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CONSTRUCTION-RELATED CONTRACT
PUBLIC BUILDINGS CORE SERVICE AREA
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. MEDICAL CAMPUS
BEHAVIORAL HEALTH CENTER RENOVATION PROJECT
CERTIFY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ADDENDUM
APPROVE APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT
CAPITAL PROJECT NO. 87446
(SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 2)
(4 VOTES)

SUBJECT

Public Works is seeking Board approval to certify the Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Behavioral Health Center Renovation project; approve an
Appropriation Adjustment; and authority for Public Works to deliver the make-ready work for the
Behavioral Health Center renovation project using Board-approved Job Order Contracts.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE BOARD:

1. Certify that the Addendum to the previously certified Final Environmental Impact Report for the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Behavioral Health Center Renovation project has been completed in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act and reflects the independent judgement
and analysis of the County; find that the Board has reviewed and considered the information
contained in the Addendum and Final Environmental Impact Report prior to approving the Martin
Luther King, Jr. Behavioral Health Center Renovation project; and approve the Addendum.
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2. Approve the Fiscal Year2018-19 Appropriation Adjustment to reallocate a total of $13,395,000
from the Department of Health Services' Enterprise Fund-Committed for the Department of Health
Services to fund the projected Fiscal Year 2018-19 expenditures of the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Behavioral Health Center Renovation project, Capital Project No. 87446.

3. Approve the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Campus Behavioral Health Center Renovation project
and authorize the Director of Public Works or his designee to deliver the make-ready work for the
Behavioral Health Center Renovation project at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Campus using
Board-approved Job Order Contracts.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

Approval of the recommended actions will certify and approve the Addendum to the previously
certified Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLK) Behavioral
Health Center (BHC) Renovation project; approve the project, Capital Project (C.P.) No.87446; and
authorize Public Works to deliver the make-ready work for the MLK BHC Renovation project using
Board-approved Job Order Contracts (JOCs).

Background

On October 11, 2011, the Board approved the MLK Medical Center Multi-Service Ambulatory Care
(Tier I) project, and conceptually approved the future MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
(Tier 1) project. On January 15, 2013, the Board adopted the MLK Campus Master Plan as a policy
document to serve as a guideline for the future development of facilities and services at the campus
and found that the master plan is within the scope of the previously conceptually approved Tier I
development.

On July 31, 2018, the Board approved the project budget of $322,835,000 and authorized Public
Works to award a consultant services agreement with the most qualified firm to provide design
services for the MLK BHC Renovation project, C.P. 87446, and related projects, for a not-to-exceed
fee of $35,000,000. On October 10, 2018, the consultant services agreement was executed with
Perkins Eastman to provide design services for the MLK BHC Renovation project.

The vision for the proposed 500,000 square feet MLK BHC Renovation project is a collaborative
effort among Department of Mental Health (DMH), Department of Public Health (DPH), Department
of Health Services (DHS), Probation Department, and Workforce Development, Aging and
Community Services (WDACS), focusing on (a) County priority populations like individuals with
mental illness, substance use disorders, homeless individuals, and justice involved individuals with
significant clinical needs; (b) providing a mix of residential, outpatient, and support services to fill
major gaps in the continuum of care within South Los Angeles but available for clients Countywide;
and (c) leveraging non-County funding in the forms of service based revenue (i.e. Medicaid) and
grants.

The scope of work for the proposed MLK BHC Renovation project includes new mechanical,
electrical, and plumbing systems, new patrtitions, flooring, and ceiling throughout the building to the
replacement of the mechanical, electrical, and plumbing systems, tenant improvements throughout
the building to serve the new programs, upgrades to existing elevators, exterior building refresh, and
site improvements.
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The make-ready component for the MLK BHC Renovation project includes preparatory work for the
tenant improvements, such as interior abatement and demolition, structural upgrades to the building,
demolition of the existing single-story waiting room addition, and the relocation of the magnetic
resonance imaging trailer. Public Works intends to deliver the make-ready work using Board-
approved JOCs.

For the proposed MLK BHC Renovation project, Public Works intends to deliver the project using
design-build. Procurement of the design-builder is underway. Upon selection of the design-builder,
we will return to the Board to seek approval to award the design-build contract.

Green Building/Sustainable Design Program

On December 20, 2016, the Board adopted a new Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) policy. The MLK BHC Renovation project will support the Board's policy by providing a cost-
benefit assessment for the proposed renovation projects. If the cost-benefit assessment determines
it makes environmental and fiscal sense to retrofit the existing building to be LEED certified, it will
pursue the level of certification. Upon completion of this assessment, we will return to the Board to
recommend the level of certification based on the cost benefit assessment. The project budget is
based on code compliance and does not include costs for LEED certification.

Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals

The County Strategic Plan directs the provision of Strategy II.1, Drive Economic and Workforce
Development in the County; Strategy 11.2, Support the Wellness of our Communities; and Strategy
[11.3, Pursue Operational Effectiveness, Fiscal Responsibility, and Accountability. The recommended
actions support the Strategic Plan by supporting the wellness of our communities and enhancing the
delivery of behavioral healthcare services that will in turn benefit the common good by driving the
development of the workforce and the economic development of the County.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

On October 31, 2017, the Board approved $835,000 for the MLK BHC programming and pre-
development activities funded by DHS' operating budget. On July 31, 2018, the Board approved the
total project budget of $322,835,000 for the proposed MLK BHC Renovation project (C.P.87446)
which includes programming, pre-development activities, make-ready work, design documents, plan
check, construction, construction change order allowance, consultant services, civic art, inspection,
and project/construction management services.

Funding will be provided by each participating department based on their specific allocation of space
programmed within the facility. Based on the current program and space allocation, the percentage
of costs for DMH, DPH, DHS, Probation, and WDACS are as follows: 59 percent, 21 percent, 8
percent, 10 percent, and 2 percent, respectively. Following the expenditure of available funding from
the Departments' operating budget, the project costs to be financed would be funded initially with
short-term borrowing through the Lease Revenue Note Program and ultimately redeemed through
the issuance of long-term bonds.



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
12/11/2018
Page 4

Approval of the Fiscal Year2018-19 Appropriation Adjustment (Enclosure A) will reallocate a total of
$13,395,000 from DHS' Enterprise Fund-Committed for DHS to fully fund the remaining DHS'
percent share of the total project cost for the MLK BHC Renovation project, C.P. No. 87446.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

In accordance with the Board's Civic Art Policy amended on August 11, 2015, the MLK BHC
Renovation project and related projects budgets include 1 percent of the design and construction
costs be allocated to the Civic Arts fund. The eligible Civic Art Allocation remains at$1,000,000.

In accordance with the Board’s consolidated Local and Targeted Worker Hire Policy adopted on
September 6, 2016, the make-ready work for the MLK BHC Renovation project will require that at
least 30 percent of the total California craft worker hours for construction of the project be performed
by Local Residents and at least 10 percent be performed by Targeted Workers facing employment
barriers.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

On October 11, 2011, the Board, as lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), certified the FEIR for the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment project, Tiers | and
[I. Tier Il of the project in the certified FEIR included the development of the remainder of the campus
and was analyzed at a program level, which included up to 1,476,010 square feet of master-planned
future mixed-use development. The Board adopted a Statement of Overriding Consideration for
significant impacts identified in the FEIR in the areas of air quality, cultural resources, greenhouse
gas emissions, and construction noise that continues to apply, as well as a Mitigation Monitoring
Program. The FEIR analyzed at a programmatic level the environmental impacts of options to either
demolish or reuse the BHC building, formerly known as the Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center
building, under Tier Il development.

Although the details of the proposed MLK BHC Renovation project were not previously identified
when the FEIR was certified, the options to either demolish or reuse the BHC building were
considered, and the project is included in both the footprint and square footage of the Tier Il
development. Public Works retained EFI Global to prepare an Addendum to the 2011 MLK Medical
Center Campus Redevelopment FEIR to evaluate the environmental effects associated with the
proposed MLK BHC Renovation project. The Addendum to the FEIR (Enclosure B), as well as the
FEIR (Enclosure C) is enclosed. Pursuant to Section 15164(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, an
Addendum to a previously certified FEIR is appropriate to evaluate the environmental effects
associated with minor modifications to a previously approved project. The Addendum demonstrates
that environmental impacts resulting from the proposed MLK BHC Renovation project would not
trigger any of the conditions that require the preparation of a subsequent EIR because it will not
result in any new significant impacts beyond those analyzed in the previously certified FEIR. In
addition, the analysis contained in the Addendum demonstrates that there will be no substantial
changes to the previously approved project or with respect to the circumstances under which the
proposed project will take place and no new information of substantial importance to the
environmental analysis subsequently became known.
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The Mitigation Monitoring Program adopted by the Board at the time of certification of the FEIR will
continue to apply to the MLK BHC Renovation project to ensure that all impacts of the project remain
below the level of significance, and compliance with applicable mitigation measures will be monitored
for compliance. According to the Addendum, no additional project level mitigation is necessary.

The location and custodian of the documents and other materials constituting the record of the
proceedings upon which the Board's decision is based in this matter is with the Section Head at the
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Project Management Division |, 900 South
Fremont Avenue, Alhambra, California, 91803.

Upon the Board's approval of the recommended actions, Public Works will file a Notice of

Determination for the MLK BHC Renovation project with the Registrar-Recorder/County-Clerk in
accordance with Section 21152(a) of the California Public Resources Code.

CONTRACTING PROCESS

Public Works recommends using Board-approved JOCs to complete the make-ready work for the
MLK BHC Renovation project and intends to use design-build for the delivery of the MLK BHC
Renovation project.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

Approval of the recommended actions will have no impact on current services at the campus.
Patient care services on campus will remain fully operational during design and construction.

CONCLUSION

Please return one adopted copy of this Board letter to the Department of Public Works, Project
Management Division I.
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Respectfully submitted,

el

MARK PESTRELLA
Director

MP:AKM:ms

Enclosures

c. Arts Commission
Chief Executive Office (Capital Programs
Division)
County Counsel
Executive Office
Department of Health Services (Capital Projects
Division)
Department of Mental Health
Probation Department
Department of Public Health
Workforce Development, Aging, and Community
Services
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
REQUEST FOR APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT  SEP™S 149
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES November 9. 2018

AUDITOR-CONTROLLER:

THE FOLLOWING APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT IS DEEMED NECESSARY BY THIS DEPARTMENT. PLEASE CONFIRM THE
ACCOUNTING ENTRIES AND AVAILABLE BALANCES AND FORWARD TO THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER FOR HIS RECOMMENDATION OR
ACTION.

ADJUSTMENT REQUESTED AND REASONS THEREFOR

FY 2018-19
4 -VOTES
SOURCES USES
BA Detail - See Attachment Page 1. BA Detail - See Attachment Page 1.
SOURCES TOTAL: $ 40,185,000 USES TOTAL: $ 40,185,000

JUSTIFICATION

This budget adjustment is necessary to provide additional funding for Capital Project No. 87446, MLK - Behavioral Health Center
Project, from DHS Enterprise Fund-Committed for DHS for anticipated expenditures in FY 2018-19.

ADOPTED

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

URE Mela Guerrer foller, DHS

BOARD OF SUPERVISOR’S APPROVAL (AS REQUESTED/REVISED)

#33 - DEC 11 2018
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ATTACHMENT A

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

REQUEST FOR APPROPRIATION ADJUSTMENT

CAPITAL PROJECTS

FISCAL YEAR 2018-19

SOURCES:

DHS Enterprise Fund
MN2-3078

Committed for DHS 13,395,000
Decrease Obligated Fund Balance

Harbor Care South Enterprise Fund

MN1-HH-96-9911-60020

Operating Transfers In 13,395,000
Increase Revenue

Total Enterprise Fund $ 26,790,000
Ent Sub - Harbor Care South

A01-AC-6100-21200-21226

Other Financing Uses 13,395,000
Decrease Appropriation

Total General Fund $ 13,395,000
Total $ 40,185,000

Noted & Approved:

/hULA /ZJJAI,(/(W

Mela Guerrero, Contoller
Department of Health Services

4 VOTES

USES:

DHS Enterprise Fund
MN2-HS-6100-60070

Other Financing Uses
Increase Appropriation

13,395,000

Harbor Care South Enterprise Fund
MN1-HH-96-9912-60020

Operating Subsidy - General Fund
Decrease Revenue

13,395,000

Total Enterprise Fund $ 26,790,000
Martin Luther King Jr. Outpatient Ctr Capital Improvements

MLK - Behavioral Health Center Project
A01-CP-6014-64020-87446

Capital Assets - Buildings & Improvements 13,395,000
Increase Appropriation

Total General Fund $ 13,395,000
Total $ 40,185,000

ADOP

BOARD OF §i
COUNTY OFSLé’S)EQCYEILngRS

#33

O8Ot

EXECU VE UA-FICER

DEC 11 2018
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4™ ADDENDUM
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. MEDICAL CENTER CAMPUS
REDEVELOPMENT

(SCH No. 2010031040)

TIER II PROJECT: BEHAVIORAL HEALTH CENTER
(MACC RENOVATION AND HAWKINS BUILDING DEMOLITION)

Prepared for

County of Los Angeles

Prepared by:
EFI Global

August 2018
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1.  INTRODUCTION

In this Addendum references to the “project site” refer to the entire MLK Medical Center
Campus (MLK Campus). The project site includes the Behavioral Health Center (BHC) site that
is comprised of 1) the site of the original Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center (referred to
herein as the original MACC since the functions of this original building have been transferred to
a new MACC), and 2) the site of the Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health
Center and adjacent landscaping/gardens (referred to herein collectively as the Hawkins
Building).

A. Purpose of this Addendum

The purpose of this 4" Addendum to the 2011 Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLK) Medical Center
Campus Redevelopment Final Environmental Impact Report (2011 FEIR) is to evaluate the
environmental effects associated with the proposed the Behavioral Health Center (BHC) that
would include 1) renovation and re-occupation of the original MACC and 2) demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking (280 spaces).

The 13! Addendum addressed the effects of the East Campus Parking Structure, the 2"
Addendum addressed the effects of the proposed Child Care Center in the Claude Hudson
Auditorium and the 3" Addendum addressed impacts of a 52,000 square foot medical office
building at the northeast corner of the MLK Campus.

On October 11, 2011 the County of Los Angeles certified the 2011 FEIR, approved the Tier |
project (Tier | MLK Project) and conceptually approved the Tier Il MLK Medical Center Campus
Redevelopment Project (Tier Il MLK Project). The 2011 FEIR evaluated vacation of the original
MACC as part of Tier | (as well as maintenance of a number of buildings, provision of space to
accommodate the MACC program in a new building and other improvements); the 2011 FEIR
programmatically addressed reuse or replacement of the original MACC and Hawkins Building
as part of Tier Il development on the campus. The 2011 FEIR analyzed an envelope of
potential development on the MLK Campus (the development envelope is comprised of:
maximum square feet of occupied space, maximum demolition of existing structures, maximum
height of new structures, minimum setbacks, depth of excavation, and assumptions with respect
to daily construction activity). The maximum square footage at build out for Tier Il was identified
as 1,814,696 square feet, an increase of 1,476,010 compared to existing conditions identified in
the 2011 FEIR. Parking area is not included in developed area as it is not occupied building
area and does not generate trips. The 2011 FEIR indicated that development would include a
mix of uses, “including medical office, commercial, retail, office space, recreation, and other
development in support of the campus.”

The 2011 FEIR indicated that of the 38 acres (1.3 million square feet) of land on the MLK
Medical Center Campus, a minimum of 10% was reserved for open space and a maximum of
40% was reserved for up to 100 residential units, walkways and parking structures and/or lots
with the remainder occupied by medical center buildings.

As part of the approval of the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project (Tier | and
conceptual approval of Tier Il), the Board of Supervisors adopted Findings of Fact that identified
the potential impacts, mitigation measures and alternatives associated with Tier | and Tier Il of
the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project. The Findings of Fact identify four
significant unavoidable adverse impacts: Air Quality (construction and operation) for Tier Il,
Cultural Resources (historic resources — removal of all significant buildings and impact to an
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historic district) for Tier Il, Greenhouse Gas Emissions for Tier | and Tier Il and Noise
(construction) for Tier | and Tier Il. The Board of Supervisors also adopted a Statement of
Overriding Considerations for these four significant and unavoidable impacts that outlined the
benefits of the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project including social and
community benefits, economic benefits (jobs and business development), educational
opportunities, sustainability of the facilities, provision for needed health care services.
Specifically with respect to impacts to historic resources, the Statement of Overriding indicates
that, “[t]he cultural resources significant impacts are overridden by the project’s ability to provide
new campus improvements and to reopen a fully functional medical campus that meets the
community needs for quality health care and establishes the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical
Center Campus as a center of excellence for health care delivery, urban health promotion and
prevention, health workforce development, academic research and teaching, and economic
development.

On January 15, 2013 the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors adopted a Master Plan
for the MLK Medical Center (2013 Master Plan). The 2013 Master Plan included complete
removal of the original MACC as well as the Hawkins Building. The Board of Supervisors
approved a finding that the Master Plan was within the scope of the conceptually approved MLK
Medical Center Redevelopment (Tier Il) Project that was specified in and considered in the 2011
FEIR. In taking the action to approve the Master Plan the County indicated that the Master Plan
will serve as a guideline for future development and that before specific projects are approved
the Chief Executive Officer will recommend to the Board of Supervisors any further necessary
environmental findings and determine whether any additional project-level mitigation is required
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The first Tier Il project was renovation of three floors of the Interns and Physicians Building as a
recuperative care facility completed in 2015; a Categorical Exemption was prepared.

The second Tier Il project was the East Campus Parking Structure. The East Campus Parking
Structure was approved and 1% Addendum to the 2011 FEIR adopted January 5, 2016. The
East Campus Parking Structure is currently under construction.

The third Tier Il project, was the Child Care Center, with approximately 9,200 square feet,
reusing portions of the Hudson Auditorium. The original Hudson Auditorium was 3,910 square
feet. The Child Care Center was approved and 2" Addendum to the 2011 FEIR adopted
January 31, 2017. Construction began in August 2017 and is anticipated to be completed in
September 2018, with occupancy in October 2018.

A fourth Tier Il project, a 52,000 square foot medical office building (MOB) was approved for the
northeast corner of the MLK Campus (southwest corner of Wilmington Avenue and 120"
Street), and an addendum adopted by the Board of Supervisors September 26, 2017.
Construction is anticipated to start in August 2018 and completed in December 2019 with
occupancy anticipated in Spring 2020.

The County is now proposing to develop a mental health facility known as the Behavioral Health
Center (BHC). The BHC would entail 1) renovation of the original MACC and 2) demolition of
the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking. The BHC would
include inpatient and outpatient services for a variety of mental health programs. Renovation of
the original MACC (identified as one of five historical resources on the MLK Campus) would
result in fewer impacts (as a result of less construction and retention of an historical building) as
compared to potential demolition of the original MACC that was contemplated in the 2011 FEIR
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(both demolition and retention of the original MACC were evaluated in the 2011 FEIR) and the
2013 Master Plan. The Hawkins Building is now proposed for demolition. The original concept
identified in the 2011 FEIR did not anticipate demolition of the Hawkins Building, although in
order to provide a conservative analysis, demolition of the Hawkins Building was addressed,
and mitigation identified. The 2011 FEIR considered impacts and identified mitigation for the
worst-case condition of removal of all five historic resources on the MLK Campus (four buildings
and the associated MLK Campus Historic District).

The proposed BHC (including renovation and re-occupation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) would
be within the assumptions analyzed in the 2011 FEIR (see Sections 2 and 3 of this Addendum
for detailed descriptions and analyses by issue area) and would be consistent with the
evaluation presented in the prior Addendums to the 2011 FEIR. To comply with CEQA (Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.) and State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of
Regulations Sections 15000 et seq., also referred to as Guidelines), this Addendum to the
certified 2011 FEIR has been prepared to evaluate impacts from development of the proposed
BHC (including renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building and
replacement with gardens and surface parking).

B. CEQA Requirements

An Addendum to an EIR is the appropriate tool to evaluate the environmental effects associated
with minor modifications to previously approved projects. It is appropriate when modifications
would not result in new or increased significant adverse impacts.

According to Section 15164(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, “the lead agency or a responsible
agency shall prepare an addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions
are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred.” An addendum may be prepared if only minor technical
changes or additions are necessary. A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a
subsequent EIR must also be provided in the addendum, findings or the public record.

Section 15162 of the Guidelines lists the conditions that would require the preparation of a
subsequent EIR or negative declaration rather than an addendum. These include the following:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of
the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative
declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or

3. New information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR
was certified as complete or the negative declaration was adopted, shows any of the
following:
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A. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR or negative declaration;

B. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

C. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in
fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects
of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measures or alternative; or

D. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

Unlike a subsequent EIR, per Section 15162, a supplement to an EIR may be prepared per
Section 15163 under the following conditions.

(a) The Lead or Responsible Agency may choose to prepare a supplement to an EIR rather
than a subsequent EIR if:

(1) Any of the conditions described in Section 15162 would require the preparation of a
subsequent EIR, and

(2) Only minor additions or changes would be necessary to make the
previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed situation.

A supplement to an EIR may be distinguished from a subsequent EIR by the following: a
supplement augments a previously certified EIR to the extent necessary to address the
conditions described in section 15162 and to examine mitigation and project alternatives
accordingly. It is intended to revise the previous EIR through supplementation. A
subsequent EIR, in contrast, is a complete EIR, which focuses on the conditions described
in section 15162.

The proposed the BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building
and replacement with gardens and surface parking) is described in Section 2 of this Addendum
and would be within the assumptions for construction and operation analyzed in the 2011 FEIR.
The proposed BHC has been reviewed by the County of Los Angeles in light of Sections 15162
and 15163 of the Guidelines. As the CEQA Lead Agency, the County of Los Angeles has
determined, based on the analysis presented herein, that none of the conditions apply which
would require preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR and that an Addendum to the
certified MLK Campus Redevelopment Project 2011 Final EIR is the appropriate environmental
documentation under CEQA for the proposed BHC.

Section 3 discusses issue-by-issue how the impacts anticipated for the proposed BHC
(renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with
gardens and surface parking) would be within those previously identified in the 2011 FEIR. The
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) adopted with the 2011 FEIR would
continue to apply to the proposed BHC to ensure that all significant impacts remain less than
significant where feasible.
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C. Mitigation Measures

The 2011 FEIR identified the mitigation measures shown in Table 1 as applicable to Tier Il
projects. These mitigation measures were previously adopted by the Board of Supervisors
along with certification of the FEIR on October 11, 2011.

As a result of LACDPW experience working on the MLK Campus one of the historic mitigation
measures is proposed to be refined in order to clarify the measure and reflect current practices
on the MLK Campus. Revisions to the measure are shown below (added text is shown as
underlined and deleted text is shown in strikeout font):

Measure Cultural-4, Historical Resources. Tier Il impacts resulting from demolition or
substantial alteration of significant historical resources not in conformance with the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards shall be reduced to the maximum extent feasible
through archival documentation of as-found condition. Prior to the initiation of construction
activities, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that documentation of the Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District, Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center
(MACC), Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Medical Health Center, Interns and
PhyS|C|ans BU|Id|ng and/or Dr H. CIaude Hudson Audltorlum is completed in-accordance

documentatlon shall be in the form of a Hlstorlc American Building Survey and shaII comply
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Architectural and Engineering
Documentation. The documentation shall include archival and other appropriate
supplementary large-fermat photographic recordation, detailed historic narrative report,
measured architectural drawings, and compilation of historic research. The documentation
shall be completed by a qualified architectural historian or historian who meets the Secretary
of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for History and/or Architectural History.
The original archlval quallty documentatlon shaII be prowded to the LA Public L|brary offered

Qengress Archlval coples of the documentatlon shaII be made ava|IabIe on- I|ne and aJrse
would be available for review at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center campus and
maintained by the County of Los Angeles.

These refinements are reflected in Table 1. The refined Mitigation Measure Cultural-4 would
replace the previous language and would apply to all MLK Campus projects that have the
potential to impact historic buildings or appurtenant elements.

These refinements to Measure Cultural-4 would not change the effectiveness of the measure or
change the level of significance after mitigation. The refinements would clarify the measure and
would provide equivalent mitigation.

The proposed refinements to Measure Cultural-4 have been reviewed by the County of Los
Angeles in light of Sections 15162 and 15163 of the Guidelines and the County has determined
that none of the conditions apply that would require preparation of a subsequent or
supplemental EIR and that an Addendum is the appropriate environmental documentation under
CEQA to document these changes.
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Aesthetics

Measure Aesthetics-1. All exterior lighting for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and directed
downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land uses. New development shall not include large
expanses of reflective or otherwise glare-producing surfaces (such as windows or walls) on the facade. Additionally,
any glazed north-facing facade shall be set over 200 feet from the street in order to ensure that it would not be
subject to direct sunlight except very early and late in the day for a few winter days.

Measure Aesthetics-2. The County of Los Angeles shall review all plans for the Tier | development. Contractors
shall conform with all design features described in the Campus Planning and Programming Report, which is
intended to serve as a guide for development at the project site to ensure visual consistency and continuity at the
project site and within the surrounding area.

Measure Aesthetics-3. All development shall be limited to three stories in height if the structure would be located
along the western or eastern edge of the property. The existing setback includes the pediatric modular building/
oasis clinic located approximately 14 feet from the property line along the eastern boundary at Wilmington Avenue,
Interns and Physicians Building at approximately 20 feet from property line along the western boundary at Compton
Avenue, the Hawkins Building located at approximately 30 feet from property line along the northern boundary at
120th Street, and the Cooling Tower located at 44 feet from the property line along the south. Alternatively, if a
structure would exceed three stories in height along the perimeter of the property (western or eastern perimeter
only), at a minimum, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the building would be required stay within the
approximately 20-foot and 14-foot existing campus respective western and eastern boundary setbacks to reduce
shade and shadow impacts to adjacent land uses along Compton Avenue and Wilmington Avenue.

Measure Aesthetics-4. Where parking lots or structures are adjacent to residential areas or near other sensitive light
receptors along the southern portion of the campus, Compton Avenue, and Wilmington Avenue, retaining walls
and/or landscaping of sufficient height shall be incorporated into the design of the proposed project to shield vehicle
headlights (which typically sit at a minimum of 3 feet in height above ground). These project features shall be
included in the landscape plans and final project design plans (to avoid and reduce potential light and glare
obstructions that could impact residential areas).

Air Quality

Measure Air-1. Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier | to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to
prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil moistening shall be required to treat exposed soil during construction of
each element of the project to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards,
and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for
each element, the plans and specifications shall be reviewed by the County of Los Angeles to ensure that the plans
and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure
that soil shall be moistened not more than 15 minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and
three times a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as
instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12 percent, as determined by American Society
for Testing and Materials method D-2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the
California Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The construction contractor shall
demonstrate compliance with this measure through the submission of weekly monitoring reports to the County of
Los Angeles. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the applicable best available control
measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions from each fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation.
The County of Los Angeles shall also ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project
include a requirement for ground cover to be replaced in disturbed areas as quickly as practicable and that the
County of Los Angeles appoints a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site
construction activity including addressing issues related to fugitive dust generation.

Measure Air-2. Moistening or covering of excavated soil piles shall be required during Tier |l to treat grading areas
during construction of each element of the project to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current
air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for
construction bids for the project, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each
element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that excavated soil piles are
watered hourly for the duration of construction or covered with temporary coverings.

Measure Air-3. Discontinuing Tier Il construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during windy conditions
(when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts) shall be discontinued to avoid fugitive dust
emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in
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critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the County of Los
Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during periods when winds
exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts.

Measure Air-4. Track-out during Tier Il shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation, and track-out shall
be removed at the conclusion of each workday. Track-out is defined by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District as any bulk material that adheres to and agglomerates on the exterior surface of motor vehicles, haul trucks,
and equipment (including tires) that have been released onto a paved road and can be removed by a vacuum
sweeper or a broom sweeper under normal operating conditions. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each
element of the project, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element
include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that the track-out shall not extend 25 feet or more
from an active operation and that it would be removed at the conclusion of each workday. Street sweepers should
also comply with SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use reclaimed water, if available.

Measure Air-5. A wheel washing system shall be installed during Tier I, and used to remove bulk material from tires
and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the project site. Washing of wheels leaving the construction site
during construction of each element shall be required to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with
current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. The County of
Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement
for the construction contractor to clean adjacent streets of tracked dirt at the end of each workday or install on-site
wheel-washing facilities.

Measure Air-6. All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials during Tier |l shall be covered (e.g., with
tarps or other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions). All transport of soils to and from the project site
for each element shall be conducted in a manner that avoids fugitive dust emissions and ensures compliance with
current air quality standards. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the County of
Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement
for the construction contractor to cover all loads of dirt leaving the site or to leave sufficient freeboard capacity in the
truck to prevent fugitive dust emissions en route to the disposal site.

Measure Air-7. Traffic speeds on unpaved roads during Tier Il shall be limited to 15 miles per hour. Prior to
advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the
plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure a traffic
speed limited to 15 miles per hour.

Measure Air-8. Heavy-equipment Tier |l operations shall be suspended during first- and second-stage smog alerts.
Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that
the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure
heavy-equipment operations be suspended during first- and second-stage smog alerts.

Measure Air-9. All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling of all equipment used during both
construction and operation/maintenance shall be minimized and/or limited to no more than five minutes in
accordance with state law. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in proposed
tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the
County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the
requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment meet the aforementioned criteria.
All on-site construction equipment shall be required to meet U.S. EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards
according to the following:

e April 1, 2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than 50
horsepower (hp) shall meet Tier 2 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment shall
be outfitted with the BACT devices certified by CARB. Any emissions control device used by the contractor
shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 2 or Level 3
diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

e January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than 50
hp shall meet Tier 3 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment shall be outfitted
with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 3 diesel emissions control
strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

e Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet the
Tier 4 emission standards, where available. In addition, all construction equipment shall be outfitted with
BACT devices certified by CARB. Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
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emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 3 diesel emissions control
strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations. A copy of each unit's certified tier
specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time
of mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

Measure Air-10. Wherever possible, contractors shall use materials that do not require painting or use pre-painted
materials. In order to minimize emissions of volatile organic compounds, contractors shall use high-pressure, low-
volume paint applicators with a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50 percent and coatings and solvents with a
volatile organic compound content lower than required under South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule
1113, Architectural Coatings:

e Clear wood finishes: 275 grams/liter

e  Floor coatings: 50 grams/liter

e Sealers: waterproofing sealers 100 grams/liter; sanding sealers 275 grams/liter; all other sealers 100
gramsl/liter » Shellacs: Clear 730 grams/liter; pigmented 550 grams/liter

e  Stains: 100 grams/liter

Measure Air-11. The following measures shall be implemented, wherever feasible, to reduce operational air quality
impacts:

¢ Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization

e Ensure County-owned campus vehicles use clean fuels such as compressed natural gas and that shuttle
buses for the campus are “clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles

e Require all County of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles contractor vehicles and equipment to be
properly tuned and maintained according to manufacturers’ specifications

e Provide services that promote ridesharing and vanpools

e Provide charging stations or preferred parking for alternative technology vehicles * Provide preferred parking
for carpools and vanpools

e Reduce energy consumption by providing alternative energy sources on site and installing energy-efficient
appliances

Cultural Resources

Measure Cultural-1, Paleontological Resources. The impacts to cultural resources related directly or indirectly to the
destruction of a unique paleontological resource from the proposed project shall be reduced to below the level of
significance by monitoring, salvage, and curation of unanticipated paleontological resources discovered during
ground-disturbing activities in previously undisturbed native soils located 15 or more feet below the ground surface
that would have the potential to contact extant older Quaternary Alluvium. Ground-disturbing activities include, but
are not limited to, drilling, excavation, trenching, and grading. If paleontological resources are encountered during
ground-disturbing activities, the County of Los Angeles shall require and be responsible for salvage and recovery of
those resources consistent with standards for such recovery established by the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology:

e Paleontological Resources Sensitivity Training is required for all project personnel prior to the start of
ground-disturbing activities. This brief (approximately 15 minute) field training reviews what fossils are, what
fossils might potentially be found, and the appropriate procedures to follow if fossils are found.

e  Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, the County of Los Angeles shall be responsible for creating a site
plan that indicates all locations of ground-disturbing activities that affect previously undisturbed native soils
in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or further and have the potential to contact older
Quaternary Alluvium.

e A qualified paleontologist shall be retained to implement a monitoring and recovery program in any area
identified as having the potential to contain unique paleontological resources.

e Construction monitoring by a qualified paleontological monitor shall be implemented during all ground-
disturbing activities that affect previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground
surface or further and have the potential to contact older Quaternary Alluvium. Should a potentially unique
paleontological resource be encountered, ground-disturbing activities within 100 feet shall cease until a
qualified paleontologist assesses the find.

e If fossil localities are discovered, the paleontologist shall assess the find and proceed accordingly. This
includes the controlled collection of fossil and geologic samples for processing.

e Daily logs shall be kept by the qualified paleontological monitor during all monitoring activities. The daily
monitoring log shall be keyed to a location map to indicate the area monitored the date, and assigned
personnel. In addition, this log shall include information of the type of rock encountered; fossil specimens
recovered, and associated specimen data.

e All significant specimens collected shall be appropriately prepared, identified, and catalogued prior to their
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placement in a permanent accredited repository. The qualified paleontologist shall be required to secure a
written agreement with a recognized repository, regarding the final disposition, permanent storage, and
maintenance of any significant fossil remains and associated specimen data and corresponding geologic
and geographic site data that might be recovered as a result of the specified monitoring program. The
written agreement shall specify the level of treatment (i.e., preparation, identification, curation, cataloguing,
etc.) required before the fossil collection would be accepted for storage. In addition, a technical report shall
be completed.

e Within 90 days of the completion of any salvage operation or monitoring activities, a mitigation report shall
be submitted to the County of Los Angeles with an appended, itemized inventory of the specimens. The
report and inventory, when submitted to the County of Los Angeles, signify the completion of the program to
mitigate impacts to paleontological resources.

Measure Cultural-2, Human Remains. Although the discovery of human remains is not anticipated during ground-
disturbing activities for the proposed project, a process has been delineated for addressing the unanticipated
discovery of human remains:
¢ Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains (Public Resources Code 5097). The Los Angeles County
Coroner shall be notified within 24 hours of the discovery of human remains. Upon discovery of human
remains, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any of that area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the following conditions are met:
o The Los Angeles County Coroner has determined that no investigation of the cause of death is
required, and
o Whenever the Native American Heritage Commission receives notification of a discovery of Native
American human remains from the Los Angeles County Coroner pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section
7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, it shall immediately notify those persons it believes to be most
likely descended from the deceased Native American. If the remains are of Native American origin, the
descendants from the deceased Native Americans shall complete their inspection and make
recommendations or preferences in writing to the landowner or the person responsible for the
excavation work, for treatment or disposition of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any
associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.

Measure Cultural-3, Historical Resources. Potentially significant adverse impacts to historical resources have been
identified in relation to five historical resources as a result of implementation of the Tier Il project: the Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Medical Health
Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium. Three mitigation measures have
been identified in association with Tier Il to reduce impacts to the maximum extent practicable. In the event that the
five historical resources are not removed or otherwise impacted through significant modifications or alterations to the
character-defining features of these resources, this impact would be less than significant and would not require
mitigation. Tier Il impacts to four significant historical resources (Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center [MACC],
Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Medical Health Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude
Hudson Auditorium) and the integrity of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District (a fifth
historic resource) shall be reduced to below the level of significance through utilization of the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for the treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines of Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring,
and Reconstructing Historic Buildings for any proposed alterations, including all site work, structural upgrades,
architectural, and mechanical systems improvements and repairs. The work shall conform to the standards and
guidelines for “rehabilitation.” Conformance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards shall be monitored by an
architectural historian or historic architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards. Completion of this mitigation measure shall be monitored and enforced by the County of Los Angeles.

Measure Cultural-4, Historical Resources. Tier |l impacts resulting from demolition or substantial alteration of
significant historical resources not in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards shall be reduced to
the maximum extent feasible through archival documentation of as-found condition. Prior to the initiation of
construction activities, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that documentation of the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus Historic District, Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center (MACC), Augustus F. Hawkins
Comprehensive Medical Health Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and/or Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium is
completed. The documentation shall be in the form of a Historic American Building Survey and shall comply with the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Architectural and Engineering Documentation. The documentation shall
include archival and other appropriate photographic recordation, detailed historic narrative report, measured
architectural drawings, and compilation of historic research. The documentation shall be completed by a qualified
architectural historian or historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’'s Professional Qualification Standards for
History and/or Architectural History. The original archival-quality documentation shall be provided to the LA Public
Library. Archival copies of the documentation shall be made available on-line and be available for review at the
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Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center campus and maintained by the County of Los Angeles.

Measure Cultural-5, Historical Resources. Impacts resulting from the loss of integrity of the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus Historic District such that its significance is materially impaired will be reduced to the
maximum extent feasible through the development of a retrospective exhibit detailing the history of the Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District, its significance, and its important details and features. The
retrospective exhibit shall be in the form of a physical exhibit installed on the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus, which is located either within a building or on a freestanding kiosk or comparable structure or installation
on the property. The exhibit should commemorate the historic appearance of the district and provide the public with
sufficient information to understand its historic significance. The exhibit shall be prepared by a qualified architectural
historian or historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’'s Professional Qualification Standards for History
and/or Architectural History. The exhibit should be completed within a period of no more than two years from the
date of completion of Tier Il of the proposed project.

Geology and Soils

Measure Geology-1. The construction contractor shall incorporate best management practices consistent with the
guidelines provided in the California Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction. As
discussed in the Geotechnical Investigation that was prepared for the project site, earthwork at the project site
should be performed in conformance with the Los Angeles County Building Code and other guidelines provided in
the geotechnical study, and under the observation and testing of a geotechnical engineer, in order to ensure proper
subgrade preparation, selection of satisfactory materials, and placement and compaction of structural fills.

Measure Geology-2. Due to seismic compliance standards established by the Office of Statewide Health Planning
and Development, California Building Code, Uniform Building Code, or as required, the construction contractor shall
incorporate project design elements consistent with Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development,
California Building Code, Uniform Building Code, or required standards, and thus further reduce any potential for
impacts resulting from unstable geologic units and soils. The County of Los Angeles shall conform to measures
described in the project geotechnical study(ies) to ensure compliance throughout the construction and development
of the project.

Measure Geology-3. A geotechnical engineer shall be present on site for observation of earth-moving activities
(such as site preparation, excavation) to ensure proper subgrade preparation, selection of satisfactory materials,
and placement and compaction of structural fills. Any unanticipated adverse conditions encountered shall be
evaluated by the project engineering geologist and the soil engineer.

Greenhouse Gases

Measure Greenhouse Gases-1. Prior to construction of the proposed project, the final design plan and schemes for
Tier Il shall be reviewed to ensure that the County of Los Angeles conforms to its commitments pursuant to the
California Climate Action Registry and the greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets established in Assembly Bill
32 are dependent on the incorporation of this mitigation measure, which is based on seven (7) of the sustainable
design strategies or comparable measures recommended by the California Office of Attorney General to reduce
carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions per capita:

e Design buildings to be energy efficient. Site buildings to take advantage of shade, prevailing winds,
landscaping and sun screens to reduce energy use

e Install efficient lighting and lighting control systems. Use daylight as an integral part of lighting systems in
buildings

e Create water-efficient landscapes

¢ Implement low-impact development practices that maintain the existing hydrologic character of the site to
manage storm water and protect the environment. (Retaining storm water runoff on site can drastically
reduce the need for energy-intensive imported water at the site.)

¢ Include mixed-use, infill, and higher density in development projects to support the reduction of vehicle trips,
promote alternatives to individual vehicle travel, and promote efficient delivery of services and goods

e Incorporate provisions for future public transit into project design

e Preserve and create open space and parks. Preserve existing trees, and plant replacement trees at a set
ratio

The review shall further ensure that all applicable sustainable design measures or comparable measures have been
incorporated into the final project design.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
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Measure Hazards-1. To reduce surface water quality impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous
materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure through its construction permitting process, or
through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors transport, store, and handle
construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including
those recommended by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles Region (including National Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to
construction. A Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plan shall be developed as a part of these
requirements to address the handling of petroleum or other hazardous materials during refueling, operations and
maintenance and other construction-related activities. The agencies noted here shall regulate through the permitting
process the monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Measure Hazards-2. To avoid exposure to asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paints during demolition,
construction, and remediation activities, the County of Los Angeles and the Office of Statewide Health Planning and
Development shall require that all such materials and wastes be identified and an Operations and Maintenance Plan
developed prior to the issuance of demolition permits for each structure constructed prior to 1979. The Operations
and Maintenance Plan shall ensure compliance with all applicable federal, state, and local requirements and specify
all work to be done, including lead and asbestos surveys of structures to be demolished, proper handling and
storage of lubricants and fuels for construction equipment, and methods for remediation of asbestos-containing
materials and lead-based paints, if necessary. The Operations and Maintenance Plan shall be submitted to the
County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services for review and approval prior to initiation of construction and
demolition activities for the MACC building, emergency room, storage building or the cooling towers. The Operations
and Maintenance Plan shall, as appropriate and necessary, conform to the requirements of the Los Angeles County
Department of Health Services (Local Enforcement Agency), South Coast Air Quality Management District, the Los
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the Department of Toxic Substances Control. Compliance with
the Operations and Maintenance Plan shall be monitored by the County of Los Angeles Regional Planning
Department throughout construction and demolition.

To reduce impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los
Angeles shall ensure through its construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations
for its own projects, that all contractors transport, store, and handle construction-required hazardous materials in a
manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including those recommended by California Department
of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (including National
Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. These agencies shall regulate through
the permitting process the monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Measure Hazards-3. Prior to the issuance of grading permits for development, the County of Los Angeles shall
ensure that a Soil Management Plan is prepared for the project site and that the Office of Statewide Health Planning
and Development reviews the grading plans to ensure that the construction contractor is required to stop work and
notify the Certified Unified Program Agency of the unanticipated encounter of underground storage tanks during
grading activities. In the event that any leaking underground storage tanks are located or encountered, the County of
Los Angeles Department of Public Works shall be notified and the underground storage tank shall be remediated in
accordance with County of Los Angeles guidelines and consistent with specifications of the Department of Toxic
Substances Control and other relevant standards. The County of Los Angeles Fire Department Health Hazardous
Materials Division shall be notified of all other contaminated soils encountered during construction-related site
activities.

Measure Hazards-4. To avoid exposure to asbestos-containing materials, lead-based paints, and petroleum
hydrocarbon—contaminated soils during routine transport and disposal for both the construction phase and
operational phase of the project, the County of Los Angeles shall require that the construction contractor store, use,
and transport all hazardous materials in compliance with all relevant regulations and guidelines. The routine
transport of hazardous materials to and from the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus during construction
and operation of the elements of the project shall be accomplished via Wilmington Avenue, Compton Avenue, and
119th Street. Compliance shall be determined by monitoring by regulatory agencies. Transport, storage, and
handling of construction-related hazardous materials shall be consistent with the guidelines provided by the
California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, the South Coast Air
Quality Management District, and the Certified Unified Program Agency. Each agency shall regulate and enforce,
through permitting and record keeping, the monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure.

Measure Hazards-5. At least 30 days prior to approval of Tier |l final plans and specifications for development, the
Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development shall review and provide comments on the plans and
specifications to ensure compliance with all requirements of the Department of Toxic Substances Control and in
order to verify that the site remains unlisted on the Hazardous Materials and Substance Sites List maintained by the
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California Environmental Protection Agency, Department of Toxic Substances Control.
Hydrology and Water Quality

Measure Hydro-1. The County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the construction, landscape features, and site
grading for Tier Il of the project comply with standard best management practices set forth by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board. Prior to final plans and specifications for all elements of the project, the County of Los
Angeles shall review the plans and specifications for all elements to ensure that the plans and specifications require
the construction contractor to prepare a Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan for construction activities and
implement best management practices for construction, materials, and waste handling activities, which will include,
but not be limited to:

e Scheduling excavation, grading, and paving activities for dry weather periods.

e Controlling the amount of runoff crossing the construction site by means of berms and drainage ditches to
divert water flow around the site.

¢ ldentifying potential pollution sources from materials and wastes that will be used, stored, or disposed of on
the site.

e Informing contractors and subcontractors about the clean storm water requirements and enforce their
responsibilities in pollution prevention through a contractual agreement

e Sweeping the streets surrounding the proposed project site daily and trash removal throughout the
construction of the project to avoid degradation of water quality.

Measure Hydro-2. The construction contractor shall incorporate Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
requirements and best management practices to mitigate storm water runoff, which include the following:

e The incorporation of bio-retention facilities located within the project area
e The incorporation of catch basin filtration systems
e The use of porous pavements to reduce runoff volume

Measure Hydro-3. In the event that groundwater is encountered during Tier | construction, the County of Los
Angeles shall require the construction contractor complete the dewatering operations in accordance with the
established National Pollution Discharge Elimination System permit requirements.

Measure Hydro-4. To ensure that operational impacts associated with Tier Il remain below the level of significance,
the County of Los Angeles shall require that best management practices and sustainable practices, such as
regularly removing vegetation and debris from curbs, catch basins, and outlets; limiting the amount of pesticides and
fertilizers used in landscaping, and other best management practice as recommended by the Environmental
Protection Agency or in the California Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks as ongoing maintenance
measures, are implemented into a maintenance plan for the campus.

Noise

Measure Noise-1. The County of Los Angeles shall require that the plans and specifications require that
construction equipment be equipped with state-of-the-art noise-muffling devices. Barriers or curtains shall be
required to be installed close to equipment to shield the equipment from the receptor. Barriers or curtains utilized at
the project site shall be required to reduce A-weighted construction noise levels at nearby sensitive receptors by a
minimum of 10 decibels (dB) or to the maximum extent possible. The height and length of the barriers or curtains
shall be determined based on the location of the construction activity and receptor. Because of the close proximity
of the source and receptors, the noise impact would be dependent on the location of the noise sources. Prior to the
start of demolition and construction, the contractor shall develop a noise control plan based on the actual equipment
that will be used during demolition and construction, and the location of various demolition and construction
activities. If the actual equipment noise levels are not available, equipment noises shall be measured in the field.
The noise control plan shall predict the noise levels with actual equipment and with barriers or curtains in place. In
addition, the plan shall take into account the demolition and equipment mix that would be operated at the same time.
Equipment mix and/or the number of equipment operating shall be considered in reducing the noise levels.

Measure Noise-2. Prior to the completion of final plans and specifications, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure
that the plans and specifications include a requirement that all demolition and construction equipment be properly
maintained. All vehicles and compressors shall utilize exhaust mufflers. Engine enclosure covers as designed by the
manufacturer shall be in place at all times. The County of Los Angeles shall monitor the use of heavy equipment
during all demolition and construction activities to ensure conformance with the requirements of properly maintained
heavy equipment.

Measure Noise-3. The distance at which impact pile driving would not exceed a peak particle velocity of 0.2 inch per
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second at a residence would be 55 feet. Therefore, the County of Los Angeles shall require that impact pile driving
not be utilized within 55 feet of a residential structure. Should pile driving be necessary within 55 feet of a residence,
sonic pile driving shall be utilized.

Measure Noise-4. The County of Los Angeles shall ensure that mechanical noise generated by the project is less
than 45 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at residences immediately south (approximately 50 feet) of the project. This shall
be achieved by implementing one, or a combination of more than one of the following strategies: utilizing quiet
mechanical systems; locating mechanical systems away from residences (mechanical systems that produce a noise
level of 55 dBA at 50 feet would need to be located a minimum of 160 feet from residences to bring mechanical
noise levels below 45 dBA at residences), or utilizing insulating screens to break the line-of-site between the
mechanical systems and nearby residences

Traffic

Measure Traffic-1. To reduce the traffic-related construction impacts, the County of Los Angeles shall require the
construction contractor to provide a Construction Traffic Management Plan that is prepared in accordance with the
California Department of Transportation’s Construction Manual and Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. The
Construction Traffic Management Plan shall at the minimum address:

e Timing of deliveries of heavy equipment and building materials

¢ Directing construction traffic with a flag person

e Placing temporary signing, lighting, and traffic control devices if required, including, but not limited to,
appropriate signage along access routes to indicate the presence of heavy vehicles and construction traffic

e Identifying if improvements to the intersection of 120th Street, Wilmington Avenue, or Compton Avenue are
necessary to accommodate the turning radii needed by large trucks accessing site ldentifying multiple
alternate ingress/egress access point for the circulation of traffic and emergency response vehicles

¢ Determining the need for construction work hours and arrival/departure times outside peak traffic periods

e Ensuring access for emergency vehicles to the project site

e Temporary closure of travel lanes or disruptions to street segments and intersections during materials
delivery, transmission line stringing activities, or any other utility connections

¢ Maintaining access to adjacent property

e  Specification of both construction-related vehicle travel and oversize load haul routes, the minimization of
construction traffic during the AM and PM peak hour, distributing construction traffic flow across alternative
routes to access the proposed project site, and avoiding residential neighborhoods to the maximum extent
feasible

¢ Identification of vehicle safety procedures for entering and exiting site access roads

Measure Traffic-2. In order to address the Tier Il project impacts, the County of Los Angeles shall complete the
following improvements:

e Compton Avenue / Imperial Highway, County of Los Angeles / City of Los Angeles: Re-stripe westbound
approach to provide a separate right-turn lane.

e [-105 / Imperial Highway: Provide a third northbound, left-turn lane by widening off-ramp by 10 feet for
approximately 150 to 200 feet.

e  Wilmington Avenue / El Segundo Boulevard: Re-stripe eastbound and westbound approaches to have
separate right-turn lanes. Allow buses to go through the intersection from the right-turn lanes.

To be completed as part of East Campus Parking Structure.

e Central Avenue / 120th Street: Re-stripe northbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane. Also,
widen the east leg by 3 feet on each curbside (i.e., reduce sidewalk along 120th Street east of Central
Avenue by 3 feet for approximately 120 feet and re-stripe westbound 120th Street approach to provide a left-
turn, two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane.

e  Wilmington Avenue / |-105 Eastbound Ramps, County of Los Angeles / California Department of
Transportation: Provide an additional eastbound lane by widening (reducing the raised median on the ramp)
the off-ramp. The eastbound approach shall have a left-turn lane, shared left-right turn lane, and a separate
right-turn lane. The sidewalks on both sides of Wilmington Avenue (as noted above) shall be reduced by 2
feet and the Wilmington Avenue roadway shall be widened by 2 feet on both sides (a total of 4 feet) from the
south leg of this intersection. Provide an additional northbound left-turn lane by widening (reducing the
medians).

e  Wilmington Avenue / 118th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen Wilmington Avenue roadway by 2 feet on
both sides and re-stripe to provide two through lanes, a shared through right-turn lane and dual left-turn
lanes along the southbound approach. Re-stripe the westbound approach to provide a separate right-turn
lane and a shared left-through lane. Northbound approach shall have the same lane geometry as existing
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conditions. Under cumulative conditions, widen 118th Street roadway by 4 feet and re- tripe to provide a
separate right-turn lane and shared left-through lane along the eastbound approach.

e  Wilmington Avenue / 120th Street—119th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen Wilmington Avenue roadway
by 2 feet on both sides and restripe the southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, three
through lanes, and a left-turn lane. Re-stripe northbound approach to provide a shared through-right turn
lane, two through lanes, and a left-turn lane. Remove median adjacent to northbound approach to facilitate
three southbound receiving lanes. Restrict parking along Wilmington Avenue roadway during morning and
evening peak periods along the eastside of Wilmington between 120th Street and Martin Luther King, Jr.
Hospital Driveway entrance. Widen 120th Street west of Wilmington Avenue for 250 feet, on the south side
by 2 feet, and re-stripe the eastbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, dual left-turn lanes,
and a through lane. The westbound approach of 119th Street would have the same lane geometry as
existing conditions.

As partial implementation of the above measure to address impacts of the East Campus Parking Structure,
the northbound approach to the intersection is to be re-striped to provide two northbound through lanes and
one dedicated right-turn lane (on-street parking for 100 to 150 feet south of the intersection to be removed,
approximately seven spaces).

e  Wilmington Avenue / Martin Luther King, Jr. Hospital Entrance—120th Street, County of Los Angeles: Re-
stripe southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, two through lanes, and a left-turn lane.
Provide three northbound receiving lanes and restrict on-street curb parking along the eastside of
Wilmington Avenue between Martin Luther King, Jr. Hospital Driveway and 120th Street and 120th Street
and 119th Street during morning and evening peak hours.

¢ Remove the median within the hospital entrance and re-stripe the driveway to provide dual left-turn lanes, a
through lane, and a separate right-turn lane along the eastbound approach. Re-stripe to provide one
receiving lane.

As partial implementation of this measure to address impacts of the East Campus Parking Structure only,
the addition of a left turn lane to the existing (eastbound) driveway configuration, creating a three-lane
approach to Wilmington Avenue. As the new eastbound approach would include overlapping left turn lanes,
the east-west signal phasing to be modified to operate as separate split phases. This requires modification
of the traffic signal, possibly including upgrades of signal mast arms for those two approaches.

The appropriate conceptual signing and striping plans shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles Department
of Public Works, Traffic and Lighting Division for review and approval during the planning phase.

Measure Traffic-3. In order to address the Tier Il cumulative projects impacts, using County of Los Angeles traffic
study guidelines, the following mitigation measures shall be implemented to alleviate the cumulative significant
impacts:

e Avalon Boulevard / El Segundo Boulevard, County of Los Angeles: Widen northbound approach by 2 feet
and re-stripe the approach to provide a left turn lane, two through lanes, and a separate right-turn lane (10
feet, 10 feet, 10 feet, 12 feet). The approach could be widened by narrowing the 5-foot-wide median to a 3-
foot-wide median, or by reducing the 12-foot-wide sidewalk to a 10-foot-wide sidewalk. This widening would
need to occur all the way to an alley located approximately 100 feet south of the intersection. The bus stop
at this approach would continue to be located at the same location; however, buses would be allowed to go
straight through the intersection.

e Alameda Street / ElI Segundo Boulevard, County of Los Angeles / Compton: Re-stripe
northbound/southbound approaches and provide a southbound right-turn lane. The lanes along the north leg
shall be re-striped to provide 13-foot and 11-foot receiving lanes; 10-foot, 11-foot, 10-foot, and 12-foot
approach lanes for southbound left-turn lane, southbound through lanes, and southbound right-turn lanes,
respectively. The lanes along the south leg would have a 13-foot shared right through-way, 11-foot through
lane, 10-foot left-turn lane, 12-foot receiving lane, and a 20-foot receiving lane. Remove two on-street
parking spaces along the southbound approach during peak hours.

e Alameda Street / 103rd Street, County of Los Angeles / Lynwood: Re-stripe eastbound approach to provide
a 10-foot, left-turn lane and a 12-foot, left-right shared lane. The receiving lane would be re-striped for 18.5
feet.

e Central Avenue / Rosecrans Avenue, County of Los Angeles / Compton: Re-stripe westbound approach to
provide a separate right-turn lane. Allow buses to go through the intersection from the right-turn lane. -
Central Avenue / El Segundo Boulevard, County of Los Angeles / Compton: Re-stripe southbound approach
to provide a separate right-turn lane. Widen northbound approach by reducing median by 1 foot to 2 foot.
Provide re-striping to show a separate northbound right-turn lane. Allow buses to go through the intersection
from the right-turn lane.
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e Alameda Street / Imperial Highway, County of Los Angeles / City of Lynwood: Re-stripe southbound
approach to provide the following roadway geometry: two left-turn lanes, two through lanes, and one right-
turn lane.

The appropriate conceptual signing and striping plans shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles Department
of Public Works, Traffic and Lighting Division for review and approval during the planning phase.

Measure Traffic-4. Along the southbound approach of Alameda Street, the County of Los Angeles shall provide two
left-turn lanes, two through lanes and one right-turn lane instead of one left-turn lane, two through lanes and a
separate right-turn lane (i.e., add a second left turn lane). In addition, the County of Los Angeles shall provide the
required signal hardware and supporting software to facilitate a right-turn arrow signal indication for southbound
right-turn overlap with eastbound-westbound left-turns at the intersection.

Utilities
Measure Utilities-1. Prior to issuance of the permits to connect to the sewer system, the County of Los Angeles

shall ensure payment of the connection fee for the capital facilities has been submitted to the appropriate Sanitation
Districts of Los Angeles County for compliance with the California Health and Safety Code.

Measure Utilities-2. The County of Los Angeles shall review the plans and specifications for the project and the
parking facilities to ensure that adequate service areas are provided for trash and recycling receptacles for
compliance with applicable federal, state, and local statutes related to solid waste, and to reduce direct and
cumulative impacts from project operation and maintenance to below the level of significance. Prior to advertising for
construction bids for the new building, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications
designating locations for trash receptacles and recycling receptacles are in conformance with the California Solid
Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991. Wherever trash receptacles are provided throughout the project
site, a recycling receptacle for plastic, aluminum, and metal shall also be provided. Signs encouraging patrons to
recycle shall be posted near each recycling receptacle.

