 19,600 sf 155 1,519
Construction
Thirty-Year Master Plan 1,300,000 sf | 3.9 2,548
~ Total Construction & Demolition Waste 25,510
Tons Per Year 850
Tons Per Day® 3.4

®  Source: USEPA Report No. EPA530-98-010, “Characterization of Building Related Construction & Demolition Debris in
the United States, " July 1998. Generation rate is for “commercial” land use, which is considered to best represent the
Proposed Project.

*  Based on 21 working days per month, or 252 working days per year.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

would employ recycling efforts for all demolition activities to the maximum extent feasible. These
efforts would substantially reduce the anticipated construction generated waste stream. Accordingly,
impacts associated with construction solid waste would be reduced to less than significant levels.

Operation

As shown in Table IV.H.4-3, daily operation of the Proposed Project is estimated to generate
approximately 7.28 tons of solid waste per day. However this estimate is conservatively based on the
total buildout of the Proposed Project, and does not account for the fact that the project would be
incrementally built out over a 30-year period. Nevertheless, the anticipated increase in solid waste
generation would not exceed the respective daily capacities of any of the three landfills that could
potentially receive solid waste from the Project Site (see Table IV.H.4-1). Thus, impacts would be less
than significant until the closure of the above-noted landfills, which would occur before Project
buildout. However, as noted above, the IWMP Siting Element includes goals and policies to provide
for the long-term disposal needs of the County and considers waste from future development in its
planning process. The foresight of the Siting Element increases the likelihood that future solid waste
facilities and techniques would adequately accommodate day-to-day waste from the Proposed Project.
Furthermore, the Campus would continue to implement and perhaps expand its current mandatory
recycling program further reducing the solid waste disposal needs of the Campus. Operational solid
waste impacts are therefore considered less than significant.

_————
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Table IV.H.4-3
Estimated Operational Solid Waste Generation
Size Generation Rate oty D?“”
Development = Generation
(sh) {Ibs/day) (bs/day)
Existing Development
Five-Year Campus Plan 850,00 sf | 7/1,000 sf | 5,950 (2.97 tons/day)
Proposed Project
Thirty-Year Master Plan 1,300,000 sf 7/1,000 9,100 (4.55 tons/day)
Less Existing Industrial Uses® 98,000 sf 5/1,000 -490 (0.25 tons/day)
Total Daily Solid Waste Generation 14,560 (7.28 tons/day)
Proposed Project Net Increase in Daily Solid Waste Generation 8,610 (4.3 tons/day)

*  Imtegrated Waste Management Board, Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates for Institutions, http://www.ciwmb.ca.
gov/wastechar/wastegenrates/Institution.htm, January 19, 2005. Generation rate is for “school” land use.

*  City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, “Solid Waste Generation,” 1981.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Development and implementation of the related projects within the study area would result in the
generation of approximately 152,333 pounds (or approximately 76.2 tons) of solid waste per day. The
Proposed Project would not contribute to a cumulative adverse impact to solid waste as there is
currently adequate capacity at the regional landfills identified in Table IV.H.4-1 to accommodate the
Proposed Project and the related projects identified herein. Upon project buildout in 2034, additional
capacity to accommodate the cumulative disposal needs of the Proposed Project and related projects
would become available as the City develops solutions to meet the future disposal needs at a regional
level (e.g., expanding existing landfills, transporting waste to other landfills, converting waste to
energy, recycling and waste reduction). Furthermore, similar to the Proposed Project, the related
projects would be subject to the requirements of AB 939 (i.e., divert 70 percent of the solid waste
generated from landfills through waste reduction, recycling and composting). Consequently, the
cumulative solid waste impact is considered to be less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in any significant adverse impacts relating to the
disposal of solid waste; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

