**SPECIAL MEETING - REVISED LOCATION**
AGENDA

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

Wednesday, June 15, 2016 at 9:30 a.m.

Encino Community Center Auditorium
4935 Balboa Boulevard
Encino, CA 91316

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

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

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

1. CALL TO ORDER AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

o Special Introduction and Opening Remarks by Gurmet Khara, Valley Director of
Councilmember Paul Koretz’ Office, Fifth Council District

e Introduction of Encino Community Center Staff

2. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

e Approval of Minutes for the Regular Meeting of June 1, 2016
3. BOARD REPORTS

16-143 El Sereno Clubhouse Demolition Project — Authorization to Demolish,
Approval of Demolition Plans; Certification of the Environmental Impact
Report

16-144 Rose Hill Park — New Pedestrian Pathways and Walkways (a.k.a. Americans

with Disabilities Act Walking Path) (PRJ20930) (W.O. #E170383F) Project —
Final Acceptance

16-145 Citywide Public Art Initiative — Proposal by the Los Angeles Department of
Cultural Affairs for the Installation of Temporary Public Art at Eleven Park
Locations; Issuance of Right of Entry Permit(s); Exemption from the
California



June 15, 2016

Environmental Quality Act Pursuant to Article 1ll, Section 1, Class 4(6) of the
City CEQA Guidelines

16-146 Griffith Park — Griffith Observatory — Award Recommendation for a Bookstore
and a Gift Shop Concession Agreement with Event Network, Inc. (CON-M15-
005)

COMMISSION TASK FORCE UPDATES

e Commission Task Force on Concessions Report — Commissioners Zuhiga and
Culpepper

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

GENERAL MANAGER’'S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES

e Various Communications Report

¢ Informational Report on Department Activities and Facilities

¢ Informational Update on the Greek Theatre

o First and Broadway Civic Center Park — Design Competition — Selection of Design Firm

¢ Informational Report on the Department of Recreation and Parks Comprehensive
Homelessness Strategy Roadmap

¢ Informational Update on Recreation and Parks Strategic Plan

PUBLIC COMMENTS

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

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Requests by Commissioners to Schedule Specific Future Agenda Items

NEXT MEETING

The next scheduled Regular Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners
will be held on Wednesday, July 13, 2016, 9:30 a.m., at Lake View Terrace Recreation
Center, 11075 Foothill Boulevard, Lake View Terrace, CA 91342.

ADJOURNMENT

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

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



June 15, 2016

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

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

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

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

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


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













EXHIBIT A

El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF

OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

I.  ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION BACKGROUND

On October 2, 2014, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was issued by the Los Angeles Department of
Recreation and Parks (LADRP) for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
El Sereno Park Improvement Project (proposed project), starting a 30-day public review period. Subsequent
to the NOP public review period, a Draft EIR was prepared. The Draft EIR for the proposed project
(SCH No. 20140310041), incorporated herein by reference in full, was prepared pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Section 21000 ef seq.) and the CEQA
Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et. seq.). In compliance with the CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15085 and 15087, a Notice of Availability was circulated from October 29, 2015 to
December 14, 2015. During the same period, the Draft EIR was made available for public review and
comment, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15087. One written comment was received during
the Draft EIR public review period were addressed in the Final EIR.

The Final EIR was created to serve as an informational document for public agency decision-makers and the
general public regarding the objectives and components of the proposed project pursuant to CEQA and the
CEQA Guidelines. The Final EIR includes corrections and additions to the Draft EIR and comments and
responses required by the CEQA Guidelines. The Final EIR was sent to all public agencies and members of
the public that made comments on the Draft EIR, at least ten days prior to scheduled certification of the
Final EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(b). The Final EIR is the primary reference
document for the formulation and implementation of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) (see Chapter 4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program of the Final EIR).

Environmental impacts cannot always be mitigated to a level that is considered less than significant. In
accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, if a lead agency approves a project that has significant impacts that
are not substantially mitigated (i.e., resulting in unavoidable significant impacts), the agency shall state in
writing the specific reasons for approving the project based on the final CEQA documents and any other
information in the public record for the project (see CEQA Guidelines Section 15093[b]). This is called a
“statement of overriding considerations.” These findings, as well as the accompanying statement of
overriding considerations are shown below.