To ensure conformance with the Solid Waste Management Act of 1989, the County of Los Angeles shall require the
construction contractor to manage the solid waste generated during construction of each element of the project by
diverting at least 50 percent of solid waste from disposal in landfills, particularly Class Il landfills, through source
reduction, reuse, and recycling of construction and demolition debris. The construction contractor shall submit a
construction solid waste management plan to the County of Los Angeles for approval prior to initiation of demolition
activities. The construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with the solid waste management plan through
the submission of monthly reports during construction and demolition activities that estimate total solid waste
generated and diversion of 50 percent of the solid waste.

Notes: Measures Traffic-2, Traffic-3 and Traffic-4 to be implemented as required prior to any impacts occurring;
these measures are not required to be implemented for the proposed BHC as trips generated (together with all other
projects on the MLK Campus, would be less than existing conditions identified in the 2011 FEIR.

Each Tier Il project is analyzed to determine when mitigation measures must be implemented in order to ensure that
impacts are mitigated in accordance with the 2011 FEIR.

SOURCE: 2011 FEIR

D. Summary Comparison of Significant Impacts Identified in 2011 FEIR Compared to
Impacts of Proposed Behavioral Health Center

Unavoidable significant adverse environmental impacts identified for the 2011 FEIR for Tier Il
projects as compared to impacts of the BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of
the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) are summarized in
Table 2 below:

County of Los Angeles Page 15



MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR

4 FIR Addendum

2011 FEIR MLK Medical Center

Issue Area . BHC
Campus Redevelopment Project
Air Quality Construction: Emissions would exceed Demolition of the Hawkins Building would not occur
regional daily thresholds for VOCs and simultaneously with construction of the child care
NOx and localized thresholds for NOx, center and/or the medical office building. MACC
PM2.5 and PM10 -- based on assumed renovation activities could overlap with some
equipment use and distance to sensitive construction activities of the medical office building,
receptors. Emissions associated with renovation of the original
Operations: Emissions would exceed MACC and Hawkins Building demolition even
regional daily thresholds for VOCs, NOXx, overlapping with construction of the medical office
CO and PM10. building, would be within those analyzed in the 2011
FEIR. The 2011 FEIR assumed construction
Mitigation Measures Air-1 through Air-9 activities right up to the property line; construction
would reduce project and cumulative air activities associated with renovation of the original
quality impacts during construction to the MACC and Hawkins Building demolition would be
maximum extent feasible. more than 60 feet from the property line and
adjacent single-family sensitive receptors.
Nonetheless air quality impacts to sensitive
receptors could still be significant; however, they
would be within the impacts analyzed in the 2011
FEIR. Impacts of renovation of the original MACC
would be far less than impacts associated with
demolition and new construction. Impacts of
demolition of the Hawkins Building would be less
than impacts of demolition of the original MACC
because it is a smaller building and further from the
single-family homes to the south.
Cultural Implementation of mitigation measures The East Campus Parking Structure (under
Resources Cultural-3, Cultural-4 and Cultural-5 would | construction) significantly impacted the MLK
reduce Tier Il impacts to the Martin Luther Campus Historic District and the Child Care Center
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic significantly impacted the Hudson Auditorium (even
District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins though it involved renovation). The proposed
Comprehensive Mental Health Center, renovation of the original MACC would result in
Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. | reusing the MACC building. The 2013 Master Plan
Claude Hudson Auditorium as a result of included demolition of the entire MACC; this impact
Tier Il of the proposed project to the would be less than the maximum impact considered
maximum extent feasible. The in the 2011 FEIR since the MACC building would
demolition/removal of any one historical remain. The exterior would be cleaned and
resource still would remain significant and potentially a treatment applied to the building. It is
unavoidable. The 2011 FEIR identified not yet clear whether proposed renovations would
mitigation for demolition/removal of all five | comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards
historic resources and identified a residual | and therefore impacts to the MACC building and
significant adverse impact as a result. associated impacts to the MLK Campus Historic
District could still be significant. The 2011 FEIR
addressed the potential demolition of the Hawkins
Building. Loss of this building would be a significant
impact due to loss of the building and impact to the
MLK Campus Historic District; this impact was
addressed in the 2011 FEIR.
Greenhouse Mitigation measure GHG-1 would reduce The renovation of the original MACC and demolition

Gas Emissions

CO2 emissions contributed by operation of
Tier Il of the proposed project, thereby
assisting compliance with the goals of AB
32 to reduce CO2e emissions to 1990
levels by the year 2020. Mitigation measure
GHG-1 would ensure that indirect and
cumulative GHG emission impacts would
be reduced to the maximum extent
feasible. However, potential GHG emission

of the Hawkins Building would be part of the MLK
Tier |l development and as such would be a part of
the unavoidable significant impact for the entire Tier
Il development.

County of Los Angeles
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2011 FEIR MLK Medical Center

Issue Area Campus Redevelopment Project BHC
impacts associated with construction and
operation of Tier Il would remain significant
and unavoidable.
Noise The distance from the proposed project site | The 2011 FEIR analyzed construction impacts

(Construction)

at which impacts to affected residential
structures would be below the level of
significance is 80 feet. The nearest
residential land use is approximately 60
feet south of the majority of proposed
construction activity. Implementation of
mitigation measures Noise-1 through
Noise-4 would reduce construction noise.
However, the 2011 FEIR indicates that
construction noise levels would exceed the
75 dBA permissible level at residences
south of the proposed project site that are
within 80 feet of the proposed project
property. Therefore, noise impacts from
construction, while temporary, would
remain significant and unavoidable.

associated with construction activities up to the
property line. Most of the construction associated
with the renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building would be greater
than 60 feet from the southern property line and
single-family residences to the south. Renovation of
the original MACC would be mostly interior work,
although the exterior would be cleaned potentially
using sandblasting and potentially a treatment to the
exterior would be applied. In general construction
noise would be much less in intensity and duration
as compared to demolition and new construction.
Demolition activities of the Hawkins Building would
be buffered from the single-family residences by the
original MACC building. However, construction
activity could occur on the access road and general
area and therefore the impact of construction noise
could still be significant, as discussed in the 2011
FEIR.

Other impacts analyzed in the 2011 FEIR (aesthetics; geology and soils; hazards and
hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality; population and housing; public services;
recreation; traffic and transportation; and utilities and service systems) were determined to be
less than significant (see Table 3 below for a summary comparison of all impacts analyzed in
the 2011 FEIR compared to impacts of the BHC.

E. Incorporation by Reference

The following documents were referenced in the preparation of this Addendum, and are
incorporated herein by reference, consistent with Section 15150 of the Guidelines:

Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center, Behavioral Health Center Feasibility Study, HMC

Architects, April 16, 2018.

Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project, Reuse of Historic
Buildings and Hawkins Building Demolition, July 2018.

County of Los Angeles, Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLK) Medical Center Campus
Redevelopment, certified Final Environmental Impact Report, certified October 11, 2011.

Referred to herein as the 2011 FEIR.

Gensler, MLK Medical Center Campus Master Plan & the Willowbrook MLK Wellness
Community Vision, June 2012; prepared for the County of Los Angeles; adopted January
15, 2013. Referred to herein as the 2013 Master Plan.

These documents are available for review at the LA County Department of Public Works On-
Site Office at MLK Medical Campus.

County of Los Angeles
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F. Summary of Effects

Section 3 of this Addendum includes a detailed evaluation of any potential change in effects
associated with development of the BHC (which entails renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) for each
CEQA environmental issue area, organized consistent with the Appendix G of the State CEQA
Guidelines. As summarized above, impacts would either be comparable or reduced as
compared to those identified in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, as discussed in this Addendum, the
BHC would not trigger any of the conditions that require the preparation of a Subsequent or
Supplemental EIR in Sections 15162 and 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines, and therefore an
Addendum to the 2011 FEIR is the appropriate CEQA document to address these changes.
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2. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED BEHAVIORAL HEALTH CENTER

A. Project Location and Background

The project site is the existing 38-acre (1,344,219 square feet) MLK Medical Center Campus,
located at 12021 Wilmington Avenue in the unincorporated area of Willowbrook, County of Los
Angeles (County), California (see Figure 1). The original MACC is located in the
southern/center of the project site facing but set back from Wilmington Avenue. The Hawkins
Building is located immediately north of the original MACC fronting on East 120" Street. The
original MACC is located immediately west of the Hudson Auditorium (which is under
construction to be adaptively reused for the Child Care Center) and west of the East Campus
Parking Structure (completed in 2018). The MLK Campus Driveway and large green area
(central lawn area) are located immediately west of the original MACC and north of the new
East Campus Parking Structure and were reconfigured as part of the parking structure
construction.

The original MACC is approximately 375 feet south of East 120" Street, and 650 feet west of
South Wilmington Avenue. Landscaping and a narrow alley that serves as a service
road/emergency driveway separates the MACC from the residential neighborhood to the south.
The Hawkins Building fronts on East 120" Street, although it is set back from the roadway. In
the setback area is a short wall and landscaped area.

The MLK Campus is in the unincorporated Willowbrook Community of the County of Los
Angeles. ltis less than 1 mile north of the City of Compton, less than 1 mile south of the City of
Los Angeles, and less than 1 mile west of the City of Lynwood. The project site is designated
Neighborhood Commercial (C-2; Neighborhood Business Zone) by the County.

The project site is located approximately 3 miles north of State Route 91 (SR-91; Artesia
Freeway), approximately 3 miles northeast of Interstate 710 (I-710; Long Beach Freeway),
approximately 2 miles east of I-110 (Harbor Freeway), less than 1 mile south of SR-90 (East
Imperial Highway), and less than 1 mile south of I-105 (Glen Anderson Freeway).

The topography in the vicinity of the MACC is generally flat, although it includes landscaped
berms adjacent to the Hudson Auditorium southeast of the MACC and the MACC is raised
above the adjacent parking lot and service alley. The elevation of the original MACC is also
about 10 feet above the Hawkins Building elevation and East 120" Street.

2011 Final EIR

The 2011 FEIR evaluated specific near-term (Tier |) projects and conceptual longer-term (Tier
II) projects on the MLK Campus (see Figure 2). The renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building are proposed to be implemented as part of Tier Il
construction for the larger MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project.

The 2011 FEIR indicated that Tier Il would potentially build out approximately 1,814,696 square
feet of hospital-related development including medical offices, commercial, retail, office space,
and other development in support of the mixed-use campus. The 2011 FEIR stated that Tier Il
development would provide “sufficient parking” for mixed-use development. The 2011 FEIR
analyzed an envelope of construction extending up to 78 feet tall (including all appurtenances)
along the site boundaries.
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Site Plan Analyzed in 2011 FEIR
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The 2011 FEIR indicated that of the 38 acres of land on the MLK Medical Center Campus, a
minimum of 10% was reserved for open space and a maximum of 40% was reserved for up to
100 residential units, walkways and parking structures and/or lots with the remainder occupied
by medical center buildings.

2013 Master Plan

In 2013 The Board of Supervisors approved the MLK Medical Center Master Plan (2013 Master
Plan) for the campus, which was found to be consistent with the 2011 FEIR (see Figure 3). The
focus of the 2013 Master Plan was to provide for the growth and development of 124 acres in
the Willowbrook community focused on the MLK Medical Center Campus.

The 2013 Master Plan indicates that both the original MACC and the Hawkins Building were
anticipated to be demolished, however, the document also indicated that there was a possibility
that the original MACC could be re-used. The 2013 Master Plan indicates that Parking Lot A to
the east of the Hudson Auditorium, with a total of about 200 parking spaces (in and adjacent)
would be replaced with the East Campus Parking Structure in approximately the same area as
was addressed in the 15t Addendum to the 2011 FEIR (although not extending as far west) with
landscaping along the north, east and south.

The 2013 Master Plan does not specifically address child care, but such uses are typical of
ancillary uses to a mixed-use campus (a child care facility was analyzed in the 2" Addendum to
the 2011 FEIR).

The 2013 Master Plan indicates that the LA County Zoning Code would require 2,394 parking
spaces for buildout. The total parking spaces indicated to be provided in the 2013 Master Plan
is 2,553 spaces (a surplus of 159 parking spaces).

In accordance with County requirements, the 2013 Master Plan incorporates Low Impact
Development (LID) Best Management Practices (BMPs) to manage stormwater runoff from the
MLK Medical Center Campus.

The original MACC and Hawkins Building are within Development Area 2 that retains the land
use designations for public facilities and is intended to be used for medical facilities and related
support uses. Recommended BMPs for Development Area 2 include engineered wetlands,
planter boxes within medians and along streets, and cisterns/rain barrels and green roofs.

The 2013 Master Plan indicates that further geotechnical testing will need to be conducted to
verify that the actual infiltration rates are technically infeasible to permit infiltration.

Current Status of Master Plan

Tier | of the MLK Master Plan was completed over time, with all buildings substantially complete
by the end of 2013. Tier | included development of a new MACC Building (132,000 square feet)
and Ancillary Building (24,700 square feet) as well as emergency generator (4,223 square feet)
and central plant (9,409 square feet). Tier | also included tenant improvements to: North
Support Building (52,276 square feet), South Support Building (34,762 square feet), and the
Plant Management Building (15,648 square feet); and site improvements. Relocation of the
modular MRI Building (1,100 square feet) to the dock area north of the North Support Building is
anticipated to occur in late 2018/early 2019.

County of Los Angeles Page 22



54

MLK Medical Center Campus Master Plan Gensler

—

Charles Drew
Charles Drew University

University

Charles

S

Drew pre—
University P 4]

&

King Drew Medical Magnet High School Parking,
Structure

i,
!
i ~ |
¥

Assisted Living

| | 1 Central (P3) (P2)
2 : E Plant (P4) ‘ Behavioral Health |

13
I
:
S
a
=
t T 3
Medical
i Office 02
King Drew Medical i =
Magnet High School O
— 7
.a —_—
™ O
) L
¥ g.é 5 i
S ‘? | =5 N ¢l
X7 ion =
2 57
a.‘(e\3a 2 ;
A s I
4 - - 2 S Research & 3 ‘
T ; =i e — i % ] Development
L . = s ol ® 1| -2 W el
’ % = S “npati xpansion = ek —
2 553 | BET i > =g~ Inpatient Tower /
. MACC (Open 2014) £ e o e o
] A -
H ] ~i | LA 3 F / (Open 2014) o /ﬁ:‘,' p : :
e Skille ! g |
T - { ¢ Ancillary
i 3y Building i (55 3
% ) (Open 2014) ) -
por [
¥ B E | o Hospital Services \ | Clinic A
‘ ’ SNl v | " B .
[ gm | i
] i -
..;'4
“

e |

e B S S Ay = "
S MR T AR SN

Sy A3
MAZ

PR PS T o T

LR

MLK Medical Center Campus EIR 4th Addendum
SOURCE: MLK Medical Center Campus Master Plan & The Willowbrook MLK Wellness Community Vision, 2012
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The adaptive reuse of three floors of the Interns and Physician Building as a recuperative care
facility was the first Tier Il project to be completed (in 2015). The East Campus Parking
Structure was the second Tier Il project and was completed in 2018. A Child Care Center, the
third Tier Il project, is anticipated to be completed in September 2018. A medical office building
proposed for the northeast corner of campus, the fourth Tier |l project, is anticipated to start
construction in August 2018 and be completed in December 2019. The fifth Tier Il project, the
BHC (the subject of this Addendum) is anticipated to start with interior demolition in October
2019 (extending through January 2020) and building renovation extending through January
2021, with initial occupancy occurring sometime in early 2021. Interior abatement inside the
Hawkins Building and prepatory exterior work would occur December 2019 through February
2020. The demolition of the Hawkins Building would take approximately four months and would
begin in late February 2020 and extend through June.

Willowbrook MLK Wellness Community Vision

The 2013 Master Plan is complemented by the Willowbrook MLK Wellness Community Vision to
“create a broad-based health care and wellness center of excellence...while enhancing an
overall sense of place in the South Los Angeles community.” The Willowbrook MLK Wellness
Community Vision is comprised of the 82 acres immediately north of the MLK Medical Center
Campus extending to the freeway, and includes the Charles Drew University, King Drew
Medical Magnet School as well as residential and open space uses.

Willowbrook Area Access Improvements

The Willowbrook Area Access Improvements project is located on Wilmington Avenue and
120th and 119th Streets immediately north and east of the MLK Campus (north of the main
Driveway). The Willowbrook Area Access Improvements are designed to improve the mobility
of pedestrians and bicyclists in the Willowbrook neighborhood adjacent to the MLK Medical
Center Campus. Project improvements will include sidewalk enhancements, pavement repair,
renovation of the existing landscaped median, refurbishing existing and providing new street
furnishing such as bus shelters, benches, and bike racks, pedestrian lighting, traffic signal
upgrades, etc. The project is complete.

B. 2011 FEIR Assumptions

The 2011 FEIR evaluated two tiers of development. Tier | included vacation of approximately
509,000 square feet of space including the emergency room (3,300 square feet) and original
MACC (495,335 square feet of space) and development of two buildings and ancillary structures
totaling 170,000 square feet (new MACC, ancillary building and central plant). Tier | also
included tenant improvements and possible relocation of the MRI building.

Tier 1l of the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Plan included up to 1,814,696
square feet of development on the proposed project site. Proposed development assumed a
mix of uses, including medical office, commercial, retail, office space, recreation, and other
development in support of the campus. In addition, up to 100 residential units, to be developed
at a multi-family density consistent with the surrounding was assumed. Tier Il was assumed to
entail the reuse, replacement, or removal of the existing MACC Building, Emergency Room,
Storage Building, and Cooling Towers. The 2011 FEIR allowed for the demolition of the
Hawkins Building. The 2011 FEIR indicated that sufficient parking would be provided for Tier Il
uses, but the location of parking was not specified in the 2011 FEIR.
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The 2011 FEIR indicated that of the 38 acres (1.3 million square feet) of land on the MLK
Medical Center Campus, a minimum of 10% was reserved for open space and a maximum of
40% was reserved for up to 100 residential units, walkways and parking structures and/or lots
with the remainder anticipated to be occupied by medical center buildings.

The development of Tier Il was assumed to use and incorporate materials to ensure visual
consistency and continuity at the proposed project site and within the surrounding area.
Development on the MLK Campus is required to comply with design goals presented in the
campus planning and programming report that was prepared for the MLK Medical Center
Campus by HMC Architects in 2009. The report stated that the proposed architecture should
achieve the following:

o Respect the existing fabric of buildings;
The selection of exterior material and architectural forms should make reference to the
material palette of the existing campus while incorporating contemporary materials and
building technologies to project the future vision of this campus;

e The juxtaposition and massing of the new buildings should be strategically located to
allow visitors a pleasurable aesthetic experience; and

o The open spaces created in between the buildings are designed the variations in size,
shape, and scale that are conducive to pedestrian travel through the campus.

For purposes of assessing aesthetic/shadow impacts the 2011 FEIR evaluated building heights
of up to 78 feet tall (including appurtenances) placed along the project site property line.

The potential construction scenario for Tier Il was envisioned as a multi-phase process. The
construction scenario for Tier || was to develop all Tier Il uses within an approximately 10-year
timeframe, between 2010 and 2020. Tier | was completed at the end of 2013. Tier Il started
with the adaptive reuse of three floors of the Interns and Physicians building (completed in
2015); build out of Tier Il is currently anticipated to occur later than 2020, likely in 2026 or
beyond.

The FEIR indicates (page 2-26) that it is anticipated that the site Emergency Response and
Evacuation plans would be updated for both Tier | and Tier Il of the proposed project as
appropriate and that these plans would address all campus development, as each building is
completed. The FEIR indicates (page 2-26) it is understood that communication with the
County Fire Department, Sheriff's Department, and other emergency response agencies would
continue throughout the development of both tiers of the proposed project. It was further
understood that the County of Los Angeles would coordinate with the respective service
agencies for Tier Il of the proposed project to review the specific proposed development during
the planning phase of the proposed project to confirm whether Tier |l of the proposed project
adequately meets the requirements of the respective service providers.

The analysis of construction impacts was based on an aggressive scenario (allowing build out of
the campus to the maximum extent possible with reasonable worst-case assumptions with
respect to operation of equipment) to allow the consideration of a reasonable worst-case
environmental impacts scenario, which encompasses the maximum anticipated impacts of the
proposed project, in the event that the County chooses to complete up to 1,814,696 square feet
of development.

The type and quantity of equipment that would potentially be used in construction of Tier Il was
anticipated to vary for each component. For the purposes of the analysis in the FEIR, it was
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anticipated that development of Tier Il would require multiple phases that would use equipment
comparable to that shown in Table 3, below.

Site preparation and construction is required to be in accordance with all federal, state, and
county building codes. The FEIR anticipated that for Tier | alone, excavation of up to 40,000
cubic yards of dirt to a depth of up to 45 feet. Daily construction activities are subject to County
noise regulations. All construction-related activities are required to be scheduled in compliance
with the County Noise Ordinance, which prohibits construction activities and operation of
construction equipment between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., Monday through Friday,
or at any time on Sunday or holidays. Work conducted on Saturdays must not commence
before 7:00 a.m. and must end no later than 5:00 p.m. Noise levels exceeding 65 dBA (decibels,
A-weighted sound levels) for single-family residences and 70 dBA for multifamily residences
during construction hours are prohibited.

Approximate Quantity

Type of Equipment or Vehicle

Approximate Duration of On-Site
Construction Activity (in months)

2

Man lift

3

Pickup truck

Hand compactor

Crane

S ININ(D

Concrete mixer

Backhoe

40-60

Crew members

Crew vehicles (maximum)

Pile Driver

Large Bulldozer

Dozer

Front-end loader

Water truck

Grader

Dump truck

Concrete mix truck

Roller

Fork lift/ grade all

W2 OO 2Nl wWWwo|o|(o|Ww|~[w|ur|oo

February 2011

SOURCE: MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment, Mitigation Monitoring Program (Table I1.2-1 page 11-6);

The construction contractor is required to ensure that source-reduction techniques and the
development of recycling programs during construction and operation of the proposed project
are considered and implemented whenever possible. The construction contractor is also
required to incorporate BMPs consistent with the guidelines provided in the California Storm
Water Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction. BMPs to control surface runoff
and soil erosion are required for construction taking place during rainy periods. Construction
equipment used during the development of Tier Il is required to be turned off when not in use to
reduce idling to the maximum extent possible. The construction contractor is required to ensure
that all construction and grading equipment is properly maintained. All vehicles and
compressors are required to be equipped with exhaust mufflers and engine enclosure covers
(as designed by the manufacturer) at all times.
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It was anticipated that on average, up to 400 construction workers would be on-site at any given
time during the construction of Tier Il projects. In addition, approximately 60 County project and
construction management staff are assumed to be at the site during Tier Il construction.
However, it was indicated this number could vary as a result of the type and/or amount of work
being completed on-site. Construction-related ingress and egress to the project site was
assumed to occur primarily off East 120th Street to the north or Wilmington Avenue to the east.

C. Behavioral Health Center

The original MACC (495,335 square feet), was vacated as part of Tier |. Demolition of the
original MACC was one option considered in the 2011 FEIR and was identified as an option in
the 2013 Master Plan although the 2013 Master Plan Site Plan indicated that the original MACC
was to be removed. The County has determined that renovation and adaptive reuse for the
original MACC for the Behavioral Health Center (BHC) is now the preferred option. Because of
the programmatic needs of the BHC (for multiple secure and private garden spaces to
complement the multiple BHC programs) it is not possible to keep the Hawkins Building, rather
this building is to be demolished and replaced with gardens and surface parking to ensure
parking demand for the BHC is met.

Project Characteristics

The County proposes to develop the BHC that would entail 1) renovation of the original MACC,
and 2) demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking.
The BHC is to provide integrated healthcare and mental health care outpatient and residential
services. This facility is planned to serve as a mental health portal and is designed to provide
integrated mental and urgent health care through collaborative and cooperative programs. It is
planned to include approximately 10 separate tenants (with different jurisdictional and licensing
requirements) and approximately 15 separate programs, totaling over 500,000 square feet of
programmed space. The exterior of the building would be cleaned and potentially a treatment
applied. An architectural historian will be on the design team to maximize retention of
character-defining historic material.

The first and basement levels of the BHC are proposed to house various outpatient programs,
administrative programs, and public spaces. The 2™ through 5" levels of the building are
proposed to house various residential, outpatient, and inpatient programs, such as mental
health rehabilitation, Office of Diversion and Reentry (ODR) housing (criminal justice diversion),
substance use disorder residential, crisis residential, and psychiatric health. Many of the
inpatient and/or residential programs require dedicated entrances, secured entrances, and/or
dual entrances (public and private) to their program space. Separate entrances for certain
programs are required to ensure privacy and security and are required by licensing.

The existing sunken garden and courtyard area south of the Hawkins Building, as well as,
potentially, the bridge from the 2" level of the original MACC to the area, would be reconfigured
and re-purposed for healthcare-related access and gardens. The design of the gardens has not
yet been determined and would be developed with input from the architectural historian working
as part of the design team in order to maximize retention of character-defining historic fabric.

The gardens would serve as required outdoor space for some of the various inpatient and/or
residential programs. Though the original MACC includes courtyards that provide some
recreation/open space, additional garden space is required due to the quantity of programs and
the restrictions on intermingling of residents/patients from different programs and the need for
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security and/or privacy for some of the programs. These gardens will be designed to enhance
the central spine of the campus, as well as provide reflective and creative space for both
patients and visitors.

Lighting
In accordance with adopted Mitigation Measure Aesthetics-1, all exterior lighting for building and
on-site security lighting would be shielded and directed downwards to minimize the impacts on

the surrounding land uses.

Days and Hours of Operation

The various programs in the BHC would have different hours of operation. Generally the
outpatient programs would be open to the public from approximately 6:30 am to 7:00 pm
Monday to Friday and Saturday 8:00 am to 4:00 pm. The inpatient and residential programs
accept new patients 24 hours a day, 7 days per week.

Demolition and Construction Activities

Project demoilition and renovation activities would be typical of such activities and would be well
within the assumptions made in the 2011 FEIR (as identified in Table 3 above). Renovation
activities are generally far less intense than construction activities, except for building cleaning
(possibly sandblasting) which would be similar in intensity to some of the building construction
activities but of much shorter duration. The demolition of the Hawkins Building and subsequent
site preparation would entail similar activities to those analyzed to occur within 60 feet of the
sensitive single-family homes to the south. Demolition of the Hawkins Building and subsequent
site preparation and construction of the gardens and surface parking would be buffered from
these sensitive uses by the original MACC that is to remain.

The Mitigation Monitoring Program indicates that Tier Il would require multiple phases and
would require use of equipment comparable to the equipment identified in Table 3 above.
Demolition of the Hawkins Building and renovation of the original MACC would not overlap with
construction of the Child Care Center or medical office building at the northwest corner of the
MLK Campus. The specific equipment list has not yet been developed for demolition and
renovation activities but simultaneous activity renovating the original MACC and demolishing the
Hawkins Building would result in use of equipment that would be comparable, with no greater
impacts compared to the equipment identified in Table 3. The renovation of the MACC would
involve activities that would be mostly internal to the building and therefore considerably less
noisy than construction activities associated with demolition and construction of a new building
(except for possible sandblasting of the exterior for a brief period).

As noted in the 2011 FEIR, construction is not allowed between 8:00 pm and 7:00 am Monday
through Friday or anytime on Sunday. Saturday construction could occur between 7:00 am and
5:00 pm. Duration of the main construction activities is shown below.

Schedule

Renovation of the MACC is anticipated to start with interior demolition in October 2019
(extending through January 2020) and building renovation extending through January 2021,
with initial occupancy occurring sometime in early 2021. Interior abatement inside the Hawkins
Building and prepatory exterior work would occur December 2019 through February 2020. The
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demolition of the Hawkins Building would take approximately four months and would begin in
late February 2020 and extend through June 2020.

Discretionary Actions and Approvals

The development of the BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins
Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) requires approval by the County.

Project Objectives

Project objectives identified in the 2011 FEIR remain relevant and applicable to the proposed
BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement
with gardens and surface parking). The objectives for Tier Il include:

e Provide opportunities for development of up to 1,814,696 square feet of mixed use,
including medical office, commercial, retail, residential, recreational, office space, and
other development in support of the campus that are appurtenant to and compatible with
the primary land use of a community-based health program facility.

¢ Provide sufficient parking for mixed-use development.
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3.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND IMPACT ANALYSIS

The certified Final EIR for the Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
Project (2011 FEIR) determined that the proposed redevelopment of the campus (Tier Il, of
which the project is a part) would result in significant and unavoidable impacts in the issue areas
identified below. The following discussion also compares impacts of the BHC (renovation of the
original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and
surface parking) to the conclusions of the 2011 FEIR.

1)

2)

3)

4)

Air Quality -- Construction: Emissions could exceed regional daily thresholds for VOCs and
NOx and localized thresholds for NOx, PM2.5 and PM10 -- based on assumed equipment
use and distance to sensitive receptors. Operations: Emissions would exceed regional
daily thresholds for VOCs, NOx, CO and PM10. Demolition of the Hawkins Building,
subsequent site preparation and activities associated with renovation of the original MACC
together with any overlapping activities at the medical office building site at the northeast
corner of the MLK Campus would result in peak daily emissions within those analyzed in the
2011 FEIR. However, impacts could remain significant. Trips generated by the renovation
of the original MACC would be within the trip generation analyzed in the 2011 FEIR and
could contribute to the significant impact associated with operation of the overall MLK
Campus on completion of the overall MLK Redevelopment Project.

Cultural Resources -- Impacts to the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic
District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center, Interns and
Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium (Hudson Auditorium) as a result
of implementation of Tier Il. The demolition/removal of these historical resources was
identified as a significant and unavoidable impact. Demolition of the Hawkins Building was
provided for in the 2011 FEIR and would be a significant impact as a result of loss of an
historic building that also contributes to the MLK Historic District. The loss of the Hawkins
Building was identified as a potential impact in the 2011 FEIR. Renovation of the original
MACC, with the exterior remaining substantially in its current form except possibly with
application of a treatment, would result in the retention of one of the five identified historic
resources on the MLK Campus, thereby reducing the impact to this historic resource and the
MLK Campus in general. However, the extent of renovation may not be fully consistent with
the secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and therefore the impact to this
resource could still remain significant as identified in the 2011 FEIR. Depending on the
extent of exterior treatment, the impact to the MLK Campus Historic District as a result of
changes to the original MACC could also be significant.

Greenhouse Gases -- Potential GHG emission impacts associated with construction and
operation of Tier Il would be significant and unavoidable; the renovation of the original
MACC and subsequent reuse by the BHC would contribute to GHG emissions for the MLK
Campus as a whole on completion of all redevelopment analyzed in the 2011 FEIR resulting
in a significant impact.

Construction Noise — The nearest residential land use to the original MACC is approximately
64 feet to the south. The 2011 FEIR indicates that construction noise levels would exceed
the 75 dBA threshold level at residences that are within 80 feet of construction activities. As
discussed in the 2011 FEIR, construction noise impacts would be significant and
unavoidable at residences within 80 feet including those south of the MACC. However,
construction noise associated with renovation is much less than that associated with new
construction both in terms of intensity and duration. Building cleaning could involve brief
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sandblasting or other techniques and possibly application of an exterior treatment within 80
feet of the single-family residences to the south. Such activities are typical of maintenance
as well as renovation and area reasonably anticipated to occur as a result of development
and renovation on the MLK Campus.

All remaining impacts were found to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated, less
than significant or no impact.

As documented in the analyses below and summarized in Table 4 below, with the mitigation
measures previously adopted with the 2011 FEIR, impacts previously identified as significant
would not be worsened, and no new significant or potentially significant impacts to the physical
environment would occur as a result of the BHC (renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking).
Accordingly, the following discussion supports the County’s conclusion, pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15164, that an Addendum is appropriate, and supports a determination by
the County that no subsequent EIR is required.

Impact

Level of Significance -- Tier Il
2011 FEIR

Level of Significance -- BHC

Aesthetics

Increase in light and glare.

Less than significant with
mitigation. Based on conceptual
height (maximum of 78 feet in this
location), setback and mitigation
measures.

Less than significant with mitigation. The
proposed renovation of the original MACC
would not increase the height of the existing
structure. The project would be required to
comply with mitigation measures identified in
the 2011 FEIR that would reduce impacts from
light and glare to a less than significant level.

Degradation of visual
character; or increases in
shading of sensitive uses.

Less than significant with
mitigation. Based on height not
exceeding 78 feet, assumed
setbacks and mitigation measures.

Less than significant with mitigation. The
renovated MACC would not be taller than the
existing building and would comply with all
mitigation measures from the 2011 FEIR.

Agricultural and Forest Resources

There are no agricultural or
forest resources on-site.

No impact. This issue was
dismissed in the 2011 FEIR Initial
Study.

No Impact. There are no agricultural or forest
resources on the MLK Medical Center
Campus.

Air Quality

Air emissions during
construction and operation.

Significant. For both construction
and operation.

Construction: Emissions would
exceed regional daily thresholds for
VOCs and NOx and localized
thresholds for NOx, PM2.5 and
PM10 -- based on assumed
equipment use and distance to
sensitive receptors. Operations:
Emissions would exceed regional
daily thresholds for VOCs, NOXx,
CO and PM10.

Significant. Renovation of the original MACC
and demolition and subsequent site clearing of
the Hawkins Building would involve use of
equipment resulting in emissions no greater
than assumed in the 2011 FEIR. Construction
air quality impacts along the southern
boundary of the site adjacent to the single-
family residential neighborhood would likely be
less. Overall impacts would similar to or less
than was analyzed in the 2011 FEIR because
the original MACC is to remain. Adopted
mitigation measures would continue to reduce
impacts but possibly not below a level of
significance. While trips associated with the
BHC would not result in the MLK Campus as a
whole exceeding the trips identified as existing
in the 2011 FEIR, on completion of Tier Il,
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Impact

Level of Significance -- Tier Il
2011 FEIR

Level of Significance -- BHC

emissions could still exceed SCAQMD
thresholds.

Biological Resources

There are minimal biological
resources on the campus.

No impact. Minimal biological
resources present on the campus;
compliance with existing
regulations is required. This issue
was dismissed in the 2011 FEIR
Initial Study.

No impact. Minimal biological resources are
located on the site. Ornamental trees could be
removed; County must comply with Migratory
Birds Treaty Act to protect nesting birds.

Cultural Resources

Historic Resources. Impacts
to the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus
Historic District, MACC,
Augustus F. Hawkins
Comprehensive Mental
Health Center, Interns and
Physicians Building, and Dr.
H. Claude Hudson
Auditorium. Potential for
demolition/removal of all
these resources identified as
significant and unavoidable
impact.

Archaeological,
Paleontological and human
remains impacts.

Significant. As a result of potential
impacts to the identified resources.
The 2011 FEIR analyzed and
provided mitigation measures for
demolition of all historic resources
on the campus (including the
original MACC and Hawkins
Building). In addition, the 2013
Master Plan (that was found to be
consistent with the 2011 FEIR)
included demolition of the original
MACC and Hawkins Building.

As a result of required mitigation
measures the 2011 FEIR
concludes that impacts to
Archaeological, Paleontological
and human remains impacts would
be less than significant with
mitigation.

Significant. The renovation of the original
MACC would retain an important historic
building on the MLK Campus; an exterior
treatment may be applied to the building and
renovation may not be consistent with the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards and
therefore impacts to the building while less
could still be significant. Depending on the
extent of exterior treatment, renovation of the
MACC could also significantly impact the MLK
Campus Historic District. Demolition of the
Hawkins Building would be a significant impact
to that histroic building and the MLK Campus
Historic District.

Archaeological, Paleontological and human
remains impacts would continue to be less
than significant with mitigation.

Geology and Soils

Seismicity, erosion, unstable
soils.

Less than significant with
mitigation. As a result of
compliance with existing
regulations and mitigation.

Less than significant with mitigation. Similar
impacts due to the same site conditions and
compliance with existing regulations and
required mitigation measures.

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

GHG emissions as a result
of operational activities.

Significant. As a result of building
sizes and anticipated vehicle trips.

Significant. The renovation of the MACC and
reuse with the BHC would be an integral part
of the overall MLK Campus redevelopment
Plan analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. It would be
part of the anticipated significant increase in
GHG emissions. Increased use of the nearby
transit (Willowbrook Rosa Parks Station) could
result in fewer emissions than previously
identified.

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

On-site hazardous materials
associated with former uses
of the property including
older buildings with asbestos
and lead based paint.

Less than significant with
mitigation. As a result of previous
use of the site and required
mitigation.

Less than Significant with Mitigation.
Compliance with existing regulations and
mitigation measures would result in impacts
being similar impacts to 2011 FEIR.
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Impact

Level of Significance -- Tier Il
2011 FEIR

Level of Significance -- BHC

Hydrology and Water
Quality

Increased impervious
surfaces resulting in
increased runoff.
Construction activities and
polluted runoff and
sedimentation.

Less than significant with
mitigation. As a result of increases
in impervious surfaces and
compliance with mitigation
measures.

Less than significant with mitigation. The
impact would be similar as site conditions
would be similar (to impacts analyzed in EIR).

Land Use and Planning

Potential to divide a
community and consistency
with applicable plans.

No impact. This issue was
dismissed in the 2011 FEIR Initial
Study because the proposed
redevelopment of the MLK Campus
would be continuation of an
existing use.

No impact. Renovation of the original MACC
and demolition of the Hawkins Building and
subsequent development with gardens and
surface parking would be part of Tier Il
development analyzed in the 2011 FEIR and
would represent continuation of the existing
use of the campus.

Mineral Resources

There are no mineral
resources on the campus.

No impact. Since there are no
mineral resources known to exist
on the MLK Medical Center
Campus. This issue was
dismissed in the 2011 FEIR Initial
Study.

No impact. No mineral resources are known to
exist on the MLK Medical Center Campus
including the original MACC and Hawkins
Building sites.

Noise

Construction noise and
vibration impacts to adjacent
uses.

Operational noise from
equipment and vehicles.

Significant. Based on anticipated
construction equipment and
distance to sensitive receptors.
Mitigation would reduce noise but
not below a level of significance.

As aresult of increased vehicle
trips operational noise would
increase but by a less than
significant amount.

Significant. Demolition and site preparation
noise at the Hawkins Building site would occur
as described in the 2011 FEIR. Renovation of
the original MACC would involve mostly interior
work which would be much quieter than
demolition and new construction analyzed in
the 2011 FEIR. However, cleaning of the
exterior of the original MACC could involve
sandblasting and/or other techniques that
would result in a brief period of loud noise.
Impacts would not be greater than was
analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. Adopted
mitigation measures would continue to reduce
impacts but not below a level of significance
due to proximity to residential uses to the
south.

The BHC would not result in an increase in
trips above those that occurred on the site
prior to initiation of master planning in 2011.
Ultimate buildout would result in operational
noise the same as analyzed in the 2011 FEIR.

Population and Housing

Induce population growth
displace housing or people.

Less than significant. Based on job
creation (400 construction jobs and
100 permanent jobs) and no
housing displaced.

Less than significant. The renovation of the
MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building
and construction of new gardens and surface
parking would create construction jobs and
would not displace housing. The BHC would
employ about 925 people of which 289 would
relocate from uses currently in other buildings
on the MLK Campus.
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Impact

Level of Significance -- Tier Il
2011 FEIR

Level of Significance -- BHC

Public Services

Impact to emergency
access, police services,
library services and parks.

Based on size of proposed
development and increased vehicle
trips, the 2011 FEIR concludes
impacts to Public Services would
be less than significant.

Less than significant. The BHC would not
generate substantial increase in vehicle trips or
demand for public services as a result of
increased development. Impacts would be
within impacts analyzed in the 2011 FEIR.

Recreation

Impact on recreational
facilities.

Less than significant. Based on
limited potential for increased
population, approximately 400
construction jobs and net new 100
new permanent jobs.

Less than significant. The BHC would have
multiple on-site garden areas for the patients,
staff and visitors, and would not generate
impacts on recreational facilities.

Transportation and Traffic

Traffic impacts during
construction; and impacts to
local intersections and street
segments during operation.

Less than significant with
mitigation. Based on vehicle trips
that would be generated by
developed area and required
mitigation measures.

Less than significant with mitigation. The BHC
together with Tier Il development undertaken
so far would not generate more trips than
occurred prior to the analysis undertaken in the
2011 FEIR. Impacts would be within those
analyzed in the 2011 FEIR and no additional
traffic mitigation measures would be triggered
beyond those implemented with the East
Campus Parking Structure.

Utilities and Service
Systems

Impacts to wastewater,
water, storm water and solid
waste.

Less than significant with
mitigation. Based on developed
area and required mitigation
measures, the 2011 FEIR
concludes that.

Less than significant with mitigation. The
renovation of the MACC for the BHC would be
within the development assumptions for the
MLK Campus as a whole; impacts would be
within those identified in the 2011 FEIR.

A. AESTHETICS

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to aesthetics was evaluated in relation to the
2011 FEIR analysis and required mitigation contained in the 2011 FEIR. Photographs of the
original MACC and reconfigured green area are shown in Figures 4 and 5. Photographs of the
Hawkins Building are shown in Figures 6 and 7. A photograph of the walled garden south of
the Hawkins Building is shown in Figure 8.
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Figure 4
View West of Original MACC (Future BHC) and Reconfigured Green Area
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Figure 5
Reconfigured Green Area and “Timeline Walkway”

Figure 6
View of Hawkins Building looking South from 120th Street
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Figure 7
View of Hawkins Building looking Northeast

Figure 8
View of Hawkins Building and Walled Courtyard looking West
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

O %}

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect O ™M
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

O %}

O %}

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR indicates that the MLK Campus (including the BHC site) is not within a scenic
vista, and there are no scenic vistas identified within the vicinity. Existing development on the
campus consists of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center, which provides medical services
to the South Los Angeles community. The 2011 FEIR concluded no impacts to scenic vistas.

The original MACC would remain in its present configuration; the Hawkins Building would be
demolished and replaced with gardens and surface parking. Public facilities, commercial
development, and residential development -- all of which are typical of an urban setting --
comprise the land uses surrounding the proposed project site. Consistent with the analysis and
conclusions of the 2011 FEIR (Initial Study), the proposed BHC, would not impact scenic vistas.
There would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(b) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to damage to scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
N
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

O] O o a
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The 2011 FEIR concluded no impacts to scenic resources within a state scenic highway. As
analyzed in the 2011 FEIR, the nearest eligible or officially designated scenic highway or
historic parkway is California State Route 110 (SR 110), located approximately 2 miles to the
west of the proposed project site. The proposed project site cannot be viewed from SR 110 due
to distance. The distance from the scenic route, the site’s overall flat topography, and the fact
that the renovated original MACC height would not change and therefore would result in no
impact to public views. (The 2011 FEIR analyzed a maximum height of 78 feet.) The BHC
would not result in new or greater impacts in relation to scenic resources within a state scenic
highway. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the
certified 2011 FEIR.
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(c) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to degradation of existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

-<
D
(2]

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Oy o o a
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Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

As described in the 2011 FEIR, the existing MLK Medical Center Campus includes the six-story
main hospital tower located on the south-facing portion of the campus, as well as an adjacent
five-story building, and various other structures and support buildings that surround these
structures. The support buildings include a two-story medical records building, the one-story
Pediatric Acute Care Building, and the three-story Hawkins Building, as well as other support
buildings that range in height from one to six stories. The area surrounding the original MACC
and Hawkins Building is characterized by common urban development, where land uses include
public facilities, commercial development, and residential development. The 2011 FEIR
concluded less than significant impacts with mitigation (Mitigation Measures Aesthetics-1 trough
Aesthetics-4).

The BHC would be consistent in character with surrounding development. The height of the
original MACC structure would remain the same as the existing structure, the Hawkins Building
would be replaced with gardens and a small parking lot.

The 2011 FEIR did not specify landscaping for Tier Il as the project was conceptual in nature.
Landscaping would enhance visual character. The BHC would include a large garden area and
small parking lot in the location of the existing Hawkins Building. Given limited changes to the
original MACC exterior and removal of a large concrete structure and replacement with gardens
and a small parking lot, impacts to visual character and quality would be less than significant
consistent with the certified 2011 FEIR.

(d) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?
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Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that the existing campus includes security, landscape and perimeter
lighting on the site and adjacent properties, including streetlights along major thoroughfares and
the emergency access roadway. The 2011 FEIR concludes a less than significant impact with
mitigation with respect to light and glare and nighttime views (Mitigation Measures Aesthetics-1
through Aesthetics-4).
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In accordance with Mitigation Measure Aesthetics-1, all exterior lighting for building and on-site
security lighting would be shielded and directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the
surrounding land uses. The original MACC would stay substantially as is with no new sources of
light and glare. Removal of the Hawkins Building would not adversely affect light and glare.

No additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than
those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

B. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to agricultural and forest resources compared to
the 2011 FEIR was evaluated in relation to five questions recommended for consideration by
the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to any of the following:

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

(b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

(c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?

(d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

(e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

The 2011 FEIR concluded no impacts to agricultural and forest resources as there are no such
resources present on the project site. The project site is located in an urban area. There is no
farmland, timberland or forest located on the project site or in the vicinity. The project site does
not contain any farmland or agricultural uses, nor are any such lands located within close
proximity to the site such that the proposed project could potentially create indirect impacts.
The proposed BHC would continue to have no impact with respect to agricultural and forest
resources, consistent with the analysis and conclusions in the 2011 FEIR (Initial Study).
Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.
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C. AIR QUALITY

Air quality impacts of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) were evaluated with
regard to the 2011 FEIR. The potential for the proposed BHC to result in new or substantially
more adverse significant impacts to air quality than analyzed in the 2011 FEIR was evaluated in
relation to five questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

(a) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to conflict with or the potential to obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

O] oo a

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR determined that development of the proposed MLK Medical Center was within
the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) forecast for the area and would
therefore be consistent with growth assumptions included within the most recent AQMP. As
indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Tier Il development (of which the BHC would be an
integral part) would result in significant construction and operational impacts associated with
emissions of criteria pollutants (see below). The proposed BHC would be within the
assumptions made in the 2011 FEIR and would not result in additional air quality impacts.
Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(b) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to the potential to violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to existing or projected air violation?
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Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR indicates that Mitigation Measure Air-9 would ensure that criteria pollutants
emissions associated with the use of construction equipment would be reduced to the maximum
extent feasible. However, VOCs and NOx emissions during construction could still exceed
regional daily thresholds and could result in temporary significant and unavoidable impacts.
Mitigation Measures Air-1 through Air-9 would ensure that air quality impacts on sensitive
receptors during construction would be reduced to the maximum extent feasible. However,
construction of Tier Il (that includes renovation of the original MACC, and demolition of the
Hawkins Building together with any overlapping construction activity at the medical office
building at the northeast corner of the MLK Campus) would still have the potential to briefly
result in significant impacts to sensitive receptors related to emissions of NOx, PM2.5, and
PM10.
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The 2011 FEIR indicated that there are no feasible mitigation measures for operation of Tier Il
and therefore, criteria pollutant emissions from mobile sources on completion of Tier Il would
exceed daily regional emissions thresholds and would remain significant for VOCs, NOx, CO
and PM10. The proposed BHC would not increase the number of trips compared to existing
conditions identified in the 2011 FEIR, and therefore emissions as a result of the BHC together
with Tier Il development completed and proposed to date would not be expected to result in a
significant impact. However, the project would be a part of the development as a whole and
would therefore be a component of the impacts analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. The proposed BHC
would be within the assumptions made in the 2011 FEIR and would not result in any additional
air quality impacts. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no
new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(c) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for

which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
Yes No

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O ™
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

O
New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O
O

N M ™

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

As discussed above, Tier Il development of the MLK Medical Center (of which the proposed
BHC is a part) could briefly result in significant impacts to sensitive receptors during demolition
and construction activities as a result of emissions of NOx, PM2.5 and PM10.

Construction could also result in exceedances of regional daily thresholds for VOC and NOXx.
On completion of the MLK Redevelopment project as a whole, operational emissions were
calculated to exceed regional daily thresholds for VOCs, NOx, CO and PM10. The proposed
BHC would be within the assumptions made in the 2011 FEIR and would not result in any
additional air quality impacts. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(d) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to the potential to expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
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Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

O] O ola

M
M
M
M

The 2011 FEIR analyzed a development envelope for the entire campus assuming grading to
property lines. The 2011 FEIR found that adjacent sensitive receptors would be exposed to
NOx, PM10 and PM2.5 above the level of significance even after implementation of Mitigation
Measures Air-1 through Air-9.
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The majority of construction activity associated with the proposed BHC would be set back more
than 60 feet from the property line adjacent to sensitive receptors (single-family homes) to the
south. Since the maijority of construction activity would be set back further than analyzed in the
2011 FEIR, impacts could be less than analyzed in the 2011 FEIR but could remain significant.
Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(e) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to creating objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
Yes No

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O ™M

Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect O ™M

Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O ™M
O %}

Information
Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concluded less than significant impact with mitigation with respect to odors.
Consistent with the analysis in the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would not result in unusual or
objectionable odors. During demolition, construction and renovation, paving of the site would
involve application of asphalt that can produce discernible odors typical of most construction
sites. In addition, use of heavy construction equipment and the application of paints and
coatings can also be a source of discernable odors. Mitigation measures to reduce construction
emissions would also reduce odors. Any temporary odors would be typical in an urban
environment and would be short-term in nature. Therefore, they would not be considered a
significant environmental impact. With respect to operation, uses that are typically considered
by the SCAQMD to be a source of odor complaints (agriculture uses, food processing and
chemical plants, composting refineries, landfills and other uses) are not proposed. Therefore,
there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to biological resources than analyzed in the 2011
FEIR was evaluated in relation to six questions recommended for consideration by the State
California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:

(a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS)?

(b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

(c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through

direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

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

As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the MLK Medical Center Campus is a hospital facility with
landscaped areas, characterized by hospital and medical functions. The campus is a completely
developed property. The 2011 FEIR concluded no impacts to biological resources.

The 2011 FEIR summarizes the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) with respect to
the project site. The 2011 FEIR indicates that 18 listed species that are known to exist in the
area, including 8 plant species and 10 wildlife species. Of the 18 species listed as rare,
threatened, or endangered pursuant to the federal and state Endangered Species Acts that
were identified as having the potential to occur in the region of southwestern County of Los
Angeles, none were determined to have the potential to occur within the project area due to lack
of suitable habitat.

Due to the lack of habitats suitable to support sensitive and locally important species, the 2011
FEIR determined that locally important species are absent from the MLK Campus. Therefore,
the 2011 FEIR identifies no impacts to biological resources related to sensitive species
recognized by the USFWS as federal species of concern, by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife as California special concern species or locally important species afforded
protection by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS).

The 2011 FEIR indicated that the MLK Medical Center Campus does not contain riparian
habitat, wetlands or other sensitive natural communities. Based on the results of the review of
the USGS 7.5-minute series South Gate topographic quadrangle and the National Wetlands
Inventory map, no natural communities exist within the proposed project area. No suitable
habitat exists to encourage wildlife movement.

The MLK Campus (including the area to be impacted by the BHC) has landscaping and large
trees that may be suitable for nesting birds. The project would remove a number of trees of
varying sizes and replace them with new trees in the new gardens (the design has yet to be
determined). In removing large trees, the 2011 FEIR indicates that the County must comply
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with the Migratory Birds Treat Act, which prohibits destruction or removal of any active nest of a
migratory bird. The 2011 FEIR indicates that the scope of the proposed project (Tier | and Tier
II) is not expected to have an effect on nesting birds in the area. Therefore, the 2011 FEIR
indicates that there would be no impacts to biological resources related to impeding the use of
native wildlife nursery sites.

The proposed BHC would result in the same impacts as identified in the 2011 FEIR. The BHC
would include removal of existing landscaping, including potentially a number of large
ornamental trees, and replacing it with new landscaping including the new gardens that would
provide additional ornamental trees on-site. The design of the new gardens has yet to be
determined so the number of trees to be removed/added is unknown at this time.

Consistent with the 2011 FEIR, the BHC would continue to result in no impacts to biological
resources related to species listed as sensitive, locally important, rare, threatened, or
endangered, nor would there be impacts to wetlands or riparian communities. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(e) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as tree preservation policy or ordinance?
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The 2011 FEIR concluded no impacts with respect to ordinances protecting biological
resources. The BHC site includes the Hawkins Building sunken garden which contains a
number of ornamental trees of varying sizes. None of these trees are protected. Therefore,
consistent with the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would not result in impacts to biological
resources in relation to conflicts with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources. Development on the MLK Campus (including the proposed BHC) would not interfere
with or impact biological resources. Therefore, there would be no expected impacts to biological
resources related to conflicts with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the
certified 2011 FEIR.

(f) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information
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Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the CDFW’s National Community Conservation Planning
(NCCP) program, the only NCCP region within the County is the Palos Verdes Peninsula
NCCP. There are no proposed or adopted NCCPs or Habitat Conservation Plans (HCPs) that
applies to the project site. The 2011 FEIR concluded no impact with respect to adopted
approved conservation plans. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

E. CULTURAL RESOURCES

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to cultural resources was evaluated in relation to
the 2011 FEIR and four questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA
Guidelines.

(a) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to causing a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.57?
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Five historical resources, the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District
and four contributing buildings, are located on the proposed project site. (Historical resources in
a historic district consist of individual contributors to the district plus the district itself.) A total of
21 buildings are located on the MLK Campus. The 2011 FEIR indicates that four of these
buildings appear to meet the criteria for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) and the California Resources Historic Register (CRHR) as contributors to a potential
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District (California Historical Resources
Status Code [CHR] 3D). The four buildings are: Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center (MACC),
Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Medical Health Center, Interns and Physicians Building
and Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium (Hudson Auditorium).

In addition to the four historic buildings, the 2011 FEIR indicates that the Historic District
contains seven character-defining appurtenant elements:

¢ Elongated lawn located east of the MACC, which is bounded by a primary entrance road

e Sunken garden and walled courtyard located south and west of the Augustus F. Hawkins
Comprehensive Mental Health Center.

¢ Walled courtyard and recreation area located south of the Interns and Physicians
Building.

e Drop-off area located north of the Interns and Physicians Building and west of the

¢ North Support Building Pedestrian walkway extending from the MACC'’s east facade to
the Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium.

e Pedestrian walkway extending from the north elevation of the MACC to the Augustus F.
Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center.
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¢ Pedestrian walkway extending from the east facade of the Interns and Physicians
Building to the MACC.

The 2011 FEIR describes the original MACC as follows:

The MACC is a significant contributing building of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus Historic District. The MACC was constructed as the primary component of the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus, which was built as a direct response to the
findings of the McCone Commission that was organized to examine the causes of the 1965
civil unrest that began in nearby Watts. The McCone Commission found that South Los
Angeles was severely lacking in access to medical services and recommended the
immediate construction of a comprehensive hospital to remedy the stark disparities in the
availability of health care services between South Los Angeles and the rest of the City of
Los Angeles. Located at the far west end of a large grassy lawn, the MACC occupies a
commanding location within the site, conveying the prominence of its hospital function to
visitors entering the facility from the property’s main entrance at Wilmington Avenue. The
building is a highly characteristic example of the Brutalism style. The Brutalism style,
considered easy to construct and maintain, was a popular choice for government, civic and
institutional buildings during the 1960s and 1970s and thus use of Brutalist architecture
reflects the building’s public function and era of construction.

Landscape elements, including the central lawn crossed by a single paved sidewalk, an
allée of tall palms to the south of the property, and ornamental trees and shrubs located
along the building’s primary facade, serve to further emphasize the building’s role as the
primary care facility of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus.

The three pedestrian walkways associated with the MACC (consisting of a low- covered
walkway extending from the MACC'’s east facade to the Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium,
an elevated walkway constructed of reinforced concrete, providing pedestrian access from
the MACC to the Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center, and a
walkway extending from the west elevation of the MACC, constructed of reinforced concrete
columns, and traversing past several medical campus buildings before terminating at the Dr.
Julius W. Hill Interns and Physicians Building), contribute to the property’s architectural and
functional character.

The 2011 FEIR identifies the MACC as having the following character-defining features:

e Ample use of concrete (e.g., vertically striated concrete supports and exterior framing)

¢ Monolithic massing

o Geometric repetition (e.g., the plan configuration consisting of three identical towers,
repetitive bands of windows, and a series of balconies located on the building’s facade)
Recessed primary entrance with deeply cantilevered canopy

Minimal ornamentation

Overall simplicity of form

Original landscaping (elongated central lawn crossed by a single path)

The 2011 FEIR describes the Hawkins Building and associated landscaping as follows:

Brutalism style buildings, considered easy to construct and maintain, were widely popular for
government, civic and institutional buildings built during the 1960s and 1970s, and thus use
of Brutalist architecture reflects the building’s public function. The building’s unusual
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massing, weighted upwards, incorporates elements of the Brutalism style in its ample use of
reinforced concrete with striated unfinished detailing, small recessed fixed tinted windows,
general appearance of solidity, and lack of ornamentation.

