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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS  

 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

 
 
Date: November 3, 2014 

To:  State Clearinghouse, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, and Interested Individuals 

From: County of Los Angeles c/o Department of Public Works 

 900 S. Fremont Ave, Alhambra, California 91803   

Subject:  Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report, Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus 
Master Plan Project and Notice of Public Scoping Meeting Date and Location 

 
The County of Los Angeles (County), as the lead agency, has prepared an Initial Study and will be preparing an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed project described below. The County of Los Angeles 
Department of Public Works (DPW), on behalf of the County, is soliciting input from responsible and trustee 
agencies, other agencies required to receive this notice, and the State Office of Planning and Research, and is also 
extending the outreach for early public consultation to other interested parties, members of the public, and 
organizations, on the scope and content of the information to be included and analyzed in the EIR. Agencies should 
comment on the elements of the environmental information that are relevant to their statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. The EIR will be the environmental document for responsible and trustee 
agencies when considering any discretionary approvals. 
 
The project description, location, and potential environmental effects of the proposed project are described in this 
Notice of Preparation and attached Initial Study.  
 
The County requests that any potential responsible or trustee agencies responding to this NOP reply in a manner 
consistent with Section 15082(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, which allows for the submittal of any comments and/or 
inputs in response to this notice no later than 30 days after receipt of the NOP.  The County will accept written 
comments from these agencies and others regarding this NOP through the close of business on Tuesday, 
December 2, 2014.  Please send all written comments, including e-mailed comments, to Clarice Nash at the 
address below. Comments should include the name of a contact person. 
 
Project Location: The Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus (“Medical Campus”) is located at 1000 West Carson 
Street on approximately 72 acres of land owned by the County of Los Angeles and is surrounded by the City of 
Torrance, City of Carson, and the Harbor-Gateway community of the City of Los Angeles, in Los Angeles County.  
Specifically, the Medical Campus is bounded by Carson Street, Vermont Avenue, 220th Street, and Normandie 
Avenue.  The Medical Campus is located west of the I-110 (Harbor) Freeway and south of the I-405 (San Diego) 
Freeway.  Refer to Figure 1, Regional and Vicinity Map. 
 
Project Description: Los Angeles County proposes the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project 
(“Project”) to consider current conditions and future needs of the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Hospital and Clinics, 
the LA Biomed Research Foundation (“LA Biomed”) and the Department of Health Services at the Medical Campus. 
 The purpose of the Project is to enhance the interactive relationship between the clinical, educational, and research 
components of the Medical Campus and to update it concurrent with growth in the region.  The County-owned 
Medical Campus is a 72-acre property, located in unincorporated south Los Angeles County.  The Project would 
incorporate the expansion of current services, the upgrading of aging facilities and buildings, redesign of the Medical 
Campus to improve access and internal circulation, and provide a cohesive design that would enhance the 
experience of staff, patients, and visitors to the Medical Campus.  Implementation of the Project is expected to meet 
short-term needs as well as long-term needs beyond 2030.  The Surgery and Emergency Building Replacement 
Project, totaling approximately 190,000 square feet, was recently completed on the Medical Campus and has been 
considered in the proposed Project. 



  

 
The Project includes construction of additional new facilities, including a New Hospital Tower, outpatient facilities, 
other services, and Medical Campus support.  These new facilities would increase the existing floor area of the 
Medical Campus from approximately 1,050,000 square feet to approximately 1,900,000 square feet of floor area.  
The New Hospital Tower, which would be connected to the Surgery and Emergency Room Replacement Project 
building, is proposed to be the primary focal point of the Medical Campus.  Outpatient facilities would be 
consolidated to allow proximity of these services to each other and the New Hospital Tower.  LA BioMed would also 
develop new facilities, which would represent approximately 200,000 square feet of the overall proposed Project 
development program and which would be consolidated into an interior sub-campus near the proposed outpatient 
facilities and the New Hospital Tower.  Open plazas, landscaped areas, and paths and sidewalks for pedestrian 
circulation would form the core of the Medical Campus and join the New Hospital Tower, LA BioMed, and outpatient 
facilities.  The west side of the Medical Campus would remain vacant in the proposed Project. 
 
Potential Environmental Effects:  The Initial Study contains a preliminary analysis of the environmental impacts of 
the proposed Project in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines that identify 16 areas where impacts could occur. 
These impacts, which will be analyzed in detail in the EIR, include: aesthetics, air quality, energy, geology/soils, 
greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, 
noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, utilities and service systems, transportation/traffic, utilities 
and service systems, and mandatory findings of significance. The topical areas for which the Initial Study determined 
there would be no potentially significant impacts and which are therefore proposed not to be addressed in the EIR 
include: agriculture and forestry resources, biological resources, cultural resources, and mineral resources. 
 
Copies of the Notice of Preparation/Initial Study are available for electronic download at 
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/landing/publicBuildings.cfm and for public review of hard copies at the following Public 
Library locations: 
 

 
 
Interested parties may submit their written comments to:  

 
Clarice Nash, Project Manager  
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works 
Project Management Division I 
900 S. Fremont Ave.  
Alhambra, CA  91803-1331 
E-mail: cnash@dpw.lacounty.gov  

 
Questions regarding this notice should be directed to Clarice Nash at (626) 300-2363 or at the e-mail shown above, 
Monday through Thursday, between 7:30 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.  All parties that are interested in receiving information 
in the future related to the Project may submit their name and mailing address with that request to the Project 
Manager listed above. 
 
Public Scoping Meeting:  A public scoping meeting will be held on November 12, 2014, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 
p.m., to solicit input from the public, trustee and responsible agencies and other interested parties on the scope and 

Carson Library 
151 E. Carson Street 
Carson, CA 90745 
(310) 830-0901 

Harbor Gateway City Library 
1555 Sepulveda Boulevard 
Torrance, CA 90501 
(310) 548-7791 

Southeast Branch Library 
23115 Arlington Avenue 
Torrance, CA 90501 
(310) 530-5044 

Harbor Gateway Library 
24000 S. Western Avenue 
Harbor City, CA 90710 
(310) 534-9520 

Lomita Library 
24200 Narbonne Avenue 
Lomita, CA 90717 
(310) 539-4515 

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Library 
17906 S. Avalon Boulevard 
Carson, CA 90746 
(310) 327-4830 

Katy Geissert Civic Center Library 
3301 Torrance Boulevard 
Torrance, CA 90503 
(310) 618-5959 

Wilmington Library 
1300 N. Avalon Boulevard 
Wilmington, CA 90744 
(310) 834-1082 

Harbor-UCLA Medical Center 
Inpatient Tower Information Desk 
1000 Carson Street 
Torrance, CA 90509-2910 
(323) 409-1000  



  

content of the Environmental Impact Report in conformance with Section 21083.9 of the Public Resources Code on 
scoping meetings. You may send a written response by the deadline date of December 2, 2014, without attending 
the scoping meeting, which provides an additional opportunity to discuss the EIR to be prepared for the proposed 
Project. 
 
 Location:  Harbor-UCLA Medical Center 
 Parlow Library (to the north and east of the existing Hospital building) 
 1000 West Carson Street 
 Torrance, California 90509-2910 
 Free Parking in Lots A, B, and C (Refer to Figure 2, Existing Medical Campus Map) 
 (Please note that all visitors are subject to screening prior to entry) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

1.	 Project	title	

Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	

2.	 Lead	agency	name	and	address:		 	

County	of	Los	Angeles	

c/o	Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works		

900	S.	Fremont	Avenue	

Alhambra,	CA	91803	

3.	 Contact	person	and	phone	number:		 	

Clarice	Nash,	Project	Manager,	Project	Management	Division	I	

Phone:	(626)	300‐2363	

4. Project	location:			

1000	W.	Carson	Street	

Torrance,	CA	90502	

5.	 Project	sponsor’s	name	and	address:		

County	of	Los	Angeles		

900	S.	Fremont	Avenue	

Alhambra,	CA	91803	

6.	 General	plan	designation:			

Public	and	Semi	Public	

7.	 Zoning:			

C‐3	Unlimited	Commercial/TOD	

8.	 Description	of	project:			

The	proposed	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	(“Project”)	involves	the	multi‐
phased	development	of	hospital,	outpatient,	research,	and	support	facilities	through	the	year	2030	and	
beyond.	 	 The	 proposed	 Project	 would	 expand	 development	 on	 the	 existing	 Harbor‐UCLA	 Medical	
Center	 Campus	 (“Medical	 Campus”)	 from	 the	 current	 developed	 1,050,000	 square	 feet	 to	
approximately	1,900,000	square	feet,	which	would	involve	the	demolition	of	some	existing	buildings,	
rehabilitation/reuse	of	a	number	of	existing	buildings,	and	construction	of	new	buildings.		

9.	 Surrounding	land	uses	and	setting:		

The	72‐acre	County‐owned	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	the	unincorporated	Los	Angeles	community	
of	West	Carson,	which	roughly	encompasses	the	2.3‐square‐mile	area	between	the	Harbor	Freeway	on	
the	 east	 and	 Normandie	 Avenue	 on	 the	 west,	 and	 Del	 Amo	 Boulevard	 on	 the	 north	 and	 Lomita	
Boulevard	on	the	south.		The	Medical	Campus	is	bordered	by	Carson	Street	on	the	north,	220th	Street	
on	the	south,	Vermont	Avenue	on	the	east,	and	Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west.		The	Harbor	Freeway	
(I‐110)	is	located	one	block	east	of	the	Medical	Campus	and	the	San	Diego	Freeway	(I‐405)	is	located	
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approximately	 2	 miles	 to	 the	 north	 and	 northeast.	 	 Surrounding	 communities	 include	 the	 Cities	 of	
Gardena,	Lawndale,	and	Hawthorne	to	the	north;	 the	City	of	Carson,	east	of	the	Harbor	Freeway;	the	
Harbor	Gateway	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	City	of	Torrance	to	the	west;	and	
the	Harbor	City	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	City	of	Lomita	to	the	south.			

10.	 Other	public	agencies	whose	approval	is	required	
	
State	of	California	

 California	Office	of	Statewide	Health	Planning	and	Development	(OSHPD)	

 California	Department	of	Transportation	Division	of	Aeronautics	
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PURPOSE	OF	THE	INITIAL	STUDY	

The	 proposed	 Harbor‐UCLA	 Medical	 Center	 Campus	 Master	 Plan	 is	 analyzed	 in	 this	 Initial	 Study,	 in	
accordance	with	 the	California	Environmental	Quality	Act	 (CEQA),	 to	determine	 if	 approval	 of	 the	Project	
may	have	 a	 significant	 impact	 on	 the	 environment.	 	 This	 Initial	 Study	has	 been	prepared	pursuant	 to	 the	
requirements	of	CEQA,	under	Public	Resources	Code	21000‐21177,	of	the	State	CEQA	Guidelines	(California	
Code	of	Regulations,	Title	14,	Division	6,	Chapter	3,	Sections	15000‐15387)	and	under	 the	guidance	of	 the	
County	of	Los	Angeles	Department	of	Public	Works.	 	The	County	of	Los	Angeles	 is	 the	Lead	Agency	under	
CEQA	.			

The	 County	 has	 decided	 to	 prepare	 an	 Environmental	 Impact	 Report	 (EIR)	 rather	 than	 a	 Negative	
Declaration	or	Mitigated	Negative	Declaration	for	the	project	and	therefore	an	Initial	Study	is	not	required.	
Notwithstanding	 the	 early	 decision	 to	 prepare	 an	 EIR,	 the	 County	 has	 also	 decided	 to	 complete	 an	 Initial	
Study	to	assist	in	the	preparation	of	the	EIR	and	to	facilitate	environmental	assessment	early	in	the	design	
process.	.			

ENVIRONMENTAL	FACTORS	POTENTIALLY	AFFECTED:	

The	environmental	factors	checked	below	would	be	potentially	affected	by	this	project,	involving	at	least	one	
impact	that	is	a	“Potentially	Significant	Impact”	as	indicated	by	the	checklist	on	the	following	pages.	

	Aesthetics	 	Agriculture	and	Forestry	Resources	 Air	Quality	

	Biological	Resources	 	Cultural	Resources	 Energy	

	Geology/Soils	 	Greenhouse	Gas	Emissions	
Hazards/Hazardous	
Materials	

	Hydrology/Water	Quality	 	Land	Use/Planning	 Mineral	Resources	

	Noise	 	Population/Housing	 Public	Services	

	Recreation	 	Transportation/Traffic	 Utilities	and	Service	
Systems	

	
Mandatory	Findings	of	
Significance	

	 	 	 	

	
DETERMINATION:		(To	be	completed	by	the	Lead	Agency)	

On	the	basis	of	this	initial	evaluation:	

	 	 I	 find	 that	 the	 proposed	 project	 COULD	 NOT	 have	 a	 significant	 effect	 on	 the	 environment,	 and	 a	
NEGATIVE	DECLARATION	will	be	prepared.	

	 	 I	 find	that	although	the	proposed	project	could	have	a	significant	effect	on	the	environment,	there	will	
not	be	a	significant	effect	in	this	case	because	revisions	in	the	project	have	been	made	by	or	agreed	to	by	the	
project	proponent.		A	MITIGATED	NEGATIVE	DECLARATION	will	be	prepared.	

	 	 I	 find	 that	 the	 proposed	 project	 MAY	 have	 a	 significant	 effect	 on	 the	 environment,	 and	 an	
ENVIRONMENTAL	IMPACT	REPORT	is	required.	



t.keelan
Typewritten Text
October 30, 2014
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fault	rupture	zone).	A	“No	Impact”	answer	should	be	explained	where	it	is	based	on	project‐
specific	 factors	 as	 well	 as	 general	 standards	 (e.g.,	 the	 project	 will	 not	 expose	 sensitive	
receptors	to	pollutants,	based	on	a	project‐specific	screening	analysis).	

4) Earlier	analyses	may	be	used	where,	pursuant	to	the	tiering,	program	EIR,	or	other	CEQA	process,	an	
effect	 has	 been	 adequately	 analyzed	 in	 an	 earlier	 EIR	 or	 negative	 declaration.	 	 Section	
15063(c)(3)(D).		In	this	case,	a	brief	discussion	should	identify	the	following:	

 Earlier	Analysis	Used.		Identify	and	state	where	they	are	available	for	review.	

 Impacts	Adequately	Addressed.		Identify	which	effects	from	the	above	checklist	were	within	
the	 scope	 of	 and	 adequately	 analyzed	 in	 an	 earlier	 document	 pursuant	 to	 applicable	 legal	
standards,	and	state	whether	such	effects	were	addressed	by	mitigation	measures	based	on	
the	earlier	analysis.	

 Mitigation	 Measures.	 	 For	 effects	 that	 are	 “Less	 than	 Significant	 with	Mitigation	 Measures	
Incorporated,”	 describe	 the	mitigation	measures	which	were	 incorporated	 or	 refined	 from	
the	 earlier	 document	 and	 the	 extent	 to	which	 they	 address	 site‐specific	 conditions	 for	 the	
project.	

5) Lead	agencies	are	encouraged	to	incorporate	into	the	checklist	references	to	information	sources	for	
potential	 impacts	 (e.g.,	 general	 plans,	 zoning	 ordinances).	 	 Reference	 to	 a	 previously	 prepared	 or	
outside	 document	 should,	where	 appropriate,	 include	 a	 reference	 to	 the	 page	 or	 pages	where	 the	
statement	is	substantiated.	

6) The	explanation	of	each	issue	should	identify:	

a) The	significance	criteria	or	threshold,	if	any,	used	to	evaluate	each	question;	and	

b) The	mitigation	measure	identified,	if	any,	to	reduce	the	impact	to	less	than	significance.	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
I.		AESTHETICS	–	Would	the	project:	 	

a)	 Have	a	substantial	adverse	effect	on	a	scenic	vista? 	 	 	 	

b)	 Substantially	damage	scenic	resources,	including,	but	not	
limited	to,	trees,	rock	outcroppings,	and	historic	buildings	within	a	
state	scenic	highway?	

	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

II.		AGRICULTURE	AND	FORESTRY	RESOURCES – In	determining	
whether	impacts	to	agricultural	resources	are	significant	
environmental	effects,	lead	agencies	may	refer	to	the	California	
Agricultural	Land	Evaluation	and	Site	Assessment	Model	(1997)	
prepared	by	the	California	Department	of	Conservation	as	an	
optional	model	to	use	in	assessing	impacts	on	agriculture	and	
farmland.		In	determining	whether	impacts	to	forest	resources,	
including	timberland,	are	significant	environmental	effects,	lead	
agencies	may	refer	to	information	compiled	by	the	California	
Department	of	Forestry	and	Fire	protection	regarding	the	state’s	
inventory	of	forest	land,	including	the	Forest	and	Range	Assessment	
of	and	the	Forest	Legacy	Assessment	Project;	and	forest	carbon	
measurements	methodology	provided	in	Forest	Protocols	adopted	
by	the	California	Air	Resources	Board.		Would	the	project::	

	

a)	 Convert	Prime	Farmland,	Unique	Farmland,	or	Farmland	of	
Statewide	Importance	(Farmland),	as	shown	on	the	maps	prepared	
pursuant	to	the	Farmland	Mapping	and	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	1220(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?	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
III.		AIR	QUALITY	–	Where	available,	the	significance	criteria	
established	by	the	applicable	air	quality	management	or	air	
pollution	control	district	may	be	relied	upon	to	make	the	following	
determinations.		Would	the	project:	

	

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

	 	

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

	 	

c)	 Result	in	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)?	

	 	

d)	 Expose	sensitive	receptors	to	substantial	pollutant	
concentrations?	

	 	

e)	 Create	objectionable	odors	affecting	a	substantial	number	of	
people?	

	 	

IV.		BIOLOGICAL	RESOURCES	–	Would	the	project: 	

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

	 	

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	Game	or	US	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	nursery	sites?	

	 	

e)	 Conflict	with	any	local	policies	or	ordinances	protecting	
biological	resources,	such	as	a	tree	preservation	policy	or	
ordinance?	
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f)	 Conflict	with	the	provisions	of	an	adopted	Habitat	
Conservation	Plan,	Natural	Community	Conservation	Plan,	or	other	
approved	local,	regional,	or	state	habitat	conservation	plan?	

	 	

V.		CULTURAL	RESOURCES	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Cause	a	substantial	adverse	change	in	the	significance	of	a	
historical	resource	as	defined	in	§15064.5?	

	 	

b)	 Cause	a	substantial	adverse	change	in	the	significance	of	an	
archaeological	resource	pursuant	to	§15064.5?	

	 	

c)	 Directly	or	indirectly	destroy	a	unique	paleontological	
resource	or	site	or	unique	geologic	feature?	

	 	

d)	 Disturb	any	human	remains,	including	those	interred	outside	
of	formal	cemeteries?	

	 	

VI.		ENERGY	–	Would	the	project:	 	

a)		Conflict	with	Los	Angeles	County	Green	Building	Ordinance	(L.A.	
County	Code	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	20	and	Title	21,	§	21.24.440)	
or	Drought	Tolerant	Landscaping	Ordinance	(L.A.	County	Code,	Title	
21,	§	21.24.430	and	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	21)?	

	 	

b)		Involve	the	inefficient	use	of	energy	resources	(see	Appendix	F	
of	the	CEQA	Guidelines)?	

	 	

VII.		GEOLOGY	AND	SOILS	–	Would	the	project: 	

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

	

i)	 Rupture	of	a	known	earthquake	fault,	as	delineated	on	the	
most	recent	Alquist‐Priolo	Earthquake	Fault	Zoning	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? 	 	

iv)	 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	project,	and	potentially	
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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	waste	water?	

	 	

VIII.		GREENHOUSE	GAS	EMISSIONS	–	Would	the	Project:
	
a)	 Generate	greenhouse	gas	emissions,	either	directly	or	
indirectly,	that	may	have	a	significant	impact	on	the	environment,	
based	on	any	applicable	threshold	of	significance?	

	
	

	
	

	
	
	

	
	

b)	 Conflict	with	any	applicable	plan,	policy	or	regulation	of	an	
agency	adopted	for	the	purpose	of	reducing	the	emissions	of	
greenhouse	gases?	
	

	 	

IX.		HAZARDS	AND	HAZARDOUS	MATERIALS	–
Would	the	project:	

	

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?	

	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

g)	 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	 	 	
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or	death	involving	wildland	fires,	including	where	wildlands	are
adjacent	to	urbanized	areas	or	where	residences	are	intermixed	
with	wildlands?	

X.		HYDROLOGY	AND	WATER	QUALITY	–	
Would	the	project:	

	

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)?	

	 	

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	alternation	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? 	 	

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? 	 	



November 2014    Environmental Checklist Form 

 

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 11	
	

Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
XI.		LAND	USE	AND	PLANNING	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Physically	divide	an	established	community? 	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

XII.		MINERAL	RESOURCES	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Result	in	the	loss	of	availability	of	a	known	mineral	resource	
that	would	be	of	value	to	the	region	and	the	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?	

	 	

XIII.		NOISE	–	Would	the	project	result	in:	 	

a)	 Exposure	of	persons	to	or	generation	of	noise	level	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	groundborne	noise	levels?	

	 	

c)	 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?	

	 	

e)	 For	a	project	located	within	an	airport	land	use	plan	or,	where	
such	a	plan	has	not	been	adopted,	within	two	miles	of	a	public	
airport	or	public	use	airport,	would	the	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?	

	 	

XIV.		POPULATION	AND	HOUSING	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Induce	substantial	population	growth	in	an	area,	either	 	 	
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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	elsewhere?	

	 	

XV.		PUBLIC	SERVICES	 	

a)	 Would	the	project	result	in	substantial	adverse	physical	
impacts	associated	with	the	provision	of	new	or	physically	altered	
governmental	facilities,	the	need	for	new	or	physically	altered	
governmental	facilities,	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:	

	

Fire	protection?	 	 	
Police	protection?	 	 	
Schools?	 	 	
Parks?	 	 	
Other	public	facilities?	 	 	

XVI.		RECREATION	 	

a)	 Would	the	project	increase	the	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)	 Does	the	project	include	recreational	facilities	or	require	the	
construction	or	expansion	of	recreational	facilities	which	might	
have	an	adverse	physical	effect	on	the	environment?	

	 	

XVII.		TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC	–	Would	the	project: 	

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?	
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c)	 Result	in	a	change	in	air	traffic	patterns,	including	either	an	
increase	in	traffic	levels	or	a	change	in	location	that	results	in	
substantial	safety	risks?	

	 	

d)	 Substantially	increase	hazards	due	to	a	design	feature	(e.g.,	
sharp	curves	or	dangerous	intersections)	or	incompatible	uses	(e.g.,	
farm	equipment)?	

	 	

e)	 Result	in	inadequate	emergency	access?	 	 	

f)	 Conflict	with	adopted	policies,	plans,	or	programs	regarding	
public	transit,	bicycle,	or	pedestrian	facilities,	or	otherwise	decrease	
the	performance	or	safety	of	such	facilities??	

	 	

XVIII.		UTILITIES	AND	SERVICE	SYSTEMS	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Exceed	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?	

	 	

c)	 Require	or	result	in	the	construction	of	new	storm	water	
drainage	facilities	or	expansion	of	existing	facilities,	the	
construction	of	which	could	cause	significant	environmental	
effects?	

	 	

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

	 	

e)	 Result	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?	

	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

h)	 Conflict	with	Los	Angeles	County	Green	Building	Ordinance	
(L.A.	County	Code	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	20	and	Title	21,	§	
21.24.440)	or	Drought	Tolerant	Landscaping	Ordinance	(L.A.	
County	Code,	Title	21,	§	21.24.430	and	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	21)?

	 	

i)	 Involve	the	inefficient	use	of	energy	resources	(see	Appendix	F	
of	the	CEQA	Guidelines)?	
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XIV.		MANDATORY	FINDINGS	OF	SIGNIFICANCE 	

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

	 	

b)	 Does	the	project	have	impacts	that	are	individually	limited,	but	
cumulatively	considerable?		("Cumulatively	considerable"	means	
that	the	incremental	effects	of	a	project	are	considerable	when	
viewed	in	connection	with	the	effects	of	past	projects,	the	effects	of	
other	current	projects,	and	the	effects	of	probable	future	projects)?

	 	

c)	 Does	the	project	have	environmental	effects	which	will	cause	
substantial	adverse	effects	on	human	beings,	either	directly	or	
indirectly?	
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ATTACHMENT A:  PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A.  INTRODUCTION 
Los	Angeles	 County	proposes	 the	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	 Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	 (“Project”)	 to	
address	 the	 future	needs	of	 the	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	 (“Medical	Campus”).	 	The	Project	 is	
based	upon	the	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan,	which	was	completed	in	June	2012	and	
will	serve	as	a	policy	document	“guideline”	for	the	Project.	

The	Project	encompasses	the	addition	of	a	new	hospital	tower	providing	acute	care	services	for	compliance	
with	 seismic	 requirements	which	become	 effective	 beginning	 in	 2030,	 renovation	 of	 the	 existing	Hospital	
building	 for	 other	 uses,	 replacement	 of	 other	 aging	 facilities	 and	 buildings,	 redesigned	 vehicular	 and	
pedestrian	access	and	circulation,	and	implementation	of	a	cohesive	design	that	enhances	the	experience	of	
staff,	 patients,	 and	visitors.	 	The	Project	 is	 expected	 to	meet	 short‐term	needs	as	well	 as	 long‐term	needs	
beyond	2030.			

The	 existing	 Medical	 Campus	 contains	 approximately	 1,050,000	 square	 feet	 of	 floor	 area,	 including	 the	
recently	completed	Surgery	and	Emergency	Room	Replacement	Project	and	recently	approved	expansion	of	
the	Los	Angeles	Biomedical	Research	Institute’s	(“LA	BioMed”)	research	facilities.	 	At	buildout,	the	Medical	
Campus	will	contain	approximately	1,900,000	square	feet	of	developed	floor	area.			A	new,	centrally	located	
Hospital	 Tower	 (“New	 Hospital	 Tower”)	 would	 be	 the	 focal	 point	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 Outpatient	
facilities	would	 be	 consolidated	 to	 allow	 proximity	 of	 these	 services	 to	 each	 other	 and	 the	 New	Hospital	
Tower.			

B.  PROJECT LOCATION AND SURROUNDING USES 
The	 72‐acre	 County–owned	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 the	 unincorporated	 Los	 Angeles	 community	 of	
West	 Carson,	 which	 encompasses	 a	 2.3‐square‐mile	 area	 between	 the	 Harbor	 Freeway	 on	 the	 east	 and	
Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west,	and	Del	Amo	Boulevard	on	the	north	and	Lomita	Boulevard	on	the	south.		
The	Medical	Campus	is	bordered	by	Carson	Street	on	the	north,	220th	Street	on	the	south,	Vermont	Avenue	
on	the	east,	and	Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west.		The	Harbor	Freeway	(I‐110)	is	located	one	block	east	of	the	
Medical	 Campus	 and	 the	 San	 Diego	 Freeway	 (I‐405)	 is	 located	 approximately	 2	 miles	 to	 the	 north	 and	
northeast.		The	Medical	Campus	location	is	illustrated	in	Figure	A‐1,	Regional	and	Vicinity	Map.	

Surrounding	communities	include	the	Cities	of	Gardena,	Lawndale,	and	Hawthorne	to	the	north;	the	City	of	
Carson	east	of	the	Harbor	Freeway;	the	Harbor	Gateway	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	
City	of	Torrance	to	the	west;	and	the	Harbor	City	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	City	of	
Lomita	to	the	south.			

Figure	A‐2,	Aerial	Photograph	with	Surrounding	Land	Uses,	 is	an	aerial	photograph	of	 the	Medical	Campus	
and	vicinity.		Carson	Street,	to	the	north,	is	largely	developed	with	commercial	uses,	primarily	neighborhood	
retail	 businesses	 and	medical/dental	 services.	 	A	multifamily	 residential	 apartment	 complex,	Harbor	Cove	
Villa,	 is	 located	 west	 of	 the	 intersection	 with	 Vermont	 Avenue.	 	 The	 area	 north	 of	 Carson	 Street	 is	 a	
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predominantly	single‐family	residential	neighborhood.		Vermont	Avenue,	to	the	east,	is	developed	with	a	mix	
of	 neighborhood	 retail	 uses	 and	 medical	 services,	 the	 Torrance	 Park	 Villas	 condominium	 complex,	 and	
Starlite	Trailer	Park	and	Rainbow	Mobile	Home	Park.		Wholesale	and	light	industrial	uses	are	located	to	the	
southeast	 along	 220th	 Street.	 	 Residential	 neighborhoods	 border	 the	Medical	 Campus	 to	 the	 south,	 across	
220th	 Street,	 and	 west,	 across	 Normandie	 Avenue	 within	 the	 Harbor	 City	 community.	 	 Off‐site	 parking	
serving	LA	BioMed	is	located	across	220th	Street	from	the	Medical	Campus.	

C.  EXISTING CONDITIONS 

1.  Harbor‐UCLA Medical Center Uses 
The	 existing	Medical	 Campus	 layout	 is	 illustrated	 in	Figure	A‐3,	Existing	Medical	Campus	Buildings.	 	 The	
Main	Hospital,	related	treatment	facilities,	and	the	majority	of	support	facilities	occupy	the	eastern	quarter	of	
the	Medical	 Campus,	while	 buildings	 occupied	 by	 LA	 BioMed	 take	 up	 the	majority	 of	 the	 central	Medical	
Campus,	 and	 the	majority	 of	 outpatient	 services,	 including	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	 Foundation,	 Inc.	 (“MFI”)	
and	 the	 related	 Imaging	 Center,	 Children’s	 Institute	 International	 (“CII”),	 and	 other	 facilities,	 occupy	 the	
western	 end	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 Patient	 diagnostic	 facilities,	 administration	 offices,	 and	 additional	
functions	are	scattered	throughout	the	Medical	Campus.		Most	of	the	facilities	in	the	central	Medical	Campus	
were	constructed	prior	to	1960,	including	barracks	and	temporary/modular	buildings	that	occupy	much	of	
the	Medical	Campus	land	area.		The	first	major	expansion	of	the	existing	1962	Hospital	building,	the	Surgery	
and	Emergency	Room	Replacement	Project,	was	completed	 in	2013.	 	This	project	 increased	the	size	of	 the	
existing	 emergency	 room	 by	 50,000	 square	 feet	 and	 added	 38	 new	 emergency	 bays	 as	 well	 as	 190,000	
square	 feet	 of	 space	 containing	 surgery	 suites,	 adult	 and	 pediatric	 triage,	 and	 a	 new	 entrance	 lobby	 and	
waiting	area.		A	new	544‐space	parking	structure	and	heliport	were	also	constructed.			

LA	BioMed	presently	occupies	a	number	of	older	buildings	throughout	the	Medical	Campus	and	intends	to	
consolidate	its	operations	within	a	smaller	11.4‐acre	leasehold	(“LA	BioMed	Campus”)	 in	the	south‐central	
portion	of	the	Medical	Campus.		Four	new	buildings	have	been	constructed	on	the	LA	BioMed	Campus	since	
2000,	and	in	September	2014,	the	Los	Angeles	County	Board	of	Supervisors	approved	a	development	plan	
for	the	LA	BioMed	Campus	to	meet	LA	BioMed’s	near‐term	facility	needs.		The	LA	BioMed	development	plan	
proposes	the	construction	of	approximately	70,700	net	new	square	feet	of	floor	area	within	the	LA	BioMed	
Campus	 to	 accommodate	 the	 relocation	 and	 consolidation	 of	 existing	 uses	 and	 operations	 from	 older	
buildings	elsewhere	on	the	Medical	Campus,	and	does	not	constitute	an	expansion	of	LA	BioMed	operations.		
Potential	 future	 expansion	 of	 the	 LA	 BioMed	 Campus	 beyond	 the	 recently	 approved	 development	 plan,	
together	 with	 the	 disposition	 of	 older	 buildings	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 to	 be	 eventually	 vacated	 by	 LA	
BioMed,	are	included	in	the	overall	development	program	for	the	Project.	

Other	 newer	 facilities	 constructed	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 since	 the	 1980s	 include	 buildings	 housing	
Hospital‐related	 outpatient	 services	 and	 major	 tenants	 MFI	 and	 CII	 at	 the	 western	 end	 of	 the	 Medical	
Campus.		Overall,	the	existing	layout	of	the	Medical	Campus	reflects	its	piecemeal	growth	over	time,	and	the	
scattered,	aging	buildings	and	infrastructure	have	become	inefficient	to	operate	and	maintain,	contributing	
to	 serious	 logistical	 obstacles	 and	 service	deficiencies.	 	 In	particular,	 the	Main	Hospital,	 Primary	Care	and	
Diagnostics	Center	 (“PCDC”),	 and	outpatient	 clinics	 are	 currently	 running	 at	 or	near	 capacity	 and	 existing	
facilities	provide	no	physical	room	for	growth.	 	Other	facility	and	programmatic	shortfalls	include	a	lack	of	
on‐site	amenities	for	patients	and	visitors	and	a	shortage	of	adequate	teaching	space	for	the	medical	school	
internship	and	continuing	education	programs.		
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2.  Circulation and Parking  
Vehicular	access	to	the	Medical	Campus	is	provided	by	the	primary	driveway	on	Carson	Street,	near	the	Main	
Hospital;	 two	 driveways	 on	 Vermont	 Avenue;	 five	 driveways	 on	 220th	 Street;	 and	 one	 driveway	 on	
Normandie	Avenue.		Only	the	Carson	Street	driveway	is	signalized.		Internal	circulation	follows	the	original	
grid	 layout	 established	on	 the	Medical	Campus,	with	 four	 east‐west	 roadways	and	numerous	 short	north‐
south	 connector	 roadways.	 	 Most	 internal	 intersections	 of	 two	 roadways	 or	 drive	 aisles	 are	 stop‐sign	
controlled.			

The	parking	 supply	on	 the	Medical	 Campus	 totals	 2,905	 spaces,	which	 exceeds	 the	County’s	 parking	 code	
requirement	 of	 2,709	 spaces.1	 	 This	 supply	 includes	 2,168	 standard	 spaces	 and	 124	 American	 with	
Disabilities	 Act	 (“ADA”)	 spaces	 in	 designated	 surface	 parking	 lots	 and	 the	 new	 parking	 structure	 in	 the	
southeast	 corner	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 and	 596	 standard	 spaces	 and	 17	ADA	 spaces	 along	 the	 internal	
streets.	 	 An	 additional	 281	 spaces	 (278	 standard	 spaces	 and	 three	 ADA	 spaces)	 are	 provided	 in	 off‐site	
parking	facilities,	and	street	parking	is	permitted	along	all	or	portions	of	the	four	public	streets	surrounding	
the	Medical	Campus.							

D.  PLANNING AND ZONING 
The	Medical	Campus	 is	designated	 for	Public	and	Semi‐Public	use	 in	 the	Los	Angeles	County	General	Plan	
and	has	a	zoning	designation	of	C‐3	(Unlimited	Commercial).	 	The	C‐3	designation	allows	a	broad	range	of	
commercial	uses	and	allows	a	maximum	floor	area	ratio	(“FAR”)	of	13:1.		Hospital	and	ancillary	uses	on	the	
Medical	 Campus	 are	 consistent	 with	 the	 current	 zoning.	 	 In	 addition,	 the	 eastern	 portion	 of	 the	 Medical	
Campus	is	designated	as	a	Transit	Overlay	District	(“TOD”)	due	to	proximity	to	the	Metro	Transit	Station	on	
Carson	Street	approximately	0.10	miles	to	the	east,	adjacent	to	the	Harbor	Freeway.		The	purpose	of	the	TOD	
zone	 designation	 is	 to	 create	 pedestrian‐friendly	 and	 community‐serving	 uses	 near	 transit	 stops	 that	
encourage	walking,	bicycling,	and	transit	use.		

E.  DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

1.  Project Characteristics 

(a)  New Project Facilities 

The	 Project	 proposes	 to	 place	 commercial	 and	 community‐oriented	 services	 along	 the	 northern,	 publicly	
accessible	 edge	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 and	 staff	 and	 support	 services	 in	 the	 southern	half	 of	 the	Medical	
Campus.	The	New	Hospital	Tower	is	intended	as	the	primary	focal	point.		Landscaping	and	a	well‐organized	
network	 of	 pedestrian	 walkways	will	 accommodate	 circulation	 throughout	 the	Medical	 Campus.	 	 The	 LA	
BioMed	Campus	will	occupy	the	southern‐central	part	of	the	Medical	Campus,	fronting	on	220th	Street.	The	
CII	 Burton	 E.	 Green	 Campus	 will	 remain	 in	 the	 northwestern	 corner	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 at	 the	
intersection	of	Carson	Street	and	Normandie	Avenue,	and	the	remainder	of	the	western	end	of	the	Medical	
Campus	will	be	 retained	 for	 future	expansion	opportunities,	 potentially	beyond	 the	2030	Project	buildout	

																																																													
1		 Los	Angeles	County	Code,	Chapter	122.52.1120,	Hospitals,	Convalescent	Hospitals,	Adult	Residential	Facilities,	and	Group	Homes	for	

Children,	which	requires	2	spaces	per	bed,	1	space/250	square	feet	for	outpatient	facilities,	and	1	space/400	square	feet	for	research	
use.	
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horizon.		Until	such	time	as	programmatic	needs	for	that	portion	of	the	Medical	Campus	are	defined,	it	will	be	
designated	for	open	space,	surface	parking,	and	other	short‐term	uses,	as	needed.	

State	 law	mandates	 that	 acute	 care	 services	 can	no	 longer	be	provided	 after	 January	1,	 2030	 in	buildings	
built	 before	 1973,	 which	 includes	 the	 Main	 Hospital.	 	 This	 requirement	 has	 led	 to	 the	 proposed	
decommission	of	 the	Main	Hospital,	except	 for	the	PCDC	and	recently	constructed	Surgery	and	Emergency	
Room	 Replacement	 Project	 facilities.	 	 Including	 	 these	 facilities,	 the	 Project	 would	 result	 in	 up	 to	
approximately	 1,900,000	 square	 feet	 of	 developed	 floor	 area	 within	 the	 Medical	 Campus,	 an	 increase	 of	
approximately	850,000	square	feet	over	the	current	developed	1,050,000	square	feet.		

Project	 components	 broadly	 include	 the	 following:	 1)	 the	New	Hospital	 Tower,	 2)	 outpatient	 facilities,	 3)	
other	services	and	facilities,	4)	LA	BioMed	Campus	long‐term	buildout,	and	5)	Medical	Campus	support.			The	
New	Hospital	Tower	would	contain	up	 to	446	staffed	patient	beds,	 intervention	services,	and	an	 inpatient	
imaging	department.		The	existing	Hospital	and	PCDC	department	would	be	retained	and	used	for	outpatient	
and	 hospital	 support,	 outpatient	 imaging,	 administrative	 offices,	 and	 other	 uses.	 	 Proposed	 outpatient	
facilities	would	 include	medical	offices,	ob/gyn,	surgery,	 internal	medicine,	neurology,	pediatrics,	specialty	
clinic	services,	classrooms,	labs,	a	library,	and	outpatient	imaging	including	MRI	and	CT.		Outpatient	facilities	
would	also	contain	mental	health	and	social	services	and	would	allocate	space	for	other	program	uses,	such	
as	retail	or	community	support	functions.			

Other	new	facilities	would	provide	space	for	meetings,	wellness	training,	post‐medical	care,	nutrition	classes,	
an	 herbal	 shop,	 bookstore,	 juice	 bar,	 yoga	 studio,	massage	 therapy,	 aromatherapy,	 child	 care,	 health	 food	
market,	fitness/exercise	store,	and	similar	uses.		These	uses	would	be	contained	in	a	new	two‐story	building	
or	 contained	 in	 the	 ground	 floors	 of	 the	 new	 outpatient	 building(s),	 the	 renovated	 lobby	 of	 the	 existing	
Hospital,	and	ground	 levels	of	 the	new	parking	structures.	 	Campus	support	would	 include	a	central	plant	
(heating	and	cooling),	water	treatment,	warehouses/material	management,	and	loading	dock.	

In	 order	 to	 accommodate	 new	 facilities	 and	 open	 space,	 many	 of	 the	 original	 and	 older	 buildings	 are	
proposed	to	be	removed,	including	the	original	barracks	and	modular	buildings,	Parlow	Library,	Warehouses	
#1	and	#2,	the	central	plant,	and	the	Harbor‐UCLA	Professional	Building	and	Imaging	Center	at	the	western	
end	of	the	Medical	Campus.		However,	several	existing	buildings	would	remain,	including	the	Main	Hospital,	
which	would	be	decommissioned	and	reused	for	outpatient	support	and	administration.		The	PCDC	and	the	
CII	Burton	E.	Green	Campus	building	at	the	western	end	of	the	Medical	Campus	would	also	remain.		Figure	
A‐4,	 Proposed	Medical	 Campus	 Plan,	 illustrates	 the	 proposed	 layout	 of	 new	 and	 retained	 buildings,	 the	
pedestrian	circulation	network,	landscaped	areas,	vehicular	access	and	circulation,	and	parking.	

As	part	of	the	Project,	the	County	proposes	to	develop	a	publicly	accessible	interpretive	program	about	the	
history	of	the	Medical	Campus	as	a	whole.		The	program	would	be	designed	in	consultation	with	a	qualified	
architectural	 historian	 and	 may	 include	 such	 features	 as	 photographic	 and	 historical	 documentation,	
audiovisual	displays,	documentary	film,	and	online	accessible	materials.		The	potential	adaptive	reuse	of	an	
original	building	on‐site	to	house	elements	of	the	interpretive	program	will	be	reviewed	as	well,	although	the	
original	WWII	 structures	have	been	determined	 to	have	 lost	 significant	 integrity	 and	do	not	qualify	 as	 an	
historic	district.		



FIGUREProposed Medical Campus Plan
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project A-4

Source: Perkins+Will, 2012.
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Note: Plans shown are conceptual and representative of planned buildout of the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus, 
subject to refinement during design development for specific building sites.
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Proposed	 future	 buildout	 of	 the	 remainder	 of	 the	 LA	 BioMed	 Campus	with	 up	 to	 200,000	 square	 feet	 of	
biomedical	research	space,	laboratories,	offices,	and	other	support	facilities,	and	disposition	of	the	buildings	
that	LA	BioMed	will	vacate	elsewhere	on	the	Medical	Campus,	are	considered	part	of	the	Project.		

(b)  Circulation and Parking 

Project	implementation	would	create	clear	distinctions	between	general	public	and	staff	entries	and	parking	
facilities.	 	Staff	entries	and	parking	would	be	located	in	the	southeast	corner	of	the	Medical	Campus,	while	
access	 for	 the	general	public	would	be	provided	 from	Carson	Street	along	 the	northern	perimeter.	 	A	new	
signalized	 public	 entrance	 on	 Carson	 Street	 and	 an	 additional	 unsignalized	 staff	 entrance	 on	 Vermont	
Avenue	would	be	added.		Sidewalk	connections	to	public	transit	would	be	maintained	and	on‐site	sidewalks	
would	 be	 added	 between	 the	main	 parking	 areas	 and	 the	 New	Hospital	 Tower	 and	 Outpatient	 buildings.		
Pick‐up/drop‐off	 loading	 zones	would	be	provided	 at	 the	main	 entrances	 to	 the	New	Hospital	Tower	 and	
Outpatient	 buildings.	 	 A	 comprehensive	 signage	 and	 wayfinding	 plan	 would	 aid	 visitors	 and	 patients	 in	
finding	 ultimate	 destinations	 and	 parking	 intended	 for	 those	 uses.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 provide	 sufficient	
parking	to	meet	or	exceed	the	County’s	minimum	code	parking	requirement.		Proposed	vehicular	access	and	
parking	are	illustrated	in	Figure	A‐5,	Proposed	Vehicular	Circulation	Plan.		

F.  CONSTRUCTION PHASING 
The	Master	Plan	is	intended	as	a	long‐term	guide	for	future	development	on	the	Medical	Campus.		In	order	to	
make	 space	 for	 new	development	 and	 to	 upgrade	 the	 quality	 of	 buildings,	 Project	 implementation	would	
result	 in	 the	 demolition	 of	 existing	 buildings.	 	 Construction	 of	 each	 proposed	 component	 would	 entail	
demolition,	excavation	and/or	grading,	construction,	and	finishing	activities.		Implementation	of	the	Project	
is	anticipated	to	occur	in	phases	through	the	year	2030.			