%
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Table IV.H.4-4
Estimated Cumulative Solid Waste Generation
Project Total Daily
A Land Use Size Generation Rate Generation
Name/Description (Ibsiday)® (Ibs/day)
1. Yee Yuan Laundry Laundromat n/a n/a n/a
2. California Center Bank Office 12.8 ksf 7/ ksf 89.6
3. Car Wash and Retail Ctr. Car Wash/Retail 7.1 ksf 5/ksf 35.5
4, Hollytron Retail Store Retail 23.5 ksf 5/ ksf 117.5
Office 8,200 ksf 7/ ksf 57,400
Hotel 750 rm 2/ m 1,500
5. Alameda District Plan Apartment ¢ 300 du 4/du 1,200
Retail 250 ksf 5/ ksf 1,250
Museum * 70 ksf 31.2/ ksf 2,184
Hotel 1,800 rm 2/rm 3,600
Cinema ¢ ¢ 3,600 seats 1/seat 3,600
. Theatre ¢ © 1,000 seats 1/seat 1,000
6. (S:‘:II:::IS Eaieriainmeot Restaurant® 345 ksf 5/ ksf 1,725
Retail 498 ksf 5/ ksf 2,490
Office 165 ksf 7/ ksf 1,155
Apartment 800 du 4/du 3,200
Hotel 600 rm 2/ rm 1,200
7. Metropolis Office 1,600 ksf 7/ ksf 11,200
Retail 223 ksf 5/ ksf 1,115
8. | LA Center Studios Sound Stage ' 249.3 ksf 5/ ksf 1,246.5
9. Bar and Restaurant Restaurant/Bar 5.3 ksf 5/ ksf 26.5
10. | Mixed Use Residential/Commercial ¢ 50 ksf 5/ ksf 250
11. | Dance Hall Restaurant ¢ 12.5 ksf 5/ ksf 62.5
12. | Condominium Condominium 146 du 4/du 584
13. | Fast Food w/Drive-Thru Fast Food* 2.5 ksf 5/ ksf 12.5
14. | Office/Specialty Retail Office/Retail 12.6 ksf 7/ ksf 88.2
15. | LA Mant Retail 250 ksf 5/ ksf 1,250
. Retail 10 ksf 5/ ksf 50
16. | Mixed Use
Apartment 146 du 4/du 584
17. | Manufacturing Facility Manufacturing 216 ksf 62.5/ ksf 13,500
18. | Orthopedic H.S. High School ¢ 1,054 students 5/ student 5,720
19. | Restaurant/Night Club Restaurant ¢ 7.1 ksf 5/ ksf 35.5
20. | Medical Center/Clinic Medical Center 31.7 ksf 7/ ksf 221.9
21. | High School High School ¢ 3,077 students 5/student 15,385
22. | Middle School Middle School ¢ 2,129 students 5/ student 10,645
Total Solid Waste Generated by Related Projects 143,723
Plus Solid Waste Generated by Proposed Project 8,610
Total Cumulative Solid Waste Generation 152,333
(76.2 tons)

[

i

Related projects list obtained from Kaku Associates, December 2004.
Based on rates provided by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, Solid Waste Generation, 1981, unless otherwise

noted.

Used following rate: one apartment unit=approx. 1,000 sf.

California Integrated Waste Management Board, Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates, website: hup://www.ciwmb.
ca.gov/WasteChar/WasteGenRates/default. htm, January 21, 2005.

Used restaurant seat rate.

Used warehouse rate.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
I. TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The following section is based on the Draft Traffic and Parking Study for the Los Angeles Trade
Technical College (Traffic Study), prepared by Kaku Associates, December 2004. The Traffic Study is
contained in Appendix E to this EIR. The scope of analysis for the study was developed in conjunction
with the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT). The base assumptions,
technical methodologies, and geographic coverage of the study were all identified as part of the study

approach.

The Traffic Study analyzes potential project-generated traffic impacts on the street system based on
assumed completion of the Proposed Project in 2034. The study includes an analysis of the following

traffic scenarios:

Existing (2004) Conditions - The analysis of existing traffic conditions intends to provide a
basis for the remainder of the study. The existing conditions analysis includes an assessment of
streets and highways, traffic volumes, and operating conditions.

Future (2034) Cumulative Base Conditions - Future traffic conditions without the Proposed
Project are projected for the year 2034. This analysis forecasts future traffic growth and
estimates operating conditions that would be expected without the addition of project traffic by

the year 2034.

Future (2034) Cumulative Plus Project Conditions - Traffic expected to be generated by the
Proposed Project is added to the Cumulative Base traffic forecasts. These traffic projections
are used to identify potential impacts of the operating conditions in the year 2034.