Landscape elements include a low planter wall that extends along the building’s north
facade and continues beyond the building to the west, consisting of a thickly planted
assortment of compact trees, ornamental shrubs, and landscape plantings, which contribute
to the architectural and functional character of the property. An entrance located on the
building’s south elevation is accessed via a pedestrian bridge that passes over a sunken
garden containing numerous examples of evergreens and ornamental vegetation.

To the west, the sunken garden transitions into a landscaped recreational area with a
swimming pool, handball courts, and a small playground.

The 2011 FEIR identifies character-defining features of the Hawkins Building as follows:

Ample use of concrete with vertically striated, unfinished detailing

Monumental horizontal massing with overhanging upper floor

Small, recessed, fixed, tinted windows

Recessed primary entrance

Elevated pedestrian walkway extending from south elevation to the MACC
Original landscaping (walled courtyard with pathways, sunken garden along south
elevation, low planter wall along north facade)

The landscaped recreational area with a swimming pool, handball courts, and a small
playground were removed as part of Tier | and construction of the new MACC.

Previously, adopted Mitigation Measures Cultural-3 through Cultural-5 would apply to the
project. Mitigation Measure Cultural-3, requires use of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards
for the treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines of Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring,
and Reconstructing Historic Buildings; Mitigation Measure Cultural-4, requires that for any non-
conformance with these standards, archival quality photo-documentation of resources, and
Mitigation Measure Cultural-5, requires that impacts to loss of integrity of the Historic District be
addressed through development of a retrospective exhibit detailing the history of the Martin
Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District.

The 2011 FEIR addressed potential impacts of entirely removing the five historical resources
identified above. The impact of removing any one or more of these resources was identified as
significant after application of mitigation measures. The demolition of the Hawkins Building
would result in loss of one of the four identified historic buildings and would therefore be a
significant impact due to loss of the building and the impact on the MLK Campus Historic
District. The gardens associated with the Hawkins Building would be retained but reconfigured
to suit the needs of the programs within the BHC (the design of these gardens has not yet been
determined so the number of trees to be removed is unknown).

The proposed renovation of the original MACC would impact (but not remove) one of the
character-defining features of the MLK Medical Center Campus Historic District. The building
would remain in its existing configuration, the exterior of the building would be cleaned and
potentially a treatment would be applied. The interior of the building would be reconfigured.
Design of the renovation has not yet been completed and therefore it is not possible to
determine whether the renovation would comply with the Secretary of the Interiors Standards.
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Therefore, the impact to the original MACC and the impact to the MLK Campus Historic District
could still be significant (although less than anticipated in the 2011 FEIR). An architectural
historian will be part of the design team to ensure that character-defining historic fabric is
retained to the extent feasible.

Th renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building are both within the
scope of impacts previously analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. The 2013 Master Plan (which the
Board of Supervisors found to be within the scope of the 2011 FEIR) entirely removed both the
original MACC and the Hawkins Building, although renovation of the original MACC was
identified as an option.

As noted in the Introduction to this Addendum, as part of the approval of the MLK Medical
Center Campus Redevelopment Project the Board of Supervisors adopted Findings of Fact and
a Statement of Overriding Considerations that identified potential impacts, mitigation measures
and alternatives. The Statement of Overriding Considerations indicates that “[t]he project may
result in impacts from the significant alternation or removal of structures or character-defining
features that may be identified as historic resources.” The Statement of Overriding
Considerations outlines the benefits of the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
Project and indicates that, “[t]he cultural resources significant impacts are overridden by the
project’s ability to provide new campus improvements and to reopen a fully functional medical
campus that meets the community needs for quality health care and establishes the Martin
Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus as a center of excellence for health care delivery,
urban health promotion and prevention, health workforce development, academic research and
teaching, and economic development.

The County reviewed each of four historical buildings on the campus as well as character
defining appurtenant elements and has proceeded with adaptive reuse of the buildings and
retention of appurtenant elements as feasible and appropriate:

e The Interns and Physicians building was renovated and adaptively reused as a
recuperative care center.

e The Hudson Auditorium is in the process of being renovated and expanded to adaptively
reuse the building as a childcare center.

e ltis proposed that the MACC be adaptively reused for the new Behavioral Health
Center.

e The MLK Historic District is comprised of the four historic buildings -- three of which have
been or are in the process of being substantially retained (see above). The historic
district also includes landscaping and walkways -- the iconic large green space and main
driveway in front of the original MACC is being reconfigured but substantially retained.

Therefore, three of the four historic buildings on the MLK campus are already or are proposed to
be substantially adaptively reused and substantial components of historic landscaping and
pathways are being retained.

The County considered the feasibility of adaptive reuse of the Hawkins Building and determined
that it was not feasible primarily due to 1) its size, and 2) lack of windows and light and air. The
poor design and layout of the interior, the location of the building, the general condition of the
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building, as well as the necessity of the site to be used for required programs (gardens and
parking) all contribute to the determination that it is infeasible to retain the Hawkins Building."

As compared to the 2013 Master Plan and contemplated potential for complete removal of the
original MACC in the 2011 FEIR, the proposed renovation would reduce but not eliminate
potentially significant impacts to that building and the MLK Campus Historic District. Demolition
of the Hawkins Building would be a significant impact to the building and the MLK Campus
Historic District. These changes would not cause additional impacts (impacts to the original
MACC would be reduced as it would not be demolished) and no additional mitigation is
necessary. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the
certified 2011 FEIR.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the flowing:
(b) Would the proposed BHC cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

(c) Would the proposed BHC directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geologic feature?

(d) Would the proposed BHC disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

<
)
)

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

O] Oy gl a

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that the project site has been substantially disturbed, but that new
excavation exceeding 20 feet in depth has the potential to impact native soils. The proposed
renovation of the original MACC would require no excavation. Demolition of the Hawkins
Building and reconfiguration of the gardens and construction of a surface parking lot would
require minimal excavation. The 2011 FEIR provides mitigation measures for excavation below
a depth of 15 feet.

A records search conducted as part of the 2011 FEIR for the MLK Campus indicated that all, or
portions of, 28 previous archaeological and/or historic architectural surveys have been
conducted within 1 mile from the Campus. No archaeological surveys have been conducted on
the MLK Campus. Two prehistoric burials and two historic archaeological sites have been
recorded within 1 mile of the MLK Campus. No known prehistoric or historic archaeological sites
have been recorded on the project site. No mitigation measures were identified as necessary in
the 2011 FEIR to ensure impacts remain below a level of significance. The same conclusion is
valid for the BHC as it falls within the scope of anticipated development on the Campus.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that the closest known fossil localities have been identified west of the
proposed project site in the Athens vicinity around the Harbor Freeway (I-110), from north of
Imperial Highway to near El Segundo Boulevard. These localities produced Late Pleistocene
fossil specimens of pond turtle (Clemmys), puffin (Mancalla), turkey (Parapova), ground sloth

' Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project, Reuse of Historic Buildings and Hawkins
Building Demolition, July 2018
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(Paramylodon), mammoth (Mammuthus), dire wolf (Canis dirus), rabbit (Sylvilagus), squirrel
(Sciuridae), deer mouse (Microtus), pocket gopher (Thomomys), horse (Equus), deer (Cervus),
pronghorn antelope (Capromeryx), and bison (Bison) at depths as shallow as 15 feet below the
surface.

Previously adopted mitigation of paleontological resource impacts included in the 2011 FEIR, to
address the potential for encountering paleontological resources, would reduce impacts to
below a level of significance through the requirement to fully recover paleontological resources
from the area of potential effect in accordance with standards for such recovery established by
the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology. Therefore, consistent with the analysis and conclusions
of the 2011 FEIR, Mitigation Measure Cultural-1 would continue to reduce impacts related to the
destruction of unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features below the level of
significance.

Mitigation Measure Cultural-1 requires that prior to any ground-disturbing activities, the County
of Los Angeles create a site plan indicating all locations of ground-disturbing activities that affect
previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or further
and have the potential to contact older Quaternary Alluvium. Construction monitoring by a
qualified paleontological monitor is required during all ground-disturbing activities that could
affect previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or
further and have the potential to contact older Quaternary Alluvium. Should a potentially unique
paleontological resource be encountered, ground-disturbing activities within 100 feet must stop
until a qualified paleontologist assesses the find.

There are no formal cemeteries on the property, and the ground has been substantially
disturbed for the construction of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus. A record
search with the Native American Heritage Commission failed to indicate the known presence of
Native American sacred sites, including burial sites, on or within a “2-mile radius of the proposed
project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not be expected to disturb any human
remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. Consistent with the findings of
the 2011 FEIR, implementation of Mitigation Measure Cultural — 2 would ensure that this impact
remains less than significant. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Impacts to geology and soils of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) were
evaluated with regard to the 2011 FEIR including adopted mitigation measures. The potential
for the proposed BHC to result in new or substantially more adverse significant impacts to
geology and soils was evaluated in relation to eight questions recommended for consideration
by the State CEQA Guidelines.

In 2015, the California Supreme Court in California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (CBIA v. BAAQMD), held that CEQA generally does not require a
lead agency to consider the impacts of the existing environment on the future residents or users
of a project. However, if a project exacerbates a condition in the existing environment, the lead
agency is required to analyze the impact of that exacerbated condition on the environment,
which may include future residents and users within the Project Area. Analysis of the Appendix
G questions in this impact analysis will apply to the decision from CBIA v. BAAQMD. The
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following analysis recaps the 2011 FEIR for informational purposes, but potential impacts of the
environment on a project are no longer considered potentially significant.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:

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

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction as delineated on the most recent
Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of known areas of liquefaction?

iv) Landslides as delineated on the most recent Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of known areas of
landslides?

(b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result
of the proposed ordinance, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

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

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

The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the project site would be expected to result in
less than significant impacts related to exposing people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault and strong seismic shaking. There are no known surface faults within the MLK
Campus, and the proposed project location does not lie within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zones (APEFZ). The project site is located approximately 1.8 miles northeast of the
Newport-Inglewood Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. The project site is roughly 42 miles south of the
active San Andreas Fault. The 2011 FEIR indicates that conformance to applicable
requirements under the California Building Code (CBC) and Uniform Building Code (UBC)
would reduce impacts related to the rupture of a surface fault to the maximum extent possible
under current engineering practices.

The overall MLK Medical Campus site is located within a liquefaction zone. A site-specific
liquefaction analysis was performed for the East Campus Parking Structure site. That site is
primarily underlain by mixture of clayey soil and sandy soils with relatively high fines contents,
which have low liquefaction potential, the likelihood of liquefaction is considered low. The 2011
FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with respect to strong groundshaking and seismic-
related ground failure including liquefaction.
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The 2011 FEIR summarizes the California Geological Survey, that indicates that the project site
is located within a Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction, which indicates a potential for
permanent ground displacements such that mitigation, as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 2693(c), would be required. The 2011 FEIR indicates that compliance with Office of
Statewide Planning and Development (OSHPD) standards would further reduce any potential
for impacts resulting from liquefaction.

The 2011 FEIR concludes a less than significant impact related to landslides. The topography
of the project site and surrounding area is generally flat, and therefore would pose no potential
risk for landslides to occur. Moreover, no areas susceptible to seismic-induced landslides are
shown in the proposed project vicinity on the USGS 7.5-minute series South Gate topographic
quadrangle. Due to the absence of steep slopes, there would be no expected impacts from
exposing people or structures to potentially substantial adverse effects involving landslides.

The proposed BHC would not exacerbate existing conditions with respect to rupture of a known
earthquake fault, liquefaction conditions or slopes. No additional mitigation would be required
and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with respect to soil erosion and loss of
topsoil and impacts associated with being located on expansive soils (Mitigation Measures
Geology-1 through Geology-3).

The proposed demolition of the Hawkins Building and reconfiguration of the gardens could
result in impacts related to soil erosion and loss of topsoil, such impacts would be reduced to
below the level of significance with implementation of best management practices (BMPs)
consistent with the guidelines provided in the California Storm Water Best Management Practice
Handbooks: Construction. Impacts related to soil erosion or the loss of topsoil would be
reduced to below the level of significance by the incorporation of Mitigation Measures Geology-1
through Geology-3.

The proposed project would not have the potential to exacerbate conditions related to being
located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable and/or being
located on expansive soils. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concluded no impact with respect to soils incapable of supporting septic tanks.
The proposed project would not result in impacts to geology and soils in relation to being
located on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater.
The proposed project would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems. The original MACC is connected to existing sewers. Wastewater generated at
the project site is treated at the Hyperion Treatment Plant. The Hyperion Treatment Plant is the
largest wastewater treatment plant in the City of Los Angeles and is anticipated to have the
capacity to support the entire Tier Il MLK Campus Redevelopment Project. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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G. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Greenhouse gas emissions associated with the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC
and demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking)
were evaluated based on a review of the 2011 FEIR and the required mitigation measures. The
potential for the proposed BHC to result in new or substantially more adverse significant impacts
related to greenhouse gas emissions was evaluated in relation to two questions recommended
for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant

impact on the environment
(b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases?
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that, conservatively, the proposed development of the MLK Medical
Center Campus would result in significant GHG emissions as a result of building construction,
operation and vehicle trips which would be inconsistent with State and regional plans focused
on reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The proposed BHC would a variety of mental health
facilities in one location, allowing for coordination of many different programs.

The proposed project would generate GHG emissions associated with construction and
operation of the building (mainly associated with lighting). While staff of the BHC would
generate new trips, trips form the BHC together with other Tier Il projects proposed and
completed to date would not yet exceed existing trips identified in the 2011 FEIR. But
eventually on completion of Tier Il, trips are anticipated to substantially exceed existing
conditions identified in the 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR identified a total net increase of 19,677 new daily vehicle trips as a result of the
proposed Master Plan. As part of the buildout proposed for the approved Tier Il project, the
proposed BHC would contribute to the significant GHG emissions identified in the 2011 FEIR.
The proposed BHC would be within the assumptions of the 2011 FEIR and therefore would not
generate additional impacts. Compliance with Mitigation Measure GHG-1 would reduce
emissions and ensure sustainable development to the extent feasible. Therefore, no additional
mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified
in the certified 2011 FEIR.

H. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Hazards and hazardous materials of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) were
evaluated based on a review of the studies included in the 2011 FEIR and impacts were
evaluated compared to impacts of the 2011 FEIR and the required mitigation measures.
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Hazardous waste can pose a potential or substantial hazard to human health or the
environment when improperly managed. Designated hazardous waste possesses at least one
of four defined characteristics—ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity, or toxicity—or appears on special
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency lists. The potential for the proposed BHC to result in
new or substantially more adverse significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous
materials was evaluated in relation to eight questions recommended for consideration by the
State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:
(a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?
(b) 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?

(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

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

public or the environment?
N
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Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances
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Information
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that with Mitigation Measures Hazards-1 through Hazards-5, the entire
proposed Tier Il MLK Campus Redevelopment Project would result in less than significant
impacts with respect to creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. The original MACC was constructed
in the early seventies and contains some asbestos containing materials and lead-based paints;
Mitigation Measure Hazards-2 requires that for buildings constructed before 1979, such
materials be identified and removed properly in accordance with applicable regulations. The
proposed renovation of the original MACC would involve the use of minimal hazardous
materials. Demolition and renovation activities would include standard cleaning materials,
lubricants, and oils.

Because it is a hospital, the entire campus is registered as a small- and large-quantity generator
of hazardous materials such as waste oil and mixed oil; oxygenated solvents including acetone,
butanol, and ethyl acetate; spent halogenated solvents; and other hazardous materials including
batteries, lamps, pesticides, thermostats, mercury, and silver. The hospital may also deal with
biomedical and radiological wastes. However, there are specific government regulations
restricting the transport, use, and disposal of these hazardous materials, and the Tier Il MLK
Campus Redevelopment Project would not entail use of such materials beyond regulated
parameters.

The BHC would use minimal amounts of hazardous materials typically used in hospitals, and
residences such as certain cleaning supplies (e.g. bleach). Consistent with the analysis and
conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC, with implementation of required Mitigation
Measures Hazards-1 through Hazards-5, would result in less than significant impacts related to
creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use,
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or disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and
there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that the MLK Campus is the location of documented past releases of
gasoline and oil from leaking underground storage tanks (LUSTs), which occurred prior to
existing underground storage tank (UST) regulations. Cleanup of the campus has been
completed for the release of oil and gasoline, and no further action is warranted. Because the
project site is both a small- and a large-quantity generator of hazardous materials, the potential
exists for a hazardous materials release to occur.

Any tank relocations would be conducted according to the following applicable federal and state
regulations related to tank management: Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 40, Part 112; 40
CFR, Part 280; CFR 281; 40 CFR, Part 282; and the California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title
22 and Title 23 Regulations. It is unlikely that the proposed project would result in accidental
leaks and spills that would affect the public or the environment. Therefore, consistent with the
analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, with implementation of required Mitigation
Measures Hazards-1 through Hazards-5, the proposed BHC would result in less than significant
impacts related to the creation of a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
material, and with respect to the emission of hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed
school. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

Due to the nature of the hospital use of the campus, it is included on multiple environmental
regulatory databases for permitted Underground Storage tanks (USTs) and Leaking
Underground Storage Tanks (LUSTs). A LUST on the MLK Campus involved an unauthorized
release of gasoline, which affected soil. Cleanup of the LUST was completed, and the case was
closed by the Regional Water Quality Control Board in 1996. Therefore, this LUST would not
result in impacts to people or the environment.

An additional release of 14,000 gallons of oily water occurred on the campus in 2006 due to a
ruptured pipe coming from the on-site power plant. The substance was pumped into tanker
trucks and cleanup was nearing completion when the 2011 FEIR was prepared. No significant
impact to people or the environment occurred as a result of this release. This release was
reported through the California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System (CHMIRS)
database.

The MLK Campus is included on a list of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
small quantity generators (SQGs), but no violations have been reported. The proposed project
site is also listed under the Hazardous Waste Information System (HAZNET) because it
disposes waste oil and mixed oil, paint sludge, inorganic solid waste, oxygenated solvents,
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), mercury waste, and asbestos-containing waste. In addition,
the proposed project site is considered an RCRA large-quantity generator (LQG) of waste
products such as batteries, lamps, pesticides, thermostats, mercury, silver, halogenated
solvents, as well as other ignitable and corrosive hazardous materials. However, no violations
were identified.

Three LUST sites are located within 0.5-mile up-gradient of the project site and have
undergone/are undergoing remediation and are not expected to impact the project site. No
violations have been reported for these LUST sites. The Phase | ESA for the East Campus
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Parking Structure identified the potential for trace elements of petroleum hydrocarbons and
metals and the potential for pesticide residue from past agricultural use on the site (which could
also be true for the Hawkins Building site). The Phase Il ESA collected and analyzed 27 soil
samples at depths of 1, 5 and 10 feet below ground surface, and identified the following:

e In 17 samples (at varying depths), arsenic was detected above the screening level but
below the accepted background level. To ensure worker safety, compliance with
applicable regulations as well as standard Best Management Practices (BMPs) including
dermal coverage (gloves, long pants) would be required for soil management and
disposal during construction activities.

e One sample (at a depth of one foot) contained lead concentrations above regulatory
disposal limits.

e Two samples (at a depth of one foot) contained pesticides above regulatory disposal
limits.

Soils contaminated with lead and pesticide above regulatory limits are required to be tested and
disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations. The Phase Il ESA recommended that
shallow soils (less than five feet) generated in the areas of lead and pesticide exceedances be
segregated during stockpiling for proper disposal. To ensure proper handling of contaminated
soils (in accordance with applicable regulations), a soils management plan would be
implemented by a qualified contractor as appropriate, to perform excavation, soil profiling, and
transportation and disposal.

Consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC, with
implementation of required Mitigation Measures Hazards-1 through Hazards-5, would result in
less than significant impacts related to location on a hazardous waste site. Therefore, no
additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than
those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:

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

(f) Be located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

(g9) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

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

The 2011 FEIR indicates development on the project site would not be expected to result in
impacts from hazards and hazardous materials in relation to proximity to an airport or private
airstrip, and the creation of safety hazards for people residing or working in the proposed project
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area. The nearest airports are the Compton Airport, located at 901 West Alondra Boulevard in
the City of Compton, approximately 2.1 miles south; the Saint Francis Medical Center Helistop
in the City of Lynwood, approximately 2.7 miles east; the Gardena Valley Airport in the City of
Gardena, approximately 4 miles southeast; and the Hawthorne Municipal Airport in the City of
Hawthorne, approximately 4.6 miles west of the proposed project site. The nearest private
airstrip is located in Playa Vista at 5510 Lincoln Boulevard, approximately 11.5 miles northwest
of the proposed project site. The proposed MLK Campus Redevelopment Project would improve
the safety of the existing hospital helipad facilities; no change in impacts involving this helipad
would occur. Consistent with the 2011 FEIR analysis and conclusions, the proposed BHC would
not be expected to result in significant impacts from hazards and hazardous materials in relation
to proximity to an airport or private airstrip and the creation of safety hazards for people residing
or working in the proposed project area. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts
than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The purpose of the MLK Campus Redevelopment Project is to improve conditions related to
healthcare services. Consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the BHC
would not interfere with an emergency response plan or evacuation plan and would therefore
not result in significant impacts related to impairing the implementation of or physically
interfering with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.
Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the MLK Campus is located in an urban environment without
adjacent or nearby wildlands. In addition, the campus is not considered to be in a fire hazard
severity zone. Consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR (Initial Study), the
BHC would not result in significant impacts related to exposure of people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands. Therefore,
there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

L HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Hydrology and water quality impacts of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) were
evaluated in relation to the 2011 FEIR and required mitigation measures. The potential for the
proposed BHC to result in new or substantially more adverse significant impacts related to
hydrology and water quality was evaluated in relation to 10 questions recommended for
consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

In 2015, the California Supreme Court in California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (CBIA v. BAAQMD), held that CEQA generally does not require a
lead agency to consider the impacts of the existing environment on the future residents or users
of a project. However, if a project exacerbates a condition in the existing environment, the lead
agency is required to analyze the impact of that exacerbated condition on the environment,
which may include future residents and users within the Project Area. Analysis of the Appendix
G questions in this impact analysis will apply to the decision from CBIA v. BAAQMD. The
following analysis recaps the 2011 FEIR for informational purposes, but potential impacts of the
environment on a project are no longer considered potentially significant.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

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

Yes No

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O ™
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

O %}
New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O ™M
O %}

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes that construction could result in erosion, sediment-laden runoff, and
discharge of non-storm water runoff. Mitigation would be required to reduce impacts to water
quality and groundwater recharge below a level of significance.

With implementation of the adopted mitigation measures, the proposed BHC, including
demolition of the Hawkins Building and construction of new gardens and a surface parking lot
would result in less than significant impacts with respect to violating any water quality standards
or waste discharge requirements. The proposed project would entail both construction and
operational elements. The demolition of the Hawkins Building and subsequent site clearing
could contribute to erosion, sediment-laden runoff, discharge of non-storm water runoff, or other
water quality—related events. All construction activities would include implementation of best
management practices (BMPs) to reduce or eliminate non-storm discharges to the storm water
system. Implementation of BMPs would result in meeting the water quality standards set forth
by responsible agencies, and would address storm runoff quantity and flow rate, suspended
solids (primarily from erosion), and contaminants such as phosphorus and hydrocarbons. BMPs
would be incorporated in accordance with the NPDES permit issued to the County by the LA-
RWQCB, the County Storm Water Management, and the County General Plan. With
implementation of Mitigation Measures Hydrology-1 through Hydrology-4 and Hazards-1, the
proposed BHC (together with other completed Tier Il projects) would result in less than
significant impacts in relation to violating any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that the MLK Campus is located within the Central Basin Municipal
Water District. Groundwater has been encountered on the campus at approximately 38 to 52
feet below ground surface. The MLK Campus and its existing uses do not influence the local
groundwater basin, and the site does not serve as a groundwater recharge site. Further, neither
Tier | nor Tier Il of the MLK Campus Redevelopment Project would use groundwater supplies or
interfere with groundwater recharge into this basin. Therefore, consistent with the 2011 FEIR,
the proposed BHC would not result in impacts to groundwater. There is no potential for the BHC
to contribute to the depletion of groundwater supplies or to create substantial interference with
groundwater recharge for the area. Consistent with the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would
not result in impacts to hydrology and water quality in relation to groundwater supplies or
groundwater recharge. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

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

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

(f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

<
)
)

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

O] Oy gl a

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

Nl §| B Mg

The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the project site would not be expected to result in
impacts to hydrology and water quality in relation to alteration of existing drainage patterns in a
manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site. The proposed BHC
would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area or alter the course
of any existing streams or rivers in the proposed project area. While the demolition of the
Hawkins Building and reconfiguration of associated gardens would result in the removal of
vegetated areas, it would result in the addition of landscaped areas that would likely increase
pervious surfaces. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in
the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with mitigation with respect to potential
impacts on water quality (Mitigation Measures Hydrology 1 through Hydrology-4 and Hazards-
1). The BHC would result in reuse of an existing building and development of new gardens and
a surface parking lot. The entire area has been previously disturbed. The project would be
required to comply with Mitigation Measures Hydrology-1 through Hydrology-4 and Hazards-1
as well as BMPs consistent with guidelines provided in the California Storm Water Best
Management Practices Handbook for Construction Activities and in the Los Angeles County
Storm Water Management Program for substantiated erosion or siltation. Consistent with the
2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC (together with Tier Il projects completed to date) would result in
less than significant impacts with mitigation related to drainage patterns, erosion, siltation and
degradation of water quality. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact to altering existing drainage patterns. There are no
existing drainage patterns on or within the vicinity that would be substantially impacted by the
proposed project. The MLK Campus is part of the Los Angeles storm drain system and the
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works has implemented measures to initiate storm
water pollution reduction programs throughout the County. The project together with other
development completed to date on the MLK Campus would not be expected to contribute
substantial additional runoff as the project together with completed would not substantially
increase impervious surfaces. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

County of Los Angeles Page 60



MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
4% EIR Addendum

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

(h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?

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

(j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

N
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR concluded no impact with respect to placing housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the MLK Campus is not located within a 100-year
or 500-year flood zone. Therefore, there would be no expected impacts to hydrology and water
quality related to placement of housing within a 100-year flood hazard area. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to placing structures in a 100-year flood
hazard area, exposing people or structures to significant risk or loss as a result of failure of a
dam or levee. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the County of Los Angeles maintains over 15
major dams and a host of other flood control facilities such as spreading grounds within the
County. The flood control facilities within the MLK Medical Campus vicinity are maintained by
the County Flood Control District and are in compliance with local, state, and federal
regulations. The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the MLK Campus would have no
impacts on, nor be impacted by, the operation of the existing levees or dams. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to seiche, tsunami and mudflow. Tsunamis
are tidal waves generated in large bodies of water in response to ground shaking. The elevation
of the campus ranges from approximately 85 feet above mean sea level (MSL) to 105 feet
above MSL. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the campus is roughly 10 miles east of the Pacific
Ocean. Due to the elevation of the project area and its distance from the ocean and other
bodies of water, there would be no direct or indirect impacts related to seiches or tsunamis. A
mudflow is a large flow of mud resulting from soil saturation on steep slopes. The campus is not
located in a section of the County that is susceptible to mudslides and there are no steep slopes
with soils or vegetation on or immediately adjacent to the campus. Consistent with the analysis
and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would not be expected to result in
impacts in relation to the inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. Therefore, there would be
no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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J. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Land use and planning impacts of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and
demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) were
evaluated in light of the 2011 FEIR. The potential for the proposed BHC to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts related to land use and planning was evaluated
in relation to three questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

(a) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to the potential to physically divide an existing community?
Yes N

o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

%}

O %}

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O ™M
O %}

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to dividing an established community.
Physical division of an established community typically occurs when linear elements such as
train tracks or a new highway separates parts of the community. No such elements would occur
with the proposed BHC. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, development of the MLK Medical
Center Campus would not extend development beyond the existing medical facility site and,
therefore, would not cause a physical division within the established community. The proposed
BHC would be a continuation of medical and medical-related uses on the existing Medical
Center Campus, and consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR there would
be no expected impacts to land use and planning resulting in a physical division to the
established community. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(b) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an

agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
Yes

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

Nl §| §| Q|

O
New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O
O

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impact with respect to conflicts with an
applicable plan. The proposed BHC would result in reuse of an existing building,
reconfiguration and expansion of existing gardens and creating of surface parking (280 spaces).
As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the General Plan designates the MLK Medical Center Campus
for Public and Semi-Public land use (P), which provides for activities by public and quasi-public
entities and allows for the establishment of facilities, infrastructure, and their related operations
in these areas that are public or semipublic in nature, including hospitals. As such, use of the
campus as a medical facility is in conformance with this land use designation. As indicated in
the 2011 FEIR, the County zoning designation for all parcels within the MLK Campus is
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Neighborhood Commercial (C-2; Neighborhood Business Zone). This zoning designation is
established to identify community-related commercial uses and permits the following uses:
drugstores, medical clinics (including laboratories), professional or business office space,
parking lots and buildings, and hospital equipment and supply rentals.

As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the County has established development standards for the
Neighborhood Business Zone:

No more than 90 percent of the net area can be occupied by buildings, with a minimum of
10 percent of the net area landscaped with a lawn, shrubbery, flowers, and/or trees, which
shall be continuously maintained in good condition. Incidental walkways, if needed, may be
developed in the landscaped area; that there be parking facilities as required by Part 11 of
Chapter 22.52; and that a building or structure shall not exceed a height of 35 feet above
grade, excluding signs which are permitted by Part 10 of Chapter 22.52 (such as chimneys,
and rooftop antennas).

The zoning classification for C-2 does not have a set-back requirement. The County indicated
in the 2011 FEIR Initial Study, “[{lhe County would seek to ensure compatibility of the proposed
project with the existing campus and its surroundings but reserves the right to exempt elements
of the proposed project from the zoning designation. Therefore, the proposed development
would not conflict with the permitted uses of this zoning designation, and no General Plan
amendment or zone change would be required. Therefore, with respect to the proposed BHC,
consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR impacts to land use and planning
related to a conflict with adopted or proposed land use plans, policies, or regulations would be
less than significant. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified
in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(c) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan (HCP) or natural

community conservation plan (NCCP)?

N
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Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to conflicts with habitat conservation planning.
As evaluated in the 2011 FEIR, the project site is located in a densely populated urban setting
and no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan are applicable to the project area.
Consequently, the proposed BHC would not have an impact on any such plans consistent with
the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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K. MINERAL RESOURCES

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to mineral resources was evaluated in relation to
the 2011 FEIR and two questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA
Guidelines.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the

region and the residents of the state?
(b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

N
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the MLK Campus is not expected to result in
impacts to mineral resources in relation to the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
and concludes no impact with respect to mineral resources. The 2011 FEIR summarizes the
California Geological Survey report and indicates that there are no known mineral resources of
statewide or regional importance produced within the proposed project site. According to the
Mines and Minerals Producers Active in California (1977-1998), the County of Los Angeles
contains 25 active mines. However, there are no mining districts located in or around the vicinity
of the project site. Therefore, there would be no expected impacts to mineral resources related
to the loss of availability of a known mineral resource. Therefore, there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

L. NOISE

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts related to noise was evaluated in relation to the
2011 FEIR and six questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or noise levels?

(b) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

(d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

N
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New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that an increase of 4 dBA CNEL or more would result in a significant
adverse impact. (CNEL is a 24-hour noise descriptor that averages noise over a 24-hour period
and artificially adds a decibel increment to noise that occurs in the evenings and at night). In
the 2011 FEIR, the measured ambient noise levels in the neighborhood south of the project site
during peak afternoon hours is indicated to be 55.2 dBA.

Demolition/Construction/Renovation

Project demolition, site preparation, construction and renovation activities would be typical of
such activities and would be within the assumptions made in the 2011 FEIR. Demolition
activities associated with the Hawkins Building would be shielded from single-family homes to
the south, educational facilities to the north are more than 300 feet from the site. Construction
vehicle activity on the emergency access road would result in elevated noise levels at the
single-family residences. Demolition, site preparation, and renovation activities would be within
the assumptions identified in Table 3. Construction is not allowed between 8:00 pm and 7:00
am Monday through Friday or anytime on Sunday. Saturday construction could occur between
7:00 am and 5:00 pm.

Anticipated construction noise at 50 feet is shown in Table 5 (reproduced from the 2011 FEIR —
FEIR Table 3.8.4.2-1, page 3.8-10). Residential uses within 80 feet of a construction site are
identified in the 2011 FEIR as significantly impacted (with mitigation). The original MACC is
about 60 feet from single-family homes to the south, any sandblasting of the southern fagade of
the original MACC could result in a brief period of noise levels similar to those shown in Table 5.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures Noise-1 through Noise-3 (which require noise muffling
devices, barriers/curtains, vehicle maintenance and use of sonic piles within 55 feet of
residences) would reduce noise as feasible. Nonetheless, the noise generated by sandblasting
and potential application of treatments to the building exterior could briefly exceed County
construction noise thresholds at sensitive receptors to the south. Such activities are reasonably
expected renovation activities within the scope of activities analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. The
majority of construction activity would not be expected to exceed thresholds at sensitive
receptors. No additional mitigation is feasible or necessary and there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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Activity Noise Level at 50 feet (dBA)
Ground Clearing/Demolition 84 + 6 dBA
Excavations 89 + 6 dBA
Foundations 78 + 3 dBA
Erection of structures 85 + 5 dBA
Finishing (i.e., paving) 89 + 6 dBA

SOURCE: Bolt, Beranek, and Newman. December 1971. Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building
Equipment, and Home Appliances. Washington, DC.

The 2011 FEIR found that construction activities would result in less than significant impacts
with mitigation with respect to vibration impacts to residential structures within 50 feet of pile
driving (Mitigation Measure Noise-3). No pile driving is proposed as part of the BHC.

Therefore, induced structural damage is not anticipated. No additional mitigation would be
required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that vibration from construction activities (pile driving, large bull dozers
and loaded trucks) would be perceptible in adjacent residences but that because construction
activities would be limited to daytime hours and activities would be infrequent, vibration
perception impacts from construction are considered less than significant. No additional
mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified
in the certified 2011 FEIR.

Operation

The 2011 FEIR indicates that mechanical equipment would result in a less than significant
impact with mitigation (Mitigation Measure Noise-4). The proposed BHC could include new
mechanical equipment for the original MACC (primarily Heating, Ventilation, Air Conditioning)
that could be audible adjacent to the structure. Adopted Mitigation Measure Noise-4 would
ensure that noise from mechanical equipment remained below 45 dBA at residences to the
south through use of quiet equipment and/or use of insulating screens. Therefore, no additional
mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater stationary-source noise
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that operational noise from mobile sources would be less than
significant. The BHC together with Tier Il development completed and proposed to date
would not result in traffic exceeding existing levels identified in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore,
mobile-source noise levels resulting from operation of the MLK Campus would not be greater
than existing conditions identified in the 2011 FEIR. Eventually on completion of Tier Il, traffic
and associated noise is expected to increase but not to a level where mobile-source noise
would result in a significant impact.

There would be no vibration impacts associated with operation of the BHC. Therefore, no
additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than
those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:

(e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

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

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to noise from airports and airstrips. The 2011
FEIR indicates that the project site is neither located within 2 miles of a public or private airstrip
nor is it located within an airport land use plan.

The nearest airport, the Compton/Woodley Airport, is located approximately 2.1 miles south of
the proposed project site, and the next nearest airport, the Gardena Valley Airport in the City of
Gardena, is located approximately 4 miles southeast of the Campus. The proposed project site
is not located within the immediate vicinity of any private airstrip. The nearest private airstrip is
located in Playa Vista at 5510 Lincoln Boulevard, approximately 11.5 miles northwest of the
MLK Campus. The Saint Francis Medical Center, which is located in the City of Lynwood,
approximately 2.7 miles east of the MLK Medical Center Campus, has a helistop.

The 2011 FEIR identifies a helipad on the roof of the Inpatient Tower for hospital-specific
emergency use. The proposed BHC would not change impacts as compared to the evaluation
included in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

M. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Population and housing impacts of the project were evaluated with regard to the 2011 FEIR.
The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant was evaluated in relation to three questions
recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:

(a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

(c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing?

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with respect to population, and no
impact with respect to displacement of housing and people. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the
density and type of new development proposed by the Tier Il project, is within the growth
anticipated and accommodated by the County General Plan. The proposed BHC would be
within the assumed MLK Campus population identified in the 2011 FEIR and would have a less
than significant impact as identified in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

N. PUBLIC SERVICES

Public Services impacts of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition
of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) were evaluated
based on a review of the 2011 FEIR. The potential for the proposed BHC to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to public services was evaluated in relation to

one question (relevant to each public service) recommended for consideration by the State
CEQA Guidelines.

(a) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain

acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services
listed below.
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i) Fire

The 2011 FEIR indicates that the proposed redevelopment of the MLK Campus would result in
less than significant impacts with respect to fire protection. The analysis indicates that the
project area is served adequately by the existing fire protection facilities, therefore no mitigation
is required. The proposed BHC together with all Tier | and Tier Il development completed to
date is within the assumptions for Tier Il development analyzed in the 2011 FEIR and therefore
would not create any additional demand for fire protection beyond what was analyzed.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that, [iJt is understood however, that the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department will review the specific fire department requirements during the planning phase of
the proposed project in order to determine whether Tier Il of the proposed project adequately
meets the requirements of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department.” LA County Fire
Department will approve the final project plan prior to issuance of building permits. Therefore,
there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

i) Libraries

The proposed BHC would not generate additional population and therefore would have no
impact on libraries consistent with the evaluation in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be
no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

iii) Parks

The 2011 FEIR indicates a less than significant impact to parks as a result of development of
the MLK Medical Center Campus. The proposed BHC would include a number of garden areas
and would not generate additional population and therefore would not result in impacts to park
facilities consistent with the evaluation in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

iv) Police Protection

The 2011 FEIR indicates that redevelopment of the MLK Medical Center Campus would not
lead to additional population growth in the area and that overall development on the MLK
Campus would have a less than significant impact on police protection. The 2011 FEIR
indicates that while the allocation of police services would shift and grow consistent with
population growth in the area, development on the MLK Medical Center Campus would not
cause the provision of, or need for, new or physically altered governmental police protection
facilities in order to maintain acceptable response times, and therefore there would be no
significant impacts related to police protection facilities.

The Los Angeles County Sheriff’'s Department will review the final project plans prior to issuance
of permits to ensure that appropriate security features are included in the project. Therefore, the
proposed BHC would have a less than significant impact on police services consistent with the
evaluation in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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v) Schools

The 2011 FEIR indicates a less than significant impact to schools as a result of development of
the MLK Medical Center Campus. The proposed BHC would not generate additional population
and would not result in additional children in the project area; it would therefore have no impact

on school facilities consistent with the evaluation in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be

no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

vi) Other public facilities

The 2011 FEIR indicates a less than significant impact to other public facilities as a result of
development of the MLK Medical Center Campus. The proposed BHC would have no impact to
other public facilities consistent with the discussion in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be
no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

O. RECREATION

The potential for the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the
Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or
substantially more adverse significant impacts to recreation was evaluated in relation to the
2011 FEIR and two questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(a) Increased use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such

that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
(b) On-site recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
Yes N

o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O

Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect O

Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O
O

Information
Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

M
M
M
M

The 2011 FEIR indicates no impact to recreation as a result of redevelopment of the MLK
Medical Center Campus. The BHC would include garden areas for by patients, visitors and
staff. The BHC would not generate additional population and therefore would not have an
impact on recreational facilities consistent with the evaluation in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

P. TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

Transportation and traffic impacts of the project were evaluated in light of the 2011 FEIR. The
potential for the BHC (renovation of the original MACC and demolition of the Hawkins Building
and replacement with gardens and surface parking) to result in new or substantially more
adverse significant impacts related to transportation and traffic was evaluated in relation to six
questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation
including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation

system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

(b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level
of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

Yes N

o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

%}

O %}

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O ™M
O %}

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes that traffic impacts (including impacts related to applicable plans and
the Congestion Management Plan) would be less than significant with mitigation (Mitigation
Measures Traffic-1 through Traffic-3).

In order to analyze impacts of the BHC, total trips generated by MLK Campus redevelopment
was calculated and trips anticipated to be generated by the BHC were added to that:?

e Trips generated by existing conditions evaluated in the 2011 FEIR were identified.

e Trips generated by the MLK Campus on completion of Tier | elements identified and
analyzed in the 2011 FEIR including vacation of the original MACC and the construction
and use of the replacement MACC and ancillary structures were identified.

o Trips generated by Tier Il projects proposed and/or completed to date were identified,
including the campus daycare facility (in the Hudson Auditorium), a planned medical
office building (net addition of 45,470 square feet) at the northeast corner of campus, the
completed East Campus Parking Structure (which does not generate trips), and the now
proposed BHC. (The recuperative care facility in the Interns and Physicians Building
would not generate new trips as it was a replacement use in an existing, occupied
building.)

The BHC was analyzed based on a net employee addition to the MLK Campus of 636 people
(total number of employees would be 925 but 289 employees would transfer from other
buildings on the MLK Campus). The BHC would represent a much less intense use of the
original MACC building than was identified as existing conditions in the 2011 FEIR.

As a result of vacation of the original MACC and construction of Tier | project components there
was still a large reduction in trips (-4,905 daily trips, -332 AM peak hour trips and -338 PM peak
hour trips) compared to existing conditions identified in the 2011 FEIR.

The addition of trips associated with the daycare center, the medical office building and the
now-proposed BHC would still result in total trips generated by the MLK Campus being less

2 Technical Memorandum, Traffic Study of MLK Medical Center Campus Proposed Projects, KOA Corporation,
July 16, 2018
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than existing conditions identified in the 2011 FEIR -1,334 daily trips, -48 AM peak hour trips
and -18 trips PM peak hour trips).

Since the BHC together with all development on the MLK Campus to date, would not exceed
existing conditions for the MLK Campus identified in the 2011 FEIR, and would not redistribute
traffic (as for the East Campus Parking Structure) no further analysis is necessary and the BHC
project does not trigger any additional operational traffic mitigation measures (Mitigation
Measures Traffic-2 through Traffic-4) beyond those implemented as a result of the East Campus
Parking Structure.

The MLK Campus encourages alternate modes of travel (pedestrian amenities, proximity to
transit stops). Impacts of the proposed BHC would not result in impacts from the MLK Campus
greater than those identified as existing conditions in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, implementation
of traffic mitigation measures identified in the 2011 FEIR is not required and no additional
mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified
in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(c) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to air traffic patterns. Consistent with the
analysis in the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would have no impact on air traffic patterns.
Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

(d) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

The 2011 FEIR concluded a less than significant impact with respect to increased hazards due
to a design feature. The proposed BHC would not introduce a new design feature that would
increase hazards. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in
the certified 2011 FEIR.
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(e) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to inadequate emergency access?

-<
oD
(2]

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Oy ol o a
Nl §| B Mg

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concluded less than significant impact with respect to emergency access. The
2011 FEIR indicates that evacuation plans and procedures, emergency access ingress and
egress points, fire lanes, and appropriate turnaround radii for internal and external streets will be
provided to the satisfaction of the Los Angeles County Fire Department. No permanent lane
closures or obstructions that could impede emergency response to or from the site from
surrounding streets would occur with the proposed BHC. Consequently, the proposed BHC
would result in a less than significant impacts related to emergency access and impacts would
be comparable to those anticipated in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(f) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to potential conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding

public transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities?

N

-<
oD
(2]
o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

O] O ola

M
M
M
M

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impact with respect to adopted plans and
policies regarding transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities. The proposed BHC would be
consistent with applicable plans, programs and policies regarding transit, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities in much the same way as the 2011 FEIR. The proposed BHC would incorporate
design features that encourage alternate modes of travel (pedestrian amenities, proximity to
transit). The 2011 FEIR did not identify adverse impacts to bicycle facilities. Consequently, the
proposed BHC would have a comparable less than significant impact as the 2011 FEIR.
Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

Q. UTILITIES

Utilities and service systems impacts of the proposed BHC (renovation of the original MACC
and demolition of the Hawkins Building and replacement with gardens and surface parking)
were evaluated with regard to the 2011 FEIR (including the Initial Study) and required mitigation
measures. The potential for the proposed BHC to result in new or substantially more adverse
significant impacts to utilities and service systems was evaluated in relation to seven questions
recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(a) Exceeding wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?
(b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with mitigation with respect to
wastewater treatment requirements and wastewater treatment facilities (Mitigation Measure
Utilities-1). The proposed BHC would occupy an existing building and would not result in a
substantial change in wastewater generation as compared to existing conditions identified in the
2011 FEIR. The 2011 FEIR indicates that Tier Il development as a whole would not exceed the
wastewater treatment requirements or standards of the RWQCB. The wastewater generated
would be treated at the Hyperion Treatment Plant. The proposed BHC is within an existing
building that connects to the existing wastewater system and would not include the development
of major new sewer lines. Therefore, the proposed BHC would have a less than significant
impact on wastewater consistent with the evaluation in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would
be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

(c) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to requiring or resulting in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

The 2011 FEIR concludes impacts to storm drains related to Tier Il development would be less
than significant. Although the proposed MLK Campus Redevelopment Project as a whole could
result in an increase of the impervious surface area of the site, compliance with proper building
design and the LA County Low Impact Development (LID) Ordinance would ensure that the site
is adequately drained and that storm water is infiltrated to the extent feasible. The BHC would
occupy the original MACC and result in new gardens and a small surface parking lot. No
increase in impervious surfaces is anticipated compared to that considered in the 2011 FEIR.
Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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(d) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA

Documentation with respect to sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?
Yes

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

Nl §| B Mg

O
New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O
O

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with respect to water supplies. As
indicated in the 2011 FEIR the Park Water Company, Central Division (PWC) provides potable
water supplies for the Compton West service area that includes the proposed project area.
The estimated MLK Campus water demand on completion of Tier |l was calculated to be 442
AFY during a single dry year. The highest demand estimated for Tier Il is 473.4 AFY, which
would be during a single dry year or the first dry year of multiple dry year conditions. On
completion of Tier I, the MLK Campus would add approximately three percent to the PWC'’s
overall projected demand. A Water Supply Assessment for the MLK Redevelopment Project
concluded that there would be sufficient water to meet the anticipated demand from the MLK
Campus in addition to other existing and planned future uses in the service territory.® Both the
PWC and MWD predicted sufficient water supplies through 2030; thus, the proposed Tier II
Phase (of which the BHC is a part) would have sufficient water supplies. The 2011 FEIR
concluded that Tier Il would result in less than significant impacts with regard to water supply.
The proposed BHC would result in water consumption within that analyzed in the 2011 FEIR.
Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

(e) Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to resulting in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which

serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

N
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o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

M
M
M
M
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Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with mitigation with respect to
wastewater treatment providers (Mitigation Measure Ultilities-1, requiring payment of connection
fees for the sewer system). The 2011 FEIR indicates that the Hyperion Treatment Plant has the
capacity to absorb projects that are consistent with regional growth projections identified by
SCAG. Additionally, the 2011 FEIR indicates that although the site is well served by major
pipeline infrastructure for wastewater collection, new project related connections associated with
Tier Il development as a whole could be needed. As noted above, the proposed BHC would
occupy an existing building with existing sewer connections and would not require new sewer

3 County of Los Angeles. July 2010. Water Supply Assessment for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Inc., Los Angeles,
CA, p. 8-2.

County of Los Angeles Page 75



MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
4% EIR Addendum

facilities. Wastewater generated at the MLK Campus is treated at the Hyperion Treatment Plant.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure Utilities -1 for new development projects on the MLK
Campus would ensure expansion of the sewage system as needed to accommodate needs.
Therefore, consistent with the 2011 FEIR implementation of the proposed BHC would result in
less than significant impacts with incorporation of mitigation. Therefore, no additional mitigation
would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the
certified 2011 FEIR.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:

(f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?
Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
Yes N

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

o

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect O

Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O
O

Information
Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

M
M
M
M

The 2011 FEIR concludes that impacts related to solid waste would be less than significant with
mitigation (Mitigation Measure Ultilities-2). Consistent with the findings of the 2011 FEIR, the
proposed BHC would generate new sources of solid waste (construction debris from demolition
of the Hawkins Building and renovation of the original MACC, trash and green waste). Such
generation of solid waste would be consistent with the analysis in the 2011 FEIR. Operation of
the proposed BHC would generate waste that would be within the assumed increases in solid
waste for Tier Il as a whole analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

R. GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS

The 2011 FEIR determined that the MLK Campus Redevelopment Project would not result in
substantial growth inducing impacts.

Consistent with the 2011 FEIR, as one component of Tier || development analyzed in the 2011
FEIR, the proposed BHC would not induce growth in an area that is not already developed with
infrastructure to accommodate such growth. The BHC would entail renovation of the original
MACC and provision of necessary gardens and parking. The BHC would be located in an
urban area within the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County consistent with permitted
uses and densities called for by the General Plan designation of the site. Additionally, the
project would be located in close proximity to various public transportation opportunities.

The proposed BHC would employ 925 people (289 of whom would relocate from the existing
Hawkins Building).

Overall, as with the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would not result in an increase in the
population that could tax existing community service facilities or encourage or facilitate other
activities that could significantly affect the environment or the area, either individually or
cumulatively. Thus, the proposed BHC would not result in significant growth-inducing impacts.
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The proposed BHC would be built in an existing urban setting and served by existing
infrastructure and adjacent streets. The proposed BHC would not provide through access to
vacant undeveloped parcels whose development potential could otherwise be enhanced, nor
would it require extending or improving infrastructure in a manner that would facilitate off-site
growth.

Overall, the proposed BHC would not remove obstacles to population growth, result in an
increase in the population that may tax existing community service facilities, or encourage or
facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the environment or the area, either
individually or cumulative. Thus, as discussed in the 2011 FEIR, the proposed BHC would not
result in significant growth-inducing impacts.

S. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Mandatory Findings of Significance were evaluated with respect to the 2011 FEIR and three
guestions.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
a) Potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or

wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
Callifornia history or prehistory?

N

<
)
)
o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information
but Declined by Proponent

O] O o a

M
M
M
M

The 2011 certified FEIR concluded that the MLK Redevelopment Project would have significant
impacts with respect to the issue areas identified below. (How the proposed BHC would relate
to these issues is also discussed.)

5) Air Quality -- Construction: Emissions would exceed regional daily thresholds for VOCs
and NOx and localized thresholds for NOx, PM2.5 and PM10 -- based on assumed
equipment use and distance to sensitive receptors. Operations: Emissions would exceed
regional daily thresholds for VOCs, NOx, CO and PM10. Demolition of the Hawkins
Building, subsequent site preparation, and activities associated with renovation of the
original MACC together with any overlapping construction activities at the medical office
building at the northeast corner of the MLK Campus would result in peak daily emissions
within those analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. However, impacts could remain significant. Trips
generated by the BHC together with other development on the MLK Campus to date would
be within the trip generation identified as existing conditions in the 2011 FEIR. However, on
completion of Tier I, the BHC would be a part of a net increase in trips that could contribute
to a significant impact associated with operation of the overall MLK Campus on completion
of the overall MLK Redevelopment Project.

= Cultural Resources -- Impacts to the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus
Historic District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center,
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Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium (Hudson
Auditorium) as a result of Tier Il. The demolition/removal of these historical resources was
identified as a significant and unavoidable impact. The renovation of the original MACC
would retain the iconic original MACC with the exterior character-defining features
substantially as is. The exterior of the building would be cleaned, and a treatment may be
applied. The feasibility of complying with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards has not
been determined and therefore impacts (to the building and the MLK Campus Historic
District) could still be significant although still less than full demolition. The demolition of the
Hawkins Building would be significant (to the building and the MLK Campus Historic
District).

» Greenhouse Gases -- Potential GHG emission impacts associated with construction and
operation of Tier |l would be significant and unavoidable; the BHC would contribute to GHG
emissions analyzed in the 2011 FEIR contributing to the significant impact. The BHC
together with other tier Il projects to date would not exceed trips occurring when the 2011
EIR was prepared, however, the BHC would be one component of the overall MLK
Redevelopment project and would contribute to total GHG emissions onon competion of all
Tier li projects.

= Construction Noise — The nearest residential land use to the original MACC is
approximately 60 feet to the south. The 2011 FEIR indicates that construction noise levels
would exceed the 75 dBA threshold level at residences that are within 80 feet of
construction activities. Most of the demolition, construction and renovation activities would
be more than 80-feet from the single-family homes to the south. However, cleaning could
include sandblasting and/or other treatments of the original MACC exterior that could briefly
impact homes in the immediate vicinity.

These significant impacts have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment and
potentially eliminate important examples of major periods of California history (the impact to the
Hawkins Building and MLK Historic District, and potential impact to the original MACC if
compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards is not feasible). No additional
mitigation has been identified and there would be no new or greater impacts than those
identified in the certified 2011 FEIR with respect to these issue areas.

The 2011 FEIR did not find that redevelopment of the MLK Medical Center had the potential to,
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the maijor periods of California prehistory. The proposed BHC would not increase
impacts compared to those analyzed in the 2011 FEIR and therefore similarly would not
substantially impact these issues.
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Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:

b) Impacts, which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (Cumulatively
considerable means that the incremental effects of an individual project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects).

Other than the significant impacts identified above, the 2011 FEIR did not identify any other
impacts that would be individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. All impacts associated
with the proposed BHC would not exceed those analyzed in the 2011 FEIR and therefore would
not result in individually limited impacts that could be cumulatively considerable.

Does the proposed Behavioral Health Center require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA
Documentation with respect to the following:
(c) Environmental effects, which cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either

directly or indirectly?

The four significant impacts identified above that were analyzed in the 2011 FEIR would have
the potential to cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.
However, the proposed BHC would not require additional mitigation or result in new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR with respect to these issue areas.

T. CONCLUSION

The proposed BHC is described in Section 2 of this Addendum and would be within the
assumptions analyzed in the 2011 FEIR. The proposed BHC has been reviewed by the County
of Los Angeles in light of Sections 15162 and 15163 of the Guidelines. As the CEQA Lead
Agency, the County of Los Angeles has determined, based on the analysis presented herein,
that none of the conditions (identified in Section 1) apply which would require preparation of a
subsequent or supplemental EIR and that an Addendum to the certified MLK Campus
Redevelopment Project Final EIR is the appropriate environmental documentation under CEQA
for the proposed BHC.

Section 3 discusses issue-by-issue how the impacts anticipated for the proposed BHC would be
within those previously identified in the 2011 FEIR. The Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP)
adopted with the 2011 FEIR would continue to apply to the proposed BHC to ensure that all
impacts are reduced as necessary and feasible.
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As discussed throughout this Addendum (see in particular the summary presented in Table 4),
the proposed BHC would result in environmental impacts within those analyzed for Tier Il
development for every issue with implementation of applicable mitigation measures as included

in the adopted Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
Project.
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SECTION 13.0
CLARIFICATIONS AND REVISIONS TO THE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Note to reader:

Section 13.0 consists of clarifications and revisions to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR),
which have resulted from responses to comments received from agencies and the public. All
clarifications and revisions to the Draft EIR were made to increase the understanding of the EIR.
These changes are minor and do not change the findings or conclusions of the EIR. The Draft EIR
was released for a publicreview period between August 31, 2010, and October 14, 2010. The
review period met the California Environmental Impact Report (CEQA) required 45-day review
period, although the County of Los Angeles (County) extended it by one additional day, to end on
October 15, 2010 (as noted in the NOC) and accepted three (3) anticipated late letters of
comments. The County received nine (9) letters of comment on the Draft EIR.

The clarifications and revisions presented in this section provide information that is not required as
a result of the following: new significant environmental impacts; substantial increases in the
severity of the environmental impacts that have been proposed; the presentation of new,
considerably different, and feasible alternatives or mitigation measures that would lessen the
environmental impacts and were not adopted by the proponent; or the inadequacy of the Draft EIR.
The updates presented in this section are consistent with the findings as presented in the EIR and/or
are minor. In accordance with Section 15088.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of the
EIR document is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely clarifies or
amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.
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GLOBAL

The following global point of clarification should be made to all mitigation measures where
appropriate:

Please replace all references to the “lead agency” or “County” in the mitigation measures with
“County of Los Angeles” as applicable.