Material	 storage	 and	 equipment	 staging	 areas	 associated	 with	 construction	 activities	 for	 future	
implementation	 phases	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 be	 located	 on‐site,	 while	 temporary	 construction	 worker	
parking	would	be	provided	either	on	 the	Medical	Campus	or	 at	one	or	more	off‐site	 facilities,	 the	 specific	
location(s)	of	which	would	be	determined	prior	to	the	start	of	individual	construction	phases.		The	location	
of	off‐site	parking	areas	would	be	limited	to	off‐street	lots	or	parking	structures	in	the	vicinity	of	the	Medical	
Campus,	 with	 adequate	 capacity	 to	 accommodate	 the	 parking	 demands	 of	 both	 the	 existing	 uses	 at	 each	
respective	location	and	the	demands	of	construction	worker	vehicles,	such	that	parking	shortages	would	not	
occur.	 	 No	 on‐street	 construction	 worker	 parking,	 material	 storage,	 or	 equipment	 staging	 would	 be	
permitted.	 	 Shuttle	service	 for	construction	workers	 for	 transportation	between	off‐site	parking	areas	and	
the	 Medical	 Campus	 would	 be	 provided	 throughout	 construction	 for	 each	 implementation	 phase,	 as	
necessary.						

G.  REQUIRED APPROVALS 
Implementation	of	the	proposed	Project	would	involve	but	not	be	limited	to	the	following	approvals:	

1.  County of Los Angeles 
 Certification	of	the	Final	EIR	and	Project	approval	
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 Approval	of	demolition,	excavation,	and	building	permits	for	buildings	and	other	structures	

 Approval	of	haul	route	

2.  State of California 
 California	Office	of	Statewide	Health	Planning	and	Development	(OSHPD)	

 California	Department	of	Transportation	Division	of	Aeronautics	

	



FIGUREProposed Vehicular Circula on Plan
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project A-5

Source: Perkins+Will, 2012.
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Note: Plans shown are conceptual and representative of planned buildout of the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus, 
subject to refinement during design development for specific building sites.



Attachment A:  Project Description    November 2014 

 

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 A‐14	
	

	

This	page	intentionally	blank.	

	

	



Attachment B:  Explanation of Checklist Determinations





     

 

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐1	
	

ATTACHMENT B 
EXPLANATION OF CHECKLIST DETERMINATIONS 

I.  AESTHETICS 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		A	scenic	vista	generally	provides	focal	views	of	objects,	settings,	or	features	
of	 visual	 interest,	 or	 panoramic	 views	 of	 large	 geographic	 areas	 of	 scenic	 quality,	 primarily	 from	 a	 given	
vantage	point.	 	Scenic	vistas	are	generally	associated	with	public	vantages.	 	Therefore,	a	significant	 impact	
could	occur	if	the	Project	introduces	incompatible	visual	elements	within	a	field	of	view	containing	a	scenic	
vista	or	substantially	alters	a	view	of	a	scenic	vista.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	within	a	highly	urbanized	
area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	and	commercial	development	that	partially	obstruct	any	available	views	
of	 scenic	 resources,	 including	 long‐distance	 views	 of	 the	 San	Gabriel	 and	 Santa	Monica	Mountains,	 under	
existing	 conditions.	 	 The	 Project	would	 be	 built	 out	 in	 five	 phases	 through	 the	 year	 2030,	 increasing	 the	
developed	 square	 footage	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 by	 approximately	 850,000	 square	 feet	 to	 1.9	 million	
square	 feet,	 which	 would	 substantially	 increase	 on‐site	 development	 intensity	 and	 associated	 bulk	 and	
height	of	structures.	 	This	 increased	development	intensity	could	obstruct	views	of	scenic	resources	in	the	
Project	area.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcrops, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 
Less	 Than	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 closest	 state	 highways	 to	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 include	 the	 Harbor	
Freeway,	less	than	0.10	miles	to	the	east,	and	the	San	Diego	Freeway,	approximately	two	miles	to	the	north	
and	 east.	 	 Neither	 has	 been	 designated	 an	 official	 scenic	 highway	 by	 the	 California	 Department	 of	
Transportation	 on	 the	 California	 Scenic	 Highway	Mapping	 System.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 therefore	 not	
visible	 from	 or	 located	 within	 the	 corridor	 of	 a	 designated	 state	 scenic	 highway.	 	 Although	 Project	
implementation	would	result	in	the	removal	over	time	of	numerous	trees	and	other	landscaping	throughout	
the	 Medical	 Campus,	 new	 landscaping,	 including	 trees,	 would	 be	 planted	 as	 part	 of	 the	 proposed	
improvements	and	would	ultimately	increase	the	amount	of	landscaping	and	number	of	trees	compared	to	
existing	conditions.	 	The	Project	would	result	in	the	demolition	and	replacement	of	42	extant	buildings	on‐
site	dating	 to	 the	1943	 founding	of	 the	Los	Angeles	Port	of	Embarkation	Station	Hospital	on	 the	property.		
However,	a	comprehensive	Historic	Resources	Report	that	evaluates	the	entire	Medical	Campus,	included	in	
this	 Initial	Study	as	Appendix	A,	determined	 that	 the	buildings	are	not	historically	 significant	 (i.e.,	 are	not	
eligible	 for	 individual	 listing	 or	 listing	 as	 contributors	 to	 a	 historic	 district	 in	 the	 National	 Register	 or	
California	 Register,	 as	 discussed	 in	 Response	 V.a),	 and	 their	 removal	 would	 not	 constitute	 an	 impact	 on	
historic	or	scenic	resources.1		

																																																													
1		 GPA	Consulting,	Historic	Resource	Report,	Los	Angeles	Biomedical	Research	 Institute,	1000	W.	Carson	Street,	Torrance,	California,	

July	2013.		
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c)  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	within	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	
by	 residential	 uses	 and	 commercial	 development.	 	 The	 existing	 visual	 character	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	
generally	 characterized	 by	 aging,	 scattered	 facilities,	 including	 numerous	 one‐story	wood‐frame	 barracks	
buildings	remaining	from	the	c.	1943	founding	of	the	Los	Angeles	Port	of	Embarkation	Station	Hospital,	and	
lacks	a	unified	design.		Landscaping	is	generally	sparse	and	the	Medical	Campus	perimeter	is	not	uniformly	
demarcated.	 	 Finally,	 parking	 is	 scattered	 in	 distant	 surface	 lots	 and	 along	 internal	 roadways	 somewhat	
haphazardly,	 and	 pedestrian	 connections	 to	 buildings	 is	 inadequate.	 Project	 implementation	 would	
substantially	modify	 the	existing	development	pattern	on	 the	Medical	Campus	and	would	 increase	overall	
building	height,	bulk,	and	massing,	throughout	the	Medical	Campus.	 	Building	masses	would	be	articulated	
through	ground	floor	arcades,	covered	pathways,	and	the	creation	of	open	space	courtyards,	open	turf	areas,	
gardens,	plazas,	parks	and	a	fitness	trail	for	patients,	staff,	and	the	public.		Although	the	Project	is	intended	to	
improve	 the	visual	quality	on	 the	Medical	Campus,	 its	 implementation	would	substantially	alter	 the	visual	
character	of	the	Medical	Campus,	including	its	publicly	visible	perimeters.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	
this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 a	 highly	 urbanized	 area	
characterized	 by	 medium	 to	 high	 ambient	 nighttime	 artificial	 light	 levels.	 	 During	 nighttime	 hours,	 the	
surrounding	commercial	land	uses	typically	display	moderate	to	high	levels	of	interior	and	exterior	lighting	
for	way‐finding,	security,	parking,	billboards,	signage,	architectural	highlighting,	and	landscaping	purposes.		
Traffic	on	local	streets	also	contributes	to	overall	ambient	artificial	light	levels	in	the	area.		Similar	to	existing	
conditions,	the	Project	would	include	nighttime	illumination	for	architectural	highlighting,	parking,	signage,	
and	security,	which	may	be	visible	from	some	nearby	off‐site	vantages;	thereby	contributing	to	the	lighting	
conditions	 in	 the	 area.	 	 In	 addition,	 the	 Project	 would	 introduce	 new	 building	 surface	 materials	 to	 the	
Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

II.  AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non‐agricultural use? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 and	 surrounding	 area	 do	 not	 contain	 agricultural	 uses	 or	 related	
operations;	 refer	 to	Figure	9.5,	Agricultural	Resource	Areas	Policy	Map,	of	 the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	
2035.		The	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	on	designated	Prime	Farmland,	Unique	Farmland,	or	Farmland	of	
Statewide	Importance	as	shown	on	the	maps	prepared	pursuant	to	the	Farmland	Mapping	and	Monitoring	
Program.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 convert	 Prime	 Farmland,	 Unique	 Farmland,	 or	 Farmland	 of	
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Statewide	Importance	to	non‐agricultural	uses,	and	no	impact	would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	analysis	of	
this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 the	 C‐3	Unlimited	 Commercial	 Zone	 and	 is	 designated	 for	
Public	 and	 Semi	 Public	 use	 in	 the	 Los	 Angeles	 County	 General	 Plan.	 	 Agricultural	 uses	 are	 not	 permitted	
within	 the	C‐3	 zone	 and	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	within	 a	 designated	Agricultural	Opportunity	Area	 or	
under	a	Williamson	Act	contract.		Further,	no	agricultural	zoning	is	present	in	the	surrounding	area	and	no	
nearby	lands	are	enrolled	under	the	Williamson	Act.		Therefore,	the	Project	would	not	conflict	with	existing	
zoning	 for	 agricultural	 use	within	 a	 designated	 Agricultural	 Opportunity	 Area	 or	 under	 a	Williamson	 Act	
contract.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.			

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))?? 
No	Impact.		As	described	in	Response	II.b),	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	zoned	for	agricultural	or	forestry	uses.		
No	land	zoned	as	forest	land	or	timberland	is	present	on	the	Medical	Campus	or	in	the	surrounding	area.		As	
such,	the	Project	would	not	conflict	with	existing	zoning,	or	cause	the	rezoning	of	forest	land,	timberland,	or	
timberland	production	land.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐forest use? 
No	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	 is	 fully	developed	with	hospital	and	related	uses	and	has	been	since	the	
1940s.		No	forest	lands	exist	on	the	Medical	Campus	or	in	the	Project	vicinity.		As	such,	the	Project	would	not	
result	in	the	loss	of	forest	land	or	conversion	of	forest	land	to	non‐forest	use.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	
an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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? 
No	Impact.		No	agricultural	resources	or	related	operations	currently	exist	on	or	near	the	Medical	Campus.		
Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 involve	 changes	 in	 the	 existing	 environment	 that	 could	 result	 in	 the	
conversion	 of	 farmland	 to	 non‐agricultural	 use	 or	 conversion	 of	 forest	 land	 to	 non‐forest	 use.	 	 Further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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III.  AIR QUALITY  
The	 significance	 criteria	 established	by	 the	 South	Coast	Air	Quality	Management	District	 (SCAQMD)	may	be	
relied	upon	to	make	the	following	determinations.		Would	the	project:	

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP or Congestion Management 
Plan? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	within	the	6,600‐square‐mile	South	Coast	
Air	Basin	(“Basin”);	refer	to	Figure	8.1,	Air	Basins,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		The	South	Coast	
Air	Quality	Management	District	(“SCAQMD”)	is	required,	pursuant	to	the	Clean	Air	Act,	to	reduce	emissions	
of	criteria	pollutants	for	which	the	Basin	is	in	non‐attainment	(i.e.,	ozone,	carbon	monoxide,	PM10,	and	PM2.5).		
The	Project	would	be	subject	to	the	SCAQMD’s	Air	Quality	Management	Plan	(“AQMP”).		The	AQMP	contains	
a	comprehensive	list	of	pollution	control	strategies	directed	at	reducing	emissions	and	achieving	ambient	air	
quality	 standards.	 	 These	 strategies	 are	 developed,	 in	 part,	 based	 on	 regional	 population,	 housing,	 and	
employment	projections	prepared	by	the	Southern	California	Association	of	Governments	(“SCAG”).	

The	 Project	 would	 contribute	 to	 regional	 and	 local	 air	 emissions	 during	 construction	 and	 operation.		
Construction	 activities	would	 produce	 emissions	 from	 construction	 equipment	 and	 fugitive	 dust.	 	 Project	
operations	 would	 increase	 the	 amount	 of	 traffic	 in	 the	 area	 and	 would	 consequently	 generate	 vehicle	
emissions	 that	 could	 affect	 implementation	 of	 the	 AQMP.	 	 As	 such,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	 Project’s	
consistency	with	the	AQMP	be	addressed	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	As	discussed	in	Response	III.a),	the	Medical	Campus	is	 located	within	the	
Basin,	 which	 is	 in	 non‐attainment	 of	 several	 criteria	 pollutants.	 	 Implementation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	
increase	emissions	on	both	a	short	term	(i.e.,	during	construction)	and	long‐term	basis	in	a	non‐attainment	
area.		Short‐term	construction	emissions	would	result	from	a	number	of	sources,	including	but	not	limited	to	
the	operation	of	heavy‐duty	construction	equipment	and	on‐site	grading.		Long‐term	emissions	would	result	
from	helicopter	activities	and	motor	vehicles	traveling	to	and	from	the	Medical	Campus	once	the	Project	is	
fully	operational	and	stationary	sources	through	the	use	of	natural	gas	and	electricity.		As	the	Project	would	
result	 in	 increased	 air	 emissions	 associated	with	 construction	 and	operation,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the air basin is non‐attainment (ozone, carbon monoxide, & PM10) under an applicable 
federal or state ambient air quality standard? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 Since	 the	 Project	 would	 result	 in	 increases	 in	 air	 emissions	 from	
construction	 (e.g.,	 construction	 equipment,	 construction	 vehicle	 trips)	 and	 could	 result	 in	 increases	 from	
operations	 (e.g.,	 helicopter	 trips	 as	 increasing	 number	 of	 patients	 arrive	 via	 helicopter,	 vehicle	 trips,	
stationary	sources	such	as	equipment,	etc.)	within	the	Basin,	which	is	currently	in	non‐attainment	of	Federal	
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and	State	air	quality	standards	for	ozone,	carbon	monoxide,	PM10	and	PM2.5,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	
be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 Construction	 activities	 and	 operation	 of	 proposed	 Project	 uses	 would	
increase	air	emissions	compared	to	current	levels.		Land	uses	generally	considered	especially	sensitive	to	air	
pollution	are	as	follows:	hospitals,	schools,	residences,	playgrounds,	child	care	centers,	athletic	facilities,	and	
retirement/convalescent	homes.		Sensitive	receptors	in	the	vicinity	of	the	Medical	Campus	include	patients	
on	 the	Medical	 Campus	 itself	 and	 single‐	 and	multi‐family	 residences	 to	 the	 north,	 east,	 south,	 and	west.		
Halldale	Avenue	Elementary	School,	Meyler	Street	Elementary	School,	Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School,	and	
Caroldale	Avenue	Elementary	School	are	located	approximately	0.10	miles	northwest,	0.15	miles	south,	0.25	
miles	east,	 and	0.50	miles	 southeast	of	 the	Medical	Campus,	 respectively.	 	Normandale	Recreation	Center,	
Veterans	Park,	and	Carson	Park	are	located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest,	0.60	miles	southeast,	and	
0.70	miles	northeast	of	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.	 	Construction	and	operation	of	the	Project	could	
result	in	increased	air	emissions	that	could	impact	nearby	sensitive	receptors.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	new	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site	as	well	as	the	removal	and/or	modification	of	existing	facilities.		The	Project	would	not	introduce	any	
additional	major	odor‐producing	uses	that	would	have	the	potential	to	affect	a	substantial	number	of	people.		
However,	 odors	 associated	with	 Project	 operations	may	 be	 incrementally	 increased	 by	 additional	 on‐site	
waste	 generation	 and	 storage,	 cooking	 odors	 from	 the	 hospital	 cafeteria,	 operation	 of	 the	 Central	 Utility	
Plant,	and	the	use	of	certain	cleaning	agents	on	the	Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
Less	Than	Significant	With	Mitigation	Incorporated.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	a	highly	urbanized	
area	 surrounded	by	 residential	uses	 and	 commercial	development.	 	 The	Medical	Campus	 contains	 several	
landscaped	 courtyards	 with	 mature	 specimen	 trees,	 but	 landscaping	 is	 generally	 sparse	 on	 the	 Medical	
Campus.		The	Medical	Campus	does	not	contain	native	trees	that	are	regulated	by	the	County,	nor	are	other	
candidate,	 sensitive	 plant,	 or	 special	 status	 plant	 species	 present	 on‐site.	 	 Mature	 trees	 on	 the	 Medical	
Campus	 may	 serve	 as	 habitat	 for	 migratory	 birds,	 which	 are	 not	 considered	 sensitive	 species	 but	 are	
regulated	under	the	federal	Migratory	Bird	Treaty	Act;	potential	impacts	on	migratory	birds	resulting	from	
tree	removal	are	addressed	in	Response	V.c)	and	Mitigation	Measure	BIO‐1,	below,	which	would	reduce	this	



Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determinations    November 2014 

	

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐6	
	

potential	impact	to	a	less	than	significant	level.		The	Medical	Campus	does	not	otherwise	provide	habitat	for	
sensitive	wildlife	species.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
No	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	an	urbanized	area,	and	as	such	does	not	contain	any	riparian	
habitat,	 coastal	 sage	 scrub,	 oak	 woodlands,	 non‐jurisdictional	 wetland	 or	 other	 sensitive	 natural	
communities	as	indicated	in	the	County	or	in	regulations	by	the	California	Department	of	Fish	and	Wildlife	or	
the	U.S.	Fish	and	Wildlife	Service.	 	The	Project	is	not	located	within	a	Significant	Ecological	Area	(“SEA”)	or	
coastal	 resource	area.	 	Therefore,	 the	Project	would	not	have	a	substantial	adverse	effect	on	any	sensitive	
natural	communities.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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? 
No	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	in	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	and	
commercial	development.		Neither	the	Medical	Campus	nor	its	surroundings	contains	wetlands	as	defined	by	
Section	 404	 of	 the	 federal	 Clean	Water	 Act.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 have	 an	 adverse	 effect	 on	
Federally	protected	wetlands.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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 nursery sites? 
Less	Than	Significant	With	Mitigation	Incorporated.		The	Medical	Campus	and	the	surrounding	area	are	
completely	developed	and	urbanized;	therefore,	the	Medical	Campus	does	not	act	as	a	migratory	corridor	or	
support	resident	 terrestrial	wildlife	movement	as	 it	 is	 surrounded	by	urban	development	 that	extends	 for	
miles.		No	aquatic	habitat	is	present	on	or	adjacent	to	the	Medical	Campus	to	support	fish	species.		The	highly	
developed	 conditions	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 and	 surrounding	 area	 preclude	 its	 use	 as	 a	 native	 wildlife	
nursery	 site.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 substantially	 interfere	 with	 the	 movement	 of	 any	 native	
resident	or	migratory	fish	or	wildlife	species	or	use	of	any	native	wildlife	nursery	site,	and	further	analysis	of	
this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.			

The	Medical	Campus	contains	ornamental	trees,	several	of	which	are	mature	(i.e.,	greater	than	12	inches	in	
diameter	at	breast	height).	 	These	mature	trees	could	potentially	provide	nesting	sites	 for	migratory	birds	
and	therefore	removal	of	on‐site	mature	trees	could	result	in	a	potentially	significant	impact.		To	ensure	that	
impacts	 are	 reduced	 to	 a	 less	 than	 significant	 level,	 Mitigation	Measure	 BIO‐1	 is	 prescribed	 below.	 	 This	
mitigation	measure	would	 require	 tree	 removal	 activities	 to	 be	 conducted	 in	 accordance	with	 the	 federal	
Migratory	Bird	Treaty	Act,	in	that	tree	removal	would	be	scheduled	between	September	1	and	February	14	
to	the	extent	possible.		If	tree	removal	is	to	occur	outside	this	timeframe,	mature	trees	would	be	surveyed	for	
the	presence	of	nests	no	more	than	seven	(7)	days	prior	to	removal,	and	if	nests	are	found,	 flagged	with	a	
buffer	 area	 until	 the	 nesting	 cycle	 has	 concluded	 or	 the	 nests	 have	 failed.	 	 With	 implementation	 of	 a	
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mitigation	measure	substantially	similar	to	the	one	below	to	ensure	compliance	with	the	requirements	of	the	
MBTA,	impacts	to	migratory	bird	species	would	be	reduced	to	a	less	than	significant	level.	

Mitigation Measures 

BIO‐1:	 If	 the	nesting	 season	cannot	be	avoided	and	construction	or	vegetation	 removal	occurs	
between	March	1st	to	September	15th	(January	1st	to	July	31st	for	Raptors),	the	County	
shall	do	one	of	the	following	to	avoid	and	minimize	impacts	to	nesting	birds2:	

a)		 Implement	a	300‐foot	minimum	avoidance	buffers	for	all	passerine	birds	and	500	foot	
minimum	 avoidance	 buffer	 for	 all	 raptors	 species.	 	 The	 breeding	 habitat/nest	 site	
shall	 be	 fenced	 and/or	 flagged	 in	 all	 directions.	 The	 nest	 site	 area	 shall	 not	 be	
disturbed	until	 the	nest	becomes	inactive,	the	young	have	fledged,	the	young	are	no	
longer	being	fed	by	the	parents,	 the	young	have	 left	 the	area,	and	the	young	will	no	
longer	be	impacted	by	the	project.3	

b)		 Develop	 a	 project	 specific	 Nesting	 Bird	 Management	 Plan.	 The	 site‐specific	 nest	
protection	 plan	 shall	 be	 submitted	 to	 CDFW	 for	 review.	 	 The	 Plan	 should	 include	
detailed	methodologies	and	definitions	to	enable	a	CDFW‐qualified	avian	biologist	to	
monitor	 and	 implement	 nest‐specific	 buffers	 based	 upon	 the	 life	 history	 of	 the	
individual	 species;	 species	 sensitivity	 to	 noise,	 vibration,	 and	 general	 disturbance;	
individual	 bird	 behavior;	 current	 site	 conditions	 (screening	 vegetation,	 topography,	
etc.),	ambient	levels	of	human	activity;	the	various	project‐related	activities	necessary	
to	construct	the	Project,	and	other	features.		This	Nesting	Bird	Management	Plan	shall	
be	supported	by	a	Nest	Log,	which	 tracks	each	nest	and	 its	outcome.	 	The	Nest	Log	
will	be	submitted	to	CDFW	at	the	end	of	each	week.		

c)		 The	 County	 may	 propose	 an	 alternative	 plan	 for	 avoidance	 of	 nesting	 birds	 for	
submittal	to	CDFW.	

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 
tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
No	 Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	and	 the	surrounding	area	are	completely	developed	and	urbanized.	 	No	
locally	 protected	 biological	 resources,	 such	 as	 Wildflower	 Reserve	 Areas,	 SEAs,	 sensitive	 environmental	
resource	areas	(“SERAs”),	or	oak	trees	protected	under	the	Oak	Tree	Permits	(Chapter	22.56	–	Part	16)	(“Oak	
Tree	 Ordinance”)	 of	 the	 County	 Municipal	 Code	 (“Municipal	 Code”),	 exist	 on‐site.	 	 The	 Project	 would	
incorporate	a	landscape	plan	which	would	include	the	planting	of	various	species	of	trees	(evergreen/semi‐
evergreens,	palm	 trees,	and	 flowering	deciduous	 trees),	 and	other	ornamental	plantings,	 including	shrubs,	
turf,	and	groundcover,	in	courtyards,	gardens,	and	other	open	space	features.		Therefore,	the	Project	would	
not	conflict	with	local	policies	or	ordinances	protecting	biological	resources.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	
an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

																																																													
2		 Qualified	avian	biologist	shall	establish	the	necessary	buffers	to	avoid	take	of	nest	as	defined	in	FGC	3503	and	3503.5	
3		 NOTE:	Buffer	area	may	be	increased	if	any	endangered,	threatened,	or	CDFW	species	of	special	concern	are	identified	during	protocol	

or	pre‐construction	presence/absence	surveys.	
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f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 
No	Impact.	 	As	discussed	above,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	SEA.	 	Additionally,	there	is	no	
adopted	Habitat	Conservation	Plan,	Natural	Community	Conservation	Plan,	or	other	approved	local,	regional,	
or	state	habitat	conservation	plan	in	place	for	the	Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	implementation	of	the	Project	
would	not	conflict	with	any	Habitat	Conservation	Plans	and	no	impacts	would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a historical resource as defined 
in State CEQA §15064.5? 
Less	Than	Significant	Impact.		A	comprehensive	Historic	Resource	Report	was	prepared	by	GPA	Consulting	
for	the	entire	Medical	Campus	and	is	included	as	Appendix	A	of	this	Initial	Study.4		The	following	discussion	
summarizes	the	findings	of	the	report.		

The	Medical	Campus	was	initially	founded	and	developed	in	1943	by	the	U.S.	Army	to	house	the	Los	Angeles	
Port	of	Embarkation	Station	Hospital.	 	Augmenting	 the	state’s	original	San	Francisco	Port	of	Embarkation,	
from	which	 servicemen	 were	 deployed	 overseas,	 the	 Los	 Angeles	 Port	 of	 Embarkation	 encompassed	 the	
Station	Hospital	and	other	facilities	in	the	Los	Angeles	area,	including	docks	and	warehouses	at	the	Port	of	
Los	Angeles,	a	staging	area	and	training	center	at	Camp	Anza	in	Riverside,	and	ammunition	storage	in	Rialto.		
The	 Port	 of	 Embarkation	 provided	 military	 personnel	 with	 final	 training	 at	 the	 training	 facilities	 before	
deployment	overseas,	and,	at	the	Station	Hospital,	received	wounded	military	personnel	upon	their	return,	
as	well	as	providing	medical	services	to	servicemen	and	their	families	living	in	the	South	Bay	area.			

Between	1943	and	1946,	 the	property	was	developed	with	 a	 central	 administrative	 facility	 and	77	wood‐
framed	barracks	buildings	that	housed	600	patient	beds	and	patient	services.		By	1946,	with	the	end	of	the	
war,	 the	hospital	was	no	 longer	needed	and	the	property	was	sold	by	the	U.S.	Army	as	war	surplus	to	Los	
Angeles	County.	 	 In	1947,	 the	County	 converted	 the	existing	 facilities	 into	 the	Los	Angeles	County	Harbor	
General	Hospital,	to	provide	hospital	services	and	medical	care	for	the	growing	South	Bay	population.		The	
Historic	Resource	Technical	Report	therefore	defined	the	period	of	significance	 for	the	Medical	Campus	as	
being	from	1943‐1946,	the	period	during	which	the	property	was	in	use	by	the	U.S.	military.	 	A	total	of	42	
buildings	of	the	original	77	remain	on	the	Medical	Campus,	primarily	in	the	central	portion	of	the	property.		

The	Medical	 Campus	has	 not	 been	 evaluated	 or	 identified	 as	 significant	 in	 any	previous	 historic	 resource	
surveys,	nor	 is	 it	 currently	designated	a	 landmark	at	 the	national,	 state,	or	 local	 levels.	 	The	property	as	a	
whole	was	 evaluated	 as	 a	 potential	 historic	 district	 in	 the	 Historic	 Resource	 Report,	 and	 resources	were	

																																																													
4		 GPA	Consulting.	Historic	Resource	Report,	Los	Angeles	Biomedical	Research	 Institute,	1000	W.	Carson	Street,	Torrance,	California.		

July	2013.	
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evaluated	 for	 individual	 eligibility	 as	 well.	 	 The	 Historic	 Resource	 Report	 concluded	 that	 the	 property	 is	
significant	in	the	context	of	World	War	II	military	history	in	Los	Angeles,	since	it	was	one	of	a	small	number	
of	facilities	constructed	in	the	region	to	serve	medical	needs	during	World	War	II.	However,	the	property	is	
lacking	in	integrity	–	the	ability	to	convey	its	significance	–	because	there	are	not	enough	buildings	remaining	
from	the	period	of	significance;	the	remaining	buildings	have	been	altered	to	the	point	that	they	no	longer	
contribute	 to	an	historic	district;	 and	enough	new	buildings	have	been	added	 that	 the	property	no	 longer	
represents	an	intact	historic	environment.		With	respect	to	the	individual	eligibility	of	buildings,	while	some	
buildings	 retain	 integrity	 from	 the	 period	 of	 significance,	 they	 do	 not	 effectively	 convey	 the	 history	 or	
significance	 of	 the	 Station	 Hospital	 on	 their	 own.	 As	 such,	 the	 property	 is	 not	 eligible	 for	 listing	 in	 the	
National	Register	or	the	California	Register	as	a	historic	district,	and	none	of	the	buildings	are	individually	
eligible	for	listing	in	the	National	Register	or	the	California	Register.			

Although	Project	implementation	would	not	result	in	significant	impacts	on	historical	resources,	the	Historic	
Resource	 Report	 prepared	 for	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 acknowledges	 its	 significance	 in	 the	 context	 of	 its	
association	with	World	War	II	military	history	in	Los	Angeles.		The	report	further	notes	that,	despite	its	poor	
condition,	Building	N6	is	the	most	intact	remaining	building,	and,	although	the	report	indicates	that	retention	
of	 N6	 is	 not	 required	 to	 avoid	 impacting	 an	 historic	 resource,	 it	 also	 recommends	 consideration	 of	 its	
preservation	 and	 rehabilitation.	 	 The	 County	 proposes	 to	 develop	 a	 publically	 accessible	 interpretive	
program	addressing	the	history	of	the	Medical	Campus,	as	discussed	in	Attachment	A,	Project	Description,	of	
this	 Initial	 Study.	 	The	program	would	be	designed	 in	 consultation	with	a	qualified	architectural	historian	
and	may	include	such	features	as	photographic	documentation,	audiovisual	displays,	documentary	film,	and	
online	accessible	materials.		In	addition,	the	County	will	consider	the	potential	relocation	and	adaptive	reuse	
of	all	or	a	portion	of	Building	N6	as	part	of	its	overall	planning	for	the	improvements	at	the	Medical	Campus.		

Based	on	the	analysis	presented	in	the	Historic	Resource	Report,	implementation	of	the	Project	would	result	
in	 a	 less	 than	 significant	 impact	 on	 historic	 resources.	 	 Further	 analysis	 of	 this	 issue	 in	 an	 EIR	 is	 not	
necessary.	

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 
Less	 Than	 Significant	With	Mitigation	 Incorporated.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 a	 highly	
urbanized	area	and	has	been	subject	to	physical	disruption	over	the	course	of	several	decades	since	it	was	
first	developed	in	1943.	 	For	this	reason,	 it	 is	 likely	that	any	resources	that	may	have	been	present	on	the	
property	 have	 been	 disturbed	 or	 removed.	 	 Nonetheless,	 previously	 undiscovered	 buried	 archaeological	
resources	could	still	exist	on	the	property.		Implementation	of	the	Project	would	require	grading,	excavation,	
and	 trenching	 into	 native	 soils,	 which	 could	 result	 in	 direct	 impacts	 to	 undiscovered	 resources.	 	 The	
following	 mitigation	 measures	 are	 therefore	 recommended	 to	 ensure	 that	 impacts	 on	 any	 previously	
unknown	 archaeological	 resources	 discovered	 during	 Project	 construction	 would	 remain	 less	 than	
significant.	 	 Operations	 during	 and	 following	 Project	 buildout	 would	 have	 no	 impact	 on	 archaeological	
resources	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

CULT‐1:		 If	 any	 archaeological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 the	 Project	
development,	work	 in	 the	 area	 shall	 cease	 and	 deposits	 shall	 be	 treated	 in	 accordance	
with	 Federal,	 State,	 and	 local	 guidelines,	 including	 those	 set	 forth	 in	 California	 Public	
Resources	Code	Section	21083.2.	 	As	part	of	 this	effort,	 the	services	of	an	archaeologist	
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meeting	 the	 Secretary	 of	 the	 Interior	 Professional	 Qualification	 Standards	 for	
Archaeology	 shall	 be	 secured	 by	 contacting	 the	 California	 Historical	 Resources	
Information	System	South	Central	Coastal	Information	Center	(CHRIS‐SCCIC)	at	Cal	State	
University	Fullerton,	or	a	member	of	the	Register	of	Professional	Archaeologists	(RPA)	to	
assess	 the	 resources	 and	 evaluate	 the	 impact.	 In	 addition,	 if	 it	 is	 determined	 that	 an	
archaeological	site	is	a	historic	resource,	the	provisions	of	Section	21084.1	of	the	Public	
Resources	Code	and	CEQA	Guidelines	Section	15064.5	would	be	implemented.	

CULT‐2:		 If	 any	 archaeological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 the	 Project	
development,	a	 report	on	 the	archaeological	 findings	shall	be	prepared	by	 the	qualified	
archaeologist.	A	copy	of	the	report	shall	be	submitted	to	the	CHRIS‐SCCIC.	

CULT‐3:		 If	 any	 archaeological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 the	 Project	
development,	 recovered	 archaeological	 materials	 shall	 be	 curated	 at	 an	 appropriate	
accredited	 curation	 facility.	 If	 the	 materials	 are	 prehistoric	 in	 nature,	 affiliated	 Native	
American	 groups	 (identified	 by	 the	 Native	 American	 Heritage	 Commission)	 may	 be	
consulted	regarding	selection	of	the	curation	facility.	

c)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 
Less	Than	Significant	With	Mitigation	 Incorporated.	 	 The	Medical	Campus	has	been	subject	 to	grading	
and	building	activities	since	it	was	first	developed	in	1943,	and	as	with	archaeological	resources,	it	is	likely	
that	 any	 paleontological	 resources	 once	 present	 on	 the	 property	 have	 been	 disturbed	 or	 removed.		
Nonetheless,	previously	undiscovered	buried	resources	could	still	exist	on	the	property.		Development	of	the	
Project	would	require	grading,	excavation,	and	trenching	 into	native	soils	 that	could	contain	undiscovered	
paleontological	 resources.	 	 The	 following	mitigation	measures	 are	 therefore	 recommended	 to	 ensure	 that	
impacts	on	any	previously	unknown	paleontological	resources	discovered	during	Project	construction	would	
remain	 less	 than	 significant.	 	 Operations	 during	 and	 following	 Project	 buildout	would	 have	 no	 impact	 on	
paleontological	resources	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

CULT‐4:		 If	 any	 paleontological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 Project	
development,	work	in	the	area	shall	be	halted.	The	services	of	a	qualified	paleontologist	
shall	be	secured	by	contacting	the	Los	Angeles	County	Natural	History	Museum	to	assess	
the	resources.	 In	addition,	a	report	on	the	paleontological	 findings	shall	be	prepared	by	
the	qualified	paleontologist	and	a	copy	of	the	paleontological	report	shall	be	submitted	to	
the	Los	Angeles	County	Natural	History	Museum.	

d)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 indicated	 in	 Response	 V.c),	 the	Medical	 Campus	 has	 been	 previously	
graded	 and	 developed,	 and	 no	 known	 traditional	 burial	 sites	 or	 cemeteries	 have	 been	 identified	 on	 the	
property.	 	Nonetheless,	 development	of	 the	Project	would	 require	 grading,	 excavation,	 and	 trenching	 that	
may	 extend	 into	native	 soils.	While	 the	uncovering	of	 human	 remains	 is	 not	 anticipated,	 compliance	with	
state	 law	 (i.e.,	 Public	 Resources	 Code	 Section	 5097.98,	 State	 Health	 and	 Safety	 Code	 Section	 7050.5,	 and	
California	 Code	 of	 Regulations	 Section	 15064.5(e))	 would	 reduce	 potential	 impacts	 during	 Project	
construction	to	a	 less	 than	significant	 level,	and	no	mitigation	measures	are	necessary.	 	Operations	during	
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and	following	Project	buildout	would	not	result	in	impacts	on	human	remains.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	
in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

VI.  ENERGY 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building Ordinance (L.A. County Code Title 
22, Ch. 22.52, Part 20 and Title 21, § 21.24.440) or Drought Tolerant Landscaping 
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 21, § 21.24.430 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52, Part 21)? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Implementation	of	 the	Medical	 Campus	would	 require	new	 construction	
and	renovation	of	the	existing	Hospital	building,	which	would	be	subject	to	the	requirements	of	the	County’s	
Green	Building	Ordinance	 and	Drought	 Tolerant	 Landscaping	Ordinance.	 	However,	 given	 the	 uncertainty	
regarding	 the	 future	 implementation	 of	 green	 building	 and	 landscaping	 requirements	 as	 part	 of	 Project	
implementation,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	Project’s	 consistency	with	 the	Green	Building	Ordinance	 and	
Drought	Tolerant	Landscaping	Ordinance	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see Appendix F of the CEQA 
Guidelines)? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Implementation	of	the	Medical	Campus	would	result	in	the	replacement	of	
aging	structures	with	new,	more	efficient	structures,	as	well	as	renovation	of	the	existing	Hospital	building,	
which	would	likely	result	in	greater	energy	efficiency	than	under	existing	conditions.	 	Nonetheless,	despite	
the	anticipated	 increase	 in	energy	efficiency	per	 square	 foot	of	development,	 given	 the	 substantial	 overall	
increase	 in	 development	 intensity	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	 issue	 be	 analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Would	the	project:	

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

i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by 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.  

No	Impact.		Fault	rupture	is	the	displacement	that	occurs	along	the	surface	of	a	fault	during	an	earthquake.		
Based	on	criteria	established	by	 the	California	Geological	Survey	(“CGS”),	 faults	can	be	classified	as	active,	
potentially	active,	or	inactive.		Active	faults	are	those	that	have	shown	evidence	of	movement	within	the	past	
11,000	years	(i.e.,	during	the	Holocene	Epoch).		Potentially	active	faults	are	those	that	have	shown	evidence	
of	movement	between	11,000	and	1.6	million	years	ago	(i.e.,	during	the	Pleistocene	Epoch).	 	Inactive	faults	
are	those	that	have	not	exhibited	displacement	within	the	last	1.6	million	years.		Additionally,	there	are	blind	
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thrust	faults,	which	are	 low	angle	reverse	faults	with	no	surface	exposure.	 	Due	to	their	buried	nature,	the	
existence	of	blind	thrust	faults	is	usually	not	known	until	they	produce	an	earthquake.	

The	 seismically	 active	 region	 of	 southern	 California	 is	 crossed	 by	 numerous	 active	 and	 potentially	 active	
faults	and	is	underlain	by	several	blind	thrust	faults.		The	CGS	has	established	earthquake	fault	zones	known	
as	 Alquist‐Priolo	 Earthquake	 Fault	 Zones	 around	 the	 surface	 traces	 of	 active	 faults	 to	 assist	 cities	 and	
counties	in	planning,	zoning,	and	building	regulation	functions.		These	zones	identify	areas	where	potential	
surface	rupture	along	an	active	fault	could	prove	hazardous	and	identify	where	special	studies	are	required	
to	characterize	hazards	to	habitable	structures.		According	to	Figure	12.1,	Seismic	and	Geotechnical	Hazard	
Zones	 Policy	 Map,	 of	 the	 County’s	 Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035,	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	 within	 a	
seismic	or	geotechnical	hazard	zone.		Further,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	designated	Alquist‐
Priolo	Earthquake	Fault	Zone.		As	no	known	earthquake	faults	or	Alquist‐Priolo	Earthquake	Fault	Zones	exist	
on	or	near	the	Medical	Campus,	there	would	be	no	potential	for	surface	fault	rupture	to	affect	future	uses	and	
further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary	

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 the	 seismically	 active	 Southern	
California	area.		The	nearest	active	fault,	the	Palos	Verdes	Fault,	is	located	approximately	3.5	miles	south	of	
the	Medical	 Campus.	 	 For	 these	 reasons,	 the	Medical	 Campus	 could	 be	 subject	 to	 seismic	 ground	 shaking	
during	earthquake	events	on	any	one	of	various	active	 faults	 in	 the	region.	 	The	proposed	Project	 is	being	
undertaken	in	part	due	to	State	law,	which	requires	that	all	acute	care	facilities	constructed	prior	to	1973	be	
decommissioned	unless	 they	can	be	 retrofitted	 to	meet	 current	 seismic	 safety	 requirements.	 	As	such,	 the	
County	 proposes	 to	 relocate	 acute	 care	 services	 from	 the	 existing	Hospital	 building	 to	 the	 proposed	 new	
Hospital	Tower	and	re‐purpose	the	existing	Hospital	 for	sub‐acute	care	uses.	 	Although	newly	constructed	
future	uses	would	be	required	to	comply	with	State	and	County	regulations	related	to	seismic	safety,	given	
the	Medical	 Campus’s	 proximity	 to	 active	 faults	 in	 the	 region,	 impacts	 related	 to	 seismic	 ground	 shaking	
would	be	potentially	significant.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

iii)  Seismic‐related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Liquefaction	 is	 a	 form	of	 earthquake‐induced	 ground	 failure	 that	 occurs	
primarily	 in	 relatively	 shallow,	 loose,	 granular,	water‐saturated	 soils.	 	 Liquefaction	 can	 occur	when	 these	
types	of	soils	lose	their	inherent	shear	strength	due	to	excess	water	pressure	that	builds	up	during	repeated	
movement	 from	 seismic	 activity.	 	 Liquefaction	 usually	 results	 in	 horizontal	 and	 vertical	movements	 from	
lateral	 spreading	 of	 liquefied	materials	 and	 post‐earthquake	 settlement	 of	 liquefied	materials.	 	 A	 shallow	
groundwater	table,	the	presence	of	loose	to	medium	dense	sand	and	silty	sand,	and	a	long	duration	and	high	
acceleration	 of	 seismic	 shaking	 are	 factors	 that	 contribute	 to	 the	 potential	 for	 liquefaction.	 	 According	 to	
Figure	12.1,	Seismic	and	Geotechnical	Hazard	Zones	Policy	Map,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	
Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	seismically	induced	liquefaction	zone.		However,	given	the	potential	
for	seismic	shaking	and	related	secondary	effects	at	the	Medical	Campus,	it	is	recommended	that	liquefaction	
and	lateral	spreading	be	further	evaluated	in	an	EIR.	

iv)  Landslides? 