II. ORGANIZATION

The Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) are organized by the following
sections:

Section I: Environmental Documentation Background

Section II: Organization

Section III: Findings required under CEQA

Section IV: Description of the Proposed Project

Section V: Summary of Environmental Impacts

Section VI: Findings Regarding Project Alternatives

Sections VII: Findings Regarding Other CEQA Considerations
Section VIII: Statement of Overriding Considerations

Section IX: Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

HI. FINDINGS REQUIRED UNDER CEQA

Public Resource Code Section 21002 provides that “public agencies should not approve projects as
proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would
substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects.” Section 21002 goes on to
state that “in the event [that] specific economic, social, or other conditions make infeasible such project
alternatives or such mitigation measures, individual projects may be approved in spite of one or more
significant effects thereof.” This is accomplished by adopting a statement of overriding considerations
(SOC).

Public Resource Code Section 21002 is implemented, in part, through the requirement that agencies must
adopt findings before approving projects for which EIRs are required (See Public Resource Code
Section 21081[a]; CEQA Guidelines, Section 15091[a]).

Public Resource Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 require the lead agency, prior
to approving a project, to identify significant impacts of the project and make one or more of three
allowable findings for each of the significant impacts.

«  The first allowable finding is that “changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into,
the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the
Final EIR” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15091[a][1]).

«  The second allowable finding is that “such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and
Jurisdiction of another public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been
adopted by such other agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency” (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15091[a][2]).

« The third allowable finding is that “specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make
infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the Final EIR” (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15091[a][3]).

The CEQA Guidelines do not define the difference between “avoiding” a significant environmental effect
and merely “substantially lessening” such an effect. The lead agency must therefore interpret the
meaning of these terms from the other contexts in which the terms are used. Public Resource Code
Section 21081, on which CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 is based, uses the term “mitigate” rather than
“substantially lessen.” For purposes of these findings, the term “avoid” refers to the effectiveness of one
or more mitigation measures to reduce an otherwise significant effect to a less-than-significant level. In
contrast, the term “substantially lessen” refers to the effectiveness of such measure or measures to
substantially reduce the severity of a significant effect, but not to reduce that effect to a less-than-
significant level.'

Although CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 requires only that approving agencies specify that a particular
significant effect is “avoid[ed] or substantially lessen[ed],” these findings, for purposes of clarity, in each
case will specify whether the effect in question would be reduced to a less-than-significant level, or would
simply be substantially lessened but would remain significant upon implementation of the recommended
mitigation.

'Laurel Hills Homeowners Association v. City Council (1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515, 519-521.
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

CEQA requires that the lead agency adopt mitigation measures or alternatives, where feasible, to
substantially lessen or avoid significant environmental impacts that would otherwise occur. Project
modification or alternatives are not required; however, where such changes are infeasible or where the
responsibility for modifying the project lies with some other agency.’

With respect to a project for which significant impacts are not avoided or substantially lessened, the lead
agency, after adopting proper findings, may nevertheless approve the project if the agency first adopts a
statement of overriding considerations setting forth the specific reasons why the agency found that the
project’s “benefits” rendered “acceptable™ its "unavoidable adverse environmental effects.”

These findings constitute the LADRP’s best efforts to set forth the evidentiary and policy basis for its
decision to approve the proposed project in a manner consistent with the requirements of CEQA. To the
extent that these findings conclude that various mitigation measures outlined in the EIR are feasible and
are within the LADRP’s jurisdiction and responsibility, and to the extent these mitigation measures have
not been modified, superseded or withdrawn, the LADRP hereby binds itself to implement these
measures. These findings, in other words, are not merely informational, but rather constitute a binding set
of obligations that will come into effect when the LADRP adopts a resolution approving the proposed
project.

The documents and other materials that constitute the whole record of proceedings on which the CEQA
findings are based are located at the LADRP in Los Angeles, California.

IV. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project consists of the construction and installation of several new recreational facilities
within the El Sereno Recreation Center and Park boundaries. To accommodate these new recreational
facilities, the Clubhouse and concession stand would be demolished. A basketball court and batting cage
would be constructed within the existing building footprint of the Clubhouse. In addition, a jogging path,
fitness equipment, picnic tables, benches, and drinking fountains would be installed in the paved area just
north of the Clubhouse. All facilities would be accessible according to the American Disabilities Act
standards.

V. SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Below are the determinations of the LADRP regarding the environmental effects, significant impacts, and
corresponding mitigation measures organized by topic area. These determinations or findings address the
effects of the proposed project. Each impact is followed by a discussion of mitigation to reduce the
environmental effects and a finding,

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Significance Criteria

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the proposed project would have a
significant impact related to biological resources if it would:

e Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as tree
preservation policy or ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut woodlands)?

2CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(a), (b).
3CEQA Guidelines Sections 15093 and 15043(b); see also Public Resource Code Section 21081 (b).
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

Impact

The proposed project would not conflict with any polices or ordinances protecting biological resources.
However, the project site contains a number of trees including Pepper, Jacaranda and Cypress trees. The
Jacaranda and Cypress trees would be removed upon project construction, and the Pepper trees would be
retained. Regardless, these trees are not protected by the City of Los Angeles’s Tree Protection
Ordinance which protects Southern California native tree species which include Oak, Southern California
Black Walnut, Western Sycamore, and California Bay trees. Nonetheless, the proposed project would be
required to comply with the provisions of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the California Fish and
Game Code. Those regulations require avoidance of impacts to native birds, nests, and eggs. The project
would achieve avoidance by constructing the proposed project outside of the bird nesting season which
extends from February 1 to August 15, or by checking for and avoiding nests if the project starts during
the nesting season. However, if construction takes place during nesting season, Mitigation Measure BR1
would be implemented to ensure that nests are avoided. With implementation of Mitigation Measure
BR1, impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis is warranted.

Reference

Initial Study Section 3.4 pages 3-7 and 3-8 and Draft EIR Section 2.0, pages 2-4.

Mitigation Measures

BR1 If project construction activities cannot be implemented outside of the nesting season, the
applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to perform pre-construction nest surveys to identify
active nests within and adjacent to the project area. If the pre-construction survey is conducted
eatly in the nesting season (February 1 - March 15) and nests are discovered, a qualified biologist
may remove the nests only after it has been determined that the nest is not active, i.e., the nest does
not contain eggs, nor is an adult actively brooding on the nest. Any active nests identified within
the project area or within 300 feet of the project area should be marked with a buffer, and the
buffer area would need to be avoided by construction activities until a qualified biologist
determines that the chicks have fledged. The buffer area shall be 300 feet for non-raptor nests, and
500-feet for raptor nests. If the buffer area cannot be avoided during construction of the project,
the project applicant should retain a qualified biologist to monitor the nests on a daily basis during
construction to ensure that the nests do not fail as a result of noise generated by the construction.
The biological monitor should have the authority to halt construction if the construction activities
cause negative effects, such as adults abandoning the nest or chicks falling from the nest.

Finding

If construction takes place during nesting season, Mitigation Measure BR1 would be implemented to
ensure that nests are avoided. With implementation of Mitigation Measure BR1, impacts would be less
than significant.

CULTURAL RESOURCES
Significance Criteria

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the proposed project would have a
significant impact related to cultural resources if it would:

e Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in
Section 15064.5?
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

Impact

The El Sereno Recreation Center property has been determined eligible for listing in the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) as a historic district (19-176190) for its associations with events that have
made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history; and is considered a historical resource
under CEQA. However, shortly after its recordation, the El Sereno Recreation Center underwent a major
rehabilitation that resulted in the demolition of the 1931 community building and outdoor pool, and the
replacement of the baseball diamond. This project also included the construction of the current indoor
pool building that is located adjacent to the El Sereno Clubhouse. As a result of the demolition and
extensive alteration to three of the four contributing resources recorded in 1994, the integrity of the
district has been significantly compromised and it is likely no longer significant. Therefore demolition of
the El Sereno Clubhouse would not constitute a significant adverse impact to the previously El Sereno
Recreation Historic District. In addition, the Clubhouse is one of many such property-types at the State
and national level, and it does not appear eligible for listing in the California or National Registers for its
design/construction (Criterion C/3). Likewise, the Clubhouse does not appear to be associated with
historic events (Criterion A/1) or people (Criterion B/2), and there is no evidence that the property may be
likely to yield information important in prehistory or history (Criterion D/4). However, the Clubhouse is
an excellent example of a Postwar Modernist-style institutional building designed by the regionally-
notable architect Milton Caughey. It is one of his earliest-known institutional buildings and includes
many of the Modernist design elements he would later employ in American Institute of Architects-
recognized projects, such as exposed metal trusses, sun-shading, and covered outdoor hallways.
Additionally, while Postwar Modernist-style architecture proliferated across Los Angeles in the late-
1940s through the 1960s, there are relatively few known examples in the community of El Sereno, and
the Clubhouse stands as a rare example of an architectural and cultural trend that characterized the City
and the country as a whole. Although the building is currently vacant with its windows boarded, it retains
integrity of its location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, and association. The Clubhouse
embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural-type specimen, inherently valuable for a
study of a period, and as such appears eligible for listing as a City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural
Monument for its Postwar Modernist-style architecture. Therefore, the El Sereno Clubhouse is
considered a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA, and the demolition of the building would
constitute a significant direct impact to cultural resources insofar as it entails a substantial adverse change
in the significance of historical resources.