SECTION ES
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The following revisions were made to Section ES, Executive Summary, as clarifications and in
response to letters of comment received by the County. The revisions are considered minor and do
not change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

Table ES.4-1 Summary of Impacts
Tier |

Page ES-4 In order to incorporate minor revisions, please add the text that is in bold italicized
font in mitigation measure Aesthetics-1.

Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting prepesed for building and on-site security lighting shall be
shielded and directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land
uses. No New development shall not include large expanses of reflective or
otherwise glare-producing surfaces (such as windows or walls) weuld-be-included
within—the-building-components—or—materials: on three facade. In addition, any
glazed north-facing facade shall be set over 200 feet from the street in order to
ensure that it would not be subject to direct sunlight except very early and late in
the day for a few winter days.

Tier Il

Page ES-4 In order to incorporate minor revisions, please add the text that is in bold italicized
font in mitigation measure Aesthetics-1.

Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting prepesed for building and on-site security lighting shall be
shielded and directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land
uses. No New development shall not include large expanses of reflective or
otherW|se glare producmg surfaces (such as windows or walls) weuld-be-included

on three facade. In addition, any
glazed north-facing facade shall be set over 200 feet from the street in order to
ensure that it would not be subject to direct sunlight except very early and late in
the day for a few winter days.
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Page ES-4 In order to incorporate minor revisions, please add the text that is in bold italicized
font in mitigation measure Aesthetics-3.

Measure Aesthetics-3

All development shall be limited to three stories in height if the proposed structure
would be located along the western or eastern edge of the property. The existing
setback include the pediatric modular building/ oasis clinic located approximately
14 feet from the property line along the eastern boundary at Wilmington Avenue,
Interns and Physicians Building at approximately 20 feet from property line along
the western boundary at Compton Avenue, the Hawkins Building located at
approximately 30 feet from property line along the northern boundary at 120th
Street, and the Cooling Tower located at 44 feet from the property line along the
south. Alternatively, if a structure would exceed three stories in height along the
perimeter of the property (western or eastern perimeter only), at a minimum, the
County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the building would be required stay within
the approximately 20-foot and for 14-foot existing campus respective western and
eastern boundary setbacks to reduce shade and shadow impacts to adjacent land
uses along Compton Avenue and Wilmington Avenue.

Page ES-5 In order to incorporate recommendations received in a letter from the South Coast
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), please add the text that is in bold
italicized font in mitigation measure Air-1:

Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier | to exposed surfaces in
sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil moistening shall be
required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to
avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards,
and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to
advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall
be reviewed by the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles to ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times
a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles
per hour as instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12
percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and Materials method D-
2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the California
Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The
construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through
the submission of weekly monitoring reports to the lead—ageney County of Los
Angeles. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the
applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions from
each fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation. The County of Los
Angeles shall also ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the
project include a requirement for ground cover to be replaced in disturbed areas
as quickly as practicable and that the County of Los Angeles appoints a
construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site
construction activity including addressing issues related to fugitive dust
generation.
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Page ES-5

Page ES-5

Page ES-6

In order to incorporate the minor clarifications received in a letter of comment from
SCAQMD, please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure
Air-3:

Discontinuing Tier | construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during
windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts)
shall be reguired discontinued to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance
with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases
in critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of
the project, the leadageney County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on unpaved
surfaces during periods when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous
gusts.

In order to incorporate the minor clarifications received in a letter of comment from
SCAQMD, please add the following sentence to the end of mitigation measure Air-4:

Street sweepers should also comply with SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use
reclaimed water, if available.

In order to provide additional detail regarding mitigation measure Air-9, and in
response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please remove the stricken text in mitigation measure Air-9 and add the text that is
in bold italicized font:

to-a—TFier2-engine: All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling
of all equipment used during both construction and operation/maintenance shall be
minimized and/or limited to no more than five minutes in accordance with state
law. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in
proposed tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction
bids for each element of the project, the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles shall
ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the
requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment
meet the aforementioned criteria. All on-site construction equipment shall be
required to meet U.S. EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards according to the
following:

. April 1, 2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 2
off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
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equipment shall be outfitted with the BACT devices certified by
CARB. Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall
achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what could be
achieved by a Level 2 or Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy
for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

. January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-
powered construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet
Tier 3 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
equipment shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations.

. Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction
equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet the Tier 4 emission
standards, where available. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations. A copy of each unit’s
certified tier specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or
SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time of
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

Page ES-6 To further elaborate on and clarify the existing air quality mitigation measures, and
in response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9.
These additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but they offer specific detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Measure Air-10

Wherever possible, contractors shall use materials that do not require painting or
use pre-painted materials. In order to minimize emissions of volatile organic
compounds, contractors shall use high-pressure, low-volume paint applicators with
a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50 percent and coatings and solvents with
a volatile organic compound content lower than required under South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 1113, Architectural Coatings:

. Clear wood finishes: 275 grams/liter

o Floor coatings: 50 grams/liter

. Sealers: waterproofing sealers 100 grams/liter; sanding sealers 275

grams/liter; all other sealers 100 grams/liter

o Shellacs: clear 730 grams/liter; pigmented 550 grams/liter

. Stains: 100 grams/liter
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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Measure Air-11

The following measures shall be implemented, wherever feasible, to reduce
operational air quality impacts:

o Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

o Ensure County-owned campus vehicles use clean fuels such as
compressed natural gas and that shuttle buses for the campus are
“clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles;

. Require all County of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles
contractor vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and
maintained according to manufacturers’ specifications;

o Provide services that promote ridesharing and vanpools;

° Provide charging stations or preferred parking for alternative
technology vehicles;

o Provide preferred parking for carpools and vanpools; and

o Reduce energy consumption by providing alternative energy sources

on site and installing energy-efficient appliances.
Tier Il

Page ES-6 In order to incorporate recommendations received in a letter from the SCAQMD,
please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure Air-1:

Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier Il to exposed surfaces in
sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil moistening shall be
required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to
avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards,
and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to
advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall
be reviewed by the lead-ageney-County of Los Angeles to ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times
a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles
per hour as instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12
percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and Materials method D-
2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the California
Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The
construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through
the submission of weekly monitoring reports to the lead—ageney County of Los
Angeles. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the applicable
best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions from each
fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation. The County of Los
Angeles shall also ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the
project include a requirement for ground cover to be replaced in disturbed areas as
quickly as practicable and that the County of Los Angeles appoints a construction
relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site construction
activity including addressing issues related to fugitive dust generation.
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Page ES-7 In order to incorporate the minor clarifications received in a letter of comment from
SCAQMD, please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure
Air-3:

Discontinuing Tier Il construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during
windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts)
shall be reguired-discontinued to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance
with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases
in critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of
the project, the leadageney County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on unpaved
surfaces during periods when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous
gusts.

Page ES-7 In order to incorporate the minor clarifications received in a letter of comment from
SCAQMD, please add the following sentence to the end of mitigation measure Air-4:

Street sweepers should also comply with SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use
reclaimed water, if available.

Pages ES-7 In order to provide additional detail regarding mitigation measure Air-9, and in
response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please remove the stricken text in mitigation measure Air-9 and add the text that is
in bold italicized font:

to-a—TFier2-engine: All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling
of all equipment used during both construction and operation/maintenance shall be
minimized and/or limited to no more than five minutes in accordance with state
law. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in
proposed tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction
bids for each element of the project, the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles shall
ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the
requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment
meet the aforementioned criteria. All on-site construction equipment shall be
required to meet U.S. EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards according to the

following:
. April 1, 2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 2
off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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equipment shall be outfitted with the BACT devices certified by
CARB. Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall
achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what could be
achieved by a Level 2 or Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy
for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

. January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-
powered construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet
Tier 3 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
equipment shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations.

. Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction
equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet the Tier 4 emission
standards, where available. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations. A copy of each unit’s
certified tier specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or
SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time of
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

Page ES-8 To further elaborate on and clarify the existing air quality mitigation measures, and
in response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9.
These additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but they offer specific detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Measure Air-10

Wherever possible, contractors shall use materials that do not require painting or
use pre-painted materials. In order to minimize emissions of volatile organic
compounds, contractors shall use high-pressure, low-volume paint applicators with
a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50 percent and coatings and solvents with
a volatile organic compound content lower than required under South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 1113, Architectural Coatings:

. Clear wood finishes: 275 grams/liter

. Floor coatings: 50 grams/liter

° Sealers: waterproofing sealers 100 grams/liter; sanding sealers 275

grams/liter; all other sealers 100 grams/liter

° Shellacs: Clear 730 grams/liter; pigmented 550 grams/liter

. Stains: 100 grams/liter
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Page ES-22

Page ES-22

Measure Air-11

The following measures shall be implemented, wherever feasible, to reduce
operational air quality impacts:

o Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

o Ensure County-owned campus vehicles use clean fuels such as
compressed natural gas and that shuttle buses for the campus are
“clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles;

. Require all County of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles
contractor vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and
maintained according to manufacturers’ specifications;

o Provide services that promote ridesharing and vanpools;

° Provide charging stations or preferred parking for alternative
technology vehicles;

o Provide preferred parking for carpools and vanpools; and

o Reduce energy consumption by providing alternative energy sources

on site and installing energy-efficient appliances.

In order to clarify the existing mitigation measure, please remove the stricken text in
mitigation measure Traffic-2 and replace it with the text that is in bold italicized
font:

Wilmington Avenue / I-105 Eastbound Ramps, County of Los Angeles / California
Department of Transportation: Provide an additional eastbound lane by widening
(reducing the raised median on the ramp) the off-ramp. The eastbound approach
weould shall have a left-turn lane, shared left-right turn lane, and a separate right-turn
lane. The sidewalks on either both sides of Wilmington Avenue (as noted above)
weould shall be reduced by 2 feet and the Wilmington Avenue roadway weuld shall
be widened by 2 feet on either both sides (a total of 4 feet) from the south leg of this
intersection. Provide an additional northbound left-turn lane by widening (reducing
the medians). The northbound approach weuld shall have dual left-turn lanes and
three through lanes.

In order to clarify the existing mitigation measure, please remove the stricken text in
mitigation measure Traffic-2 and replace it with the text that is in bold italicized
font:

Wilmington Avenue / 118th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen Wilmington
Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either both sides and re-stripe to provide two through
lanes, a shared through rightturn lane and dual left-turn lanes along the
southbound approach. Re-stripe the westbound approach to provide a separate
right-turn land lane and a share shared left-through lane. Northbound approach
weould shall have the same lane geometry as existing conditions. Under cumulative
conditions, widen 118th Street roadway by 4 feet and re-stripe to provide a separate
right-turn lane and shared left-through lane along the eastbound approach.

Wilmington Avenue / 120th Street—119th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen
Wilmington Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either both sides and re-stripe the
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Page ES-23

Page ES-23

SECTION 2.0

southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, three through lanes, and
a left-turn lane.

In order to clarify and to further refine the intent of this mitigation measure, please
remove the stricken text in mitigation measure Traffic-3 and replace it with the text
that is in bold italicized font:

Alameda Street / El Segundo Boulevard, County of Los Angeles / Compton: Re-stripe
northbound/southbound approaches and provide a southbound right-turn lane. The
lanes along the north leg weuld shall be re-striped to provide 13-foot and 11-foot
receiving lanes; 10-foot, 11-foot, 10-foot, and 12-foot approach lanes for
southbound right left-turn lane, beth southbound turns through lanes, and
southbound right-turn lanes, respectively. The lanes along the south leg would have
a 13-foot shared right through-way, 11-foot through lane, 10-foot left-turn lane, 12-
foot receiving lane, and a 20-foot receiving lane. Remove two on-street parking
spaces along the southbound approach during peak hours.

To further elaborate on and clarify the existing transportation and traffic mitigation
measures, please add mitigation measure Traffic-4 after mitigation measure Traffic-
3. This additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but it offers supplemental detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Measure Traffic-4

Along the southbound approach of Alameda Street, the County of Los Angeles shall
provide two left-turn lanes, two through lanes and one right-turn lane instead of one
left-turn lane, two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane (i.e., add a second left
turn lane). In addition, the County of Los Angeles shall provide the required signal
hardware and supporting software to facilitate a right-turn arrow signal indication for
southbound rightturn overlap with eastbound-westbound left-turns at the
intersection.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following revisions were made to Section 2.0, Project Description, as clarifications and in
response to letters of comment received by the County. The revisions are considered minor and do
not change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

2.2.2 Existing Structures

February 2011

Page 2-4 In order to incorporate minor clarifications to the this section, please add the
superscript “a” to numbers 7, 15, and 16; remove the stricken text, and add the
bold italicized text to the note section of Table 2.2.2-1, Existing Buildings and
Structures:
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TABLE 2.2.2-1

EXISTING BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES

Would Buildings/ Footprint of
Structures Remain Campus
Floor Area Following the Tier Il Buildings /
(square Development of the Currently | Structures
Building / Structure Name | feet) Proposed Project? (Y/N) Floors Operational |(square feet)
1 Genesis Clinic 2,100 Y 1 N 2,100
2 |Oasis Clinic (old) 2,580 Y 1 N 2,580
3 Oasis Clinic (new) 1,850 Y 1 Y 1,850
4 Registration Building 10,950 Y 2 Y 5,475
5 Augustus F. Hawkins 3 (and a
Comprehensive Mental 226,818 Y basement) Y 75,606
Health Center
6 Inpatient Tower 187,676 v 5 (and a v 37,535
basement)
7 MACC? Y (onl
495,335 N b5 (and a partialK/ 99,067
asement) .
operational)
8 Pediatric Acute Care 7,878 Y 1 Y 7,878
9 Medical Records and 26,355 v 1 v 26,355
Laundry
10 |Central Plant (I and I1) 24,103 Y 1 Y 24,103
11 Pla.nt .Management 15 648 v 1 v 15,648
Building
12 |North Support Building 52,276 Y 2 Y 26,138
13 |South Support Building 34,762 Y 2 Y 17,381
14 |Interns and Physicians Y (only
Building 124,391 Y 6 partially 20,731
operational)
15 |Emergency Room*? 3,300 N 1 Y 3,300
16  |Storage Building? 1,060 N 1 Y 1,060
17  |MRI Building 1,100 Y 1 Y 1,100
18 Clau.de .Hudson 3922 v 1 v 3927
Auditorium ! !
19 |Cooling Towers® 6,790 N 1 Y 6,790
20 |Hub Clinic 12,265 Y 1 Y 12,265
21 |[Storage Building® 2,533 Y 1 Y 2,533
EXISTING CAMPUS
TOTAL 1,243,692 393,417
NOTE:

a. These structures will be euld likely-bereused,+eplaced,—or removed following the reuse, replacement, or removal of
the existing MACC Building.

b. This building is in the footprint of the Central Plant expansion;-but-mayjustbe-incorporated-during-design-and-remain-

and will be removed under the ongoing CEQA-exempt project.
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2.4 PROPOSED PROJECT

Page 2-18

2.2.2.7

Page 2-6

2.2.3.1

Page 2-6

Page 2-19

Page 2-19

In order to clarify the discussion provided in this section, please add the following
clarification that is in bold italicized font to the second paragraph:

To establish a proposed program of development level for the mixed-use portion of
Tier Il that is described in Table 2.4-1 as the potential build-out, the currently
undeveloped areas of the campus (undeveloped in this case includes parking lots
and structures, such as parking structures and certain storage or loading areas, but
not buildings) were calculated and adjustments were made for buildings to be
reused, replaced, or removed and developed, to obtain a surface area from which
to calculate allowable build-out (Table 2.4-2, Proposed Tier Il Campus
Development Calculations).

Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center Building

In order to refine the description of the estimates that are provided, please replace
the text “2008-2009” in the second sentence of this paragraph with the phrase
“operational campus,” as shown below.

The existing patient volume on the campus is largely determined by the MACC
patient volume and services. The patient volume capacity for the MACC, based on
the 2008—2009 operational campus workload and estimates, is as follows: 160,000
annual outpatient services visits (including 11,000 walk-in clinic visits); 10,000
inpatient visits; 30,000 annual emergency services visits; 2,700 inpatient surgery
procedures; and 3,500 outpatient surgery procedures.

Patient Volume

In response to the extension that the County received for compliance with the
OSHPD requirements at the campus, please remove the stricken text and add the
bold italicized text to the sentence below:

However, in order to provide inpatient services, the existing MACC would require
significant seismic improvements inJanuary-2013 by January 2020 for compliance
with OSHPD requirements.

In order to incorporate minor revisions to the EIR, please remove the stricken text
from Note ‘b’, under Table 2.4-1, Proposed Campus Development Matrix:

These buildings also have basements, or a partial floor. in-the-case-of-the-Augustus

In order to incorporate minor clarifications to the EIR, please remove the stricken
text from Note ‘e’, under Table 2.4-1, Proposed Campus Development Matrix, and
add the bold italicized text:

This building is in the footprint of the Central Plant (Phase Ill) expansion but-may

fust-be—incorporated—during—design—and—+emain and will be removed under the
CEQA-exempt ongoing project.
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2.4.4.1 Tier I Construction Scenario

Page 2-26 In order to provide further clarification of the construction scenario, please add the
bold italicized text to the first paragraph under this heading:

Tier | of the proposed project—which consists of the construction of the new MACC
Building, the Ancillary Building, tenant improvements, site improvements, and
potential relocation of the MRI Building—would require approximately 37 months
to complete (March 2011 to April 2014). It is anticipated that Tier I construction
would be completed before Tier Il construction is initiated. Construction at the
proposed project site is anticipated to be in accordance with all federal, state,
regional, and County regulations, including the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System' and the County General Plan.?

SECTION 3.1
AESTHETICS

The following revisions were made to Section 3.1, Aesthetics, as points of clarification. The
revisions are considered minor and do not change the findings or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

3.1.5 Mitigation Measures
Tier |
Page 3.1-19  Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting prepesed for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and
directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land uses. Ne New
development shall not include large expanses of reflectlve or otherWIse glare- producmg
surfaces (such as windows or walls) w i
materials: on three facade. In addltlon, any glazed north-facmg facade shall be set over
200 feet from the street in order to ensure that it would not be subject to direct sunlight
except very early and late in the day for a few winter days.

Tier Il
Page 3.1-19  Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting prepesed for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and
directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land uses. Ne New
development shall not include large expanses of reflectlve or otherW|se glare- producmg
surfaces (such as windows or walls) w i
materials: on three facade. In addltlon, any glazed north-facmg facade shaII be set over
200 feet from the street in order to ensure that it would not be subject to direct sunlight
except very early and late in the day for a few winter days.

' U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2009. National Pollution Discharge Elimination System. Available at:
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdes/

2 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 1980. County of Los Angeles General Plan. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan#gp-existing
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Page 3.1-20  Measure Aesthetics-3

All development shall be limited to three stories in height if the proposed structure
would be located along the western or eastern edge of the property. The existing
setback include the pediatric modular building/ oasis clinic located approximately
14 feet from the property line along the eastern boundary at Wilmington Avenue,
Interns and Physicians Building at approximately 20 feet from property line along
the western boundary at Compton Avenue, the Hawkins Building located at
approximately 30 feet from property line along the northern boundary at 120th
Street, and the Cooling Tower located at 44 feet from the property line along the
south. Alternatively, if a structure would exceed three stories in height along the
perimeter of the property (western or eastern perimeter only), at a minimum, the
County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the building would be required stay within
the approximately 20-foot and for 14-foot existing campus respective western and
eastern boundary setbacks to reduce shade and shadow impacts to adjacent land
uses along Compton Avenue and Wilmington Avenue.

SECTION 3.2
AIR QUALITY

The following revisions were made to Section 3.2, Air Quality, as clarifications and in response to
letters of comment received by the SCAQMD. The revisions are considered minor and do not
change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

Page 3.2-16  In order to clarify the discussion provided in this statement, please add the bold
italicized text to the last sentence on this page:

In addition, should any contamination be found to be present in the soils in the area
exposed after demolition, excavation, or other soil disturbance and that has the
potential to be classified as a hazardous waste (e.g., petroleum hydrocarbons,
etc.), construction shall stop and appropriate health and safety procedures and
agency coordination shall be undertaken prior to continuing work on site. This
would include compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1166 - Volatile Organic
Compound Emissions from Decontamination of Soil, as applicable.

Page 3.2-17 In order to incorporate minor revisions in Table 3.2.4.2-1, please change the PMio
emissions during mass site grading to 51 pounds per day and the PMzs emissions to
13 pounds per day. Please also change the maximum regional total for PM1o to 52
pounds per day and the maximum regional total for PM25 to 13 pounds per day.

Page 3.2-18 In order to provide a reference to the supporting analysis provided for the air quality
analysis, please add the bold text after the first sentence in the second paragraph on
this page:

. . . for each phase of construction (Table 3.2.4.2-1-a, Peak SCAQMD Emissions
from Sample LST Spreadsheets).

Page 3.2-18 In order to provide a summary of the supporting air quality analysis is table format,
please add the following table after the first sentence in the second paragraph on
this page:
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TABLE 3.2.4.2-1-a

PEAK SCAQMD EMISSIONS FROM SAMPLE LST SPREADSHEETS

Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)

Construction Phase NO«x co PMzs PMio

Demolition 29.6 16.7 1.9 3.8
Grading and Trenching 29.4 16.0 2.0 4.8
Building 84.7 36.6 2.9 3.3
Architectural Coating and Paving 22.3 14.1 1.4 1.5

Page 3.2-18

Page 3.2-18

TABLE 3.2.4.2-1-b

TIER | PEAK EMISSIONS AT NEAREST SENSITIVE RECEPTORS

In order to reference the supporting analysis provided in the EIR, please add the
bold text after the second sentence in the second paragraph on this page:

... implementation of mitigation measures (Table 3.2.4.2-1-b, Tier I Peak Emissions
at Nearest Sensitive Receptors).

In order to reference the supporting analysis provided in the EIR, please add the
following table after the second paragraph on this page:

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment

February 2011

1-hour 1-hour 8-hour 24-hour PM25 | 24-hour PMio
Receptor Name NO: (ppm) | CO (ppm) | CO (ppm) (ug/md) (ug/m3)

Nearest Residences 0.12 0.09 0.03 1.17 2.68
King Drew Magnet High School 0.10 0.08 0.03 2.29 5.58
Background 0.12 6 4.3 N/A N/A
CAAQS 0.18 20 9.0 N/A N/A
NAAQS 35 9 35 35

SCAQMD 10.4 10.4

Final EIR

Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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Page 3.2-19 In order to refine the existing table provided in the EIR, please replace Table

3.2.4.2-2 with the following:

TABLE 3.2.4.2-2
TIER 1I: UNMITIGATED
ESTIMATED DAILY REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS
Maximum Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)

Year VOCs NO«x co SO« PM2.s PM1o
2010 7 79 34 <1 13 51
2011 16 156 75 <1 16 55
2012 25 217 111 <1 18 57
2013 94 207 116 <1 18 56
2014 94 185 112 <1 17 55
2015 93 166 108 <1 16 54
2016 90 148 105 <1 15 54
2017 88 131 102 <1 15 53
2018 85 118 99 <1 4 5
2019 80 70 65 <1 3 3
2020 76 31 32 <1 1
150 worker trips 1 1 7 <1 <1 2
Maximum Regional Total 95 218 123 <1 14 36
(ng,ﬁggls‘/l)nglly Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
Significant? Yes Yes No No No No
Page 3.2-20 In order to reference the supporting analysis provided in the EIR, please add the

bold text after the second paragraph on this page:

. nearest sensitive receptors (Table 3.2.4.2-3, Tier Il Peak Emissions at Nearest

Sensitive Receptors).

Page 3.2-20 In order to reference the supporting analysis provided in the EIR, please delete the

third paragraph on this page and add the following table in its place:

TABLE 3.2.4.2-3
TIER Il PEAK EMISSIONS AT NEAREST SENSITIVE RECEPTORS

1-hour 1-hour 8-hour 24-hour PM25 | 24-hour PMio

Receptor Name NO: (ppm) | CO (ppm) | CO (ppm) (ug/m®) (ug/m®)
Nearest Residences 0.71 0.56 0.22 49.83 93.71
King Drew Magnet High School 0.62 0.49 0.20 20.90 43.68
Background 0.12 6 4.3 N/A N/A
CAAQS 0.18 20 9.0 N/A N/A
NAAQS 35 9 35 35
SCAQMD 10.4 10.4

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR

February 2011
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Page 3.2-24

Page 3.2-24

Page 3.2-24

In order to clarify the analysis provided in the EIR, please delete the second sentence
under Section 3.2.5 (stricken below) and replace with the bold italicized text:

Air quality mitigation measures are provided to reduce construction-phase criteria
pollutant emissions to the maximum extent feasible and to ensure compliance with
SCAQMD Rule 403 Fugitive Dust in order to reduce, prevent, or mitigate
particulate matter emissions from the proposed project’s construction phase. Fhere

Mitigation measures are provided to reduce mobile source-related operational
impacts of Tier Il of the proposed project to the maximum extent feasible.

In order to incorporate recommendations received in a letter from the SCAQMD,
please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure Air-1:

Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier | to exposed surfaces in
sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil moistening shall be
required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to
avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards,
and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to
advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall
be reviewed by the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles to ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times
a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles
per hour as instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12
percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and Materials method
D-2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the
California Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The
construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through
the submission of weekly monitoring reports to the lead—ageney County of Los
Angeles. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the
applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions from
each fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation. The County of Los
Angeles shall also ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the
project include a requirement for ground cover to be replaced in disturbed areas
as quickly as practicable and that the County of Los Angeles appoints a
construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site
construction activity including addressing issues related to fugitive dust
generation.

In order to incorporate the minor clarifications received in a letter of comment from
SCAQMD, please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure Air-3:

Discontinuing Tier | construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during
windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts)
shall be reguired discontinued to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance
with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR

February 2011
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Page 3.2-25

Page 3.2-26

in critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of
the project, the leadageney County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on unpaved
surfaces during periods when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous
gusts.

In order to incorporate the minor recommendations received in a letter of comment
from SCAQMD, please add the following sentence to the end of mitigation measure
Air-4:

Street sweepers should also comply with SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use
reclaimed water, if available.

In order to provide additional detail regarding mitigation measure Air-9, and in
response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please remove the stricken text in mitigation measure Air-9 and add the text that is
in bold italicized font:

to-a—TFier2-engine: All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling
of all equipment used during both construction and operation/maintenance shall be
minimized and/or limited to no more than five minutes in accordance with state
law. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in
proposed tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction
bids for each element of the project, the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles shall
ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the
requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment
meet the aforementioned criteria. All on-site construction equipment shall be
required to meet U.S. EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards according to the
following:

. April 1, 2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 2 off-
road emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with the BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 2 or Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a
similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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Page 3.2-26

. January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-
powered construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet
Tier 3 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
equipment shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations.

o Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction
equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet the Tier 4 emission
standards, where available. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations. A copy of each unit’s
certified tier specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or
SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time of
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

To further elaborate on and clarify the existing air quality mitigation measures, and
in response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9.
These additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but they offer specific detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9:
Measure Air-10

Wherever possible, contractors shall use materials that do not require painting or
use pre-painted materials. In order to minimize emissions of volatile organic
compounds, contractors shall use high-pressure, low-volume paint applicators with
a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50 percent and coatings and solvents with
a volatile organic compound content lower than required under South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 1113, Architectural Coatings:

. Clear wood finishes: 275 grams/liter

o Floor coatings: 50 grams/liter

° Sealers: waterproofing sealers 100 grams/liter; sanding sealers 275
grams/liter; all other sealers 100 grams/liter

° Shellacs: clear 730 grams/liter; pigmented 550 grams/liter

. Stains: 100 grams/liter

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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Measure Air-11

The following measures shall be implemented, wherever feasible, to reduce
operational air quality impacts:

o Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

o Ensure County-owned campus vehicles use clean fuels such as
compressed natural gas and that shuttle buses for the campus are
“clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles;

. Require all County of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles
contractor vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and
maintained according to manufacturers’ specifications;

o Provide services that promote ridesharing and vanpools;

° Provide charging stations or preferred parking for alternative
technology vehicles;

o Provide preferred parking for carpools and vanpools; and

o Reduce energy consumption by providing alternative energy sources

on site and installing energy-efficient appliances.

Page 3.2-26  In order to incorporate recommendations received in a letter from the SCAQMD,
please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure Air-1:

Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier | to exposed surfaces in
sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil moistening shall be
required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to
avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards,
and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to
advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall
be reviewed by the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles to ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times
a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles
per hour as instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12
percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and Materials method D-
2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the California
Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The
construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through
the submission of weekly monitoring reports to the lead—ageney County of Los
Angeles. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the
applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust emissions from
each fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation. The County of Los
Angeles shall also ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the
project include a requirement for ground cover to be replaced in disturbed areas
as quickly as practicable and that the County of Los Angeles appoints a
construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site
construction activity including addressing issues related to fugitive dust
generation.
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Page 3.2-27 In order to incorporate the minor clarifications received in a letter of comment from
SCAQMD, please add the text that is in bold italicized font in mitigation measure Air-3:

Discontinuing Tier | construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during
windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts) shall
be required discontinued to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with
current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in critical
pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project,
the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor
to cease construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during periods when
winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts.

Page 3.2-27  In order to incorporate the minor recommendations received in a letter of comment
from SCAQMD, please add the following sentence to the end of Measure Air-4:

Street sweepers should also comply with SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use
reclaimed water, if available.

Page 3.2-28 In order to provide additional detail regarding mitigation measure Air-9, and in
response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please remove the stricken text in mitigation measure Air-9 and add the text that is
in bold italicized font:

to-a—TFier2-engine: All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling
of all equipment used during both construction and operation/maintenance shall be
minimized and/or limited to no more than five minutes in accordance with state
law. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in
proposed tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction
bids for each element of the project, the lead-ageney County of Los Angeles shall
ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the
requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment
meet the aforementioned criteria. All on-site construction equipment shall be
required to meet U.S. EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards according to the
following:

. April 1, 2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 2 off-
road emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with the BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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Page 3.2-28

emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 2 or Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a
similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

. January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-
powered construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet
Tier 3 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
equipment shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations.

o Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction
equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet the Tier 4 emission
standards, where available. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations. A copy of each unit’s
certified tier specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or
SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time of
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

To further elaborate on and clarify the existing air quality mitigation measures, and
in response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9.
These additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but they offer specific detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9:
Measure Air-10

Wherever possible, contractors shall use materials that do not require painting or
use pre-painted materials. In order to minimize emissions of volatile organic
compounds, contractors shall use high-pressure, low-volume paint applicators with
a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50 percent and coatings and solvents with
a volatile organic compound content lower than required under South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 1113, Architectural Coatings:

. Clear wood finishes: 275 grams/liter

° Floor coatings: 50 grams/liter

o Sealers: waterproofing sealers 100 grams/liter; sanding sealers 275
grams/liter; all other sealers 100 grams/liter

o Shellacs: clear 730 grams/liter; pigmented 550 grams/liter

. Stains: 100 grams/liter
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Measure Air-11

The following

measures shall be implemented, wherever feasible, to reduce

operational air quality impacts:

Page 3.2-29

Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

Ensure County-owned campus vehicles use clean fuels such as
compressed natural gas and that shuttle buses for the campus are
“clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles;

Require all County of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles
contractor vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and
maintained according to manufacturers’ specifications;

Provide services that promote ridesharing and vanpools;

Provide charging stations or preferred parking for alternative
technology vehicles;

Provide preferred parking for carpools and vanpools; and

Reduce energy consumption by providing alternative energy sources
on site and installing energy-efficient appliances.

In order to refine the existing table provided in the EIR to support the analysis,

please replace 3.2.6-1 with the following:

TABLE 3.2.6-1

TIER I: MITIGATED ESTIMATED DAILY REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)

Construction Phase VOCs NO«x co SO« PM:2.s PM1o
Demolition 3 20 12 0 1 1
Mass Site Grading 7 72 32 <1 6 16
Trenching 4 31 20 0 2 2
Building Construction' 10 81 42 <1 3 3
Paving 2 13 11 0 1 1
Architectural Coating 67 <1 <1 0 0 <1
90 worker trips <1 1 6 <1 <1 1
Maximum Regional Total 67 82 48 <1 6 17
(S;ig(lj\:/ll))zglly Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
Significant? No No No No No No

Page 3.2-29 In order to incorporate minor clarifications to the existing analysis, please add the

text that is in bold italicized font below to the first sentence under Table 3.2.6-1:

Implementation of mitigation measures Air-9 and Air-10 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment and the
application of paints and coatings would be reduced to the maximum extent

feasible.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
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Page 3.2-29

Page 3.2-30

In order to clarify the analysis provided, please add the following sentence after the
second paragraph under Table 3.2.6-1:

Mitigation measure Air-11 would reduce mobile source emissions during operation,
and there would continue to be no significant impacts due to operation of Tier | of
the proposed project.

In order to refine the existing table provided in the EIR to support the analysis
please replace Table 3.2.6-2 with the following:

TABLE 3.2.6-2

TIER 1I: MITIGATED ESTIMATED DAILY REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Maximum Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)

Year VOCs NO«x CcoO SO« PM2.s PMio
2010 7 79 34 <1 6 16
2011 16 156 75 <1 9 19
2012 25 217 111 <1 11 22
2013 86 207 116 <1 10 21
2014 87 185 112 <1 9 20
2015 86 166 108 <1 9 19
2016 83 148 105 <1 8 18
2017 81 131 102 <1 7 18
2018 78 118 99 <1 4 5
2019 73 70 65 <1 3 3
2020 68 31 32 <1 1 1
150 worker trips 1 1 7 <1 <1 2
Maximum Regional Total 88 218 123 <1 11 24
(Sﬁ)ﬁ(gg:/ll))z’e)uly Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
Significant? Yes Yes No No No No

Page 3.2-30  In order to incorporate minor revisions into the existing analysis, please add the text

that is in bold italicized font below to the first sentence under Table 3.2.6-2:

Implementation of mitigation measures Air-9 and Air-10 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment and the
application of paints and coatings would be reduced to the maximum extent
feasible.

Page 3.2-30 In order to incorporate the clarifications to the mitigation measures, please remove
the stricken text in the first sentence in the third paragraph under Table 3.2.6-2 and
replace it with the text that is in bold italicized font:

Mitigation measures Air-1 through A9 Air-10 would also ensure . . .

Page 3.2-30  In order to clarify the statement below and to incorporate the supporting mitigation
measures, please remove the stricken text in the first sentence in the fourth
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paragraph under Table 3.2.6-2 and replace it with the text that is in bold italicized
font:

As—there—are—no—teastbleitiaation—measdrestor—operaton—or—Fer—H Mitigation

measure Air-11 would reduce mobile source emissions during operation to the
maximum extent feasible; therefore—however, criteria pollutant emissions from
mobile sources during operation of Tier Il would remain at above the level of
significance.

SECTION 3.5
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

The following revisions were made to Section 3.5, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, as clarifications and
in response to letters of comment received by the County. The revisions are considered minor and
do not change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

3.5.5 Mitigation Measures

Page 3.5-24  In order to incorporate the clarifications and mitigation recommendations provided
in a letter of comment received from the SCAQMD, please add the following
sentence after the end of the first paragraph in this section

The incorporation of air quality mitigation measure AQ-11, as described in Section
3.2, would also serve to reduce GHG emissions from mobile sources and energy
consumption.

SECTION 3.6
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

3.6.4.2 Release of Hazardous Materials into the Environment

Page 3.6-9 In order to further describe the intended compliance of the proposed project with
the existing County guidelines and to incorporate recommendations provided by
the County Fire Department, please add the following bold italicized text as a
second paragraph to Tier Il analysis.

The proposed project would be expected to result in less than significant impacts
from hazards and hazardous materials in relation to the creation of a significant
hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials with the
incorporation of mitigation measures. The proposed project site is the location of
documented past releases of gasoline and oil from a LUST, which occurred prior to
existing underground storage tank LUST regulations. Cleanup of the site has been
completed for the release of oil and gasoline, and no further action is warranted.’
Because the proposed project site is both a small- and a large-quantity generator of
hazardous materials, the potential exists for a hazardous materials release to occur.
The proposed project tiers do not directly address hospital operations that require

3 Environmental Data Resources, Inc. 23 December 2008. The EDR Radius Map Report with GeoCheck, Martin Luther
King Medical Center, 12021 South Wilmington Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90059. Inquiry Number: 2388899.2s.
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the use or transport of hazardous materials and the proposed project would not
entail use of such materials beyond regulated parameters. However, as part of the
proposed project, it is anticipated that some emergency generators and USTs may
have to be relocated. To prevent impacts, tank relocation would be conducted
according to the following applicable federal and state regulations related to tank
management: Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 40, Part 112; 40 CFR, Part 280;
CFR 281; 40 CFR, Part 282; and the California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 22
and Title 23 Regulations. It is unlikely that the proposed project would result in
accidental leaks and spills that would affect the public or the environment. In
addition, the proposed project would comply with all applicable County
Guidelines and the specifications of the Department of Toxic Substances Control
and any other relevant standards. However, mitigation has been proposed to
ensure that the impact remains less than significant during construction-related
activities. Therefore, the proposed project would be expected to result in less than
significant impacts from hazards and hazardous materials related to the creation of a
significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials with the
incorporation of mitigation measures.

SECTION 3.10
PUBLIC SERVICES

The following revisions were made to Section 3.10, Public Services, as clarifications and in
response to letters of comment received by the County. The revisions are considered minor and do
not change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

3.10.2.1 Fire Protection

Page 3.10-3  In order to incorporate a modification provided by the County Fire Department,
please delete the stricken italicized text and replace it with the bold text in the
following sentence in this subsection. Please also replace the reference as shown:

The response time to the proposed project site from a vehicle leaving directly from
Fire Station No. 41 is fessthan—+1minute-, which is located immediately north of
120" Street (the northern boarder of the proposed project site) between
approximately 1 to 7 minutes.”

Page 3.10-3 In order to incorporate additional information provided by the County Fire
Department, please add the following bold italicized text to Table 3.10.2.1-1,
Existing Fire Stations Serving the Proposed Project Site. Please replace the reference
as shown:

* Bagwell, Loretta, Planning Analyst, Planning Division, County of Los Angeles Fire Department, CA. 21 April 2010.
Telephone and e-mail correspondence with Leanna Guillermo, Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Pasadena, CA. and-County
of Los Angeles Fire Department. 16 September 2010. Letter correspondence from John R. Todd, Chief, Forestry Division,
Prevention Services Bureau. Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus Redevelopment Project, Willowbrook (FFER 201000171). Los Angeles, CA.
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TABLE 3.10.2.1-1
EXISTING FIRE STATIONS SERVING THE PROPOSED PROJECT SITE

Station Location Personnel/Equipment Distance to Site
1815 East 120" Street, 4-person assessment engine® with limited paramedic

Less than 0.1

41 Los Angeles 90059 capabilities and a 2-P§rson paramedic squad. A total of mile north
six personnel.
_ . b . .
3161 East Imperial 4-person q.umt tI.Jat provides a pump, water tank, fire )
147 Highway, Lynwood hose, aerial device, and ground ladders, as well as a 1.5 mile
' 2-person paramedic squad (combination engine/ladder northeast

90262

truck apparatus). A total of six personnel.
SOURCE: County of Los Angeles Fire Department, 2010.%°

SECTION 3.12
TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

The following revisions were made to Section 3.12, Transportation and Traffic, as clarifications and
in response to letters of comment received by the County. The revisions are considered minor and
do not change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.

3.12.3 Significance Thresholds

Page 3.12-17 In order to make a minor revision to the text, please remove the stricken text from
the sentence that immediately follows the bulleted list:

As previously noted, the traffic impact analysis was also completed according to
four impact feur-analysis methodologies: . . .

3.12.4 Impact Analysis
Page 3.12-21 In order to clarify the description of the tables in this section, please remove the

stricken text from the paragraph that immediately precedes Table 3.12.4-1 and
replace it with the bold italicized text:

31241 Tier IS . on LOS:Existing Baseli o1 bi
Growth—(2014)Trattic-Conditionsy. and with Tier | Project as well as with the
Cumulative Related Projects peak hour traffic volumes were analyzed at each of
the County of Los Angeles study intersections (Table 3.12.4-1, Tier | Summary of
Intersection LOS: Existing Baseline with Ambient Growth and Related Projects
Growth (2014) Traffic Conditions).

5> County of Los Angeles Fire Department. 16 September 2010. Letter correspondence from John R. Todd, Chief, Forestry
Division, Prevention Services Bureau. Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical
Center Campus Redevelopment Project, Willowbrook (FFER 201000171). Los Angeles, CA.

© County of Los Angeles Fire Department. 21 April 2010. Telephone and e-mail correspondence from Loretta Bagwell,
Planning Analyst, Planning Division, with Leanna Guillermo, Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Pasadena, CA.
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Page 3.12-21

Page 3.12-23

Page 3.12-28

In order to refine the provided table to match the text provided in this section,
please replace the title and text of Table 3.12.4-1, Tier | Summary of Intersection
LOS: Existing Baseline with Ambient Growth (2014) Traffic Conditions with Table
13, Traffic Impact Analysis — Future 2014 Conditions Los Angeles County Locations
from Appendix H, Traffic Study for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Campus
Center Project.

In order to modify the title in this section to describe the text, please add the
following title to the second full paragraph on the page that begins, “Following
implementation of the proposed project . . .”:

Tier | Impacts: County Jurisdictions.
In order to incorporate minor revisions to the table, please replace the values in

Table 3.12.4-4, Proposed Project and Ambient Growth, with the updates in bold
italicized font.
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TABLE 3.12.4-4

PROPOSED PROJECT AND AMBIENT GROWTH

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
# Intersection viIcC | LOS vic | LOs
County of Los Angeles
1 |Alameda Street/103rd Street [1] 0.820 D 0.890 D
2 |Alameda Street/El Segundo Boulevard [2] 0.672 B 0.788 C
3 |Alameda Street/Imperial Highway [1]* 0.803 D 0.877 D
4 | Avalon Boulevard/El Segundo Boulevard 0.647 B 0.795 C
5 |Avalon Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue 0.638 B 0.755 C
6 |Broadway/El Segundo Boulevard 0.523 A 0.573 A
7 |Central Avenue/El Segundo Boulevard [2] 0.822 D 0.888 D
8 |Central Avenue/Rosecrans Avenue [2] 0.830 D 0.964 E
9 |Compton Avenue/118th Street 0.400 A 0.356 A
10 |Compton Avenue/120th Street 0.677 B 0.679 B
11 |Compton Avenue/124th Street 0.335 A 0.285 A
12 |Compton Avenue/Imperial Highway [3]* * 0.887 D 0.752 C
13 |I-105 Westbound Ramps/Imperial Highway [3,4]** 0.830 D 0.795 C
14 |Main Street/El Segundo Boulevard 0.564 A 0.632 B
15 |Mona Boulevard/El Segundo Boulevard 0.588 A 0.611 B
16 |Mona Boulevard/Imperial Highway [1,3]** 0.686 B 0.751 C
17 |San Pedro Street/El Segundo Boulevard 0.556 A 0.566 A
18 |Success Avenue - Slater Avenue/120th Street 0.491 A 0.442 A
19 |Willowbrook Avenue/119th Street 0.543 A 0.718 C
20 |Willowbrook Avenue/El Segundo Boulevard 0.580 A 0.654 B
21 |Wilmington Avenue/118th Street 0.848 D 0.826 D
22  |Wilmington Avenue/120th Street-119th Street 0.933 E 0.978 E
23 |Wilmington Avenue/124th Street 0.653 B 0.601 B
24  |Wilmington Avenue/l-105 Eastbound Ramps [4] 0.917 E 0.990 E
Wilmington Avenue/MLK Hospital Driveway — 120th
25 |[Street 0.835 D 0.918 E
26 |Wilmington Avenue/El Segundo Boulevard [2] 0.840 D 0.923 E
Wilmington Avenue/Imperial Highway-Willowbrook
27 |Avenue [3]** 0.564 A 0.563 A

SOURCE: Raju Associates, Inc., 2010.
* Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program (CMP) monitoring location.

** City of Los Angeles ATSAC/ATCS location. V/C ratio includes ATSAC/ATCS reduction of 0.10.

KEY:

[1] Shares jurisdiction with City of Lynwood.
[2] Shares jurisdiction with City of Compton.
[3] Shares jurisdiction with City of Los Angeles.
[4] Shares jurisdiction with Caltrans.

Page 3.12-3-31In order to incorporate minor refinements to the table, please replace the vales in
Table 3.12.4-5, Future 2020 with Project, with the updates in bold italicized font.
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TABLE 3.12.4-5

FUTURE 2020 WITH PROJECT

Existing (Baseline) +
Existing (Baseline) + Ambient (2020) Project
Peak Ambient (2020) with Tier | & Il Project | Increase | Significant
# Intersection Hour| Vv/IC | LOS vic | LOS in V/C | Impact
County of Los Angeles
AM 0.812 D 0.820 D 0.008 No
52 |Alameda Street/103rd Street [1] PM 0.880 D 0.890 D 0.010 No
Alameda Street/El Segundo AM 0.661 B 0.672 B 0.011 No
55 |Boulevard [2] PM 0.781 C 0.788 C 0.007 No
Alameda Street/Imperial AM 0.785 C 0.803 D 0.018 No
54 |Highway [1]* PM 0.872 D 0.877 D 0.005 No
Avalon Boulevard/El Segundo AM 0.642 B 0.647 B 0.005 No
11 |Boulevard PM 0.788 C 0.795 C 0.007 No
Avalon Boulevard/Rosecrans AM 0.634 B 0.638 B 0.004 No
12 |Avenue PM 0.753 C 0.755 C 0.002 No
AM 0.520 A 0.523 A 0.003 No
4 |Broadway/El Segundo Boulevard | PM 0.569 A 0.573 A 0.004 No
Central Avenue/El Segundo AM 0.803 D 0.822 D 0.019 No
19 |Boulevard [2] PM 0.879 D 0.888 D 0.009 No
Central Avenue/Rosecrans AM 0.824 D 0.83 D 0.006 No
20 |Avenue [2] PM 0.956 E 0.964 E 0.008 No
AM 0.391 A 0.400 A 0.009 No
26 |Compton Avenue/118th Street PM 0.336 A 0.356 A 0.020 No
AM 0.610 B 0.677 B 0.067 No
27 |Compton Avenue/120th Street PM 0.527 A 0.678 B 0.152 No
AM 0.330 A 0.335 A 0.005 No
28 |Compton Avenue/124th Street PM 0.274 A 0.285 A 0.011 No
Compton Avenue/Imperial AM 0.860 D 0.887 D 0.027 Yes
25 |Highway [3]** PM 0.731 C 0.752 C 0.021 No
1-105 Westbound AM 0.779 C 0.830 D 0.051 Yes
49 |Ramps/Imperial Highway [3,4]** | PM 0.759 C 0.795 C 0.036 No
Main Street/El Segundo AM 0.561 A 0.564 A 0.003 No
5 |Boulevard PM 0.628 B 0.632 B 0.004 No
Mona Boulevard/El Segundo AM 0.574 A 0.588 A 0.014 No
51 |Boulevard PM 0.599 A 0.611 B 0.012 No
Mona Boulevard/Imperial AM 0.673 B 0.686 B 0.013 No
50 |Highway [1,3]** PM 0.734 C 0.751 C 0.017 No
San Pedro Street/El Segundo AM 0.554 A 0.556 A 0.002 No
7 |Boulevard PM 0.563 A 0.566 A 0.003 No
Success Avenue - Slater AM 0.452 A 0.491 A 0.039 No
23 |Avenue/120th Street PM 0.367 A 0.442 A 0.075 No
Willowbrook Avenue/119th AM 0.519 A 0.543 A 0.024 No
46 |Street PM 0.699 B 0.718 C 0.019 No
Willowbrook Avenue/El Segundo| AM 0.567 A 0.580 A 0.013 No
47 |Boulevard PM 0.641 B 0.654 B 0.013 No
AM 0.746 C 0.848 D 0.102 Yes
35 |Wilmington Avenue/118th Street | PM 0.735 C 0.826 D 0.091 Yes
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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TABLE 3.12.4-5
FUTURE 2020 WITH PROJECT, Continued

Existing (Baseline) +
Existing (Baseline) + Ambient (2020) Project
Peak Ambient (2020)  |with Tier | & Il Project | Increase | Significant
# Intersection Hour V/C LOS VIC LOS in V/C Impact
Wilmington Avenue/120th AM 0.800 C 0.933 E 0.133 Yes
36 |Street-119th Street PM 0.792 C 0.978 E 0.186 Yes
AM 0.581 A 0.653 B 0.072 No
38 |Wilmington Avenue/124th Street | PM 0.533 A 0.601 B 0.068 No
Wilmington Avenue/I-105 AM 0.812 D 0.917 E 0.105 Yes
4 |Eastbound Ramps [4] PM 0.830 D 0.990 E 0.160 Yes
Wilmington Avenue/MLK AM 0.585 A 0.835 D 0.250 Yes
37 |Hospital Driveway — 120th Street| PM 0.583 A 0.918 E 0.335 Yes
Wilmington Avenue/El Segundo | AM 0.819 D 0.840 D 0.021 Yes
39 (Boulevard [2] PM 0.879 D 0.923 E 0.044 Yes
Wilmington Avenue/Imperial AM 0.492 A 0.564 A 0.072 No
33 |Highway-Willowbrook Ave [3]**| PM 0.506 A 0.563 A 0.057 No

KEY:

* Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program (CMP) monitoring location.
[1] Shares jurisdiction with City of Lynwood.

[2] Shares jurisdiction with City of Compton.

[3] Shares jurisdiction with City of Los Angeles.

[4] Shares jurisdiction with Caltrans.

Page 3.12-37

Page 3.12-39

Page 3.12-39

In order to incorporate clarifications into the table that better describe the existing
analysis, please replace the title and text of Table 3.12.4-6, Cumulative LOS
Summary with Ambient Growth, Related Projects, Tier I, and Tier Il, with Table 22,
Traffic Impact Analysis — Future 2020 Cumulative Conditions Los Angeles County
Locations from Appendix H, Traffic Study for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical
Campus Center Project.

In order to clarify the text provided below, please remove the stricken text and add
the bold italicized text to the paragraph below.

Tier Il

Using the specified significant impact criteria, Tier Il of the proposed project was

analyzed would—be—expected—to—result—in—thetrafficimpacts—at the 37 analysis

locations in the Cities of Los Angeles, Compton, and Lynwood, and traffic impacts
were determined ferFierH-propeosed-project-eonditions. The Tier Il proposed project
resulted in significant impacts at 1 of the 37 analyzed intersections. The intersection
of Central Avenue / 120th Street would be significantly impacted by the proposed
project in the AM and PM peak hours.”

In order to refine the existing analysis, please delete the last paragraph under the
heading of Tier Il.

7 Raju Associates, Inc. July 2010. Draft Traffic Study for the Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Campus. Pasadena, CA.
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3.12.5 Mitigation Measures

Page 3.12-41 In order to clarify the mitigation and to incorporate recommendations provided by
the County Department of Public Works, please remove the stricken text in
mitigation measure Traffic-2 (for Tier 1) and replace it with the text that is in bold
italicized font in the sentence below.

Wilmington Avenue / I-105 Eastbound Ramps, County of Los Angeles / California
Department of Transportation: Provide an additional eastbound lane by widening
(reducing the raised median on the ramp) the off-ramp. The eastbound approach
shall have a left-turn lane, shared left-right turn lane, and a separate right-turn lane.
The sidewalks on either-both sides of Wilmington Avenue (as noted above) shall be
reduced by 2 feet and the Wilmington Avenue roadway shall be widened by 2 feet
on either both sides (a total of 4 feet) from the south leg of this intersection. Provide
an additional northbound left-turn lane by widening (reducing the medians). The
northbound approach shall have dual left-turn lanes and three through lanes.

Wilmington Avenue / 120th Street—119th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen
Wilmington Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either both sides and re-stripe the
southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, three through lanes, and
a left-turn lane.

Page 3.12-41 In order to clarify the mitigation and to incorporate recommendations provided by
the County Department of Public Works, please remove the stricken text in
mitigation measure Traffic-2 (for Tier II) and replace it with the text that is in bold
italicized font:

Wilmington Avenue / 118th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen Wilmington
Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either both sides and re-stripe to provide two through
lanes, a shared through right-turn lane and dual left-turn lanes along the
southbound approach. Re-stripe the westbound approach to provide a separate
right-turn land lane and a share shared left-through lane. Northbound approach
shall have the same lane geometry as existing conditions. Under cumulative
conditions, widen 118th Street roadway by 4 feet and re-stripe to provide a separate
right-turn lane and shared left-through lane along the eastbound approach.

Wilmington Avenue / 120th Street—119th Street, County of Los Angeles: Widen
Wilmington Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either both sides and re-stripe the
southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, three through lanes, and
a left-turn lane.

Page 3.12-42 In order to clarify the existing mitigation, please remove the stricken text in
mitigation measure Traffic-3 and replace it with the text that is in bold italicized font
in the sentence below.

Alameda Street / El Segundo Boulevard, County of Los Angeles / Compton: Re-stripe
northbound/southbound approaches and provide a southbound right-turn lane. The
lanes along the north leg shall be re-striped to provide 13-foot and 11-foot receiving
lanes; 10-foot, 11-foot, 10-foot, and 12-foot approach lanes for southbound right

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
W:APROJECTS\1217\1217-07 1\Documents\FEIR\Section 13.0, Clarifications And Revisions.Doc Page 13-32



left-turn lane, beth southbound turns—through lanes, and southbound right-turn
lanes, respectively.

Page 3.12-42 To further elaborate on and clarify the existing transportation and traffic mitigation
measures, please add mitigation measure Traffic-4 after mitigation measure Traffic-
3. This additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but it offers supplemental detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Measure Traffic-4

Along the southbound approach of Alameda Street, the County of Los Angeles shall
provide two left-turn lanes, two through lanes and one right-turn lane instead of one
left-turn lane, two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane (i.e., add a second left
turn lane). In addition, the County of Los Angeles shall provide the required signal
hardware and supporting software to facilitate a right-turn arrow signal indication for
southbound rightturn overlap with eastbound-westbound left-turns at the
intersection.

3.12.6 Level of Significance after Mitigation

Page 3.12-43 In order to refine a description of the table provided in the EIR, please remove the
stricken text and add the following bold italicized text to the second to last
paragraph. Please insert the text of Table 23 from Appendix H, Traffic Study for the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Campus Center Project, into Table 3.12.6-1, Traffic
Impact Analysis — Future 2020 Cumulative Conditions.

Implementation of the mitigation measures Traffic-1 through Traffic-4—Fraffie-2;
and-—Traffie-3—and-would reduce construction-related Tier Il and construction and
operational Tier Il project impacts and cumulative project impacts to below the
level of significance.

As indicated in the Table 3.12.6-1, Traffic Impact Analysis — Future 2020 Cumulative
Conditions—tes-Angeles—County—tocations, the recommended improvements would
fully mitigate the cumulative project related impacts at all the impacted intersections
for both County and non-County impacts to below the level of significance.

SECTION 4.0
ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The following revisions were made to Section 4.0, Alternative to the Proposed Project, as
clarifications and in response to letters of comment received by the County. The revisions are
considered minor and do not change the finding or conclusions discussed in the EIR.
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4.3 ALTERNATIVE 2: REFOPENING THE EXISTING MACC ALTERNATIVE
4.3.1 Alternative Components

Page 4-29 In response to the extension that the County received for compliance with the
OSHPD requirements at the campus, please remove the stricken text and add the
bold italicized text to the last sentence of the first paragraph of the subsection:

However, in order to provide inpatient services, the existing MACC would require
significant seismic improvements inJanuary-2013 by January 2020 for compliance
with OSHPD requirements.

4.5 ALTERNATIVE 4: 500 BEDS (IN TIER I) ALTERNATIVE

4.5.1 Alternative Components

Page 4-49 In response to the extension that the County received for compliance with the
OSHPD requirements at the campus, please remove the stricken text and add the
bold italicized text to the last sentence of the first paragraph of the subsection:
However, in order to provide inpatient services, the existing MACC would require

significant seismic improvements inJanuary-2013 by January 2020 for compliance
with OSHPD requirements.

SECTION 5.0

UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS

TIER |

Page 5-2 In order to revise an entry in Table 5-1, Summary of Tier | Environmental Impacts
Identified in the EIR, second row (referencing air quality), and third column
(referencing mitigation measures), please change the entry from “Air-1 to Air -9” to
“Air-1 and Air -11.”

Page 5-2 In order to revise an entry in Table 5-1, Summary of Tier | Environmental Impacts
Identified in the EIR, third row (referencing cultural resources), and third column
(referencing mitigation measures), please change the entry from “Cultural-1 to
Cultural -5” to “Cultural-1 and Cultural -2.”