No	 Impact.	 	 Similar	 to	 the	 surrounding	 region,	 the	 terrain	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 relatively	 flat.	 	 The	
proposed	grading	and	development	would	not	have	an	adverse	effect	on	geologic	stability	on‐site	or	off‐site	
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in	 adjacent	 areas.	 	 According	 to	 Figure	 12.1,	 Seismic	 and	 Geotechnical	 Hazard	 Zones	 Policy	 Map,	 of	 the	
County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	seismically	induced	landslide	
zone	and	no	sloped	areas	exist	in	the	immediate	area.		Therefore,	no	impact	would	occur	and	further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Implementation	of	the	Medical	Campus	would	require	building,	hardscape,	
and	infrastructure	demolition,	site	clearance,	and	grading	and	excavation,	which	would	expose	on‐site	soils.		
Construction	 activities	 associated	 with	 the	 Project,	 therefore,	 would	 have	 the	 potential	 to	 result	 in	 soil	
erosion	during	grading	and	construction	activities.		Thus,	it	is	recommended	that	geologic	hazards	associated	
with	soil	erosion	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable 
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on‐ or off‐site landslides, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		As	discussed	in	Response	VI.a.iv),	above,	the	Project	area	is	not	susceptible	
to	 landslides.	 	 Subsidence	 occurs	when	 fluids	 from	 the	 ground	 (such	 as	 petroleum	 and	 groundwater)	 are	
withdrawn.	 	 Since	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	within	 a	 known	 oil	 field	 or	 groundwater	 extraction	
area,	subsidence	associated	with	extraction	activities	is	not	anticipated.		However,	evaluation	of	this	issue	in	
an	 EIR	 is	 recommended	 given	 the	 potential	 for	 seismic‐related	 effects	 on	 proposed	 development	 and	 the	
extent	of	grading	and	excavation	proposed.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Expansive	soils	are	typically	associated	with	fine‐grained	clayey	soils	that	
have	 the	potential	 to	 shrink	 and	 swell	with	 repeated	 cycles	 of	wetting	 and	drying.	 	 The	 soils	 beneath	 the	
Medical	 Campus	 have	 not	 yet	 been	 formally	 characterized,	 and	 therefore	 it	 is	 assumed	 that	 the	 potential	
exists	for	expansive	soils	that	may	present	a	hazard	to	proposed	development.		Therefore,	further	analysis	of	
this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	recommended.	

e)  Have 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? 
No	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	an	urbanized	area	with	wastewater	infrastructure	already	in	
place.	 	 New	 development	 proposed	 as	 part	 of	 Project	 implementation	 would	 connect	 to	 existing	 off‐site	
infrastructure	 and	would	 not	 use	 septic	 tanks	 or	 alternative	wastewater	 disposal	 systems.	 	 Therefore,	 no	
impact	would	occur,	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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VIII.  GREENHOUSE GASES  
Would	the	project:	

a)    Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment, based on any applicable threshold of 
significance? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Construction	and	operation	of	the	Project	would	increase	greenhouse	gas	
emissions	 ("GHGs).	which	have	 the	potential	 to	 either	 individually	 or	 cumulatively	 result	 to	 contribute	 to	
impacts	on	the	environment.		Therefore,	this	issue	should	be	further	evaluated	in	an	EIR.	

b.    Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 comply	with	 the	 County’s	 Green	 Building	 Ordinance	
(Chapter	22.52	 –	Part	 20	of	 the	Municipal	 Code)	by	 conserving	 energy,	water,	 and	natural	 resources,	 and	
promoting	 a	healthier	 environment.	 	 In	 conformance	with	 the	 requirements	 of	 this	 ordinance,	 the	Project	
would	be	designed	to	reduce	GHG	emissions	through	various	energy	conservation	measures.		In	addition,	the	
Project	would	implement	applicable	energy	conservation	measures	to	reduce	GHG	emissions,	such	as	those	
described	in	the	California	Global	Warming	Solutions	Act	of	2006	(AB	32).	 	However,	to	the	extent	that	the	
Project	 could	 result	 in	 conflicts	with	 applicable	 GHG	 reduction	 plans,	 policies,	 or	 regulations,	 impacts	 are	
considered	potentially	significant	and	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

IX.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	Project	would	 include	 future	 development	 of	medical	 buildings	 and	
uses	on‐site,	as	well	as	the	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	existing	buildings.		Construction	of	the	
Project	would	 involve	 the	 temporary	use	of	hazardous	 substances	 in	 the	 form	of	paint,	 adhesives,	 surface	
coatings	and	other	 finishing	materials,	and	cleaning	agents,	 fuels,	and	oils.	 	Operation	of	 the	Project	would	
involve	the	use	and	storage	of	 limited	quantities	of	potentially	hazardous	materials	in	the	form	of	cleaning	
solvents,	 painting	 supplies,	 and	 pesticides	 for	 landscaping.	 	 Typical	 waste	 generated	 from	 hospital	 uses	
includes	general	waste,	regulated	medical	waste,	sharps	containers,	pharmaceutical	waste,	chemo	waste,	and	
pathological	 waste.	 	 Given	 the	 nature	 of	 proposed	 uses,	 construction	 and	 operation	 of	 the	 Project	 could	
create	a	significant	hazard	to	the	public	or	the	environment	through	the	routine	transport,	use,	or	disposal	of	
hazardous	materials.		It	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	
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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?  
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	As	noted	above,	the	Project	would	include	future	development	of	medical	
buildings	and	uses	on‐site,	as	well	as	the	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	existing	buildings,	which	
would	 involve	 the	routine	use,	 storage,	 transport,	or	disposal	of	 limited	quantities	of	hazardous	materials.		
Additionally,	 short‐term	 grading	 activities,	 including	 trenching	 and	 excavation,	 could	 expose	 construction	
workers	 or	 the	 public	 to	 unknown	 hazardous	materials	 in	 on‐site	 soil	 and/or	 groundwater,	 should	 such	
materials	be	present.		As	some	of	the	buildings	were	built	as	early	as	1943,	it	is	possible	that	lead‐based	paint	
and	paint	residues	are	present	in	the	buildings.		If	released	into	the	environment,	these	materials	could	pose	
a	significant	hazard	to	construction	workers	or	the	public.	 	Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	
analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one‐quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Schools	within	one‐quarter	mile	of	 the	Medical	Campus	 include	Halldale	
Avenue	Elementary	School,	Meyler	Street	Elementary	School,	and	Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School.		Project	
construction	 and	 operation	 could	 result	 in	 hazardous	 emissions	 or	 the	 handling	 of	 hazardous	 or	 acutely	
hazardous	materials,	substances,	or	waste.	 	Because	of	the	close	proximity	of	the	Medical	Campus	to	these	
sensitive	land	uses,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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 create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	in	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	by	
residential	uses	and	commercial	development.	 	Given	 the	potential	presence	of	 listed	hazardous	materials	
on‐site,	and	associated	potential	for	existing	contamination	to	affect	the	proposed	new	uses	on‐site	as	well	as	
surrounding	off‐site	land	uses,	impacts	related	to	the	release	of	hazardous	materials	during	construction	and	
operation	 of	 the	 Project	 are	 considered	 potentially	 significant.	 	 A	 hazardous	 materials	 assessment	 will	
include	 a	 current	 database	 search	 of	 hazardous	 materials	 sites	 compiled	 pursuant	 to	 Government	 Code	
section	 65962.5.	 	 It	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	 results	 of	 this	 search	 and	 analysis	 of	 potential	 impacts	
associated	with	hazardous	materials	sites	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	not	within	an	airport	land	use	plan	or	within	two	
miles	of	a	public	use	airport.		The	nearest	public	airports,	Zamperini	Field	(3301	Airport	Drive	in	Torrance),	
Hawthorne	 Municipal	 Airport	 (12101	 S.	 Crenshaw	 Boulevard	 in	 Hawthorne),	 Compton/Woodley	 Airport	
(901	W.	Alondra	Boulevard	in	Compton),	and	Los	Angeles	International	Airport	(“LAX”)	(1	World	Way	in	Los	
Angeles),	are	 located	approximately	 four	miles,	seven	miles,	nine	miles,	and	eleven	miles	from	the	Medical	
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Campus,	 respectively.	 	However,	 the	Project	proposes	 to	 relocate	 an	 existing	helipad	 to	 a	new	permanent	
location	atop	the	proposed	new	hospital	building.		It	is	recommended	that	future	helicopter	operations	and	
associated	safety	hazards	within	and	outside	the	Medical	Campus	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for the people residing or working in the area? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		There	are	no	private	airstrips	in	the	vicinity	of	the	Medical	Campus,	and	the	
Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	designated	airport	hazard	area.		As	discussed	in	Response	VIII.e),	the	
Project	proposes	to	relocate	an	existing	helipad	to	a	permanent	new	location	atop	the	proposed	new	hospital	
building.	 	 It	 is	 recommended	 that	 future	 helicopter	 operations	 and	 associated	 safety	 hazards	 for	 people	
residing	or	working	in	the	area	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

g)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
Less	Than	Significant	 Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	 is	bordered	by	Carson	Street	on	 the	north,	Vermont	
Avenue	on	the	east,	220th	Street	on	the	south,	and	Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west.		According	to	Figure	12.7,	
Disaster	Routes,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	nearest	freeway	disaster	routes	to	the	Medical	
Campus	are	the	Harbor	Freeway	and	the	San	Diego	Freeway,	located	approximately	less	than	0.10	miles	east	
and	two	miles	north	and	east	of	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		Implementation	of	the	Project	would	not	
result	in	the	physical	changes	to	the	freeways	or	any	streets	designated	as	an	evacuation	route	in	an	adopted	
emergency	response	or	evacuation	plan.			

While	it	is	expected	that	the	majority	of	construction	activities	and	staging	areas	would	occur	entirely	within	
the	 Medical	 Campus	 boundaries,	 short‐term	 construction	 activities	 for	 sidewalk	 and	 infrastructure	
improvements	may	temporarily	disrupt	access	on	portions	of	 the	public	rights‐of‐way.	 	 In	 these	 instances,	
the	Project	would	implement	traffic	control	measures	(e.g.,	construction	flagmen,	signage,	etc.)	to	maintain	
flow	 and	 access.	 	 Furthermore,	 development	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 comply	 with	 County’s	 building	 and	
applicable	fire	and	safety	codes	that	require	adequate	access	for	fire	personnel	and	equipment	in	and	out	of	
the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 Similarly,	 access	 for	 doctors,	 staff,	 patients,	 and	 visitors	 would	 be	 maintained	
throughout	future	construction	phases	such	that	no	interruption	or	reduction	in	the	availability	of	medical	
care	 services	 would	 occur.	 	 Therefore,	 construction	 activities	 are	 not	 expected	 to	 result	 in	 inadequate	
emergency	access.			

The	 Project	 proposes	 to	 redesign	 the	 existing	 Medical	 Campus	 to	 improve	 vehicular	 access	 and	 internal	
circulation.	 	 Given	 the	 proposed	 improvements	 to	 Project	 ingress/egress	 and	 parking	 design,	 access	 and	
circulation	 at	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 are	 not	 anticipated	 to	 interfere	 with	 emergency	 vehicle	 access.	 	 An	
Emergency	Evacuation	Plan	 for	 the	Project,	 as	 for	 the	existing	hospital,	would	be	maintained,	periodically	
updated,	 and	 implemented	 as	 necessary	 during	 emergency	 situations	 at	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 to	 ensure	
proper	procedures	 are	 followed	 to	protect	 human	health	 and	 safety.	 	 For	 these	 reasons,	 construction	 and	
operation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 impair	 implementation	 of	 or	 physically	 interfere	 with	 an	 adopted	
emergency	response	plan	or	emergency	evacuation	plan.		Impacts	would	be	less	than	significant,	and	further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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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? 
No	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	within	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	
and	commercial	development.		The	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	an	identified	wildland	fire	hazard	
area	or	very	high	fire	hazard	severity	zone,	based	on	Figure	12.6,	Fire	Hazard	Severity	Zones	Policy	Map,	of	
the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

X.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY  
Would	the	project:	

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Project	construction	would	alter	the	quantity	and	composition	of	surface	
runoff	 through	 grading	 of	 hardscape	 surfaces,	 construction	 of	 impervious	 streets,	 building	 development,	
introduction	of	urban	pollutants,	and	irrigation	of	newly	landscaped	areas.		Additionally,	operation	of	future	
uses	could	result	 in	increases	in	pollutant	discharges	to	receiving	waters	(including	impaired	water	bodies	
pursuant	to	the	Clean	Water	Act	Section	303(d)	list),	significant	alteration	of	receiving	water	quality	during	
or	following	construction,	or	violation	of	water	quality	standards	or	waste	discharge	requirements.		Impacts	
could	be	potentially	significant	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	necessary.	

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 land uses for which permits have been granted)? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 not	 directly	 deplete	 groundwater	 supplies	 as	 no	
groundwater	extraction	activities	are	proposed.		However,	the	Project	would	involve	future	development	of	
medical	buildings	and	uses	on	the	Medical	Campus,	as	well	as	the	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	
existing	buildings,	circulation,	and	landscaping,	which	could	increase	impervious	surface	area	on‐site.	 	The	
reduction	 in	 pervious	 surface	 area	 could	 potentially	 reduce	 the	 amount	 of	 water	 reaching	 groundwater	
aquifers	 beneath	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 As	 such,	 impacts	 related	 to	 groundwater	 recharge	 would	 be	
potentially	significant	and	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.					

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Project	 implementation	would	substantially	modify	 the	existing	drainage	
characteristics	on	the	Medical	Campus	over	the	long‐term,	and	is	expected	to	result	in	an	overall	increase	in	
pervious	 surface	 area	 and	 the	 installation	 or	 implementation	 of	 a	 range	 of	 water	 quality	 and	 drainage	
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features	 and	 practices.	 	 Nonetheless,	 given	 the	 magnitude	 of	 redevelopment	 proposed	 and	 the	 related	
modification	of	drainage	patterns,	impacts	are	considered	potentially	significant	and	it	is	recommended	that	
this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Refer	to	Response	IX.c).	 	The	Project	would	modify	the	drainage	patterns	
on	the	Medical	Campus,	and	as	such,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	currently	developed	with	urban	uses	and	existing	
storm	drain	facilities	currently	provide	stormwater	drainage	for	on‐site	uses.		The	Project	would	be	designed	
and	 constructed	 to	 comply	with	 LA	 County’s	 low	 impact	 development	 (“LID”)	 standards	 for	 storm	water	
management,	 but	 could	 potentially	 result	 in	 adverse	 impacts	 to	 downstream	 drainage	 facilities.	 	 To	
determine	if	the	Project	would	create	or	contribute	runoff	that	could	exceed	the	capacity	of	storm	drainage	
facilities	in	the	area,	and	to	identify	appropriate	LID	compliance	features	and	practices,	 it	 is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	As	discussed	 in	Response	 IX.a),	Project	 implementation	could	potentially	
substantially	degrade	water	quality.		This	issue	will	be	evaluated	further	in	the	EIR.	

g)  Place housing within a 100‐year flood plain as mapped on federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 
No	 Impact.	 	According	 to	Figure	12.2,	Flood	Hazard	Zones	Policy	Map,	of	 the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	
2035,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	100‐year	flood	hazard	area.		Therefore,	the	Project	would	
not	place	housing	within	a	100‐year	flood	plain,	and	no	impact	would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

h)  Place within a 100‐year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 
No	 Impact.	 	As	discussed	 in	Response	 IX.g),	 the	Medical	Campus	 is	not	 located	within	a	FEMA‐designated	
100‐year	 floodplain.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	would	 not	 place	 structures	within	 a	 100‐year	 floodplain	 that	
would	impede	or	redirect	flood	flows.		Thus,	no	impact	would	occur	with	regard	to	floodplains	and	further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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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? 
No	Impact.		As	discussed	in	Response	IX.g),	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	100‐year	floodplain.		
No	dams	or	levees	are	present	on	or	near	the	Medical	Campus.		According	to	Figure	12.4,	Dam	and	Reservoir	
Inundation	Areas,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	flood	
hazard	area	due	to	failure	of	a	dam	or	reservoir.	 	Therefore,	flooding	resulting	from	a	dam	or	levee	failure	
would	not	occur.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	the	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
No	 Impact.	 	A	seiche	 is	an	oscillation	of	a	body	of	water	 in	an	enclosed	or	semi‐enclosed	basin,	 such	as	a	
reservoir,	harbor,	lake,	or	storage	tank.		A	tsunami	is	a	great	sea	wave,	commonly	referred	to	as	a	tidal	wave,	
produced	 by	 a	 significant	 undersea	 disturbance	 such	 as	 tectonic	 displacement	 of	 the	 sea	 floor	 associated	
with	large,	shallow	earthquakes.		Mudflows	result	from	the	down	slope	movement	of	soil	and/or	rock	under	
the	influence	of	gravity.	

The	Medical	Center	is	not	adjacent	to	any	large	body	of	water,	and	therefore	there	is	no	potential	for	seiche	
hazards.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 approximately	 5.2	miles	 east	 of	 the	Pacific	Ocean.	 	 According	 to	
Figure	 12.3,	 Tsunami	 Hazard	 Areas,	 of	 the	 County’s	 Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035,	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	
located	within	 a	 tsunami	 hazard	 area.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	within	 a	 relatively	 flat	 and	 highly	
urbanized	area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	and	commercial	development	and	as	such	 is	not	 in	an	area	
susceptible	to	mudflows.		Further	analysis	of	these	issues	in	the	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

XI.  LAND USE AND PLANNING   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Physically divide an established community? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 an	 urbanized	 area	 surrounded	 by	 residential	 uses	 and	
commercial	development.		The	Project	involves	future	development	of	medical	buildings	and	uses	on‐site,	as	
well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	modification	within	 the	 existing	Medical	 Campus.	 	 The	
Project	 would	 result	 in	 the	 renovation	 and	 expansion	 of	 existing	 hospital,	 medical	 office,	 research,	 and	
related	 medical	 uses	 entirely	 within	 the	 existing	 Medical	 Campus	 boundaries,	 and	 therefore	 would	 not	
physically	divide	an	established	community.		Thus,	no	impact	would	occur	in	this	regard	and	further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 Although	 the	 existing	 Hospital	 and	 related	 uses	 are	 consistent	with	 the	
current	 designated	 land	 use	 and	 zoning	 designations	 for	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 and	 future	 uses	 would	 be	
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similarly	consistent,	the	Project	would	substantially	increase	the	intensity	of	on‐site	development.		As	such,	
impacts	related	to	conflicts	with	applicable	plans,	policies,	and	regulations	could	occur.			It	is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 
No	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 above,	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	 within	 a	 Significant	 Ecological	 Area	
(SEA).		Additionally,	there	is	no	adopted	Habitat	Conservation	Plan,	Natural	Community	Conservation	Plan,	
or	 other	 approved	 local,	 regional,	 or	 state	 habitat	 conservation	 plan	 in	 place	 for	 the	 Medical	 Campus.		
Therefore,	Project	 implementation	would	not	 conflict	with	any	Habitat	Conservation	Plan,	 and	no	 impacts	
would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

XII.  MINERAL RESOURCES   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Result in the loss or availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value 
to the region and the residents of the state? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	 within	 a	 known	 mineral	 resource	 area	 and	 no	 mineral	
resources	 are	 known	 to	 exist	 at	 the	Medical	 Campus	 or	 in	 the	 surrounding	 area,	 as	 shown	 in	 Figure	 9.6,	
Natural	Resource	Areas,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		Therefore,	no	impact	to	mineral	resources	
would	occur.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.			

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? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	Medical	Campus	 is	 not	 located	within	a	Mineral	Resource	Zone	and	 there	are	no	known	
designated	 locally‐important	 mineral	 resources	 located	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 or	 in	 the	 vicinity,	 as	
illustrated	 in	 Figure	 9.6,	Natural	 Resource	Areas,	 of	 the	 County’s	Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035.	 	 Therefore,	 no	
impact	to	mineral	resources	would	occur.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

XIII.  NOISE 
Would	the	project	result	in:		

a)  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Construction	of	 the	Project	would	 require	 the	use	of	heavy	 construction	
equipment	(e.g.,	bulldozers,	backhoes,	cranes,	loaders,	etc.)	that	would	generate	noise	on	a	short‐term	basis	
during	 each	 future	 development	 phase.	 	 Additionally,	 operations	 following	 Project	 buildout	may	 increase	
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existing	 noise	 levels	 as	 a	 result	 of	 related	 traffic,	 emergency	 vehicles/ambulance	 sirens,	 helicopter	
operations,	 heating,	 ventilating,	 and	 air	 conditioning	 (“HVAC”)	 systems,	 loading/unloading	 of	 trucks,	 and	
other	activities	on	the	Medical	Campus.		As	such,	nearby	sensitive	uses	could	potentially	be	affected.		Noise‐
sensitive	areas	 typically	 include	residential	areas,	 schools,	 convalescent	hospitals,	acute	care	 facilities,	and	
park	 and	 recreational	 areas.	 	 Sensitive	 receptors	 in	 the	Project	 vicinity	 consist	 of	 single‐	 and	multi‐family	
residences	 to	 the	 north,	 east,	 south,	 and	 west.	 	 Schools	 in	 the	 Project	 area	 include	 Halldale	 Avenue	
Elementary	School,	Meyler	Street	Elementary	School,	Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School,	and	Caroldale	Avenue	
Elementary	School,	which	arelocated	approximately	0.10	miles	northwest,	0.15	miles	south,	0.25	miles	east,	
and	0.50	miles	southeast	of	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		The	Carson	Library	is	located	approximately	
0.75	miles	east	of	the	Medical	Campus.		Normandale	Recreation	Center,	Veterans	Park,	and	Carson	Park	are	
located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest,	0.60	miles	southeast,	and	0.70	miles	northeast	of	the	Medical	
Campus,	respectively.		The	Project	would	result	in	short‐term	construction	and	long‐term	operational	noise	
level	 increases	 in	 the	 Project	 area	 that	 could	 exceed	 established	 noise	 standards	 at	 nearby	 sensitive	
receptors,	which	would	be	considered	a	potentially	significant	impact.		It	is	recommended	that	the	Project’s	
potential	to	exceed	noise	standards	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Construction	of	the	Project	may	generate	groundborne	vibration	and	noise	
due	to	site	grading,	clearing	activities,	and	haul	truck	travel.	 	 In	addition,	Project	construction	may	require	
pile	 driving.	 	 As	 such,	 the	 Project	 would	 have	 the	 potential	 to	 expose	 people	 to,	 or	 generate,	 excessive	
groundborne	 vibration	 and	 noise	 levels	 during	 short‐term	 construction	 activities.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

Additionally,	operation	of	the	Project’s	hospital‐related	uses	could	generate	groundborne	vibration	or	noise	
at	 levels	 beyond	 those	 that	 currently	 exist	 within	 the	 existing	 urbanized	 development	 setting.	 	 As	 such,	
operation	of	 the	Project	 could	have	 the	potential	 to	 expose	people	 to	 excessive	 groundborne	 vibration	or	
noise.		Further	analysis	of	operational	groundborne	vibration	or	noise	in	an	EIR	is	recommended.	

c)  A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 in	 Response	 XII.a,	 above,	 operation	 of	 the	 Project	 may	
increase	 existing	 noise	 levels	 as	 a	 result	 of	 Project‐related	 traffic,	 emergency	 vehicles/ambulance	 sirens,	
helicopter	 activities,	 HVAC	 systems,	 loading/unloading	 of	 trucks,	 and	 human	 activities	 on	 the	 Medical	
Campus.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 potential	 impacts	 associated	 with	 a	 permanent	 increase	 in	
ambient	noise	levels	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

d)  A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		As	discussed	in	Response	XII.a),	construction	of	the	Project	would	require	
the	 use	 of	 heavy	 construction	 equipment	 (e.g.,	 bulldozers,	 backhoes,	 cranes,	 loaders,	 etc.)	 that	 would	
generate	 noise	 on	 a	 short‐term	 basis	 during	 the	 various	 phases	 of	 Project	 construction.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	



Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determinations    November 2014 

	

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐22	
	

recommended	 that	 potential	 impacts	 associated	 with	 a	 temporary	 or	 periodic	 increase	 in	 ambient	 noise	
levels	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 in	 Response	 VIII.e),	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 within	 an	
airport	 land	use	 plan	 or	within	 two	miles	 of	 a	 public	 use	 airport.	 	 The	nearest	 public	 airports,	 Zamperini	
Field,	 Hawthorne	Municipal	 Airport,	 Compton/Woodley	 Airport,	 and	 LAX	 are	 located	 approximately	 four	
miles,	seven	miles,	nine	miles,	and	eleven	miles	from	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		However,	the	Project	
proposes	 to	 relocate	 the	existing	helipad	 to	a	permanent	helipad	 location	atop	 the	proposed	new	hospital	
building,	 and	 to	 relocate	 the	existing	helicopter	pad	 to	 a	 temporary	 location	on	 the	Medical	Campus	 for	 a	
period	 during	 construction.	 	 Future	 helicopter	 operations	 and	 associated	 noise	 generation	 within	 and	
outside	the	Medical	Campus	could	result	in	potentially	significant	noise	impacts	to	sensitive	receptors	in	the	
area.		As	such,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, heliport or helistop, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 in	 Response	 VIII.f),	 there	 are	 no	 private	 airstrips	 in	 the	
vicinity	of	the	Medical	Campus,	and	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	designated	airport	hazard	area.		
However,	 the	 Project	 proposes	 to	 relocate	 the	 existing	 helipad	 to	 a	 permanent	 helipad	 location	 atop	 the	
proposed	new	hospital	building.	 	Future	helicopter	operations	and	associated	noise	generation	within	and	
outside	the	Medical	Campus	could	result	in	potentially	significant	noise	impacts	to	sensitive	receptors	in	the	
area.		It	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING   
Would	the	project:	

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)? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Population	 growth	 and	 future	 development	 projections	 are	 prepared	by	
SCAG.		SCAG	provides	current	and	projected	population,	housing	and	employment	estimates	for	the	region	as	
a	component	of	the	Regional	Transportation	Plan	(“RTP”).		SCAG	bases	its	estimates,	in	part,	on	anticipated	
development	by	County/City	 jurisdictions	based	on	their	General	Plans,	zoning	and	on‐going	development	
activity.		The	SCAG	projections	serve	as	the	basis	for	providing	infrastructure	and	public	services	by	various	
jurisdictions	and	service	agencies	throughout	the	region.	

There	are	no	residential	uses	on	the	Medical	Campus.		The	Project	would	not	have	indirect	effects	on	growth	
through	such	mechanisms	as	the	extension	of	roads	and	infrastructure.		The	Project	would	be	built	out	in	five	
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phases	 through	 the	 year	 2030	 increasing	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 square	 footage	 by	 approximately	 850,000	
square	 feet	 from	the	existing	1,050,000	square	 feet	 to	1.9	million	square	 feet.	 	The	Project	 involves	 future	
development	of	medical	buildings	and	uses	on‐site	as	part	of	the	proposed	expansion,	removal,	replacement,	
and	 modification	 within	 the	 existing	 Medical	 Campus,	 which	 would	 increase	 the	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	
employment	 population	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 According	 to	 the	 proposed	 Project,	 the	 employee	
population	currently	on	the	Medical	Campus	is	estimated	to	increase	by	almost	1,500	jobs,	or	27	percent,	at	
Project	buildout.		Therefore,	the	increased	on‐site	population	should	be	evaluated	for	consistency	with	SCAG	
projections	and	for	the	potential	to	 induce	substantial	population	growth.	 	Accordingly,	 it	 is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
No	Impact.		There	is	no	existing	housing	on	the	Medical	Campus.		Thus,	the	Project	would	not	displace	any	
housing	or	associated	residential	population.		No	impacts	would	occur	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	
EIR	is	not	necessary.	

c)  Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 
No	Impact.		As	indicated	in	Response	XIII.a),	there	are	no	residential	uses	on	the	Medical	Campus.		According	
to	the	Master	Plan,	the	number	of	jobs	on	the	Medical	Campus	is	estimated	to	increase	by	almost	1,500	or	27	
percent	 at	 Project	 buildout.	 	 Thus,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 displace	 substantial	 numbers	 of	 people,	
necessitating	the	construction	of	replacement	housing	elsewhere.		No	impacts	would	occur.		Further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

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

i)  Fire protection? 

Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Los	Angeles	County	Fire	Station	36,	located	at	127	W.	223rd	Street,	Carson,	
is	 located	 approximately	 0.65	 miles	 southeast	 from	 the	 Medical	 Campus;	 refer	 to	 Figure	 12.8,	 Fire	
Department	Battalions	and	Stations,	of	 the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.	 	The	Project	would	 increase	
visitor,	 patient,	 and	 employment	 populations	 to	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 This	 increase	 of	 population	 could	
create	 a	 need	 for	 expanding	 existing	 facilities	 or	 staff,	 construction	 of	 a	 new	 facility,	 or	 adversely	 impact	
types	of	 services	provided.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 existing	 capacity	 of	 the	County	Fire	Department	 to	meet	 these	
demands	must	be	determined	and	further	analysis	of	the	potential	adverse	physical	 impacts	to	the	County	
Fire	Department	will	be	analyzed	in	the	EIR.	
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ii)  Police protection? 

Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Carson	 Sheriff	 Station,	 located	 at	 21356	 S.	 Avalon	 Boulevard,	 Carson,	 is	
located	 approximately	1.5	miles	 east	 from	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 refer	 to	 Figure	12.9,	 Sheriff’s	Department	
Service	 Areas,	 of	 the	 County’s	 Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 increase	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	
employment	 populations	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 This	 increase	 in	 population	 could	 create	 a	 need	 for	
expanding	 existing	 facilities	 or	 staff,	 construction	 of	 a	 new	 facility,	 or	 adversely	 impact	 types	 of	 services	
provided.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 existing	 capacity	 of	 County	 Sheriff	 Department	 to	meet	 these	 demands	must	 be	
determined	 and	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 potential	 adverse	 physical	 impacts	 to	 the	 County	 Sheriff’s	
Department	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

iii)  Schools? 

Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 proximity	 of	 Halldale	 Avenue	
Elementary	 School,	 Meyler	 Street	 Elementary	 School,	 Caroldale	 Avenue	 Elementary	 School,	 Van	 Deene	
Avenue	Elementary	 School,	 Torrance	Elementary	 School,	Dolores	 Street	 Elementary	 School,	 St.	 Philomena	
School,	 Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School,	 Carson	High	School,	 and	Sherry	High	School.	 	The	Project	would	
increase	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	 employment	 population	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus.	 	 Because	 the	 Project	 could	
attract	new	employees	that	might	move	to	the	area,	it	could	generate	new	students	and	increase	demand	for	
school	facilities	and	services.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	the	existing	capacities	of	the	nearby	schools	
to	meet	these	demands	be	determined,	and	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

iv)  Parks? 

Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 parks	 located	 nearest	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 include	 Normandale	
Recreation	Center,	22400	Halldale	Avenue,	Torrance,	located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest;	Veterans	
Park,	22400	Moneta	Avenue,	Carson,	located	approximately	0.60	miles	southeast;	and	Carson	Park,	21411	S.	
Orrick	 Avenue,	 Carson,	 located	 approximately	 0.70	 miles	 northeast	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 The	 Project	
would	increase	the	number	of	visitors,	patients,	and	staff	on	the	Medical	Campus.		The	Project	does	propose	
open	space	courtyards,	open	turf	areas,	gardens,	plazas,	parks	and	a	fitness	trail	 for	patients,	staff,	and	the	
public.		However,	this	increase	of	population	could	create	a	need	for	expanding	or	existing	facilities	or	staff,	
construction	of	a	new	facility,	or	adversely	impact	types	of	services	provided	and	the	existing	capacity	of	the	
County,	City,	or	other	public	parks	and	recreational	facilities	to	meet	these	demands	must	be	determined.		It	
is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

v)  Other public facilities? 

Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	County	of	Los	Angeles	Carson	Public	Library,	located	at	151	E.	Carson	
Street,	 Carson,	 is	 located	 approximately	 0.75	 miles	 east	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus;	 refer	 to	 Figure	 13.2,	
Libraries,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		The	Project	would	increase	the	visitor,	patient,	and	staff	
populations	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus,	 and	 may	 attract	 new	 residents	 to	 the	 area	 in	 response	 to	 new	
employment	opportunities.		This	increase	could	create	a	need	to	expand	existing	library	facilities	or	staff	or	
construct	a	new	library	facility,	or	could	adversely	impact	types	of	services	provided.		Therefore,	the	existing	
capacity	of	public	libraries	to	meet	demand	in	the	Project	area	must	be	determined.		It	is	recommended	that	
this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	
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XVI.  RECREATION 

a)  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	According	to	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	Chapter	10,	Parks	and	
Recreation	 Element,	 large	 areas	 of	 the	 County	 are	 underserved	 by	 parks	 and	 recreational	 facilities.	 	 The	
Element	 shows	 that	 the	 unincorporated	 areas	 of	 the	 County	 face	 a	 significant	 deficit	 in	 local	 parkland	 of	
3,620	acres.		Based	on	population	projections,	the	unincorporated	areas	of	the	County	would	have	deficits	of	
5,986	 acres	 in	 local	 parkland	 and	5,046	 acres	 in	 regional	 parkland	by	 the	 year	 2035	 if	 no	new	parks	 are	
created.	 	 The	County	has	 an	 adopted	 standard	of	 four	 acres	 of	 local	 parkland	per	1,000	 residents	 and	 six	
acres	of	regional	parkland	per	1,000	residents.		This	requirement	may	be	met	by	dedication	of	land,	payment	
of	 in	 lieu	 fees	 or	 a	 combination	 of	 both	 as	 defined	 by	 the	 County's	 requirements	 for	 residential	 projects.		
However,	 as	 the	Project	would	not	 involve	 the	provision	 of	 new	housing,	 it	 is	 not	 subject	 to	 the	County’s	
parkland	dedication	or	fee	payment	requirements.	

As	 discussed	 in	Response	XIV.a.iv),	 the	 parks	 located	nearest	 to	 the	Medical	 Campus	 include	Normandale	
Recreation	Center,	Veterans	Park,	and	Carson	Park,	located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest,	0.60	miles	
southeast,	 and	0.70	miles	 northeast	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 respectively.	 	 The	Project	would	 increase	 the	
visitor,	patient,	and	staff	populations	on	the	Medical	Campus,	and	may	also	attract	new	residents	to	the	area	
in	response	to	new	employment	opportunities.		The	Project	proposes	open	space	courtyards,	open	turf	areas,	
gardens,	plazas,	parks	and	a	fitness	trail	for	patients,	staff,	and	the	public	and	it	is	anticipated	that	patients	
and	employees	of	the	Project	would	primarily	utilize	the	Project’s	recreational	facilities	as	well	as	nearby	off‐
site	 recreational	 facilities.	 	Although	 the	Project	 has	 limited	potential	 to	 result	 in	 increased	use	of	 off‐site	
parks	 or	 other	 recreational	 facilities	 as	 a	 result	 of	 indirect	 population	 growth	 and	 employees,	 such	 that	
substantial	deterioration	of	the	facilities	could	occur	or	be	accelerated,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	
analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Project	 proposes	 open	 space	 courtyards,	 open	 turf	 areas,	 gardens,	
plazas,	parks	and	a	fitness	trail	for	patients,	staff,	and	the	public.		As	the	Project	would	increase	the	visitor,	
patient,	 and	 staff	 populations	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 it	will	 be	 necessary	 for	 the	EIR	 to	 determine	 if	 the	
Project’s	proposed	recreational	facilities	and	Project’s	population	generation	would	require	the	construction	
or	expansion	of	recreational	facilities	which	might	have	an	adverse	physical	effect	on	the	environment.		It	is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR	
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XVII.  TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION   
Would	the	project:	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	would	be	built	out	in	multiple	phases	through	the	year	2030,	
increasing	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 square	 footage	 by	 approximately	 850,000	 square	 feet	 from	 the	 existing	
1,050,000	square	feet	to	approximately	1.9	million	square	feet.		The	Project	involves	future	development	of	
medical	 buildings	 and	 uses	 on‐site,	 as	 well	 as	 the	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	 modification	 of	 existing	
structures,	 circulation,	and	 landscaping.	 	These	uses	would	add	 traffic	 to	 local	and	regional	 transportation	
systems.	 	Thus,	operation	of	the	Project	could	adversely	affect	the	existing	capacity	of	the	street	system	or	
exceed	an	established	 level	of	service	(“LOS”)	standard.	 	Construction	of	 the	Project	would	also	result	 in	a	
temporary	 increase	 in	 traffic	 due	 to	 construction‐related	 truck	 trips	 and	 worker	 vehicle	 trips.	 	 Traffic	
impacts	during	construction	could	also	adversely	affect	the	street	system.	 	A	traffic	study	will	 therefore	be	
prepared	for	the	Project.		The	analysis	of	traffic	impacts	will	identify	key	intersections	for	analysis,	quantify	
existing	and	 future	traffic	conditions	at	 those	 locations,	 identify	 impacts	caused	by	the	addition	of	Project‐
generated	traffic,	and	identify	mitigation	measures	to	reduce	potentially	significant	impacts	generated	by	the	
Project,	 as	 appropriate	 and	where	 feasible.	 	 In	 addition,	 construction	 activities	 could	 temporarily	 limit	 or	
otherwise	 alter	 access	 to	 public	 transit	 or	 other	 alternative	 transportation	 facilities	 or	 services	 (e.g.,	 bike	
lanes,	 sidewalks,	 etc.),	 and	 operation	 of	 proposed	 uses	 could	 increase	 demands	 on	 such	 facilities	 and	
services,	and	impacts	in	this	regard	could	also	be	potentially	significant.		As	the	Project	has	the	potential	to	
result	in	significant	traffic	and	transportation‐related	impacts,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

The	parking	 supply	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus	 currently	 totals	 2,905	 spaces,	 exceeding	 the	County’s	 parking	
code	 requirement	 of	 2,709	 spaces.5	 	 An	 additional	 278	 spaces	 are	 provided	 off‐site,	 and	 street	 parking	 is	
permitted	 along	 all	 or	 portions	 of	 the	 four	 public	 streets	 surrounding	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 On‐campus	
parking	is	scattered,	with	the	majority	of	spaces	contained	in	lots	relegated	to	the	perimeters	of	the	Cam	pus,	
sometimes	 far	 from	 the	 facilities	 they	 serve,	 and	 in	 sometimes	 makeshift	 fashion	 along	 internal	 streets.		
Moreover,	pedestrian	connections	between	parking	lots	and	buildings	generally	poorly	organized	or	marked.		
The	 availability	 of	 parking	 on‐site	 also	 fluctuates	 over	 time	 during	 facility	 upgrades	 or	 construction.	 The	
Project	proposes	 to	 reorganize	 the	on‐site	parking	supply,	 concentrating	patient	and	visitor	parking	along	
the	 northern	 perimeter	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 and	 staff	 parking	 in	 the	 southeast	 portion	 of	 the	Medical	
Campus.	 	 The	 Project	 proposes	 to	 provide	 sufficient	 parking	 to	 meet	 or	 exceed	 the	 County’s	 code	
requirement	 in	 the	 future;	 however,	 this	 may	 not	 be	 sufficient	 to	 meet	 actual	 future	 demand.	 	 It	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		

																																																													
5		 Los	Angeles	County	Code,	Chapter	122.52.1120,	Hospitals,	Convalescent	Hospitals,	Adult	Residential	Facilities,	and	Group	Homes	for	

Children,	which	requires	2	spaces	per	bed,	1	space/250	square	feet	for	outpatient	facilities,	and	1	space/400	square	feet	for	research	
use.	
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b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not 
limited to, level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	congestion	management	program	(“CMP”)	for	the	County	requires	that	
the	 traffic	 impacts	 of	 individual	 development	 projects	 of	 potential	 regional	 significance	 be	 analyzed.	 	 The	
CMP	system	comprises	a	specific	system	of	arterial	roadways,	plus	all	freeways.		The	closest	roadway	within	
the	CMP	system	to	the	Medical	Campus	is	the	Harbor	Freeway,	less	than	0.10	miles	to	the	east,	and	the	San	
Diego	Freeway,	approximately	two	miles	to	the	north	and	east.		According	to	the	County	CMP	Traffic	Impact	
Analysis	Guidelines,	 a	 CMP	 traffic	 impact	 analysis	 is	 required	 if	 (1)	 a	project	would	 add	50	or	more	 trips	
during	A.M.	or	P.M.	weekday	peak	hours	to	CMP	arterial	monitoring	intersection,	including	freeway	ramps;	or	
(2)	a	project	would	add	150	or	more	trips	during	A.M.	or	P.M.	weekday	peak	hours,	in	either	direction,	to	CMP	
freeway	monitoring	 locations.	 	 The	 Project	 could	 result	 in	 additional	 vehicle	 trips	 from	 operation	 of	 the	
proposed	expansion	of	medical	facilities.		Accordingly,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	
in	an	EIR.	

c)  Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in location, that results in substantial safety risks? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 nearest	 airports,	 Zamperini	 Field,	 Hawthorne	 Municipal	 Airport	
Compton/Woodley	 Airport,	 and	 LAX,	 are	 located	 approximately	 four	 miles,	 seven	 miles,	 nine	 miles,	 and	
eleven	miles	from	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		However,	the	Project	proposes	to	relocate	the	existing	
helipad	to	a	permanent	helipad	location	atop	the	proposed	new	hospital	building.		As	such,	the	Project	could	
result	 in	 a	 change	 in	 air	 traffic	 patterns,	 including	 an	 increase	 in	 hospital‐related	 air	 traffic	 levels	 and	
changes	 in	 landing	 and	 takeoff	 locations	 and	 flight	 paths.	 	 It	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	 potential	 for	
substantial	safety	risks	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	within	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	
by	residential	uses	and	commercial	development.		The	Project	does	not	propose	uses	that	are	incompatible	
with	 the	Medical	Campus	or	existing	street	system,	and	 the	roadways	adjacent	 to	 the	Medical	Campus	are	
part	 of	 an	 established	 urban	 roadway	 network	 and	 contain	 no	 sharp	 curves	 or	 dangerous	 intersections.		
However,	the	Project	would	alter	the	existing	building	configuration	on‐site,	construct	new	access	driveways	
and	 internal	circulation,	expand	parking	 facilities,	and	create	new	pedestrian	 improvements.	 	Additionally,	
the	Project	would	 result	 in	 an	 increase	 in	 traffic	 levels	 in	 the	Project	 area.	 	 Considering	 these	 factors,	 the	
potential	 for	 hazardous	 conditions	 may	 increase	 over	 existing	 conditions	 under	 the	 Project.	 	 It	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  Result in inadequate emergency access? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 would	 be	 designed	 to	 provide	 access	 to	 fire,	
ambulatory,	 and	 police	 vehicles	 from	 adjacent	 roadways.	 	 Access	 to	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 provided	 by	
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Carson	Street,	220th	Street,	Vermont	Avenue,	and	Normandie	Avenue.		While	it	is	expected	that	the	majority	
of	 construction	activities	 for	 the	Project	would	be	confined	on‐site,	 short‐term	construction	activities	may	
temporarily	affect	access	on	portions	of	adjacent	streets	during	certain	periods	of	the	day.	 	In	addition,	the	
Project	 would	 generate	 traffic	 in	 the	 vicinity	 and	 would	 result	 in	 some	modifications	 to	 access	 from	 the	
streets	that	surround	Medical	Campus.		It	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 an	 area	 well	 served	 by	 public	
transportation.		The	Medical	Campus	is	served	by	transit,	which	includes	the	Metro	Bus	Harbor	Transitway	
on	the	Harbor	Freeway.		The	Metro	Express	Line	(Route	450)	and	local	municipal	bus	line	CE448	utilize	the	
Harbor	 Freeway	 and	 the	 Carson	 Metro	 Transit	 Station,	 which	 is	 located	 less	 than	 0.10	 miles	 east	 of	 the	
Medical	Campus.	 	The	transit	station	is	 located	at	 the	south	side	of	Carson	Street	and	public	sidewalks	are	
provided	between	the	station	and	the	Medical	Campus.		A	LADOT	Park	and	Ride	lot	is	located	to	the	west	of	
the	freeway	at	the	north	side	of	Carson	Street.		The	Medical	Campus	is	served	by	three	public	transit	systems	
–	LA	Metro,	Torrance	Transit,	and	Gardena	Municipal	Bus	Lines	–	and	by	its	own	on‐Campus	shuttle	service.		
Metro	Lines	202	and	550	travel	along	Vermont	Avenue,	with	bus	stops	at	the	Carson	Street	intersection	and	
near	220th	Street.		As	the	Project	would	change	site	access	conditions	and	contribute	additional	population	
to	 the	 surrounding	 area,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 Project	 consistency	 with	 policies,	 plans,	 and	 programs	
supporting	alternative	transportation	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		

XVIII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality 
Control Board? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	sewer	system	in	the	public	right‐of‐way	is	owned	and	maintained	by	
the	County	of	Los	Angeles	Sanitation	District	(“LACSD”).		Several	large	trunk	sewers	are	located	around	the	
perimeter	of	 the	Medical	Campus.	 	The	Project	 involves	 future	development	of	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	 as	 well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	 modification	 of	 existing	 facilities,	 and	 may	
increase	 the	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	 employment	 populations	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus,	 in	 turn	 generating	
increased	 wastewater	 volumes.	 	 Increased	 wastewater	 volumes	 could	 potentially	 result	 in	 impacts	 with	
respect	to	wastewater	treatment.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	new	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	 as	well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	modification	 of	 existing	 facilities.	 	 Given	 the	
associated	 increase	 in	 demand	 for	 water	 service	 and	 wastewater	 treatment,	 the	 potential	 exists	 for	 the	
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Project	to	require	the	construction	or	expansion	of	water	and/or	wastewater	treatment	facilities.		Therefore,	
it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

c)   Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Refer	to	Section	IX,	above.		Given	the	proposed	changes	to	on‐site	drainage	
patterns,	 implementation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 require	 the	 construction	 or	 expansion	 of	 storm	 water	
drainage	facilities.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	newmedical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	 as	well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	modification	of	 the	 existing	Medical	 Campus.		
The	Project	would	increase	visitor,	patient,	and	employment	populations	on	the	Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	
it	is	currently	anticipated	that	the	Project’s	proposed	mix	of	land	uses	would	generate	demand	for	water	that	
meets	or	exceeds	the	threshold	requiring	the	preparation	of	a	water	supply	assessment	(“WSA”)	pursuant	to	
Senate	 Bill	 (“SB”)	 610.	 	 Based	 on	 the	 WSA,	 the	 EIR	 will	 evaluate	 whether	 available	 water	 supplies	 can	
adequately	accommodate	the	Project’s	increased	demand	for	water.		Changes	in	water	availability	and	water	
regulations,	as	well	as	water	conservation	features	and	practices,	are	important	considerations	in	the	ability	
of	 the	Project	 to	 support	 its	on‐site	population.	 	Therefore,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	 issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.						

e)  Result 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? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	Project	 involves	 the	development	of	medical	 buildings	 and	uses	on‐
site,	as	well	as	 the	expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	and	modification	of	 the	existing	Medical	Campus.	 	As	
such,	given	the	associated	increase	in	demand	for	wastewater	treatment,	the	potential	exists	for	the	Project	
to	 exceed	 the	 capacity	of	 existing	wastewater	 treatment	 facilities.	 	Therefore,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	new	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	as	well	as	the	expansion,	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	existing	facilities.		Construction	
associated	 with	 Project	 buildout	 would	 generate	 inert	 solid	 waste	 (e.g.,	 export	 soils,	 construction	 and	
demolition	debris)	which	would	require	disposal	at	an	unclassified	landfill.		In	addition,	during	future	Project	
operation,	medical	uses	would	generate	solid	waste	which	would	be	disposed	of	at	the	landfill(s)	serving	the	
County.	 	All	 jurisdictions,	 including	 the	County,	 are	 required	 to	divert	or	 recycle	up	 to	50	percent	of	 solid	
waste	 generated,	 to	 reduce	 the	 volume	of	waste	 requiring	disposal	 in	 landfills.	 	 Although	 recycling	would	
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extend	 the	 life	 of	 the	 landfill(s)	 serving	 the	 Project	 area,	 implementation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 increase	
demand	 for	 landfill	 services	 and	 potentially	 accelerate	 projected	 landfill	 closures.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	
recommended	that	Project	impacts	related	to	solid	waste	disposal	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.							

g)  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	California	Integrated	Waste	Management	Act	of	1989,	also	known	as	
Assembly	 Bill	 (“AB”)	 939,	 mandates	 jurisdictions	 to	 meet	 a	 diversion	 goal	 of	 50	 percent	 by	 2000	 and	
thereafter.	 	 In	addition,	each	county	is	required	to	prepare	and	administer	a	Countywide	Integrated	Waste	
Management	Plan	(“CoIWMP”).		This	plan	is	comprised	of	the	county’s	and	the	cities’	solid	waste	reduction	
planning	 documents	 plus	 an	 Integrated	 Waste	 Management	 Summary	 Plan	 (“Summary	 Plan”)	 and	 a	
Countywide	 Siting	 Element	 (“CSE”).	 	 For	 Los	 Angeles	 County,	 the	 County’s	 Department	 of	 Public	 Works	
(“Public	Works”)	 is	 responsible	 for	 preparing	 and	 administering	 the	 Summary	 Plan	 and	 the	 CSE.	 	 These	
documents	were	approved	by	the	County,	a	majority	of	the	cities	within	the	County	containing	a	majority	of	
the	 cities’	 population,	 the	 County	 Board	 of	 Supervisors,	 and	 the	 California	 Department	 of	 Resources	
Recycling	 and	 Recovery	 (“CalRecycle”).	 	 The	 Summary	 Plan,	 approved	 by	 CalRecycle	 on	 June	 23,	 1999,	
describes	 the	 steps	 to	 be	 taken	 by	 local	 agencies,	 acting	 independently	 and	 in	 concert,	 to	 achieve	 the	
mandated	state	diversion	rate	by	integrating	strategies	aimed	toward	reducing,	reusing,	recycling,	diverting,	
and	 marketing	 solid	 waste	 generated	 within	 the	 County.	 	 In	 addition,	 Los	 Angeles	 County	 continually	
evaluates	landfill	disposal	needs	and	capacity	through	preparation	of	CoIWMP	Annual	Reports.		Within	each	
annual	report,	future	landfill	disposal	needs	over	the	next	15‐year	planning	horizon	are	addressed	in	part	by	
determining	the	available	landfill	capacity.		