Existing Street System

A comprehensive data collection effort was undertaken to develop a detailed description of existing
conditions within the study area. The assessment of conditions relevant to this study includes an
inventory of the street system, the traffic volumes on these facilities, operating conditions at key
intersections, and the current transit services in the study area.

LADOT identified the following 15 intersections to be analyzed for each of the scenarios described
above:

1. Grand Avenue and 10 Westbound (WB)/17* Street
2. Grand Avenue and 10 WB/18" Street

Ee—————————— ————— ——— ——————————————— ———————
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Figueroa Street and Washington Boulevard
Flower Street and Washington Boulevard

Grand Avenue and Washington Boulevard

Grand Avenue and 21* Street

3
4
5
6. Olive Street and Washington Boulevard
-
8. Grand Avenue and 22™ Street

9

Figueroa Street and 23™ Street
10. Flower Street and 23™ Street
11. Grand Avenue and 23" Street
12. Olive Street/Hill Street and 23" Street
13. Flower Street and Adams Boulevard
14. SR-110 Northbound (NB) off-ramp and Adams Boulevard

15. Grand Avenue and Adams Boulevard.

Figure IV.I-1 illustrates the locations of the 15 analyzed intersections. As shown, the Project Site is
bounded by Washington Boulevard to the north, Olive Street to the east, 23" Street to the south, and
Flower street to the west. Regional access to the Project Site is provided via the Harbor Freeway (SR-
110) and the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10). The Harbor Freeway runs in a north-south direction and is
located approximately 0.10 mile west of the Project Site. Freeway access is provided at Adams
Boulevard. The Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) runs in an east-west direction, approximately 0.15 mile
north of the Project Site. Freeway access is provided at Grand Avenue and at Los Angeles Street. The
following briefly describes the major streets serving the project study area.

Washington Boulevard - Washington Boulevard is a major east-west arterial that provides two travel
lanes in each direction, with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(LACMTA) Light Rail Blue Line running along the median. Washington Boulevard provides local and
regional access to the Campus. Restricted parking is available on both sides of the street within the
study area. The posted speed limit is 35 miles per hour (mph).

23rd Street - 23™ Street is an east-west collector street that provides one travel lane in each direction.
Metered parking is allowed on both sides of the street within the study area.

Adams Boulevard - Adams Boulevard is a major east-west arterial. It provides two travel lanes in each
direction. Metered parking is allowed on both sides of the street from Grand Avenue to Main Street.

LATTC Thirty-Year Master Plan IV.1. Transportation and Circulation
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Figueroa Street - Figueroa Street is a major north-south arterial. It provides two travel lanes in each
direction. Parking is generally allowed on both sides of the street within the study area. The posted

speed limit is 35 mph.

Flower Street - Flower Street is a major one-way arterial running south. It provides four travel lanes in
the southbound direction. Flower Street provides direct access to the parking areas of the Project Site.
Parking is allowed on both sides of the street.

Grand Avenue - Grand Avenue is a major north-south arterial. It provides three travel lanes, one lane
in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction. Grand Avenue provides direct
access to the Project Site. Parking is allowed on both sides of the street.

Olive Street - Olive Street is a secondary arterial. It provides four travel lanes in the northbound
direction, north of Washington Boulevard. It provides two travel lanes in each direction south of
Washington Boulevard. Parking is allowed on both sides of the street.

Existing Traffic Volumes and Levels of Service
Existing (2004) Traffic Volumes

Peak hour traffic counts were collected for the Proposed Project in October 2004 for the following
periods: the weekday morning peak hour (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.), the weekday afternoon peak hour
(4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.). Figure IV.I-2 illustrates the existing weekday morning and afternoon peak

hour traffic volumes.
Level of Service Methodology

Level of Service (LOS) is a qualitative measure used to describe the condition of traffic flow, ranging
from excellent conditions at LOS A to overload conditions at LOS F. LOS definitions are provided

below.

Thirteen of the 15 analyzed intersections are controlled by traffic signals. The “Critical Movement
Analysis” (CMA) method of intersection capacity analysis was used to determine the intersection
volume to capacity (V/C) ratio and corresponding level of servi