Page 5-3 In order to revise an entry in Table 5-1, Summary of Tier Il Environmental Impacts
Identified in the EIR, second row (referencing air quality), and third column
(referencing mitigation measures), please change the entry from “Air-1 to Air -9” to
“Air-1 and Air -11.”

Page 5-3 In order to revise an entry in Table 5-1, Summary of Tier Il Environmental Impacts
Identified in the EIR, second row (referencing transportation and traffic), and third
column (referencing mitigation measures), please change the entry from “Traffic-1
to Traffic -3” to “Traffic-1 and Traffic -4.”
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APPENDIX B
AESTHETICS TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

The following revisions were made to Appendix B, Aesthetics Technical Analysis as clarifications.
The revisions are considered minor and do not change the findings or conclusions discussed in the
EIR.

Page 4-2 In order to incorporate minor revisions into the existing mitigation, please add the
text that is in bold italicized font and remove the stricken text:

4.3 LIGHT AND GLARE
Tier |
4.3.1.1 Mitigation Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting prepesed for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and
directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land uses. Ne New development
shall not include large expanses of reflectlve or otherwnse glare producing surfaces (such as
windows or walls) w ' als: on three
facade. In addition, any glazed north-facmg facade shall be set over 200 feet from the street in
order to ensure that it would not be subject to direct sunlight except very early and late in the
day for a few winter days.

Tier 1l
4.3.2.1 Mitigation Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting prepesed for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and
directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the surrounding land uses. Ne New development
shall not include large expanses of reflectlve or otherwnse glare producing surfaces (such as
windows or walls) w W s als: on three
facade. In addition, any glazed north-facmg facade shall be set over 200 feet from the street in
order to ensure that it would not be subject to direct sunlight except very early and late in the
day for a few winter days.

APPENDIX C
AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS TECHNICAL IMPACT REPORT

The following revisions were made to Appendix C, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Technical Impact Report as clarifications and in response to letters of comment received by the
County. The revisions are considered minor and do not change the findings or conclusions
discussed in the EIR.

Page ES-2 In order to incorporate minor revisions into the existing analysis, please add the text
that is in bold italicized font to the first sentence after the eighth bullet point:

Implementation of mitigation measures Air-9 and Air-10 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment and the
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Page ES-2

Page ES-4

Page ES-4

Page 2-33

Page 2-34

application of paints and coatings would be reduced to the maximum extent
feasible.

In order to incorporate minor modifications to the mitigation measures, please add
the text that is in bold italicized font to the sentence after the tenth bullet point:

Mitigation measures GHG-1 and Air-11 would ensure that criteria pollutant and
GHG emissions associated with operation of the proposed project are reduced to
the maximum extent feasible and would remain at below the level of significance.

In order to incorporate minor revisions into the existing analysis, please add the text
that is in bold italicized font to the first sentence after the eighth bullet point:

Implementation of mitigation measures Air-9 and Air-10 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment and the
application of paints and coatings would be reduced to the maximum extent
feasible.

In order to help clarify the revisions to the section, please add the following bullet
point after the third bullet point on this page:

o Mitigation measures GHG-1 and Air-11 would ensure that criteria pollutant
and GHG emissions associated with operation of the proposed project are
reduced to the maximum extent feasible; however, criteria pollutant
emissions from mobile sources during operation of Tier Il would remain
significant.

In order to incorporate minor refinements to Table 2.5.2-3, please change the PMio
emissions during mass site grading to 51 pounds per day and the PMz.s emissions to
13 pounds per day. Please also change the maximum regional total for PMio to 52
pounds per day and the maximum regional total for PM2s to 13 pounds per day.

In order to refine the existing table provided in the EIR to support the analysis,
please replace Table 2.5.2-4 with the following:
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TABLE 2.5.2-4
TIER 1I: UNMITIGATED
ESTIMATED DAILY REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Maximum Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)
Year VOCs NOx (¢f0) SO« PM:s PMio
2010 7 79 34 <1 13 51
2011 16 156 75 <1 16 55
2012 25 217 111 <1 18 57
2013 94 207 116 <1 18 56
2014 94 185 112 <1 17 55
2015 93 166 108 <1 16 54
2016 90 148 105 <1 15 54
2017 88 131 102 <1 15 53
2018 85 118 99 <1 4 5
2019 80 70 65 <1 3 3
2020 76 31 32 <1 1
150 worker trips 1 1 7 <1 <1 2
Maximum Regional Total 95 218 123 <1 14 36
SCAQMD Daily Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
(Pounds/Day)
Significant? Yes Yes No No No No
Page 2-44 In order to incorporate clarifications and recommendations provided by the

SCAQMD, please add the text that is in bold italicized font to mitigation measure
Air-1:

Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier | to exposed surfaces in
sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil moistening shall be
required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to
avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards,
and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to
advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall
be reviewed by the lead-ageney County to ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction
contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15 minutes prior to
the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times a day, or four
times a day under windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as
instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12 percent, as
determined by American Society for Testing and Materials method D-2216, or other
equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the California Air Resources
Board, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The construction contractor
shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through the submission of weekly
monitoring reports to the lead—ageney County. At a minimum, active operations
shall utilize one or more of the applicable best available control measures to
minimize fugitive dust emissions from each fugitive dust source type that is part of
the active operation. The County shall also ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include a requirement for ground cover to be
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replaced in disturbed areas as quickly as practicable and that the County appoints
a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site
construction activity including addressing issues related to fugitive dust
generation.

Page 2-44 In order to clarify the measure, please add the text that is in bold italicized font to
mitigation measure Air-3:

Discontinuing Tier | construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during
windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts)
shall be required to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current
air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in critical
pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project,
the lead—ageney County shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each
element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to
cease construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during periods when
winds exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts.

Page 2-45 In order to incorporate the minor recommendations received in a letter of comment
from SCAQMD, please add the following sentence to the end of mitigation measure
Air-4:

Street sweepers should also comply with SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use
reclaimed water, if available.

Page 2-46 In order to provide additional detail regarding mitigation measure Air-9, and in
response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please remove the stricken text in mitigation measure Air-9 and replace it with the
text that is in bold italicized font:

to-a—Ttier2-engine: All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling
of all equipment used during both construction and operation/maintenance shall be
minimized and/or limited to no more than five minutes in accordance with state
law. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in
proposed tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction
bids for each element of the project, the lead-ageney County shall ensure that the
plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for
the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment meet the
aforementioned criteria. All on-site construction equipment shall be required to
meet EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards according to the following:
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. April 1, 2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 2 off-
road emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with the BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 2 or Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a
similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

o January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-
powered construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet
Tier 3 off-road emissions standards. In addition, all construction
equipment shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB.
Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations.

o Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction
equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet the Tier 4 emission
standards, where available. In addition, all construction equipment
shall be outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved
by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized
engine as defined by CARB regulations. A copy of each unit’s
certified tier specification, BACT documentation, and CARB or
SCAQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time of
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

Page 2-46 To further elaborate on and clarify the existing air quality mitigation measures, and
in response to recommendations received in a letter of comment from SCAQMD,
please add mitigation measures Air-10 and Air-11 after mitigation measure Air-9.
These additional mitigation measures will have the same effect of the existing
mitigation measures but they offer specific detail as to how the recommended
measures can be met:

Measure Air-10

Wherever possible, contractors shall use materials that do not require painting or
use pre-painted materials. In order to minimize emissions of volatile organic
compounds, contractors shall use high-pressure, low-volume paint applicators with
a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50 percent and coatings and solvents with
a volatile organic compound content lower than required under South Coast Air
Quality Management District Rule 1113, Architectural Coatings:

° Clear wood finishes: 275 grams/liter

o Floor coatings: 50 grams/liter
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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. Sealers: waterproofing sealers 100 grams/liter; sanding sealers 275
grams/liter; all other sealers 100 grams/liter

. Shellacs: clear 730 grams/liter; pigmented 550 grams/liter

o Stains: 100 grams/liter

Measure Air-11

The following measures shall be implemented, wherever feasible, to reduce
operational air quality impacts:

o Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

o Ensure County-owned campus vehicles use clean fuels such as
compressed natural gas and that shuttle buses for the campus are
“clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles;

. Require all County and County contractor vehicles and equipment
to be properly tuned and maintained according to manufacturers’
specifications;

. Provide services that promote ridesharing and vanpools;

. Provide charging stations or preferred parking for alternative
technology vehicles;

. Provide preferred parking for carpools and vanpools; and

. Reduce energy consumption by providing alternative energy sources

on site and installing energy-efficient appliances.

Page 2-47 In order to refine the existing table provided in the EIR to support the analysis,
please replace Table 2.8-1 with the following:

TABLE 2.8-1
TIER I: MITIGATED ESTIMATED DAILY REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)
Construction Phase VOCs NO«x co SOx PM:.s PMio
Demolition 3 20 12 0 1 1
Mass Site Grading 7 72 32 <1 6 16
Trenching 4 31 20 0 2 2
Building Construction’ 10 81 42 <1 3 3
Paving 2 13 11 0 1 1
Architectural Coating 67 <1 <1 0 0 <1
90 worker trips <1 1 6 <1 <1 1
Maximum Regional Total 67 82 48 <1 6 17
(Sﬁ,’t?é\:/?)z?lly Significance Threshold 5 100 550 150 55 150
Significant? No No No No No No
Page 2-47 In order to incorporate minor revisions into the existing analysis, please add the text

that is in bold italicized font to the first sentence after Table 2.8-1, Tier I: Mitigated
Estimated Daily Regional Construction Emissions:

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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Page 2-48

Implementation of mitigation measures Air-9 and Air-10 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment and the
application of paints and coatings would be reduced to the maximum extent
feasible.

In order to clarify minor modifications to the analysis, please add the following as
the third paragraph after Table 2.8-1, Tier I: Mitigated Estimated Daily Regional
Construction Emissions:

Mitigation measure Air-11 would reduce mobile source emissions during operation,
and there would continue to be no significant air quality impacts due to operation
of Tier | of the proposed project.

In order to refine the existing table provided in the EIR to support the analysis,
please replace Table 2.8-2 with the following:

TABLE 2.8-2

TIER 1I: MITIGATED ESTIMATED DAILY REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Maximum Construction Emissions (Pounds/Day)
Year VOCs NO«x CcoO SO« PM2.s PMio
2010 7 79 34 <1 6 16
2011 16 156 75 <1 9 19
2012 25 217 111 <1 11 22
2013 86 207 116 <1 10 21
2014 87 185 112 <1 9 20
2015 86 166 108 <1 9 19
2016 83 148 105 <1 8 18
2017 81 131 102 <1 7 18
2018 78 118 99 <1 4 5
2019 73 70 65 <1 3 3
2020 68 31 32 <1 1 1
150 worker trips 1 1 7 <1 <1 2
Maximum Regional Total 88 218 123 <1 11 24
SCAQMD Daily Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 55 150
(Pounds/Day)
Significant? Yes Yes No No No No
Page 2-48 In order to incorporate minor modifications to the description of the table, please

add the text that is in bold italicized font to the first sentence after Table 2.8-2, Tier
II: Mitigated Estimated Daily Regional Construction Emissions:

Implementation of mitigation measures Air-9 and Air-10 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment and the
application of paints and coatings would be reduced to the maximum extent
feasible.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR

February 2011

Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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Page 2-48

In order to incorporate the supporting measure into the analysis, please remove the
stricken text in the first sentence of the third paragraph after Table 2.8-2, Tier II:
Mitigated Estimated Daily Regional Construction Emissions, and replace it with the
text that is in bold italicized font:

Mitigation measures Air-1 through A9 Air-10 would also ensure . . .

In order to clarify the statement provided in analysis, please remove the stricken
text in the first sentence of the fourth paragraph after Table 2.8-2, Tier II: Mitigated
Estimated Daily Regional Construction Emissions, and replace it with the text that is
in bold italicized font:

As—there—areno—feasible-mitigation—measures—for—operation—of-Tier—H Mitigation

measure Air-11 would reduce mobile source emissions during operation to the
maximum extent feasible; therefore—however, criteria pollutant emissions from
mobile sources during operation of Tier Il would remain at above the level of
significance.

Appendix B, URBEMIS Output for the Proposed Project, of the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Technical Impact Report

In order to provide supplemental discussion that is consistent with and supports the
existing analysis and conclusion related to air quality and greenhouse gas
emissions, please replace pages 80-83 and pages 142-146 with the updated
URBEMIS output provided in the following pages.
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11/12/2010 5:25:32 PM
Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Detail Report for Summer Construction Unmitigated Emissions (Pounds/Day)
File Name: W:\PROJECTS\1217\1217-071\Data\Air Quality\Tier 1.urb924
Project Name: MLK Tier |
Project Location: South Coast AQMD
On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated)

PM10 Dust  PM10 Exhaust PM10 Total PM2.5 Dust PM2.5 Exhaust PM2.5 Total

Time Slice 3/16/2011-4/14/2011 0.01 1.07 1.08 0.00 0.98 0.99
Active Days: 22
Demolition 03/16/2011- 0.01 1.07 1.08 0.00 0.98 0.99
04/14/2011
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Demo Off Road Diesel 0.00 1.07 1.07 0.00 0.98 0.98
Demo On Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Demo Worker Trips 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Time Slice 4/15/2011-5/17/2011 48.00 3.13 51.13 10.05 2.88 12.94
Active Days: 23
Mass Grading 04/15/2011- 48.00 3.13 51.13 10.05 2.88 12.94
05/17/2011
Mass Grading Dust 47.75 0.00 47.75 9.97 0.00 9.97
Mass Grading Off Road Diesel 0.00 1.17 1.17 0.00 1.08 1.08
Mass Grading On Road Diesel 0.25 1.96 2.20 0.08 1.80 1.88
Mass Grading Worker Trips 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Time Slice 5/18/2011-8/15/2011 0.01 181 1.82 0.00 1.67 1.67
Active Days: 64
Trenching 05/18/2011-08/15/2011 0.01 1.81 1.82 0.00 1.67 1.67
Trenching Off Road Diesel 0.00 1.81 1.81 0.00 1.66 1.66

Trenching Worker Trips 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
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Time Slice 8/16/2011-12/30/2011
Active Days: 99

Building 08/16/2011-12/15/2013
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/2/2012-12/31/2012
Active Days: 261

Building 08/16/2011-12/15/2013
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/1/2013-12/13/2013
Active Days: 249

Building 08/16/2011-12/15/2013
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 12/16/2013-12/31/2013
Active Days: 12

Asphalt 12/16/2013-02/12/2014
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel

Paving Worker Trips

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

1.15

0.01

0.01

0.00

1.15

0.01

0.02

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.05

0.01

0.01

0.00

1.05

0.01

0.01
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Time Slice 1/1/2014-2/12/2014
Active Days: 31

Asphalt 12/16/2013-02/12/2014
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel
Paving Worker Trips

Time Slice 2/13/2014-4/15/2014
Active Days: 44

Coating 02/13/2014-04/15/2014
Architectural Coating

Coating Worker Trips

Phase: Demolition 3/16/2011 - 4/14/2011 - Default Mass Site Grading/Excavation Description

Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 0
Building Volume Daily (cubic feet): 0
On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 0
Off-Road Equipment:

0.01

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00

0.00

Phase Assumptions

0.01

0.00

0.01

0.00
0.00

0.00

1 Concrete/Industrial Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0.73 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 8 hours per day
2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

Phase: Mass Grading 4/15/2011 - 5/17/2011 - Default Fine Site Grading/Excavation Description

Total Acres Disturbed: 5

Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 1.25
Fugitive Dust Level of Detail: Default
38.2 Ibs per acre-day

On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 1739.13
Off-Road Equipment:

1 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 load factor for 6 hours per day
1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 6 hours per day
1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
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1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Trenching 5/18/2011 - 8/15/2011 - Default Trenching Description

Off-Road Equipment:

2 Excavators (168 hp) operating at a 0.57 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 8 hours per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 12/16/2013 - 2/12/2014 - Default Paving Description

Acres to be Paved: 1.25

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Pavers (100 hp) operating at a 0.62 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rollers (95 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 8/16/2011 - 12/15/2013 - Default Building Construction Description
Off-Road Equipment:

2 Aerial Lifts (60 hp) operating at a 0.46 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Bore/Drill Rigs (291 hp) operating at a 0.75 load factor for 8 hours per day

16 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 8 hours per day

2 Cranes (399 hp) operating at a 0.43 load factor for 6 hours per day

3 Forklifts (145 hp) operating at a 0.3 load factor for 6 hours per day

4 Off Highway Trucks (479 hp) operating at a 0.57 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Architectural Coating 2/13/2014 - 4/15/2014 - Default Architectural Coating Description
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 50
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 100
Rule: Nonresidential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
Rule: Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
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Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Detail Report for Summer Construction Mitigated Emissions (Pounds/Day)
File Name: W:\PROJECTS\1217\1217-071\Data\Air Quality\Tier 1.urb924
Project Name: MLK Tier |
Project Location: South Coast AQMD
On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds Per Day, Mitigated)

ROG NOx co SO2 PM10 Dust ~ PM10 Exhaust PM10 Total PM2.5 Dust PM2.5Exhaust PM2.5 Total
Time Slice 3/16/2011-4/14/2011 251 19.78 12.25 0.00 0.01 1.07 1.08 0.00 0.98 0.99
Active Days: 22
Demolition 03/16/2011- 251 19.78 12.25 0.00 0.01 1.07 1.08 0.00 0.98 0.99
04/14/2011
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Demo Off Road Diesel 2.48 19.72 11.27 0.00 0.00 1.07 1.07 0.00 0.98 0.98
Demo On Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Demo Worker Trips 0.03 0.06 0.98 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Time Slice 4/15/2011-5/17/2011 6.68 72.23 31.68 0.07 12.63 3.13 15.77 2.67 2.88 5.55
Active Days: 23
Mass Grading 04/15/2011- 6.68 72.23 31.68 0.07 12.63 3.13 15.77 2.67 2.88 5.55
05/17/2011
Mass Grading Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.38 0.00 12.38 2.59 0.00 2.59
Mass Grading Off Road Diesel 2.83 23.44 11.96 0.00 0.00 1.17 117 0.00 1.08 1.08
Mass Grading On Road Diesel 3.83 48.74 18.75 0.07 0.25 1.96 2.20 0.08 1.80 1.88
Mass Grading Worker Trips 0.03 0.06 0.98 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Time Slice 5/18/2011-8/15/2011 4.07 31.15 19.92 0.00 0.01 181 1.82 0.00 1.67 1.67
Active Days: 64
Trenching 05/18/2011-08/15/2011 4.07 31.15 19.92 0.00 0.01 1.81 1.82 0.00 1.67 1.67
Trenching Off Road Diesel 4.03 31.08 18.70 0.00 0.00 1.81 181 0.00 1.66 1.66
Trenching Worker Trips 0.04 0.07 1.22 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01

O
N

1,914.56

1,914.56

0.00
1,790.19
0.00
124.37

9,742.82

9,742.82

0.00
2,247.32
7,371.13

124.37

3,150.15

3,150.15
2,994.69

155.46
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Time Slice 8/16/2011-12/30/2011
Active Days: 99

Building 08/16/2011-12/15/2013
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/2/2012-12/31/2012
Active Days: 261

Building 08/16/2011-12/15/2013
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 1/1/2013-12/13/2013
Active Days: 249

Building 08/16/2011-12/15/2013
Building Off Road Diesel
Building Vendor Trips
Building Worker Trips

Time Slice 12/16/2013-12/31/2013
Active Days: 12

Asphalt 12/16/2013-02/12/2014
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel

Paving Worker Trips

0.08

2.19

0.02

0.05

81.41

79.38

1.47

0.55

74.79

72.97

1.32

0.50

68.89

67.27

1.16

0.46

13.92

13.92

0.00

13.60

0.23

0.09

42.32

31.58

1.25

9.49

40.29

30.31

1.15

8.83

38.73

29.46

1.06

8.21

10.69

10.69

0.00

8.91

0.09

1.69

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

1.15

0.01

0.01

0.00

1.15

0.01

0.02

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.05

0.01

0.01

0.00

1.05

0.01

0.01

11.889.71

11,889.71
10,368.45
311.42
1,209.85

11.889.51

11,889.51
10,368.45
311.42
1,209.64

11.889.38

11,889.38
10,368.45
311.44
1,209.49

1,564.93

1,564.93
0.00
1,272.04
44.23

248.66
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Time Slice 1/1/2014-2/12/2014
Active Days: 31

Asphalt 12/16/2013-02/12/2014
Paving Off-Gas
Paving Off Road Diesel
Paving On Road Diesel
Paving Worker Trips

Time Slice 2/13/2014-4/15/2014
Active Days: 44

Coating 02/13/2014-04/15/2014
Architectural Coating

Coating Worker Trips

2.20

2.20

0.08

2.06

0.02

0.05

66.62

66.60

0.02

13.18

0.00

12.89

0.20

0.09

0.04

0.04

0.00

0.04

10.50

0.00

8.85

0.08

1.57

0.68

0.68

0.00

0.68

0.00

0.00

0.00

Construction Related Mitigation Measures

0.01

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.01

The following mitigation measures apply to Phase: Mass Grading 4/15/2011 - 5/17/2011 - Default Fine Site Grading/Excavation

Description

For Soil Stablizing Measures, the Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas mitigation reduces emissions by:

PM10: 84% PM25: 84%

For Soil Stablizing Measures, the Water exposed surfaces 3x daily watering mitigation reduces emissions by:

PM10: 61% PM25: 61%

The following mitigation measures apply to Phase: Architectural Coating 2/13/2014 - 4/15/2014 - Default Architectural Coating

Description

For Nonresidential Architectural Coating Measures, the Nonresidential Exterior: Use Low VOC Coatings mitigation reduces emissions

by:
ROG: 10%

For Nonresidential Architectural Coating Measures, the Nonresidential Interior: Use Low VOC Coatings mitigation reduces emissions

by:
ROG: 10%

Phase: Demolition 3/16/2011 - 4/14/2011 - Default Mass Site Grading/Excavation Description

Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 0
Building Volume Daily (cubic feet): 0
On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 0
Off-Road Equipment:

Phase Assumptions

1 Concrete/Industrial Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0.73 load factor for 8 hours per day

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.564.90

1,564.90
0.00
1,272.04
44.23
248.64

107.37

107.37
0.00

107.37
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1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 8 hours per day
2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

Phase: Mass Grading 4/15/2011 - 5/17/2011 - Default Fine Site Grading/Excavation Description
Total Acres Disturbed: 5

Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 1.25

Fugitive Dust Level of Detail: Default

38.2 Ibs per acre-day

On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 1739.13

Off-Road Equipment:

1 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day
1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Trenching 5/18/2011 - 8/15/2011 - Default Trenching Description

Off-Road Equipment:

2 Excavators (168 hp) operating at a 0.57 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 8 hours per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Paving 12/16/2013 - 2/12/2014 - Default Paving Description

Acres to be Paved: 1.25

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Pavers (100 hp) operating at a 0.62 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rollers (95 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 8/16/2011 - 12/15/2013 - Default Building Construction Description
Off-Road Equipment:

2 Aerial Lifts (60 hp) operating at a 0.46 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Bore/Drill Rigs (291 hp) operating at a 0.75 load factor for 8 hours per day

16 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 8 hours per day
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2 Cranes (399 hp) operating at a 0.43 load factor for 6 hours per day

3 Forklifts (145 hp) operating at a 0.3 load factor for 6 hours per day

4 Off Highway Trucks (479 hp) operating at a 0.57 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Architectural Coating 2/13/2014 - 4/15/2014 - Default Architectural Coating Description

Rule:
Rule:
Rule:
Rule:
Rule:
Rule:

Residential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100
Residential Interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 50
Residential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250
Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 100
Nonresidential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250
Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250



SECTION 14.0
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was completed and forwarded to the Governor’s
Office of Planning and Research (OPR), and a Notice of Completion (NOC) was posted at both
OPR and the Office of Los Angeles County Clerk on August 31, 2010. Copies of the Draft EIR and
Notice of Availability (NOA) were mailed to thirty-eight (38) representatives. The Draft EIR was
made available for public review at the County of Los Angeles (County) Chief Executive Office, the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center campus, the Willowbrook Library, and on the County of Los
Angeles Second Supervisorial District Web site until October 14, 2010, for a period of 45 days
(August 31-October 14, 2010). An NOA of the Draft EIR for public review was advertised in the
LA Watts Times and La Opinion newspapers, as well as sent via regular mail to thirty-eight (38)
public agency representatives and 1,555 interested parties, including private organizations and
individuals. Although the 45-day public comment period closed on October 14, 2010, at 5 p.m.,
the County received and accepted the submittal of three (3) anticipated late letters of comment
from the City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation, California Department of
Transportation District 7, and the South Coast Air Quality Management District. A total of nine (9)
letters of comment were received on the Draft EIR.

This section of the EIR contains a summary of the distribution list for the Draft EIR and a listing of
the parties that provided comments during the public review period. The distribution
list/respondents have been divided into the following categories:

Federal Agencies

State Agencies

Regional and Local Agencies
County Agencies

Individuals

O~ W N =

14.1  SUMMARY DISTRIBUTION LIST/RESPONDENTS
14.1.1 Federal Agencies
One federal agency received an electronic copy of the Draft EIR.
o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
The County did not receive a letter of comment from this agency or any federal agency.
14.1.2 State Agencies

Twelve (12) state agencies received an electronic copy of the Draft EIR, a hard copy of the Draft
EIR, the NOA, or a combination of the three.

. California Air Resources Board
o California Department of Fish and Game
. California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Historic Preservation
(OHP)
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7
California Environmental Protection Agency

California Integrated Waste Management Board

California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
California Water Quality Control Board, Region 4

Central Basin Municipal Water District

Office of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse

Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development
State Water Resources Control Board

The County received three (3) letters of comment; these were from the OPR State Clearinghouse,
Caltrans District 7, and California NAHC.

14.1.3 Regional and Local Agencies
Ten (10) regional agencies received an electronic copy of the Draft EIR or the NOA.

City of Compton

Compton Unified School District

City of Los Angeles

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Los Angeles Unified School District Office of Environmental Health and Safety
City of Lynwood

Lynwood Unified School District

Park Water Company

South Coast Air Quality Management District

Southern California Association of Governments

The County received three (3) letters of comment; these were from the City of Los Angeles
Department of Transportation, Park Water Company, and South Coast Air Quality Management
District.

14.1.4 County Agencies and Related Entities

Fifteen (15) county agencies, departments, and other related entities received an electronic copy of
the Draft EIR, a hard copy of the Draft EIR, the NOA, or a combination of the three.

Chief Executive Office

Department of Health Services
Department of Public Health
Department of Public Works
Department of Regional Planning

Fire Department

Los Angeles County Arts Commission
Office of the Los Angeles County Clerk
Public Library

Sheriff’s Department

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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Other Related Entities

Community Development Commission of the County of Los Angeles
Martin Luther King, Jr. Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center
Metropolitan Transit Authority

Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County

Second Supervisorial District

The County received two (2) letters of comment; these were from the Fire Department and
Department of Public Works, Traffic and Lighting Division.

14.1.5 Individuals

An NOA of the Draft EIR for public review was sent to more than 279 interested parties and 1,276
property owners within a 0.25-mile radius of the proposed project.’

The County received one (1) letter of comment from an individual.

! These addresses are on file at Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Pasadena, California.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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14.2 LETTERS OF COMMENT AND RESPONSES

The letters of comment received on the Draft EIR are presented in this subsection with the
comments numbered and annotated in the right margin. Responses to the comments follow each

comment letter.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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14.2.1 Federal Agencies

No letters of comment were received from federal agencies.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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14.2.2 State Agencies

State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Scott Morgan

Director

1400 Tenth Street P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812

(916) 445-0613

California Department of Transportation District 7
Diana Watson

IGR/CEQA Program Manager

100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

(213) 897-3656

Native American Heritage Commission
Dave Singleton

Program Analyst

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 653-6251

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
February 2011
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA & —-"‘%
§* %
Governor s Office of Planmng and Research g ” =z
s i?
State Clearlnghouse and Planning Unit Rl
Arnold Schwarzenegger Cathleen Cox

Governor - _ : . : _ Acting Director

October 18, 2010

Ms. Sabra White

Los Angeles County Chief Executlve Office
500 West Temple Street, Room 754

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
SCH#: 2010031040

Dear Ms. Sabra White:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. On

- the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state agencies that
reviewed your document. The review period closed on October 14, 2010, and the comments from the
responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this comment package is not in order, please notify the State _
Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Cleannghouse number in future
correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21 104(c) of the California Public Resources Codé states that:

“A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
. more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly.

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirementé for
draft environmental decuments, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review
process.

Sincerely,

%/ & ,/‘ 'g\—«"/
' Morgan : ,

Director, State Clearmghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 -SACRAMENTO, CALI.FORNT.A 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018 - www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2010031040
Project Title  Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
Lead Agency Los Angeles County
Type .EIR Draft EIR _
Description The proposed project would be implemented in two phases, or tiers. Tier 1 of the proposed project
would entail the development of two new buildings: the new Multi-service Ambulatory Care Center
(MACC) and the Ancillary Building, tenant improvements, and potential relocation of the Magnetic
Resonance Imaging (MRI) Building.
Tier Il of the proposed project would entail the reuse or replacement of the existing MACC Building
(which will be vacant following construction of the new MACC Building in Tier 1), and demolition of the
following Emergency Room; Storage Building; and Cooling Towers. Tier |l coristruction would entail
additional master-planned mixed-use development, which may include the potential for medicai offices,
general offices, commercial and retail space, residential units, recreational areas, and other
development in support of the campus. The maximum programmed development for Tier Il is currently
estimated at approximately 1,814,696sf. The proposed project will include the reuse, replacement, or
removal of approximately 509,018sf and net new development of approximately 1,476,010sf, providing
an opportunity to develop up to 1,814,696sf for a mix of uses, including space for medical offices,
commercial, retail, residential recreation, and general offices, in addition to any other development that
. will improve the community-based health program facility.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Ms. Sabra White -
Agency Los Angeles County Chief Executive Office -
Phone (213) 974-2620 Fax
email
Address 500 West Temple Street, Room 754
City Los Angeles ' State CA  Zip 90012
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City
Region
Lat/Long 33°55'23"N/118°14'33"W
Cross Streets N. Willmington Ave (east), E 120th st(north), Compton Avenue {west)
Parcel No. 6140-028-902, 6140-028-900, 6140-028-907, 6140-028-903
Township ‘ Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways 1-110, I-105
Airports Compton/Woodley
Railways Southern Pacific
Waterways ' .
Schools Lincoln Drew Elementary, Harriet Tubnam Elem, Willowbrook Middle
Land Use SP 88-1 '

Project Issues  Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Geologic/Seismic; Other Issues; Toxic/Hazardous; Water Quality;
Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Traffic/Circulation;
Schools/Universities; Aesthetic/Visual; Economics/Jobs; Growth Inducing; Sewer Capacity; Solid
Waste; Water Supply

Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Department of Parks and Recreation;
Agencies Department of Water Resources; Resources, Recycling and Recovery; Caltrans, Division of

Aeronautics; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Regional Water Quality Control Board,
Region 4; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Native American Heritage Commission; Statewide

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Health Planning

Date Received 08/31/2010 Start of Review 08/31/2010 End of Review 10/14/2010

Note: - Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

Scott Morgan

Director

1400 Tenth Street P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812

(916) 445-0613

Response to Comment No. 1:

This letter acknowledges that the County has complied with the State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), and the State Clearinghouse distribution of the NOC and Draft EIR to state agencies.
As noted on page 3 of the letter in the Document Details Report (and also listed in Section 12,
Distribution List, of the Draft EIR), the Draft EIR was distributed to twelve (12) state agencies for the
statutory review period of 45 days.

The State Clearinghouse letter attaches the NAHC comment letter, also received by the County
under separate cover and responded to in this Final EIR following this response.

The County has made note of the contents of this letter and acknowledges the distribution to state
agencies that reviewed the Draft EIR.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, ’fRANSPORTATIg ON AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, OFFICE OF PUBLIC
TRANSPORTATION AND REGIONAL PLANNING
IGR/CEQA BRANCH

100 SOUTH MAIN STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHONE (213) 897-1726

FAX (213) 897-1337 : - Flex your power!

Be energy efficient!

October 18, 2010

IGR/CEQA DEIR CS/100914
Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center

Campus Redevelopment Project
Vic. LA-105-9.91, SCH# 2010031040

Ms. Sabra White

County of Los Angeles

Chief Executive Office

Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street, Room 754
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. White:

Thank you for- including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the
Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project. As the
Responsible Agency for State highway facilities and operations, and based on the
information received, we have the following comments: :

The DEIR mentioned necessary traffic mitigation measures in order to address Tier II
Project Impacts where the County of Los Angeles shall complete the following
improvements for the I-105 Glenn Anderson Freeway: '

1-105/Imperial Highway: Provide a third northbdund, lefi-turn lane by
widening off-ramp by 10 feet for approximately 150 to 200 feet

Wilmington Avenue/I-105 Eastbound Ramps - County of Les
. Angeles/Caltrans: Provide an additional eastbound lane by widening
(reducing the raised median on the ramp) the off-ramp. The eastbound
: approach would have a left-turn lane, shared left-turn lane, and a separate |
;- . . rightturn lane. The sidewalks on either side of Wilmington Avenue
would be reduced by 2 feet and the Wilmington Avenue roadway would
be widened by 2 feet on either side (a total of 4 feet) from the south leg of

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



Ms. Sabra White
Qctober 18, 2010
Page 2 of 2

this intersection. Provide an additional northbound and left-turn lane by
widening (reducing the median). The northbound approach would have
dual left-turn lanes and three through lanes.

Tt appears that the proposed 150 to 200 foot widening at the I-105/Imperial Highway to
provide for a 10 foot lane does not meet Caltrans design standards. Caltrans design
standards call for 12 foot wide lanes for both mainline facilities and ramps.

Any proposed improvements to freeway ramps and ramp intersections will require
Caltrans Encroachment Permits along with review and approvals from Caltrans Office of
Permits, Freeway Operations and Traffic Investigations, as well as other responsible
Caltrans units. :

If you have any questions regarding our comments; contact Carl Shiigi, Project
Coordinator, at (213) 897-1726 and please refer to record number 100914/CS.

Sincerely,

@'/mm %%Z

DIANNA WATSON
IGR/CEQA Program Manager
Office of Regional Planning

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”

2 cont.



California Department of Transportation District 7
Diana Watson

IGR/CEQA Program Manager

100 South Main Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

(213) 897-3656

Response to Comment No. 1:

Thank you for the comment that reiterates Mitigation Measure Traffic-2 as it relates to 1-105 /
Imperial Highway. Please also reference Response to Comment No. 3 below.

Response to Comment No. 2:

Thank you for the comment that reiterates Mitigation Measure Traffic-2 as it relates to Wilmington
Avenue / 1-105 Eastbound Ramps—County of Los Angeles / Caltrans. Please also reference Response
to Comment No. 4 below.

Response to Comment No. 3:

The County has noted the comment regarding the Caltrans design standards. It is understood that
the County will continue to coordinate with the Caltrans design team and the County Department
of Public Works-Traffic and Lighting Division throughout the planning and permitting process for
the project. As shown in the conceptual mitigation measure drawings included in Appendix H,
Traffic Study, of the Draft EIR, standard Caltrans 12-foot lanes are being proposed on the I-105
Eastbound Ramps, and no additional updates to the described mitigation measures are necessary.
As described in the Traffic Study, it is understood that the proposed widening combined with a
restriping of the existing lanes will successfully accomplish this standard.

Response to Comment No. 4:

The County understands that any proposed improvements to freeway ramps and ramp intersections
will require Caltrans Encroachment Permits along with review and approvals from the Caltrans
Office of Permits, Freeway Operations, and Traffic Investigations as well as other responsible
Caltrans units.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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STATE OF CALIFOBRNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5390

Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov

e-mail: ds_nahc@pacbell.net

September 13, 2010

Ms. Sabra White

County of Los Angeles Chief Executive Office
500 West Temple Street, Room 754
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: SCH#2010031040 CEQA Notice of Completion; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project located in
the Willowbrook Community; Los Angeles County, California.

Dear Ms. White:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the state ‘trustee agency’
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21070 for the protection and preservation of California’s
Native American Cultural Resources. (Also see Environmental Protection Information Center v.
Johnson (1985) 170 Cal App. 3° 604). The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA
Public Resources Code §21000-21177, amendment effective 3/18/2010) requires that any
project that causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource,
that includes archaeological resources, is a ‘significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the California Code of Regulations §15064.5(b)(c )(f)
CEQA guidelines). Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines defines. a significant impact on the
environment as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within an area affected by the proposed project, including ...objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. The lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an
adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential effect (APE), and if so, to
mitigate that effect. State law also addresses Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resources Code §5097.9.

The Native American Heritage Commission did perform a Sacred Lands File (SLF)
search in the NAHC SLF Inventory, established by the Legislature pursuant to Public
Resources Code §5097.94(a) and_Native American Cultural Resources were not
identified within one-half mile radius of the ‘area of potential effect (APE)." However there
are Native American cultural resources in close proximity to the APE. Early consultation
with Native American tribes in your area is the best way to avoid unanticipated discoveries
once a project is underway. Enclosed are the names of the culturally affiliated tribes and
interested Native American individuals that the NAHC recommends as ‘consulting parties,’
for this purpose, that may have knowledge of the religious and cultural significance of the
historic properties in the project area (e.g. APE). We recommend that you contact persons
on the attached _list of Native American contacts. A Native American Tribe or Tribal Elder -
may be the only source of information about a cultural resource.. Also, the NAHC
recommends that a Native American Monitor or Native American culturally knowledgeable -
person be employed whenever a professional archaeologist is employed during the ‘Initial
Study’ and in other phases of the environmental planning processes.




Furthermore the NAHC recommends that you contact the California Historic
Resources Information System (CHRIS) of the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), for
archaeological data. (916) 653-7278.

Consultation with tribes and interested Native American tribes and interested Native American
individuals, as consulting parties, on the NAHC list ,should be conducted in compliance with the
requirements of federal NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321-43351) and Section 106 and 4(f) of federal
NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 [f)let se), 36 CFR Part 800.3, the President’s Council on Environmental
Quality (CSQ; 42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.) and NAGPRA (25 U.S.C. 3001-3013), as appropriate.
The 1992 Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties were
revised so that they could be applied to all historic resource types included in the National
Register of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes. Consultation with Native American
communities is also a matter of environmental justice as defined by California Government
Code §65040.12(e).

Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) when significant cultural resources could be
affected by a project. Also, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health & Safety
Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally discovered archeological
resources during construction and mandate the processes to be followed in the event of an
accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated
cemetery. Discussion of these should be included in your environmental documents, as
appropriate.

The authority for the SLF record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory,
established by the California Legislature, is California Public Resources Code §5097.94(a)
and is exempt from the CA Public Records Act (c.f. California Government Code
§6254.10). The results of the SLF search are confidential. However, Native Americans on
the attached contact list are not prohibited from and may wish to reveal the nature of
identified cultural resources/historic properties. Confidentiality of “historic properties of
religious and cultural significance’ may also be protected the under Section 304 of the
NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior’ discretion if not eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the federal Indian
Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C, 1996) in issuing a decision on whether or not to
disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in or near the APE and
possibly threatened by proposed project activity.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native
Americans identified by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely
presence of Native American human remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for
agreements with Native American, identified by the NAHC, to assure the appropriate and
dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated grave liens.
Although tribal consultation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; CA Pubilic
Resources Code Section 21000 — 21177) is ‘advisory’ rather than mandated, the NAHC does
request ‘lead agencies’ to work with tribes and interested Native American individuals as
‘consulting parties,’ on the list provided by the NAHC in order that cultural resources will be
protected. However, the 2006 SB 1059 the state enabling legislation to the Federal Energy
Policy Act of 2005, does mandate tribal consultation for the ‘electric transmission corridors. This
is codified in the California Public Resources Code, Chapter 4.3, and §25330 to Division 15,
requires consultation with California Native American tribes, and identifies both federally
recognized and non-federally recognized on a list maintained by the NAHC




Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d)
of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed,
including that construction or excavation be stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of
any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery until the county coroner or
medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. . Note
that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries
is a felony.

Again, Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in §15370 of the California
Code of Requlations (CEQA Guidelines), when significant cultural resources are discovered
during the course of project planning and implementation.

Please feel free to contact me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Dave Sing
Program Analyst

Attachment: List of(Qulturally Affiliated Native American Contacts

Cc: State Clearinghouse




Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
September 13, 2010

LA City/County Native American Indian Comm
Ron Andrade, Director

3175 West 6th Street, Rm.
Los Angeles . CA 90020
randrade @css.lacounty.gov
(213) 351-5324

(213) 386-3995 FAX

Ti'At Society
Cindi Alvitre

6515 E. Seaside Walk, #C  Gabirielino
Long Beach . CA 90803
calvitre@yahoo.com

(714) 504-2468 Cell

Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation
John Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin.

, Gabrielino Tongva
tattnlaw@gmail.com

310-570-6567

Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission
Anthony Morales, Chairperson

PO Box 693 Gabrielino Tongva
San Gabriel , CA 91778
GTTribalcouncil@aol.com

(626) 286-1632

(626) 286-1758 - Home

(626) 286-1262 -FAX

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Gabrielino Tongva Nation
Sam Dunlap, Chairperson
P.O. Box 86908

Los Angeles » CA 90086

samdunlap@earthlink.net

Gabrielino Tongva

(909) 262-9351 - cell

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
Robert F. Doramae, Tribal Chair/Cultural

P.O. Box 490 Gabrielino Tongva
Bellfiower , CA 90707
gtongva@verizon.net

562-761-6417 - voice
562-925-7989 - fax

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe

Bernie Acuna

1875 Century Pk East #1500 Gabrielino
Los Angeles ; CA 90067

(310) 428-7720 - cell

(310) 587-2281

Shoshoneon Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians
Andy Salas, Chairperson

PO Box 393

Covina » CA 91723
(626)926-41""31
gabirelenoindians@yahoo.
com

213) 688-0181 - FAX

Gabrieleno

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Also,
federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 and fed

eral NAGPRA. And 36 CFR Part 800.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans for consultation purposes with regard to cultural resources impact by the proposed

SCH#2010031040; CEQA Notlice of Completion; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus
Redevelopment Project; located in the Willowbrook Community south of downtown Los Angeles; Los Angeles County, California.



Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
September 13, 2010

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe

Linda Candelaria, Chairwoman

1875 Century Park East, Suite 1500
Los Angeles » CA 90067  Gabrielino
icandelarial @gabrielinoTribe.org
310-428-5767- cell

(8310) 587-2281

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Satety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Also,
federal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 and fed

eral NAGPRA. And 36 CFR Part 800.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans for consultation purposes with regard to cultural resources impact by the proposed
SCH#2010031040; CEQA Notice of Completion; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus
Redevelopment Project; located in the Willowbrook Community south of downtown Los Angeles; Los Angeles County, California.



Native American Heritage Commission
Dave Singleton

Program Analyst

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, California 95814

(916) 653-6251

Response to Comment No. 1:

Thank you for the comment identifying the role of the NAHC as the state “trustee agency” pursuant
to Section 21070 for the protection and preservation of California’s Native American cultural
resources. As described in Section 3.3.1 of the Draft EIR and Section 3.2.6 of Appendix E, Cultural
Resources Technical Report, of the Draft EIR, the County notes that Section 5097.91 of the Public
Resources Code establishes the NAHC, whose duties include the inventory of places of religious or
social significance to Native Americans and the identification of known graves and cemeteries of
Native Americans on private lands. In recognition of this role, the NAHC was notified of the
proposed project on October 23, 2009, in conjunction with a Sacred Lands File record search
request.” The County understands that impacts on historical and archaeological resources may
constitute significant effects on the environment, as noted in Section 3.3.3 of the Draft EIR.

Response to Comment No. 2:

The County has noted the comment that Native American cultural resources were not identified
within the 0.5-mile radius of the “area of potential effect” (APE) and that, given the presence of
Native American cultural resources in proximity to the APE, consultation with Native American
tribes in the area is the best way to avoid unanticipated discoveries of Native American cultural
resources while the project is underway. On October 13, 2010, the County sent letters of
correspondence to the nine Native American tribal contacts identified by the NAHC as consulting
parties. No information from the tribal contacts regarding the presence or absence of Native
American cultural resources within the 0.5-mile radius of the project has been received to date.

Thank you for the comment that a Native American monitor or a Native American culturally
knowledgeable person be employed whenever a professional archaeologist is employed during the
environmental planning process. As explained in Section 5.2.3.2 of Appendix E, Cultural
Resources Technical Report, of the Draft EIR, a comparison of historical and contemporary
topographic maps (from 1893, 1923, and 2010) depict the ground surface within the APE as highly
disturbed from early agricultural uses and the subsequent construction and landscaping of the
existing buildings within the proposed project that involved excavation of native soils and the
underlying geologic units to an estimated depth that exceeded 15 feet below the ground surface.
Due to the high level of disturbance that has already occurred within the proposed project area, it
is not anticipated that the services of a professional archaeologist will be utilized.?

2 Purtell, Chris, Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Pasadena, California. 23 October 2009. Native American Sacred Sites
Records Check. Letter to Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission, Sacramento, California.

3 Sapphos Environmental, Inc., 31 August 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project,
Cultural Resources Technical Report. Prepared for: County of Los Angeles, Chief Executive Office, Los Angeles,
California.
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Response to Comment No. 3:

This comment recommends that the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) of
the OHP be contacted for archaeological data. As described in Section 3.3.2.2 of the Draft EIR and
in Section 4.2.1 of Appendix E, Cultural Resources Technical Report, of the Draft EIR, on October
20, 2009, the County conducted a records search for archaeological data on file at the South
Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California State University, Fullerton. The
SCCIC is one of the 11 independent centers operated under contract to the State OHP for the
purposes of maintaining the federally and state-mandated California Historic Resources Inventory
(HRI) database, which is made available by the CHRIS.

Response to Comment No. 4:

Thank you for the comment that consultation with tribes and interested Native American
individuals, as consulting parties, should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 106 and 4(f) of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA), and the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA) of 1990, as well as the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties. Section 3.3.1 of the Draft EIR and Section 3.1 of Appendix E, Cultural Resources
Technical Report, of the Draft EIR discusses how the project is in compliance with these federal
requirements, as appropriate. The County, as the lead agency for the project, must consider the
federal regulatory framework when rendering decisions on projects that have the potential to affect
cultural resources. However, the project is not federally funded, assisted, or licensed and,
therefore, does not meet the definition of a federal undertaking that would require compliance with
NEPA, NHPA, or NAGPRA. Regarding the specific requirements cited above, the project, and
therefore tribal consultation associated with the project, is not subject to NEPA, Section 106 and
4(f) of the NHPA, or NAGPRA requirements. However, while not defined as a federal undertaking,
the project has incorporated consultation with tribes, interested Native American tribes, and
interested Native American individuals, as specified under CEQA guidelines. Please refer to
Comment No. 1, which discusses how the NAHC was notified of the proposed project on October
23, 2009, in conjunction with a Sacred Lands File record search request,* and Comment No. 2,
which discusses how the County contacted the nine Native American tribal contacts identified by
the NAHC as consulting parties on October 13, 2010.

Response to Comment No. 5:

This comment recommended that the County consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of
the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines), where significant cultural resources could
be affected by a project. As described in Section 1.2 of Appendix E, Cultural Resources Technical
Report, of the Draft EIR, environmental documentation was prepared as an aid to support project-
planning efforts to minimize impacts to cultural resources and to provide the Los Angeles County
Board of Supervisors with data regarding the potential effects of the proposed project on cultural
resources, as well as feasible avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to the
maximum extent practicable. Avoidance to reduce impacts on cultural resources includes the
incorporation of procedures for the accidental discovery of significant cultural resources. While the
discovery of human remains is not anticipated during ground-disturbing activities for the proposed
project, Section 3.3.5 of the Draft EIR and Section 5.4.4.1 of Appendix E, Cultural Resources

* Purtell, Chris, Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Pasadena, California. 23 October 2009. Native American Sacred Sites
Records Check. Letter to Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission, Sacramento, California.
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Technical Report, of the Draft EIR include mitigation measure Cultural-5, which discusses the
accidental discovery of human remains during project implementation. Mitigation measure
Cultural-5 specifies compliance with the provisions of Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and
Health and Safety Code 7050.5 that specifies the protocol to be followed when human remains are
discovered. Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code specifies a protocol to be followed
when the NAHC receives notification of a discovery of Native American human remains from a
county coroner. Public Resources Code, Section 5097.5 defines as a misdemeanor the
unauthorized disturbance or removal of archaeological, historic, or paleontological resources
located on public lands.

Response to Comment No. 6:

Thank you for the comment that the nine Native American tribal contacts identified by the NAHC
may wish to reveal the confidential results Sacred Lands File Inventory search conducted by the
NAHC. The Sacred Lands File record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory is exempt from
the California Public Records Act (California Government Code Section 6254.10). Therefore, the
results of the Sacred Lands File search are confidential. However, the nine Native American tribal
contacts identified by the NAHC are not prohibited from revealing the nature of any identified
cultural resources and may wish to disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance at their
own discretion. The Sacred Lands File Inventory search conducted by the NAHC did not identify
Native American cultural resources within the 0.5-mile radius of the project APE; however, the
County would consider any additional information provided by Native American tribal contacts
regarding the presence of Native American cultural resources in the APE or surrounding area.

Response to Comment No. 7:

The County has noted the comment regarding the fact that the County is required under CEQA
Guidelines to consult with tribal contacts identified by the NAHC if the presence or likely presence
of human remains is identified. The Sacred Lands File Inventory search conducted by the NAHC
did not identify Native American cultural resources within the 0.5-mile radius of the project APE.
Please refer to Comment No. 5, which discusses accidentally discovered human remains during
project implementation.

Response to Comment No. 8:

Thank you for the comment that Health and Safety Code 7050.5, Public Resources Code Section
5097.98 and Section 15064.5(d) of the CEQA Guidelines mandate procedures regarding the
accidental discovery of human remains during construction or excavation activities until the county
coroner or medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American.
Please refer to Comment No. 5, which discusses accidentally discovered human remains during
project implementation.

Response to Comment No. 9:

Thank you for the comment regarding the consideration of avoidance when significant cultural
resources are discovered during the course of project planning and implementation. Please refer to
Comment No. 5, which discusses avoidance as a strategy to reduce impacts in the event of
discovery of significant cultural resources.
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14.2.3 Regional and Local Agencies

City of Los Angeles

Department of Transportation
Edward Guerrero, Jr.
Transportation Engineer

100 South Main Street, 10th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90012
(213) 972-8410

Park Water Company
James P. Elliott, PE
Central Basin Division
9750 Washburn Road
Downey, California 90241
(562) 923-0711

South Coast Air Quality Management District
lan MacMillan

Program Supervisor

21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91765
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RITAL. ROBINSON
GENERAL MANAGER

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

(213) 972-8470
FAX (213) 972-8410

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA
MAYOR
Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center
Campus Redevelopment Project - DEIR
LADOT caseno. OUT 10-003
October 15,2010

County of Los Angeles

Chief Executive Office

Attention: Ms. Sabra White

Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street, Room 574
Los Angeles, CA 90012

MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. MEDICAL CENTER CAMPUS REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT,
DEIR [SCH#2010031040] - LADOT REVIEW

The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) has completed it’s review of the traffic
impact analysis that is referenced as Appendix H of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
prepared for the Martin Luther King Jr. Medical Center Redevelopment Project, dated August 31,2010.
After careful review of the pertinent data, LADOT has determined that the traffic study adequately
describes the project related impacts of the proposed development and is in general agreement with the
study findings.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

Under the TIER II development phase of the project, the findings of the traffic impact analysis include
the identification of potential significant impacts at three locations within the City of Los Angeles’
jurisdiction (one entirely and two partially). In conjunction with these findings, the report has suggested
the implementation of various physical street improvements as a means to fully mitigate these impacts.
Inasmuch as the described improvements are technically feasible, LADOT is willing to acknowledge
these recommendations as reasonable mitigation, with the understanding that a final determination
regarding the feasibility of the recommended mitigation will be determined at the time of reconciliation,
as discussed below.

RECOMMENDATION
In concurrence with the study findings, it is LADOT’s recommendation that the following physical street
improvements, as suggested in the project study report, be identified as conditional project requirements:

1. 120™ Street & Central Avenue
a: Re-stripe the northbound intersection approach to provide a separate right-turn lane.
b: Widen the 120™ Street roadway width, east of the intersection, by 6 feet through the

reduction of the adjacent sidewalk widths (by 3 feet on each side for approximately
120feet) and re-stripe the westbound approach to provided a left-turn lane, two through
lanes and one right-turn lane.

100 S. Main Street, 10" Floor
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER Recyclable and made from recycled waste ®
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2. 1-105 Westbound Ramps / Croesus Avenue (@ Imperial Highway
a: Provide a third northbound left-turn lane by widening the off-ramp by 10 feet for
approximately 150 to 200 feet. 4

[It should be noted that the context of this improvement is primarily within the jurisdiction of
Caltrans and will therefore require Caltrans final approval.]

3. Compton Avenue / Imperial Highway 5
a Re-stripe the intersection westbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane.

Should any of the improvements identified above be deemed infeasible at the time of
reconciliation, the project shall be responsible for providing an alternative mitigation measure of 6
equivalent effectiveness. '

The improvements listed above must be guaranteed through the City of Los Angeles B-Permit process,
with construction of the improvements completed and approved prior to the issuance of any certificate
of occupancy of the development. In addition, prior to setting the bond amount for the B-Permit, the
developer’s engineer shall be required to contact LADOT’s B-Permit coordinator at (213) 928-9691 to
arrange a pre-design meeting and finalize the design for the improvements.

Please also note that a construction work site traffic control plan should be submitted to LADOT’s
Southern District Office for review and approval prior to the start of any construction work that will
require the use of City of Los Angles streets. If applicable, tThe plan should show the location of any 8
roadway or sidewalk closures, traffic detours, haul routes, hours of operation, protective devices,
warning signs and access to abutting properties. LADOT also recommends that construction related
traffic be restricted to off-peak hours.

If any of the above discussion has raised questions or concern, please feel free to call me at (213) 485-
1062 to discuss further.

Sincerely, = /\

T
EDWARD GUERRERO JR Transportation Engineer
LADOT - West L.A. / Codstal Planning & Development Review

cc: Council District 15 ,
Jay Kim, Sean Haeri, Tim Conger, Crystal Killian, LADOT
Grant Su, L.A. Bureau of Engineering
Srinath Raju, Raju Associates, Inc.

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER Recyclable and made from recycled waste ®



City of Los Angeles

Department of Transportation
Edward Guerrero, Jr.
Transportation Engineer

100 South Main Street, 10th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90012
(213) 972-8410

Response to Comment No. 1:

Thank you for the review of the Draft EIR and for the comment confirming that the traffic study
adequately describes the project-related impacts of the proposed development. The City of Los
Angeles’ general agreement with the study findings has been noted.

Response to Comment No. 2:

It is understood that the City of Los Angeles has recommendations related to the transportation and
traffic-related mitigation measures for Tier Il that would impact the City of Los Angeles streets.

Response to Comment No. 3:

Thank you for the confirmation of the traffic related mitigation measure that is relevant to the City
of Los Angeles Department of Transportation. All mitigation measures as presented in the Final EIR
are project requirements designed to avoid, reduce, or otherwise mitigate potential impacts
identified for the project.

Response to Comment No. 4:

Thank you for the confirmation of the traffic related mitigation measure that is relevant to the City
of Los Angeles Department of Transportation. It has been noted that this improvement is primarily
within the jurisdiction of the Caltrans and therefore, will, require Caltrans final approval.

Response to Comment No. 5:

Thank you for the confirmation of the traffic related mitigation measure that is relevant to the City
of Los Angeles Department of Transportation.

Response to Comment No. 6:

The City’s comment is noted. The mitigation measures identified for the project are designed to
avoid, reduce, or otherwise mitigate potential impacts identified for the project. In the event that
the identified mitigation measures are deemed infeasible by the County at the time of
implementation of the respective tiers of the project, the County will identify alternative mitigation
measures that will avoid, reduce, or otherwise mitigate the specific impacts identified for the
project.

Response to Comment No. 7:

The County has noted the comment regarding proposed improvements being subject to the City of
Los Angeles B-Permit process. As noted in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
February 2011 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
W:APROJECTS\1217\1217-071\Documents\FEIR\Section 14.0, Response To Comments On DEIR.Doc Page 14-13



County would seek to ensure compatibility of the project with the surrounding land uses. Similarly,
the County would seek to ensure compatibility of the project with the surrounding requirements
and guidelines, including the County and City of Los Angeles permitting process; however, as the
decision-making agency, the County reserves the right to exempt elements of the project from the
permitting requirements of subordinate government agencies.