As	described	above,	there	are	a	number	of	State	and	County	plans	and	policies	that	address	the	availability	of	
sufficient	 landfill	 capacity	 and	 the	 diversion/recycling	 of	 waste	 debris,	 with	 which	 the	 Project	 could	
potentially	conflict.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	Project	consistency	with	plans	and	policies	related	to	
solid	waste	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		     

h)  Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building Ordinance (L.A. County Code Title 
22, Ch. 22.52, Part 20 and Title 21, § 21.24.440) or Drought Tolerant Landscaping 
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 21, § 21.24.430 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52, Part 21)? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	Long‐term	sustainability	 is	one	of	 the	key	principles	guiding	 the	Project.		
The	Project	would	be	required	to	comply	with	the	County’s	Green	Building	Ordinance	(Chapter	22.52	–	Part	
20	 of	 the	 Municipal	 Code)	 by	 conserving	 energy,	 water,	 natural	 resources,	 and	 promoting	 a	 healthier	
environment.	 	 Green	 building	 techniques	 that	 accommodate	 new	 technology	 and	 green	 building	 practices	
would	 be	 integrated	 into	 all	 building	 design,	 construction,	 and	 occupancy	 and	 integrated	 with	 Medical	
Campus	 infrastructure	 and	 include	 integrated	 stormwater	 and	 wastewater	 treatment.	 	 In	 addition,	 the	
implementation	of	the	Project	would	utilize	a	standardized	approach	to	third	party	certification	systems	(i.e.,	
LEED),	and	all	future	development	would	be	required	by	contract	specifications	to	achieve	a	minimum	LEED	
Silver	 certification	 (though	 incentives	 could	 result	 in	 higher	 levels	 of	 LEED	 certification).	 	 Project	
landscaping	 installed	 would	 be	 compliant	 with	 the	 County’s	 Drought	 Tolerant	 Landscaping	 Ordinance	
(Chapter	22.52	–	Part	21)	of	 the	Municipal	Code.	 	 Further,	 the	Project	would	be	developed	 in	 compliance	
with	all	state	and	local	regulations	related	to	energy	conservation.		Nonetheless,	it	is	recommended	that	this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR. 
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i)  Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see Appendix F of the CEQA 
Guidelines)? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 indicated	 in	 Response	 XVII.h),	 the	 Project	 would	 implement	 a	 wide	
variety	of	sustainability	features	throughout	the	Medical	Campus	and	thus	would	not	involve	inefficient	use	
of	 energy	 resources.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 include	 installation	 of	 energy	 efficient	 HVAC	 units,	 windows,	 a	
lighting	control	system	that	 is	Title	24	compliant,	 tank	 less	hot	water	heaters,	 low	 flow	plumbing	 fixtures,	
irrigation	 systems,	 and	 drought	 tolerant	 landscaping	 (where	 feasible).	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	
result	in	an	inefficient	use	of	energy	resources.		Nonetheless,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

XIX.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a)  Does the project have the 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 California history or 
prehistory? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 analyzed	 in	 previous	 sections	 of	 this	 Initial	 Study,	 the	 Project	 could	
result	in	environmental	impacts	that	could	degrade	the	quality	of	the	environment.		As	such,	it	this	issue	will	
be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Does the project have impacts that 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). 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 above,	 the	 Project	 could	 potentially	 result	 in	 significant	
individually	 limited,	but	cumulatively	considerable,	 impacts	regarding	aesthetics,	air	quality,	geology/soils,	
GHG	 emissions,	 hazards/hazardous	 materials,	 hydrology/water	 quality,	 land	 use/planning,	 noise,	
population/housing,	public	services,	recreation,	traffic/transportation,	and	utilities/services.		Therefore,	the	
EIR	will	evaluate	potential	individually	limited	but	cumulatively	considerable	impacts	associated	with	these	
issues.	

c)  Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Due	to	the	potentially	significant	impacts	associated	with	implementation	
of	 the	 Project,	 the	 Project	 has	 the	 potential	 to	 cause	 substantial	 adverse	 effects	 on	 human	 beings,	 either	



Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determinations    November 2014 

	

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐32	
	

directly	or	indirectly.	 	Thus,	a	potentially	significant	impact	associated	with	this	issue	could	occur,	and	this	
issue	will	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	



Appendix A

Historic Resources Report
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PCR Irvine

2121 Alton Parkway, Suite 100
Irvine, California 92606

TEL 949.753.7001
FAX 949.753.7002

PCR Santa Monica

201 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 500
Santa Monica, California 90401

TEL 310.451.4488
FAX 310.451.5279

PCR Pasadena

80 South Lake Avenue, Suite 570
Pasadena, California 91101

TEL 626.204.6170
FAX 626.204.6171

pcrinfo@pcrnet.com

www.pcrnet.com
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Notice of Preparation

November 3, 2014

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan
SCH# 2014111004

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Harbor UCLA Medical Center
Campus Master Plan draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Clarice Nash
Los Angeles County
Dept. of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916)445-0613.

Sincer ,
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Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2014111004
Project Title Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan

Lead Agency Los Angeles County

Type NOP Notice of Preparation

Description The proposed Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project involves the multi-phased
development of hospital, outpatient, research, and support facilities through the year 2030. The

proposed project would expand development on the existing Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus
(Medical Campus) from the current developed total of 1,050,000 sf to a —1,900,000 sf of developed
floor area, which would involve the demolition of some existing buildings, rehabilitation/re-use of a
number of existing buildings, and construction of new buildings.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Clarice Nash

Agency Los Angeles County

Phone 626 300-2363

email

Address Dept. of Public Works

900 S. Fremont Avenue

City Alhambra

Project Location
County Los Angeles

City Torrance

Region

Cross Streets Carson Street at S. Vermont Avenue

Lat/Long

Parcel No. 7344-001-901

Township Range

Proximity to:
Highways I-405, I-110

Airports

Railways UPRR, BNSF

Waterways Dominguez Channel

Schools Several

Land Use GP: Public and Semi-Public

Z: C-3 Unlimited Commercial/TOD

Fax

State CA Zip 91803

Section Base

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Air Quality; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Geologic/Seismic; Noise;

Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Sewer Capacity; Soil

Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Water
Supply; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Effects

Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources;
Agencies Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Native American Heritage Commission; California Highway

Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Air Resources Board; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4

Date Received 11 /03/2014 Sfart of Review 11 /03/2014 End of Review 12/02/2014

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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1550 Harbor Blvd., ROOM 100
West SACRAMENTO, CA 95691
(916) 373-3710
Fax (976) 373-5471

December 5, 2014

AMENDED

Clarice Nash
Los Angeles County
Dept. of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

RE: SCH # 20141 1 1 004 Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan, Los Angeles County.

Dear Ms. Nash,

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) referenced above.
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) states that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource, which includes archeological resources, is a significant effect requiring the preparation of
an EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15064(b)). To comply with this provision the lead agency is required to assess whether the project
will have an adverse impact on historical resources within the area of project effect (APE), and if so to mitigate that effect. To
adequately assess and mitigate project-related impacts to archaeological resources, the NAHC recommends the following
actions:

✓ Contact the appropriate regional archaeological Information Center for a record search. The record search will determine:
• If a part or all of the area of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
■ If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
• If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
• If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

✓ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
■ The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted immediately

to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubic
disclosure.
■ The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate

regional archaeological Information Center.
✓ Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for:
■ A Sacred Lands File Check. USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle name, township, range, and section required
■ A list of appropriate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in the

mitigation measures. Native American Contacts List attached.
✓ Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.
■ Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of accidentally

discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines §15064.5(fl. In
areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American,
with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.
■ Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered cultural items that

are not burial associated, which are addressed in Public Resources Code (PRC) §5097.98, in consultation with
culturally affiliated Native Americans.

• Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their mitigation plan.
Health and Safety Code §7050.5, PRC §5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(e), address the process to be
followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains and associated grave goods in a location
other than a dedicated cemetery.

Sincerely,

f~~. ~
Katy Sanchez
Associate Government Program Analyst

QEC; 1 5 2014



Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
December 5, 2014

Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe
John Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin. Bernie Acuna, Co-Chairperson

GabrielinoTongva ~99sAvenueoftheStars,Suite~~oo Gabrielino
tattnlaw@gmail.com Los Angeles ~ CA 90067

(310) 570-6567

Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indian
Anthony Morales, Chairperson
P.O. Box 693 Gabrielino Tongva
San Gabriel ~ CA 91778
GTTribalcouncil @ aol.com

(626) 483-3564 Cell
(626) 286-1262 Fax

Gabrielino lTongva Nation
Sandonne Goad, Chairperson
106 1 /2 Judge John Aiso St. Gabrielino Tongva
Los Angeles ~ CA 90012
sgoad @ gabrielino-tongva.com

(951) 807-0479

(310) 428-5690 Cell

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe
Linda Candelaria, Co-Chairperson
1999 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1100 Gabrielino
Los Angeles ~ CA 90027

(626) 676-1184 Cell

Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians
Andrew Salas, Chairperson
P.O. Box 393 Gabrielino
Covina ~ CA 91723
gabrielenoindians@yahoo.

(626) 926-4131

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe
Robert F. Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cultural Resources Conrad Acuna
P.O. Box 490 Gabrielino Tongva
Bellflower ~ CA 90707
gtongva@verizon.net

(562) 761-6417 Voice/Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

1999 Avenue of the Stars, Suite Gabrielino
Los Angeles ~ CA 90027

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the 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.

This list is only applicable for contacting locative Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH # 20141 1 1 004 Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan, Los Angeles County.



Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
December 5, 2014

Gabrielino /Tongva Nation
Sam Dunlap, Cultural Resources Director
P.O. Box 86908 Gabrielino Tongva
Los Angeles ~ CA 90086
samdunlap@earthlink.net

(909) 262-9351

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the 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.

This list is only applicable for contacting locative Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH # 2014111004 Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan, Los Angeles County.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA Edmond G. Brown Jr. Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION ~f
~ u~ ~~1550 Harbor Blvd., ROOM 100

West SACRAMENTO, CA 95691 !` ~ ~ '^~
~(916) 373-3710

~ 
'

Fax (916) 373-5471

November 24, 2014

Clarice Nash
Los Angeles County
Dept. of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

RE: SCN# 2014111004 Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan, Los Angeles County.

Dear Ms. Nash,

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) referenced above.
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) states that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource, which includes archeological resources, is a significant effect requiring the preparation of
an EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15064(b)). To comply with this provision the lead agency is required to assess whether the project
will have an adverse impact on historical resources within the area of project effect (APE), and if so to mitigate that effect. To
adequately assess and mitigate project-related impacts to archaeological resources, the NAHC recommends the following
actions:

✓ Contact the appropriate regional archaeological Information Center for a record search. The record search will determine:
■ if a part or all of the area of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
• If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
■ If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
■ If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

✓ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
■ The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted immediately

to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for pubic
disclosure.
■ The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate

regional archaeological Information Center.
✓ Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for:
■ A Sacred Lands File Check. USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle name, township, range, and section required
• A list of appropriate Native American contacts for consultation concerning the project site and to assist in the

mitigation measures. Native American Contacts List attached
✓ Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.
■ Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of accidentally

discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines §15064.5(fl. In
areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American,
with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

• Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered cultural items that
are not burial associated, which are addressed in Public Resources Code (PRC) §5097.98, in consultation with
culturally affiliated Native Americans.
■ Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their mitigation plan.

Health and Safety Code §7050.5, PRC §5097.98, and CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(e), address the process to be
followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains and associated grave goods in a location
other than a dedicated cemetery.

Sincerely,

~""U!d G~~~~~(,~►"t~~Y
Katy Sanchez
Associate Government Program Analyst

CC: State Clearinghouse
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Ms. Clarice Nash, Project Manager
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Project Management Division I
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, California 91803-1331
Telephone: (626) 300-2363
E-mail: cnash@dpw.lacounty.gov

RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for
the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project [SCAG NO. IGR8252]

Dear Ms. Nash:

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project ("proposed project") to the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) for review and comment. SCAG is the
authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review (IGR) of programs proposed for
federal financial assistance and direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential
Executive Order 12372. Additionally, SCAG reviews the Environmental Impact Reports of
projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plans pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.

SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency under state law, and
is responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) including its
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) component pursuant to SB 375. As the
clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per Executive Order 1 2372, SCAG reviews
the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans.1 Guidance
provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take
actions that contribute to the attainment of the regional goals and policies in the RTP/SCS.

SCAG staff has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project. Located within the boundary of
City of Los Angeles, the proposed project is an enhancement to the interactive relationship
between the clinical, education, and research components of the Medical Campus. The
proposed project would include construction of additional new facilities, thereby increasing
the existing floor area of the Medical Campus by 850,000 square feet from approximately
1 ,050,000 square feet to 1 ,900,000 square feet of floor area.

When available, please send environmental documentation to SCAG's office in Los
Angeles or by email to sunl@scag.ca.gov providing, at a minimum, the full comment
period for review. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please
contact Lijin Sun, Esq., Senior Regional Planner, at (213) 236-1882 or sunl@scaq.ca-qQv.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

j

Ping Chang,
Program Manager II, Compliance and Performance Assessment

1 SB 375 amends CEQA to add Chapter 4.2 Implementation of the Sustainable Communities Strategy, which allows for certain CEQA
streamlining for projects consistent with the RTP/SCS. Lead agencies (including local jurisdictions) maintain the discretion and will be solely
responsible for determining "consistency" of any future project with the SCS Any "consistency" finding by SCAG pursuant to the IGR process
should not be construed as a finding of consistency under SB 375 for purposes of CEQA streamlining.

I hi.1 Heyioruil Com i til consists of 86 elected offiiidli representing 191 (jlies, six counties, six County Tt .importation Commissions, one rejjri_-M_-iittitivi,

from the Tr.inr.nort.ition Conidor Acjenni".. oni-Trib.il Govt-mrnc-nt repri-srnt.itwi- <ind one representative for the Ait Distr ict ' , within Southern f .itrfomn.



December 2, 2014 SCAG No. IGR8252
Ms. Nash Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR

THE HARBOR-UCLA MEDICAL CENTER CAMPUS MASTER PLAN PROJECT
[SCAG NO. IGR8252]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

SCAG reviews environmental documents for regionally significant projects for their consistency with the
adopted RTP/SCS.

2012 RTP/SCS Goals

The SCAG Regional Council adopted the 2012 RTP/SCS in April 2012. The 2012 RTP/SCS links the goal of
sustaining mobility with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development patterns, and encouraging fair and
equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic, geographic and commercial limitations (see
http://rtpscs.scaq.ca.gov). The goals included in the 2012 RTP/SCS may be pertinent to the proposed
project. These goals are meant to provide guidance for considering the proposed project within the
context of regional goals and policies. Among the relevant goals of the 2012 RTP/SCS are the following:

SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS GOALS

RTP/SCS G1: Align the plan investments and policies with improving regional economic development and
competitiveness

RTP/SCS G2: Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods in the region

RTP/SCS G3: Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods in the region

RTP/SCS G4: Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional transportation system

RTP/SCS G5: Maximize the productivity of our transportation system

RTP/SCS G6: Protect the environment and health for our residents by improving air quality and encouraging
active transportation (non-motorized transportation, such as bicycling and walking)

RTP/SCS G7: Actively encourage and create incentives for energy efficiency, where possible

RTP/SCS G8: Encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and non-motorized transportation

RTP/SCS G9: Maximize the security of the regional transportation system through improved system monitoring,
rapid recovery planning, and coordination with other security agencies ___

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions
of the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicability of the policy and supportive analysis in a table
format. Suggested format is as follows:
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Ms. Nash

SCAG No. IGR8252
Page 3

SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS Goals

Goal

RTP/SCS Align the plan investments and policies with improving
G1 : regional economic development and competitiveness.

RTP/SCS Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and
G2: goods in the region.

etc.

Analysis

Consistent: Statement as to why
Not-Consistent: Statement as to why
or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why

DEIR page number reference

Consistent: Statement as to why
Not-Consistent: Statement as to why
or
Not Applicable: Statement as to why

DEIR page number reference

etc.

RTP/SCS Strategies

To achieve the goals of the 2012 RTP/SCS, a wide range of strategies are included in SCS Chapter
(starting on page 152) of the RTP/SCS focusing on four key areas: 1) Land Use Actions and Strategies;
2} Transportation Network Actions and Strategies; 3) Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
Actions and Strategies and; 4) Transportation System Management (TSM) Actions and Strategies. If
applicable to the proposed project, please refer to these strategies as guidance for considering the
proposed project within the context of regional goals and policies. To access a listing of the strategies,
please visit http://rtpscs-scaa.ca.gov/Documents/2012/final/f2012RTPSCS.pdf (Tables 4.3-4.7,
beginning on page 152).

Regional Growth Forecasts

At the time of this letter, the most recently adopted SCAG forecasts consists of the 2020 and 2035
RTP/SCS population, household and employment forecasts. To view them, please visit
http://scag.ca.gov/Documents/2012AdoptedGrowthForeca5tPDF.pdf. The forecasts for the region and
applicable jurisdictions are below.

Forecast
Population

Households
Employment

Adopted SCAG Region
Wide Forecasts

Year 2020
19,663,000
6,458,000
8,414,000

Year 2035
22,091,000
7,325,000
9,441,000

Adopted Unincorporated
County of Los Angela*

Forecasts
Year 2020

1,159,100
336,100
266,100

Year 2035

1 ,399,500
405,500
318,100

Adopted City of Los Angeles
Forecasts

Year 2020

3,991,700
1 ,455,700
1,817,700

Year 2035

4,320,600
1,626,600
1 ,906,800

MITIGATION

SCAG staff recommends that you review the SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS Final Program EIR Mitigation
Measures for guidance, as appropriate. See Chapter 6 (beginning on page 143} at:
http://rtpscs.5caq.ca.qov/Documents/peir/2012/final/Flnal2Q12PEIR.pdf

As referenced in Chapter 6, a comprehensive list of example mitigation measures that may be considered as
appropriate is included in Appendix G: Examples of Measures that Could Reduce Impacts from Planning,
Development and Transportation Projects. Appendix G can be accessed at:
http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/peir/2012/final/2012fPEIR AppendixG ExampleMeasures.pdf



South Coast
Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(909) 396-2000 • www.agmd.gov

Clarice Nash, Project Manager
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Ave.
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331
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November 12, 2014

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Proiect

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff's comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air
quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the CEQA document upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at
the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health
risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files not Adobe PDF
files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to complete its
review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Ouality Analysis
The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other
public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this
Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD's Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD's website here: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-
~uali . -analysis-handbook/cega-air-quality-handbook-(,1993. SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use
the CaIEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and
locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CaIEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (C.4Pl;0A) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:
www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project
and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if
any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to,
emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings,
off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions
from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off=road
tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract
vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that
the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance
thresholds found here: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/cega/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-si~?nificance-
thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=2. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends
calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST's can
be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts
when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is
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recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
htt~://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-quali . -analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it
is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile
source health risk assessment ("Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel
Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis") can be found at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cegalair-
~uali . -analysis-handbook mobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use
of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook.• A Community Perspective, which can be found at
the following Internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pd£ CARB's Land Use Handbook is a general
reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land
use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or
eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines § 15.126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation
measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, including:
• Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook

• SCAQMD's CEQA web pages at: http://www.ac~md.gov/home/regulations/ceya/air-quality-analvsis-
handbook/mitiration-measures-and-control-efficiencies.

• CAPCOA's Quant~ing Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:
http://www.capcoa.or~p-contentluploads/2010/ 11 /CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.

• SCAQMD's Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related
emissions

• Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD's Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found
at the following Internet address: http:Uwww.agmd.,~ov/docs/default-source/plannin air-quality
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf?sfvrsn=4.

Data Sources
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD's Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also mailable via
the SCAQMD's webpage (http://www.agmd.~).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated
and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at jbakernae,agmd. ov or
call me at (909) 396-3176.

Sincerely,

Jillian Baker, Ph.D
ProgramSupervisar j ~T,`~~~~~
Planning, Rule Development &Area Sokarces ~' _~

i ~
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Nov. 19, 2014 
 
Clarice Nash, Project Manager 
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works 
Project Management Division I 
900 S. Fremont Ave 
Alhambra, CA 91803 
 
RE:  Notice of Preparation for the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
 
Dear Ms. Nash, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus 
Master Plan Project. This letter conveys recommendations from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (LACMTA) concerning issues that are germane to our agency’s statutory 
responsibility in relation to our facilities and services that may be affected by the proposed project.  
 
Metro bus lines operate on South Vermont Ave, adjacent to the proposed project. Although the project 
is not expected to result in any long-term impacts on transit, the developer should be aware of the bus 
services that are present. Metro Bus Operations Control Special Events Coordinator should be 
contacted at 213-922-4632 regarding construction activities that may Impact Metro bus lines. (For 
closures that last more than six months, Metro’s Stops and Zones Department will also need to be 
notified at 213-922-5188). Other municipal bus operators may also be impacted and should be 
included in construction outreach efforts.  
 
Beyond impacts to Metro facilities and operations, LACMTA must also notify the applicant of state 
requirements. A Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA), with roadway and transit components, is 
required under the State of California Congestion Management Program (CMP) statute. The CMP TIA 
Guidelines are published in the “2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County”, 
Appendix D (attached). The geographic area examined in the TIA must include the following, at a 
minimum: 
 

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on/off-ramp 
intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the a.m. or 
p.m. weekday peak hour (of adjacent street traffic). 
 

2. If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections, the study area must 
include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or more peak hour trips (total 
of both directions). Within the study area, the TIA must analyze at least one segment 
between monitored CMP intersections. 

 
3. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more trips, in 

either direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hour. 
 

4. Caltrans must also be consulted through the NOP process to identify other specific 
locations to be analyzed on the state highway system.  
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The CMP TIA requirement also contains two separate impact studies covering roadways and transit, 

as outlined in Sections D.8.1 – D.9.4. If the TIA identifies no facilities for study based on the criteria 

above, no further traffic analysis is required. However, projects must still consider transit impacts. For 

all CMP TIA requirements please see the attached guidelines. 

If you have any questions regarding this response, please contact Xin Tong at 213-922-8804 or by 
email at DevReview@metro.net. LACMTA looks forward to reviewing the Draft EIR. Please send it to 
the following address: 
 

LACMTA Development Review  
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-18-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

                                                 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Xin Tong 
Development Review Coordinator, Countywide Planning 
 
Attachment:  CMP Appendix D: Guidelines for CMP Transportation Impact Analysis 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County 

 
 
Important Notice to User:  This section provides detailed travel statistics for the Los 
Angeles area which will be updated on an ongoing basis.  Updates will be distributed to all 
local jurisdictions when available.  In order to ensure that impact analyses reflect the best 
available information, lead agencies may also contact MTA at the time of study initiation.  
Please contact MTA staff to request the most recent release of “Baseline Travel Data for 
CMP TIAs.” 
 
D.1 OBJECTIVE OF GUIDELINES 
 
The following guidelines are intended to assist local agencies in evaluating impacts of land 
use decisions on the Congestion Management Program (CMP) system, through 
preparation of a regional transportation impact analysis (TIA).  The following are the basic 
objectives of these guidelines: 
 
Promote consistency in the studies conducted by different jurisdictions, while 

maintaining flexibility for the variety of project types which could be affected by these 
guidelines. 

 

Establish procedures which can be implemented within existing project review 
processes and without ongoing review by MTA. 

 

Provide guidelines which can be implemented immediately, with the full intention of 
subsequent review and possible revision. 

 
These guidelines are based on specific requirements of the Congestion Management 
Program, and travel data sources available specifically for Los Angeles County.  References 
are listed in Section D.10 which provide additional information on possible methodologies 
and available resources for conducting TIAs. 
 
D.2 GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
Exhibit D-7 provides the model resolution that local jurisdictions adopted containing CMP 
TIA procedures in 1993.  TIA requirements should be fulfilled within the existing 
environmental review process, extending local traffic impact studies to include impacts to 
the regional system.  In order to monitor activities affected by these requirements, Notices 
of Preparation (NOPs) must be submitted to MTA as a responsible agency.  Formal MTA 
approval of individual TIAs is not required. 
 
The following sections describe CMP TIA requirements in detail.  In general, the 
competing objectives of consistency & flexibility have been addressed by specifying 
standard, or minimum, requirements and requiring documentation when a TIA varies 
from these standards. 
 

APPENDIX  
GUIDELINES FOR CMP TRANSPORTATION 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

D   
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D.3 PROJECTS SUBJECT TO ANALYSIS 
 
In general a CMP TIA is required for all projects required to prepare an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) based on local determination.  A TIA is not required if the lead agency 
for the EIR finds that traffic is not a significant issue, and does not require local or regional 
traffic impact analysis in the EIR.  Please refer to Chapter 5 for more detailed information. 
 
CMP TIA guidelines, particularly intersection analyses, are largely geared toward analysis 
of projects where land use types and design details are known.  Where likely land uses are 
not defined (such as where project descriptions are limited to zoning designation and 
parcel size with no information on access location), the level of detail in the TIA may be 
adjusted accordingly.  This may apply, for example, to some redevelopment areas and 
citywide general plans, or community level specific plans.  In such cases, where project 
definition is insufficient for meaningful intersection level of service analysis, CMP arterial 
segment analysis may substitute for intersection analysis. 
 
D.4 STUDY AREA 
 
The geographic area examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum: 
 
All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on- or off-ramp 

intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the 
AM or PM weekday peak hours (of adjacent street traffic). 

 

If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections (see Section D.3), 
the study area must include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or 
more peak hour trips (total of both directions).  Within the study area, the TIA must 
analyze at least one segment between monitored CMP intersections. 

 

Mainline freeway monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more trips, in 
either direction, during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours. 

 

Caltrans must also be consulted through the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process to 
identify other specific locations to be analyzed on the state highway system. 

 
If the TIA identifies no facilities for study based on these criteria, no further traffic analysis 
is required.  However, projects must still consider transit impacts (Section D.8.4). 
 
D.5 BACKGROUND TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 
 
The following sections describe the procedures for documenting and estimating 
background, or non-project related traffic conditions.  Note that for the purpose of a TIA, 
these background estimates must include traffic from all sources without regard to the 
exemptions specified in CMP statute (e.g., traffic generated by the provision of low and very 
low income housing, or trips originating outside Los Angeles County.  Refer to Chapter 5, 
Section 5.2.3 for a complete list of exempted projects). 
 
D.5.1 Existing Traffic Conditions.  Existing traffic volumes and levels of service (LOS) on 
the CMP highway system within the study area must be documented.  Traffic counts must 
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be less than one year old at the time the study is initiated, and collected in accordance with 
CMP highway monitoring requirements (see Appendix A).  Section D.8.1 describes TIA 
LOS calculation requirements in greater detail.  Freeway traffic volume and LOS data 
provided by Caltrans is also provided in Appendix A. 
 
D.5.2 Selection of Horizon Year and Background Traffic Growth.  Horizon year(s) 
selection is left to the lead agency, based on individual characteristics of the project being 
analyzed.  In general, the horizon year should reflect a realistic estimate of the project 
completion date.  For large developments phased over several years, review of intermediate 
milestones prior to buildout should also be considered. 
 
At a minimum, horizon year background traffic growth estimates must use the generalized 
growth factors shown in Exhibit D-1.  These growth factors are based on regional modeling 
efforts, and estimate the general effect of cumulative development and other socioeconomic 
changes on traffic throughout the region.  Beyond this minimum, selection among the 
various methodologies available to estimate horizon year background traffic in greater 
detail is left to the lead agency.  Suggested approaches include consultation with the 
jurisdiction in which the intersection under study is located, in order to obtain more 
detailed traffic estimates based on ongoing development in the vicinity. 
 
D.6 PROPOSED PROJECT TRAFFIC GENERATION 
 
Traffic generation estimates must conform to the procedures of the current edition of Trip 
Generation, by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE).  If an alternative 
methodology is used, the basis for this methodology must be fully documented. 
 
Increases in site traffic generation may be reduced for existing land uses to be removed, if 
the existing use was operating during the year the traffic counts were collected.  Current 
traffic generation should be substantiated by actual driveway counts; however, if infeasible, 
traffic may be estimated based on a methodology consistent with that used for the proposed 
use.   
 
Regional transportation impact analysis also requires consideration of trip lengths.  Total 
site traffic generation must therefore be divided into work and non-work-related trip 
purposes in order to reflect observed trip length differences.  Exhibit D-2 provides factors 
which indicate trip purpose breakdowns for various land use types. 
 
For lead agencies who also participate in CMP highway monitoring, it is recommended that 
any traffic counts on CMP facilities needed to prepare the TIA should be done in the 
manner outlined in Chapter 2 and Appendix A.  If the TIA traffic counts are taken within 
one year of the deadline for submittal of CMP highway monitoring data, the local 
jurisdiction would save the cost of having to conduct the traffic counts twice. 
 
D.7 TRIP DISTRIBUTION 
 
For trip distribution by direct/manual assignment, generalized trip distribution factors are 
provided in Exhibit D-3, based on regional modeling efforts.  These factors indicate 
Regional Statistical Area (RSA)-level tripmaking for work and non-work trip purposes.  
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(These RSAs are illustrated in Exhibit D-4.)  For locations where it is difficult to determine 
the project site RSA, census tract/RSA correspondence tables are available from MTA. 
 
Exhibit D-5 describes a general approach to applying the preceding factors.  Project trip 
distribution must be consistent with these trip distribution and purpose factors; the basis 
for variation must be documented. 
 
Local agency travel demand models disaggregated from the SCAG regional model are 
presumed to conform to this requirement, as long as the trip distribution functions are 
consistent with the regional distribution patterns.  For retail commercial developments, 
alternative trip distribution factors may be appropriate based on the market area for the 
specific planned use.  Such market area analysis must clearly identify the basis for the trip 
distribution pattern expected. 
 
D.8 IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
CMP Transportation Impact Analyses contain two separate impact studies covering 
roadways and transit.  Section Nos. D.8.1-D.8.3 cover required roadway analysis while 
Section No. D.8.4 covers the required transit impact analysis.  Section Nos. D.9.1-D.9.4 
define the requirement for discussion and evaluation of alternative mitigation measures. 
 
D.8.1 Intersection Level of Service Analysis.  The LA County CMP recognizes that 
individual jurisdictions have wide ranging experience with LOS analysis, reflecting the 
variety of community characteristics, traffic controls and street standards throughout the 
county.  As a result, the CMP acknowledges the possibility that no single set of 
assumptions should be mandated for all TIAs within the county. 
 
However, in order to promote consistency in the TIAs prepared by different jurisdictions, 
CMP TIAs must conduct intersection LOS calculations using either of the following 
methods: 
 
The Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method as specified for CMP highway 

monitoring (see Appendix A); or 
 

The Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) / Circular 212 method. 
 
Variation from the standard assumptions under either of these methods for circumstances 
at particular intersections must be fully documented. 
 
TIAs using the 1985 or 1994 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) operational analysis must 
provide converted volume-to-capacity based LOS values, as specified for CMP highway 
monitoring in Appendix A. 
 
D.8.2 Arterial Segment Analysis.  For TIAs involving arterial segment analysis, volume-to-
capacity ratios must be calculated for each segment and LOS values assigned using the V/
C-LOS equivalency specified for arterial intersections.  A capacity of 800 vehicles per hour 
per through traffic lane must be used, unless localized conditions necessitate alternative 
values to approximate current intersection congestion levels. 
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D.8.3 Freeway Segment (Mainline) Analysis.  For the purpose of CMP TIAs, a simplified 
analysis of freeway impacts is required.  This analysis consists of a demand-to-capacity 
calculation for the affected segments, and is indicated in Exhibit D-6. 
 
D.8.4 Transit Impact Review.  CMP transit analysis requirements are met by completing 
and incorporating into an EIR the following transit impact analysis: 
 
Evidence that affected transit operators received the Notice of Preparation. 
 

A summary of existing transit services in the project area.  Include local fixed-route 
services within a ¼ mile radius of the project; express bus routes within a 2 mile radius 
of the project, and; rail service within a 2 mile radius of the project. 

 

Information on trip generation and mode assignment for both AM and PM peak hour 
periods as well as for daily periods.  Trips assigned to transit will also need to be 
calculated for the same peak hour and daily periods.  Peak hours are defined as 7:30-
8:30 AM and 4:30-5:30 PM.  Both “peak hour” and “daily” refer to average weekdays, 
unless special seasonal variations are expected.  If expected, seasonal variations should 
be described. 

 

Documentation of the assumption and analyses that were used to determine the 
number and percent of trips assigned to transit.  Trips assigned to transit may be 
calculated along the following guidelines: 

 

Multiply the total trips generated by 1.4 to convert vehicle trips to person trips;  

For each time period, multiply the result by one of the following factors: 
 

3.5% of Total Person Trips Generated for most cases, except: 
 
10% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center 
15% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center 
  7% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation 

center 
  9% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation 

 center 
  5% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor 
  7% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor 
  0% if no fixed route transit services operate within one mile of the project 

 
To determine whether a project is primarily residential or commercial in nature, please 
refer to the CMP land use categories listed and defined in Appendix E, Guidelines for 
New Development Activity Tracking and Self Certification.  For projects that are only 
partially within the above one-quarter mile radius, the base rate (3.5% of total trips 
generated) should be applied to all of the project buildings that touch the radius 
perimeter. 

 
Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated in the development 

plan that will encourage public transit use.  Include not only the jurisdiction’s TDM 
Ordinance measures, but other project specific measures. 
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Analysis of expected project impacts on current and future transit services and proposed 
project mitigation measures, and; 

 

Selection of final mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the local 
jurisdiction/lead agency.  Once a mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-
monitors implementation through the existing mitigation monitoring requirements of 
CEQA. 

 
D.9 IDENTIFICATION AND EVALUATION OF MITIGATION 
 
D.9.1 Criteria for Determining a Significant Impact.  For purposes of the CMP, a 
significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand on a CMP 
facility by 2% of capacity (V/C ≥ 0.02), causing LOS F (V/C > 1.00); if the facility is already 
at LOS F, a significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand 
on a CMP facility by 2% of capacity (V/C ≥ 0.02).  The lead agency may apply a more 
stringent criteria if desired. 
 
D.9.2 Identification of Mitigation.  Once the project has been determined to cause a 
significant impact, the lead agency must investigate measures which will mitigate the 
impact of the project.  Mitigation measures proposed must clearly indicate the following: 
 
Cost estimates, indicating the fair share costs to mitigate the impact of the proposed 

project. If the improvement from a proposed mitigation measure will exceed the impact 
of the project, the TIA must indicate the proportion of total mitigation costs which is 
attributable to the project.  This fulfills the statutory requirement to exclude the costs of 
mitigating inter-regional trips. 

Implementation responsibilities.  Where the agency responsible for implementing 
mitigation is not the lead agency, the TIA must document consultation with the 
implementing agency regarding project impacts, mitigation feasibility and 
responsibility. 

 
Final selection of mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the lead agency.  The 
TIA must, however, provide a summary of impacts and mitigation measures.  Once a 
mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-monitors implementation through the 
mitigation monitoring requirements contained in CEQA. 
 
D.9.3 Project Contribution to Planned Regional Improvements.  If the TIA concludes that 
project impacts will be mitigated by anticipated regional transportation improvements, 
such as rail transit or high occupancy vehicle facilities, the TIA must document: 
 
Any project contribution to the improvement, and 
 

The means by which trips generated at the site will access the regional facility. 
 
D.9.4  Transportation Demand Management (TDM).  If the TIA concludes or assumes that 
project impacts will be reduced through the implementation of TDM measures, the TIA 
must document specific actions to be implemented by the project which substantiate these 
conclusions. 
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998
Telephone: (562) 699-741 1 , FAX: (562) 699-5422
www.lacsd.org

Ms. Clarice Nash, Project Manager
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

Dear Ms. Nash:

GRACE ROBINSON HYDE
Chief Engineer and General Manager

December 2, 2014

Ref File No.: 3133567

Harbor-UCLA Medical Campus Master Plan Proiect

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of Preparation
of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on November 3, 2014. The proposed
development is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 8. We offer the following
comments regarding sewerage service:

The Districts maintain sewerage facilities within the project area that may be affected by the
proposed project. Approval to construct improvements within a Districts' sewer easement and/or
over or near a Districts' sewer is required before construction may begin. For a copy of the Districts'
buildover procedures and requirements go to www.lacsd.or~, Wastewater &Sewer Systems, click on
Will Serve Program, and click on the Buildover Procedures and Requirements link. For more
specific information regarding the buildover procedure, please contact Mr. Ed Stewart at
(562) 908-4288, extension 2766.

2. The proposed project may require a Districts' permit for Industrial Wastewater Discharge. Project
developers should contact the Districts' Industrial Waste Section at (562) 908-4288, extension 2900,
in order to reach a determination on this matter. If this permit is necessary, project developers will
be required to forward copies of final plans and supporting information for the proposed project to
the Districts for review and approval before beginning project construction. For additional Industrial
Wastewater Discharge Permit information, go to
http://www.lacsd.or~,/wastewater/industrial waste/permit.asp.

The wastewater flow originating from the proposed project will discharge directly to either or both
the Districts' Joint Outfall D Unit 8 Trunk Sewer, located in Carson Street west of Budlong Avenue,
or the Joint Outfall D Unit 1D Replacement Trunk Sewer, located in Carson Street at Vermont
Avenue. The 54—inch diameter Joint Outfall D Unit 8 Trunk Sewer has a design capacity of
28.4 million gallons per day (mgd) and conveyed a peak flow of 13.9 mgd when last measured in
2012. The 66—inch diameter Joint Outfall D Unit 1D Replacement Trunk Sewer has a design
capacity of 56.5 mgd and conveyed a peak flow of 51.7 mgd when last measured in 2012. A 6-inch
diameter or smaller direct connection to a Districts' trunk sewer requires a Trunk Sewer Connection
Permit, issued by the Districts. An 8-inch diameter or larger direct connection to a Districts' trunk
sewer requires submittal of Sewer Plans for review and approval by the Districts. For additional
information, please contact the Districts' Engineering Counter at extension 1205.

DOC: #3161209.D08
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Ms. Clarice Nash -2- December 2, 2014

4. The wastewater generated by the proposed project will be treated at the Joint Water Pollution
Control Plant located in the City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 400 mgd and currently
processes an average flow of 263.1 mgd.

5. The expected increase in average wastewater flow from the proposed project, an increase of 850,000
square feet to the existing Medical Campus, is 170,000 gallons per day. For a copy of the Districts'
average wastewater generation factors, go to www.lacsd.or~, Wastewater &Sewer Systems, click on
Will Serve Program, and click on the Table 1, Loadings for Each Class of Land Use link.

6. The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts' Sewerage System for increasing the
strength or quantity of wastewater attributable to a particular parcel or operation already connected.
This connection fee is a capital facilities fee that is imposed in an amount sufficient to construct an
incremental expansion of the Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed project. Payment of a
connection fee will be required before a permit to connect to the sewer is issued. For more
information and a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go to www.lacsd.or~, Wastewater
& Sewer Systems, click on Will Serve Program, and search for the appropriate link. For more
specific information regarding the connection fee application procedure and fees, please contact the
Connection Fee Counter at extension 2727.

7. In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the
design capacities of the Districts' wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth

forecast adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific policies
included in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into clean air

plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality Management Districts
in order to improve air quality in the South Coast and Mojave Desert Air Basins as mandated by the
CCA. All expansions of Districts' facilities must be sized and service phased in a manner that will

be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San
Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial. The available capacity of the Districts' treatment

facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels associated with the approved growth identified by
SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute a guarantee of wastewater service, but is to advise
you that the Districts intend to provide this service up to the levels that are legally permitted and to
inform you of the currently existing capacity and any proposed expansion of the Districts' facilities.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717.

Very truly yours,

AR:ar

cc: E. Stewart
L. Shadler
M. Tremblay
J. Ganz

DOC: #3161209.D08

Grace Robinson Hy e

C/~ ~

Adriana Raza
Customer Service Specialist
Facilities Planning Department

RECEIVED

DEC 0 4 2014
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November 20, 2014

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90063-3294

Clarice Nash, Project Manager
LA County Department of Public Works
Project Management Division
900 S. Fremont Ave.
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

Dear Ms. Nash:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT,
"HARBOR-UCLA MEDICAL CENTER CAMPUS MASTER PLAN PROJECT,"
PROPOSES THE HARBOR-UCLA PROJECT TO CONSIDER CURRENT
CONDITIONS AND FUTURE NEED OF THE HAROR-UCLA, TO ENHANCE THE

INTERACTIVE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE CLINICAL, EDUCATIONAL AND
RESEARCH COMPONENTS OF THE CAMPUS AND GROWTH OF THE REGION,
1000 WEST CARSON, TORRANCE (PEER 201400207)

The Notice of Preparation of an 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:

P~ANRlI!V~ DIVISION

We will reserve our comments for the Draft EIR.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

The County of Los Angeles Fire Departments Land Development Unit's
comments are only general requirements. Specific fire and life safety

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURA HILLS CALABASAS DIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILLS LA MIRADA MALIBU POMONA SIGNAL HILL
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BALDWIN PARK CLAREMONT GARDENA INGLEWOOD LANCASTER PALMDALE ROLLING HILLS ESTATES TEMPLE CITY

BELL COMMERCE GLENDORA IRWINDALE LAWNDALE PALOS VERDES ESTATES ROSEMEAD WALNUT

BELL GARDENS COVINA HAWAIIAN GARDENS LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE LOMITA PARAMOUNT SAN DIMAS WEST HOLLYW001

BELLFLOWER CUDAHY HAWTHORNE LA HABR,4 LYNWOOD PICO RIVERA SANTA CLARITA WESTLAKE VI~LAG
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requirements will be addressed at the building and fire plan check phase. There
may be additional requirements during this time.

2. The development of this project must comply with all applicable code and
ordinance requirements for construction, access, water mains, fire flows, and fire
hydrants.

3. The proposed development may necessitate multiple ingress/egress access for
the circulation of traffic and emergency response issues.

4. Every building constructed shall be accessible to the Fire Department's
apparatus by way of access roadways with an all-weather surface of not less
than the prescribed width. The roadway shall be extended to within 150 feet of
all portions of the exterior walls when measured by an unobstructed route around
the exterior of the building.

5. All on-site driveways/roadways shall provide a minimum unobstructed width of
28 feet, clear-to-sky. The on-site driveway is to be within 150 feet of all portions
of the exterior walls of the first story of any building. The centerline of the access
driveway shall be located parallel to and within 30 feet of an exterior wall on one
side of the proposed structure.