Reference
Draft EIR Section 4.1, pages 4.1-10 —4.1-11.

Mitigation Measures

CR1 During construction, if buried cultural resources, such as chipped or ground stone, historical
artifacts, building foundations, or human bone, are inadvertently discovered during ground
disturbing activities, the contractor shall ensure that all work will stop in that area and within 100
feet of the find until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find and, if
necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures in consultation with the City.

CR2 Prior to the start of construction, a qualified paleontologist shall conduct a pre-construction site
visit and complete a paleontological assessment memo detailing the results of the site visit,
additional research, and a sensitivity analysis in order to assess the relationship between the
proposed project location and the Puente Formation. The paleontological assessment shall also
include additional mitigation, if deemed necessary.
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of

CR3

CR4

Overriding Considerations

If human remains of Native American origin are discovered during project construction,
compliance with state laws, which fall within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage
Commission (Public Resource Code Section 5097), relating to the disposition of Native American
burials will be adhered to. If any human remains are discovered or recognized in any location other
than a dedicated cemetery, the contractor shall ensure that excavation or disturbance of the site
(including any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains) shall stop
until:

1. The coroner of the county has been informed and has determined that no investigation of the
cause of death is required; and
2. If the remains are of Native American origin,

a. The descendants of the deceased Native Americans have made a recommendation to the
landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or
disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods
as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, or

b. The Native American Heritage Commission was unable to identify a descendant or the
descendant failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the
commission.

According to California Health and Safety Code, six or more human burials at one location
constitute a cemetery (Section 8100) and disturbance of Native American cemeteries is a felony
(Section 7052). Section 7050.5 requires that construction or excavation be stopped in the vicinity
of discovered human remains until the coroner can determine whether the remains are those of a
Native American. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the coroner must contact
the California Native American Heritage Commission.

Impacts resulting from the demolition of the El Sereno Clubhouse and associated concession stand
shall be minimized through archival documentation of both building complexes in as-built and as-
found condition. Prior to issuance of demolition permits, LADRP shall ensure that documentation
of the buildings and structures proposed for demolition is completed in the form of a Historic
American Building Survey (HABS) documentation that shall comply with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Architectural and Engineering Documentation (NPS 1990). The
documentation shall include large-format photographic recordation, detailed historic narrative
report, and compilation of historic research. The documentation shall be completed by a qualified
architectural historian or historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications Standards for History and/or Architectural History (NPS 1983). The original
archival-quality documentation shall be offered as donated material to the Library of Congress
where it will be available for current and future generations. Archival copies of the documentation
also would be submitted to the downtown branch of the Los Angeles Public Library, the El Sereno
library and any local historical organizations where it would be available to local researchers.
Completion of this mitigation measure shall be monitored and enforced by LADRP.

Finding

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

Mitigation Measure CR1 would be implemented in the event that archaeological resources are
encountered during construction. Although the proposed project’s disturbance depth is relatively shallow,
Mitigation Measure CR2 would be implemented prior to the start of construction to determine if
additional mitigation measures are necessary to avoid impacts to paleontological resources. Mitigation
Measure CR3 would be implemented in the event that human remains are encountered during
construction.
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

Mitigation Measure CR4 would reduce impacts resulting from the demolition of the Clubhouse and
concession stand; however, no feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce the significant
direct impact to cultural resources insofar as it entails a substantial adverse change in the significance of
historical resources. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a significant and unavoidable impact
related to historical resources.