Response to Comment No. 8:

In concurrence with this comment, it has been noted that a construction work site traffic control
plan should be submitted to Los Angeles Department of Transportation’s Southern District Office
for review and approval prior to the start of any construction work that will require the use of City
of Los Angeles streets. It has been further noted that if possible, the plan should show the location
of any roadways or sidewalk closures, traffic detours, haul routes, hours of operation, protective
devices, warning signs, and access to abutting properties, and that construction-related traffic
should be restricted to off-peak hours.
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Park Water Company

August 31, 2010

Ms. Esther Diaz, PE

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

900 S. Fremont Avenue, 5 Floor
Alhambra, CA 91803

Re: Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus — Redevelopment Project
12021 Wilmington Avenue, Willowbrook

Dear Ms. Diaz,

As you are aware, the above named project is within the certificated service area of Park Water Company (Park).
We have reviewed the “draft” Water Supply Assessment that was prepared for this project by your consultant. As
discussed in the assessment, the Tier 1 improvements would not substantially change water usage at the project 1
site. However, the Tier 2 improvements are expected to increase the water usage at the project site by 473.4 acre-
feet per year (AFY) in a projected single dry year or the first dry year of multiple dry year conditions.

Park analyzed its water system demands and sources of water supply in its 2005 Urban Water Management Plan.
This plan looks not only at present day conditions, but also forecasts these through the year 2030. Park’s available P
sources of water supply exceed its water system’s demand throughout the entire 25-year planning window. Thus,
it appears that we have adequate resources to meet the demands of the Tier 1 improvements.

By the year 2030, Park estimates that 1,400 acre-feet of water would be available over demand during a multiple
dry year period. Due to the long planning period and the multiple variables that could occur when a water supply is
needed, it is important to note that Park cannot guarantee specific water flow quantities or pressures. However, 3
under normal operating conditions, it appears that even with a projected increase in overall water system demand,
Park still has adequate water resources to meet the demands of the Tier 2 improvements.

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact me by phone at 562.299.5124 or by email
at jelliott@parkwater.com.

Sincerely,
Park Water Company

James P. Elliott, PE
Division Chief Engineer

P.O. Box 7002 - 9750 Washburn Road < Downey, California 90241 « Phone 562.923.0711 = Fax 562.861.5902



Park Water Company
James P. Elliott, PE
Central Basin Division
9750 Washburn Road
Downey, California 90241
(562) 923-0711

Response to Comment No. 1:

As required by CEQA, the County has outreached to Park Water to receive concurrence with the
Water Supply Assessment (WSA) findings and to verify the availability of the County’s water
entitlements. Thank you for the comment confirming that you reviewed the WSA that was prepared
for the project and for confirming that as discussed in the WSA, Tier | would not be expected to
result in a substantial change to water usage at the project site; however, Tier Il would be expected
to increase water usage.

Response to Comment No. 2:

This comment confirms that Park Water Company anticipates having adequate resources to meet
the demands of the Tier | improvements. As analyzed in Section 3.13, Utilities and Service
Systems, of the Draft EIR the Tier | improvements would not result in an increase in water usage
over existing conditions.

Response to Comment No. 3:

This comment confirms that Park Water Company anticipates having adequate resources to meet
the demands of the Tier Il improvements. Specific water quantities and water pressure will be
confirmed with Park Water Company as projects within the programmatic Tier Il portion of the
project are built; however, it is anticipated that Park Water Company will have an adequate water
supply to provide for the anticipated Tier Il uses at the campus.
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‘ “) South Coast
Air Quality Management District

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-2000 « www.aqmd.gov

E-MAILED: October 27,2010 October 27, 2010

Ms. Sabra White, mlkmasterplan@gmail.com
County of Los Angeles, Chief Executive Office
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration

500 West Temple Street, Room 754

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Proposed Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project (SCH #2010031040)

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity
to comment on the above-mentioned document. The AQMD would also like to thank the
lead agency for the additional time to submit comments. The following comments are
meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into the Final
Environmental Impact Report.

The AQMD staff is concerned that construction air quality impacts may be
underestimated. Specifically, onsite emissions from excavation activity are not included
for Tier I and the emissions from Tier I and Tier II construction activities that could
overlap between 2011 and 2014 were not presented as combined impacts. AQMD staff
has recommended additional mitigation measures to address these and other air quality
impacts. Details regarding these comments are included in the attachment.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the AQMD with
written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final
Environmental Impact Report. The AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead
Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise. Please contact
Gordon Mize, Air Quality Specialist — CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any
questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely,

A % 74

Ian MacMillan
Program Supervisor
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Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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Air Quality Analysis - Construction

1. On page 2-29 in the project description, the lead agency describes a potential
construction scenario that would cause Tier I and Tier II construction activities to
overlap between 2011 and 2014. The AQMD staff recommends that the Final EIR
include these combined Tier I and Tier II emission estimates that overlap and then
compare those emission estimates with the applicable thresholds of significance.
Otherwise, the separate Tier I and Tier II construction emission estimate tables shown
in the Draft EIR will not reflect the total air quality impacts that will occur during the
overlapping construction activity period.

2. On page 2-28 of the project description, the lead agency describes grading activities
during Tier I of the proposed project that include excavation and export of
approximately 40,000 cubic yards of soil but uses the default level in the URBEMIS
2007 computer modeling to estimate onsite diesel and fugitive dust emissions. Since
the default level in the URBEMIS2007 program does not account for the fugitive dust
from off-road emissions from the specified soil excavation activities, it appears that
the lead agency did not account for these emission sources in the Draft EIR. These
emission impacts should be quantified and included in the Final EIR along with the
methodologies, equations and emission factors used to estimate these emissions.

3. Inthe Air Quality Section starting on page 3.2-14 in the Draft EIR, the lead agency
discusses its localized significance thresholds (LST) analysis and determines in the
narration on pages 3.2-18 and 3.2-20 that construction localized impacts have the
potential to exceed LST levels for NOx during Tier I and for NOx, PM10 and PM2.5
during Tier II. The estimated numerical concentrations based on dispersion
modeling, however, are only found in tables in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Technical Impact Report and in Appendix C (SCAQMD Sample List
Spreadsheets). The AQMD staff recommends these emission results be brought
forward into Section 3.2, added in the narration or placed in tables in the Final EIR,
similar to the numerical estimates shown for regional construction and operational air
quality impacts. This should be done to provide to the public a clear disclosure of the
severity of air quality impacts.

4. On page 3.2-16, the AQMD staff recommends the following wording in the Final
EIR, “...In addition, should any contamination be found to be present in the soils in
the area exposed after demolition, excavation or other soil disturbance that has the
potential to be classified as a hazardous waste, (e.g., petroleum hydrocarbons, etc.),
construction shall stop and appropriate health and safety procedures and agency
coordination shall be undertaken prior to continuing work on site. This would include
compliance with AQMD Rule 1166 - Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from
Decontamination of Soil.
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Mitigation Measures — Construction

5. Because the lead agency has determined that construction air quality impacts from the
proposed project are estimated to exceed established daily significance thresholds for
particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5), oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and for volatile
organic compounds (VOC), the AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency
consider the following changes (in underline and strikeeut) and additional mitigation
measures. These edits should be considered in addition to those measures listed in
the Air Quality Section of the Draft EIR starting on pages 3.2-24 to further reduce
project construction air quality impacts, if applicable and feasible.

Recommended Changes:
Measure Air-1 (Tier I and Tier II)

“...Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans and
specifications shall be reviewed by the lead agency to ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three
times a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when wind exceeds 25
miles per hour as instantaneous gusts), in order to maintain a soil moisture content
of 12 percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and materials
method D-2216, or other equivalent method approved by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency...”

Measure Air-3 (Tier 1)

Discontinuing Tier I construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during
windy conditions (when wind exceed 25 miles per hour as instantaneous gusts)
shall be required to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current
air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria
pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element, the plans
and specifications shall be reviewed by the lead agency to ensure that the plans
and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the
construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on unpaved
surfaces during periods when winds exceeds 25 miles per hour as instantaneous

gusts.

Measure Air-4

“...Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the
lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include
the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that the track-out shall
not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and that it would be removed
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at the conclusion of each workday. Street sweepers should also comply with
SCAQMD Rules 1186 and 1186.1 and use reclaimed water, if available.”

Measure Air-9 (Tier I and Tier II)

equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling of all equipment
used during both construction and operation/maintenance shall be minimized
and/or limited to no more than five minutes in accordance with state law. All

equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in
proposed tune per manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for
construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure
that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the
requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction
equipment meet the aforementioned criteria. Require all on-site construction
equipment to meet EPA Tier 2 or higher emissions standards according to the

following:

e April 1,2010, to December 31, 2011: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 2 off-road
emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment shall be
outfitted with the BACT devices certified by CARB. Any emissions
control device used by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions
that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 2 or Level 3 diesel
emissions control strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by
CARB regulations.

e January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2014: All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50 hp shall meet Tier 3 off-road
emissions standards. In addition, all construction equipment shall be
outfitted with BACT devices certified by CARB. Any emissions control
device used by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are
no less than what could be achieved by a Level 3 diesel emissions control
strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

e Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road diesel-powered construction equipment
greater than 50 hp shall meet the Tier 4 emission standards, where

5 cont.
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available. In addition, all construction equipment shall be outfitted with
BACT devices certified by CARB. Any emissions control device used by
the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what
could be achieved by a Level 3 diesel emissions control strategy for a
similarly sized engine as defined by CARB regulations.

A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, BACT documentation,
and CARB or AQMD operating permit shall be provided at the time of
mobilization of each applicable unit of equipment.

Recommended Additions for Tier I and Tier II;

e Replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible;

e Appoint a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison
concerning on-site construction activity including resolution of issues related
to PM10 generation,;

e Contractors shall use high-pressure-low-volume (HPLV) paint applicators
with a minimum transfer efficiency of at least 50%;

e Use required coatings and solvents with a VOC content lower than required
under Rule 1113;

e Construct/build with materials that do not require painting; and

e Use pre-painted construction materials.

For additional measures to reduce emissions from off-road construction
equipment, refer to the mitigation measure tables located at the following website:
www.agmd.gov/ceqa’/handbook/mitigation/MM intro.html.

Mitigation Measures - Operations

6. Because the operational regional air quality impacts from the proposed project are
estimated to exceed established daily significance thresholds for volatile organic
compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxide (NOx), carbon dioxide (CO) and particulate
matter (PM10), the AQMD staff recommends that the lead agency consider adding
the following mitigation measures to further reduce operational air quality impacts
from the project, if applicable and feasible:

Recommended Additions:

e Improve traffic flow by signal synchronization;

e Restrict operation to alternative fueled shuttle buses, if part of the lead
agency’s own fleet, using fuels such as compressed natural gas or restrict the
operation to “clean” buses, such as 2010 compliant vehicles;

e Require all vehicles and equipment to be properly tuned and maintained
according to manufacturers’ specifications;

e Provide services that promote ridesharing for car and vanpools;

e Provide charging stations for alternate technology vehicles;

5 cont.
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e Provide preferred parking for carpools, vanpools or alternative technology
vehicles;

e Provide alternative energy sources onsite; and

e Electrify service equipment at services facilities.

6 cont.



South Coast Air Quality Management District
lan MacMillan

Program Supervisor

21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91765

Response to Comment No. 1

Thank you for the comment regarding the overlap of the Tier | and Tier Il construction activities
between 2011 and 2014. The Tier | and Tier Il emissions were presented separately due to the fact
that Tier | and Tier Il construction is expected to occur independently. Tier Il construction will not
commence until after completion of Tier I. A sentence has been added to the Section 2, Project
Description, of the Draft EIR to clarify that there would be no expected overlap between the Tier |
and Tier Il construction activities. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft
EIR for the updates to Section 2.

Response to Comment No. 2

The County has noted the comment regarding excavation and export of soil. As noted in the
comment, the Draft EIR evaluated grading impacts using the default emission values in URBEMIS
2007. The default factors in URBEMIS should be used unless project-specific details are available.
In this case, default emission factors were used because specific construction details for the project
are estimates that reflect the County’s anticipated construction scenario for development. To ensure
that fugitive dust emissions are evaluated under a worst-case scenario, the URBEMIS model has
been rerun with the worst-case default emission rates for grading (38.2 Ibs/acre-day), instead of the
standard default emission rate (20 lbs/acre-day). Updated URBEMIS output files have been added
to Appendix C, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Technical Impact Report, of the Draft
EIR, and the results tables for construction emissions have been revised in Section 3.2, Air Quality,
and Appendix C. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the
updates to Section 3.2 and Appendix C.

Response to Comment No. 3

The comment regarding the location of the results tables for the dispersion modeling has been
noted. To add clarity to the document, the table documenting the dispersion modeling results from
Appendix C, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Technical Impact Report, of the Draft EIR
has been added to Section 3.2 and Appendix C of the Draft EIR as suggested. Please see Section
13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the updates to Section 3.2.

Response to Comment No. 4

The suggestion to modify the wording on page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR to clarify a requirement for
compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1166-Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) Emissions from
Decontamination of Soil has been noted. The recommended changes have been made in Section
3.2 of the Draft EIR. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the
updates to Section 3.2.
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Response to Comment No. 5

The County has noted suggestions to modify the wording of the mitigation measures and add
additional mitigation measures for construction of Tier | and Tier Il. The recommended revisions
and additions have been made in the Executive Summary and Section 3.2 and Appendix C of the
Draft EIR. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the updates to
the Executive Summary and Section 3.2.

Response to Comment No. 6

The suggestions to modify the wording of the mitigation measures and add additional mitigation
measures for operation of Tier | and Tier Il have been noted. The recommended revisions and
additions have been made in the Executive Summary and Section 3.2 and Appendix C of the Draft
EIR. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the updates to the
Executive Summary and Section 3.2.
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14.2.4 County Agencies

County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Forestry Division

Prevention Services Bureau

Mr. John R. Todd

1320 North Eastern Avenue

Los Angeles, California 90063

(323) 881-2404

Department of Public Works

Traffic and Lighting Division

Mr. Bill Winter

900 South Fremont Avenue, 5th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803

(626) 300-4820
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

FIRE DEPARTMENT

{323 8904330

POMICHALL
FIRE CHIE
FORESTER & FIE WARDEN

Sepiember 16, 2010

Ms. Eimon Raoof

Sapphos Environmental Inc.
Regional Office

1351 4th Street, Suite 227
Santa Monica, CA 90401

Dear Ms. Raoof:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR), MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. MEDICAL

- CENTER CAMPUS REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT, WILLOWBROOK (FFER 201000171)
The Draft Environmental Impact Report has been reviewed by the Planning Division, Land
Development Unit, Forestry Division, and Health Hazardous Materials Division of the County of Los
Angeles Fire Department. The following are their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

<

to the proposed project site from Fire Station No. 147 is approximately seven minutes. Fire
Station No. 147 contains a four-person quint, which provides a pump, water tank, fire hose, 1
aerial device, and ground ladders, as well as a two-person paramedic squad.

1. We have the following corrections: On page 3.10-3, under Fire Protection, the response time

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1. The Fire Prevention Division Land Development Unit has no additional comments regarding
this project. The conditions that were addressed in EIR FFER #201000069 have not been
changed at this time.

2. Should any questions arise regarding subdivision, water systems. or access, please contact
the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit, Inspector Scott Jaeggiat | 3
{(323) 890-4243.




Ms. Eimon Raoof
September 16, 2010
Fage 2

FORESTRY DIVISION ~ OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

1.

[

The statutory responsibilities of the Counly of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division
includes erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegelation,
fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and
cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas
should be addressed.

The areas germane 1o the statulory res ponsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire
_ ( ¥ Y g
Department, Forestry Division have been addressed

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1.

The County zoning designation for all project parcels is Neighborhood Commercial. The
hazardous materials mitigation measures proposed in the draft EIR seem to be adequate for
the proposed Tier | project developments: however, they may be inadequate for the Tier |}
project development of the proposed 100 onsite residential units. Residential contaminant
—rrr—scre«eﬁingﬂl&ve}s—arﬁmuchfioweﬁhaﬂ‘con}m’em%a§?Erad1;rste“i&?‘é?}ﬁé@ﬂiﬂg levels, and residential
properties are typically occupied by children who are more susceptible to contaminant
exposures. In addition to soil management plan and HHMD notification requirements outlined
in the mitigation measures, soil screening samples should be collected at proposed onsile
residential areas and analyzed for Chemicals of Potential Concerns (COPCs) based on past
site commercial use activities. In addition, if Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) are among
the COPCs, then soil vapor samples may need to be collected to address potential soil vapor
intrusion concerns. If significant soil or soil vapor contamination is identified, the onsite
contamination should be mitigated or managed under the oversight of a local or state agency.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office al (323) 880-4330.

Very truly yours,

i E ;j

JOHN R. TODD, CHIEF,
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

B Ry

p P
;E ; ;oA

\“ vvvvvv

ORESTRY DIVISION




County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Forestry Division

Prevention Services Bureau

Mr. John R. Todd

1320 North Eastern Avenue

Los Angeles, California 90063

(323) 881-2404

Response to Comment No. 1:

Thank you for the comment providing clarifications to Draft EIR Section 3.10, Public Services,
related to Fire Protection. Section 3.10.2.1, Fire Protection, has been updated to reflect a seven-
minute response time for Station No. 147. In addition, the additional information provided
regarding Station No. 147 has been added to Table 3.10.2.1-1, Existing Fire Stations Serving the
Proposed Project Site. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the
updates to Section 3.10, Public Services.

Response to Comment No. 2:

This comment on the EIR acknowledges that the EIR accurately reflects the information provided by
the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit.

Response to Comment No. 3:

This comment providing contact information should any additional information from the County of
Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit be required is appreciated and noted for the
record. Thank you for providing project-related information and for the Unit’s review of the Draft
EIR.

Response to Comment No. 4:

This comment requests that the areas of statutory responsibility of the County of Los Angles Fire
Department, Forestry Unit be addressed in the EIR. These are identified in the comment as erosion
control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification for
very high fire hazard severity zones, archaeological and cultural resources, and the County Oak
Tree Ordinance. The issues that are relevant to the Forestry Unit for the project have been
addressed in the following Draft EIR sections: 3.3, Cultural Resources; 3.6, Hazardous Resources;
and 3.7, Hydrology and Water Quality; and the following technical appendices: Appendix D,
Biological Resources Technical Report; Appendix E, Cultural Resources Technical Report; and
Appendix G, Stormwater Analysis.

Response to Comment No. 5:

This comment confirms that the EIR adequately addresses the statutory responsibilities of the
County of Los Angles Fire Department, Forestry Unit.

Response to Comment No. 6:

This comment is regarding hazardous materials concerns for the residential component of Tier Il of
the proposed project and states that residential screening levels are much lower than commercial

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
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and industrial screening levels. The Hazards and Hazardous Materials section of the EIR has been
revised to state that the proposed project will comply with the applicable County guidelines. The
comment has been incorporated into the proposed project as a project component. It is now noted
that the Soil Management Plan prepared for the Office of Statewide Health Planning and
Development review will include a soil screening sampling program for the Tier Il residential
component. Soil screening samples will be analyzed for Chemicals of Potential Concerns (COPCs).
If VOCs are among the COPCs, the soil management plan will include protocols for conducting a
soil vapor sampling program to investigate the potential for soil vapor intrusion in the area of
concern. In the event that significant levels of soil or soil vapor contamination are identified, the
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works shall be notified and the area of concern shall
be remediated to a level adequate to meet or exceed County guidelines and the specifications of
the Department of Toxic Substances Control and any other relevant standards. Please see Section
13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the updates to Section 3.16, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials.
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October 7, 2010

TO: David P. Howard
Project Management Division |

FROM: B (i

/Q/ Traffic and Lighting Division

MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. MEDICAL CENTER CAMPUS REDEVELOPMENT
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (AUGUST 31, 2010)
WILLOWBROOK AREA

As requested, we have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
proposed Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment project
located at 12021 Wilmington Avenue in the unincorporated area of Willowbrook.

The Draft Environmental Impact Report shall be revised to address the comments
below. Based on these revisions, additional comments may be forthcoming after
subsequent review.

e Pages ES-22 and 3.12-41, Measure Traffic-2 — Revise language to indicate that
Wilmington Avenue will be widened by 2 feet on both sides instead of by 2 feet
on either side for the following intersections:

o Wilmington Avenue at Interstate 105 Eastbound Ramps
o Wilmington Avenue at 118th Street
o Wilmington Avenue at 120th Street/119th Street

e Pages ES-23 and 3.12-42, Measure Traffic-3, Alameda Street at El Segundo
Boulevard — Revise language to indicate that the lanes along the north leg would
be restriped to provide 13-foot and 11-foot receiving lanes; 10-foot, 11-foot,
10-foot, and 12-foot approach lanes for southbound left-turn lane, southbound
through lanes, and southbound right-turn lane, respectively.

e Pages ES-23 and 3.12-43, Measure Traffic-3, Alameda Street at Imperial
Highway. We recommend implementing the following measure to mitigate
the project's cumulative impact at the intersection:

o Southbound approach: Two left-turn lanes, two through lanes,
and one right-turn lane instead of one left-turn lane, two through
lanes, and one right-turn lane (add second left-turn lane).

If you have any questions regarding the review of this document, please contact
Isaac Wong of our Traffic Studies Section at Extension 4796.

lpub\WPFILES\FILES\STU\Isaac\EIR\MLK Jr. Medical Center Campus Rdvlpt Project\EIR 100130 MLK JR MEDICAL CENTER CAMPUS

REDEV PROJECT DEIR 08312010.doc




Department of Public Works

Traffic and Lighting Division

Mr. Bill Winter

900 South Fremont Avenue, 5th Floor
Alhambra, California 91803

(626) 300-4820

Response to Comment No. 1:

Thank you for the review of the Draft EIR.

Response to Comment No. 2:

Pages ES-22 and 3.12-41, Measure Traffic-2, of the Draft EIR have been updated to reflect to

replace the word “either” with the word “both”. Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and
Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the updates to Sections ES and 3.12, Transportation and Traffic.

Response to Comment No. 3:

Pages ES-23 and 3.12-42, Measure Traffic-3, of the Draft EIR have been updated to remove the
stricken text and to include the text that is in bold italic font in the following sentence:

Alameda Street/El Segundo Boulevard — County of Los Angeles/Compton: Re-stripe northbound/
southbound approaches and provide a southbound right-turn lane. The lanes along the north leg
would be re-striped to provide 13-foot and 11-foot receiving lanes; 10-foot, 11-foot, 10-foot, and
12-foot approach lanes for southbound right left-turn lane, beth southbound turns-through lanes,
and southbound right-turn lanes, respectively.

Please see Section 13.0, Clarifications and Revisions, of the Draft EIR for the updates to Sections ES
and 3.12, Transportation and Traffic.

Response to Comment No. 4:

The comment regarding the addition of a second left-turn lane to Mitigation Measure Traffic-3 has
been noted. The mitigation measures provided in Section 3.12, Transportation and Traffic, of the
Draft EIR include the addition of a second left-turn lane and a shared-through right turn lane to
provide dual left-turn lanes, a shared through-right turn lane, a through lane, and a separate right-
turn lane along the southbound approach. These improvements were designed to address the
specific traffic-related impacts that are expected to result from the project. The proposed revisions
to the mitigation measure provided by the comment would not address or reduce the impact
identified in this section of the Draft EIR.
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14.2.5 Individuals

L. Wilkerson
411910 Success Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90059
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L. Wilkerson
411910 Success Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90059

Response to Comment No. 1:

Thank you for the comment regarding the Willowbrook Library and the need for an emergency
healthcare facility in the area. The County appreciates the support of the local community for the
proposed project and for recently completed projects such as the Willowbrook Library. This
comment is further noted for the record and, as all comments, will be taken under consideration by
the County Board of Supervisors during the decision-making process for the proposed project.
Section 2.2.1, Background, of the Draft EIR notes that part of the ongoing CEQA-exempt project on
the campus will include the placement of the Emergency Department (ED) on the first floor of the
Inpatient Tower. In addition, the County has acknowledged a need for quality health care in the
community. As noted in Section 2.3.1, Goal, of the Draft EIR, the goal of the project is to provide
new campus improvements and to reopen a fully functional medical campus that meets the
community needs for quality health care.
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SECTION ES
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzes the potential for significant environmental impacts
in association with the proposed Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
Project (proposed project). The proposed project would occur within the community of
Willowbrook, County of Los Angeles, California.

The proposed project consists of project- and program-level improvements to the proposed project
campus.

ES.1  EXISTING FACILITIES

The proposed project site consists of 15 buildings: Genesis Clinic, Oasis Clinic (old), Oasis Clinic
(new), Registration Building, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center, Inpatient
Tower, Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center (MACC), Pediatric Acute Care Building, Medical
Records and Laundry Building, Central Plant, Plant Management Building, North Support Building,
South Support Building, Interns and Physicians Building, and Hub Clinic. There is also a multi-level
parking structure available for parking and six support and ancillary buildings and facilities
including: an Emergency Room, Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) Building, Claude Hudson
Auditorium, Cooling Towers, and two storage buildings on the proposed project site. The
developed floor area (not including the parking structure) is approximately 1.2 million square feet.

ES.2  PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project consists of two distinct tiers: Tier |, project-level development, and Tier I,
program-level development.

ES.2.1 Tierl

Tier | of the proposed project would entail vacation of the emergency room, storage buildings,
cooling towers, and existing MACC, and the development of two new environmentally sustainable
buildings: the 132,000-square-foot new MACC and the 24,700-square-foot Ancillary Building. Tier
| development would consist of approximately 170,332 square feet of new development and the
vacation of approximately 509,018 square feet. In addition, tenant improvements in existing
buildings, site improvements, and potential relocation of the MRI Building would occur in Tier I.

ES.2.2 Tier Il

Tier Il of the proposed project would entail the development of a campus-wide Master Plan. It is
anticipated that the development described in the Master Plan would seek to prepare the proposed
project site for future mixed-use campus-related development that would provide the health
services necessary to respond to and address the needs of the community. Tier Il would have the
potential to build out approximately 1,814,696 square feet of development on the proposed
project site with mixed uses including medical office, commercial, retail, office space, recreation,
and other development in support of the campus. The net new development of the proposed
project would be approximately 1,476,010 square feet. Tier Il would also entail the construction of
up to 100 residential units, to be developed at a multi-family density consistent with surrounding
residential area multi-family development densities. In addition, the Tier Il components would
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entail the reuse or replacement of the existing MACC building, emergency room, storage building,
and cooling towers.

ES.3  ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED

The Initial Study analysis (Appendix A) undertaken in support of this EIR determined that there are
several environmental issue areas related to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) that
are not expected to have significant impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed project.
These issue areas are agriculture and forest resources, biological resources, land use and planning,
and mineral resources. These issue areas, therefore, were not carried forward for detailed analysis
in the EIR. The environmental issues identified in the Initial Study that were resolved in this EIR are
aesthetics, air quality, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards,
hydrology and water quality, noise, population and housing, public services, recreation,
transportation and traffic, and utilities and service systems.

ES.4 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
Tier |

The analysis undertaken in support of Tier | of this EIR has determined that population and
housing, public services, recreation, and utilities and service systems would result in less than
significant or no impacts during Tier | of the proposed project. Impacts related to aesthetics (light
and glare), air quality (air quality standards, cumulative impacts, and sensitive receptors during
construction only), cultural resources (paleontological resource and human remains), geology and
soils (soil erosion or loss of top soil, geologic unit or unstable soil, and expansive soil), greenhouse
gas emissions (operation), hazards and hazardous materials (accidental release, within 0.25 mile of
an existing or proposed school, and Government Code Section 65962.5), hydrology and water
quality (water quality standards, waste discharge, runoff water, and water quality during
construction and limited operation), noise (mechanical noise during construction only), and
transportation and traffic (circulation system and congestion during construction only) can be
mitigated to below the level of significance. Construction-related impacts to greenhouse gases
(construction) and noise (construction) may remain significant following the implementation of
mitigation measures. Table ES.4-1, Summary of Significant Impacts, presents potentially significant
impacts related to each issue area analyzed that might result, or can be reasonably expected to
result, from implementation of the proposed project. Table ES.4-1 also presents the significant
impacts, mitigation measures, and the level of significance after mitigation for each issue area
analyzed in the EIR.

Tier 11

The analysis undertaken in support of Tier Il of this EIR has determined that population and
housing, public services, and recreation would result in less than significant or no impacts during
Tier 1l of the proposed project. Impacts related to aesthetics (light and glare, shade and shadow,
and visual character), cultural resources (paleontological resource and human remains), geology
and soils (soil erosion or loss of top soil, geologic unit or unstable soil, and expansive soil), hazards
and hazardous materials (accidental release, within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school,
and Government Code Section 65962.5), hydrology and water quality (water quality standards,
waste discharge, runoff water, and degrade water quality during construction and operation), noise
(mechanical noise), transportation and traffic (circulation system and congestion during
construction, operation, and cumulative impacts), utilities and service systems (wastewater
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treatment requirements and solid waste compliance) can be mitigated to below the level of
significance. Impacts to air quality (air quality standards, cumulative impacts, sensitive receptors
during construction and limited operation), cultural resources (historical resource), greenhouse gas
emissions (construction), and noise (construction and vibration) may remain significant following
the implementation of mitigation measures. Table ES.4-1 presents potentially significant impacts
related to each issue area analyzed that might result, or can be reasonably expected to result, from
implementation of the proposed project. Table ES.4-1 also presents the significant impacts,
mitigation measures, and the level of significance after mitigation for each issue area analyzed in
the EIR.

The Tier 1l components are conceptual at this time, and therefore will only be discussed in a
programmatic level in the EIR, as permitted under CEQA. Once the detailed future development
plans for Tier Il components are prepared, consistent with the guidelines for programmatic EIRs
under CEQA, the projects will be examined in light of the program EIR analysis, to assess project
level impacts and to determine whether additional environmental document(s) must be prepared.

Unless it is noted otherwise, the County is responsible for ensuring compliance with all mitigation
measures for Tier | and Tier Il of the proposed project.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

Impact

| Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Aesthetics

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to aesthetics in
relation to light and glare.

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to aesthetics in
relation to visual
character, shade and
shadow, and light and
glare.

Tier |
Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting proposed for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the
surrounding land uses. No large expanses of reflective or otherwise glare-producing surfaces (such as windows or walls) would be included within
the building components or materials.

Tier Il
Measure Aesthetics-1

All exterior lighting for building and on-site security lighting shall be shielded and directed downwards to minimize the impacts on the
surrounding land uses. No large expanses of reflective or otherwise glare-producing surfaces (such as windows or walls) would be included within
the building components or materials.

Measure Aesthetics-2

The County of Los Angeles shall review all plans for the proposed Tier Il development and ensure that all contractors conform with all design
features as described in the intended to incorporate materials to ensure visual consistency and continuity at the proposed project site and within
the surrounding area.

Measure Aesthetics-3

All development shall be limited to three stories in height if the proposed structure would be located along the western or eastern edge of the
property. The existing setback include the pediatric modular building/ oasis clinic located approximately 14 feet from the property line along the
eastern boundary at Wilmington Avenue, Interns and Physicians Building at approximately 20 feet from property line along the western boundary
at Compton Avenue, the Hawkin’s Building located at approximately 30 feet from property line along the northern boundary at 120th Street, and
the Cooling Tower located at 44 feet from the property line along the south. Alternatively, if a structure would exceed three stories in height along
the perimeter of the property (western or eastern perimeter only), at a minimum, the building would be required stay within the approximately 20-
foot and for 14-foot existing campus respective western and eastern boundary setbacks to reduce shade and shadow impacts to adjacent land uses
along Compton Avenue and Wilmington Avenue.

Measure Aesthetics-4

Where parking lots or structures are adjacent to residential areas or near other sensitive light receptors along the southern portion of the campus,
Compton Avenue, and Wilmington Avenue, retaining walls and/or landscaping of sufficient height shall be incorporated into the design of the
proposed project to shield vehicle headlights (which typically sit at a minimum of 3 feet in height above ground). These project features shall be
included in the landscape plans and final project design plans (to avoid and reduce potential light and glare obstructions that could impact
residential areas).

The recommended mitigation measure Aesthetics-1 would be able to
reduce project impacts related to light and glare to less than significant.

Implementation of mitigation measure Aesthetics-1 and Aesthetics-4
would be expected to prevent security lighting and building lighting from
causing significant levels of light spillover or light trespass.
Implementation of mitigation measure Aesthetics-4 would be expected to
prevent vehicle highlights from causing significant levels of light
intrusion. Finally, implementation of mitigation measure Aesthetics-3 and
Aesthetics-4 would be expected to reduce impacts related to a new
source of light and glare to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measures Aesthetics-2 and Aesthetics-3
would be expected to prevent potential building shadows from Tier Il
from causing significant levels of shade to spill over onto adjacent land
uses including residences. Therefore, implementation of mitigation
measures Aesthetics-2 and Aesthetics-3 would be expected to reduce
impacts related to a new source of shadow to below the level of
significance for the proposed Tier Il project components.

Implementation of mitigation measure Aesthetics-2 would be expected to
ensure consistency within the medical campus and with the surrounding
area. As supported by project design guidelines listed in mitigation
measure Aesthetics-1, the materials used to construct Tier Il of proposed
project would be consistent with existing visual quality conditions at the
proposed project site and within the surrounding area, and would reduce
potential impacts to visual character to below the level of significance.

Air Quality

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to air quality

Tier |
Measure Air-1
Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier | to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil

moistening shall be required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure
compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to advertising for

Implementation of air quality mitigation measures Air-1 through Air-8
would reduce fugitive dust emissions associated with construction
activities, which would cause daily PM2.5 and PMio emissions to remain
at below the SCAQMD thresholds of significance.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

related to air quality
standards, cumulative
impacts, and sensitive
receptors during
construction only.

construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall be reviewed by the lead agency to ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds
exceed 25 miles per hour), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12 percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and Materials
method D-2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the California Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. The construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through the submission of weekly monitoring
reports to the lead agency. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the applicable best available control measures to
minimize fugitive dust emissions from each fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation.

Measure Air-2

Moistening or covering of excavated soil piles shall be required during Tier | to treat grading areas during construction of each element of the
project to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in
critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for the project, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that excavated soil piles are watered hourly for
the duration of construction or covered with temporary coverings.

Measure Air-3

Discontinuing Tier | construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour) shall
be required to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases
in critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans and
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on
unpaved surfaces during periods when winds exceed 25 miles per hour.

Measure Air-4

Track-out during Tier | shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation, and track-out shall be removed at the conclusion of each workday.
Track-out is defined by the South Coast Air Quality Management District as any bulk material that adheres to and agglomerates on the exterior surface
of motor vehicles, haul trucks, and equipment (including tires) that have been released onto a paved road and can be removed by a vacuum sweeper
or a broom sweeper under normal operating conditions. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency
shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that the track-out shall
not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and that it would be removed at the conclusion of each workday.

Measure Air-5

A wheel washing system shall be installed during Tier |, and used to remove bulk material from tires and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles
exit the project site. Washing of wheels leaving the construction site during construction of each element shall be required to avoid fugitive dust
emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. The lead
agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to
clean adjacent streets of tracked dirt at the end of each workday or install on-site wheel-washing facilities.

Measure Air-6

All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials during Tier | shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or other enclosures that would reduce
fugitive dust emissions). All transport of soils to and from the project site for each element shall be conducted in a manner that avoids fugitive dust
emissions and ensures compliance with current air quality standards. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the
lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to
cover all loads of dirt leaving the site or to leave sufficient freeboard capacity in the truck to prevent fugitive dust emissions en route to the
disposal site.

Implementation of mitigation measure Air-9 would ensure that criteria
pollutant emissions associated with the use of construction equipment
would be reduced to the maximum extent feasible. As such, criteria
pollutant emissions during construction would remain at below the level
of significance and would therefore not be significant.

Mitigation measures Air-1 through Air-9 would also ensure that
cumulative air quality impacts during construction would remain at
below the level of significance and that construction-related impacts to
sensitive receptors would be reduced to below the level of significance.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment

August 2010

S:\1217-071\DEIR\Executive Summary.Doc

Draft EIR
Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
Page ES-5




TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to air quality
related to air quality
standards, cumulative
impacts, sensitive
receptors during
construction, and limited
operation.

Measure Air-7

Traffic speeds on unpaved roads during Tier | shall be limited to 15 miles per hour. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of
the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction contractor
to ensure a traffic speed limited to 15 miles per hour.

Measure Air-8

Heavy-equipment Tier | operations shall be suspended during first- and second-stage smog alerts. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each
element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction
contractor to ensure heavy-equipment operations be suspended during first- and second-stage smog alerts.

Measure Air-9

All diesel engines used during Tier | for construction activities for the project that are not registered under California Air Resources Board’s
Statewide Portable Equipment Registration Program and have a rating of 50 horsepower or more, shall meet, at a minimum, the Tier 2 California
Emission Standards for Off-road Compression-Ignition Engines as specified in California Code of Regulations, Title 13, section 2423(b)(1) unless
that such engine is not available for a particular item of equipment. In the event a Tier 2 engine is not available for any diesel engine larger than
50 horsepower, that engine shall be equipped with retrofit controls that would provide nitrogen oxide and particulate matter emissions that are
equivalent to a Tier 2 engine. All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling of all equipment used during both construction and
operation/maintenance shall be minimized. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in proposed tune per
manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans
and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment
meet the aforementioned criteria.

Tier 1l
Measure Air-1

Water or a stabilizing agent shall be applied during Tier Il to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to prevent generation of dust plumes. Soil
moistening shall be required to treat exposed soil during construction of each element of the project to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure
compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. Prior to advertising for
construction bids for each element, the plans and specifications shall be reviewed by the lead agency to ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that soil shall be moistened not more than 15
minutes prior to the daily commencement of soil-moving activities and three times a day, or four times a day under windy conditions (when winds
exceed 25 miles per hour), in order to maintain a soil moisture content of 12 percent, as determined by American Society for Testing and Materials
method D-2216, or other equivalent method approved by the Executive Officer, the California Air Resources Board, and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. The construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with this measure through the submission of weekly monitoring
reports to the lead agency. At a minimum, active operations shall utilize one or more of the applicable best available control measures to
minimize fugitive dust emissions from each fugitive dust source type that is part of the active operation.

Measure Air-2

Moistening or covering of excavated soil piles shall be required during Tier Il to treat grading areas during construction of each element of the
project to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in
critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for the project, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications
for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that excavated soil piles are watered hourly for
the duration of construction or covered with temporary coverings.

Implementation of air quality mitigation measures Air-1 through Air-8
would reduce fugitive dust emissions associated with construction
activities, which would cause daily PM2.5 and PMio emissions to remain
at below the SCAQMD thresholds of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Air-9 would ensure that criteria
pollutants emissions associated with the use of construction equipment
would be reduced to the maximum extent feasible. However, VOCs and
NOx emissions during construction would still result in temporary
significant and unavoidable impacts.

Mitigation measures Air-1 through Air-9 would also ensure that air quality
impacts on sensitive receptors during construction would be reduced to
the maximum extent feasible. However, implementation of Tier Il of the
proposed project would still have the potential to result in significant
impacts to sensitive receptors related to emissions of NOx, PM2s, and
PMuo.

Mitigation measures Air-1 through Air-9 would also ensure that
cumulative air quality impacts during construction would be reduced to
the maximum extent feasible. However, implementation of Tier Il of the
proposed project would still be expected to result in cumulative
construction-related impacts when considered with construction and
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact Mitigation Measure Level of Significance After Mitigation

Measure Air-3 operation of the related past, present, or reasonably foreseeable, probable
future projects.

Discontinuing Tier Il construction activities that occur on unpaved surfaces during windy conditions (when winds exceed 25 miles per hour) shall
be required to avoid fugitive dust emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases | As there are no feasible mitigation measures for operation of Tier II;
in critical pollutants. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans and therefore, criteria pollutant emissions from mobile sources during
specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to cease construction activities that occur on | operation of Tier Il would remain at above the level of significance.
unpaved surfaces during periods when winds exceed 25 miles per hour.

Measure Air-4

Track-out during Tier Il shall not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation, and track-out shall be removed at the conclusion of each workday.
Track-out is defined by the South Coast Air Quality Management District as any bulk material that adheres to and agglomerates on the exterior surface
of motor vehicles, haul trucks, and equipment (including tires) that have been released onto a paved road and can be removed by a vacuum sweeper
or a broom sweeper under normal operating conditions. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency
shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure that the track-out shall
not extend 25 feet or more from an active operation and that it would be removed at the conclusion of each workday.

Measure Air-5

A wheel washing system shall be installed during Tier Il, and used to remove bulk material from tires and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles
exit the project site. Washing of wheels leaving the construction site during construction of each element shall be required to avoid fugitive dust
emissions, ensure compliance with current air quality standards, and avoid contributions to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants. The lead
agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to
clean adjacent streets of tracked dirt at the end of each workday or install on-site wheel-washing facilities.

Measure Air-6

All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials during Tier Il shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or other enclosures that would reduce
fugitive dust emissions). All transport of soils to and from the project site for each element shall be conducted in a manner that avoids fugitive dust
emissions and ensures compliance with current air quality standards. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the
lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to
cover all loads of dirt leaving the site or to leave sufficient freeboard capacity in the truck to prevent fugitive dust emissions en route to the
disposal site.

Measure Air-7

Traffic speeds on unpaved roads during Tier 1l shall be limited to 15 miles per hour. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of
the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the construction contractor
to ensure a traffic speed limited to 15 miles per hour.

Measure Air-8

Heavy-equipment Tier Il operations shall be suspended during first- and second-stage smog alerts. Prior to advertising for construction bids for
each element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans and specifications for each element include the requirement for the
construction contractor to ensure heavy-equipment operations be suspended during first- and second-stage smog alerts.

Measure Air-9

All diesel engines used during Tier Il for construction activities for the project that are not registered under California Air Resources Board’s
Statewide Portable Equipment Registration Program and have a rating of 50 horsepower or more, shall meet, at a minimum, the Tier 2 California
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Emission Standards for Off-road Compression-Ignition Engines as specified in California Code of Regulations, Title 13, section 2423(b)(1) unless
that such engine is not available for a particular item of equipment. In the event a Tier 2 engine is not available for any diesel engine larger than
50 horsepower, that engine shall be equipped with retrofit controls that would provide nitrogen oxide and particulate matter emissions that are
equivalent to a Tier 2 engine. All equipment shall be turned off when not in use. Engine idling of all equipment used during both construction and
operation/maintenance shall be minimized. All equipment engines shall be maintained in good operating condition and in proposed tune per
manufacturers’ specification. Prior to advertising for construction bids for each element of the project, the lead agency shall ensure that the plans
and specifications for each element of the project include the requirement for the construction contractor to ensure the construction equipment
meet the aforementioned criteria.

Cultural Resources

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to cultural
resources related to
paleontological resource
and human remains.

Tier |

Paleontological Resources

Measure Cultural-1

The impacts to cultural resources related directly or indirectly to the destruction of a unique paleontological resource from the proposed project
shall be reduced to below the level of significance by monitoring, salvage, and curation of unanticipated paleontological resources discovered
during ground-disturbing activities in previously undisturbed native soils located 15 or more feet below the ground surface that would have the
potential to contact extant older Quaternary Alluvium. Ground-disturbing activities include, but are not limited to, drilling, excavation, trenching,
and grading. If paleontological resources are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, the County of Los Angeles shall require and be
responsible for salvage and recovery of those resources consistent with standards for such recovery established by the Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology:

e Paleontological Resources Sensitivity Training is required for all project personnel prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities. This
brief (approximately 15 minute) field training reviews what fossils are, what fossils might potentially be found, and the appropriate
procedures to follow if fossils are found.

e Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, the County of Los Angeles shall be responsible for creating a site plan that indicates all locations
of ground-disturbing activities that affect previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or further
and have the potential to contact older Quaternary Alluvium.

e A qualified paleontologist shall be retained to implement a monitoring and recovery program in any area identified as having the potential
to contain unique paleontological resources.

e Construction monitoring by a qualified paleontological monitor shall be implemented during all ground-disturbing activities that affect
previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or further and have the potential to contact older
Quaternary Alluvium. Should a potentially unique paleontological resource be encountered, ground-disturbing activities within 100 feet
shall cease until a qualified paleontologist assesses the find.

e If fossil localities are discovered, the paleontologist shall assess the find and proceed accordingly. This includes the controlled collection of
fossil and geologic samples for processing.

e Daily logs shall be kept by the qualified paleontological monitor during all monitoring activities. The daily monitoring log shall be keyed
to a location map to indicate the area monitored, the date, and assigned personnel. In addition, this log shall include information of the
type of rock encountered, fossil specimens recovered, and associated specimen data.

e All significant specimens collected shall be appropriately prepared, identified, and catalogued prior to their placement in a permanent
accredited repository. The qualified paleontologist shall be required to secure a written agreement with a recognized repository, regarding
the final disposition, permanent storage, and maintenance of any significant fossil remains and associated specimen data and
corresponding geologic and geographic site data that might be recovered as a result of the specified monitoring program. The written

Implementation of mitigation measure Cultural-1 would reduce any
potential significant impacts to cultural resources related to an adverse
change in the significance of a unique paleontological resource
discovered under Tier | to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Cultural-2 would reduce any
potential significant impacts to human remains discovered under Tier | to
below the level of significance.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to cultural
resources related to
paleontological resource,
human remains, and
historical resource.

agreement shall specify the level of treatment (i.e., preparation, identification, curation, cataloguing, etc.) required before the fossil
collection would be accepted for storage. In addition, a technical report shall be completed.

e Within 90 days of the completion of any salvage operation or monitoring activities, a mitigation report shall be submitted to the County of
Los Angeles with an appended, itemized inventory of the specimens. The report and inventory, when submitted to the County of Los
Angeles, signify the completion of the program to mitigate impacts to paleontological resources.

Human Remains
Measure Cultural-2

Although the discovery of human remains is not anticipated during ground-disturbing activities for the proposed project, a process has been
delineated for addressing the unanticipated discovery of human remains:

e Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains (Public Resources Code 5097). The Los Angeles County Coroner shall be notified within 24
hours of the discovery of human remains. Upon discovery of human remains, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site
or any of that area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the following conditions are met:

e The Los Angeles County Coroner has determined that no investigation of the cause of death is required, and

e  Whenever the Native American Heritage Commission receives notification of a discovery of Native American human remains from the Los
Angeles County Coroner pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, it shall immediately notify those
persons it believes to be most likely descended from the deceased Native American. If the remains are of Native American origin, the
descendants from the deceased Native Americans shall complete their inspection and make recommendations or preferences in writing to
the landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for treatment or disposition of, with appropriate dignity, the human
remains and any associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.

Tier Il

Paleontological Resources

Measure Cultural-1

The impacts to cultural resources related directly or indirectly to the destruction of a unique paleontological resource from the proposed project
shall be reduced to below the level of significance by monitoring, salvage, and curation of unanticipated paleontological resources discovered
during ground-disturbing activities in previously undisturbed native soils located 15 or more feet below the ground surface that would have the
potential to contact extant older Quaternary Alluvium. Ground-disturbing activities include, but are not limited to, drilling, excavation, trenching,
and grading. If paleontological resources are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, the County of Los Angeles shall require and be
responsible for salvage and recovery of those resources consistent with standards for such recovery established by the Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology:

e Paleontological Resources Sensitivity Training is required for all project personnel prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities. This
brief (approximately 15 minute) field training reviews what fossils are, what fossils might potentially be found, and the appropriate
procedures to follow if fossils are found.

e Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, the County of Los Angeles shall be responsible for creating a site plan that indicates all locations
of ground-disturbing activities that affect previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or further
and have the potential to contact older Quaternary Alluvium.

Implementation of mitigation measure Cultural-1 would reduce any
potential significant impacts to cultural resources related to an adverse
change in the significance of a unique paleontological resource
discovered under Tier Il to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Cultural-2 would reduce any
potential significant impacts to human remains discovered under Tier Il
to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Cultural-3 would reduce Tier Il
impacts to the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic
District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health
Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude Hudson
Auditorium as a result of Tier Il of the proposed project to below the level
of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measures Cultural-4 and Cultural-5 would
reduce Tier Il impacts to the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus Historic District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive
Mental Health Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H.
Claude Hudson Auditorium as a result of Tier Il of the proposed project
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

A qualified paleontologist shall be retained to implement a monitoring and recovery program in any area identified as having the potential
to contain unique paleontological resources.

Construction monitoring by a qualified paleontological monitor shall be implemented during all ground-disturbing activities that affect
previously undisturbed native soils in areas located 15 feet below the ground surface or further and have the potential to contact older
Quaternary Alluvium. Should a potentially unique paleontological resource be encountered, ground-disturbing activities within 100 feet
shall cease until a qualified paleontologist assesses the find.

If fossil localities are discovered, the paleontologist shall assess the find and proceed accordingly. This includes the controlled collection of
fossil and geologic samples for processing.

Daily logs shall be kept by the qualified paleontological monitor during all monitoring activities. The daily monitoring log shall be keyed
to a location map to indicate the area monitored, the date, and assigned personnel. In addition, this log shall include information of the
type of rock encountered, fossil specimens recovered, and associated specimen data.

All significant specimens collected shall be appropriately prepared, identified, and catalogued prior to their placement in a permanent
accredited repository. The qualified paleontologist shall be required to secure a written agreement with a recognized repository, regarding
the final disposition, permanent storage, and maintenance of any significant fossil remains and associated specimen data and
corresponding geologic and geographic site data that might be recovered as a result of the specified monitoring program. The written
agreement shall specify the level of treatment (i.e., preparation, identification, curation, cataloguing, etc.) required before the fossil
collection would be accepted for storage. In addition, a technical report shall be completed.

Within 90 days of the completion of any salvage operation or monitoring activities, a mitigation report shall be submitted to the County of
Los Angeles with an appended, itemized inventory of the specimens. The report and inventory, when submitted to the County of Los
Angeles, signify the completion of the program to mitigate impacts to paleontological resources.

Human Remains
Measure Cultural-2

Although the discovery of human remains is not anticipated during ground-disturbing activities for the proposed project, a process has been
delineated for addressing the unanticipated discovery of human remains:

¢ Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains (Public Resources Code 5097). The Los Angeles County Coroner shall be notified within 24
hours of the discovery of human remains. Upon discovery of human remains, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site

or any of that area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the following conditions are met:

e The Los Angeles County Coroner has determined that no investigation of the cause of death is required, and

e  Whenever the Native American Heritage Commission receives notification of a discovery of Native American human remains from the Los
Angeles County Coroner pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code, it shall immediately notify those

persons it believes to be most likely descended from the deceased Native American. If the remains are of Native American origin, the

descendants from the deceased Native Americans shall complete their inspection and make recommendations or preferences in writing to

the landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for treatment or disposition of, with appropriate dignity, the human
remains and any associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.

Historical Resources

Potentially significant adverse impacts to historical resources have been identified in relation to five historical resources as a result of
implementation of the Tier Il project:, the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District, MACC, Augustus F. Hawkins

to the maximum extent feasible. However, the demolition of a historical

resource still would remain a significant adverse impact.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Comprehensive Medical Health Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium. Three mitigation measures have
been identified in association with Tier Il to reduce impacts to the maximum extent practicable. In the event that the five historical resources are
not removed or otherwise impacted through significant modifications or alterations to the character-defining features of these resources, this
impact would be less than significant and would not require mitigation.

Measure Cultural-3

Tier Il impacts to four significant historical resources (Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center [MACC], Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive
Medical Health Center, Interns and Physicians Building, and Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium) and the integrity of the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus Historic District (a fifth historic resource) shall be reduced to below the level of significance through utilization of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines of Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and
Reconstructing Historic Buildings for any proposed alterations, including all site work, structural upgrades, architectural, and mechanical systems
improvements and repairs. The work shall conform to the standards and guidelines for “rehabilitation.” Conformance with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards shall be monitored by an architectural historian or historic architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards. Completion of this mitigation measure shall be monitored and enforced by the County of Los Angeles.

Measure Cultural-4

Tier 1l impacts resulting from demolition or substantial alteration of significant historical resources not in conformance with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards shall be reduced to the maximum extent feasible through archival documentation of as-found condition. Prior to the initiation
of construction activities, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that documentation of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus
Historic District, Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center (MACC), Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Medical Health Center, Interns and
Physicians Building, and/or Dr. H. Claude Hudson Auditorium is completed in accordance with Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS)
requirements for donated material. The documentation shall be in the form of a Historic American Building Survey and shall comply with the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Architectural and Engineering Documentation. The documentation shall include large-format photographic
recordation, detailed historic narrative report, measured architectural drawings, and compilation of historic research. The documentation shall be
completed by a qualified architectural historian or historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for
History and/or Architectural History. The original archival-quality documentation shall be offered as donated material to Historic American
Building Survey for inclusion in the Library of Congress. Archival copies of the documentation also would be available at the Martin Luther King,
Jr. Medical Center campus and maintained by the County of Los Angeles.

Measure Cultural-5

Impacts resulting from the loss of integrity of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District such that its significance is
materially impaired will be reduced to the maximum extent feasible through the development of a retrospective exhibit detailing the history of the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Historic District, its significance, and its important details and features. The retrospective exhibit
shall be in the form of a physical exhibit installed on the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus, which is located either within a building
or on a freestanding kiosk or comparable structure or installation on the property. The exhibit should commemorate the historic appearance of the
district and provide the public with sufficient information to understand its historic significance.

The exhibit shall be prepared by a qualified architectural historian or historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards for History and/or Architectural History. The exhibit should be completed within a period of no more than two years from the date of
completion of Tier Il of the proposed project.
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SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

| Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Geology and Soils

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to geology and
soils in relation to
substantial soil erosion
and loss of topsoil, being
located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or
that would become
unstable, and being
located on expansive soil,
creating substantial risks to
life or property.

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to geology and
soils in relation to
substantial soil erosion
and loss of topsoil, being
located on a geologic unit
or soil that is unstable, or
that would become
unstable, and being
located on expansive soil,
creating substantial risks to
life or property.

Tier |
Measure Geology-1

The construction contractor shall incorporate best management practices consistent with the guidelines provided in the California Storm Water
Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction." As discussed in the Geotechnical Investigation that was prepared for the project site,
earthwork at the project site should be performed in conformance with the Los Angeles County Building Code and other guidelines provided in
the geotechnical study, and under the observation and testing of a geotechnical engineer, in order to ensure proper subgrade preparation,
selection of satisfactory materials, and placement and compaction of structural fills.

Measure Geology-2

Due to seismic compliance standards established by the Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development, California Building Code,
Uniform Building Code, or as required, the construction contractor shall incorporate project design elements consistent with Office of Statewide
Health Planning and Development, California Building Code, Uniform Building Code, or required standards, and thus further reduce any potential
for impacts resulting from unstable geologic units and soils. The County of Los Angeles shall conform to measures described in the project
geotechnical study(ies) to ensure compliance throughout the construction and development of the project.

Measure Geology-3

A geotechnical engineer shall be present on site for observation of earth-moving activities (such as site preparation, excavation) to ensure proper
subgrade preparation, selection of satisfactory materials, and placement and compaction of structural fills. Any unanticipated adverse conditions
encountered shall be evaluated by the project engineering geologist and the soil engineer.

Tier I
Measure Geology-1

The construction contractor shall incorporate best management practices consistent with the guidelines provided in the California Storm Water
Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction.? As discussed in the Geotechnical Investigation that was prepared for the project site,
earthwork at the project site should be performed in conformance with the Los Angeles County Building Code and other guidelines provided in
the geotechnical study, and under the observation and testing of a geotechnical engineer, in order to ensure proper subgrade preparation,
selection of satisfactory materials, and placement and compaction of structural fills.

Measure Geology-2

Due to seismic compliance standards established by the Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development, California Building Code,
Uniform Building Code,, or as required, the construction contractor shall incorporate project design elements consistent with Office of Statewide
Health Planning and Development, California Building Code, Uniform Building Code, or required standards, and thus further reduce any potential
for impacts resulting from unstable geologic units and soils. The County of Los Angeles shall conform to measures described in the project
geotechnical study(ies) to ensure compliance throughout the construction and development of the project.

Implementation of mitigation measure Geology-1 would reduce
significant impacts of Tier | related to soil erosion or loss of topsoil to
below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Geology-2 would reduce
significant impacts of Tier | related to the proposed project being located
on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable to below the level of
significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Geology-3 would reduce
significant impacts of Tier | related to the proposed project being located
on expansive soil to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Geology-1 would reduce
significant impacts of Tier Il related to soil erosion or loss of topsoil to
below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Geology-2 would reduce
significant impacts of Tier Il related to the proposed project being located
on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable to below the level of
significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Geology-3 would reduce
significant impacts of Tier Il related to the proposed project being located
on expansive soil to below the level of significance.