6. Turning radii shall not be less than 32 feet. This measurement shall be
determined at the centerline of the road. The Fire Department approved turning
area shall be provided for all driveways exceeding 150 feet in-length and at the
end of all cul-de-sacs.

7. All access devices and gates shall comply with California Code of Regulations,
Titls 19, Articles 3.05 and 3.16.

8. All access devices and gates shall meet the following requirements:

a) Any single gated opening used for ingress and egress shall be a minimum
of 28 feet in-width, clear-to-sky.

b) Any divided gate opening (when each gate is used for a single direction of
travel i.e., ingress or egress) shall be a minimum width of 20 feet clear-to-
sky.

c) Gates and/or control devices shall be positioned a minimum of 50 feet
from a public right-of-way and shall be provided with a turnaround having
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a minimum of 32 feet of turning radius. If an intercom system is used, the
50 feet shall be measured from the right-of-way to the intercom control
device.

d) All limited access devices shall be of a type approved by the Fire
Department.

e) Gate plans shall be submitted to the Fire Department prior to installation.
These plans shall show all locations, widths, and details of the proposed
gates.

9. All proposals for traffic calming measures (speed humps/bumps/cushions, traffic
circles, roundabouts, etc.) shall be submitted to the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department for review prior to implementation.

10. The development may require fire flows up to 8,000 gallons per minute at 20 per
square inch residual pressure for up to a five-hour duration. Final fire flows will
be based on the size of buildings, the installation of an automatic fire sprinkler
system, and types) of construction used.

11. The fire hydrant spacing shall be 300 feet and shall meet the following
requirements:

a) No portion of lot frontage shall be more than 200 feet via vehicular access
from a public fire hydrant.

b) No portion of a building shall exceed 400 feet via vehicular access from a
properly spaced public fire hydrant.

c) Additional hydrants will be required if hydrant spacing exceeds specified
distances.

d) When cul-de-sac depth exceeds 200 feet on a commercial street, hydrants
shall be required at the corner, and mid-block.

e) A cul-de-sac shall not be more than 500 feet in length when serving land
zoned for commercial use.

12. An automatic fire sprinkler system is required for all future development.
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13. If there are any questions regarding the Land Development Unit's response,
please contact FPEA Wally Collins at (323) 890-4243 or at
WaIIy.Collins(a~fire.lacounty.gov.

FORESTRY DIVISION —OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department's
Forestry Division include erosion control, watershed management, rare and
endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and cultural resources, and the
County Oak Tree Ordinance.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION

Based on the review of the "Initial Study," a Phase I should be prepared for the
project site prior to construction and/or renovation activities. If the Phase I indicates
to release or potential release of hazardous materials, a preliminary assessment
should be completed at the impacted area(s). If the analytical data obtained during
site assessment reveals significant contaminations) that may present a public
health or environmental hazard, the impacted areas) must be assessed/mitigated
under oversight of a local or State agency.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,

V, ~`~f,-- ' v v ~~

FRANK VIDALES, CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

FV: ad
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Anne Collins-Doehne

From: Nash, Clarice <CNash@dpw.lacounty.gov>
Sent: Monday, November 10, 2014 8:16 AM
To: David Crook
Cc: 'tholcombe@ceo.lacounty.gov'
Subject: Fw: Harbor UCLA Master Plan Project

FYI  
 
Sent from Blackberry mobile device. 
  

From: Michelle A [mailto:michellea0801@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 07, 2014 11:25 PM Pacific Standard Time 
To: Nash, Clarice  
Subject: Harbor UCLA Master Plan Project  
  
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am all for the renovation of Harbor UCLA's Medical Campus. I just hope that the county will perform 
construction during reasonable hours so as to minimize the noise disturbance it causes for local 
residents. As residents of the Vermonter Apartments on Vermont Ave and 220th, we are already 
subjected to constant police and ambulance sirens on a daily basis.  Many of us are employees of 
Harbor UCLA and work night shifts. Please consider this when designating times for construction to 
take place.  Thanks.  
 