NOISE AND VIBRATION
Significance Criteria

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, the proposed project would have a
significant impact related to cultural resources if it would:

e Expose persons or generate noise to levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies;
Expose people to or generate excessive vibration or groundborne noise levels;

e Result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project; and/or

e Result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project.

The City of Los Angeles has established significance thresholds in its L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide. The
following specific significance thresholds are relevant to the proposed project.

The proposed project would have a significant impact related to construction noise if:

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

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

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

Impact

Construction of the proposed project would result in temporary increases in ambient noise levels in the
project area on an intermittent basis. In accordance with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance,
construction crews would work no more than eight hours a day and would restrict their activities to
between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on non-federal holiday weekdays, and between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
on Saturdays.

Ambient noise levels in the community surrounding the project site range from 50.8 to 70.8 dBA Leq,
and certain construction activities would audibly increase ambient noise levels. Overall, it is anticipated
that the majority of demolition, site preparation, and construction activities associated with the proposed
project would involve manual labor as opposed to mechanical equipment. Manual labor generates much
less noise than mechanically-driven heavy-duty equipment. Nonetheless, noise levels related to
construction activity would exceed the 5-dBA significance threshold at residences near the project site.
Therefore, without mitigation, the proposed project would result in a significant impact related to typical
construction noise, as construction activity would expose people to or generate noise levels in excess of
applicable standards, and result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project.
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

Reference
Draft EIR Section 4.2, page 4.2-8.

Mitigation Measures

N1  All construction equipment shall be properly maintained and equipped with mufflers and other
suitable noise attenuation devices.

N2 Contractors shall endeavor to use rubber-tired equipment rather than tracked equipment. Noisy
equipment shall be used only when necessary and shall be switched off when not in use.

N3 Contractors shall ensure that all stockpiling and vehicle staging areas are located away from noise-
sensitive receivers.

N4  Contractors shall establish a public liaison for project construction that shall be responsible for
addressing public concerns about construction activities, including excessive noise. The liaison
shall determine the cause of the concern (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler, etc.) and shall work
with the LADRP to implement reasonable measures to address the concern.

N5  Contractors shall develop a construction schedule to ensure that the construction would be
completed quickly to minimize the time a sensitive receptor will be exposed to construction noise.

N6  Construction supervisors shall be informed of project-specific noise requirements, noise issues for
sensitive land uses adjacent to the project site, and/or equipment operations.

N7  Construction equipment shall be electric- and hydraulic-powered rather than diesel- and
pneumatic-powered, as feasible.

N8  Temporary barriers (e.g., noise blankets) shall be utilized, as applicable to site conditions, to shield
the line-of-site from equipment to sensitive land uses.

N9  Truck routes shall be on major arterial roads within non-residential areas. If not feasible, truck
routes shall be reviewed and approved by Los Angeles Department of Transportation before the
haul route can be located on major arterial roads in residential areas.

N10 Contractors shall coordinate with the site administrators for the Farmdale Elementary School and
El Sereno Middle School to discuss construction activities that generate high noise levels.
Coordination between the site administrator and contractors shall continue on an as-needed basis.

Finding

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

Construction-related noise impacts would be temporary, but result in a significant impact. Mitigation
Measure N1 would reduce equipment engine noise levels by approximately 3 dBA. The other Mitigation
Measures N2 through N10, while difficult to quantify, will contribute to controlling construction noise
levels. These mitigation measures would reduce noise levels to the greatest extent feasible. As shown in
Table 4.2-6 of the Draft EIR, construction noise levels would still exceed the 5-dBA significance
threshold at various sensitive receptors. Therefore, general construction noise would result in a
significant and unavoidable impact, would expose people to, or generate, noise levels in excess of
applicable standards, and result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project.
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project Findings of Fact & Statement of
Overriding Considerations

VI FINDINGS REGARDING PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

Where a significant impact can be substantially lessened (i.e., mitigated to an “acceptable level”) solely
by the adoption of mitigation measures, the lead agency, in drafting its findings, has no obligation to
consider the feasibility of alternatives with respect to that impact, even if the alternative would mitigate
the impact to a greater degree than the project. CEQA requires that the lead agency adopt mitigation
measures or alternatives, where feasible, to substantially lessen or avoid significant environmental
impacts that would otherwise occur. Project modification or alternatives are not required, however,
where such changes are infeasible or where the responsibility of modifying the project lies with some
other agency.5