! California Stormwater Quality Association. 2003. California Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction. Menlo Park, CA. Available at: http://www.cabmphandbooks.com/Documents/Construction/Section_3.pdf

? California Stormwater Quality Association. 2003. California Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction. Menlo Park, CA. Available at: http://www.cabmphandbooks.com/Documents/Construction/Section_3.pdf
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Measure Geology-3

A geotechnical engineer shall be present on site for observation of earth moving activities (such as site preparation, excavation) to ensure proper
subgrade preparation, selection of satisfactory materials, and placement and compaction of structural fills. Any unanticipated adverse conditions
encountered shall be evaluated by the project engineering geologist and the soil engineer.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Implementation of the
proposed project would
be expected to result in
significant impacts to
greenhouse gas emissions
related to emissions
during construction and
operation.

Implementation of the
proposed project would
be expected to result in
significant impacts to
greenhouse gas emissions
related to emissions
during construction and
operation.

Tier |

Measure GHG-1

Prior to construction of the proposed project, the final design plan and schemes for Tier | shall be reviewed to ensure that the County of Los
Angeles conforms to its commitments pursuant to the California Climate Action Registry and the greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets
established in Assembly Bill 32 are dependent on the incorporation of this mitigation measure, which is based on seven (7) of the sustainable
design strategies or comparable measures recommended by the California Office of Attorney General to reduce carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions

per capita:

e Design buildings to be energy efficient. Site buildings to take advantage of shade, prevailing winds, landscaping and sun screens to reduce
energy use

e Install efficient lighting and lighting control systems. Use daylight as an integral part of lighting systems in buildings
e Create water-efficient landscapes

¢ Implement low-impact development practices that maintain the existing hydrologic character of the site to manage storm water and protect
the environment. (Retaining storm water runoff on site can drastically reduce the need for energy-intensive imported water at the site.)

e Include mixed-use, infill, and higher density in development projects to support the reduction of vehicle trips, promote alternatives to
individual vehicle travel, and promote efficient delivery of services and goods

e Incorporate provisions for future public transit into project design
e Preserve and create open space and parks. Preserve existing trees, and plant replacement trees at a set ratio

The review shall further ensure that all applicable sustainable design measures or comparable measures have been incorporated into the final
project design.

Tier Il
Measure GHG-1

Prior to construction of the proposed project, the final design plan and schemes for Tier Il shall be reviewed to ensure that the County of Los
Angeles conforms to its commitments pursuant to the California Climate Action Registry and the greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets
established in Assembly Bill 32 are dependent on the incorporation of this mitigation measure, which is based on seven (7) of the sustainable
design strategies or comparable measures recommended by the California Office of Attorney General to reduce carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions
per capita:

e Design buildings to be energy efficient. Site buildings to take advantage of shade, prevailing winds, landscaping and sun screens to reduce
energy use

Mitigation measure GHG-1 would reduce CO: emissions contributed by
operation of Tier | of the proposed project, thereby assisting compliance
with the goals of AB 32 to reduce COz. emissions to 1990 levels by the
year 2020. Mitigation measure GHG-1 would ensure that indirect and
cumulative GHG emission impacts would be reduced to the maximum
extent feasible. After implementation of mitigation measure GHG-1,
potential GHG emission impacts associated with operation of Tier |
would remain at below the level of significance. However, cconstruction
of Tier | of the proposed project may be expected to remain above the
level of significance if CAPCOA’s suggested quantitative threshold of 900
tons of COze per year is used.

Mitigation measure GHG-1 would reduce CO2 emissions contributed by
operation of Tier Il of the proposed project, thereby assisting compliance
with the goals of AB 32 to reduce COze emissions to 1990 levels by the
year 2020. Mitigation measure GHG-1 would ensure that indirect and
cumulative GHG emission impacts would be reduced to the maximum
extent feasible. However, potential GHG emission impacts associated
with construction and operation of Tier Il would remain as significant and
unavoidable.
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o Install efficient lighting and lighting control systems. Use daylight as an integral part of lighting systems in buildings
e Create water-efficient landscapes

e Implement low-impact development practices that maintain the existing hydrologic character of the site to manage storm water and protect
the environment. (Retaining storm water runoff on site can drastically reduce the need for energy-intensive imported water at the site.)

¢ Include mixed-use, infill, and higher density in development projects to support the reduction of vehicle trips, promote alternatives to
individual vehicle travel, and promote efficient delivery of services and goods

e Incorporate provisions for future public transit into project design
e Preserve and create open space and parks. Preserve existing trees, and plant replacement trees at a set ratio

The review shall further ensure that all applicable sustainable design measures or comparable measures have been incorporated into the final
project design.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to hazards and
hazardous materials in
relation to the release of
hazardous materials into
the environment and
hazardous emissions or
the handling of hazardous
or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or
waste, to existing or
proposed schools located
within one-quarter mile of
the project site, and
Government Code Section
65962.5.

Tier |
Measure Hazards-1

To reduce surface water quality impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles
shall ensure through its construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors
transport, store, and handle construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including
those recommended by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
(including National Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. A Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures
Plan shall be developed as a part of these requirements to address the handling of petroleum or other hazardous materials during refueling,
operations and maintenance and other construction-related activities. The agencies noted here shall regulate through the permitting process the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Measure Hazards-2

To avoid exposure to asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paints during demolition, construction, and remediation activities, the County of Los
Angeles and the Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development shall require that all such materials and wastes be identified and an Operations
and Maintenance Plan developed prior to the issuance of demolition permits for each structure constructed prior to 1979. The Operations and
Maintenance Plan shall ensure compliance with all applicable federal, state, and local requirements and specify all work to be done, including lead and
asbestos surveys of structures to be demolished, proper handling and storage of lubricants and fuels for construction equipment, and methods for
remediation of asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paints, if necessary. The Operations and Maintenance Plan shall be submitted to the County
of Los Angeles Department of Health Services for review and approval prior to initiation of construction and demolition activities for the MACC building,
emergency room, storage building, and cooling towers. The Operations and Maintenance Plan shall, as appropriate and necessary, conform to the
requirements of the Los Angeles County Department of Health Services (Local Enforcement Agency), South Coast Air Quality Management District, the
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the Department of Toxic Substances Control. Compliance with the Operations and Maintenance
Plan shall be monitored by the County of Los Angeles Regional Planning Department throughout construction and demolition.

To reduce impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure through its
construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors transport, store, and
handle construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including those recommended
by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (including National
Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. These agencies shall regulate through the permitting process the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-1 and Hazards-2 for Tier |
would reduce significant impacts related to the exposure of hazards and
hazardous materials to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-3 for Tier | would reduce
significant impacts related to USTs below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-4 for Tier | would reduce
significant impacts related to exposure to asbestos-containing materials,
lead-based paints, and petroleum hydrocarbon—contaminated soils
during routine transport and disposal for both the construction phase and
operational phase of the proposed project to below the level of
significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-5 for Tier | would reduce
significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials below the
level of significance.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Implementation of Tier Il of
the proposed project would
be expected to result in
significant impacts to
hazards and hazardous
materials in relation to the
release of hazardous
materials into the
environment and hazardous
emissions or the handling of
hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials,
substances, or waste, to
existing or proposed schools
located within one-quarter
mile of the project site, and
Government Code Section
65962.5.

Measure Hazards-3

Prior to the issuance of grading permits for development, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that a Soil Management Plan is prepared for the
project site and that the Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development reviews the grading plans to ensure that the construction contractor
is required to stop work and notify the Certified Unified Program Agency of the unanticipated encounter of underground storage tanks during
grading activities. In the event that any leaking underground storage tanks are located or encountered, the County of Los Angeles Department of
Public Works shall be notified and the underground storage tank shall be remediated in accordance with County of Los Angeles guidelines and
consistent with specifications of the Department of Toxic Substances Control and other relevant standards. The County of Los Angeles Fire
Department Health Hazardous Materials Division shall be notified of all other contaminated soils encountered during construction-related site
activities.

Measure Hazards-4

To avoid exposure to asbestos-containing materials, lead-based paints, and petroleum hydrocarbon—contaminated soils during routine transport
and disposal for both the construction phase and operational phase of the project, the County of Los Angeles shall require that the construction
contractor store, use, and transport all hazardous materials in compliance with all relevant regulations and guidelines. The routine transport of
hazardous materials to and from the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus during construction and operation of the elements of the
project shall be accomplished via Wilmington Avenue, Compton Avenue, and 119th Street. Compliance shall be determined by monitoring by
regulatory agencies. Transport, storage, and handling of construction-related hazardous materials shall be consistent with the guidelines provided
by the California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, the South Coast Air Quality Management
District, and the Certified Unified Program Agency. Each agency shall regulate and enforce, through permitting and record keeping, the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure.

Measure Hazards-5

At least 30 days prior to approval of Tier | final plans and specifications for development, the Office of Statewide Health Planning and
Development shall review and provide comments on the plans and specifications to ensure compliance with all requirements of the Department
of Toxic Substances Control and in order to verify that the site remains unlisted on the Hazardous Materials and Substance Sites List maintained by
the California Environmental Protection Agency, Department of Toxic Substances Control.

Tier Il
Measure Hazards-1

To reduce surface water quality impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles
shall ensure through its construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors
transport, store, and handle construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including
those recommended by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
(including National Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. A Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures
Plan shall be developed as a part of these requirements to address the handling of petroleum or other hazardous materials during refueling,
operations and maintenance and other construction-related activities. The agencies noted here shall regulate through the permitting process the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Measure Hazards-2

To avoid exposure to asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paints during demolition, construction, and remediation activities, the County
of Los Angeles and the Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development shall require that all such materials and wastes be identified and an
Operations and Maintenance Plan developed prior to the issuance of demolition permits for each structure constructed prior to 1979. The
Operations and Maintenance Plan shall ensure compliance with all applicable federal, state, and local requirements and specify all work to be
done, including lead and asbestos surveys of structures to be demolished, proper handling and storage of lubricants and fuels for construction

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-1 and Hazards-2 for Tier
Il would reduce significant impacts related to the exposure of hazards
and hazardous materials to below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-3 for Tier Il would reduce
significant impacts related to UST below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-4 for Tier Il would reduce
significant impacts related to exposure to asbestos-containing materials,
lead-based paints, and petroleum hydrocarbon—contaminated soils
during routine transport and disposal for both the construction phase and
operational phase of the proposed project to below the level of
significance.

Implementation of mitigation measure Hazards-5 for Tier 1l would reduce
significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials below the
level of significance.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

equipment, and methods for remediation of asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paints, if necessary. The Operations and Maintenance
Plan shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services for review and approval prior to initiation of construction and
demolition activities for the MACC building, emergency room, storage building or the cooling towers. The Operations and Maintenance Plan
shall, as appropriate and necessary, conform to the requirements of the Los Angeles County Department of Health Services (Local Enforcement
Agency), South Coast Air Quality Management District, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the Department of Toxic
Substances Control. Compliance with the Operations and Maintenance Plan shall be monitored by the County of Los Angeles Regional Planning
Department throughout construction and demolition.

To reduce impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure through its
construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors transport, store, and
handle construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including those recommended
by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (including National
Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. These agencies shall regulate through the permitting process the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Measure Hazards-3

Prior to the issuance of grading permits for development, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that a Soil Management Plan is prepared for the
project site and that the Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development reviews the grading plans to ensure that the construction contractor
is required to stop work and notify the Certified Unified Program Agency of the unanticipated encounter of underground storage tanks during
grading activities. In the event that any leaking underground storage tanks are located or encountered, the County of Los Angeles Department of
Public Works shall be notified and the underground storage tank shall be remediated in accordance with County of Los Angeles guidelines and
consistent with specifications of the Department of Toxic Substances Control and other relevant standards. The County of Los Angeles Fire
Department Health Hazardous Materials Division shall be notified of all other contaminated soils encountered during construction-related site
activities.

Measure Hazards-4

To avoid exposure to asbestos-containing materials, lead-based paints, and petroleum hydrocarbon—contaminated soils during routine transport
and disposal for both the construction phase and operational phase of the project, the County of Los Angeles shall require that the construction
contractor store, use, and transport all hazardous materials in compliance with all relevant regulations and guidelines. The routine transport of
hazardous materials to and from the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus during construction and operation of the elements of the
project shall be accomplished via Wilmington Avenue, Compton Avenue, and 119th Street. Compliance shall be determined by monitoring by
regulatory agencies. Transport, storage, and handling of construction-related hazardous materials shall be consistent with the guidelines provided
by the California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, the South Coast Air Quality Management
District, and the Certified Unified Program Agency. Each agency shall regulate and enforce, through permitting and record keeping, the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure.

Measure Hazards-5

At least 30 days prior to approval of Tier Il final plans and specifications for development, the Office of Statewide Health Planning and
Development shall review and provide comments on the plans and specifications to ensure compliance with all requirements of the Department
of Toxic Substances Control and in order to verify that the site remains unlisted on the Hazardous Materials and Substance Sites List maintained by
the California Environmental Protection Agency, Department of Toxic Substances Control.
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SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

| Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Hydrology and Water Quality

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to hydrology and
water quality related to
water quality standards,
waste discharge, runoff
water, and degrade water
quality during
construction and limited
operation.

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant

Tier |

Measure Hydrology-1

The County shall ensure that the construction, landscape features, and site grading for Tier | of the project comply with standard best management
practices set forth by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Prior to final plans and specifications for all elements of the project, the County of
Los Angeles shall review the plans and specifications for all elements to ensure that the plans and specifications require the construction contractor
to prepare a Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan for construction activities and implement best management practices for construction,
materials, and waste handling activities, which will include, but not be limited to:

¢ Scheduling excavation, grading, and paving activities for dry weather periods.

e Controlling the amount of runoff crossing the construction site by means of berms and drainage ditches to divert water flow around the site.

e Identifying potential pollution sources from materials and wastes that will be used, stored, or disposed of on the site.

¢ Informing contractors and subcontractors about the clean storm water requirements and enforce their responsibilities in pollution
prevention through a contractual agreement

e Sweeping the streets surrounding the proposed project site daily and trash removal throughout the construction of the project to avoid
degradation of water quality.

Measure Hydrology-2

The construction contractor shall incorporate Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan requirements and best management practices to mitigate
storm water runoff, which include the following:

e The incorporation of bio-retention facilities located within the project area
e The incorporation of catch basin filtration systems
e The use of porous pavements to reduce runoff volume

Measure Hydrology-3

In the event that groundwater is encountered during Tier | construction, the County of Los Angeles shall require the construction contractor
complete the dewatering operations in accordance with the established National Pollution Discharge Elimination System permit requirements.

Measure Hazards-1

To reduce surface water quality impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles
shall ensure through its construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors
transport, store, and handle construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including
those recommended by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
(including National Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. A Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures
Plan shall be developed as a part of these requirements to address the handling of petroleum or other hazardous materials during refueling,
operations and maintenance and other construction-related activities. The agencies noted here shall regulate through the permitting process the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.

Tier I
Measure Hydrology-1

The County shall ensure that the construction, landscape features, and site grading for Tier Il of the project comply with standard best management

practices set forth by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Prior to final plans and specifications for all elements of the project, the County of

Implementation of mitigation measures Hydrology-1 through Hydrology-
3, in addition to Hazards-1, would reduce significant hydrology and
water quality impacts related to construction-related water quality to
below the level of significance.

Implementation of mitigation measures Hydrology-1 through Hydrology-
4, in addition to Hazards-1, would reduce significant hydrology and
water quality impacts related to construction- and operation-related water
quality to below the level of significance.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

impacts to hydrology and
water quality related to
water quality standards,
waste discharge, runoff
water, and degrade water
quality during
construction and
operation.

Los Angeles shall review the plans and specifications for all elements to ensure that the plans and specifications require the construction contractor
to prepare a Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan for construction activities and implement best management practices for construction,
materials, and waste handling activities, which will include, but not be limited to:

e Scheduling excavation, grading, and paving activities for dry weather periods.

e Controlling the amount of runoff crossing the construction site by means of berms and drainage ditches to divert water flow around the
site.

e Identifying potential pollution sources from materials and wastes that will be used, stored, or disposed of on the site.

e Informing contractors and subcontractors about the clean storm water requirements and enforce their responsibilities in pollution
prevention through a contractual agreement

e Sweeping the streets surrounding the proposed project site daily and trash removal throughout the construction of the project to avoid
degradation of water quality.

Measure Hydrology-2

The construction contractor shall incorporate Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan requirements and best management practices to mitigate
storm water runoff, which include the following:

e The incorporation of bio-retention facilities located within the project area
e The incorporation of catch basin filtration systems
e The use of porous pavements to reduce runoff volume

Measure Hydrology-3

In the event that groundwater is encountered during Tier | construction, the County of Los Angeles shall require the construction contractor to
complete the dewatering operations in accordance with the established National Pollution Discharge Elimination System permit requirements.

Measure Hydrology-4

To ensure that operational impacts associated with Tier Il remain below the level of significance, the County of Los Angeles shall require that best
management practices and sustainable practices, such as regularly removing vegetation and debris from curbs, catch basins, and outlets; limiting
the amount of pesticides and fertilizers used in landscaping, and other best management practice as recommended by the Environmental
Protection Agency or in the California Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks as ongoing maintenance measures, are implemented
into a maintenance plan for the campus.

Measure Hazards-1

To reduce surface water quality impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials during construction, the County of Los Angeles
shall ensure through its construction permitting process, or through enforcement of contractual obligations for its own projects, that all contractors
transport, store, and handle construction-required hazardous materials in a manner consistent with relevant regulations and guidelines, including
those recommended by California Department of Transportation, and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
(including National Pollution Elimination Discharge Permits for storm water prior to construction. A Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures
Plan shall be developed as a part of these requirements to address the handling of petroleum or other hazardous materials during refueling,
operations and maintenance and other construction-related activities. The agencies noted here shall regulate through the permitting process the
monitoring and enforcement of this mitigation measure as required by law.
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SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

| Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Noise

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to noise related to
groundbourne temporary
ambient noise increase
during construction,
vibration, and mechanical
noise during construction.

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to noise related to
groundbourne temporary
ambient noise increase
during construction,
vibration, and mechanical
noise during construction.

Tier |
Measure Noise-1

The County of Los Angeles shall require that the plans and specifications require that construction equipment be equipped with state-of-the-art
noise-muffling devices. Barriers or curtains shall be required to be installed close to equipment to shield the equipment from the receptor. Barriers
or curtains utilized at the project site shall be required to reduce A-weighted construction noise levels at nearby sensitive receptors by a minimum
of 10 dB. The height and length of the barriers or curtains shall be determined based on location of construction activity and receptor.

Because of the close proximity of the source and receptors, the noise impact would be dependent on the location of the noise sources. Prior to the
start of demolition and construction, the contractor shall develop a noise control plan based on the actual equipment that will be used during
demolition and construction, and the location of various demolition and construction activities. If the actual equipment noise levels are not
available, equipment noises shall be measured in the field. The noise control plan shall predict the noise levels with actual equipment and with
barriers or curtains in place. In addition, the plan shall take into account the demolition and equipment mix that would be operated at the same
time. Equipment mix and/or the number of equipment operating shall be considered in reducing the noise levels.

Measure Noise-2

Prior to the completion of final plans and specifications, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications include a
requirement that all demolition and construction equipment be properly maintained. All vehicles and compressors shall utilize exhaust mufflers.
Engine enclosure covers as designed by the manufacturer shall be in place at all times. The County of Los Angeles shall monitor the use of heavy
equipment during all demolition and construction activities to ensure conformance with the requirements of properly maintained heavy equipment.

Measure Noise-3

The distance at which impact pile driving would not exceed a peak particle velocity of 0.2 inch per second at a residence would be 55 feet.
Therefore, the County of Los Angeles shall require that impact pile driving not be utilized within 55 feet of a residential structure. Should pile
driving be necessary within 55 feet of a residence, sonic pile driving shall be utilized.

Measure Noise-4

The County of Los Angeles shall ensure that mechanical noise generated by the project is less than 45 dBA at residences immediately south
(approximately 50 feet) of the project. This shall be achieved by implementing one, or a combination of more than one of the following strategies:
utilizing quiet mechanical systems; locating mechanical systems away from residences (mechanical systems that produce a noise level of 55 DBA
at 50 feet would need to be located a minimum of 160 feet from residences to bring mechanical noise levels below 45 dBA at residences), or
utilizing insulating screens to break the line-of-site between the mechanical systems and nearby residences.

Tier Il
Measure Noise-1

The County of Los Angeles shall require that the plans and specifications require that construction equipment be equipped with state-of-the-art
noise-muffling devices. Barriers or curtains shall be required to be installed close to equipment to shield the equipment from the receptor. Barriers
or curtains utilized at the project site shall be required to reduce A-weighted construction noise levels at nearby sensitive receptors by a minimum
of 10 dB or to the maximum extent possible. The height and length of the barriers or curtains shall be determined based on the location of the
construction activity and receptor.

Because of the close proximity of the source and receptors, the noise impact would be dependent on the location of the noise sources. Prior to the
start of demolition and construction, the contractor shall develop a noise control plan based on the actual equipment that will be used during

The distance from the proposed project site at which impacts to affected
residential structures would be below the level of significance is 80 feet.
The nearest residential land use is approximately 50 feet south of the
proposed project. Implementation of mitigation measures Noise-1 and
Noise-2 would reduce construction noise at residential properties to the
east and west of the campus to below the level of significance; however,
construction noise levels would exceed the 75 dBA permissible level at
residences south of the proposed project site that are within 80 feet of the
proposed project property. Therefore, noise impacts from construction,
while temporary, would remain significant and unavoidable.

Implementation of mitigation measure Noise-3 would reduce significant
impacts related to potential building damage from vibration during
construction to below the level of significance. However, vibration levels
would still be perceptible at sensitive receptors; therefore, vibration
levels during construction of the proposed project would result in a
significant and unavoidable impact.

Implementation of mitigation measure Noise-4 would reduce significant
impacts related to mechanical noise to below the level of significance.

The distance from the proposed project site at which impacts to affected
residential structures would be below the level of significance is 80 feet.
The nearest residential land use is approximately 50 feet south of the
proposed project. Implementation of mitigation measures Noise-1 and
Noise-2 would reduce construction noise at residential properties to the
east and west of the campus to below the level of significance; however,
construction noise levels would exceed the 75 dBA permissible level at
residences south of the proposed project site that are within 80 feet of the
proposed project property. Therefore, noise impacts from construction,
while temporary, would remain significant and unavoidable.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Engine enclosure covers as designed by the manufacturer shall be in place at all times. The County of Los Angeles shall monitor the use of heavy
equipment during all demolition and construction activities to ensure conformance with the requirements of properly maintained heavy equipment.

Measure Noise-3

The distance at which impact pile driving would not exceed a PPV 0.2 inch per second at a residence would be 55 feet. Therefore, the County of
Los Angeles shall require that impact pile driving will not be utilized within 55 feet of a residential structure. Should pile driving be necessary
within 55 feet of a residence, sonic pile driving will be utilized.

Measure Noise-4

The County shall ensure that mechanical noise generated by the project is less than 45 dBA at residences immediately south (approximately 50
feet) of the project. This shall be achieved by implementing one, or a combination of more than one of the following strategies: utilizing quiet
mechanical systems; locating mechanical systems away from residences (mechanical systems that produce a noise level of 55 DBA at 50 feet
would need to be located a minimum of 160 feet from residences to bring mechanical noise levels below 45 dBA at residences), or utilizing
insulating screens to break the line-of-site between the mechanical systems and nearby residences.

Impact Mitigation Measure Level of Significance After Mitigation

demolition and construction, and the location of various demolition and construction activities. If the actual equipment noise levels are not Implementation of mitigation measure Noise-3 would reduce significant

available, equipment noises shall be measured in the field. The noise control plan shall predict the noise levels with actual equipment and with impacts related to potential building damage from vibration during

barriers or curtains in place. In addition, the plan shall take into account the demolition and equipment mix that would be operated at the same construction to below the level of significance. However, vibration levels

time. Equipment mix and/or the number of equipment operating shall be considered in reducing the noise levels. would still be perceptible at sensitive receptors; therefore, vibration
levels during construction of the proposed project would result in a

Measure Noise-2 significant and unavoidable impact.

Prior to the completion of final plans and specifications, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications include a Implementation of mitigation measure Noise-4 would reduce significant

requirement that all demolition and construction equipment be properly maintained. All vehicles and compressors shall utilize exhaust mufflers. impacts related to mechanical noise to below the level of significance.

Population and Housing

Tier |

Tier 11

The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to population and housing would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to population and housing would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

Public Services

Tier |
The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to public services would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
Tier Il

The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to public services would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

Recreation

Tier |
The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to recreation would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
Tier 1l

The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to recreation would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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Impact

| Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Transportation/Traffic

Implementation of Tier | of
the proposed project
would result in significant
transportation and traffic
impacts related to
circulation system and
congestion during
construction.

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would result in significant
transportation and traffic
impacts related to
circulation system and
congestion during
construction, operation,
and cumulatively.

Tier |
Measure Traffic-1

To reduce the traffic-related construction impacts, the County of Los Angeles shall require the construction contractor to provide a Construction
Traffic Management Plan, to be prepared in accordance with the California Department of Transportation’s Construction Manual and Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices. The Construction Traffic Management Plan shall at the minimum include:

e Timing of deliveries of heavy equipment and building materials;

e Directing construction traffic with a flag person;

e Placing temporary signing, lighting, and traffic control devices if required, including, but not limited to, appropriate signage along access
routes to indicate the presence of heavy vehicles and construction traffic;

e Identifying if improvements to the intersection of 120th Street, Wilmington Avenue, or Compton Avenue are necessary to accommodate
the turning radii needed by large trucks accessing site;

o Identifying multiple alternate ingress/egress access point for the circulation of traffic and emergency response vehicles;

e Determining the need for construction work hours and arrival/departure times outside peak traffic periods;

e Ensuring access for emergency vehicles to the project site;

e Temporary closure of travel lanes or disruptions to street segments and intersections during materials delivery, transmission line stringing
activities, or any other utility connections;

e Maintaining access to adjacent property;

e Specifying both construction-related vehicle travel and oversize load haul routes, minimizing construction traffic during the AM and PM
peak hour, distributing construction traffic flow across alternative routes to access the proposed project site, and avoiding residential
neighborhoods to the maximum extent feasible; and

¢ Identifying vehicle safety procedures for entering and exiting site access roads.

Tier Il
Measure Traffic-1

To reduce the traffic-related construction impacts, the County of Los Angeles shall require the construction contractor to provide a Construction
Traffic Management Plan that is prepared in accordance with the California Department of Transportation’s Construction Manual and Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices. The Construction Traffic Management Plan shall at the minimum include:

e Timing of deliveries of heavy equipment and building materials;

e Directing construction traffic with a flag person;

e Placing temporary signing, lighting, and traffic control devices if required, including, but not limited to, appropriate signage along access
routes to indicate the presence of heavy vehicles and construction traffic;

e Identifying if improvements to the intersection of 120th Street, Wilmington Avenue, or Compton Avenue are necessary to accommodate
the turning radii needed by large trucks accessing site;

o Identifying multiple alternate ingress/egress access point for the circulation of traffic and emergency response vehicles;

e Determining the need for construction work hours and arrival/departure times outside peak traffic periods;

e Ensuring access for emergency vehicles to the project site;

e Temporary closure of travel lanes or disruptions to street segments and intersections during materials delivery, transmission line stringing
activities, or any other utility connections;

e Maintaining access to adjacent property;

Implementation of the mitigation measures Traffic-1 would reduce
impacts generated during the construction of Tier |. Therefore, impacts
from Tier | would be less than significant.

Implementation of the mitigation measures Traffic-1 through Traffic-3
would reduce construction-related Tier Il and construction and
operational Tier Il project impacts and cumulative project impacts to
below the level of significance.
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Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Specification of both construction-related vehicle travel and oversize load haul routes, the minimization of construction traffic during the
AM and PM peak hour, distributing construction traffic flow across alternative routes to access the proposed project site, and avoiding
residential neighborhoods to the maximum extent feasible; and

Identification of vehicle safety procedures for entering and exiting site access roads.

Measure Traffic-2

In order to address the Tier Il project impacts, the County of Los Angeles shall complete the following improvements:

Compton Avenue/Imperial Highway — County of Los Angeles / City of Los Angeles: Re-stripe westbound approach to provide a separate
right-turn lane.

I-105 / Imperial Highway: Provide a third northbound, left-turn lane by widening off-ramp by 10 feet for approximately 150 to 200 feet.

Wilmington Avenue / El Segundo Boulevard: Re-stripe eastbound and westbound approaches to have separate right-turn lanes. Allow
buses to go through the intersection from the right-turn lanes.

Central Avenue / 120th Street: Re-stripe northbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane. Also, widen the east leg by 3 feet on
each curbside (i.e., reduce sidewalk along 120th Street east of Central Avenue by 3 feet for approximately 120 feet and re-stripe
westbound 120th Street approach to provide a left-turn, two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane.

Wilmington Avenue / I-105 Eastbound Ramps — County of Los Angeles / California Department of Transportation: Provide an additional
eastbound lane by widening (reducing the raised median on the ramp) the off-ramp. The eastbound approach would have a left-turn lane,
shared left-right turn lane, and a separate right-turn lane. The sidewalks on either side of Wilmington Avenue (as noted above) would be
reduced by 2 feet and the Wilmington Avenue roadway would be widened by 2 feet on either side (a total of 4 feet) from the south leg of
this intersection. Provide an additional northbound left-turn lane by widening (reducing the medians). The northbound approach would
have dual left-turn lanes and three through lanes.

Wilmington Avenue/118th Street — County of Los Angeles: Widen Wilmington Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either side and re-stripe to
provide two through lanes, a shared through right-turn lane and dual left-turn lanes along the southbound approach. Re-stripe the
westbound approach to provide a separate right-turn land and a share left-through lane. Northbound approach would have the same lane
geometry as existing conditions. Under cumulative conditions, widen 118th Street roadway by 4 feet and re-stripe to provide a separate
right-turn lane and shared left-through lane along the eastbound approach.

Wilmington Avenue / 120th Street-119th Street — County of Los Angeles: Widen Wilmington Avenue roadway by 2 feet on either side and
re-stripe the southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane, three through lanes, and a left-turn lane.

Re-stripe northbound approach to provide a shared through-right turn lane, two through lanes, and a left-turn lane. Remove median
adjacent to northbound approach to facilitate three southbound receiving lanes. Restrict parking along Wilmington Avenue roadway
during morning and evening peak periods along the eastside of Wilmington between 120th Street and Martin Luther King, Jr. Hospital
Driveway entrance.

Widen 120th Street west of Wilmington Avenue for 250 feet, on the south side by 2 feet, and re-stripe the eastbound approach to provide
a separate right-turn lane, dual left-turn lanes, and a through lane. The westbound approach of 119th Street would have the same lane
geometry as existing conditions.

Wilmington Avenue / Martin Luther King, Jr. Hospital Entrance-120th Street — County of Los Angeles: Re-stripe southbound approach to
provide a separate right-turn lane, two through lanes, and a left-turn lane. Provide three northbound receiving lanes and restrict on-street
curb parking along the eastside of Wilmington Avenue between Martin Luther King, Jr. Hospital Driveway and 120th Street and 120th
Street and 119th Street during morning and evening peak hours.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Remove the median within the hospital entrance and re-stripe the driveway to provide dual left-turn lanes, a through lane, and a separate
right-turn lane along the eastbound approach. Re-stripe to provide one receiving lane.

The appropriate conceptual signing and striping plans shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Traffic and
Lighting Division for review and approval during the planning phase.

Measure Traffic-3

In order to address the Tier Il cumulative projects impacts, using County of Los Angeles traffic study guidelines, the following mitigation measures
shall be implemented to alleviate the cumulative significant impacts:

e Avalon Boulevard/El Segundo Boulevard—County of Los Angeles: Widen northbound approach by 2 feet and re-stripe the approach to
provide a left turn lane, two through lanes, and a separate right-turn lane (10 feet, 10 feet, 10 feet, 12 feet). The approach could be widened
by narrowing the 5-foot-wide median to a 3-foot-wide median, or by reducing the 12-foot-wide sidewalk to a 10-foot-wide sidewalk. This
widening would need to occur all the way to an alley located approximately 100 feet south of the intersection. The bus stop at this approach
would continue to be located at the same location; however, buses would be allowed to go straight through the intersection.

e Alameda Street/El Segundo Boulevard—County of Los Angeles/Compton: Re-stripe northbound/southbound approaches and provide a
southbound right-turn lane. The lanes along the north leg would be re-striped to provide 13-foot and 11-foot receiving lanes; 10-foot, 11-
foot, 10-foot, and 12-foot approach lanes for southbound right, both southbound turns, and southbound right lanes, respectively. The lanes
along the south leg would have a 13-foot shared right through-way, 11-foot through lane, 10-foot left-turn lane, 12-foot receiving lane, and
a 20-foot receiving lane. Remove two on-street parking spaces along the southbound approach during peak hours.

e Alameda Street/103rd Street—County of Los Angeles/Lynwood: Re-stripe eastbound approach to provide a 10-foot, left-turn lane and a 12-
foot, left-right shared lane. The receiving lane would be re-striped for 18.5 feet.

e Central Avenue/Rosecrans Avenue—County of Los Angeles/Compton: Re-stripe westbound approach to provide a separate right-turn lane.
Allow buses to go through the intersection from the right-turn lane.

e Central Avenue/El Segundo Boulevard—County of Los Angeles/Compton: Re-stripe southbound approach to provide a separate right-turn
lane. Widen northbound approach by reducing median by 1 foot to 2 foot. Provide re-striping to show a separate northbound right-turn
lane. Allow buses to go through the intersection from the right-turn lane.

e Alameda Street/Imperial Highway—County of Los Angeles/City of Lynwood: Re-stripe southbound approach to provide the following
roadway geometry: dual left-turn lanes, a through lane, a shared through-right turn lane, and a separate right-turn lane.

The appropriate conceptual signing and striping plans shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Traffic and
Lighting Division for review and approval during the planning phase.

Utilities and Service Systems

Tier |

The analysis undertaken for this EIR determined that no significant impacts related to recreation would arise from implementation of the proposed project. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

Implementation of Tier Il
of the proposed project
would be expected to
result in significant
impacts to utilities and

Tier 11
Measure Utilities-1

Prior to issuance of the permits to connect to the sewer system, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure payment of the connection fee for the capital
facilities has been submitted to the appropriate Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County for compliance with the California Health and Safety Code.

Implementation of mitigation measures Utilities-1 and Utilities-2 would
reduce impacts to utilities and service systems related to wastewater
treatment and solid waste to below the level of significance.
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TABLE ES.4-1
SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS, Continued

Impact

Mitigation Measure

Level of Significance After Mitigation

services systems related to
wastewater treatment
requirements and solid
waste compliance.

Measure Utilities-2

The County of Los Angeles shall review the plans and specifications for the proposed project and the parking facilities to ensure that adequate
service areas are provided for trash and recycling receptacles for compliance with applicable federal, state, and local statutes related to solid
waste, and to reduce direct and cumulative impacts from project operation and maintenance to below the level of significance. Prior to advertising
for construction bids for the new building, the County of Los Angeles shall ensure that the plans and specifications designating locations for trash
receptacles and recycling receptacles are in conformance with the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991. Wherever
trash receptacles are provided throughout the project site, a recycling receptacle for plastic, aluminum, and metal shall also be provided. Signs
encouraging patrons to recycle shall be posted near each recycling receptacle.

To ensure conformance with the Solid Waste Management Act of 1989, the County of Los Angeles shall require the construction contractor to
manage the solid waste generated during construction of each element of the project by diverting at least 50 percent of solid waste from disposal
in landfills, particularly Class Il landfills, through source reduction, reuse, and recycling of construction and demolition debris. The construction
contractor shall submit a construction solid waste management plan to the County of Los Angeles for approval prior to initiation of demolition
activities. The construction contractor shall demonstrate compliance with the solid waste management plan through the submission of monthly
reports during construction and demolition activities that estimate total solid waste generated and diversion of 50 percent of the solid waste.
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ES.5 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

As a result of the project formulation process, the County of Los Angeles (County) explored
alternatives to the proposed project to assess their ability to meet most of the objectives of the
project and reduce significant effects of the proposed project. Alternative projects recommended
by the scoping process were evaluated as related to the project objectives and their ability to
reduce significant impacts as described in Section 4.0 of this EIR. The No Project Alternative that is
required under CEQA, as well as five other alternatives, have been carried forward for detailed
analysis in this EIR:

No Project Alternative

Alternative 1: Reduced Project Size Alternative (900,000 square foot Tier 1)
Alternative 2: Re-opening the Existing MACC Alternative

Alternative 3: Public Transportation Focused Alternative

Alternative 4: 500 beds (in Tier I) Alternative

Alternative 5: No Tier Il Alternative

The No Project Alternative was determined to be the environmentally superior alternative.
Following the No Project Alternative, the Re-opening the Existing MACC Alternative is the
environmentally superior alternative. These alternatives are described and analyzed in Section 4.0,
Alternatives to the Proposed Project, of this EIR.
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SECTION 1.0
INTRODUCTION

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared by the County of Los Angeles (County)
to assess the environmental consequences of the proposed Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus Redevelopment Project (proposed project). The County is the lead agency for the
proposed project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The proposed
project entails two tiers of redevelopment.

Tier | involves project-level development of the new Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center
(MACC) Building and the Ancillary Building, tenant improvements in existing buildings, site
improvements, and the potential relocation of the Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) Building.
The MRI would be relocated to the tech dock behind the new MACC Building. Tier | would also
entail site improvements and tenant improvements to the following existing buildings: the North
Support Building, South Support Building, and Plant Management Building.

Tier Il of the proposed project would entail the reuse or replacement of the existing MACC
Building (which will be vacant following construction of the new MACC Building in Tier I) and
demolition of the following: Emergency Room, Storage Building, and Cooling Towers. Tier Il
construction would entail additional master-planned mixed-use development, which may include
the potential for medical offices, general offices, commercial and retail space, residential units,
recreational areas, and other development in support of the campus. The maximum programmed
development for Tier Il is currently estimated at approximately 1,814,696 square feet.

The Tier 1l components of the proposed project are conceptual at this time, and have therefore
been discussed in a programmatic level in the EIR, as permitted under §15168 of State CEQA
Guidelines. Once the detailed future development plans for Tier Il components are known,
consistent with the guidelines for programmatic EIRs under CEQA, the projects will be examined in
light of the program EIR analysis, to determine whether additional environmental document(s) must
be prepared.

As such, this EIR provides a dual-level analysis for the proposed project. A project-level analysis
will be prepared for Tier |, and a program-level analysis will be prepared for Tier II.

1.1 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The County has prepared this EIR to support the fulfillment of the six major goals of CEQA:

o Disclose to the decision makers and the public significant environmental effects of
the proposed activities
o Identify ways to avoid or reduce environmental damage
. Prevent environmental damage by requiring implementation of feasible alternatives
or mitigation measures
. Disclose to the public reasons for agency approvals of projects with significant
environmental effects
. Foster interagency coordination in the review of projects
o Enhance public participation in the planning process
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Draft EIR
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Although the EIR neither controls nor anticipates the ultimate decision on the proposed project, the
County (and other agencies that rely on this EIR) must consider the information in the EIR and
make findings concerning each potentially significant impact identified.

1.1.1 Intent of CEQA

As provided in the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Section 15000 et seq.),
public agencies are charged with the duty to avoid or minimize environmental damage where
feasible. In discharging this duty, the County has an obligation to balance a variety of public
objectives, including economic, environmental, and social issues (Section 15021 of the State
CEQA Guidelines). The findings and conclusions of the EIR regarding environmental impacts do
not control the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors’ discretion to approve, deny, or modify
the project but, instead, are presented as information intended to aid the decision-making process.
Sections 15122 through 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines describe the required content of an
EIR: a description of the project and the environmental setting (existing conditions), an
environmental impact analysis, mitigation measures, alternatives, significant irreversible
environmental changes, growth-inducing impacts, and cumulative impacts. As a combined project-
level and program-level EIR, this document primarily focuses on the changes in the environment
that would result from construction and operation of the proposed project. The County of Los
Angeles Board of Supervisors is required to consider the information in the EIR, along with any
other relevant information, in making final decisions on the proposed project (Section 15121 of the
State CEQA Guidelines).

1.1.2 Environmental Review Process

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) concerning the EIR for the proposed project was circulated for a 30-
day review period that began on March 8, 2010, and closed on April 6, 2010. An Initial Study was
prepared to focus the environmental topic areas to be analyzed in the EIR. Copies of the NOP and
the comment letters submitted in response to the Initial Study are included in this document
(Appendix A, Initial Study, Scoping Meeting Comments, and Comment Letters). The Initial Study
prepared for the proposed project identified the contents of the EIR, based on environmental issue
areas anticipated to be potentially subject to significant impacts.

The NOP and Initial Study were sent to the State Clearinghouse on March 5, 2010, and distributed
to 31 federal, state, regional, and local agencies. A public Notice of Availability (NOA) of the NOP
was provided in two local newspapers: L.A. Watts Times newspaper on March 11, 2010, and La
Opinién newspaper on March 8, 2010. The NOA, which noted the completion of the NOP and
Initial Study, was mailed directly to more than 209 interested parties and to 1,276 property owners
and resident within a 0.25-mile radius of the proposed project site. The NOP and Initial Study
document were available for review and posted at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center and
the Willowboork Library, located east of the proposed project site at 11838 South Wilmington
Avenue, City of Los Angeles, California. The NOA of the NOP and Initial Study was also posted on
the Web site of the Second Supervisorial District, at: http://ridley-thomas.lacounty.gov/blog/
{cat=189.

Both the NOA and NOP advertised a public scoping meeting for interested parties to receive
information on the proposed project and the CEQA process, as well as providing an opportunity for
the submittal of comments. The scoping meeting facilitated early consultation with interested
parties in compliance with Section 15082 of the State CEQA Guidelines. The meeting was held on
Wednesday, March 24, 2010, at 6:00 p.m. at the Ted Watkins Memorial Park Gymnasium, located
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at 1335 East 103rd Street, City of Los Angeles, California. More than 67 individuals attended the
scoping meeting. Approximately 48 comments were collected at this meeting (Appendix A). The
County requested information from the public related to the proposed project under consideration,
alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant effects to be analyzed in depth in the EIR. All
verbal and written comments related to environmental issues that were provided during public
review of the NOP and at scoping meetings have been taken into consideration in the preparation
of this EIR. This EIR considers alternatives that are capable of avoiding or reducing significant
effects of the project. The comment period on the NOP and Initial Study closed on Tuesday, April
6, 2010. Eight comment letters were received in response to the NOP and Initial Study (Appendix
A), comprising six letters from agencies and two letters from individuals. Responses to these
comments have been incorporated into the body of this EIR (Table 1.1.2-1, Initial Study Comment
Matrix).

TABLE 1.1.2-1
INITIAL STUDY COMMENT MATRIX

Comment Agency / Affiliation Response Location in EIR

No.

1 California Department of Responses to this letter were incorporated into
Transportation (Caltrans) Section 3.12, Transportation and Traffic, and

Appendix H, Traffic Impact Analysis.

2 County of Los Angeles Department of | Responses to this letter were incorporated into
Public Works, Traffic and Lighting Section 3.12, Transportation and Traffic, and
Division Appendix H, Traffic Impact Analysis.

3 County of Los Angeles, Sheriff’s Responses to this letter were incorporated into
Department Section 3.9, Population and Housing, and Section

3.10, Public Services.

4 Metropolitan Transportation Authority | Responses to this letter were incorporated into

(MTA; Metro) Section 3.12, Transportation and Traffic, and
Appendix H, Traffic Impact Analysis.

5 Native American Heritage Responses to this letter were incorporated into

Commission Section 3.3, Cultural Resources, and Appendix E,
Cultural Resources Technical Report.
6 South Coast Air Quality Management | Responses to this letter were incorporated into
District (SCAQMD) Section 3.2, Air Quality; Section 3.5, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions; and Appendix C, Air Quality and
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Technical Impact
Report.
7 BuildTheDream.org Responses to this letter were incorporated into
Section 3.3, Cultural Resources, and Appendix E,
Cultural Resources Technical Report.

8 Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles Responses to this letter were transmitted to the
County, Facilities Planning Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County and
Department, Will Serve Program incorporated into Section 2.0, Project Description.

* Scoping Meeting Comments Responses to these comments were incorporated

throughout the EIR.

The County determined that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment
and that the preparation of an EIR would be required. As a result of the analysis undertaken in the
Initial Study, it was determined that the proposed project would not be expected to result in
impacts to agriculture and forest resources, biological resources, mineral resources, and land use
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and planning." Those issue areas will receive no further analysis. However, the analysis in the
Initial Study concluded that the proposed project has the potential to result in significant impacts
related to 13 environmental topics, which are the subject of the detailed evaluation undertaken in
this EIR:

o Aesthetics

. Air Quality

o Cultural Resources

o Geology and Soils

. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

o Hazards and Hazardous Materials
o Hydrology and Water Quality
. Noise

o Population and Housing

o Public Services

o Recreation

o Transportation and Traffic

. Utilities and Service Systems

This Draft EIR has been distributed to various federal, state, regional, and local government
agencies and interested organizations and individuals for a 45-day public review period. This Draft
EIR was provided to the State Clearinghouse on August 30, 2010, for additional distribution to
agencies. In addition, a public NOA of the EIR will appear in two local newspapers, L.A. Watts
Times and La Opinién, and will be mailed directly to interested parties requesting the document
(in either electronic or hard copy format). The dates of the public review period are Tuesday
August 31, 2010, to Friday October 15, 2010, a period of 45 days. In addition, copies of this Draft
EIR are available during the public review period at the following library:

Willowbrook Library

Ms. Alice Tang

Community Library Manager

11838 South Wilmington Avenue

Los Angeles, California 90059

Telephone number: (323) 564-5698

Hours of operation: =~ Monday — 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
Tuesday — 12:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Wednesday — 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
Thursday — 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
Friday — 11:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Saturday — 11:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Sunday - Closed

! County of Los Angeles. 8 March 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project Initial
Study. Prepared by: Sapphos Environmental, Inc. Pasadena, CA.
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The Draft EIR will also be available for review at the following location:

Martin Luther King, Jr. Multi-service Ambulatory Care Center
Administration Office

Elaine Saafir or Cynthia Moore-Oliver

12021 South Wilmington Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90059

Telephone number: (310) 668-5201

Hours of operation: Monday-Friday 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.

Written comments on this Draft EIR should be transmitted during the public review period to the
County of Los Angeles, Chief Executive Office, Sabra White, Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration,
500 West Temple Street, Room 754, Los Angeles, California 90012.

Written comments provided by the general public and public agencies will be evaluated, and
written responses will be prepared for all comments received during the designated comment
period. Upon completion of the evaluation, a Final EIR will be prepared and provided to the
County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors for certification of compliance with CEQA and for
review and consideration as part of the decision-making process for the proposed project.

1.2 ORGANIZATION AND CONTENT
This Draft EIR consists of the following sections:

. Section ES, Executive Summary, provides a summary of the existing setting,
proposed project, identified significant impacts of the proposed project, and
mitigation measures. Those alternatives that were considered to avoid significant
effects of the project are identified in the Executive Summary. In addition, the
Executive Summary identifies areas of controversy known to the County, including
issues raised by agencies and the public. The Executive Summary includes a list of
the issues to be resolved, including the choice among alternatives and whether or
how to mitigate significant effects of the project.

. Section 1, Introduction, provides information related to the purpose and scope of
the EIR, environmental review process, and the organization and content of the EIR.

° Section 2, Project Description, provides the location and boundaries of the
proposed project, statement of objectives, a description of the technical, economic,
and environmental characteristics of the project, considering the principal
engineering proposals and supporting public service facilities. The project
description identifies the intended uses of the EIR, including the list of agencies that
are expected to use the EIR in their respective decision-making processes, a list of
the related discretionary actions (permits and approvals) required to implement the
proposed project, and a list of any related environmental review and consultation
requirements required by federal, state, or local laws, regulations, or policies. The
project description lists the related projects that were considered in the evaluation
of the proposed project.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Draft EIR
August 2010 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
S:\1217-071\DEIR\Section 01 Introduction.Doc Page 1-5



. Section 3, Existing Conditions, Significance Thresholds, Impacts, Mitigation
Measures, and Level of Significance after Mitigation, describes existing conditions
found at the project site and the surrounding area; lists the thresholds used to assess
the potential for the proposed project to result in significant impacts; evaluates the
potential impacts on environmental resources that may be generated by the
proposed project, including the cumulative impacts of the proposed project in
conjunction with other related projects in the area; identifies available mitigation
measures to reduce significant impacts; and assesses the effectiveness of proposed
measures to reduce identified impacts to below the level of significance. This
portion of the EIR is organized by the applicable environmental topics resulting
from the analysis undertaken in the Initial Study.

. Section 4, Alternatives to the Proposed Project, describes a range of reasonable
alternatives to the proposed project or to the location of the proposed project.
CEQA requires that the EIR explore feasible alternatives that would avoid or
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the proposed project. To be
feasible, an alternative must be capable of attaining most of the basic objectives of
the proposed project. CEQA requires an evaluation of the comparative impacts of
the proposed project, action alternatives to the proposed project, and the no-project
alternative.

o Section 5, Significant Environmental Effects that Cannot be Avoided if the
Proposed Project Is Implemented, summarizes the significant effects of the
proposed project.

o Section 6, Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes, evaluates potential uses
of nonrenewable resources and potential irreversible changes that may occur during
the course of the proposed project.

. Section 7, Growth-Inducing Impacts, evaluates the potential for the proposed
project to foster economic growth or population growth, either directly or
indirectly, in the surrounding environment.

o Section 8, Organizations and Persons Consulted, provides a list of all
governmental agencies, community groups, and other organizations consulted
during the preparation of this EIR.

o Section 9, Report Preparation Personnel, provides a list of all personnel that
provided technical input to this EIR.

. Section 10, References, lists all sources, communications, and correspondence
used in the preparation of this EIR.

. Section 11, Distribution List, provides a distribution list of agencies and libraries
receiving this Draft EIR that was made available for a 45-day public review period.
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SECTION 2.0
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Consistent with the requirements of §15124 of the State California Environmental Quality Act
Guidelines (State CEQA Guidelines), the project description of the proposed Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project (proposed project) includes the precise location
and boundaries of the proposed project; a brief characterization of the existing conditions at the
proposed project site; a statement of objectives for the proposed project; a general delineation of
the proposed project’s technical, economic, and environmental characteristics; and a statement
describing the intended uses of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

2.1 PROPOSED PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Project (proposed
project) site is located on the existing 38-acre Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus, at
12021 Wilmington Avenue in the unincorporated area of Willowbrook, County of Los Angeles
(County), California (Figure 2.1-1, Project Location Map).

The proposed project site is located approximately 3 miles north of State Route 91 (SR-91; Artesia
Freeway), approximately 3 miles northeast of Interstate 710 (I-710; Long Beach Freeway),
approximately 2 miles east of I-110 (Harbor Freeway), less than 1 mile south of East Imperial
Highway, and less than 1 mile south of 1-105 (Glen Anderson Freeway) (Figure 2.1-2, Regional
Vicinity Map). The proposed project site can be accessed from East 120th Street or from
Wilmington Avenue.

The proposed project site is bounded on the north by East 120th Street, on the east by Wilmington
Avenue, on the south by a narrow alley separating the proposed project site from the residential
neighborhood that is largely located north of East 122nd Street, and on the west by Compton
Avenue of Los Angeles. The proposed project site is less than 1 mile north of the City of Compton.
The proposed project site is also less than 1 mile south of the City of Los Angeles (Figure 2.1-3,
Local Vicinity Map). The proposed project is also located less than 1 mile west of the City of
Lynwood.

The proposed project site appears on the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute series South
Gate topographic quadrangle (Figure 2.1-4, Topographic Map)." Elevations at the proposed project
site range from 86 feet above mean sea level (MSL) to 88 feet above MSL.? The topography of the
site can be generally characterized as flat.

2.2 BACKGROUND AND EXISTING CONDITIONS

2.2.1 Background

The Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus began operations in 1972. The Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus was developed to address a need for local community services in

' U.S. Geological Survey. [1965] Photo revised 1981. 7.5-Minute Series, South Gate, California, Topographic
Quadrangle. Reston, VA.

2 Sapphos Environmental, Inc. 2010. Geographic Information System. Pasadena, CA.
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South Los Angeles. Following the 1965 Watts Civil Unrest/Riots, a commission appointed by the
Governor reported a lack of healthcare access as one of the contributing factors to the unrest.?

The hospital was operational from 1972 to August 2007, when the license was suspended for the
provision of inpatient services at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus due to
concerns over the quality of service at the hospital. Currently, the existing Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus (existing campus) is only partially operational and does not provide
inpatient services. However, the proposed project site provides various outpatient and
administrative support services. Figure 2.2.1-1, MLK Timeline of Planning and Environmental
Review Process, identifies key dates related to the construction and operation of the existing
campus and the proposed project.

In 2009, the County initiated improvements to the existing campus to provide community-based
inpatient hospital functions and support spaces that would be seismically compliant beyond the
2030 seismic standards established by the Office of Statewide Health and Planning Development
(OSHPD). These improvements to the existing campus would be an adjacent and ongoing project.

In 2009, a Categorical Exemption was approved by the County Board of Supervisors for minor
renovations and improvements to the existing campus. This process allowed the minor renovations
and improvements to the campus to be exempt from the CEQA process under Class 1, “Existing
Facilities;” Class 2, “Replacement or reconstruction of existing schools and hospitals to provide
earthquake resistant structures which do not increase capacity more than 50 percent;” and Class 3,
“New Construction or Conversion of Small Facilities;”* Categorical Exemption [Sections 15301,
15302, and 15303 of the Guidelines], pursuant to the requirements specified in Section 15300.2 of
the State CEQA Guidelines.

The upgrades that will be completed as part of the ongoing CEQA-exempt project on the campus
include renovation and improvements of up to 172,591 square feet within the Inpatient Tower to
include hospital beds and other hospital functions, including the placement of the Emergency
Department (ED) on the first floor of the Inpatient Tower, renovation to the basement and second
floor, and build-out of three unused upper floors to accommodate the hospital functions use. In
addition, the improvements include necessary renovations within other buildings on the existing
campus to accommodate various hospital support functions, hospital administration support, and
other outpatient services. Renovations to house the hospital support functions and hospital
administration support will be placed in the Pediatric Acute Care, Medical Records and Laundry,
North Support, South Support, Central Plant, and Plant Management buildings. Renovations to
house the outpatient services will be placed in the existing Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center
(MACC; formerly known as the Main Hospital Building). The Pediatric Acute Care building will be
renovated to serve as the hospital entry and lobby area. Finally, a Pneumatic Tube System (PTS)
will be installed in the penthouse to the roof of the Inpatient Tower building. The PTS will serve
the Inpatient Tower, the new MACC, and Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health
Center buildings. The work described above will operate with the capacity of up to 120 licensed
beds; the 120 beds will be located on the first through fifth floors of the Inpatient Tower. These
adjacent and ongoing CEQA-exempt improvements to the campus serve as existing conditions and
a related project for the proposed project, and are not part of Tier | or Tier Il of the proposed
project.

3 County of Los Angeles. Accessed 9 October 2009. Los Angeles County Health Services, MLK-MACC. Available at:
http://www .ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

* California Code of Regulations. Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, Sections 15301-3.
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1965 - Watts Civil Unrest

A commission appointed by the Governor Edmund
G. “Pat” Brown reports a lack of healthcare access
as one of the contributing factors to the Watts Civil
Unrest/Riots (also 1965)

1966 - Hospital Program Concept Developed
The Los Angeles County Department of Hospitals
established a task force to develop a program
concept that would provide a full-service commu-
nity teaching hospital operated by the County in
conjunction with the Drew Medical Society, USC,
and UCLA.

1968 - Ground Braking Ceremony

Groundbreaking ceremony for Martin Luther King Jr.

Q General Hospital was held on May 4, 1968.

1968 - Main Hospital Constructed

The building now referred to as the Multiservice
Ambulatory Care Center (MACC) Building is
constructed on the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical
Center Campus.

1968 - Central Plant Constructed (Phase I).

Phase | of the Central Plant building is constructed
on the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus.

1968 - Medical Records and Laundry Constructed
The Medical Records Building is constructed on
the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus

1972 - Hospital Begins Operations

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus
begins operations. The new hospital accepted its
first patients (March 27, 1972)

1970s - Interns and Physicians Constructed
Interns and Physicians Building is constructed on
the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus

1973 - South Support Constructed
The South Support building is constructed on the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus

August 2007 - License Suspended

The license is suspended for the provision of
inpatient services at the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Medical Center Campus due to concerns over
levels of service

1973 - North Support Constructed
The North Support Building is constructed on the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus

1975 - Central Plant Constructed (Phase 1I)

The Phase II of the Central Plant building is
constructed south of the Phase | building on the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus.