Michelle Allera 



~~~'

.~

November 15, 2014

Clarice Nash, Project Manager
County of LA Dept. of Public Works
Project Management Division I
900 S. Freemont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803-13~~

To Whom It May Concern:

Re: Notice of an Environment Impact Report, Harbor UCLA et al.

Please be advised that my MAILING address has changed to:
Mrs. Dail K. Paramore
38180 Del Webb Blvd., PMB 160
Palm Desert, CA 92211

All future mailings should be sent to the above address. Thank you for
updating your records accordingly.

Sincerely,

4~~~
s.) Dail . Paramore

(760) 288-0879

PS Please be advised that Frank S. Paramore has been deceased
as of June 30, 2014. Please adjust your records accordingly.

_...
~'~'~;~_-___._
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS  

 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

 
 
Date: June 29, 2015 

To:  State Clearinghouse, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, and Interested Individuals 

From: County of Los Angeles c/o Department of Public Works 

 900 S. Fremont Ave, Alhambra, California 91803   

Subject:  Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report, Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus 
Master Plan Project and Notice of Public Scoping Meeting Date and Location 

 
The County of Los Angeles (County), as the lead agency, has prepared an Initial Study and will be preparing an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed project described below. The County of Los Angeles 
Department of Public Works (DPW), on behalf of the County, is soliciting input from responsible and trustee 
agencies, other agencies required to receive this notice, and the State Office of Planning and Research, and is also 
extending the outreach for early public consultation to other interested parties, members of the public, and 
organizations, on the scope and content of the information to be included and analyzed in the EIR. Agencies should 
comment on the elements of the environmental information that are relevant to their statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. The EIR will be the environmental document for responsible and trustee 
agencies when considering any discretionary approvals. 
 
The project description, location, and potential environmental effects of the proposed project are described in this 
Notice of Preparation and attached Initial Study.  
 
The County requests that any potential responsible or trustee agencies responding to this NOP reply in a manner 
consistent with Section 15082(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, which allows for the submittal of any comments and/or 
inputs in response to this notice no later than 30 days after receipt of the NOP.  The County will accept written 
comments from these agencies and others regarding this NOP through the close of business on Tuesday, July 29, 
2015.  Please send all written comments, including e-mailed comments, to Clarice Nash at the address below. 
Comments should include the name of a contact person. 
 
Project Location: The Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus (“Medical Campus”) is located at 1000 West Carson 
Street on approximately 72 acres of land owned by the County of Los Angeles and is surrounded by the City of 
Torrance, City of Carson, and the Harbor-Gateway community of the City of Los Angeles, in Los Angeles County.  
Specifically, the Medical Campus is bounded by Carson Street, Vermont Avenue, 220th Street, and Normandie 
Avenue.  The Medical Campus is located west of the I-110 (Harbor) Freeway and south of the I-405 (San Diego) 
Freeway.  Refer to Figure 1, Regional and Vicinity Map. 
 
Project Description: Los Angeles County proposes the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project 
(“Project”) to consider current conditions and future needs of the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Hospital and Clinics, 
the LA Biomed Research Foundation (“LA Biomed”) and the Department of Health Services at the Medical Campus. 
 The purpose of the Project is to enhance the interactive relationship between the clinical, educational, and research 
components of the Medical Campus and to update it concurrent with growth in the region.  The County-owned 
Medical Campus is a 72-acre property, located in unincorporated south Los Angeles County.  The Project would 
incorporate the expansion of current services, the upgrading of aging facilities and buildings, redesign of the Medical 
Campus to improve access and internal circulation, and provide a cohesive design that would enhance the 
experience of staff, patients, and visitors to the Medical Campus.  Implementation of the Project is expected to meet 
short-term needs as well as long-term needs beyond 2030.  The Surgery and Emergency Building Replacement 
Project, totaling approximately 190,000 square feet, was recently completed on the Medical Campus and has been 
considered in the proposed Project. 



  

 
The Project includes construction of additional new facilities, including a New Hospital Tower, outpatient facilities, 
Bioscience Tech Park, other services, and Medical Campus support.  These new facilities would increase the 
existing floor area of the Medical Campus from approximately 1,050,000 square feet to approximately 2,150,000 
square feet of floor area.  The New Hospital Tower, which would be connected to the Surgery and Emergency Room 
Replacement Project building, is proposed to be the primary focal point of the Medical Campus.  Outpatient facilities 
would be consolidated to allow proximity of these services to each other and the New Hospital Tower.  LA BioMed 
would also develop new facilities, which would represent approximately 200,000 square feet of the overall proposed 
Project development program and which would be consolidated into an interior sub-campus near the proposed 
outpatient facilities and the New Hospital Tower.  Open plazas, landscaped areas, and paths and sidewalks for 
pedestrian circulation would form the core of the Medical Campus and join the New Hospital Tower, Bioscience Tech 
Park, LA BioMed, and outpatient facilities.  Other than the proposed Bioscience Tech Park, the remainder of the 
west side of the Medical Campus would be utilized for open space, surface parking, and other short-term uses, as 
needed, under the proposed Project. 
 
Potential Environmental Effects:  The Initial Study contains a preliminary analysis of the environmental impacts of 
the proposed Project in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines that identify 16 areas where impacts could occur. 
These impacts, which will be analyzed in detail in the EIR, include: aesthetics, air quality, energy, geology/soils, 
greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, 
noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, utilities and service systems, transportation/traffic, utilities 
and service systems, and mandatory findings of significance. The topical areas for which the Initial Study determined 
there would be no potentially significant impacts and which are therefore proposed not to be addressed in the EIR 
include: agriculture and forestry resources, biological resources, cultural resources, and mineral resources. 
 
Copies of the Notice of Preparation/Initial Study are available for electronic download at 
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/landing/publicBuildings.cfm and for public review of hard copies at the following Public 
Library locations: 

 
 
Interested parties may submit their written comments to:  

 
Clarice Nash, Project Manager  
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works 
Project Management Division I 
900 S. Fremont Ave.  
Alhambra, CA  91803-1331 
E-mail: cnash@dpw.lacounty.gov  

 
Questions regarding this notice should be directed to Clarice Nash at (626) 300-2363 or at the e-mail shown above, 
Monday through Thursday, between 7:30 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.  All parties that are interested in receiving information 
in the future related to the Project may submit their name and mailing address with that request to the Project 
Manager listed above. 
 
Public Scoping Meeting:  A public scoping meeting will be held on July 15, 2015, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m., to 

Carson Library 
151 E. Carson Street 
Carson, CA 90745 
(310) 830-0901 

Harbor Gateway City Library 
1555 Sepulveda Boulevard 
Torrance, CA 90501 
(310) 548-7791 

Southeast Branch Library 
23115 Arlington Avenue 
Torrance, CA 90501 
(310) 530-5044 

Harbor Gateway Library 
24000 S. Western Avenue 
Harbor City, CA 90710 
(310) 534-9520 

Lomita Library 
24200 Narbonne Avenue 
Lomita, CA 90717 
(310) 539-4515 

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Library 
17906 S. Avalon Boulevard 
Carson, CA 90746 
(310) 327-4830 

Katy Geissert Civic Center Library 
3301 Torrance Boulevard 
Torrance, CA 90503 
(310) 618-5959 

Wilmington Library 
1300 N. Avalon Boulevard 
Wilmington, CA 90744 
(310) 834-1082 

Harbor-UCLA Medical Center 
Inpatient Tower Information Desk 
1000 Carson Street 
Torrance, CA 90509-2910 
(323) 409-1000  



  

solicit input from the public, trustee and responsible agencies and other interested parties on the scope and content 
of the Environmental Impact Report in conformance with Section 21083.9 of the Public Resources Code on scoping 
meetings. You may send a written response by the deadline date of July 29, 2015, without attending the scoping 
meeting, which provides an additional opportunity to discuss the EIR to be prepared for the proposed Project. 
 
 Location:  Harbor-UCLA Medical Center 
 Parlow Library (to the north and east of the existing Hospital building) 
 1000 West Carson Street 
 Torrance, California 90509-2910 
 Free Parking in Lots A, B, and C (Refer to Figure 2, Existing Medical Campus Map) 
 (Please note that all visitors are subject to screening prior to entry) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

1.	 Project	title	

Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	

2.	 Lead	agency	name	and	address:		 	

County	of	Los	Angeles	

c/o	Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works		

900	S.	Fremont	Avenue	

Alhambra,	CA	91803		

3.	 Contact	person	and	phone	number:		 	

Clarice	Nash,	Project	Manager,	Project	Management	Division	I	

Phone:	(626)	300‐2363	

4. Project	location:			

1000	W.	Carson	Street	

Torrance,	CA	90502	

5.	 Project	sponsor’s	name	and	address:		

County	of	Los	Angeles		

900	S.	Fremont	Avenue	

Alhambra,	CA	91803	

6.	 General	plan	designation:			

Public	and	Semi	Public	

7.	 Zoning:			

C‐3	Unlimited	Commercial/TOD	

8.	 Description	of	project:			

The	proposed	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	(“Project”)	involves	the	multi‐
phased	development	of	hospital,	outpatient,	research,	and	support	facilities	through	the	year	2030	and	
beyond.	 	 The	 proposed	 Project	 would	 expand	 development	 on	 the	 existing	 Harbor‐UCLA	 Medical	
Center	 Campus	 (“Medical	 Campus”)	 from	 the	 current	 developed	 1,050,000	 square	 feet	 to	
approximately	2,150,000	square	feet,	which	would	involve	the	demolition	of	some	existing	buildings,	
rehabilitation/reuse	of	a	number	of	existing	buildings,	and	construction	of	new	buildings.		

9.	 Surrounding	land	uses	and	setting:		

The	72‐acre	County‐owned	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	the	unincorporated	Los	Angeles	community	
of	West	Carson,	which	roughly	encompasses	the	2.3‐square‐mile	area	between	the	Harbor	Freeway	on	
the	 east	 and	 Normandie	 Avenue	 on	 the	 west,	 and	 Del	 Amo	 Boulevard	 on	 the	 north	 and	 Lomita	
Boulevard	on	the	south.		The	Medical	Campus	is	bordered	by	Carson	Street	on	the	north,	220th	Street	
on	the	south,	Vermont	Avenue	on	the	east,	and	Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west.		The	Harbor	Freeway	
(I‐110)	is	located	one	block	east	of	the	Medical	Campus	and	the	San	Diego	Freeway	(I‐405)	is	located	
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approximately	 2	 miles	 to	 the	 north	 and	 northeast.	 	 Surrounding	 communities	 include	 the	 Cities	 of	
Gardena,	Lawndale,	and	Hawthorne	to	the	north;	 the	City	of	Carson,	east	of	the	Harbor	Freeway;	the	
Harbor	Gateway	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	City	of	Torrance	to	the	west;	and	
the	Harbor	City	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	City	of	Lomita	to	the	south.			

10.	 Other	public	agencies	whose	approval	is	required	
	
State	of	California	

 California	Office	of	Statewide	Health	Planning	and	Development	(OSHPD)	

 California	Department	of	Transportation	Division	of	Aeronautics	
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PURPOSE	OF	THE	INITIAL	STUDY	

The	 proposed	 Harbor‐UCLA	 Medical	 Center	 Campus	 Master	 Plan	 is	 analyzed	 in	 this	 Initial	 Study,	 in	
accordance	with	 the	California	Environmental	Quality	Act	 (CEQA),	 to	determine	 if	 approval	 of	 the	Project	
may	have	 a	 significant	 impact	 on	 the	 environment.	 	 This	 Initial	 Study	has	 been	prepared	pursuant	 to	 the	
requirements	of	CEQA,	under	Public	Resources	Code	21000‐21177,	of	the	State	CEQA	Guidelines	(California	
Code	of	Regulations,	Title	14,	Division	6,	Chapter	3,	Sections	15000‐15387)	and	under	 the	guidance	of	 the	
County	of	Los	Angeles	Department	of	Public	Works.	 	The	County	of	Los	Angeles	 is	 the	Lead	Agency	under	
CEQA	.			

The	 County	 has	 decided	 to	 prepare	 an	 Environmental	 Impact	 Report	 (EIR)	 rather	 than	 a	 Negative	
Declaration	or	Mitigated	Negative	Declaration	for	the	project	and	therefore	an	Initial	Study	is	not	required.	
Notwithstanding	 the	 early	 decision	 to	 prepare	 an	 EIR,	 the	 County	 has	 also	 decided	 to	 complete	 an	 Initial	
Study	to	assist	in	the	preparation	of	the	EIR	and	to	facilitate	environmental	assessment	early	in	the	design	
process.	.			

ENVIRONMENTAL	FACTORS	POTENTIALLY	AFFECTED:	

The	environmental	factors	checked	below	would	be	potentially	affected	by	this	project,	involving	at	least	one	
impact	that	is	a	“Potentially	Significant	Impact”	as	indicated	by	the	checklist	on	the	following	pages.	

	Aesthetics	 	Agriculture	and	Forestry	Resources	 Air	Quality	

	Biological	Resources	 	Cultural	Resources	 Energy	

	Geology/Soils	 	Greenhouse	Gas	Emissions	
Hazards/Hazardous	
Materials	

	Hydrology/Water	Quality	 	Land	Use/Planning	 Mineral	Resources	

	Noise	 	Population/Housing	 Public	Services	

	Recreation	 	Transportation/Traffic	 Utilities	and	Service	
Systems	

	
Mandatory	Findings	of	
Significance	

	 	 	 	

	
DETERMINATION:		(To	be	completed	by	the	Lead	Agency)	

On	the	basis	of	this	initial	evaluation:	

	 	 I	 find	 that	 the	 proposed	 project	 COULD	 NOT	 have	 a	 significant	 effect	 on	 the	 environment,	 and	 a	
NEGATIVE	DECLARATION	will	be	prepared.	

	 	 I	 find	that	although	the	proposed	project	could	have	a	significant	effect	on	the	environment,	there	will	
not	be	a	significant	effect	in	this	case	because	revisions	in	the	project	have	been	made	by	or	agreed	to	by	the	
project	proponent.		A	MITIGATED	NEGATIVE	DECLARATION	will	be	prepared.	

	 	 I	 find	 that	 the	 proposed	 project	 MAY	 have	 a	 significant	 effect	 on	 the	 environment,	 and	 an	
ENVIRONMENTAL	IMPACT	REPORT	is	required.	
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❑ I find that proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless

mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier

document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based

on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required,

but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

❑ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all

potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE

DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that

earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon

the proposed prof nothing further is required.

f

Signature Date

Printed Name For

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,

cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational

impacts.

2) A list of "Supporting Information Sources" should be attached, and other sources used or individuals

contacted should be cited in the discussion.

3) Impact Columns Heading Definitions:

■ "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect

may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the

determination is made, an EIR is required.

■ "Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation

of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less

Than Significant Impact." The mitigation measures must be described, along with a brief

explanation of how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

■ "Less Than Significant Impact" applies where the project creates no significant impacts, only

Less Tllan Significant impacts.

■ "No Impact" applies where a project does not create an impact in that category. A "No Impact"

answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact

simply does not apply to projects like the one proposed (e.g., the project falls outside of a

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project

4
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fault	rupture	zone).	A	“No	Impact”	answer	should	be	explained	where	it	is	based	on	project‐
specific	 factors	 as	 well	 as	 general	 standards	 (e.g.,	 the	 project	 will	 not	 expose	 sensitive	
receptors	to	pollutants,	based	on	a	project‐specific	screening	analysis).	

4) Earlier	analyses	may	be	used	where,	pursuant	to	the	tiering,	program	EIR,	or	other	CEQA	process,	an	
effect	 has	 been	 adequately	 analyzed	 in	 an	 earlier	 EIR	 or	 negative	 declaration.	 	 Section	
15063(c)(3)(D).		In	this	case,	a	brief	discussion	should	identify	the	following:	

 Earlier	Analysis	Used.		Identify	and	state	where	they	are	available	for	review.	

 Impacts	Adequately	Addressed.		Identify	which	effects	from	the	above	checklist	were	within	
the	 scope	 of	 and	 adequately	 analyzed	 in	 an	 earlier	 document	 pursuant	 to	 applicable	 legal	
standards,	and	state	whether	such	effects	were	addressed	by	mitigation	measures	based	on	
the	earlier	analysis.	

 Mitigation	 Measures.	 	 For	 effects	 that	 are	 “Less	 than	 Significant	 with	Mitigation	 Measures	
Incorporated,”	 describe	 the	mitigation	measures	which	were	 incorporated	 or	 refined	 from	
the	 earlier	 document	 and	 the	 extent	 to	which	 they	 address	 site‐specific	 conditions	 for	 the	
project.	

5) Lead	agencies	are	encouraged	to	incorporate	into	the	checklist	references	to	information	sources	for	
potential	 impacts	 (e.g.,	 general	 plans,	 zoning	 ordinances).	 	 Reference	 to	 a	 previously	 prepared	 or	
outside	 document	 should,	where	 appropriate,	 include	 a	 reference	 to	 the	 page	 or	 pages	where	 the	
statement	is	substantiated.	

6) The	explanation	of	each	issue	should	identify:	

a) The	significance	criteria	or	threshold,	if	any,	used	to	evaluate	each	question;	and	

b) The	mitigation	measure	identified,	if	any,	to	reduce	the	impact	to	less	than	significance.	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
I.		AESTHETICS	–	Would	the	project:	 	

a)	 Have	a	substantial	adverse	effect	on	a	scenic	vista? 	 	 	 	

b)	 Substantially	damage	scenic	resources,	including,	but	not	
limited	to,	trees,	rock	outcroppings,	and	historic	buildings	within	a	
state	scenic	highway?	

	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

II.		AGRICULTURE	AND	FORESTRY	RESOURCES – In	determining	
whether	impacts	to	agricultural	resources	are	significant	
environmental	effects,	lead	agencies	may	refer	to	the	California	
Agricultural	Land	Evaluation	and	Site	Assessment	Model	(1997)	
prepared	by	the	California	Department	of	Conservation	as	an	
optional	model	to	use	in	assessing	impacts	on	agriculture	and	
farmland.		In	determining	whether	impacts	to	forest	resources,	
including	timberland,	are	significant	environmental	effects,	lead	
agencies	may	refer	to	information	compiled	by	the	California	
Department	of	Forestry	and	Fire	protection	regarding	the	state’s	
inventory	of	forest	land,	including	the	Forest	and	Range	Assessment	
of	and	the	Forest	Legacy	Assessment	Project;	and	forest	carbon	
measurements	methodology	provided	in	Forest	Protocols	adopted	
by	the	California	Air	Resources	Board.		Would	the	project::	

	

a)	 Convert	Prime	Farmland,	Unique	Farmland,	or	Farmland	of	
Statewide	Importance	(Farmland),	as	shown	on	the	maps	prepared	
pursuant	to	the	Farmland	Mapping	and	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	1220(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?	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
III.		AIR	QUALITY	–	Where	available,	the	significance	criteria	
established	by	the	applicable	air	quality	management	or	air	
pollution	control	district	may	be	relied	upon	to	make	the	following	
determinations.		Would	the	project:	

	

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

	 	

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

	 	

c)	 Result	in	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)?	

	 	

d)	 Expose	sensitive	receptors	to	substantial	pollutant	
concentrations?	

	 	

e)	 Create	objectionable	odors	affecting	a	substantial	number	of	
people?	

	 	

IV.		BIOLOGICAL	RESOURCES	–	Would	the	project: 	

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

	 	

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	Game	or	US	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	nursery	sites?	

	 	

e)	 Conflict	with	any	local	policies	or	ordinances	protecting	
biological	resources,	such	as	a	tree	preservation	policy	or	
ordinance?	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

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

	 	

V.		CULTURAL	RESOURCES	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Cause	a	substantial	adverse	change	in	the	significance	of	a	
historical	resource	as	defined	in	§15064.5?	

	 	

b)	 Cause	a	substantial	adverse	change	in	the	significance	of	an	
archaeological	resource	pursuant	to	§15064.5?	

	 	

c)	 Directly	or	indirectly	destroy	a	unique	paleontological	
resource	or	site	or	unique	geologic	feature?	

	 	

d)	 Disturb	any	human	remains,	including	those	interred	outside	
of	formal	cemeteries?	

	 	

VI.		ENERGY	–	Would	the	project:	 	

a)		Conflict	with	Los	Angeles	County	Green	Building	Ordinance	(L.A.	
County	Code	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	20	and	Title	21,	§	21.24.440)	
or	Drought	Tolerant	Landscaping	Ordinance	(L.A.	County	Code,	Title	
21,	§	21.24.430	and	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	21)?	

	 	

b)		Involve	the	inefficient	use	of	energy	resources	(see	Appendix	F	
of	the	CEQA	Guidelines)?	

	 	

VII.		GEOLOGY	AND	SOILS	–	Would	the	project: 	

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

	

i)	 Rupture	of	a	known	earthquake	fault,	as	delineated	on	the	
most	recent	Alquist‐Priolo	Earthquake	Fault	Zoning	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? 	 	

iv)	 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	project,	and	potentially	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
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Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
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	waste	water?	

	 	

VIII.		GREENHOUSE	GAS	EMISSIONS	–	Would	the	Project:
	
a)	 Generate	greenhouse	gas	emissions,	either	directly	or	
indirectly,	that	may	have	a	significant	impact	on	the	environment,	
based	on	any	applicable	threshold	of	significance?	

	
	

	
	

	
	
	

	
	

b)	 Conflict	with	any	applicable	plan,	policy	or	regulation	of	an	
agency	adopted	for	the	purpose	of	reducing	the	emissions	of	
greenhouse	gases?	
	

	 	

IX.		HAZARDS	AND	HAZARDOUS	MATERIALS	–
Would	the	project:	

	

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?	

	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

g)	 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	 	 	
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Impact With 
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Impact 
No 

Impact 
or	death	involving	wildland	fires,	including	where	wildlands	are
adjacent	to	urbanized	areas	or	where	residences	are	intermixed	
with	wildlands?	

X.		HYDROLOGY	AND	WATER	QUALITY	–	
Would	the	project:	

	

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)?	

	 	

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	alternation	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? 	 	

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? 	 	
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XI.		LAND	USE	AND	PLANNING	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Physically	divide	an	established	community? 	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

XII.		MINERAL	RESOURCES	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Result	in	the	loss	of	availability	of	a	known	mineral	resource	
that	would	be	of	value	to	the	region	and	the	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?	

	 	

XIII.		NOISE	–	Would	the	project	result	in:	 	

a)	 Exposure	of	persons	to	or	generation	of	noise	level	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	groundborne	noise	levels?	

	 	

c)	 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?	

	 	

e)	 For	a	project	located	within	an	airport	land	use	plan	or,	where	
such	a	plan	has	not	been	adopted,	within	two	miles	of	a	public	
airport	or	public	use	airport,	would	the	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?	

	 	

XIV.		POPULATION	AND	HOUSING	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Induce	substantial	population	growth	in	an	area,	either	 	 	
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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	elsewhere?	

	 	

XV.		PUBLIC	SERVICES	 	

a)	 Would	the	project	result	in	substantial	adverse	physical	
impacts	associated	with	the	provision	of	new	or	physically	altered	
governmental	facilities,	the	need	for	new	or	physically	altered	
governmental	facilities,	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:	

	

Fire	protection?	 	 	
Police	protection?	 	 	
Schools?	 	 	
Parks?	 	 	
Other	public	facilities?	 	 	

XVI.		RECREATION	 	

a)	 Would	the	project	increase	the	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)	 Does	the	project	include	recreational	facilities	or	require	the	
construction	or	expansion	of	recreational	facilities	which	might	
have	an	adverse	physical	effect	on	the	environment?	

	 	

XVII.		TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC	–	Would	the	project: 	

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?	
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Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
c)	 Result	in	a	change	in	air	traffic	patterns,	including	either	an	
increase	in	traffic	levels	or	a	change	in	location	that	results	in	
substantial	safety	risks?	

	 	

d)	 Substantially	increase	hazards	due	to	a	design	feature	(e.g.,	
sharp	curves	or	dangerous	intersections)	or	incompatible	uses	(e.g.,	
farm	equipment)?	

	 	

e)	 Result	in	inadequate	emergency	access?	 	 	

f)	 Conflict	with	adopted	policies,	plans,	or	programs	regarding	
public	transit,	bicycle,	or	pedestrian	facilities,	or	otherwise	decrease	
the	performance	or	safety	of	such	facilities??	

	 	

XVIII.		UTILITIES	AND	SERVICE	SYSTEMS	–	Would	the	project: 	

a)	 Exceed	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?	

	 	

c)	 Require	or	result	in	the	construction	of	new	storm	water	
drainage	facilities	or	expansion	of	existing	facilities,	the	
construction	of	which	could	cause	significant	environmental	
effects?	

	 	

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

	 	

e)	 Result	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?	

	 	

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

	 	

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

	 	

h)	 Conflict	with	Los	Angeles	County	Green	Building	Ordinance	
(L.A.	County	Code	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	20	and	Title	21,	§	
21.24.440)	or	Drought	Tolerant	Landscaping	Ordinance	(L.A.	
County	Code,	Title	21,	§	21.24.430	and	Title	22,	Ch.	22.52,	Part	21)?

	 	

i)	 Involve	the	inefficient	use	of	energy	resources	(see	Appendix	F	
of	the	CEQA	Guidelines)?	
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Issues:  Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 
XIV.		MANDATORY	FINDINGS	OF	SIGNIFICANCE 	

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

	 	

b)	 Does	the	project	have	impacts	that	are	individually	limited,	but	
cumulatively	considerable?		("Cumulatively	considerable"	means	
that	the	incremental	effects	of	a	project	are	considerable	when	
viewed	in	connection	with	the	effects	of	past	projects,	the	effects	of	
other	current	projects,	and	the	effects	of	probable	future	projects)?

	 	

c)	 Does	the	project	have	environmental	effects	which	will	cause	
substantial	adverse	effects	on	human	beings,	either	directly	or	
indirectly?	
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ATTACHMENT A:  PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

A.  INTRODUCTION 
Los	Angeles	 County	proposes	 the	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	 Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	 (“Project”)	 to	
address	 the	 future	needs	of	 the	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	 (“Medical	Campus”).	 	The	Project	 is	
based	upon	the	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan,	which	was	completed	in	June	2012	and	
will	serve	as	a	policy	document	“guideline”	for	the	Project.	

The	Project	includes	the	addition	of	a	new	hospital	tower	providing	acute	care	services	in	compliance	with	
seismic	requirements	which	become	effective	beginning	in	2030,	renovation	of	the	existing	Hospital	building	
for	 other	 uses,	 new	 biomedical	 research	 facilities	 in	 a	 biosciences	 campus	 area,	 parking	 facilities,	
replacement	 of	 other	 aging	 facilities	 and	 buildings,	 redesigned	 vehicular	 and	 pedestrian	 access	 and	
circulation,	 and	 implementation	 of	 a	 cohesive	 design	 that	 enhances	 the	 experience	 of	 staff,	 patients,	 and	
visitors.		The	Project	is	expected	to	meet	short‐term	needs	as	well	as	long‐term	needs	beyond	2030.			

The	 existing	 Medical	 Campus	 contains	 approximately	 1,050,000	 square	 feet	 of	 floor	 area,	 including	 the	
recently	completed	Surgery	and	Emergency	Room	Replacement	Project	and	recently	approved	expansion	of	
the	Los	Angeles	Biomedical	Research	Institute’s	(“LA	BioMed”)	research	facilities.	 	At	buildout,	the	Medical	
Campus	will	contain	approximately	2,150,000	square	feet	of	developed	floor	area.			A	new,	centrally	located	
Hospital	 Tower	 (“New	 Hospital	 Tower”)	 would	 be	 the	 focal	 point	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 Outpatient	
facilities	would	 be	 consolidated	 to	 allow	 proximity	 of	 these	 services	 to	 each	 other	 and	 the	 New	Hospital	
Tower.			

B.  PROJECT LOCATION AND SURROUNDING USES 
The	 72‐acre	 County–owned	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 the	 unincorporated	 Los	 Angeles	 community	 of	
West	 Carson,	 which	 encompasses	 a	 2.3‐square‐mile	 area	 between	 the	 Harbor	 Freeway	 on	 the	 east	 and	
Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west,	and	Del	Amo	Boulevard	on	the	north	and	Lomita	Boulevard	on	the	south.		
The	Medical	Campus	is	bordered	by	Carson	Street	on	the	north,	220th	Street	on	the	south,	Vermont	Avenue	
on	the	east,	and	Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west.		The	Harbor	Freeway	(I‐110)	is	located	one	block	east	of	the	
Medical	 Campus	 and	 the	 San	 Diego	 Freeway	 (I‐405)	 is	 located	 approximately	 2	 miles	 to	 the	 north	 and	
northeast.		The	Medical	Campus	location	is	illustrated	in	Figure	A‐1,	Regional	and	Vicinity	Map.	

Surrounding	communities	include	the	Cities	of	Gardena,	Lawndale,	and	Hawthorne	to	the	north;	the	City	of	
Carson	east	of	the	Harbor	Freeway;	the	Harbor	Gateway	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	
City	of	Torrance	to	the	west;	and	the	Harbor	City	community,	part	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles,	and	the	City	of	
Lomita	to	the	south.			

Figure	A‐2,	Aerial	Photograph	with	Surrounding	Land	Uses,	 is	an	aerial	photograph	of	 the	Medical	Campus	
and	vicinity.		Carson	Street,	to	the	north,	is	largely	developed	with	commercial	uses,	primarily	neighborhood	
retail	 businesses	 and	medical/dental	 services.	 	A	multifamily	 residential	 apartment	 complex,	Harbor	Cove	
Villa,	 is	 located	 west	 of	 the	 intersection	 with	 Vermont	 Avenue.	 	 The	 area	 north	 of	 Carson	 Street	 is	 a	
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predominantly	single‐family	residential	neighborhood.		Vermont	Avenue,	to	the	east,	is	developed	with	a	mix	
of	 neighborhood	 retail	 uses	 and	 medical	 services,	 the	 Torrance	 Park	 Villas	 condominium	 complex,	 and	
Starlite	Trailer	Park	and	Rainbow	Mobile	Home	Park.		Wholesale	and	light	industrial	uses	are	located	to	the	
southeast	 along	 220th	 Street.	 	 Residential	 neighborhoods	 border	 the	Medical	 Campus	 to	 the	 south,	 across	
220th	 Street,	 and	 west,	 across	 Normandie	 Avenue	 within	 the	 Harbor	 City	 community.	 	 Off‐site	 parking	
serving	LA	BioMed	is	located	across	220th	Street	from	the	Medical	Campus.	

C.  EXISTING CONDITIONS 

1.  Harbor‐UCLA Medical Center Uses 
The	 existing	Medical	 Campus	 layout	 is	 illustrated	 in	Figure	A‐3,	Existing	Medical	Campus	Buildings.	 	 The	
Main	Hospital,	related	treatment	facilities,	and	the	majority	of	support	facilities	occupy	the	eastern	quarter	of	
the	Medical	 Campus,	while	 buildings	 occupied	 by	 LA	 BioMed	 take	 up	 the	majority	 of	 the	 central	Medical	
Campus,	 and	 the	majority	 of	 outpatient	 services,	 including	Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	 Foundation,	 Inc.	 (“MFI”)	
and	 the	 related	 Imaging	 Center,	 Children’s	 Institute	 International	 (“CII”),	 and	 other	 facilities,	 occupy	 the	
western	 end	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 Patient	 diagnostic	 facilities,	 administration	 offices,	 and	 additional	
functions	are	scattered	throughout	the	Medical	Campus.		Most	of	the	facilities	in	the	central	Medical	Campus	
were	constructed	prior	to	1960,	including	barracks	and	temporary/modular	buildings	that	occupy	much	of	
the	Medical	Campus	land	area.		The	first	major	expansion	of	the	existing	1962	Hospital	building,	the	Surgery	
and	Emergency	Room	Replacement	Project,	was	completed	 in	2013.	 	This	project	 increased	the	size	of	 the	
existing	 emergency	 room	 by	 50,000	 square	 feet	 and	 added	 38	 new	 emergency	 bays	 as	 well	 as	 190,000	
square	 feet	 of	 space	 containing	 surgery	 suites,	 adult	 and	 pediatric	 triage,	 and	 a	 new	 entrance	 lobby	 and	
waiting	area.		A	new	544‐space	parking	structure	and	heliport	were	also	constructed.			

LA	BioMed	presently	occupies	a	number	of	older	buildings	throughout	the	Medical	Campus	and	intends	to	
consolidate	its	operations	within	a	smaller	11.4‐acre	 leasehold	(“LA	BioMed	Campus”)	 in	the	south‐central	
portion	of	the	Medical	Campus.		Four	new	buildings	have	been	constructed	on	the	LA	BioMed	Campus	since	
2000,	and	in	September	2014,	the	Los	Angeles	County	Board	of	Supervisors	approved	a	development	plan	
for	the	LA	BioMed	Campus	to	meet	LA	BioMed’s	near‐term	facility	needs.		The	LA	BioMed	development	plan	
proposes	the	construction	of	approximately	70,700	net	new	square	feet	of	floor	area	within	the	LA	BioMed	
Campus	 to	 accommodate	 the	 relocation	 and	 consolidation	 of	 existing	 uses	 and	 operations	 from	 older	
buildings	elsewhere	on	the	Medical	Campus,	and	does	not	constitute	an	expansion	of	LA	BioMed	operations.		
Potential	 future	 expansion	 of	 the	 LA	 BioMed	 Campus	 beyond	 the	 recently	 approved	 development	 plan,	
together	 with	 the	 disposition	 of	 older	 buildings	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 to	 be	 eventually	 vacated	 by	 LA	
BioMed,	are	included	in	the	overall	development	program	for	the	Project.	

Other	 newer	 facilities	 constructed	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 since	 the	 1980s	 include	 buildings	 housing	
Hospital‐related	 outpatient	 services	 and	 major	 tenants	 MFI	 and	 CII	 at	 the	 western	 end	 of	 the	 Medical	
Campus.		Overall,	the	existing	layout	of	the	Medical	Campus	reflects	its	piecemeal	growth	over	time,	and	the	
scattered,	aging	buildings	and	infrastructure	have	become	inefficient	to	operate	and	maintain,	contributing	
to	 serious	 logistical	 obstacles	 and	 service	deficiencies.	 	 In	particular,	 the	Main	Hospital,	 Primary	Care	and	
Diagnostics	Center	 (“PCDC”),	 and	outpatient	 clinics	 are	 currently	 running	 at	 or	near	 capacity	 and	 existing	
facilities	provide	no	physical	room	for	growth.	 	Other	facility	and	programmatic	shortfalls	include	a	lack	of	
on‐site	amenities	for	patients	and	visitors	and	a	shortage	of	adequate	teaching	space	for	the	medical	school	
internship	and	continuing	education	programs.		
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2.  Circulation and Parking  
Vehicular	access	to	the	Medical	Campus	is	provided	by	the	primary	driveway	on	Carson	Street,	near	the	Main	
Hospital;	 two	 driveways	 on	 Vermont	 Avenue;	 five	 driveways	 on	 220th	 Street;	 and	 one	 driveway	 on	
Normandie	Avenue.		Only	the	Carson	Street	driveway	is	signalized.		Internal	circulation	follows	the	original	
grid	 layout	 established	on	 the	Medical	Campus,	with	 four	 east‐west	 roadways	and	numerous	 short	north‐
south	 connector	 roadways.	 	 Most	 internal	 intersections	 of	 two	 roadways	 or	 drive	 aisles	 are	 stop‐sign	
controlled.			

The	parking	 supply	on	 the	Medical	 Campus	 totals	 2,905	 spaces,	which	 exceeds	 the	County’s	 parking	 code	
requirement	 of	 2,709	 spaces.1	 	 This	 supply	 includes	 2,168	 standard	 spaces	 and	 124	 American	 with	
Disabilities	 Act	 (“ADA”)	 spaces	 in	 designated	 surface	 parking	 lots	 and	 the	 new	 parking	 structure	 in	 the	
southeast	 corner	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 and	 596	 standard	 spaces	 and	 17	ADA	 spaces	 along	 the	 internal	
streets.	 	 An	 additional	 281	 spaces	 (278	 standard	 spaces	 and	 three	 ADA	 spaces)	 are	 provided	 in	 off‐site	
parking	facilities,	and	street	parking	is	permitted	along	all	or	portions	of	the	four	public	streets	surrounding	
the	Medical	Campus.							

D.  PLANNING AND ZONING 
The	Medical	Campus	 is	designated	 for	Public	and	Semi‐Public	use	 in	 the	Los	Angeles	County	General	Plan	
and	has	a	zoning	designation	of	C‐3	(Unlimited	Commercial).	 	The	C‐3	designation	allows	a	broad	range	of	
commercial	uses	and	allows	a	maximum	floor	area	ratio	(“FAR”)	of	13:1.		Hospital	and	ancillary	uses	on	the	
Medical	 Campus	 are	 consistent	 with	 the	 current	 zoning.	 	 In	 addition,	 the	 eastern	 portion	 of	 the	 Medical	
Campus	is	designated	as	a	Transit	Overlay	District	(“TOD”)	due	to	proximity	to	the	Metro	Transit	Station	on	
Carson	Street	approximately	0.10	miles	to	the	east,	adjacent	to	the	Harbor	Freeway.		The	purpose	of	the	TOD	
zone	 designation	 is	 to	 create	 pedestrian‐friendly	 and	 community‐serving	 uses	 near	 transit	 stops	 that	
encourage	walking,	bicycling,	and	transit	use.		

E.  DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

1.  Project Characteristics 

(a)  New Project Facilities 

The	 Project	 proposes	 to	 place	 commercial	 and	 community‐oriented	 services	 along	 the	 northern,	 publicly	
accessible	 edge	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 and	 staff	 and	 support	 services	 in	 the	 southern	half	 of	 the	Medical	
Campus.		The	New	Hospital	Tower	is	intended	as	the	primary	focal	point.		Landscaping	and	a	well‐organized	
network	 of	 pedestrian	 walkways	will	 accommodate	 circulation	 throughout	 the	Medical	 Campus.	 	 The	 LA	
BioMed	Campus	will	occupy	the	southern‐central	part	of	the	Medical	Campus,	fronting	on	220th	Street.	The	
CII	 Burton	 E.	 Green	 Campus	 will	 remain	 in	 the	 northwestern	 corner	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 at	 the	
intersection	of	Carson	Street	and	Normandie	Avenue.		A	new	Biomedical	Research	Facility	(“Bioscience	Tech	
Park”)	 is	also	proposed	 in	 the	central‐western	portion	of	 the	Medical	Campus,	while	 the	remainder	of	 the	

																																																													
1		 Los	Angeles	County	Code,	Chapter	122.52.1120,	Hospitals,	Convalescent	Hospitals,	Adult	Residential	Facilities,	and	Group	Homes	for	

Children,	which	requires	2	spaces	per	bed,	1	space/250	square	feet	for	outpatient	facilities,	and	1	space/400	square	feet	for	research	
use.	



Attachment A:  Project Description    June 2015 

 

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 A‐8	
	

western	end	of	the	Medical	Campus	will	be	retained	for	future	expansion	opportunities,	potentially	beyond	
the	2030	Project	buildout	horizon.		Until	such	time	as	programmatic	needs	for	the	remainder	of	the	western	
end	of	the	Medical	Campus	are	defined,	 it	will	be	utilized	for	open	space,	surface	parking,	and	other	short‐
term	uses,	as	needed.	

State	 law	mandates	 that	 acute	 care	 services	 can	no	 longer	be	provided	 after	 January	1,	 2030	 in	buildings	
built	 before	 1973,	 which	 includes	 the	 Main	 Hospital.	 	 This	 requirement	 has	 led	 to	 the	 proposed	
decommission	 of	 the	Main	Hospital	 for	 acute	 care	 services,	 except	 for	 the	PCDC	 and	 recently	 constructed	
Surgery	and	Emergency	Room	Replacement	Project	facilities.		As	a	result	of	the	Main	Hospital	decommission,	
this	 building	would	 no	 longer	 be	 licensed	 for	 inpatient	 acute	 care	 services	 and	 thus	 this	 space	would	 be	
repurposed	 for	 non‐acute	 care	 activities	 such	 as	 administrative	 offices	 and	 outpatient	 support	 services.		
Including		these	facilities,	the	Project	would	result	in	up	to	approximately	2,150,000	square	feet	of	developed	
floor	area	within	the	Medical	Campus,	an	increase	of	approximately	1,100,000	square	feet	over	the	current	
developed	1,050,000	square	feet.		

Project	 components	 broadly	 include	 the	 following:	 1)	 the	New	Hospital	 Tower,	 2)	 outpatient	 facilities,	 3)	
Bioscience	 Tech	 Park;	 4)	 other	 services	 and	 facilities,	 5)	 LA	 BioMed	 Campus	 long‐term	 buildout,	 and	 6)	
Medical	 Campus	 support.	 	 The	 New	 Hospital	 Tower	 would	 contain	 up	 to	 446	 staffed	 patient	 beds,	
intervention	 services,	 and	 an	 inpatient	 imaging	 department.	 	 The	 existing	Hospital	 and	 PCDC	department	
would	be	retained	and	used	for	outpatient	and	hospital	support,	outpatient	imaging,	administrative	offices,	
and	other	uses.		The	existing	helipad	near	the	existing	Hospital	and	PCDC	department	would	be	relocated	to	
a	 temporary	 location	 in	 the	 southwest	 portion	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 until	 a	 new	 permanent	 helipad	 is	
constructed	on	the	rooftop	of	the	New	Hospital	Tower.		Proposed	outpatient	facilities	would	include	medical	
offices,	ob/gyn,	surgery,	internal	medicine,	neurology,	pediatrics,	specialty	clinic	services,	classrooms,	labs,	a	
library,	and	outpatient	imaging	including	MRI	and	CT.		Outpatient	facilities	would	also	contain	mental	health	
and	 social	 services	 but	 could	 also	 allocate	 space	 for	 other	 program	 uses,	 such	 as	 small‐scale	 retail	 or	
community	 support	 functions.	 	 The	 proposed	 Bioscience	 Tech	 Park	 would	 include	 biomedical	 research	
facilities	such	as	laboratories,	administrative	offices,	meeting/conference	rooms,	and	other	support	facilities,	
as	well	as	a	1,000‐space,	seven‐level	above‐ground	parking	structure.	

Other	new	facilities	could	provide	space	for	meetings,	wellness	training,	post‐medical	care,	nutrition	classes,	
an	 herbal	 shop,	 bookstore,	 juice	 bar,	 yoga	 studio,	massage	 therapy,	 aromatherapy,	 child	 care,	 health	 food	
market,	fitness/exercise	store,	and	similar	uses.		These	uses	would	be	contained	in	a	new	two‐story	building	
or	 contained	 in	 the	 ground	 floors	 of	 the	 new	 outpatient	 building(s),	 the	 renovated	 lobby	 of	 the	 existing	
Hospital,	and	ground	 levels	of	 the	new	parking	structures.	 	Campus	support	would	 include	a	central	plant	
(heating	 and	 cooling,	 emergency	 power,	 etc.),	 water	 treatment,	 warehouses/material	 management,	 and	
loading	dock.	

In	 order	 to	 accommodate	 new	 facilities	 and	 open	 space,	 many	 of	 the	 original	 and	 older	 buildings	 are	
proposed	to	be	removed,	including	the	original	barracks	and	modular	buildings,	Warehouses	#1	and	#2,	the	
central	 plant,	 and	 the	 Harbor‐UCLA	 Professional	 Building	 and	 Imaging	 Center	 at	 the	 western	 end	 of	 the	
Medical	 Campus.	 	 However,	 several	 existing	 buildings	 would	 remain,	 including	 the	 Main	 Hospital,	 which	
would	 be	 decommissioned	 and	 reused	 for	 outpatient	 support	 and	 administration.	 	 The	 PCDC	 and	 the	 CII	
Burton	E.	Green	Campus	building	at	the	western	end	of	the	Medical	Campus	would	also	remain,	just	west	of	
the	proposed	Bioscience	Tech	Park.		It	should	be	noted	that	at	this	point	in	time	it	is	not	known	whether	or	
not	the	Parlow	Library	would	be	removed	or	retained	on	the	Medical	Campus;	however,	for	the	purposes	of	
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this	Initial	Study,	and	in	order	to	provide	a	conservative	analysis,	it	is	assumed	that	this	structure	would	be	
retained.	 	Figure	A‐4,	Proposed	Medical	Campus	Plan,	 illustrates	 the	proposed	 layout	of	new	and	 retained	
buildings,	 the	 pedestrian	 circulation	 network,	 landscaped	 areas,	 vehicular	 access	 and	 circulation,	 and	
parking.	

As	part	of	the	Project,	the	County	proposes	to	develop	a	publicly	accessible	interpretive	program	about	the	
history	of	the	Medical	Campus	as	a	whole.		The	program	would	be	designed	in	consultation	with	a	qualified	
architectural	 historian	 and	 may	 include	 such	 features	 as	 photographic	 and	 historical	 documentation,	
audiovisual	displays,	documentary	film,	and	online	accessible	materials.		The	potential	adaptive	reuse	of	an	
original	building	on‐site	to	house	elements	of	the	interpretive	program	will	be	reviewed	as	well,	although	the	
original	WWII	 structures	have	been	determined	 to	have	 lost	 significant	 integrity	 and	do	not	qualify	 as	 an	
historic	district.		

Proposed	 future	 buildout	 of	 the	 remainder	 of	 the	 LA	 BioMed	 Campus	with	 up	 to	 200,000	 square	 feet	 of	
biomedical	research	space,	laboratories,	offices,	and	other	support	facilities,	and	disposition	of	the	buildings	
that	LA	BioMed	will	vacate	elsewhere	on	the	Medical	Campus,	are	considered	part	of	the	Project.		

(b)  Circulation and Parking 

Project	implementation	would	create	clear	distinctions	between	general	public	and	staff	entries	and	parking	
facilities.	 	Staff	entries	and	parking	would	be	located	in	the	southeast	corner	of	the	Medical	Campus,	while	
access	 for	 the	general	public	would	be	provided	 from	Carson	Street	along	 the	northern	perimeter.	 	A	new	
signalized	 public	 entrance	 on	 Carson	 Street	 and	 an	 additional	 unsignalized	 staff	 entrance	 on	 Vermont	
Avenue	would	be	added.		Sidewalk	connections	to	public	transit	would	be	maintained	and	on‐site	sidewalks	
would	 be	 added	 between	 the	main	 parking	 areas	 and	 the	 New	Hospital	 Tower	 and	 Outpatient	 buildings.		
Pick‐up/drop‐off	 loading	 zones	would	be	provided	 at	 the	main	 entrances	 to	 the	New	Hospital	Tower	 and	
Outpatient	 buildings.	 	 A	 comprehensive	 signage	 and	 wayfinding	 plan	 would	 aid	 visitors	 and	 patients	 in	
finding	 ultimate	 destinations	 and	 parking	 intended	 for	 those	 uses.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 provide	 sufficient	
parking	to	meet	or	exceed	the	County’s	minimum	code	parking	requirement.		Proposed	vehicular	access	and	
parking	are	illustrated	in	Figure	A‐5,	Proposed	Vehicular	Circulation	Plan.		

F.  CONSTRUCTION PHASING 
The	Master	Plan	is	intended	as	a	long‐term	guide	for	future	development	on	the	Medical	Campus.		In	order	to	
make	 space	 for	 new	development	 and	 to	 upgrade	 the	 quality	 of	 buildings,	 Project	 implementation	would	
result	in	the	demolition	of	some	of	the	existing	buildings.		Construction	of	each	proposed	component	would	
entail	demolition,	excavation	and/or	grading,	 construction,	and	 finishing	activities.	 	 Implementation	of	 the	
Project	is	anticipated	to	occur	in	phases	through	the	year	2030.			

Material	 storage	 and	 equipment	 staging	 areas	 associated	 with	 construction	 activities	 for	 future	
implementation	 phases	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 be	 located	 on‐site,	 while	 temporary	 construction	 worker	
parking	would	be	provided	either	on	 the	Medical	Campus	or	 at	one	or	more	off‐site	 facilities,	 the	 specific	
location(s)	of	which	would	be	determined	prior	to	the	start	of	individual	construction	phases.		The	location	
of	off‐site	parking	areas	would	be	limited	to	off‐street	lots	or	parking	structures	in	the	vicinity	of	the	Medical	
Campus,	 with	 adequate	 capacity	 to	 accommodate	 the	 parking	 demands	 of	 both	 the	 existing	 uses	 at	 each	
respective	location	and	the	demands	of	construction	worker	vehicles,	such	that	parking	shortages	would	not	
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occur.	 	 No	 on‐street	 construction	 worker	 parking,	 material	 storage,	 or	 equipment	 staging	 would	 be	
permitted.	 	 Shuttle	service	 for	construction	workers	 for	 transportation	between	off‐site	parking	areas	and	
the	 Medical	 Campus	 would	 be	 provided	 throughout	 construction	 for	 each	 implementation	 phase,	 as	
necessary.						

G.  REQUIRED APPROVALS 
Implementation	of	the	proposed	Project	would	involve	but	not	be	limited	to	the	following	approvals:	

1.  County of Los Angeles 
 Certification	of	the	Final	EIR	and	Project	approval	

 Approval	of	demolition,	excavation,	and	building	permits	for	buildings	and	other	structures	

 Approval	of	haul	route	

2.  State of California 

 California	Office	of	Statewide	Health	Planning	and	Development	(OSHPD)	

 California	Department	of	Transportation	Division	of	Aeronautics	

3.  Regional 
 South	Coast	Air	Quality	Management	District	
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FIGUREProposed Medical Campus Plan
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project A-4

Source: Perkins+Will, 2012.
P C R

0 400 Feet

N

Note: Plans shown are conceptual and representative of planned buildout of the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus, 
subject to refinement during design development for specific building sites.



FIGUREProposed Vehicular Circula on Plan
Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project A-5

Source: Perkins+Will, 2012.
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Note: Plans shown are conceptual and representative of planned buildout of the Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus, 
subject to refinement during design development for specific building sites.
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ATTACHMENT B 
EXPLANATION OF CHECKLIST DETERMINATIONS 

I.  AESTHETICS 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		A	scenic	vista	generally	provides	focal	views	of	objects,	settings,	or	features	
of	 visual	 interest,	 or	 panoramic	 views	 of	 large	 geographic	 areas	 of	 scenic	 quality,	 primarily	 from	 a	 given	
vantage	point.	 	Scenic	vistas	are	generally	associated	with	public	vantages.	 	Therefore,	a	significant	 impact	
could	occur	if	the	Project	introduces	incompatible	visual	elements	within	a	field	of	view	containing	a	scenic	
vista	or	substantially	alters	a	view	of	a	scenic	vista.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	within	a	highly	urbanized	
area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	and	commercial	development	that	partially	obstruct	any	available	views	
of	 scenic	 resources,	 including	 long‐distance	 views	 of	 the	 San	Gabriel	 and	 Santa	Monica	Mountains,	 under	
existing	 conditions.	 	 The	 Project	would	 be	 built	 out	 in	 five	 phases	 through	 the	 year	 2030,	 increasing	 the	
developed	 square	 footage	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 by	 approximately	 1,100,000	 square	 feet	 to	 2,150,000	
square	 feet,	 which	 would	 substantially	 increase	 on‐site	 development	 intensity	 and	 associated	 bulk	 and	
height	of	structures.	 	This	 increased	development	intensity	could	obstruct	views	of	scenic	resources	in	the	
Project	area.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcrops, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 
Less	 Than	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 closest	 state	 highways	 to	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 include	 the	 Harbor	
Freeway,	less	than	0.10	miles	to	the	east,	and	the	San	Diego	Freeway,	approximately	two	miles	to	the	north	
and	 east.	 	 Neither	 has	 been	 designated	 an	 official	 scenic	 highway	 by	 the	 California	 Department	 of	
Transportation	 on	 the	 California	 Scenic	 Highway	Mapping	 System.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 therefore	 not	
visible	 from	 or	 located	 within	 the	 corridor	 of	 a	 designated	 state	 scenic	 highway.	 	 Although	 Project	
implementation	would	result	in	the	removal	over	time	of	numerous	trees	and	other	landscaping	throughout	
the	 Medical	 Campus,	 new	 landscaping,	 including	 trees,	 would	 be	 planted	 as	 part	 of	 the	 proposed	
improvements	and	would	ultimately	increase	the	amount	of	landscaping	and	number	of	trees	compared	to	
existing	conditions.	 	The	Project	would	result	in	the	demolition	and	replacement	of	42	extant	buildings	on‐
site	dating	 to	 the	1943	 founding	of	 the	Los	Angeles	Port	of	Embarkation	Station	Hospital	on	 the	property.		
However,	a	comprehensive	Historic	Resources	Report	that	evaluates	the	entire	Medical	Campus,	included	in	
this	 Initial	Study	as	Appendix	A,	determined	 that	 the	buildings	are	not	historically	 significant	 (i.e.,	 are	not	
eligible	 for	 individual	 listing	 or	 listing	 as	 contributors	 to	 a	 historic	 district	 in	 the	 National	 Register	 or	
California	 Register,	 as	 discussed	 in	 Response	 V.a),	 and	 their	 removal	 would	 not	 constitute	 an	 impact	 on	
historic	or	scenic	resources.1		

																																																													
1		 GPA	Consulting,	Historic	Resource	Report,	Los	Angeles	Biomedical	Research	 Institute,	1000	W.	Carson	Street,	Torrance,	California,	

July	2013.		
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c)  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	within	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	
by	 residential	 uses	 and	 commercial	 development.	 	 The	 existing	 visual	 character	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	
generally	 characterized	 by	 aging,	 scattered	 facilities,	 including	 numerous	 one‐story	wood‐frame	 barracks	
buildings	remaining	from	the	c.	1943	founding	of	the	Los	Angeles	Port	of	Embarkation	Station	Hospital,	and	
lacks	a	unified	design.		Landscaping	is	generally	sparse	and	the	Medical	Campus	perimeter	is	not	uniformly	
demarcated.	 	 Finally,	 parking	 is	 scattered	 in	 distant	 surface	 lots	 and	 along	 internal	 roadways	 somewhat	
haphazardly,	 and	 pedestrian	 connections	 to	 buildings	 is	 inadequate.	 Project	 implementation	 would	
substantially	modify	 the	existing	development	pattern	on	 the	Medical	Campus	and	would	 increase	overall	
building	height,	bulk,	and	massing,	throughout	the	Medical	Campus.	 	Building	masses	would	be	articulated	
through	ground	floor	arcades,	covered	pathways,	and	the	creation	of	open	space	courtyards,	open	turf	areas,	
gardens,	 plazas,	 and	 a	 fitness	 trail	 for	 patients,	 staff,	 and	 the	 public.	 	 Although	 the	 Project	 is	 intended	 to	
improve	 the	visual	quality	on	 the	Medical	Campus,	 its	 implementation	would	substantially	alter	 the	visual	
character	of	the	Medical	Campus,	including	its	publicly	visible	perimeters.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	
this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 a	 highly	 urbanized	 area	
characterized	 by	 medium	 to	 high	 ambient	 nighttime	 artificial	 light	 levels.	 	 During	 nighttime	 hours,	 the	
surrounding	commercial	land	uses	typically	display	moderate	to	high	levels	of	interior	and	exterior	lighting	
for	way‐finding,	security,	parking,	billboards,	signage,	architectural	highlighting,	and	landscaping	purposes.		
Traffic	on	local	streets	also	contributes	to	overall	ambient	artificial	light	levels	in	the	area.		Similar	to	existing	
conditions,	the	Project	would	include	nighttime	illumination	for	architectural	highlighting,	parking,	signage,	
and	security,	which	may	be	visible	from	some	nearby	off‐site	vantages;	thereby	contributing	to	the	lighting	
conditions	 in	 the	 area.	 	 In	 addition,	 the	 Project	 would	 introduce	 new	 building	 surface	 materials	 to	 the	
Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

II.  AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non‐agricultural use? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 and	 surrounding	 area	 do	 not	 contain	 agricultural	 uses	 or	 related	
operations;	 refer	 to	Figure	9.5,	Agricultural	Resource	Areas	Policy	Map,	of	 the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	
2035.		The	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	on	designated	Prime	Farmland,	Unique	Farmland,	or	Farmland	of	
Statewide	Importance	as	shown	on	the	maps	prepared	pursuant	to	the	Farmland	Mapping	and	Monitoring	
Program.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 convert	 Prime	 Farmland,	 Unique	 Farmland,	 or	 Farmland	 of	
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Statewide	Importance	to	non‐agricultural	uses,	and	no	impact	would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	analysis	of	
this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 the	 C‐3	Unlimited	 Commercial	 Zone	 and	 is	 designated	 for	
Public	 and	 Semi	 Public	 use	 in	 the	 Los	 Angeles	 County	 General	 Plan.	 	 Agricultural	 uses	 are	 not	 permitted	
within	 the	C‐3	 zone	 and	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	within	 a	 designated	Agricultural	Opportunity	Area	 or	
under	a	Williamson	Act	contract.		Further,	no	agricultural	zoning	is	present	in	the	surrounding	area	and	no	
nearby	lands	are	enrolled	under	the	Williamson	Act.		Therefore,	the	Project	would	not	conflict	with	existing	
zoning	 for	 agricultural	 use	within	 a	 designated	 Agricultural	 Opportunity	 Area	 or	 under	 a	Williamson	 Act	
contract.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.			

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))?? 
No	Impact.		As	described	in	Response	II.b),	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	zoned	for	agricultural	or	forestry	uses.		
No	land	zoned	as	forest	land	or	timberland	is	present	on	the	Medical	Campus	or	in	the	surrounding	area.		As	
such,	the	Project	would	not	conflict	with	existing	zoning,	or	cause	the	rezoning	of	forest	land,	timberland,	or	
timberland	production	land.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐forest use? 
No	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	 is	 fully	developed	with	hospital	and	related	uses	and	has	been	since	the	
1940s.		No	forest	lands	exist	on	the	Medical	Campus	or	in	the	Project	vicinity.		As	such,	the	Project	would	not	
result	in	the	loss	of	forest	land	or	conversion	of	forest	land	to	non‐forest	use.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	
an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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? 
No	Impact.		No	agricultural	resources	or	related	operations	currently	exist	on	or	near	the	Medical	Campus.		
Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 involve	 changes	 in	 the	 existing	 environment	 that	 could	 result	 in	 the	
conversion	 of	 farmland	 to	 non‐agricultural	 use	 or	 conversion	 of	 forest	 land	 to	 non‐forest	 use.	 	 Further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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III.  AIR QUALITY  
The	 significance	 criteria	 established	by	 the	 South	Coast	Air	Quality	Management	District	 (SCAQMD)	may	be	
relied	upon	to	make	the	following	determinations.		Would	the	project:	

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP or Congestion Management 
Plan? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	within	the	6,600‐square‐mile	South	Coast	
Air	Basin	(“Basin”);	refer	to	Figure	8.1,	Air	Basins,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		The	South	Coast	
Air	Quality	Management	District	(“SCAQMD”)	is	required,	pursuant	to	the	Clean	Air	Act,	to	reduce	emissions	
of	criteria	pollutants	for	which	the	Basin	is	in	non‐attainment	(i.e.,	ozone,	carbon	monoxide,	PM10,	and	PM2.5).		
The	Project	would	be	subject	to	the	SCAQMD’s	Air	Quality	Management	Plan	(“AQMP”).		The	AQMP	contains	
a	comprehensive	list	of	pollution	control	strategies	directed	at	reducing	emissions	and	achieving	ambient	air	
quality	 standards.	 	 These	 strategies	 are	 developed,	 in	 part,	 based	 on	 regional	 population,	 housing,	 and	
employment	projections	prepared	by	the	Southern	California	Association	of	Governments	(“SCAG”).	

The	 Project	 would	 contribute	 to	 regional	 and	 local	 air	 emissions	 during	 construction	 and	 operation.		
Construction	 activities	would	 produce	 emissions	 from	 construction	 equipment	 and	 fugitive	 dust.	 	 Project	
operations	 would	 increase	 the	 amount	 of	 traffic	 in	 the	 area	 and	 would	 consequently	 generate	 vehicle	
emissions	 that	 could	 affect	 implementation	 of	 the	 AQMP.	 	 As	 such,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	 Project’s	
consistency	with	the	AQMP	be	addressed	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	As	discussed	in	Response	III.a),	the	Medical	Campus	is	 located	within	the	
Basin,	 which	 is	 in	 non‐attainment	 of	 several	 criteria	 pollutants.	 	 Implementation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	
increase	emissions	on	both	a	short	term	(i.e.,	during	construction)	and	long‐term	basis	in	a	non‐attainment	
area.		Short‐term	construction	emissions	would	result	from	a	number	of	sources,	including	but	not	limited	to	
the	operation	of	heavy‐duty	construction	equipment	and	on‐site	grading.		Long‐term	emissions	would	result	
from	helicopter	activities	and	motor	vehicles	traveling	to	and	from	the	Medical	Campus	once	the	Project	is	
fully	operational	and	stationary	sources	through	the	use	of	natural	gas	and	electricity.		As	the	Project	would	
result	 in	 increased	 air	 emissions	 associated	with	 construction	 and	 operation,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the air basin is non‐attainment (ozone, carbon monoxide, & PM10) under an applicable 
federal or state ambient air quality standard? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 Since	 the	 Project	 would	 result	 in	 increases	 in	 air	 emissions	 from	
construction	 (e.g.,	 construction	 equipment,	 construction	 vehicle	 trips)	 and	 could	 result	 in	 increases	 from	
operations	 (e.g.,	 helicopter	 trips	 as	 increasing	 number	 of	 patients	 arrive	 via	 helicopter,	 vehicle	 trips,	
stationary	sources	such	as	equipment,	etc.)	within	the	Basin,	which	is	currently	in	non‐attainment	of	Federal	
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and	State	air	quality	standards	for	ozone,	carbon	monoxide,	PM10	and	PM2.5,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	
be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 Construction	 activities	 and	 operation	 of	 proposed	 Project	 uses	 would	
increase	air	emissions	compared	to	current	levels.		Land	uses	generally	considered	especially	sensitive	to	air	
pollution	are	as	follows:	hospitals,	schools,	residences,	playgrounds,	child	care	centers,	athletic	facilities,	and	
retirement/convalescent	homes.		Sensitive	receptors	in	the	vicinity	of	the	Medical	Campus	include	patients	
on	 the	Medical	 Campus	 itself	 and	 single‐	 and	multi‐family	 residences	 to	 the	 north,	 east,	 south,	 and	west.		
Halldale	Avenue	Elementary	School,	Meyler	Street	Elementary	School,	Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School,	and	
Caroldale	Avenue	Elementary	School	are	located	approximately	0.10	miles	northwest,	0.15	miles	south,	0.25	
miles	east,	 and	0.50	miles	 southeast	of	 the	Medical	Campus,	 respectively.	 	Normandale	Recreation	Center,	
Veterans	Park,	and	Carson	Park	are	located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest,	0.60	miles	southeast,	and	
0.70	miles	northeast	of	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.	 	Construction	and	operation	of	the	Project	could	
result	in	increased	air	emissions	that	could	impact	nearby	sensitive	receptors.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	new	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site	as	well	as	the	removal	and/or	modification	of	existing	facilities.		The	Project	would	not	introduce	any	
additional	major	odor‐producing	uses	that	would	have	the	potential	to	affect	a	substantial	number	of	people.		
However,	 odors	 associated	with	 Project	 operations	may	 be	 incrementally	 increased	 by	 additional	 on‐site	
waste	 generation	 and	 storage,	 cooking	 odors	 from	 the	 hospital	 cafeteria,	 operation	 of	 the	 Central	 Utility	
Plant,	and	the	use	of	certain	cleaning	agents	on	the	Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
Less	Than	Significant	With	Mitigation	Incorporated.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	a	highly	urbanized	
area	 surrounded	by	 residential	uses	 and	 commercial	development.	 	 The	Medical	Campus	 contains	 several	
landscaped	 courtyards	 with	 mature	 specimen	 trees,	 but	 landscaping	 is	 generally	 sparse	 on	 the	 Medical	
Campus.		The	Medical	Campus	does	not	contain	native	trees	that	are	regulated	by	the	County,	nor	are	other	
candidate,	 sensitive	 plant,	 or	 special	 status	 plant	 species	 present	 on‐site.	 	 Mature	 trees	 on	 the	 Medical	
Campus	 may	 serve	 as	 habitat	 for	 migratory	 birds,	 which	 are	 not	 considered	 sensitive	 species	 but	 are	
regulated	under	the	federal	Migratory	Bird	Treaty	Act;	potential	impacts	on	migratory	birds	resulting	from	
tree	removal	are	addressed	in	Response	V.c)	and	Mitigation	Measure	BIO‐1,	below,	which	would	reduce	this	
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potential	impact	to	a	less	than	significant	level.		The	Medical	Campus	does	not	otherwise	provide	habitat	for	
sensitive	wildlife	species.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
No	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	an	urbanized	area,	and	as	such	does	not	contain	any	riparian	
habitat,	 coastal	 sage	 scrub,	 oak	 woodlands,	 non‐jurisdictional	 wetland	 or	 other	 sensitive	 natural	
communities	as	indicated	in	the	County	or	in	regulations	by	the	California	Department	of	Fish	and	Wildlife	or	
the	U.S.	Fish	and	Wildlife	Service.	 	The	Project	is	not	located	within	a	Significant	Ecological	Area	(“SEA”)	or	
coastal	 resource	area.	 	Therefore,	 the	Project	would	not	have	a	substantial	adverse	effect	on	any	sensitive	
natural	communities.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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? 
No	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	in	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	and	
commercial	development.		Neither	the	Medical	Campus	nor	its	surroundings	contains	wetlands	as	defined	by	
Section	 404	 of	 the	 federal	 Clean	Water	 Act.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 have	 an	 adverse	 effect	 on	
Federally	protected	wetlands.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

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 nursery sites? 
Less	Than	Significant	With	Mitigation	Incorporated.		The	Medical	Campus	and	the	surrounding	area	are	
completely	developed	and	urbanized;	therefore,	the	Medical	Campus	does	not	act	as	a	migratory	corridor	or	
support	resident	 terrestrial	wildlife	movement	as	 it	 is	 surrounded	by	urban	development	 that	extends	 for	
miles.		No	aquatic	habitat	is	present	on	or	adjacent	to	the	Medical	Campus	to	support	fish	species.		The	highly	
developed	 conditions	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 and	 surrounding	 area	 preclude	 its	 use	 as	 a	 native	 wildlife	
nursery	 site.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 substantially	 interfere	 with	 the	 movement	 of	 any	 native	
resident	or	migratory	fish	or	wildlife	species	or	use	of	any	native	wildlife	nursery	site,	and	further	analysis	of	
this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.			

The	Medical	Campus	contains	ornamental	trees,	several	of	which	are	mature	(i.e.,	greater	than	12	inches	in	
diameter	at	breast	height).	 	These	mature	trees	could	potentially	provide	nesting	sites	 for	migratory	birds	
and	therefore	removal	of	on‐site	mature	trees	could	result	in	a	potentially	significant	impact.		To	ensure	that	
impacts	 are	 reduced	 to	 a	 less	 than	 significant	 level,	 Mitigation	Measure	 BIO‐1	 is	 prescribed	 below.	 	 This	
mitigation	measure	would	 require	 tree	 removal	 activities	 to	 be	 conducted	 in	 accordance	with	 the	 federal	
Migratory	Bird	Treaty	Act,	in	that	tree	removal	would	be	scheduled	between	September	1	and	February	14	
to	the	extent	possible.		If	tree	removal	is	to	occur	outside	this	timeframe,	mature	trees	would	be	surveyed	for	
the	presence	of	nests	no	more	than	seven	(7)	days	prior	to	removal,	and	if	nests	are	found,	 flagged	with	a	
buffer	 area	 until	 the	 nesting	 cycle	 has	 concluded	 or	 the	 nests	 have	 failed.	 	 With	 implementation	 of	 a	
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mitigation	measure	substantially	similar	to	the	one	below	to	ensure	compliance	with	the	requirements	of	the	
MBTA,	impacts	to	migratory	bird	species	would	be	reduced	to	a	less	than	significant	level.	

Mitigation Measures 

BIO‐1:	 If	 the	nesting	 season	cannot	be	avoided	and	construction	or	vegetation	 removal	occurs	
between	March	 1st	 to	 September	 15th	 (January	 1st	 to	 July	 31st	 for	 Raptors),	 the	 County	
shall	do	one	of	the	following	to	avoid	and	minimize	impacts	to	nesting	birds2:	

a)		 Implement	a	300‐foot	minimum	avoidance	buffers	for	all	passerine	birds	and	500	foot	
minimum	 avoidance	 buffer	 for	 all	 raptors	 species.	 	 The	 breeding	 habitat/nest	 site	
shall	 be	 fenced	 and/or	 flagged	 in	 all	 directions.	 The	 nest	 site	 area	 shall	 not	 be	
disturbed	until	 the	nest	becomes	inactive,	the	young	have	fledged,	the	young	are	no	
longer	being	fed	by	the	parents,	 the	young	have	 left	 the	area,	and	the	young	will	no	
longer	be	impacted	by	the	project.3	

b)		 Develop	 a	 project	 specific	 Nesting	 Bird	 Management	 Plan.	 The	 site‐specific	 nest	
protection	 plan	 shall	 be	 submitted	 to	 CDFW	 for	 review.	 	 The	 Plan	 should	 include	
detailed	methodologies	and	definitions	to	enable	a	CDFW‐qualified	avian	biologist	to	
monitor	 and	 implement	 nest‐specific	 buffers	 based	 upon	 the	 life	 history	 of	 the	
individual	 species;	 species	 sensitivity	 to	 noise,	 vibration,	 and	 general	 disturbance;	
individual	 bird	 behavior;	 current	 site	 conditions	 (screening	 vegetation,	 topography,	
etc.),	ambient	levels	of	human	activity;	the	various	project‐related	activities	necessary	
to	construct	the	Project,	and	other	features.		This	Nesting	Bird	Management	Plan	shall	
be	supported	by	a	Nest	Log,	which	 tracks	each	nest	and	 its	outcome.	 	The	Nest	Log	
will	be	submitted	to	CDFW	at	the	end	of	each	week.		

c)		 The	 County	 may	 propose	 an	 alternative	 plan	 for	 avoidance	 of	 nesting	 birds	 for	
submittal	to	CDFW.	

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 
tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
No	 Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	and	 the	surrounding	area	are	completely	developed	and	urbanized.	 	No	
locally	 protected	 biological	 resources,	 such	 as	 Wildflower	 Reserve	 Areas,	 SEAs,	 sensitive	 environmental	
resource	areas	(“SERAs”),	or	oak	trees	protected	under	the	Oak	Tree	Permits	(Chapter	22.56	–	Part	16)	(“Oak	
Tree	 Ordinance”)	 of	 the	 County	 Municipal	 Code	 (“Municipal	 Code”),	 exist	 on‐site.	 	 The	 Project	 would	
incorporate	a	landscape	plan	which	would	include	the	planting	of	various	species	of	trees	(evergreen/semi‐
evergreens,	palm	 trees,	and	 flowering	deciduous	 trees),	 and	other	ornamental	plantings,	 including	shrubs,	
turf,	and	groundcover,	in	courtyards,	gardens,	and	other	open	space	features.		Therefore,	the	Project	would	
not	conflict	with	local	policies	or	ordinances	protecting	biological	resources.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	
an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

																																																													
2		 Qualified	avian	biologist	shall	establish	the	necessary	buffers	to	avoid	take	of	nest	as	defined	in	FGC	3503	and	3503.5	
3		 NOTE:	Buffer	area	may	be	increased	if	any	endangered,	threatened,	or	CDFW	species	of	special	concern	are	identified	during	protocol	

or	pre‐construction	presence/absence	surveys.	
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f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 
No	Impact.	 	As	discussed	above,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	SEA.	 	Additionally,	there	is	no	
adopted	Habitat	Conservation	Plan,	Natural	Community	Conservation	Plan,	or	other	approved	local,	regional,	
or	state	habitat	conservation	plan	in	place	for	the	Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	implementation	of	the	Project	
would	not	conflict	with	any	Habitat	Conservation	Plans	and	no	impacts	would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a historical resource as defined 
in State CEQA §15064.5? 
Less	Than	Significant	Impact.		A	comprehensive	Historic	Resource	Report	was	prepared	by	GPA	Consulting	
for	the	entire	Medical	Campus	and	is	included	as	Appendix	A	of	this	Initial	Study.4		The	following	discussion	
summarizes	the	findings	of	the	report.		

The	Medical	Campus	was	initially	founded	and	developed	in	1943	by	the	U.S.	Army	to	house	the	Los	Angeles	
Port	of	Embarkation	Station	Hospital.	 	Augmenting	 the	state’s	original	San	Francisco	Port	of	Embarkation,	
from	which	 servicemen	 were	 deployed	 overseas,	 the	 Los	 Angeles	 Port	 of	 Embarkation	 encompassed	 the	
Station	Hospital	and	other	facilities	in	the	Los	Angeles	area,	including	docks	and	warehouses	at	the	Port	of	
Los	Angeles,	a	staging	area	and	training	center	at	Camp	Anza	in	Riverside,	and	ammunition	storage	in	Rialto.		
The	 Port	 of	 Embarkation	 provided	 military	 personnel	 with	 final	 training	 at	 the	 training	 facilities	 before	
deployment	overseas,	and,	at	the	Station	Hospital,	received	wounded	military	personnel	upon	their	return,	
as	well	as	providing	medical	services	to	servicemen	and	their	families	living	in	the	South	Bay	area.			

Between	1943	and	1946,	 the	property	was	developed	with	 a	 central	 administrative	 facility	 and	77	wood‐
framed	barracks	buildings	that	housed	600	patient	beds	and	patient	services.		By	1946,	with	the	end	of	the	
war,	 the	hospital	was	no	 longer	needed	and	the	property	was	sold	by	the	U.S.	Army	as	war	surplus	to	Los	
Angeles	County.	 	 In	1947,	 the	County	 converted	 the	existing	 facilities	 into	 the	Los	Angeles	County	Harbor	
General	Hospital,	to	provide	hospital	services	and	medical	care	for	the	growing	South	Bay	population.		The	
Historic	Resource	Technical	Report	therefore	defined	the	period	of	significance	 for	the	Medical	Campus	as	
being	from	1943‐1946,	the	period	during	which	the	property	was	in	use	by	the	U.S.	military.	 	A	total	of	42	
buildings	of	the	original	77	remain	on	the	Medical	Campus,	primarily	in	the	central	portion	of	the	property.		

The	Medical	 Campus	has	 not	 been	 evaluated	 or	 identified	 as	 significant	 in	 any	previous	 historic	 resource	
surveys,	nor	 is	 it	 currently	designated	a	 landmark	at	 the	national,	 state,	or	 local	 levels.	 	The	property	as	a	
whole	was	 evaluated	 as	 a	 potential	 historic	 district	 in	 the	 Historic	 Resource	 Report,	 and	 resources	were	

																																																													
4		 GPA	Consulting.	Historic	Resource	Report,	Los	Angeles	Biomedical	Research	 Institute,	1000	W.	Carson	Street,	Torrance,	California.		

July	2013.	
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evaluated	 for	 individual	 eligibility	 as	 well.	 	 The	 Historic	 Resource	 Report	 concluded	 that	 the	 property	 is	
significant	in	the	context	of	World	War	II	military	history	in	Los	Angeles,	since	it	was	one	of	a	small	number	
of	facilities	constructed	in	the	region	to	serve	medical	needs	during	World	War	II.	However,	the	property	is	
lacking	in	integrity	–	the	ability	to	convey	its	significance	–	because	there	are	not	enough	buildings	remaining	
from	the	period	of	significance;	the	remaining	buildings	have	been	altered	to	the	point	that	they	no	longer	
contribute	 to	an	historic	district;	 and	enough	new	buildings	have	been	added	 that	 the	property	no	 longer	
represents	an	intact	historic	environment.		With	respect	to	the	individual	eligibility	of	buildings,	while	some	
buildings	 retain	 integrity	 from	 the	 period	 of	 significance,	 they	 do	 not	 effectively	 convey	 the	 history	 or	
significance	 of	 the	 Station	 Hospital	 on	 their	 own.	 As	 such,	 the	 property	 is	 not	 eligible	 for	 listing	 in	 the	
National	Register	or	the	California	Register	as	a	historic	district,	and	none	of	the	buildings	are	individually	
eligible	for	listing	in	the	National	Register	or	the	California	Register.			

Although	Project	implementation	would	not	result	in	significant	impacts	on	historical	resources,	the	Historic	
Resource	 Report	 prepared	 for	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 acknowledges	 its	 significance	 in	 the	 context	 of	 its	
association	with	World	War	II	military	history	in	Los	Angeles.		The	report	further	notes	that,	despite	its	poor	
condition,	Building	N6	is	the	most	intact	remaining	building,	and,	although	the	report	indicates	that	retention	
of	 N6	 is	 not	 required	 to	 avoid	 impacting	 an	 historic	 resource,	 it	 also	 recommends	 consideration	 of	 its	
preservation	 and	 rehabilitation.	 	 The	 County	 proposes	 to	 develop	 a	 publically	 accessible	 interpretive	
program	addressing	the	history	of	the	Medical	Campus,	as	discussed	in	Attachment	A,	Project	Description,	of	
this	 Initial	 Study.	 	The	program	would	be	designed	 in	 consultation	with	a	qualified	architectural	historian	
and	may	include	such	features	as	photographic	documentation,	audiovisual	displays,	documentary	film,	and	
online	accessible	materials.		In	addition,	the	County	will	consider	the	potential	relocation	and	adaptive	reuse	
of	all	or	a	portion	of	Building	N6	as	part	of	its	overall	planning	for	the	improvements	at	the	Medical	Campus.		

Based	on	the	analysis	presented	in	the	Historic	Resource	Report,	implementation	of	the	Project	would	result	
in	 a	 less	 than	 significant	 impact	 on	 historic	 resources.	 	 Further	 analysis	 of	 this	 issue	 in	 an	 EIR	 is	 not	
necessary.	

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 
Less	 Than	 Significant	With	Mitigation	 Incorporated.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 a	 highly	
urbanized	area	and	has	been	subject	to	physical	disruption	over	the	course	of	several	decades	since	it	was	
first	developed	in	1943.	 	For	this	reason,	 it	 is	 likely	that	any	resources	that	may	have	been	present	on	the	
property	 have	 been	 disturbed	 or	 removed.	 	 Nonetheless,	 previously	 undiscovered	 buried	 archaeological	
resources	could	still	exist	on	the	property.		Implementation	of	the	Project	would	require	grading,	excavation,	
and	 trenching	 into	 native	 soils,	 which	 could	 result	 in	 direct	 impacts	 to	 undiscovered	 resources.	 	 The	
following	 mitigation	 measures	 are	 therefore	 recommended	 to	 ensure	 that	 impacts	 on	 any	 previously	
unknown	 archaeological	 resources	 discovered	 during	 Project	 construction	 would	 remain	 less	 than	
significant.	 	 Operations	 during	 and	 following	 Project	 buildout	 would	 have	 no	 impact	 on	 archaeological	
resources	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

CULT‐1:		 If	 any	 archaeological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 the	 Project	
development,	work	 in	 the	 area	 shall	 cease	 and	 deposits	 shall	 be	 treated	 in	 accordance	
with	 Federal,	 State,	 and	 local	 guidelines,	 including	 those	 set	 forth	 in	 California	 Public	
Resources	Code	Section	21083.2.	 	As	part	of	 this	effort,	 the	services	of	an	archaeologist	
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meeting	 the	 Secretary	 of	 the	 Interior	 Professional	 Qualification	 Standards	 for	
Archaeology	 shall	 be	 secured	 by	 contacting	 the	 California	 Historical	 Resources	
Information	System	South	Central	Coastal	Information	Center	(CHRIS‐SCCIC)	at	Cal	State	
University	Fullerton,	or	a	member	of	the	Register	of	Professional	Archaeologists	(RPA)	to	
assess	 the	 resources	 and	 evaluate	 the	 impact.	 In	 addition,	 if	 it	 is	 determined	 that	 an	
archaeological	site	is	a	historic	resource,	the	provisions	of	Section	21084.1	of	the	Public	
Resources	Code	and	CEQA	Guidelines	Section	15064.5	would	be	implemented.	

CULT‐2:		 If	 any	 archaeological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 the	 Project	
development,	a	 report	on	 the	archaeological	 findings	shall	be	prepared	by	 the	qualified	
archaeologist.	A	copy	of	the	report	shall	be	submitted	to	the	CHRIS‐SCCIC.	

CULT‐3:		 If	 any	 archaeological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 the	 Project	
development,	 recovered	 archaeological	 materials	 shall	 be	 curated	 at	 an	 appropriate	
accredited	 curation	 facility.	 If	 the	 materials	 are	 prehistoric	 in	 nature,	 affiliated	 Native	
American	 groups	 (identified	 by	 the	 Native	 American	 Heritage	 Commission)	 may	 be	
consulted	regarding	selection	of	the	curation	facility.	

c)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 
Less	Than	Significant	With	Mitigation	 Incorporated.	 	 The	Medical	Campus	has	been	subject	 to	grading	
and	building	activities	since	it	was	first	developed	in	1943,	and	as	with	archaeological	resources,	it	is	likely	
that	 any	 paleontological	 resources	 once	 present	 on	 the	 property	 have	 been	 disturbed	 or	 removed.		
Nonetheless,	previously	undiscovered	buried	resources	could	still	exist	on	the	property.		Development	of	the	
Project	would	require	grading,	excavation,	and	trenching	 into	native	soils	 that	could	contain	undiscovered	
paleontological	 resources.	 	 The	 following	mitigation	measures	 are	 therefore	 recommended	 to	 ensure	 that	
impacts	on	any	previously	unknown	paleontological	resources	discovered	during	Project	construction	would	
remain	 less	 than	 significant.	 	 Operations	 during	 and	 following	 Project	 buildout	would	 have	 no	 impact	 on	
paleontological	resources	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

CULT‐4:		 If	 any	 paleontological	 materials	 are	 encountered	 during	 the	 course	 of	 Project	
development,	work	in	the	area	shall	be	halted.	The	services	of	a	qualified	paleontologist	
shall	be	secured	by	contacting	the	Los	Angeles	County	Natural	History	Museum	to	assess	
the	resources.	 In	addition,	a	report	on	the	paleontological	 findings	shall	be	prepared	by	
the	qualified	paleontologist	and	a	copy	of	the	paleontological	report	shall	be	submitted	to	
the	Los	Angeles	County	Natural	History	Museum.	

d)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 indicated	 in	 Response	 V.c),	 the	Medical	 Campus	 has	 been	 previously	
graded	 and	 developed,	 and	 no	 known	 traditional	 burial	 sites	 or	 cemeteries	 have	 been	 identified	 on	 the	
property.	 	Nonetheless,	 development	of	 the	Project	would	 require	 grading,	 excavation,	 and	 trenching	 that	
may	 extend	 into	native	 soils.	While	 the	uncovering	of	 human	 remains	 is	 not	 anticipated,	 compliance	with	
state	 law	 (i.e.,	 Public	 Resources	 Code	 Section	 5097.98,	 State	 Health	 and	 Safety	 Code	 Section	 7050.5,	 and	
California	 Code	 of	 Regulations	 Section	 15064.5(e))	 would	 reduce	 potential	 impacts	 during	 Project	
construction	to	a	 less	 than	significant	 level,	and	no	mitigation	measures	are	necessary.	 	Operations	during	
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and	following	Project	buildout	would	not	result	in	impacts	on	human	remains.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	
in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

VI.  ENERGY 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building Ordinance (L.A. County Code Title 
22, Ch. 22.52, Part 20 and Title 21, § 21.24.440) or Drought Tolerant Landscaping 
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 21, § 21.24.430 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52, Part 21)? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Implementation	of	 the	Medical	 Campus	would	 require	new	 construction	
and	renovation	of	the	existing	Hospital	building,	which	would	be	subject	to	the	requirements	of	the	County’s	
Green	Building	Ordinance	 and	Drought	 Tolerant	 Landscaping	Ordinance.	 	However,	 given	 the	 uncertainty	
regarding	 the	 future	 implementation	 of	 green	 building	 and	 landscaping	 requirements	 as	 part	 of	 Project	
implementation,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	Project’s	 consistency	with	 the	Green	Building	Ordinance	 and	
Drought	Tolerant	Landscaping	Ordinance	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see Appendix F of the CEQA 
Guidelines)? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Implementation	of	the	Medical	Campus	would	result	in	the	replacement	of	
aging	structures	with	new,	more	efficient	structures,	as	well	as	renovation	of	the	existing	Hospital	building,	
which	would	likely	result	in	greater	energy	efficiency	than	under	existing	conditions.	 	Nonetheless,	despite	
the	anticipated	 increase	 in	energy	efficiency	per	 square	 foot	of	development,	 given	 the	 substantial	 overall	
increase	 in	 development	 intensity	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	 issue	 be	 analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Would	the	project:	

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

i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by 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.  

No	Impact.		Fault	rupture	is	the	displacement	that	occurs	along	the	surface	of	a	fault	during	an	earthquake.		
Based	on	criteria	established	by	 the	California	Geological	Survey	(“CGS”),	 faults	can	be	classified	as	active,	
potentially	active,	or	inactive.		Active	faults	are	those	that	have	shown	evidence	of	movement	within	the	past	
11,000	years	(i.e.,	during	the	Holocene	Epoch).		Potentially	active	faults	are	those	that	have	shown	evidence	
of	movement	between	11,000	and	1.6	million	years	ago	(i.e.,	during	the	Pleistocene	Epoch).	 	Inactive	faults	
are	those	that	have	not	exhibited	displacement	within	the	last	1.6	million	years.		Additionally,	there	are	blind	
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thrust	faults,	which	are	 low	angle	reverse	faults	with	no	surface	exposure.	 	Due	to	their	buried	nature,	the	
existence	of	blind	thrust	faults	is	usually	not	known	until	they	produce	an	earthquake.	

The	 seismically	 active	 region	 of	 southern	 California	 is	 crossed	 by	 numerous	 active	 and	 potentially	 active	
faults	and	is	underlain	by	several	blind	thrust	faults.		The	CGS	has	established	earthquake	fault	zones	known	
as	 Alquist‐Priolo	 Earthquake	 Fault	 Zones	 around	 the	 surface	 traces	 of	 active	 faults	 to	 assist	 cities	 and	
counties	in	planning,	zoning,	and	building	regulation	functions.		These	zones	identify	areas	where	potential	
surface	rupture	along	an	active	fault	could	prove	hazardous	and	identify	where	special	studies	are	required	
to	characterize	hazards	to	habitable	structures.		According	to	Figure	12.1,	Seismic	and	Geotechnical	Hazard	
Zones	 Policy	 Map,	 of	 the	 County’s	 Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035,	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	 within	 a	
seismic	or	geotechnical	hazard	zone.		Further,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	designated	Alquist‐
Priolo	Earthquake	Fault	Zone.		As	no	known	earthquake	faults	or	Alquist‐Priolo	Earthquake	Fault	Zones	exist	
on	or	near	the	Medical	Campus,	there	would	be	no	potential	for	surface	fault	rupture	to	affect	future	uses	and	
further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary	

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 the	 seismically	 active	 Southern	
California	area.		The	nearest	active	fault,	the	Palos	Verdes	Fault,	is	located	approximately	3.5	miles	south	of	
the	Medical	 Campus.	 	 For	 these	 reasons,	 the	Medical	 Campus	 could	 be	 subject	 to	 seismic	 ground	 shaking	
during	earthquake	events	on	any	one	of	various	active	 faults	 in	 the	region.	 	The	proposed	Project	 is	being	
undertaken	in	part	due	to	State	law,	which	requires	that	all	acute	care	facilities	constructed	prior	to	1973	be	
decommissioned	unless	 they	can	be	 retrofitted	 to	meet	 current	 seismic	 safety	 requirements.	 	As	 such,	 the	
County	 proposes	 to	 relocate	 acute	 care	 services	 from	 the	 existing	Hospital	 building	 to	 the	 proposed	 new	
Hospital	Tower	and	re‐purpose	the	existing	Hospital	 for	sub‐acute	care	uses.	 	Although	newly	constructed	
future	uses	would	be	required	to	comply	with	State	and	County	regulations	related	to	seismic	safety,	given	
the	Medical	 Campus’s	 proximity	 to	 active	 faults	 in	 the	 region,	 impacts	 related	 to	 seismic	 ground	 shaking	
would	be	potentially	significant.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

iii)  Seismic‐related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Liquefaction	 is	 a	 form	of	 earthquake‐induced	 ground	 failure	 that	 occurs	
primarily	 in	 relatively	 shallow,	 loose,	 granular,	water‐saturated	 soils.	 	 Liquefaction	 can	 occur	when	 these	
types	of	soils	lose	their	inherent	shear	strength	due	to	excess	water	pressure	that	builds	up	during	repeated	
movement	 from	 seismic	 activity.	 	 Liquefaction	 usually	 results	 in	 horizontal	 and	 vertical	movements	 from	
lateral	 spreading	 of	 liquefied	materials	 and	 post‐earthquake	 settlement	 of	 liquefied	materials.	 	 A	 shallow	
groundwater	table,	the	presence	of	loose	to	medium	dense	sand	and	silty	sand,	and	a	long	duration	and	high	
acceleration	 of	 seismic	 shaking	 are	 factors	 that	 contribute	 to	 the	 potential	 for	 liquefaction.	 	 According	 to	
Figure	12.1,	Seismic	and	Geotechnical	Hazard	Zones	Policy	Map,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	
Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	seismically	induced	liquefaction	zone.		However,	given	the	potential	
for	seismic	shaking	and	related	secondary	effects	at	the	Medical	Campus,	it	is	recommended	that	liquefaction	
and	lateral	spreading	be	further	evaluated	in	an	EIR.	

iv)  Landslides? 

No	 Impact.	 	 Similar	 to	 the	 surrounding	 region,	 the	 terrain	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 relatively	 flat.	 	 The	
proposed	grading	and	development	would	not	have	an	adverse	effect	on	geologic	stability	on‐site	or	off‐site	
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in	 adjacent	 areas.	 	 According	 to	 Figure	 12.1,	 Seismic	 and	 Geotechnical	 Hazard	 Zones	 Policy	 Map,	 of	 the	
County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	seismically	induced	landslide	
zone	and	no	sloped	areas	exist	in	the	immediate	area.		Therefore,	no	impact	would	occur	and	further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Implementation	of	the	Medical	Campus	would	require	building,	hardscape,	
and	infrastructure	demolition,	site	clearance,	and	grading	and	excavation,	which	would	expose	on‐site	soils.		
Construction	 activities	 associated	 with	 the	 Project,	 therefore,	 would	 have	 the	 potential	 to	 result	 in	 soil	
erosion	during	grading	and	construction	activities.		Thus,	it	is	recommended	that	geologic	hazards	associated	
with	soil	erosion	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable 
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on‐ or off‐site landslides, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		As	discussed	in	Response	VI.a.iv),	above,	the	Project	area	is	not	susceptible	
to	 landslides.	 	 Subsidence	 occurs	when	 fluids	 from	 the	 ground	 (such	 as	 petroleum	 and	 groundwater)	 are	
withdrawn.	 	 Since	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	within	 a	 known	 oil	 field	 or	 groundwater	 extraction	
area,	subsidence	associated	with	extraction	activities	is	not	anticipated.		However,	evaluation	of	this	issue	in	
an	 EIR	 is	 recommended	 given	 the	 potential	 for	 seismic‐related	 effects	 on	 proposed	 development	 and	 the	
extent	of	grading	and	excavation	proposed.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Expansive	soils	are	typically	associated	with	fine‐grained	clayey	soils	that	
have	 the	potential	 to	 shrink	 and	 swell	with	 repeated	 cycles	 of	wetting	 and	drying.	 	 The	 soils	 beneath	 the	
Medical	 Campus	 have	 not	 yet	 been	 formally	 characterized,	 and	 therefore	 it	 is	 assumed	 that	 the	 potential	
exists	for	expansive	soils	that	may	present	a	hazard	to	proposed	development.		Therefore,	further	analysis	of	
this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	recommended.	

e)  Have 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? 
No	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	in	an	urbanized	area	with	wastewater	infrastructure	already	in	
place.	 	 New	 development	 proposed	 as	 part	 of	 Project	 implementation	 would	 connect	 to	 existing	 off‐site	
infrastructure	 and	would	 not	 use	 septic	 tanks	 or	 alternative	wastewater	 disposal	 systems.	 	 Therefore,	 no	
impact	would	occur,	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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VIII.  GREENHOUSE GASES  
Would	the	project:	

a)    Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment, based on any applicable threshold of 
significance? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Construction	and	operation	of	the	Project	would	increase	greenhouse	gas	
emissions	 ("GHGs).	which	have	 the	potential	 to	 either	 individually	 or	 cumulatively	 result	 to	 contribute	 to	
impacts	on	the	environment.		Therefore,	this	issue	should	be	further	evaluated	in	an	EIR.	

b.    Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 comply	with	 the	 County’s	 Green	 Building	 Ordinance	
(Chapter	22.52	 –	Part	 20	of	 the	Municipal	 Code)	by	 conserving	 energy,	water,	 and	natural	 resources,	 and	
promoting	 a	healthier	 environment.	 	 In	 conformance	with	 the	 requirements	 of	 this	 ordinance,	 the	Project	
would	be	designed	to	reduce	GHG	emissions	through	various	energy	conservation	measures.		In	addition,	the	
Project	would	implement	applicable	energy	conservation	measures	to	reduce	GHG	emissions,	such	as	those	
described	in	the	California	Global	Warming	Solutions	Act	of	2006	(AB	32).	 	However,	to	the	extent	that	the	
Project	 could	 result	 in	 conflicts	with	 applicable	 GHG	 reduction	 plans,	 policies,	 or	 regulations,	 impacts	 are	
considered	potentially	significant	and	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

IX.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
Would	the	project:	

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	Project	would	 include	 future	development	 of	medical	 buildings	 and	
uses	on‐site,	as	well	as	the	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	existing	buildings.		Construction	of	the	
Project	would	 involve	 the	 temporary	use	of	hazardous	 substances	 in	 the	 form	of	paint,	 adhesives,	 surface	
coatings	and	other	 finishing	materials,	and	cleaning	agents,	 fuels,	and	oils.	 	Operation	of	 the	Project	would	
involve	the	use	and	storage	of	 limited	quantities	of	potentially	hazardous	materials	in	the	form	of	cleaning	
solvents,	 painting	 supplies,	 and	 pesticides	 for	 landscaping.	 	 Typical	 waste	 generated	 from	 hospital	 uses	
includes	general	waste,	regulated	medical	waste,	sharps	containers,	pharmaceutical	waste,	chemo	waste,	and	
pathological	 waste.	 	 Given	 the	 nature	 of	 proposed	 uses,	 construction	 and	 operation	 of	 the	 Project	 could	
create	a	significant	hazard	to	the	public	or	the	environment	through	the	routine	transport,	use,	or	disposal	of	
hazardous	materials.		It	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	
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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?  
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	As	noted	above,	the	Project	would	include	future	development	of	medical	
buildings	and	uses	on‐site,	as	well	as	the	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	existing	buildings,	which	
would	 involve	 the	routine	use,	 storage,	 transport,	or	disposal	of	 limited	quantities	of	hazardous	materials.		
Additionally,	 short‐term	 grading	 activities,	 including	 trenching	 and	 excavation,	 could	 expose	 construction	
workers	 or	 the	 public	 to	 unknown	 hazardous	materials	 in	 on‐site	 soil	 and/or	 groundwater,	 should	 such	
materials	be	present.		As	some	of	the	buildings	were	built	as	early	as	1943,	it	is	possible	that	lead‐based	paint	
and	paint	residues	are	present	in	the	buildings.		If	released	into	the	environment,	these	materials	could	pose	
a	significant	hazard	to	construction	workers	or	the	public.	 	Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	
analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one‐quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Schools	within	one‐quarter	mile	of	 the	Medical	Campus	 include	Halldale	
Avenue	Elementary	School,	Meyler	Street	Elementary	School,	and	Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School.		Project	
construction	 and	 operation	 could	 result	 in	 hazardous	 emissions	 or	 the	 handling	 of	 hazardous	 or	 acutely	
hazardous	materials,	substances,	or	waste.	 	Because	of	the	close	proximity	of	the	Medical	Campus	to	these	
sensitive	land	uses,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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 create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	in	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	by	
residential	uses	and	commercial	development.	 	Given	 the	potential	presence	of	 listed	hazardous	materials	
on‐site,	and	associated	potential	for	existing	contamination	to	affect	the	proposed	new	uses	on‐site	as	well	as	
surrounding	off‐site	land	uses,	impacts	related	to	the	release	of	hazardous	materials	during	construction	and	
operation	 of	 the	 Project	 are	 considered	 potentially	 significant.	 	 A	 hazardous	 materials	 assessment	 will	
include	 a	 current	 database	 search	 of	 hazardous	 materials	 sites	 compiled	 pursuant	 to	 Government	 Code	
section	 65962.5.	 	 It	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	 results	 of	 this	 search	 and	 analysis	 of	 potential	 impacts	
associated	with	hazardous	materials	sites	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	not	within	an	airport	land	use	plan	or	within	two	
miles	of	a	public	use	airport.		The	nearest	public	airports,	Zamperini	Field	(3301	Airport	Drive	in	Torrance),	
Hawthorne	 Municipal	 Airport	 (12101	 S.	 Crenshaw	 Boulevard	 in	 Hawthorne),	 Compton/Woodley	 Airport	
(901	W.	Alondra	Boulevard	in	Compton),	and	Los	Angeles	International	Airport	(“LAX”)	(1	World	Way	in	Los	
Angeles),	are	 located	approximately	 four	miles,	seven	miles,	nine	miles,	and	eleven	miles	from	the	Medical	
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Campus,	 respectively.	 	However,	 the	Project	proposes	 to	 relocate	 an	 existing	helipad	 to	 a	new	permanent	
location	atop	the	proposed	new	hospital	building.		It	is	recommended	that	future	helicopter	operations	and	
associated	safety	hazards	within	and	outside	the	Medical	Campus	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for the people residing or working in the area? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		There	are	no	private	airstrips	in	the	vicinity	of	the	Medical	Campus,	and	the	
Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	designated	airport	hazard	area.		As	discussed	in	Response	VIII.e),	the	
Project	proposes	to	relocate	an	existing	helipad	to	a	permanent	new	location	atop	the	proposed	new	hospital	
building.	 	 It	 is	 recommended	 that	 future	 helicopter	 operations	 and	 associated	 safety	 hazards	 for	 people	
residing	or	working	in	the	area	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

g)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
Less	Than	Significant	 Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	 is	bordered	by	Carson	Street	on	 the	north,	Vermont	
Avenue	on	the	east,	220th	Street	on	the	south,	and	Normandie	Avenue	on	the	west.		According	to	Figure	12.7,	
Disaster	Routes,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	nearest	freeway	disaster	routes	to	the	Medical	
Campus	are	the	Harbor	Freeway	and	the	San	Diego	Freeway,	located	approximately	less	than	0.10	miles	east	
and	two	miles	north	and	east	of	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		Implementation	of	the	Project	would	not	
result	in	the	physical	changes	to	the	freeways	or	any	streets	designated	as	an	evacuation	route	in	an	adopted	
emergency	response	or	evacuation	plan.			

While	it	is	expected	that	the	majority	of	construction	activities	and	staging	areas	would	occur	entirely	within	
the	 Medical	 Campus	 boundaries,	 short‐term	 construction	 activities	 for	 sidewalk	 and	 infrastructure	
improvements	may	temporarily	disrupt	access	on	portions	of	 the	public	rights‐of‐way.	 	 In	 these	 instances,	
the	Project	would	implement	traffic	control	measures	(e.g.,	construction	flagmen,	signage,	etc.)	to	maintain	
flow	 and	 access.	 	 Furthermore,	 development	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 comply	 with	 County’s	 building	 and	
applicable	fire	and	safety	codes	that	require	adequate	access	for	fire	personnel	and	equipment	in	and	out	of	
the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 Similarly,	 access	 for	 doctors,	 staff,	 patients,	 and	 visitors	 would	 be	 maintained	
throughout	future	construction	phases	such	that	no	interruption	or	reduction	in	the	availability	of	medical	
care	 services	 would	 occur.	 	 Therefore,	 construction	 activities	 are	 not	 expected	 to	 result	 in	 inadequate	
emergency	access.			

The	 Project	 proposes	 to	 redesign	 the	 existing	 Medical	 Campus	 to	 improve	 vehicular	 access	 and	 internal	
circulation.	 	 Given	 the	 proposed	 improvements	 to	 Project	 ingress/egress	 and	 parking	 design,	 access	 and	
circulation	 at	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 are	 not	 anticipated	 to	 interfere	 with	 emergency	 vehicle	 access.	 	 An	
Emergency	Evacuation	Plan	 for	 the	Project,	 as	 for	 the	existing	hospital,	would	be	maintained,	periodically	
updated,	 and	 implemented	 as	 necessary	 during	 emergency	 situations	 at	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 to	 ensure	
proper	procedures	 are	 followed	 to	protect	 human	health	 and	 safety.	 	 For	 these	 reasons,	 construction	 and	
operation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 impair	 implementation	 of	 or	 physically	 interfere	 with	 an	 adopted	
emergency	response	plan	or	emergency	evacuation	plan.		Impacts	would	be	less	than	significant,	and	further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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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? 
No	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	 located	within	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	
and	commercial	development.		The	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	an	identified	wildland	fire	hazard	
area	or	very	high	fire	hazard	severity	zone,	based	on	Figure	12.6,	Fire	Hazard	Severity	Zones	Policy	Map,	of	
the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

X.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY  
Would	the	project:	

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Project	construction	would	alter	the	quantity	and	composition	of	surface	
runoff	 through	 grading	 of	 hardscape	 surfaces,	 construction	 of	 impervious	 streets,	 building	 development,	
introduction	of	urban	pollutants,	and	irrigation	of	newly	landscaped	areas.		Additionally,	operation	of	future	
uses	could	result	 in	increases	in	pollutant	discharges	to	receiving	waters	(including	impaired	water	bodies	
pursuant	to	the	Clean	Water	Act	Section	303(d)	list),	significant	alteration	of	receiving	water	quality	during	
or	following	construction,	or	violation	of	water	quality	standards	or	waste	discharge	requirements.		Impacts	
could	be	potentially	significant	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	necessary.	

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 land uses for which permits have been granted)? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 not	 directly	 deplete	 groundwater	 supplies	 as	 no	
groundwater	extraction	activities	are	proposed.		However,	the	Project	would	involve	future	development	of	
medical	buildings	and	uses	on	the	Medical	Campus,	as	well	as	the	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	
existing	buildings,	circulation,	and	landscaping,	which	could	increase	impervious	surface	area	on‐site.	 	The	
reduction	 in	 pervious	 surface	 area	 could	 potentially	 reduce	 the	 amount	 of	 water	 reaching	 groundwater	
aquifers	 beneath	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 As	 such,	 impacts	 related	 to	 groundwater	 recharge	 would	 be	
potentially	significant	and	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.					

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Project	 implementation	would	substantially	modify	 the	existing	drainage	
characteristics	on	the	Medical	Campus	over	the	long‐term,	and	is	expected	to	result	in	an	overall	increase	in	
pervious	 surface	 area	 and	 the	 installation	 or	 implementation	 of	 a	 range	 of	 water	 quality	 and	 drainage	
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features	 and	 practices.	 	 Nonetheless,	 given	 the	 magnitude	 of	 redevelopment	 proposed	 and	 the	 related	
modification	of	drainage	patterns,	impacts	are	considered	potentially	significant	and	it	is	recommended	that	
this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Refer	to	Response	IX.c).	 	The	Project	would	modify	the	drainage	patterns	
on	the	Medical	Campus,	and	as	such,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Medical	Campus	is	currently	developed	with	urban	uses	and	existing	
storm	drain	facilities	currently	provide	stormwater	drainage	for	on‐site	uses.		The	Project	would	be	designed	
and	 constructed	 to	 comply	with	 LA	 County’s	 low	 impact	 development	 (“LID”)	 standards	 for	 storm	water	
management,	 but	 could	 potentially	 result	 in	 adverse	 impacts	 to	 downstream	 drainage	 facilities.	 	 To	
determine	if	the	Project	would	create	or	contribute	runoff	that	could	exceed	the	capacity	of	storm	drainage	
facilities	in	the	area,	and	to	identify	appropriate	LID	compliance	features	and	practices,	 it	 is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	As	discussed	 in	Response	 IX.a),	Project	 implementation	could	potentially	
substantially	degrade	water	quality.		This	issue	will	be	evaluated	further	in	the	EIR.	

g)  Place housing within a 100‐year flood plain as mapped on federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 
No	 Impact.	 	According	 to	Figure	12.2,	Flood	Hazard	Zones	Policy	Map,	of	 the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	
2035,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	100‐year	flood	hazard	area.		Therefore,	the	Project	would	
not	place	housing	within	a	100‐year	flood	plain,	and	no	impact	would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

h)  Place within a 100‐year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 
No	 Impact.	 	As	discussed	 in	Response	 IX.g),	 the	Medical	Campus	 is	not	 located	within	a	FEMA‐designated	
100‐year	 floodplain.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	would	 not	 place	 structures	within	 a	 100‐year	 floodplain	 that	
would	impede	or	redirect	flood	flows.		Thus,	no	impact	would	occur	with	regard	to	floodplains	and	further	
analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	
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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? 
No	Impact.		As	discussed	in	Response	IX.g),	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	100‐year	floodplain.		
No	dams	or	levees	are	present	on	or	near	the	Medical	Campus.		According	to	Figure	12.4,	Dam	and	Reservoir	
Inundation	Areas,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	the	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	flood	
hazard	area	due	to	failure	of	a	dam	or	reservoir.	 	Therefore,	flooding	resulting	from	a	dam	or	levee	failure	
would	not	occur.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	the	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
No	 Impact.	 	A	seiche	 is	an	oscillation	of	a	body	of	water	 in	an	enclosed	or	semi‐enclosed	basin,	 such	as	a	
reservoir,	harbor,	lake,	or	storage	tank.		A	tsunami	is	a	great	sea	wave,	commonly	referred	to	as	a	tidal	wave,	
produced	 by	 a	 significant	 undersea	 disturbance	 such	 as	 tectonic	 displacement	 of	 the	 sea	 floor	 associated	
with	large,	shallow	earthquakes.		Mudflows	result	from	the	down	slope	movement	of	soil	and/or	rock	under	
the	influence	of	gravity.	

The	Medical	Center	is	not	adjacent	to	any	large	body	of	water,	and	therefore	there	is	no	potential	for	seiche	
hazards.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 approximately	 5.2	miles	 east	 of	 the	Pacific	Ocean.	 	 According	 to	
Figure	 12.3,	 Tsunami	 Hazard	 Areas,	 of	 the	 County’s	 Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035,	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	
located	within	 a	 tsunami	 hazard	 area.	 	 The	Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	within	 a	 relatively	 flat	 and	 highly	
urbanized	area	surrounded	by	residential	uses	and	commercial	development	and	as	such	 is	not	 in	an	area	
susceptible	to	mudflows.		Further	analysis	of	these	issues	in	the	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

XI.  LAND USE AND PLANNING   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Physically divide an established community? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 an	 urbanized	 area	 surrounded	 by	 residential	 uses	 and	
commercial	development.		The	Project	involves	future	development	of	medical	buildings	and	uses	on‐site,	as	
well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	modification	within	 the	 existing	Medical	 Campus.	 	 The	
Project	 would	 result	 in	 the	 renovation	 and	 expansion	 of	 existing	 hospital,	 medical	 office,	 research,	 and	
related	 medical	 uses	 entirely	 within	 the	 existing	 Medical	 Campus	 boundaries,	 and	 therefore	 would	 not	
physically	divide	an	established	community.		Thus,	no	impact	would	occur	in	this	regard	and	further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 Although	 the	 existing	 Hospital	 and	 related	 uses	 are	 consistent	with	 the	
current	 designated	 land	 use	 and	 zoning	 designations	 for	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 and	 future	 uses	 would	 be	
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similarly	consistent,	the	Project	would	substantially	increase	the	intensity	of	on‐site	development.		As	such,	
impacts	related	to	conflicts	with	applicable	plans,	policies,	and	regulations	could	occur.			It	is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

c)  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 
No	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 above,	 the	Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	 within	 a	 Significant	 Ecological	 Area	
(SEA).		Additionally,	there	is	no	adopted	Habitat	Conservation	Plan,	Natural	Community	Conservation	Plan,	
or	 other	 approved	 local,	 regional,	 or	 state	 habitat	 conservation	 plan	 in	 place	 for	 the	 Medical	 Campus.		
Therefore,	Project	 implementation	would	not	 conflict	with	any	Habitat	Conservation	Plan,	 and	no	 impacts	
would	occur	in	this	regard.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	required.	

XII.  MINERAL RESOURCES   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Result in the loss or availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value 
to the region and the residents of the state? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 located	 within	 a	 known	 mineral	 resource	 area	 and	 no	 mineral	
resources	 are	 known	 to	 exist	 at	 the	Medical	 Campus	 or	 in	 the	 surrounding	 area,	 as	 shown	 in	 Figure	 9.6,	
Natural	Resource	Areas,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		Therefore,	no	impact	to	mineral	resources	
would	occur.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.			

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? 
No	 Impact.	 	 The	Medical	Campus	 is	 not	 located	within	a	Mineral	Resource	Zone	and	 there	are	no	known	
designated	 locally‐important	 mineral	 resources	 located	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 or	 in	 the	 vicinity,	 as	
illustrated	 in	 Figure	 9.6,	Natural	 Resource	Areas,	 of	 the	 County’s	Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035.	 	 Therefore,	 no	
impact	to	mineral	resources	would	occur.		Further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

XIII.  NOISE 
Would	the	project	result	in:		

a)  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other 
agencies? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Construction	of	 the	Project	would	 require	 the	use	of	heavy	 construction	
equipment	(e.g.,	bulldozers,	backhoes,	cranes,	loaders,	etc.)	that	would	generate	noise	on	a	short‐term	basis	
during	 each	 future	 development	 phase.	 	 Additionally,	 operations	 following	 Project	 buildout	may	 increase	
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existing	 noise	 levels	 as	 a	 result	 of	 related	 traffic,	 emergency	 vehicles/ambulance	 sirens,	 helicopter	
operations,	 heating,	 ventilating,	 and	 air	 conditioning	 (“HVAC”)	 systems,	 loading/unloading	 of	 trucks,	 and	
other	activities	on	the	Medical	Campus.		As	such,	nearby	sensitive	uses	could	potentially	be	affected.		Noise‐
sensitive	areas	 typically	 include	residential	areas,	 schools,	 convalescent	hospitals,	acute	care	 facilities,	and	
park	 and	 recreational	 areas.	 	 Sensitive	 receptors	 in	 the	Project	 vicinity	 consist	 of	 single‐	 and	multi‐family	
residences	 to	 the	 north,	 east,	 south,	 and	 west.	 	 Schools	 in	 the	 Project	 area	 include	 Halldale	 Avenue	
Elementary	School,	Meyler	Street	Elementary	School,	Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School,	and	Caroldale	Avenue	
Elementary	School,	which	arelocated	approximately	0.10	miles	northwest,	0.15	miles	south,	0.25	miles	east,	
and	0.50	miles	southeast	of	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		The	Carson	Library	is	located	approximately	
0.75	miles	east	of	the	Medical	Campus.		Normandale	Recreation	Center,	Veterans	Park,	and	Carson	Park	are	
located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest,	0.60	miles	southeast,	and	0.70	miles	northeast	of	the	Medical	
Campus,	respectively.		The	Project	would	result	in	short‐term	construction	and	long‐term	operational	noise	
level	 increases	 in	 the	 Project	 area	 that	 could	 exceed	 established	 noise	 standards	 at	 nearby	 sensitive	
receptors,	which	would	be	considered	a	potentially	significant	impact.		It	is	recommended	that	the	Project’s	
potential	to	exceed	noise	standards	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Construction	of	the	Project	may	generate	groundborne	vibration	and	noise	
due	to	site	grading,	clearing	activities,	and	haul	truck	travel.	 	 In	addition,	Project	construction	may	require	
pile	 driving.	 	 As	 such,	 the	 Project	 would	 have	 the	 potential	 to	 expose	 people	 to,	 or	 generate,	 excessive	
groundborne	 vibration	 and	 noise	 levels	 during	 short‐term	 construction	 activities.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

Additionally,	operation	of	the	Project’s	hospital‐related	uses	could	generate	groundborne	vibration	or	noise	
at	 levels	 beyond	 those	 that	 currently	 exist	 within	 the	 existing	 urbanized	 development	 setting.	 	 As	 such,	
operation	of	 the	Project	 could	have	 the	potential	 to	 expose	people	 to	 excessive	 groundborne	 vibration	or	
noise.		Further	analysis	of	operational	groundborne	vibration	or	noise	in	an	EIR	is	recommended.	

c)  A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 in	 Response	 XII.a,	 above,	 operation	 of	 the	 Project	 may	
increase	 existing	 noise	 levels	 as	 a	 result	 of	 Project‐related	 traffic,	 emergency	 vehicles/ambulance	 sirens,	
helicopter	 activities,	 HVAC	 systems,	 loading/unloading	 of	 trucks,	 and	 human	 activities	 on	 the	 Medical	
Campus.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 potential	 impacts	 associated	 with	 a	 permanent	 increase	 in	
ambient	noise	levels	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

d)  A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		As	discussed	in	Response	XII.a),	construction	of	the	Project	would	require	
the	 use	 of	 heavy	 construction	 equipment	 (e.g.,	 bulldozers,	 backhoes,	 cranes,	 loaders,	 etc.)	 that	 would	
generate	 noise	 on	 a	 short‐term	 basis	 during	 the	 various	 phases	 of	 Project	 construction.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	
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recommended	 that	 potential	 impacts	 associated	 with	 a	 temporary	 or	 periodic	 increase	 in	 ambient	 noise	
levels	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 in	 Response	 VIII.e),	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 not	 within	 an	
airport	 land	use	 plan	 or	within	 two	miles	 of	 a	 public	 use	 airport.	 	 The	nearest	 public	 airports,	 Zamperini	
Field,	 Hawthorne	Municipal	 Airport,	 Compton/Woodley	 Airport,	 and	 LAX	 are	 located	 approximately	 four	
miles,	seven	miles,	nine	miles,	and	eleven	miles	from	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		However,	the	Project	
proposes	 to	 relocate	 the	existing	helipad	 to	a	permanent	helipad	 location	atop	 the	proposed	new	hospital	
building,	 and	 to	 relocate	 the	existing	helicopter	pad	 to	 a	 temporary	 location	on	 the	Medical	Campus	 for	 a	
period	 during	 construction.	 	 Future	 helicopter	 operations	 and	 associated	 noise	 generation	 within	 and	
outside	the	Medical	Campus	could	result	in	potentially	significant	noise	impacts	to	sensitive	receptors	in	the	
area.		As	such,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, heliport or helistop, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 in	 Response	 VIII.f),	 there	 are	 no	 private	 airstrips	 in	 the	
vicinity	of	the	Medical	Campus,	and	Medical	Campus	is	not	located	within	a	designated	airport	hazard	area.		
However,	 the	 Project	 proposes	 to	 relocate	 the	 existing	 helipad	 to	 a	 permanent	 helipad	 location	 atop	 the	
proposed	new	hospital	building.	 	Future	helicopter	operations	and	associated	noise	generation	within	and	
outside	the	Medical	Campus	could	result	in	potentially	significant	noise	impacts	to	sensitive	receptors	in	the	
area.		It	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING   
Would	the	project:	

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)? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Population	 growth	 and	 future	 development	 projections	 are	 prepared	by	
SCAG.		SCAG	provides	current	and	projected	population,	housing	and	employment	estimates	for	the	region	as	
a	component	of	the	Regional	Transportation	Plan	(“RTP”).		SCAG	bases	its	estimates,	in	part,	on	anticipated	
development	by	County/City	 jurisdictions	based	on	their	General	Plans,	zoning	and	on‐going	development	
activity.		The	SCAG	projections	serve	as	the	basis	for	providing	infrastructure	and	public	services	by	various	
jurisdictions	and	service	agencies	throughout	the	region.	

There	are	no	residential	uses	on	the	Medical	Campus.		The	Project	would	not	have	indirect	effects	on	growth	
through	such	mechanisms	as	the	extension	of	roads	and	infrastructure.		The	Project	would	be	built	out	in	five	
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phases	 through	 the	year	2030	 increasing	 the	Medical	Campus	square	 footage	by	approximately	1,100,000	
square	 feet	 from	 the	existing	1,050,000	 square	 feet	 to	2,150,000	 square	 feet.	 	The	Project	 involves	 future	
development	of	medical	buildings	and	uses	on‐site	as	part	of	the	proposed	expansion,	removal,	replacement,	
and	 modification	 within	 the	 existing	 Medical	 Campus,	 which	 would	 increase	 the	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	
employment	 population	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 According	 to	 the	 proposed	 Project,	 the	 employee	
population	currently	on	the	Medical	Campus	is	estimated	to	increase	by	almost	2,500	jobs,	or	45	percent,	at	
Project	buildout.		Therefore,	the	increased	on‐site	population	should	be	evaluated	for	consistency	with	SCAG	
projections	and	for	the	potential	to	 induce	substantial	population	growth.	 	Accordingly,	 it	 is	recommended	
that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
No	Impact.		There	is	no	existing	housing	on	the	Medical	Campus.		Thus,	the	Project	would	not	displace	any	
housing	or	associated	residential	population.		No	impacts	would	occur	and	further	analysis	of	this	issue	in	an	
EIR	is	not	necessary.	

c)  Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 
No	Impact.		As	indicated	in	Response	XIII.a),	there	are	no	residential	uses	on	the	Medical	Campus.		According	
to	the	Master	Plan,	the	number	of	jobs	on	the	Medical	Campus	is	estimated	to	increase	by	almost	2,500	or	45	
percent	 at	 Project	 buildout.	 	 Thus,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	 displace	 substantial	 numbers	 of	 people,	
necessitating	the	construction	of	replacement	housing	elsewhere.		No	impacts	would	occur.		Further	analysis	
of	this	issue	in	an	EIR	is	not	necessary.	

XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

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

i)  Fire protection? 

Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Los	Angeles	County	Fire	Station	36,	located	at	127	W.	223rd	Street,	Carson,	
is	 located	 approximately	 0.65	 miles	 southeast	 from	 the	 Medical	 Campus;	 refer	 to	 Figure	 12.8,	 Fire	
Department	Battalions	and	Stations,	of	 the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.	 	The	Project	would	 increase	
visitor,	 patient,	 and	 employment	 populations	 to	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 This	 increase	 of	 population	 could	
create	 a	 need	 for	 expanding	 existing	 facilities	 or	 staff,	 construction	 of	 a	 new	 facility,	 or	 adversely	 impact	
types	of	 services	provided.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 existing	 capacity	 of	 the	County	Fire	Department	 to	meet	 these	
demands	must	be	determined	and	further	analysis	of	the	potential	adverse	physical	 impacts	to	the	County	
Fire	Department	will	be	analyzed	in	the	EIR.	
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ii)  Police protection? 

Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 Carson	 Sheriff	 Station,	 located	 at	 21356	 S.	 Avalon	 Boulevard,	 Carson,	 is	
located	 approximately	1.5	miles	 east	 from	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 refer	 to	 Figure	12.9,	 Sheriff’s	Department	
Service	 Areas,	 of	 the	 County’s	 Draft	 General	 Plan	 2035.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 increase	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	
employment	 populations	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 This	 increase	 in	 population	 could	 create	 a	 need	 for	
expanding	 existing	 facilities	 or	 staff,	 construction	 of	 a	 new	 facility,	 or	 adversely	 impact	 types	 of	 services	
provided.	 	 Therefore,	 the	 existing	 capacity	 of	 County	 Sheriff	 Department	 to	meet	 these	 demands	must	 be	
determined	 and	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 potential	 adverse	 physical	 impacts	 to	 the	 County	 Sheriff’s	
Department	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

iii)  Schools? 

Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 within	 proximity	 of	 Halldale	 Avenue	
Elementary	 School,	 Meyler	 Street	 Elementary	 School,	 Caroldale	 Avenue	 Elementary	 School,	 Van	 Deene	
Avenue	Elementary	 School,	 Torrance	Elementary	 School,	Dolores	 Street	 Elementary	 School,	 St.	 Philomena	
School,	 Stephen	M.	White	Middle	School,	 Carson	High	School,	 and	Sherry	High	School.	 	The	Project	would	
increase	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	 employment	 population	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus.	 	 Because	 the	 Project	 could	
attract	new	employees	that	might	move	to	the	area,	it	could	generate	new	students	and	increase	demand	for	
school	facilities	and	services.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	the	existing	capacities	of	the	nearby	schools	
to	meet	these	demands	be	determined,	and	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

iv)  Parks? 

Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 parks	 located	 nearest	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 include	 Normandale	
Recreation	Center,	22400	Halldale	Avenue,	Torrance,	located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest;	Veterans	
Park,	22400	Moneta	Avenue,	Carson,	located	approximately	0.60	miles	southeast;	and	Carson	Park,	21411	S.	
Orrick	 Avenue,	 Carson,	 located	 approximately	 0.70	 miles	 northeast	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 The	 Project	
would	increase	the	number	of	visitors,	patients,	and	staff	on	the	Medical	Campus.		The	Project	does	propose	
open	space	courtyards,	open	turf	areas,	gardens,	plazas,	and	a	fitness	trail	for	patients,	staff,	and	the	public.		
However,	 this	 increase	 of	 population	 could	 create	 a	 need	 for	 expanding	 or	 existing	 facilities	 or	 staff,	
construction	of	a	new	facility,	or	adversely	impact	types	of	services	provided	and	the	existing	capacity	of	the	
County,	City,	or	other	public	parks	and	recreational	facilities	to	meet	these	demands	must	be	determined.		It	
is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

v)  Other public facilities? 

Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	County	of	Los	Angeles	Carson	Public	Library,	located	at	151	E.	Carson	
Street,	 Carson,	 is	 located	 approximately	 0.75	 miles	 east	 of	 the	 Medical	 Campus;	 refer	 to	 Figure	 13.2,	
Libraries,	of	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035.		The	Project	would	increase	the	visitor,	patient,	and	staff	
populations	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus,	 and	 may	 attract	 new	 residents	 to	 the	 area	 in	 response	 to	 new	
employment	opportunities.		This	increase	could	create	a	need	to	expand	existing	library	facilities	or	staff	or	
construct	a	new	library	facility,	or	could	adversely	impact	types	of	services	provided.		Therefore,	the	existing	
capacity	of	public	libraries	to	meet	demand	in	the	Project	area	must	be	determined.		It	is	recommended	that	
this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	



June 2015    Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

 

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐25	
	

XVI.  RECREATION 

a)  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	According	to	the	County’s	Draft	General	Plan	2035,	Chapter	10,	Parks	and	
Recreation	 Element,	 large	 areas	 of	 the	 County	 are	 underserved	 by	 parks	 and	 recreational	 facilities.	 	 The	
Element	 shows	 that	 the	 unincorporated	 areas	 of	 the	 County	 face	 a	 significant	 deficit	 in	 local	 parkland	 of	
3,620	acres.		Based	on	population	projections,	the	unincorporated	areas	of	the	County	would	have	deficits	of	
5,986	 acres	 in	 local	 parkland	 and	5,046	 acres	 in	 regional	 parkland	by	 the	 year	 2035	 if	 no	new	parks	 are	
created.	 	 The	County	has	 an	 adopted	 standard	of	 four	 acres	 of	 local	 parkland	per	1,000	 residents	 and	 six	
acres	of	regional	parkland	per	1,000	residents.		This	requirement	may	be	met	by	dedication	of	land,	payment	
of	 in	 lieu	 fees	 or	 a	 combination	 of	 both	 as	 defined	 by	 the	 County's	 requirements	 for	 residential	 projects.		
However,	 as	 the	Project	would	not	 involve	 the	provision	 of	 new	housing,	 it	 is	 not	 subject	 to	 the	County’s	
parkland	dedication	or	fee	payment	requirements.	

As	 discussed	 in	Response	XIV.a.iv),	 the	 parks	 located	nearest	 to	 the	Medical	 Campus	 include	Normandale	
Recreation	Center,	Veterans	Park,	and	Carson	Park,	located	approximately	0.30	miles	southwest,	0.60	miles	
southeast,	 and	0.70	miles	 northeast	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus,	 respectively.	 	 The	Project	would	 increase	 the	
visitor,	patient,	and	staff	populations	on	the	Medical	Campus,	and	may	also	attract	new	residents	to	the	area	
in	response	to	new	employment	opportunities.		The	Project	proposes	open	space	courtyards,	open	turf	areas,	
gardens,	plazas,	 and	a	 fitness	 trail	 for	patients,	 staff,	 and	 the	public	and	 it	 is	 anticipated	 that	patients	and	
employees	of	the	Project	would	primarily	utilize	the	Project’s	recreational	facilities	as	well	as	nearby	off‐site	
recreational	facilities.		Although	the	Project	has	limited	potential	to	result	in	increased	use	of	off‐site	parks	or	
other	 recreational	 facilities	as	a	 result	of	 indirect	population	growth	and	employees,	 such	 that	 substantial	
deterioration	of	 the	 facilities	could	occur	or	be	accelerated,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	 issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Project	 proposes	 open	 space	 courtyards,	 open	 turf	 areas,	 gardens,	
plazas,	and	a	fitness	trail	for	patients,	staff,	and	the	public.		As	the	Project	would	increase	the	visitor,	patient,	
and	staff	populations	on	 the	Medical	Campus,	 it	will	be	necessary	 for	 the	EIR	 to	determine	 if	 the	Project’s	
proposed	 recreational	 facilities	 and	 Project’s	 population	 generation	 would	 require	 the	 construction	 or	
expansion	of	 recreational	 facilities	which	might	have	 an	adverse	physical	 effect	on	 the	environment.	 	 It	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR	
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XVII.  TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION   
Would	the	project:	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	would	be	built	out	in	multiple	phases	through	the	year	2030,	
increasing	 the	Medical	 Campus	 square	 footage	 by	 approximately	 1,100,000	 square	 feet	 from	 the	 existing	
1,050,000	square	feet	to	approximately	2,150,000	square	feet.	 	The	Project	involves	future	development	of	
medical	 buildings	 and	 uses	 on‐site,	 as	 well	 as	 the	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	 modification	 of	 existing	
structures,	 circulation,	and	 landscaping.	 	These	uses	would	add	 traffic	 to	 local	and	regional	 transportation	
systems.	 	Thus,	operation	of	the	Project	could	adversely	affect	the	existing	capacity	of	the	street	system	or	
exceed	an	established	 level	of	service	(“LOS”)	standard.	 	Construction	of	 the	Project	would	also	result	 in	a	
temporary	 increase	 in	 traffic	 due	 to	 construction‐related	 truck	 trips	 and	 worker	 vehicle	 trips.	 	 Traffic	
impacts	during	construction	could	also	adversely	affect	the	street	system.	 	A	traffic	study	will	 therefore	be	
prepared	for	the	Project.		The	analysis	of	traffic	impacts	will	identify	key	intersections	for	analysis,	quantify	
existing	and	 future	traffic	conditions	at	 those	 locations,	 identify	 impacts	caused	by	the	addition	of	Project‐
generated	traffic,	and	identify	mitigation	measures	to	reduce	potentially	significant	impacts	generated	by	the	
Project,	 as	 appropriate	 and	where	 feasible.	 	 In	 addition,	 construction	 activities	 could	 temporarily	 limit	 or	
otherwise	 alter	 access	 to	 public	 transit	 or	 other	 alternative	 transportation	 facilities	 or	 services	 (e.g.,	 bike	
lanes,	 sidewalks,	 etc.),	 and	 operation	 of	 proposed	 uses	 could	 increase	 demands	 on	 such	 facilities	 and	
services,	and	impacts	in	this	regard	could	also	be	potentially	significant.		As	the	Project	has	the	potential	to	
result	in	significant	traffic	and	transportation‐related	impacts,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

The	parking	 supply	 on	 the	Medical	 Campus	 currently	 totals	 2,905	 spaces,	 exceeding	 the	County’s	 parking	
code	 requirement	 of	 2,709	 spaces.5	 	 An	 additional	 278	 spaces	 are	 provided	 off‐site,	 and	 street	 parking	 is	
permitted	 along	 all	 or	 portions	 of	 the	 four	 public	 streets	 surrounding	 the	 Medical	 Campus.	 	 On‐campus	
parking	is	scattered,	with	the	majority	of	spaces	contained	in	lots	relegated	to	the	perimeters	of	the	Cam	pus,	
sometimes	 far	 from	 the	 facilities	 they	 serve,	 and	 in	 sometimes	 makeshift	 fashion	 along	 internal	 streets.		
Moreover,	pedestrian	connections	between	parking	lots	and	buildings	generally	poorly	organized	or	marked.		
The	 availability	 of	 parking	 on‐site	 also	 fluctuates	 over	 time	 during	 facility	 upgrades	 or	 construction.	 The	
Project	proposes	 to	 reorganize	 the	on‐site	parking	supply,	 concentrating	patient	and	visitor	parking	along	
the	 northern	 perimeter	 of	 the	Medical	 Campus	 and	 staff	 parking	 in	 the	 southeast	 portion	 of	 the	Medical	
Campus.	 	 The	 Project	 proposes	 to	 provide	 sufficient	 parking	 to	 meet	 or	 exceed	 the	 County’s	 code	
requirement	 in	 the	 future;	 however,	 this	 may	 not	 be	 sufficient	 to	 meet	 actual	 future	 demand.	 	 It	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		

																																																													
5		 Los	Angeles	County	Code,	Chapter	122.52.1120,	Hospitals,	Convalescent	Hospitals,	Adult	Residential	Facilities,	and	Group	Homes	for	

Children,	which	requires	2	spaces	per	bed,	1	space/250	square	feet	for	outpatient	facilities,	and	1	space/400	square	feet	for	research	
use.	
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b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not 
limited to, level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	congestion	management	program	(“CMP”)	for	the	County	requires	that	
the	 traffic	 impacts	 of	 individual	 development	 projects	 of	 potential	 regional	 significance	 be	 analyzed.	 	 The	
CMP	system	comprises	a	specific	system	of	arterial	roadways,	plus	all	freeways.		The	closest	roadway	within	
the	CMP	system	to	the	Medical	Campus	is	the	Harbor	Freeway,	less	than	0.10	miles	to	the	east,	and	the	San	
Diego	Freeway,	approximately	two	miles	to	the	north	and	east.		According	to	the	County	CMP	Traffic	Impact	
Analysis	Guidelines,	 a	 CMP	 traffic	 impact	 analysis	 is	 required	 if	 (1)	 a	project	would	 add	50	or	more	 trips	
during	A.M.	or	P.M.	weekday	peak	hours	to	CMP	arterial	monitoring	intersection,	including	freeway	ramps;	or	
(2)	a	project	would	add	150	or	more	trips	during	A.M.	or	P.M.	weekday	peak	hours,	in	either	direction,	to	CMP	
freeway	monitoring	 locations.	 	 The	 Project	 could	 result	 in	 additional	 vehicle	 trips	 from	 operation	 of	 the	
proposed	expansion	of	medical	facilities.		Accordingly,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	
in	an	EIR.	

c)  Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in location, that results in substantial safety risks? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 nearest	 airports,	 Zamperini	 Field,	 Hawthorne	 Municipal	 Airport	
Compton/Woodley	 Airport,	 and	 LAX,	 are	 located	 approximately	 four	 miles,	 seven	 miles,	 nine	 miles,	 and	
eleven	miles	from	the	Medical	Campus,	respectively.		However,	the	Project	proposes	to	relocate	the	existing	
helipad	to	a	permanent	helipad	location	atop	the	proposed	new	hospital	building.		As	such,	the	Project	could	
result	 in	 a	 change	 in	 air	 traffic	 patterns,	 including	 an	 increase	 in	 hospital‐related	 air	 traffic	 levels	 and	
changes	 in	 landing	 and	 takeoff	 locations	 and	 flight	 paths.	 	 It	 is	 recommended	 that	 the	 potential	 for	
substantial	safety	risks	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		The	Medical	Campus	is	located	within	a	highly	urbanized	area	surrounded	
by	residential	uses	and	commercial	development.		The	Project	does	not	propose	uses	that	are	incompatible	
with	 the	Medical	Campus	or	existing	street	system,	and	 the	roadways	adjacent	 to	 the	Medical	Campus	are	
part	 of	 an	 established	 urban	 roadway	 network	 and	 contain	 no	 sharp	 curves	 or	 dangerous	 intersections.		
However,	the	Project	would	alter	the	existing	building	configuration	on‐site,	construct	new	access	driveways	
and	 internal	circulation,	expand	parking	 facilities,	and	create	new	pedestrian	 improvements.	 	Additionally,	
the	Project	would	 result	 in	 an	 increase	 in	 traffic	 levels	 in	 the	Project	 area.	 	 Considering	 these	 factors,	 the	
potential	 for	 hazardous	 conditions	 may	 increase	 over	 existing	 conditions	 under	 the	 Project.	 	 It	 is	
recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

e)  Result in inadequate emergency access? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 would	 be	 designed	 to	 provide	 access	 to	 fire,	
ambulatory,	 and	 police	 vehicles	 from	 adjacent	 roadways.	 	 Access	 to	 the	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 provided	 by	



Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determinations    June 2015 

	

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐28	
	

Carson	Street,	220th	Street,	Vermont	Avenue,	and	Normandie	Avenue.		While	it	is	expected	that	the	majority	
of	 construction	activities	 for	 the	Project	would	be	confined	on‐site,	 short‐term	construction	activities	may	
temporarily	affect	access	on	portions	of	adjacent	streets	during	certain	periods	of	the	day.	 	In	addition,	the	
Project	 would	 generate	 traffic	 in	 the	 vicinity	 and	 would	 result	 in	 some	modifications	 to	 access	 from	 the	
streets	that	surround	Medical	Campus.		It	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

f)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	 Medical	 Campus	 is	 located	 in	 an	 area	 well	 served	 by	 public	
transportation.		The	Medical	Campus	is	served	by	transit,	which	includes	the	Metro	Bus	Harbor	Transitway	
on	the	Harbor	Freeway.		The	Metro	Express	Line	(Route	450)	and	local	municipal	bus	line	CE448	utilize	the	
Harbor	 Freeway	 and	 the	 Carson	 Metro	 Transit	 Station,	 which	 is	 located	 less	 than	 0.10	miles	 east	 of	 the	
Medical	Campus.	 	The	transit	station	is	 located	at	 the	south	side	of	Carson	Street	and	public	sidewalks	are	
provided	between	the	station	and	the	Medical	Campus.		A	LADOT	Park	and	Ride	lot	is	located	to	the	west	of	
the	freeway	at	the	north	side	of	Carson	Street.		The	Medical	Campus	is	served	by	three	public	transit	systems	
–	LA	Metro,	Torrance	Transit,	and	Gardena	Municipal	Bus	Lines	–	and	by	its	own	on‐Campus	shuttle	service.		
Metro	Lines	202	and	550	travel	along	Vermont	Avenue,	with	bus	stops	at	the	Carson	Street	intersection	and	
near	220th	Street.		As	the	Project	would	change	site	access	conditions	and	contribute	additional	population	
to	 the	 surrounding	 area,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 Project	 consistency	 with	 policies,	 plans,	 and	 programs	
supporting	alternative	transportation	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		

XVIII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS   
Would	the	project:	

a)  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality 
Control Board? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	sewer	system	in	the	public	right‐of‐way	is	owned	and	maintained	by	
the	County	of	Los	Angeles	Sanitation	District	(“LACSD”).		Several	large	trunk	sewers	are	located	around	the	
perimeter	of	 the	Medical	Campus.	 	The	Project	 involves	 future	development	of	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	 as	 well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	 modification	 of	 existing	 facilities,	 and	 may	
increase	 the	 visitor,	 patient,	 and	 employment	 populations	 on	 the	 Medical	 Campus,	 in	 turn	 generating	
increased	 wastewater	 volumes.	 	 Increased	 wastewater	 volumes	 could	 potentially	 result	 in	 impacts	 with	
respect	to	wastewater	treatment.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

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? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	new	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	 as	well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	modification	 of	 existing	 facilities.	 	 Given	 the	
associated	 increase	 in	 demand	 for	 water	 service	 and	 wastewater	 treatment,	 the	 potential	 exists	 for	 the	
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Project	to	require	the	construction	or	expansion	of	water	and/or	wastewater	treatment	facilities.		Therefore,	
it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

c)   Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.		Refer	to	Section	IX,	above.		Given	the	proposed	changes	to	on‐site	drainage	
patterns,	 implementation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 require	 the	 construction	 or	 expansion	 of	 storm	 water	
drainage	facilities.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

d)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	newmedical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	 as	well	 as	 the	 expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	 and	modification	of	 the	 existing	Medical	 Campus.		
The	Project	would	increase	visitor,	patient,	and	employment	populations	on	the	Medical	Campus.		Therefore,	
it	is	currently	anticipated	that	the	Project’s	proposed	mix	of	land	uses	would	generate	demand	for	water	that	
meets	or	exceeds	the	threshold	requiring	the	preparation	of	a	water	supply	assessment	(“WSA”)	pursuant	to	
Senate	 Bill	 (“SB”)	 610.	 	 Based	 on	 the	 WSA,	 the	 EIR	 will	 evaluate	 whether	 available	 water	 supplies	 can	
adequately	accommodate	the	Project’s	increased	demand	for	water.		Changes	in	water	availability	and	water	
regulations,	as	well	as	water	conservation	features	and	practices,	are	important	considerations	in	the	ability	
of	 the	Project	 to	 support	 its	on‐site	population.	 	Therefore,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	 issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.						

e)  Result 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? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	 The	Project	 involves	 the	development	of	medical	 buildings	 and	uses	on‐
site,	as	well	as	 the	expansion,	 removal,	 replacement,	and	modification	of	 the	existing	Medical	Campus.	 	As	
such,	given	the	associated	increase	in	demand	for	wastewater	treatment,	the	potential	exists	for	the	Project	
to	 exceed	 the	 capacity	of	 existing	wastewater	 treatment	 facilities.	 	Therefore,	 it	 is	 recommended	 that	 this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.			

f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	Project	proposes	the	development	of	new	medical	buildings	and	uses	
on‐site,	as	well	as	the	expansion,	removal,	replacement,	and	modification	of	existing	facilities.		Construction	
associated	 with	 Project	 buildout	 would	 generate	 inert	 solid	 waste	 (e.g.,	 export	 soils,	 construction	 and	
demolition	debris)	which	would	require	disposal	at	an	unclassified	landfill.		In	addition,	during	future	Project	
operation,	medical	uses	would	generate	solid	waste	which	would	be	disposed	of	at	the	landfill(s)	serving	the	
County.	 	All	 jurisdictions,	 including	 the	County,	 are	 required	 to	divert	or	 recycle	up	 to	50	percent	of	 solid	
waste	 generated,	 to	 reduce	 the	 volume	of	waste	 requiring	disposal	 in	 landfills.	 	 Although	 recycling	would	
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extend	 the	 life	 of	 the	 landfill(s)	 serving	 the	 Project	 area,	 implementation	 of	 the	 Project	 would	 increase	
demand	 for	 landfill	 services	 and	 potentially	 accelerate	 projected	 landfill	 closures.	 	 Therefore,	 it	 is	
recommended	that	Project	impacts	related	to	solid	waste	disposal	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.							

g)  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	The	California	Integrated	Waste	Management	Act	of	1989,	also	known	as	
Assembly	 Bill	 (“AB”)	 939,	 mandates	 jurisdictions	 to	 meet	 a	 diversion	 goal	 of	 50	 percent	 by	 2000	 and	
thereafter.	 	 In	addition,	each	county	is	required	to	prepare	and	administer	a	Countywide	Integrated	Waste	
Management	Plan	(“CoIWMP”).		This	plan	is	comprised	of	the	county’s	and	the	cities’	solid	waste	reduction	
planning	 documents	 plus	 an	 Integrated	 Waste	 Management	 Summary	 Plan	 (“Summary	 Plan”)	 and	 a	
Countywide	 Siting	 Element	 (“CSE”).	 	 For	 Los	 Angeles	 County,	 the	 County’s	 Department	 of	 Public	 Works	
(“Public	Works”)	 is	 responsible	 for	 preparing	 and	 administering	 the	 Summary	 Plan	 and	 the	 CSE.	 	 These	
documents	were	approved	by	the	County,	a	majority	of	the	cities	within	the	County	containing	a	majority	of	
the	 cities’	 population,	 the	 County	 Board	 of	 Supervisors,	 and	 the	 California	 Department	 of	 Resources	
Recycling	 and	 Recovery	 (“CalRecycle”).	 	 The	 Summary	 Plan,	 approved	 by	 CalRecycle	 on	 June	 23,	 1999,	
describes	 the	 steps	 to	 be	 taken	 by	 local	 agencies,	 acting	 independently	 and	 in	 concert,	 to	 achieve	 the	
mandated	state	diversion	rate	by	integrating	strategies	aimed	toward	reducing,	reusing,	recycling,	diverting,	
and	 marketing	 solid	 waste	 generated	 within	 the	 County.	 	 In	 addition,	 Los	 Angeles	 County	 continually	
evaluates	landfill	disposal	needs	and	capacity	through	preparation	of	CoIWMP	Annual	Reports.		Within	each	
annual	report,	future	landfill	disposal	needs	over	the	next	15‐year	planning	horizon	are	addressed	in	part	by	
determining	the	available	landfill	capacity.		

As	described	above,	there	are	a	number	of	State	and	County	plans	and	policies	that	address	the	availability	of	
sufficient	 landfill	 capacity	 and	 the	 diversion/recycling	 of	 waste	 debris,	 with	 which	 the	 Project	 could	
potentially	conflict.		Therefore,	it	is	recommended	that	Project	consistency	with	plans	and	policies	related	to	
solid	waste	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.		     

h)  Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building Ordinance (L.A. County Code Title 
22, Ch. 22.52, Part 20 and Title 21, § 21.24.440) or Drought Tolerant Landscaping 
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 21, § 21.24.430 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52, Part 21)? 
Potentially	Significant	 Impact.	 	Long‐term	sustainability	 is	one	of	 the	key	principles	guiding	 the	Project.		
The	Project	would	be	required	to	comply	with	the	County’s	Green	Building	Ordinance	(Chapter	22.52	–	Part	
20	 of	 the	 Municipal	 Code)	 by	 conserving	 energy,	 water,	 natural	 resources,	 and	 promoting	 a	 healthier	
environment.	 	 Green	 building	 techniques	 that	 accommodate	 new	 technology	 and	 green	 building	 practices	
would	 be	 integrated	 into	 all	 building	 design,	 construction,	 and	 occupancy	 and	 integrated	 with	 Medical	
Campus	 infrastructure	 and	 include	 integrated	 stormwater	 and	 wastewater	 treatment.	 	 In	 addition,	 the	
implementation	of	the	Project	would	utilize	a	standardized	approach	to	third	party	certification	systems	(i.e.,	
LEED),	and	all	future	development	would	be	required	by	contract	specifications	to	achieve	a	minimum	LEED	
Silver	 certification	 (though	 incentives	 could	 result	 in	 higher	 levels	 of	 LEED	 certification).	 	 Project	
landscaping	 installed	 would	 be	 compliant	 with	 the	 County’s	 Drought	 Tolerant	 Landscaping	 Ordinance	
(Chapter	22.52	–	Part	21)	of	 the	Municipal	Code.	 	 Further,	 the	Project	would	be	developed	 in	 compliance	
with	all	state	and	local	regulations	related	to	energy	conservation.		Nonetheless,	it	is	recommended	that	this	
issue	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR. 



June 2015    Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determinations 

 

Los	Angeles	County	Department	of	Public	Works	 	 Harbor‐UCLA	Medical	Center	Campus	Master	Plan	Project	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 B‐31	
	

i)  Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see Appendix F of the CEQA 
Guidelines)? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 indicated	 in	 Response	 XVII.h),	 the	 Project	 would	 implement	 a	 wide	
variety	of	sustainability	features	throughout	the	Medical	Campus	and	thus	would	not	involve	inefficient	use	
of	 energy	 resources.	 	 The	 Project	 would	 include	 installation	 of	 energy	 efficient	 HVAC	 units,	 windows,	 a	
lighting	control	system	that	 is	Title	24	compliant,	 tank	 less	hot	water	heaters,	 low	 flow	plumbing	 fixtures,	
irrigation	 systems,	 and	 drought	 tolerant	 landscaping	 (where	 feasible).	 	 Therefore,	 the	 Project	 would	 not	
result	in	an	inefficient	use	of	energy	resources.		Nonetheless,	it	is	recommended	that	this	issue	be	analyzed	
further	in	an	EIR.	

XIX.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a)  Does the project have the 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 California history or 
prehistory? 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 analyzed	 in	 previous	 sections	 of	 this	 Initial	 Study,	 the	 Project	 could	
result	in	environmental	impacts	that	could	degrade	the	quality	of	the	environment.		As	such,	it	this	issue	will	
be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	

b)  Does the project have impacts that 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). 
Potentially	 Significant	 Impact.	 	 As	 discussed	 above,	 the	 Project	 could	 potentially	 result	 in	 significant	
individually	 limited,	but	cumulatively	considerable,	 impacts	regarding	aesthetics,	air	quality,	geology/soils,	
GHG	 emissions,	 hazards/hazardous	 materials,	 hydrology/water	 quality,	 land	 use/planning,	 noise,	
population/housing,	public	services,	recreation,	traffic/transportation,	and	utilities/services.		Therefore,	the	
EIR	will	evaluate	potential	individually	limited	but	cumulatively	considerable	impacts	associated	with	these	
issues.	

c)  Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
Potentially	Significant	Impact.	 	Due	to	the	potentially	significant	impacts	associated	with	implementation	
of	 the	 Project,	 the	 Project	 has	 the	 potential	 to	 cause	 substantial	 adverse	 effects	 on	 human	 beings,	 either	
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directly	or	indirectly.	 	Thus,	a	potentially	significant	impact	associated	with	this	issue	could	occur,	and	this	
issue	will	be	analyzed	further	in	an	EIR.	



Appendix A

Historic Resources Report
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PCR Irvine

2121 Alton Parkway, Suite 100
Irvine, California 92606

TEL 949.753.7001
FAX 949.753.7002

PCR Santa Monica

201 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 500
Santa Monica, California 90401

TEL 310.451.4488
FAX 310.451.5279

PCR Pasadena

80 South Lake Avenue, Suite 570
Pasadena, California 91101

TEL 626.204.6170
FAX 626.204.6171

pcrinfo@pcrnet.com

www.pcrnet.com



   

 

 

A-2.C SCOPING MEETING MATERIALS JULY 2015 



1

Harbor-UCLA Medical Center 
Campus Master Plan Project

Environmental Impact Report
Public Scoping Meeting

July 15, 2015



Scoping Meeting Agenda

 Welcome and Introductions

 Project Background/Existing Facilities

 Proposed Project Overview

 Environmental Review Process

 Open House/Questions & Answers

 Adjournment



Project Location



Project Background

 Property originally developed in 1943 as U.S. Army Port of 
Embarkation Station Hospital for personnel returning from Pacific 
during World War II

 By 1946, facility no longer needed by U.S. Army; sold to Los 
Angeles County for development of Harbor General Hospital to 
serve the southwestern part of the County

 Affiliation with UCLA School of Medicine began in 1948 and the 
facility became the southern campus of the UCLA School of 
Medicine in 1951

 Construction of the existing eight-story, 450K-SF Hospital was 
completed in 1962, replacing a number of the original barracks and 
cottages

 In 1978, renamed Los Angeles County Harbor-UCLA Medical 
Center



Existing Hospital Facilities

 Harbor-UCLA Medical Center is a tertiary-care medical center and one 
of four Level 1 Trauma Centers in the County; serves the County’s 
10.3M residents

 Approximately 1.05M SF of existing development
 Licensed for 446 inpatient beds and operates more than 70 primary 

and secondary care clinics
 Premier teaching hospital with residency and fellowship programs in all 

medical  and surgical specialties and a strong research focus
 Hospital employs staff of more than 4,000; the entire Harbor-UCLA 

campus (including the Hospital and other tenants) employs 
approximately 5,500.  Other tenants:
− LA BioMed (Founded as Harbor-UCLA Research and Education 

Institute in 1952)
− Harbor-UCLA Medical Foundation, Inc. (“MFI”) founded in 1963
− Children’s Institute International (“CII”) founded in 1906 



Existing Medical Campus 



Proposed Project Summary

 State seismic law mandates that acute care services can no longer be 
provided after January 1, 2030 in buildings built before 1973
− Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Hospital building completed in 1962
− Requires decommissioning of existing Hospital, except for PCDC 

and recently constructed Surgery and Emergency Room 
Replacement Project facilities, which would remain operational

 Future development on Medical Campus through year 2030 guided by 
Draft 2012 Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan

 Future facilities include New Hospital Tower, outpatient/medical office 
buildings, Bioscience Tech Park and other research facilities, 
laboratories, staff offices, central utility plant, parking structures and 
surface parking, and support facilities

 Increase of approximately 1,100,000 SF for a total at buildout of 
approximately 2,150,000 SF within the 72-acre Medical Campus
− Includes up to 200K SF of new development within LA BioMed-

leased portion of Medical Campus



Proposed Site Plan



Proposed Vehicular Circulation Plan



California Environmental Quality Act 

The basic purposes of CEQA are to:

 Inform governmental decision-
makers and the public about the 
potential significant environmental 
effects of a proposed project

 Identify ways that environmental 
impacts can be avoided or reduced

 Prevent significant, unavoidable 
impacts to the environment by 
requiring changes in projects

 Disclose to the public the reasons 
why an agency approved the project 
in the manner the agency chose if 
significant effects are involved

The basic purpose of an EIR is to:

 Analyze the significant 
environmental effects of a 
proposed project

 Identify alternatives

 Disclose possible ways to reduce 
or avoid possible environmental 
impacts



CEQA EIR Process

Prepare Initial Study

Prepare/Distribute
Notice of Preparation

(30‐day review period)

Scoping Meeting 

Prepare Draft EIR
(Summer 2015 – early Winter 2016)

Prepare Public Notice
of Draft EIR Availability

Public and Agency 
Review of Draft EIR

(45 days)

Prepare Final EIR
Including Responses to Comments

(Winter 2016)

Review of Responses by
Commenting Agencies

Formal County Decision

File Notice of Determination

Design Draft EIR
Public Hearings
(Spring 2016)

= opportunities for Public Input

= current step in CEQA process



EIR Scoping Process

 PURPOSE OF NOTICE OF PREPARATION

– Announce that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been initiated
– Describe the proposed project
– Provide preliminary information on potential environmental effects of the 

project
– Start public scoping process

 PURPOSE OF SCOPING PERIOD

– Obtain agency and public input on scope and content of the EIR
– Identify range of alternatives, mitigation measures, and significant 

effects to be analyzed in the EIR
– Eliminate issues found not to be significant from the detailed study
– Identify potential issues early in the environmental review process
– Bring together and resolve concerns of agencies and the public



Environmental Impact Report 

• Topics To Be Addressed in Environmental Impact Report
– Aesthetics
– Air Quality
– Geology/Soils
– Greenhouse Gas Emissions
– Hazards/Hazardous Materials
– Hydrology/Water Quality
– Land Use and Planning
– Noise
– Population/Housing
– Public Services & Recreation
– Transportation/Traffic & Parking
– Utilities/Service Systems



Public Comments 

• Scoping Period Comment Period
June 30, 2015 through July 30, 2015

• All comments must be submitted in writing via email or 
regular mail to:

Clarice Nash, Project Manager
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Program Management Division I
900 S. Fremont Ave.
Alhambra, CA 91803 -1331
cnash@dpw.lacounty.gov
Phone: (626) 300-2363 
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South Coast
Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(909) 396-2000 • www.agmd.~ov July 8, 2015

Clarice Nash, Project Manager
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Project Management Division I
900 S. Fremont Ave.
Alhambra, CA 91803

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the

Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the

above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff's comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air

quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the

SCAQMD a copy of the CEQA document upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the

State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD at

the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or technical documents

related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and health

risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files not Adobe PDF

files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQNID will be unable to complete its
review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality
documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis
The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist other

public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this

Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD's Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this

Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD's website here: http://www.agmd.~ov/home/regulations/cega/air-

quali -analysis-handbook/cega-air-quality-handbook-(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use

the CaIEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and

locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CaIEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free of charge at:

www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the project

and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including demolition, if

any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to,

emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings,

off-road mobile sources (e.g.; heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker

vehicle trips, material transport tripsj. -Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, emissions

from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road

tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract
vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests that

the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional significance

thresholds found here: http://www.agmd.~ov/docs/default-source/ceya/handbook/scagmd-air-quality-si~nificance-
thresholds.pdfTsfvrsn=2. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends

calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST's can

be used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts

when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is
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recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or
performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.agmd.~;ov/home/regulations/ceya/air-quali -analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.

In the event that the proposed project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it
is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile
source health risk assessment ("Health Risk Assessment Guidance, for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel
Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis") can be found at: hrip://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cega/air-
quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source~toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use
of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land _Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be found at
the following Internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pd£ CARB's Land Use Handbook is a general
reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through the land
use decision-making process.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation
measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize or
eliminate these impacts. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation
measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, including:
• Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
• SCAQMD's CEQA web pages at: http://www.agmd.~ov/home/regulations/cega/air-quality-analysis-

handbooWmitiration-measures-and-control-efficiencies.
• CAPCOA's Quant~ing Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:

http:Uwww.capcoa.or~p-content/uploads/2010/ 11 /CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf.
• SCAQMD's Rule 403 —Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related

emissions
~ Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQNID's Guidance

Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found
at the following Internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/plannin air-quality
guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf?sfvrsn=4.

Data Sources
SCAQNiD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD's Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available via
the SCAQNID's webpage (http://www.agmd.~ov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately evaluated
and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at Jwongl(c~agmd.~ov or
call me at (909) 396-3176.

Sincerely,