1992 - Pediatric Acute Care Constructed

The Pediatric Acute Care Building is constructed
on the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center
Campus).

1979 - Hawkins Constructed

The Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental
Health Center is constructed on the Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus (Construction
Drawing Date 1977).

1993 - Inpatient Tower Constructed
The Inpatient Tower is constructed on the Martin
Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus

P

December 2008 - Hospital Reopening Initiated

The County of Los Angeles initiates improvements
to the existing campus to provide community-
based inpatient hospital functions and support
spaces that would be seismically compliant beyond
2030 seismic standards established by the Office of
Statewide Health and Planning Development
(OSHPD). Includes renovations and improvements
to the existing Inpatient Tower and MACC, and the
placement of 120 beds within the Inpatient Tower

December 2008 - UC Partnership Initiated

At the direction of the Board of Supervisors, the
County of Los Angeles (County) Chief Executive
Office approached the University of California
(UC) to assist the County with developing options
to provide hospital services at the Martin Luther
King, Jr. Medical Center Campus

December 2008 - Jumpstart Reopening Process
County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors
approves Supervisor Ridley-Thomas’ request for a
plan to help ‘jump start’ process to reopen MLK
Medical Center Campus

August 2009 - Town Hall Meeting

Supervisor Ridley-Thomas hosted a Town Hall
meeting at Drew Magnet High School on August
1st to discuss the New Martin Luther King Hospital

August 2009 - BOS UnanimouslySupport New MLK
County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors unani-
mously support plan to build a new MLK Medical
Center Campus

November 2009 - BOS Approve MLK Motion
County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors
approves motion to expedite design services on the
new MLK Medical Center Campus

December 2009 - Community Meeting

County and the Second Supervisorial District host a
project introduction meeting to present plans for
the MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
project to the community which would include:
re-opening the MLK Medical Center Campus,
construction a new MACC, an Ancillary Building
and related site improvements, as well as the
preparation of a Master Plan for the MLK Medical
Center Campus that would allow a mix of uses

January 2010 - Planning Workshop

County and the Second Supervisorial District host a
community planning workshop to gather ideas
from the community regarding the Master Plan for
the MLK Medical Center Campus

March 2010 - Scoping Meeting

The County hosts a public scoping meeting for the
environmental impact report (EIR) addressing the
MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment
project under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA)

FIGURE 2.2.1-1
MLK Timeline of Planning and Environmental Review Process




The renovations and improvements to the campus as described above will allow the hospital to
regain its license and quickly and cost-effectively meet the unmet inpatient needs for the
community, while also allowing the County to reopen a fully functional medical campus that more
accurately reflects community needs.

The existing structures within the proposed project site are described in the following section. The
existing campus information described in this section are based on information provided by the
County Chief Executive Office and County Department of Public Works, as well as from
information described in a Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Planning Programming
Report that was prepared by HMC Architects.’

2.2.2 Existing Structures

The proposed project site consists of 15 main buildings: Genesis Clinic, Oasis Clinic (old), Oasis
Clinic (new),® Registration Building, Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center,
Inpatient Tower, MACC, Pediatric Acute Care Building, Medical Records and Laundry Building,
Central Plant, Plant Management Building, North Support Building, South Support Building, Interns
and Physicians Building, and Hub Clinic.” There is also a multi-level parking structure available for
parking and six support and ancillary buildings and facilities including: an Emergency Room,
Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) Building, Claude Hudson Auditorium, Cooling Towers, and
two storage buildings on the proposed project site (Figure 2.2.2-1, MLK Existing Campus Plan, and
Table 2.2.2-1, Existing Buildings and Structures). Below are structural descriptions and status of the
existing buildings and other structural components. The developed floor area (not including the
parking structure) is approximately 1.2 million square feet. The existing conditions on the campus
(which may exclude some of the ongoing renovations and improvements to the buildings as
described above in Section 2.2.1, Background) provide the existing baseline conditions for these
buildings.

> HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.

® The Oasis Clinic (new) and the Hub Clinic buildings are located north of the existing 38-acre campus but are
considered part of the existing campus structures and operations.

7 The Hub Clinic and the Oasis Clinic (new) buildings are located north of the existing 38-acre campus but are
considered part of the existing campus structures and operations.
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TABLE 2.2.2-1

EXISTING BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES

Footprint
Would Buildings/ of Campus
Floor Structures Remain Buildings /
Area Following the Tier Il Structures
Building / Structure (square Development of the Currently (square
Name feet) Proposed Project? (Y/N) Floors | Operational feet)
1 Genesis Clinic 2,100 Y 1 N 2,100
2 Qasis Clinic (old) 2,580 Y 1 N 2,580
3 Oasis Clinic (new) 1,850 Y 1 Y 1,850
4 Registration Building 10,950 Y 2 Y 5,475
5 Augustus F. Hawkins 3 (and a
Comprehensive Mental 226,818 Y Y 75,606
basement)
Health Center
6 Inpatient Tower 187,676 v IO5 (and a v 37,535
asement)
7 MACC Y (onl
495,335 N b5 (and a partiallyy 99,067
asement) .
operational)
8 Pediatric Acute Care 7,878 Y 1 Y 7,878
9 Medical Records and 26,355 y 1 v 26,355
Laundry
10 |Central Plant (I and II) 24,103 Y 1 Y 24,103
11 |Plant Management 15,648 Y 1 Y 15,648
Building
12 |North Support Building 52,276 Y 2 Y 26,138
13 |South Support Building 34,762 Y 2 Y 17,381
14 |Interns and Physicians Y (only
Building 124,391 Y 6 partially 20,731
operational)
15 |Emergency Room 3,300 N 1 Y 3,300
16 |Storage Building 1,060 N 1 Y 1,060
17 |MRI Building 1,100 Y 1 Y 1,100
18 |Claude Hudson 3,922 Y 1 Y 3,922
Auditorium ’
19 |Cooling Towers® 6,790 N 1 Y 6,790
20 |Hub Clinic 12,265 Y 1 Y 12,265
21 |Storage Building” 2,533 Y 1 Y 2,533
EXISTING CAMPUS
TOTAL 1,243,692 393,417
NOTE:

a. These structures would likely be reused, replaced, or removed following the reuse, replacement, or removal of the
existing MACC Building.
b. This building is in the footprint of the Central Plant expansion, but may just be incorporated during design and remain.

2.2.2.1 Genesis Clinic

The Genesis Clinic is a 2,100-square-foot outpatient clinic located on the north-eastern portion of
the proposed project site. The Genesis Clinic is attached by a walkway to the Oasis Clinic. This
clinic is currently not operational.
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2.2.2.2 Oasis Clinic (Old)

The Oasis Clinic is a 2,580-square-foot Human Immunodeficiency Virus / Acquired Immune
Deficiency Syndrome (HIV/AIDS) clinic that provided comprehensive HIV/AIDS medical care to
patients, while it was operational. The services of this clinic included nutritional counseling;
treatment education; women’s services; mental health; on-site case management; Aids Drug
Assistance Program enrollment, orientation, and education for patients diagnosed with HIV;
hormone therapy; and adolescent services. This clinic is currently not operational.

2.2.2.3 Oasis Clinic (New)

The Oasis Clinic is a 1,850-square-foot HIV/AIDS clinic that provides comprehensive HIV/AIDS
medical care to patients. The services of this clinic include nutritional counseling; treatment
education; women’s services; mental health; on-site case management; Aids Drug Assistance
Program enrollment, orientation, and education for patients diagnosed with HIV; hormone therapy;
and adolescent services.

2.2.2.4 Registration Building

The 10,950-square-foot Registration Building is a two-story building, which provides office space in
support of the campus. The registration building is located off the existing main entrance of the
proposed project site, off Wilmington Avenue.

2.2.2.5 Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center

The existing 226,818-square-foot Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center is a
three-story building with a partial one-level basement and was constructed in 1979. The building
provides inpatient and outpatient mental healthcare. This building is composed of reinforced-
concrete construction. The lateral-force-resisting system is composed of reinforced-concrete shear
walls. The foundation system is composed of reinforced-concrete piles. The building is categorized
by the OSHPD as Structural Performance Category—4 (SPC-4), which means that the building can
remain functional to beyond the year 2030.

2.2.2.6 Inpatient Tower

The 187,676-square-foot Inpatient Tower was constructed in 1993. This building consists of a five-
floor facility with a one-level basement that provides outpatient services. The roof of the Inpatient
Tower contains a helipad that is used for hospital specific emergency use. The building is base
isolated, utilizing rubber-bearing isolators and sliders to reduce the seismic forces or accelerations
experienced by the building in a seismic event. The building superstructure is composed of
structural steel construction. The gravity system utilizes a concrete-filled metal deck supported by
structural steel beams, girders, and columns. Special concentric-braced frames are used for the
building’s lateral-force-resisting system. The foundation system is composed of cast-in-place
concrete-drilled piles. The SPC of the building is categorized by California OSHPD as SPC-5,
which is the highest SPC rating and permits the building to be used for hospital functions beyond
the year 2030.

The CEQA-exempt, ongoing project includes installation of a pneumatic tube blower room on the
roof of the existing building. This would probably require strengthening of the building as well as
localized strengthening of the framing to support the added weight.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Draft EIR
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2227 Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center Building

The existing 495,335-square-foot MACC was constructed in the late 1960s. This building is a six-
story building with a penthouse constructed in the late 1960s. The building consists of three
structurally independent buildings: Central Tower, North Tower, and South Tower. This building
was formerly used as a 437-bed inpatient, outpatient, and emergency facility. All components of
the MACC Building are composed of reinforced concrete construction. The gravity system utilizes
two-way reinforced concrete slabs supported by reinforced concrete beams and columns. The
lateral-force-resisting system is composed of reinforced concrete shear walls. The foundation
system is composed of cast-in-place concrete drilled piles. The SPC of the building is categorized
by OSHPD as SPC-1. In order to provide inpatient services, the existing MACC would require
significant seismic improvements in January 2013 for compliance with OSHPD requirements.
Solely for the purposes of this analysis, it has been anticipated that this structure will be replaced in
order to adopt the most conservative approach to the environmental analysis; however, the
disposition of the building will be determined by the future Master Plan.

2.2.2.8 Pediatric Acute Care Building

The existing 7,878-square-foot Pediatric Acute Care Building is a one-story building with a
mezzanine level and was constructed in 1992. The building is composed of structural steel
construction. The gravity system utilizes a concrete-filled metal deck supported by structural steel
beams, girders, and columns. Special concentric braced frames are used for the building’s lateral-
force-resisting system. The foundation system is composed of cast-in-place concrete drilled piles.
The building is categorized by OSHPD as SPC-3, which permits the building to remain functional
to the year 2030 and beyond. The existing Nonstructural Performance Category (NPC) of the
building is NPC-3. Under the CEQA-exempt ongoing project, the building will be upgraded to
continue to be used for hospital functions.

2.2.2.9 Medical Records and Laundry Building

The existing 26,355-square-foot Medical Records Building is a one-story building constructed in
1972. The building is composed of reinforced-concrete construction. The gravity system utilizes
two-way reinforced-concrete slabs supported by reinforced-concrete beams and columns. The
lateral-force-resisting system is composed of reinforced-concrete shear walls. The foundation
system is composed of cast-in-place concrete drilled piles. The building is categorized by the
OSHPD as SPC-2, which means that the building can remain functional until only the year 2030,
unless it is brought into compliance with the OSHPD structural provisions. Under the CEQA-
exempt ongoing project, the building will be upgraded seismically to bring it up to OSHPD SPC-4
or SPC-5, thus allowing the building to be used for inpatient functions until the year 2030 and
beyond. The seismic retrofit work would include the addition of new reinforced-concrete shear
walls, mitigation of existing discontinuous shear wall conditions, and possible localized
strengthening of existing foundations. The building is also expected to be completely gutted, and
all new nonstructural and information technology work would comply with the current code.

2.2.2.10 Central Plant

The 24,103-square-foot Central Plant was constructed in two phases. The Phase | component is a
single-story building, with partial mezzanine floor, built in the 1960s. The roof structure consists of
reinforced concrete one-way slab supported by tapered steel girders. Concrete shear walls form the
perimeter of the building and provide the seismic bracing for the building. The foundation system
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of the building consists of cast-in-place concrete piles. However, the mechanical, electrical, and
plumbing equipment upgrade within it and some structural work (voluntary) were performed in
1993 under OSHPD permit number HS912289. OSHPD records show the building rated as SPC-1.
Under the CEQA-exempt ongoing project, the building will be upgraded seismically to bring it up
to OSHPD SPC-4 or SPC-5, thus allowing the building to be used for hospital function until the
year 2030 and beyond.

The Central Plant Phase Il building, located to the south of the Phase | building, was constructed in
1975. The building structure currently has an SPC-4 rating; therefore, no seismic retrofit upgrade of
the building is required. The construction of the Phase Il building is similar to the Phase | building.
There is an underground water storage tank, measuring 47 feet by 47 feet by 22.5 feet deep and
occupying the southern half of the building. Construction of water storage tank consists of cast-in-
place concrete slabs and walls. Under the CEQA-exempt ongoing project, new plant equipment
will be placed on the floor slab above the tank, which may require strengthening.

The CEQA-exempt ongoing project, a 6,000-square-foot expansion to the Central Plant will include
installation of chiller equipment on the roof.

2.2.2.11 Plant Management Building

The 15,648-square-foot Plant Management Building supports campus functions at the proposed
project site. This building is architecturally comparable to the other structures on the proposed
project site in that it has concrete walls. Under the CEQA-exempt ongoing project, renovations and
improvements to the interior of the building may be required.

2.2.2.12 North Support Building

The existing 52,276-square-foot North Support Building is a two-story building, constructed in two
phases. The original building, which consisted of the lower full level and a partial second level,
was built as a concrete structure in 1973. The second floor and roof consist of two-way waffle slab
supported on concrete columns. Perimeter concrete walls provide lateral bracing to the structure.
Foundation system consists of cast-in-place drilled pile. The second phase consisted of capturing
the setback area over the second floor at the east side to provide additional space in the late 1980s.
The addition was constructed of steel framing with concrete fill roof deck. The two phases appear
to be connected so that the buildings function structurally as one. Under the CEQA-exempt
ongoing project, interior renovations to the first and second floors will be included.

2.2.2.13 South Support Building

The 34,762-square-foot South Support building is a single-story concrete building with partial
mezzanine floor, built in the early 1970s. Construction is similar to the North Support Building.
The gravity system of the building consists of concrete waffle slab supported on concrete columns.
The lateral-force-resisting system is composed of reinforced concrete shear walls. Under the CEQA-
exempt ongoing project, interior renovations will be included.

2.2.2.14 Interns and Physicians Building
The 124,391-square-foot Interns and Physicians Building is a six-story building also built in the

1970s. This building is currently not fully operational. This building housed mainly the interns and
physicians involved in the Physician Assistant Program of the Charles R. Drew Postgraduate
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Medical School. This building is architecturally comparable to the other structures on the proposed
project site in that it has concrete walls.

2.2.2.15 Emergency Room

The 3,300-square-foot Emergency Room is connected to the northwestern portion of the existing
MACC Building. This one-story structure served as a waiting room for the emergency room. Solely
for the purposes of this analysis, it has been anticipated that this structure will be replaced in order
to adopt the most conservative approach to the environmental analysis; however, the disposition of
the building will be determined by the future Master Plan.

2.2.2.16 Storage Building

The 1,060-square-foot, one-story Storage Building is currently used for campus storage. This
building is located south of the existing MACC Building and may be reused, replaced, or removed
following the reuse, replacement, or removal of the existing MACC Building. Solely for the
purposes of this analysis, it has been anticipated that this structure will be replaced in order to
adopt the most conservative approach to the environmental analysis; however, the disposition of
the building will be determined by the future Master Plan.

2.2.2.17 Magnetic Resonance Imaging Building

The 1,100-square-foot MRI Building houses the MRI systems. This one-story structure is located
north of the existing MACC Building and may be relocated to the tech dock behind the new MACC
Building in Tier | of the proposed project.

2.2.2.18 Claude Hudson Auditorium

The 3,922-square-foot Claude Hudson Auditorium is a one-story structure that is attached by a
walkway to the existing MACC Building. This building may remain following the reuse,
replacement, or removal of the existing MACC Building. Solely for the purposes of this analysis, it
has been anticipated that this structure will be replaced in order to adopt the most conservative
approach to the environmental analysis; however, the disposition of the building will be
determined by the future Master Plan.

2.2.2.19 Cooling Towers

The 6,790-square-foot Cooling Towers are one-story structures that serve the heat removal and
heating, ventilating, air conditioning functions of the existing MACC. These structures may be
reused, replaced, or removed following the reuse, replacement, or removal of the existing MACC
Building in Tier Il of the proposed project. Solely for the purposes of this analysis, it has been
anticipated that this structure will be replaced in order to adopt the most conservative approach to
the environmental analysis; however, the disposition of the building will be determined by the
future Master Plan.

2.2.2.20 Hub Clinic
The 12,265-square-foot Hub Clinic is situated north of the Hawkins Building off East 120th Street.

This is a one-story building. The Hub Clinic services the needs of children and families in the foster
care system.
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2.2.2.21 Storage Building

The 2,533-square-foot, one-story Storage Building is currently used for storage. This building is
located south of the Central Plant and Medical Records and Laundry Buildings. This building will
be removed under the CEQA-exempt ongoing project. Solely for the purposes of this analysis, it
has been anticipated that this structure will be replaced in order to adopt the most conservative
approach to the environmental analysis; however, the disposition of the building will be
determined by the future Master Plan.

2.2.2.22 Additional Support Structures
Existing Tunnel

The existing underground utility tunnel was constructed in two phases. The Phase | tunnel extends
north from the north side of Central Plant Phase | and connects to the east-west segment serving the
existing MACC Building to the east and Interns and Physicians Building to the west. The Phase |
tunnel was constructed in the early 1970s. Under the CEQA-exempt ongoing project, the existing
Phase | tunnel will be seismically retrofitted to obtain an SPC-5 rating.

The Phase Il tunnel consists of north-south segment extending north from the Phase | tunnel to
serve the Hawkins Building and Inpatient Tower. The Phase Il tunnel was built in late 1970s.

2.2.3 Existing Operational Conditions

The existing campus currently provides urgent care services and outpatient clinic services. The
Urgent Care Center consists of 27 treatment spaces and operates out of the space that was
previously occupied by the Emergency Department.® The Urgent Care Center treats non-life-
threatening medical problems such as sprains or fractures, minor injuries and rashes, and colds and
fevers.” The Urgent Care Center is open from 7:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. daily.'® There are currently
70 specialty Outpatient Clinics operating at the existing hospital."" The Outpatient Clinics provide
general medical care ranging from general medicine to HIV/AIDS, cardiology, dermatology,
dentistry, geriatrics, neurology, orthopedic, and physical therapy.'? Outpatient Clinics operate
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m."* The Outpatient Clinics provide services for
approximately 160,000 individuals annually (the patient volume capacity is described further
below)." There are currently approximately 621 employees at the partially operational hospital.

8 Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 2 February 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www.ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

° Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 2 February 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www .ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

% Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 29 July 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www .ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

" Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 2 February 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www.ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

12 Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 29 July 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www.ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

'3 Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 29 July 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www .ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage

“HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report- Executive Report. Los Angeles, CA.
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The Outpatient Clinics and Departments currently available at the MLK Medical Center Campus
include, but are not limited to:"

. Ancillary Services
. Echocardiogram
- Electroencephalogram
. Occupational Therapy
. Physical Therapy
. Community Health Plan
. Adult
- Pediatric
. Internal Medicine
. Cardiology
- Chemotherapy
. Chest
. Dermatology
. Diabetic
. Dietary
. Endocrinology
- Gastroenterology
- General medicine
. Geriatrics
. Hematology-Oncology
. Hypertension
- Neurology
. OASIS HIV/AIDS Clinic
. Renal
. Obstetrics/Gynecology
. Colposcopy
- Gynecology
. Gynecology oncology
- Obstetrics
. Ophthalmology
. General eye
. Oralmaxillofacial
. General Dental
. Oral surgery
. Orthopedic
. General Orthopedic
. Hand Orthopedic
. Otolaryngology (Ear, Nose, and Throat)
. Adult allergy
- Audiology
. General (Ear, Nose, and Throat)
. Oncology (Head and Neck)
. Pediatric

!> Los Angeles County Health Services. Accessed 2 February 2010. “Departments and Clinics.” Available at:
http://www.ladhs.org/wps/portal/KingHomepage
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. Allergy

- Cardiology
- Chest
- Dermatology
- HUB (Children in Foster Care)
. Pediatric Intervention Program
. Nutrition
. Pulmonary Services
. Pharmacy
. Radiology Services
. Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI)
. Mammography
. Nuclear Medicine
- Ultrasound
o Surgery
. Breast (Minor)
. General surgery
= Prostate
. Urology

Although the license was suspended for the provision of inpatient services at the proposed project
site, it is understood that the existing campus has the capacity to be fully operational. Therefore,
despite the fact that the campus is currently only partially operational, the past operational use of
the existing campus will provide a reference for the capacity of the proposed project site to operate
at full capacity and will also be utilized to further establish baseline conditions for this analysis.

2.2.3.1 Patient Volume

The existing patient volume on the campus is largely determined by the MACC patient volume and
services. The patient volume capacity for the MACC, based on the 2008-2009 workload and
estimates, is as follows: 160,000 annual outpatient services visits (including 11,000 walk-in clinic
visits); 10,000 inpatient visits; 30,000 annual emergency services visits; 2,700 inpatient surgery
procedures; and 3,500 outpatient surgery procedures.

2.2.3.2 Accessibility

The existing campus is accessible via both pedestrian and vehicular traffic. Public access is
available off 120th Street and Wilmington Avenue. There is a service entry to the loading docks
and buildings located off Compton Avenue, and there is one ambulance emergency department
entry to the existing campus located off 120th Street.

2.2.3.3 Parking

Approximately 1,767 parking spaces are currently provided on-site in seven designated parking
areas, as well as miscellaneous surface parking interspersed throughout the campus.’ The total

® HMC Architects. 18 August 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Parking Inventory. Prepared for: County of
Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.
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1,767 parking spaces are comprised of 1,678 standard spaces, 83 accessible spaces, and 6
temporary parking spaces.'”

Following completion of the CEQA-exempt ongoing project, there will be approximately 1,925
parking spaces on the campus.'® Although a minimum of 2,220 parking spaces would be required
for Tier | of the proposed project by County Code,' a parking forecast prepared for the existing
campus determined that approximately 1,915 parking spaces were required for Tier | on the
existing campus due to the proximity of public transportation.?® Additionally, parking utilization
observations and counts at the existing campus have noted that on average, there is a parking
surplus on the campus of more than 41 percent during the peak parking demand hour (11 a.m.).”’

Furthermore, it has been noted that:*?

. The County Code parking requirements are essentially intended to accommodate
the peak parking demand for uses on a “stand-alone” basis, and therefore do not
account for parking efficiencies obtained when complementary medical uses are
developed in a campus environment. For example, medical staff (physicians,
nurses, etc.) may work in different buildings throughout the day while patients may
arrive for an appointment in one office and then be administered a test or treatment
in a separate building. Thus, the synergies and efficiencies of these complementary
uses contribute to some “double-counting” when estimating parking demand based
in the cumulative Code parking requirements of the individual facilities; [and]

. The Medical Center is well-served by public transportation, thereby reducing the
need for travel by automobiles. As previously noted, stations for the Metro Green
Line and Metro Blue Line are within walking distance to the Medical Center.
Further, public buses operated by Metro (Lines 55, 202, 205, 305, 612) and other
local transit agencies including the MLK Shuttle, the Hahn’s Trolley and Shuttle
Service, and the Los Angeles County Dial-A-Ride serve the campus. Accordingly,
there are substantial public transportation options for staff, patients and visitors that
allow for a reduction in parking demand.

Currently, the observed peaking parking demand on the campus is approximately 1,052 parking
spaces.” Additionally, it is anticipated that the peak parking demand may rise to roughly 1,142

7 HMC Architects. 18 August 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Parking Inventory. Prepared for: County of
Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.

'8 HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.

19 Linscott, Law, Greenspan Engineers. 27 May 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Updated Parking Review.
Prepared for: County of Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.

20 HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.

21 Linscott, Law, Greenspan Engineers. 27 May 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Updated Parking Review.
Prepared for: County of Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA. Utilization counts were conducted over the course of several days in
April 2009 and May 2010 and were performed by Linscott, Law, Greenspan Engineers and The Traffic Solution for
Linscott, Law, Greenspan Engineers.

22 Linscott, Law, Greenspan Engineers. 27 May 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Updated Parking Review.
Prepared for: County of Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.

2 HMC Architects. 18 August 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Parking Inventory. Prepared for: County of
Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.
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following completion of ongoing campus improvements.?* During construction it is anticipated that
the total available parking spaces will drop as low as 1,289 parking spaces.”> However, the
available parking on campus would be sufficient to ensure that parking spaces are available during
and after construction of both tiers of the proposed project.

2.2.3.4 Public Transportation

Public transportation in the vicinity of the proposed project include: the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA), Los Angeles Department of Transportation Downtown Area Short
Hop (LADOT-DASH), the City of Compton Renaissance Transit System, the City of Gardena
Municipal Bus Line, Rosewood Smart Shuttle, Lynwood Trolley, Torrance Transit System, Carson
Circuit System, Long Beach Transit (LBT), and the Hahn Trolley Shuttle Service, which is discussed
below.

The existing campus is currently accessible by multiple means of public transportation. There are
two bus stations located on the existing campus boundary: one bus station is located on the
northern boundary on 120th Street, and one bus station is located on the eastern boundary on
Wilmington Avenue. In addition, Metro Blue Line and Green Line stations are located
approximately 0.5 mile northeast of the existing campus; the Metro Blue Line and Green Line
stations have a shuttle bus that transports individuals between the existing campus and the metro
stations. It is anticipated that these public transportation services would continue to operate during
construction and following completion of the proposed project. The County will coordinate with
the public transportation providers to ensure the compatibility of the proposed project with these
services.

The County Board of Supervisors currently funds the Hahn’s Trolley and Shuttle Service, which
provides shuttle services to the community surrounding the existing campus. Hahn’s Trolley and
Shuttle Service operates three interconnecting routes. The County also funds a van service, L.A.
County Dial-A-Ride, in the community surrounding the campus that provides transportation service
for senior citizens and people with disabilities who reside within the unincorporated areas of
Willowbrook, Walnut Park, Florence/Graham, Athens, Rosewood, and Rancho Dominguez.

2.2.3.5 Utilities

The existing campus is connected to the public utilities, water, gas, and sewer through a system of
underground piping, valves, and access points to all the buildings. This complex piping system is
used to maintain the connectivity from the buildings to the utilities in the streets.?®

Existing utilities for the campus are provided through the following equipment and structures:
underground utility tunnel, cooling towers, electrical equipment, bulk oxygen (O2) storage, gas
cylinders, generator fuel storage, central plant, underground fuel tanks, and emergency generators.

24 HMC Architects. 18 August 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Parking Inventory. Prepared for: County of
Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.

2 HMC Architects. 18 August 2010. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Parking Inventory. Prepared for: County of
Los Angeles. Pasadena, CA.

26 HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.
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Electrical Infrastructure

The existing campus is served by the Southern California Edison Company. The existing campus
has the capacity to supply approximately 10 megawatts of power to the campus. A review of the
existing electrical infrastructure has determined the following: (1) portions of the existing campus
electric system equipment and cable, which receive power at 4,160 volts (V), have not been
upgraded since the hospital was constructed in the 1970s; these systems would be replaced as part
of the ongoing campus improvements; (2) many building power systems on the existing campus
would need to meet the requirements of the California Electric Code and National Fire Protection
Association 99, Standard for Health Care facilities. Furthermore, building power diesel generators
do not meet the existing Air Quality Management District emissions requirements, and the
electrical systems require modifications that will be addressed under the CEQA-exempt ongoing
project.

2.2.3.6 Water Use

Water use at the existing campus has varied over time. The average water use on the campus
between the years 2002 and 2006 was more than 80 million gallons (or 107,793 hundred cubic
foot (HCF) unit) of water per year.”’” The maximum annual amount of water consumption at the
campus was roughly 88 million gallons. It is anticipated that the maximum water consumption
amounts for Tier | of the proposed project would result in a decrease in water use from this
amount. It is further anticipated that Tier Il of the proposed project would include sustainable
design elements including, but not limited to, sustainable and water-efficient features. As such the
annual water use at the proposed project site would not be expected to be significantly greater than
the maximum operational usage amount of approximately 88 million gallons.

2.2.4 Existing Campus Surroundings

The areas surrounding the existing Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus include various
commercial, retail, transit, and institutional land uses. Among these uses are the Charles Drew
University of Medicine and Science (CDU), the Rosa Parks Transit Station, the Kenneth Hahn Plaza
and Village, and various residential neighborhoods, commercial businesses, public and
semipublic, industrial, open space, and transportation corridor uses.

2.2.4.1 Charles Drew University of Medicine and Science

The CDU is located between 118th Street to the north and 120th Street to the south. Historically,
the existing campus and CDU have maintained a complimentary relationship; the existing campus
has been used by CDU as a teaching hospital. In 2008, CDU opened a health clinic to provide
service to some patients that have been impacted by the suspension of the license for the provision
of inpatient services at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus.?® Just north of the
existing campus, CDU is joined by other institutional uses, including the King Drew Magnet High
School of Medicine and Science, and Lincoln Drew Elementary School. The CDU is not part of the
proposed project; however, it is a relevant existing condition that neighbors the proposed project
site.

%7 One (1) HCF equals 748 gallons of water. Baseline water use information provided by the County of Los Angeles,
2009.

28 Charles Drew University of Medicine and Science. Accessed 26 January 2010. Web site. Available at:
http://www.cdrewu.edu/news/2008/urgent-care-clinic
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2.2.4.2 Rosa Parks Transit Station

The Rosa Parks Transit Station is located northeast of the existing campus. This station houses the
Metro Blue Line and Green Line stations described in Section 2.2.3.4, Public Transportation, of this
project description. As previously noted, the Metro Blue Line and Green Line stations have a
shuttle bus that transports individuals between the existing campus and the metro stations.

2.2.4.3 Other Surrounding Uses

The Kenneth Hahn Plaza and Village at Willowbrook shopping center are located northeast and
east of the existing campus. These areas house commercial, retail, and other uses including a
public library.

These properties are not currently included in the Martin Luther King, Jr. redevelopment efforts, as
they are owned and operated by various private and public entities. However, in response to the
community’s interest in the inclusion of the development of these properties along with the
existing campus (which is owned by the County), the County is currently reviewing alternatives
and opportunities to include these properties in a master plan that encompasses the surrounding
community.

2.2.5 General Plan Land Use Designation

The proposed project site consists of County Office of the Assessor parcel numbers (APNs) 6140-
028-902, 6140-028-900, 6140-028-907, and 6140-028-903. The County General Plan land use
designation for these APNs is Public and Semipublic Facilities (P). According to the County
General Plan, the Public and Semipublic land use designation provides for activities by public and
quasipublic entities and allows for the establishment of facilities, infrastructure, and their related
operations in these areas that are public or semipublic in nature, including hospitals (Figure 2.2.5-
1, General Plan Land Use).” The current use of the proposed project site as a medical facility is in
conformance with this land use designation.

The land use designations surrounding the proposed project site include the Public and Semipublic
Facilities and Major Commercial (C) to the north, Medium-density Residential [12 to 22 dwelling
units (du)/acre] to the east, Low-density Residential (1 to 6 du/acre) to the south, and Low-density
Residential (1 to 6 du/acre) and Low/Medium-density Residential to the west. Other land uses
within the vicinity of the proposed project site include High-density Residential, Major
Commercial, Major Industrial, Open Space, and Transportation Corridor.

2.2.6 Zoning

The County zoning designation for all project parcels (APNs 6140-028-902, 6140-028-900, 6140-
028-907, and 6140-028-903) is Neighborhood Commercial (C-2; Neighborhood Business Zone)
(Figure 2.2.6-1, Zoning Designations). This zoning designation is established to identify
community-related commercial uses and permits the following uses: drugstores, medical clinics

2 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 1980. County of Los Angeles General Plan. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan#gp-existing
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(including laboratories), professional or business office space, parking lots and buildings, and
hospital equipment and supply rentals.*

The County has established development standards for the Neighborhood Business Zone:

No more than 90 percent of the net area [shall] be occupied by buildings, with a
minimum of 10 percent of the net area landscaped with a lawn, shrubbery, flowers
and/or trees, which shall be continuously maintained in good condition. Incidental
walkways, if needed, may be developed in the landscaped area; that there be
parking facilities as required by Part 11 of Chapter 22.52; and that a building or
structure shall not exceed a height of 35 feet above grade, excluding signs which
are permitted by Part 10 of Chapter 22.52 (such as chimneys, and rooftop
antennas).’’

Zoning designations surrounding the proposed project site include Single-family Residential (R-1)
to the south and west, Limited Multiple Residences (R-3) to the east, and Two-family Residence (R-
2) and Commercial (C-2; specifically, Neighborhood Commercial) to the north. Other zoning
designations within the vicinity of the proposed project site include Commercial Planned
Development, Unlimited Commercial, Light Manufacturing, Restricted Business, and Restricted
Parking. The proposed project’s hospital-related uses would be consistent with the existing and
permitted uses of this zoning designation, and no General Plan amendment or zone change would
be required. However, uses related to residential development would be subject to a conditional
use permit and would be required to meet the conditions of the permit.* It is anticipated that the
County would obtain a conditional use permit during the planning phase of the proposed project
and would be required to meet the specified conditions.

The County would further seek to ensure compatibility of the proposed project with the existing
campus and its surroundings but reserves the right to exempt elements of the proposed project
from the zoning designation. It is anticipated that the future campus development and master plan
will provide land use designations, recommended capital improvements, and design guidelines to
provide for the consistent and compatible development of the campus with the existing buildings
in a manner that meets the needs of the community, consistent with the County’s General Plan and
zoning regulations.

2.3 STATEMENT OF PROJECT GOAL AND OBJECTIVES
2.3.1 Goal

The goal of the proposed project is to provide new campus improvements and to reopen a fully
functional medical campus that meets the community needs for quality health care.

The County seeks to establish the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus as a center of
excellence for health care delivery, urban health promotion and prevention, health workforce

30 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 1980. County of Los Angeles General Plan. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan#gp-existing

31 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 1980. County of Los Angeles General Plan. Available at:
http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan#gp-existing

32 County of Los Angeles. Accessed 12 November 2009. Title 22, Planning and Zoning. Available at:
http://ordlink.com/codes/lacounty/ DATA/TITLE22/Chapter_22 28 COMMERCIAL _ZONES.html#3
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development, academic research and teaching, and economic development. The campus provides
an opportunity to develop up to an additional 1,814,696 square feet for a mix of uses, including
space for medical offices, commercial, retail, residential, recreation, and general offices, in addition
to any other development that will improve the community-based health program facility with a
net new increase of 1,476,010.

2.3.2 Tier I: Project Development Objectives

The County identified and prioritized the basic objectives that are important in achieving the
proposed project goals for Tier I:

o Revitalize the Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus through the provision
of comprehensive medical care.

o Demonstrate leadership in sustainable planning and design.

. Create a campus environment that encourages pedestrian movement and optimizes
connectivity, staff interaction, and links to the community.

. Develop a campus that is contextually integrated with the County of Los Angeles
and respects the surrounding communities.

o Improve the efficiency and quality of staff and tenant services.

. Maintain the 2,100-square-foot Genesis Clinic; 2,580-square-foot Oasis Clinic (old);

1,850-square-foot Oasis Clinic (new); 10,950-square-foot Registration Building;
226,818-square-foot Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive Mental Health Center;
187,676-square-foot Inpatient Tower; 7,878-square-foot Pediatric Acute Care;
26,355-square-foot Medical Records and Laundry; 24,103-square-foot Central Plant;
15,648-square-foot Plant Management; 52,276-square-foot North Support Building;
34,762-square-foot South Support Building; 124,391-square-foot Interns and
Physicians Buildings; 3,922-square-foot Claude Hudson Auditorium; 1,100-square-
foot MRI Building; and 12,265-square-foot Hub Clinic Building.

o Provide a 24,700-building-gross-square-footage (BGSF) space to accommodate the
Ancillary Building to house the cafeteria, administrative functions, and support
services for the MACC and the Inpatient Tower.

° Provide a 132,000-BGSF space to accommodate the MACC program.

o Provide 34,000 square feet of tenant improvements to accommodate support
functions in the North Support, South Support, Interns and Physicians, and Plant
Management Buildings.

. Connect to an upgraded central plant to service the MACC, North Support Building,
South Support Building, Inpatient Tower, and Interns and Physicians Building.

. Provide a parking area to allow sufficient parking for patients, client, visitors,
employees, medical staff; site work; and landscaping.

o Provide for a possible relocation of the MRI Building.

2.3.3 Tier Il: Master Plan Development Objectives

The County identified and prioritized the basic objectives that are important in achieving the
proposed project goals for Tier Il:

o Provide opportunities for development of up to 1,814,696 square feet of mixed use,
including medical office, commercial, retail, residential, recreational, office space,
and other development in support of the campus that are appurtenant to and
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compatible with the primary land use of a community-based health program
facility.
o Provide sufficient parking for mixed-use development.

2.4 PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project entails two tiers (Figure 2.4-1, MLK Proposed Campus Plan, and Table 2.4-1,
Proposed Campus Development Matrix). Tier | would involve development of the new MACC
Building and the Ancillary Building. Tier | would also include tenant improvements to the
following existing buildings: North Support Building, South Support Building, and the Plant
Management Building; site improvements; and potential relocation of the MRI Building.
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FIGURE 2.4-1
MLK Proposed Campus Plan




TABLE 2.4-1
PROPOSED CAMPUS DEVELOPMENT MATRIX

Proposed Total |Floor Area to
Floor Area of Be Reused, New Total
Current | Existing Campus | Replaced, or | Floor Area of
Total Floor [to Remain in Tier| Removed® |Tier | Campus
Building Name Area (SF) | Il Buildings (SF) (SF) Buildings (SF) | Floors

1 |Genesis Clinic 2,100 2,100 N/A N/A 1
2 |Qasis Clinic (old) 2,580 2,580 N/A N/A 1
3 |Oasis Clinic (new) 1,850 1,850 N/A N/A 1
4 |Registration Building 10,950 10,950 N/A N/A 2

Augustus F. Hawkins
5 |Comprehensive Mental Health 226,818 226,818 N/A N/A 30

Center
6 |Inpatient Tower 187,676 187,676 N/A N/A 5°
7 |Existing MACC® 495,335 0 (495,335) N/A 5°
8 |Pediatric Acute Care 7,878 7,878 N/A N/A 1
9 |Medical Records and Laundry 26,355 26,355 N/A N/A 1
10|Central Plant I and Il 24,103 24,103 N/A N/A 1
11 |Plant Management 15,648 15,648 N/A N/A 1
12 |North Support Building 52,276 52,276 N/A N/A 2
13 |South Support Building 34,762 34,762 N/A N/A 2
14 |Interns and Physicians Building 124,391 124,391 N/A N/A 6
15 |[Emergency Room 3,300 0 (3,300) N/A 1
16 |Storage Building 1,060 0 (1,060) N/A 1
17 IMRI Building 1,100 1,100 N/A N/A 1
18 |Claude Hudson Auditorium 3,922 3,922 N/A N/A 1
19|Cooling Towers? 6,790 0 (6,790) N/A 1
20 [Hub Clinic 12,265 12,265 N/A N/A 1
21 |Storage Building® 2,533 0 (2,533) N/A 1
A [New MACC 0 N/A 132,000 4
A |Ancillary Building 0 N/A 24,700 2
A |Emergency Generator 0 N/A 4,223 1
A |Central Plant Ill 0 N/A 9,409 1

TOTAL 1,243,692 734,674 509,018 170,332 N/A

NOTES:

a. It is understood that the emergency room, storage buildings, cooling towers, and existing MACC would be vacated
in Tier | and may be reused, replaced, or removed as part of Tier Il of the proposed project. These buildings may be
either (1) removed during Tier Il or (2) reused, replaced, or removed in Tier Il. In either case, the building space
would not be operational as part of Tier I. Should these buildings be reused, replaced, or removed in Tier I, the
floor area of the space would be included within the total Tier Il potential development of 1,814,696 square feet.
Thus, the total of all net new development floor area at build-out of the campus would not exceed 1,476,010 square
feet. The new MACC Building, Ancillary Building, emergency generator space, and new central plant Il are labeled
“A” in Table 2.4-1, are proposed buildings.

b. These buildings also have basements, or a partial floor in the case of the Augustus F. Hawkins Comprehensive
Mental Health Center.

c. This scenario takes into account the replacement of the MACC Building, which is the ‘worst-case scenario for the
proposed development. Should this structure be reused, 132,000 square feet for the MACC Building should be
accounted for in both the proposed total floor area and proposed footprint of the campus buildings.

d. These structures would likely be removed following the reuse, replacement, or removal of the existing MACC
Building.

e. This bufi;Iding is in the footprint of the Central Plant (Phase Ill) expansion but may just be incorporated during design

and remain.
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NOTES FOR TABLES 2.4-1, 2.4-2, and 2.4-3:

e The calculations assume that the campus would retain 10-percent open space through use of landscape for the
purpose of aesthetic designs / beautification, noise barriers, storm water runoff reduction, air quality, and overall
health and sustainability. The County Zoning Code specifications require a minimum of 10 percent open
space).

e The calculations assume that a maximum of 40 percent of the campus would be reserved for the potential
parking structures or parking lots.

e  The calculations include a 2.5-story-average building-height limit, based on the existing structures. The County
Zoning Code specifications require a 35' (3-story) height limit.

e There is no required setback for the development.
e The 100 residential units would be included in the approximately 1,814,696 square feet of new development.

Tier Il of the proposed project would entail the reuse, replacement, or removal of the existing
MACC Building (which will be vacant following construction of the new MACC Building in Tier I)
and reuse, replacement, or removal of the following: Emergency Room, Storage Building, and
Cooling Towers.”> Tier Il construction may entail additional master-planned mixed-use
development, which may include the potential for medical offices, general offices, commercial and
retail space, residential units, recreational areas, and other development that is appurtenant to and
compatible with the primary land use, in support of the campus.

To establish a proposed program of development level for the mixed-use portion of Tier Il that is
described in Table 2.4-1 as the potential build-out, the currently undeveloped areas of the campus
(undeveloped in this case includes parking lots and structures but not buildings) were calculated
and adjustments were made for buildings to be reused, replaced, or removed and developed, to
obtain a surface area from which to calculate allowable build-out (Table 2.4-2, Proposed Tier I
Campus Development Calculations). A maximum build-out of this remaining area was calculated
using maximum build-out criteria from the Los Angeles County Zoning Code restrictions applicable
to the site. Initially, this maximum build-out number was in excess of 2 million square feet and
included zoning code allowances of a maximum of three stories in building height and a minimum
of 10 percent open space (i.e., areas without structures). To determine a more accurate level of
development for Tier II, the following assumptions were added: (1) open space site-wide would
remain a minimum of 10 percent in order to maintain some of the current character of the site as
an open and landscaped campus; (2) the site area to be set aside for the potential development of
an up to 100-unit residential component, parking structures or parking lots, and walkways would
be a maximum of 40 percent of the entire site; and (3) although a maximum of three stories would
be allowed for new buildings, an average height of 2.5 stories was assumed.** With these
assumptions added in, the maximum programmed development for Tier Il could consist of up to
1,814,696 square feet.

33 However, the functions of these buildings would be substituted.

34 An average building size of 2.5 was used although it is anticipated that the Tier Il buildings would vary in size and may
be taller than 2.5 stories.
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TABLE 2.4-2
PROPOSED TIER Il CAMPUS DEVELOPMENT CALCULATIONS

Total Proposed Tier Il Development
(square feet)

TIER 11 DEVELOPMENT
Total Campus Area
(less the buildings retained) 1,344,219
Total Campus Area
(less 10% open space) 1,209,797
Total Campus Area
(less 40% potential parking) 725,878
Total Campus Area
(multiplied by average building stories 2.5) 1,814,696
Total Campus Potential Build-out 1,814,696
Total Campus Area (38.36 acres) 1,670,920

Tier | of the proposed project will result in a decrease of the existing square feet, as the functions of
several existing buildings would be removed. Tier Il of the proposed project has the potential to
result in a total floor area of up to 1,814,696 square feet (or a footprint of up to approximately
725,878 square feet) of new development. A summary of the proposed project development is
provided in Table 2.4-3, Proposed Project Development Summary. As shown, given the net
reduction in building floor area in Tier I, the net new development after completion of Tier | plus
Tier 1l is 1,476,010 square feet of floor area.

TABLE 2.4-3
PROPOSED PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
Summary Square Feet

1 Existing floor area 1,243,692
2 Existing floor area proposed to remain 734,674
3 |Floor aref proposed to be reused, replaced, or (509,018)

removed
4 Floor area proposed as new construction in Tier | 170,332
5 |Total net new Tier | development

(Sum of lines 3 and 4) (338,686)
6 Potential new build-out Tier Il 1,814, 696
7  |Total net new Tier I and Tier Il

(Sum of lines 5 and 6) 1,476,010

NOTE:

a. This is the total amount of building floor area to be removed from operations, including reuse, replacement, or
removal of buildings. See Table 2.4.1 for annotation of buildings that are being vacated, awaiting Tier Il reuse,
replacement, or removal. The vacation of the specified buildings in Tier | will result in a reduction of the existing
floor area. The vacated buildings will be reused, replaced, or removed during Tier Il of the proposed project.

Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design Elements

On January 16, 2007, the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors approved the Countywide
Energy and Environmental Policy. The Countywide Energy and Environmental Policy consists of
programs that are designed to institute energy conservation and environmental stewardship into all
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County efforts.”> As part of the Countywide Energy and Environmental Policy, the County has
established requirements for capital construction. The County requires that all new County
buildings (greater than 10,000 square feet) under the County’s Capital Project Program, which
includes capital improvement and development projects, shall be Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design (LEED) certified at the silver level.*®

Development of the new MACC Building and the Ancillary Building under Tier | of the proposed
project are currently registered with the U.S. Green Building Council under LEED for New
Construction (LEED-NC).*” The County will seek LEED silver certification for the MACC Building
and the Ancillary Building.*® In addition, any County buildings that are more than 10,000 square
feet that are developed under Tier Il of the proposed project will be required to seek a minimum
LEED silver certification. The LEED program recognizes and promotes a project’s success in five
areas: (1) sustainable sites, (2) water efficiency, (3) energy and atmosphere efficiencies, (4) materials
and resources, and (5) indoor environmental quality. In addition, the federal government has a
program titled “Green Guide for Healthcare Construction” (GGHC), which is designed to help
hospitals navigate through the LEED program. The proposed project would incorporate energy
efficient and sustainable strategies throughout the construction, development, and operation of the
proposed project.

The development of Tier | and Tier Il of the proposed project would utilize and incorporate
materials to ensure visual consistency and continuity at the proposed project site and within the
surrounding area. The proposed project must adhere to the design goals presented in the campus
planning and programming report that was prepared for the MLK Medical Center Campus by HMC
Architects in 2009. The report stated that the proposed architecture should achieve the following:

o Respect the existing fabric of buildings;

. The selection of exterior material and architectural forms should make reference to
the material palette of the existing campus while incorporating contemporary
materials and building technologies to project the future vision of this campus;

. The juxtaposition and massing of the new buildings should be strategically located
to allow visitors a pleasurable aesthetic experience; and
o The open spaces created in between the buildings are designed the variations in

size, shape, and scale that are conducive to pedestrian travel through the campus.*
2.4.1 Tier l: Project Development

Tier | of the proposed project would entail the development of two new buildings: the new MACC
Building and the Ancillary Building, tenant improvements in existing buildings, site improvements,

35 County of Los Angeles. Accessed August 2010. “Energy and Environmental Efforts.” Web site. Available at:
http://green.lacounty.gov/green_buildings.asp

36 County of Los Angeles. Accessed August 2010. “Energy and Environmental Efforts.” Web site. Available at:
http://green.lacounty.gov/green_buildings.asp

3 HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.

3 HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.

39 HMC Architects. 18 September 2009. Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus—Campus Planning and
Programming Report. Los Angeles, CA.
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and potential relocation of the MRI Building. Project-level environmental impact report (EIR)
analysis will be provided for Tier I.

2.4.1.1 Multi-Service Ambulatory Care Center Building

The proposed MACC Building would be a four-story building consisting of approximately 132,000
square feet of floor area. This building would house the walk-in clinic, outpatient imaging,
outpatient surgery, and various other outpatient clinics that are currently operating in the existing
MACC. The proposed building would most likely be of structural steel construction. The gravity
system of the building would consist of lightweight fill over metal decking supported by steel
beams and columns. Similar to the proposed Ancillary Building, the lateral-force-resisting system of
the MACC Building can be any one of the following: moment frames, braced frames, or a
combination of the two. The lateral-force-resisting system, whether moment frames or braced
frames, would be located along the perimeter of the building, which would accommodate
maximum flexibility for planning and space layout. The foundation for the new building would
likely be a cast-in-place drilled pile foundation system.

2.4.1.2 Ancillary Building

The proposed Ancillary Building would be a two-story structure consisting of approximately
24,700 square feet of floor area. This building would house the campus kitchen and cafeteria, and
administrative offices. The building would be constructed to the east of the new MACC. A new
pedestrian footbridge would be provided at the east end of the building for connection to the
existing Inpatient Tower for the transportation of materials and supplies. The bridge would most
likely be constructed of steel with a seismic joint at the Inpatient Tower.

The new building would most likely be structural steel construction. The gravity system of the
building would consist of lightweight fill over metal decking supported by steel beams and
columns. The lateral-force-resisting system for the building can be any one of the following:
moment frames, braced frames, or a combination of the two. It is anticipated that the lateral-force-
resisting system, whether moment frames or braced frames, would be located along the perimeter
of the building, which would accommodate maximum flexibility for planning and space layout.
The foundation for the new building would likely be a cast-in-place drilled pile foundation system.

2.4.1.3 Tenant Improvements

The tenant improvements would be performed in the North Support Building to provide space for
the MACC administrative departments. The South Support Building would be reorganized to serve
as the main warehouse for the MACC. The South Support Building may also serve as a central
distribution center for other Los Angles County healthcare facilities in the area. Other tenant
improvements would be performed in the Interns and Physicians and Plant Management Buildings
for support functions to the MACC.

2.4.1.4 Site Improvements

The site work would consist of a new parking terrace, relocated entrance to the facility, new
parking lots, re-striping of existing lots, and new landscaping at the entry of the new MACC and its
surrounding area. A space for an emergency generator and a service yard with technical (tech)
dock positions that connect mobile radiology equipment would also be provided.
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In addition, site work would include improvements at 120th Street at the northern boundary of the
proposed project site. These site improvements would entail: removing the existing cross walk and
traffic signal at the new Oasis Clinic; adding a new crosswalk and traffic signal at the new campus
(Medical Center Drive) entry; prohibiting curbside parking on both sides of 120th Street for a
distance of approximately 300 feet east and 200 west of the new Medical Center Drive entrance;*
adding a left-turn lane westbound at the new Medical Center Drive entrance; in order to remedy
potential drainage defects, removing and replacing approximately 500 linear feet of street at
Medical Center Drive entrance and/or constructing inlets and extending the public storm drain;
repairing and/or replacing the curb, gutter, and sidewalk where necessary; and planting additional
street trees and landscape.

Tier | would be expected to generate approximately 150 temporary construction jobs and no new
permanent or operational staff positions as Tier | would only require existing staff to be shifted into
the new Tier | facilities.

2.4.2 Tier ll: Master Plan Development

Tier 1l of the proposed project would entail the development of a campus-wide Master Plan. It is
anticipated that the development described in the Master Plan would seek to prepare the proposed
project site for future mixed-use campus support development that would provide the health
services necessary to respond to and address the needs of the community. Tier Il would have the
potential to build-out approximately 1,814,696 square feet of development on the proposed
project site with mixed uses including medical office, commercial, retail, office space, recreation,
and other development in support of the campus (Table 2.4.2-1, Proposed Tier Il Campus
Development Matrix). In addition, up to 100 residential units, to be developed at a multifamily
density consistent with surrounding residential area multifamily development densities, are
proposed in Tier Il. Although the these buildings would be vacated as a component of Tier I, the
Tier Il components would entail the reuse, replacement, or removal of the existing MACC Building,
Emergency Room, Storage Building, and Cooling Towers.

TABLE 2.4.2-1
PROPOSED TIER 1l CAMPUS DEVELOPMENT MATRIX

Land Use Description Square Feet Percentage of Tier Il Development
Commercial / Retail 80,000 4.41
Residential 150,000 8.27
Medical Office 300,000 16.53
General Office 150,000 8.27
Additional Campus Support Buildings 1,134,696 62.53
TOTAL 1,814,696 100.00

NOTE:

Commercial/Retail assumes up to 4 spaces containing approximately 20,000 square feet multiplied by 2.5 stories;
Residential assumes 100-unit building containing approximately 1,500 square feet per unit; Medical Office assumes the
development of a 5-story building; General Office assumes the development of a 5-story building; Additional Campus
Support Buildings assumes the rounded sum of a footprint of approximately 453,878 square feet multiplied by an average
of 2.5 stories.

% This would remove approximately 30 curbside parking spaces on 120th Street. Adequate off-street parking is proposed
to be provided on-site at the campus to account for the removal of these curbside parking spaces.

Martin Luther King, Jr. Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Draft EIR
August 2010 Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
S:\1217-071\DEIR\Section 02 Proj Description.doc Page 2-24



The Tier Il components are conceptual at this time, and will therefore only be discussed in a
programmatic level in the EIR, as permitted under CEQA. Once the detailed future development
plans for Tier Il components are prepared, consistent with the guidelines for programmatic EIRs
under CEQA, the projects will be examined in light of the program EIR analysis, to determine
whether additional environmental document(s) must be prepared.

In accordance with §15168 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the program-level analysis that is
provided in this EIR document for Tier Il of the proposed project is intended to be prepared for a
series of actions that can be characterized as one large project, such as a master plan. Through a
programmatic EIR, the County seeks to provide the public, responsible agencies, and interested
parties an opportunity for a more exhaustive consideration of the Tier Il effects and alternative than
would be practical in an EIR for each individual action; furthermore, the County can consider
broad program-wide mitigation measures at an early time when there is greater flexibility to deal
with basic problems or cumulative impacts. It is understood, however, that subsequent activities
described within Tier Il of the proposed project must be evaluated in light of the programmatic EIR
to determine whether additional environmental document(s) must be prepared.

Although some variation in the distribution of these uses (i.e., percentage of the total) may occur
when the project is implemented, the data in Table 2.4.2-1 present a reasonable projection at this
time of the land use distribution for the purposes of environmental impact assessment.

Tier Il development would be expected to generate approximately 150 temporary construction jobs
that would vary according to the development and will be determined in the future Master Plan.
Tier 1l also has the potential to result in a range of new permanent or operational staff positions.
The County has estimated a conservative of the number of 100 jobs that could be associated with
Tier 11 of the proposed project.”

2.4.3 National Environmental Policy Act Compliance

Funding for the proposed project has been solicited by the County through a variety of sources.
One way in which the County intends to support a portion of the development on the proposed
project’s campus is by selling bond that have been made available through the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA). ARRA was signed into law by President Barack Obama on
February 17, 2009. According to the U.S. Department of Treasury,

It is an unprecedented effort to jumpstart the [United States] economy, create or
save millions of jobs, and put a down payment on addressing long-neglected
challenges so our country can thrive in the 21st century. The Act is an extraordinary
response to a crisis unlike any since the Great Depression, and includes measures
to modernize our nation's infrastructure, enhance energy independence, expand

*1 This range is a conservative assessment based upon coordination with the County. These numbers are based solely
upon estimates regarding what could occur as part of this project and do not reflect known or actual trends although
labor fore casts related completed by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) were reviewed. The U.S. BLS, November
2009 Monthly Labor Review, which is available at http://www.bls.gov/opub/mlir/2009/11/mlr200911.pdf, projected the
following for the year 2018: jobs in the health care and service assistance field will account for approximately 12% of the
available non-farm jobs; retail and trade would account for 10%; professional business would account for 14%; and
leisure and hospitality would account for approximately 9% of the available non-farm jobs in the U.S. in 2018.
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educational opportunities, preserve and improve affordable health care, provide tax
relief, and protect those in greatest need.*

The County has determined that the proposed project is not subject to review under federal
compliance standards of the Nation Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as a result of the fact that the
funds that were provided through ARRA were specifically distributed to address health and other
provisions under ARRA which is not an “act” that would require that NEPA review.*#**

2.4.4 Construction Scenario

The information contained in the construction scenario for reasonably anticipated construction
related activity for the proposed project tiers was developed based upon assessments completed for
projects of a comparable size and was used in the assessment of potential construction impacts to
air quality, ambient noise levels, and traffic and circulat