~~~~'~~ ~

LAC 150701-03
Control Number

~~ ~4K y

Jillian Wong, Ph.D.
.fro am Supervisor
Planing, Rule Development &Area Sources

JUL 14 ?_015
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS 
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

1955 Workman Mill Rood, Whittier, CA 90601 - 1400 
Moiling Address: P.O . Box 4998 , Whittier, CA 90607-4998 
Telephone : (562) 699-7411, FAX: (562) 699-5422 
www.locsd .org 

Ms. Clarice Nash, Project Manager 
Project Management Division I 
County of Los Angeles Department ofPublic Works 
900 South Fremont A venue 
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331 

Dear Ms . Nash : 

GRACE ROBINSON HYDE 
Chief Engineer and General Manager 

July 30, 2015 

Ref File No.: 3366965 

Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project 

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of 
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on July I, 2015. The 
proposed development is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 8. We offer the 
following comments regarding sewerage service: 

1. The proposed project may require an amendment to a Districts' permit for Industrial Wastewater 
Discharge. Project developers should contact the Districts ' Industrial Waste Section at extension 
(562) 908-4288, extension 2900, in order to reach a determination on this matter. If this update is 
necessary, project developers will be required to forward copies of final plans and supporting 
information for the proposed project to the Districts for review and approval before beginning 
project construction . 

2. The Districts maintain sewerage facilities within the project area that may be affected by the 
proposed project. Approval to construct improvements within a Districts' sewer easement and/or 
over or near a Districts' sewer is required before construction may begin. For a copy of the 
Districts ' buildover procedures and requirements go to www.lacsd.org, Wastewater & Sewer 
Systems, click on Will Serve Program, and click on the Buildover Procedures and Requirements 
link. For more specific information regarding the buildover procedure, please contact Mr. Ed 
Stewart at (562) 908-4288 , extension 2766. 

3. The increase in wastewater flow originating from the proposed project will discharge directly to 
the Districts ' Joint Outfall D Unit 8 Trunk Sewer, located in the project site. This 54-inch 
diameter trunk sewer has a design capacity of 30.6 million gallons per day (mgd) and conveyed a 
peak flow of 13 .9 mgd when last measured in 2012. A 6-inch diameter or smaller direct 
connection to a Districts ' trunk sewer requires a Trunk Sewer Connection Permit, issued by the 
Districts. An 8-inch diameter or larger direct connection to a Districts ' trunk sewer requires 
submittal of Sewer Plans for review and approval by the Districts. For additional information, 
please contact the Districts ' Engineering Counter at (562) 908-4288, extension 1205. 

4. The wastewater generated by the proposed project will be treated at the Joint Water Pollution 
Control Plant located in the City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 400 mgd and currently 
processes an average flow of263 mgd. 

DOC: #340 1855 .0 08 

ft 
Recycled Paper ".1 
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5. In order to estimate the volume of wastewater the project will generate, go to www.lacsd.org, 
Wastewater & Sewer Systems, click on Will Serve Program, and click on the Table 1, Loadings 
for Each Class of Land Use link for a copy of the Districts ' average wastewater generation factors. 

6. The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the 
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts' Sewerage System for increasing the 
strength or quantity of wastewater attributable to a patticular parcel or operation already 
connected. This connection fee is a capital facilities fee that is imposed in an amount sufficient to 
construct an incremental expansion of the Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed project. 
Payment of a connection fee will be required before a permit to connect to the sewer is issued. For 
more information and a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go to www.lacsd.org, 
Wastewater & Sewer Systems, click on Will Serve Program, and search for the appropriate link. 
For more specific information regarding the connection fee application procedure and fees , please 
contact the Connection Fee Counter at (562) 908-4288, extension 2727. 

7. In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the 
design capacities of the Districts' wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth 
forecast adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific 
policies included in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into 
clean air plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality 
Management Districts in order to improve air quality in the South Coast and Mojave Desett Air 
Basins as mandated by the CCA. All expansions of Districts' facilities must be sized and service 
phased in a manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the 
counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial. The 
available capacity of the Districts ' treatment facilities will , therefore, be limited to levels 
associated with the approved growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute 
a guarantee of wastewater service, but is to advise you that the Districts intend to provide this 
service up to the levels that are legally permitted and to inform you of the currently existing 
capacity and any proposed expansion of the Districts ' facilities. 

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717. 

AR:ar 

cc: L. Shadier 
E. Stewart 
M . Sullivan 
J . Ganz 

DOC: #340 185 5.008 

Very truly yours, 

Grace Robinson Hyde 

Jhr~f2---
Adriana Raza 
Customer Service Specialist 
Facilities Planning Department 
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Anne Collins-Doehne

From: Clarice Nash <CNash@dpw.lacounty.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Esther Amaya
Cc: David Crook
Subject: RE: Interested Parties List - Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Master Plan

Will do and thanks for your interest 
 
Clarice Nash 
Department of Public Works, Project Management Division I|: 626.300.2363|: 626.979.5321| cnash@dpw.lacounty.gov 
 
From: Esther Amaya [mailto:esther.amaya@lacity.org]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2015 9:23 AM 
To: Clarice Nash 
Subject: Interested Parties List - Harbor-UCLA Medical Center Master Plan 
 
Clarice, 

 

Please add me to the interested parties list for this Project. 

 

Thank you. 
 

 

--  

Esther Amaya 

Planning Assistant 

Policy Planning Division 

Department of City Planning | City of Los Angeles 

213.978.1211 | www.planning.lacity.org 
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DARYL L. OSBY

FIRE CHIEF

FORESTER 8 FIRE WARD
EN

July 16, 2015

COUNTY OF LOS ANGE
LES

FIRE DEPARTMENT

7320 NORTH EASTERN A
VENUE

LOS ANGELES, CALIFO
RNIA 90063-3294

Clarice Nash, Project Mana
ger

Department of Public Work
s

Project iVlanagement Divis
ion i

900 South Fremont Avenue

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Ms. Nash:
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NOTICE OF PREPARATI
ON OF AN ENVIRONMENT

AL IMPACT REPORT AN
D

NOTICE OF PUBLIC SLO
PING MEETING, "HARBO

R-UCLA MEDICAL CENT
ER

CAMPUS MASTER PLAN
 PROJECT", ENHANCE T

HE INTERACTIVE

RELATIONSHIP BETWEE
N THE CLINICAL, EDUCAT

IONAL, AND RESEARC
H

COMPONENTS OF THE
 MEDICAL CAMPUS AND

 TO UPDATE IT CONCUR
RENT

WITH GROWTH IN THE R
EGION, 100 WEST CARS

ON STREET, LOS ANGEL
ES

(PEER 201500123)

The Notice of Preparation
 of an Environmental Impact

 Report and Notice of Publ
ic

Scoping Meeting has been
 reviewed by the Planning 

Division, Land Developme
nt Unit,

Forestry Division, and Heal
th Hazardous Materials Di

vision of the County of Los

Angeles Fire Department. 
The following are their com

ments:

PLAN~1lNC DIVlSl4N:

We will reserve our comme
nts for the Draft EIR.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UN
IT:

Specific Land Developmen
t Unit requirements for thi

s project will be addressed 
with

submittal of plans. Prelimi
nary access and water sys

tem requirements are add
ressed

below and are subject to c
hange.

SERVING THE UNINCO
RPORATED AREAS OF LO

S ANGELES COUNTY A
ND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURA HILLS CALABASAS DIAMOND BAR
HIDDEN HILLS

LA MIRADA MALIBU
POMONA

SIGNAL HILL

ARTESIA CARSON DUARTE
HUNTINGTON PARK

LA PUENTE MAYWOOD
RANCHO PALOS VERDE

S SOUTH EL MONTE

AZUSA CERRITOS EL MONTE
INDUSTRY

LAKEWOOD NORWALK
ROLLING HILLS

SOUTH GATE

BALDWIN PARK CLAREMONT GARDENA
INGIEWOOD

LANCASTER PALMDALE
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES

TEMPLE CITY

BELL COMMERCE GIENDORA
IRWINDALE

LAWNDALE PALOS VERDES ESTATES
ROSEMEAD

WALNUT

BELL GARDENS COVINA HAWAIIAN GARDENS
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE

LOMITA PARAMOUNT
SAN DIMAS

WEST HOLLYWO~

BELLFLOWER CUDAHY HAWTHORNE
LA HABR4

LYNWOOD PICO RIVERA
SANTA CLARITA

WESTLAKE VILLP

BRADBURY

WHIITIER
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Manager
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Page 2

ACCESS CONDITIO
NS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance o
f any building permits,

 the required Fire Appa
ratus Access

Roads and the fire hy
drants shall be inspect

ed for compliance by t
he County of

Los Angeles Fire Depa
rtment.

2. All on-site Fire Departm
ent's vehicular access

 roads shall be labele
d as "Private

Driveway and Fire La
ne" on the site plan al

ong with the widths cl
early depicted

on the plan. Labelin
g is necessary to assur

e the access availabilit
y for Fire

Department use. Th
e designation allows fo

r appropriate signage 
prohibiting

parking.

2. Fire Department's ve
hicular access roads m

ust be installed and m
aintained in a

serviceable manner 
prior to and during the 

time of construction.

Fire Code 501.4.

4. All fire lanes shall be c
lear of all encroachme

nts and shall be maint
ained in

accordance with the T
itle 32, County of Los

 Angeles Fire Code.

5. The edge of the fire ac
cess roadway shall be

 located a minimum of
 5 feet from

the building or any pro
jections there from.

6. The Fire Apparatus Ac
cess Roads and desi

gnated fire lanes shall
 be measured

from flow line to flow 
line.

7. Provide a minimum un
obstructed width of 28

 feet exclusive of shou
lders and an

unobstructed vertical 
clearance "clear to sk

y" Fire Departments 
vehicular access

to within 150 feet of al
l portions of the exter

ior walls of the first sto
ry of the

building as measured
 by an approved route 

around the exterior o
f the building

when the height of the
 building above the lo

west level of the Fire D
epartment's

vehicular access road
 is more than 30 feet 

high or the building is
 more than three

stories. The access r
oadway shall be locat

ed a minimum of 15 fe
et and a

maximum of 30 feet fr
om the building and sh

all be positioned paral
lel to one

entire side of the buil
ding. The side of the 

building on which the 
aerial fire

apparatus access roa
d is positioned shall be

 approved by the fire c
ode official.

Fire Code 503.1.1 and
 503.2.2.

pp 
~s-hatch-o~ the site..plan,_..

._~.._ ;

a. e ire aratus ccess oad shal be cro

and the width shall b
e clearly noted. 

~ ~ ; ~ ~: ~ ~ °; ~ ,"

~ ;. _

~ s', ' ; ; ~

i

'~` ,. ,:



Clarice Nash, Project Manager
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Page 3

8. If the Fire Apparatus Access R
oad is separated by island, pro

vide a minimum

unobstructed width of 20 feet e
xclusive of shoulders and an u

nobstructed vertical

clearance "clear to sky" Fire De
partment's vehicular access to

 within 150 feet of

all portions of the exterior wall
s of the first story of the buildi

ng as measured by

an approved route around the 
exterior of the building.

Fire Code 503.1.1 and 503.2.2

a. The Fire Apparatus Access Ro
ad shall be cross-hatch on the

 site plan and

the width shall be clearly noted
.

9. The dimensions of the approve
d Fire Apparatus Access Road

s shall be

maintained as originally appro
ved by the fire code official. Fi

re Code 503.2.2.1.

10. Dead-end fire apparatus acces
s roads in excess of 150 feet i

n length shall be

provided with an approved Fi
re Department turnaround. Fir

e Code 503.2.5.

a. Include: The dimensions of th
e turnaround with the orientat

ion of the

turnaround shall be properly pl
aced in the direction of travel 

of the access

roadway.

11. Fire Department's vehicular a
ccess roads shall be provided

 with a 32 foot

centerline turning radius. Fir
e Code 503.2.4.

a. Indicate the centerline, inside
, and outside turning radii for 

each change in

direction on the site plan

12. Fire Apparatus Access Roads
 shall be designed and maint

ained to support the

imposed load of fire apparatus
 weighing 75,000, and shall b

e surfaced so as to

provide all-weather driving c
apabilities. Fire apparatus acc

ess roads having a

grade of 10 percent or greate
r shall have a paved or concr

ete surface.

Fire Code 503.2.3.

13. Provide approved signs or ot
her approved notices or markin

gs that include the

words "NO PARKING -FIRE 
LANE". Signs shall have a mi

nimum dimension of

12 inches wide by 18 inches 
high and have red letters on a 

white reflective

background. Signs shall be pr
ovided for fire apparatus acce

ss roads to clearly

indicate the entrance to such
 road or prohibit the obstructio

n thereof and at

intervals as required by the Fir
e Inspector. Fire Code 503.3.
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14. A minimum 5 foot wide appro
ved firefighter access walkway

 leading from the fire

department access road to all
 required openings in the build

ing's exterior walls

shall be provided for firefighti
ng and rescue purposes. Fire 

Code 504.1.

15. Clearly identify firefighter walkw
ay access routes on the site 

plan. Indicate the

slope and walking surface ma
terial. Clearly show the requir

ed width.

16. Fire Apparatus Access Roads
 shall not be obstructed in any

 manner including by

the parking of vehicles or the 
use of traffic calming devices 

including but not

limited to, speed bumps, or sp
eed humps. The minimum wi

dths and clearances

established in Section 503.2.
1 shall be maintained at all tim

es. Fire Code 503.4.

17. Traffic Calming Devices incl
uding but not limited to, speed

 bumps and speed

humps shall be prohibited unl
ess approved by the fire code

 official.

Fire Code 503.4.1.

18. Security barriers, visual scre
en barriers, or other obstructio

ns shall not be

installed on the roof of any bui
lding in such a manner as to o

bstruct firefighter

access or egress in the even
t of fire or other emergency. P

arapets shall not

exceed 48 inches from the t
op of the parapet to the roof su

rface on more than

two sides. Fire Code 504.5.

a. Clearly indicate the height of a
ll parapets in a section view.

19. Approved building address nu
mbers, building numbers, or 

approved building

identification shall be provided
 and maintained so as to be 

plainly visible and

legible from the street frontin
g the property. The numbers 

shall contrast with

their background, be Arabic n
umerals or alphabet letters an

d be a minimum of

4 inches high with a minimum 
stroke width of 0.5 inch. Fire

 Code 505.1.

20. Multiple buildings having entr
ances to individual units not v

isible from the street

or road shall have unit number
s displayed in groups for all

 units within each

structure. Such numbers ma
y be grouped on the wall of

 the structure or

mounted on a post indepen
dent of the structure and shal

l be positioned to be

plainly visible from the street
 or road as required by Fire Co

de 505.3 and in

accordance with Fire Code 
505.1.

21. Fire Apparatus Access Road
s shall be identified with appr

oved signs.

Temporary signs shall be inst
alled at each street intersecti

on when construction

of new roadways allows pass
age by vehicles. Signs shal

l be of an approved



Clarice Nash, Project Manager

July 16, 2015
Page 5

size, weather resistant, and be maintained unti
l replaced by permanent signs.

Fire Code 505.2

22. An approved key box, listed in accordance wit
h UL 1037 shall be provided as

required by Fire Code 506. The location of e
ach key box shall be determined by

the Fire Inspector.

23. Gates:

a. When security gates are provided, maintain a
 minimum access width of 28

feet. The security gate shall be provided w
ith an approved means of

emergency operation and shall be mainta
ined operational at all times and

replaced or repaired when defective. Elect
ric gate operators, where

provided, shall be listed in accordance with
 UL 325. Gates intended for

automatic operation shall be designed, cons
tructed, and installed to

comply with the requirements of ASTM F220
. Gates shall be of the

swinging or sliding type. Construction of gat
es shall be of materials that

allow manual operation by one person. Fire 
Code 503.6.

b. For any proposed gates, provide gate detai
l prior to clearance for public

hearing. The gated entrance design with a s
ingle access point (ingress

and egress) shall provide for a minimum wi
dth of 28 feet, clear-to-sky, with

all gate hardware is clear of the access way
.

c. Gated entrance design with separate acc
ess gates for ingress and egress

shall provide minimum width of 20 feet, clear
-to-sky, for each side.

d. All locking devices shall comply with the Co
unty of Los Angeles Fire

Department Regulation 5, Compliance for
 Installation of Emergency

Access Devices.

WATER SYSTEM CONDITIONS OF APPR
OVAL

All fire hydrants shall measure 6"x 4"x 2-1/2"
 brass or bronze, conforming to

current AWWA standard C503 or approved 
equal and shall be installed in

accordance with the County of Los Angeles 
Fire Department Regulation 8.

2. All required PUBLIC fire hydrants shall be i
nstalled, tested, and accepted prior to

beginning construction. Fire Code 501.4.
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3. All private on-site fire hydrants shall be installed, tested, and approved prior to

building occupancy. Fire Code 901.5.1.

a. Plans showing underground piping for private on-site fire hydrants shall be

submitted to the Sprinkler Plan Check Unit for review and approval prior to

installation. Fire Code 901.2 and County of Los Angeles Fire Department

Regulation 7.

4. All on-site fire hydrants shall be installed a minimum of 25 feet from a structure or

protected by a two (2) hour rated firewall. Fire Code Appendix C106.

5. Fire Flow:

a. The required fire flow for the public fire hydrants for this project is 8000

gpm at 20 psi residual pressure for 4 hours. Three (3) public fire hydrants

flowing simultaneously may be used to achieve the required fire flow. Fire

Code 507.3 and Appendix B105.1.

b. The required fire flow for the on-site private fire hydrants for this project is

8000 gpm at 20 psi residual pressure for 4 hours. Three (3) on-site fire

hydrants flowing simultaneously may be used to achieve the required fire

flow.

c. The following information is required to determine the exact fire flow:

1) The square footage of each proposed building;

2) The type of construction of each proposed building;

3) Confirmation of the installation of automatic fire sprinkler system

conforming to NFPA 13 Standards.

6. An approved automatic fire sprinkler system is required for the proposed

buildings within this development. Submit design plans to the Fire Department

Sprinkler Plan Check Unit for review and approval prior to installation.

7. All existing public and on-site fire locations shall be noted on the site plan.

For any questions regarding the report, please contact FPEA Wally Collins at (323) 890-

4243 or at WaIIy.Collins(a~fire.lacountv.aov.



Clarice Nash, Project Manager
July 16, 2015
Page 7

FORESTRY DIVISION —OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department's
Forestry Division include erosion control, watershed management, rare and
endangered species, vegetation, 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.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

The Health Hazardous Materials Division (HHMD) of the Los Angeles County Fire
Department has no comment or objection to the project at this time.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,

ti----

K IN T. JOHNSON, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

KTJ:ad
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Edmund G. Brown Jr. Ken Alex

Governor Director

Notice of Preparation

June 30, 2015

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan
SCH# 2014111004

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Harbor UCLA Medical Center
Campus Master Plan draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
AQencX. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Clarice Nash
Los Angeles County
Dept. of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916)445-0613.

Sincerely,

~' ~ ~~

$Morgan ~n ~' _ _-- ..~._...

Director, State Clearinghouse ~ -~-~ LL

_____~__

Attachments ~ ~ p ~ `~ ~~ ~ ,=
cc: Lead Agency

;'4 ,

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. B0~ 3044 SACRAI~~NTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 «-ww.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2014111004

Project Title Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan

Lead Agency Los Angeles County

Type NOP Notice of Preparation

Description The proposed Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus Master Plan Project involves the multi-phased

development of hospital, outpatient, research, and support facilities through the year 2030. The

proposed project would expand development on the existing Harbor UCLA Medical Center Campus

(Medical Campus) from the current developed total of —1,050,000 sf to a2,150,000 sf of developed

floor area, which would involve the demolition of some existing buildings, rehabilitation/re-use of a

number of existing buildings, and construction of new buildings.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Clarice Nash

Agency Los Angeles County

Phone 626 300-2363 Fax

email

Address Dept. of Public Works

900 S. Fremont Avenue

City Alhambra State CA Zip 91803

Project Location
County Los Angeles

City Torrance

Region

Cross Streefs Carson Street at S. Vermont Avenue

Lat /Long

Parcel No. 7344-001-901

Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:
Highways I-405, I-110

Airports

Railways UPRR, BNSF

Waterways Dominguez Channel

Schools Several

Land Use GP: Public and Semi-Public

Z: C-3 Unlimited CommerciallTOD

Project Issues Air Quality; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Geologic/Seismic; Noise; Population/Housing

Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Sewer Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid

Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Growth Inducing; Landuse;

Cumulative Effects

Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Parks and Recreation; Resources, Recycling and Recovery;

Agencies Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Office of Emergency

Services, California; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; California

Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Air Resources Board; Department of Toxic Substances Control;

Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Statewide Health Planning

Date Received 06/30/2015 Start of Review 06/30/2015 End of Review 07/29/2015

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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