The preceding discussion regarding project impacts discloses that the proposed project would result in
significant and unavoidable impacts associated with historical resources and construction noise. Thus, the
LADRP, in considering alternatives in these findings, need only determine whether any alternatives are
environmentally superior with respect to those impacts not mitigated to a less-than-significant level. If
any alternatives are superior with respect to those impacts, the LADRP is then required to determine
whether the alternatives are feasible. If the LADRP determines that no alternative is both feasible and
avoids the unavoidable significant impacts of the proposed project, then the LADRP may approve the
project as mitigated.

These findings address whether the alternatives lessen or avoid the significant unavoidable impacts
associated with the proposed project and consider the feasibility of each alternative. Under CEQA,
“(f)easible means capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of
time, taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological factors” (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15364). The concept of feasibility permits agency decision makers to consider the
extent to which an alternative is able to meet some or all of a project’s objectives. In addition, the
definition of feasibility encompasses desirability to the extent that an agency’s determination of
infeasibility represents a reasonable balancing of competing economic, environmental, social, and
technological factors. '

The LADRP finds that the range of alternatives studied in the EIR reflects the various types of
alternatives that would potentially be capable of reducing the proposed project’s environmental effects,
while accomplishing most but not all of the project objectives. The LADRP finds that the alternatives
analysis is sufficient to inform the LADRP and the public regarding the tradeoffs between the degree to
which alternatives to the project could reduce environmental impacts and the corresponding degree to
which the alternatives would hinder the petitioners’ ability to achieve its project objectives.

The Draft EIR identified and compared environmental effects of the two alternatives described below
with environmental impacts resulting from the proposed project. Based on substantial evidence in the
whole record of these proceedings, the LADRP finds that the two alternatives listed below would reduce
the unavoidable and significant impacts of the proposed project but would not meet all of the project
objectives. The full analysis of project alternatives, set forth in Chapter 5.0 Alternatives of the Draft EIR,
is hereby incorporated by reference into this evaluation of alternatives.

“Public Resource Code Section 21002; Laurel Hills Homeowners Association, supra, 83 Cal.App.3d at p. 521; see also Kings
City Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 730-731; Laurel Heights Improvement Association v. Regents of the
University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 400-403.

SCEQA Guidelines Section 15091(a), (b).
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PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

Alternative 1: No Project Alternative. Analysis of a No Project Alternative is required by
Section 15126.6 (e)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines and assumes that the proposed project would not be
implemented. The No Project Alternative allows decision-makers to compare the impacts of approving
the proposed project with the impacts of not approving the proposed project. The No Project Alternative
includes “what would be reasonably expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the project were not
approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and community services.”®
In the case of the proposed project, the Clubhouse would remain vacant, and the building would likely
continue to deteriorate. The LADRP would continue to bear the maintenance costs associated with the
vacant deteriorating building and public safety hazards associated with the vacant Clubhouse would
remain. The No Project Alternative would not be consistent with the project objectives to reduce public
safety hazards, eliminate maintenance costs or increase usable park and open space within the
community.

Cultural Resources. Alternative 1 considers what would reasonably be expected to occur on the project
site if no future discretionary actions were to occur. Under this alternative, the Clubhouse building and
concession stand would remain in their current boarded up and vacant state and no other actions would be
taken to improve the park. In time, the buildings would become more dilapidated, resulting in the
inability to document and photograph them in the form of Historic American Building Survey (HABS)
documentation. However, because the No Project Alternative would avoid demolishing a historical
resource, impacts related to cultural resources under the No Project Alternative would be less than the
proposed project, and the proposed project’s significant and unavoidable impact related to historical
resources would be avoided.

Noise. Alternative 1 would not include new sources of construction or operational noise or vibration.
There would be no change to the existing ambient environment and no potential for noise and vibration
impacts to the surrounding community. Therefore, Alternative 1 would result in no impact related to
noise and vibration, and the proposed project’s significant and unavoidable impact related to construction
noise would be avoided.

Alternative 2: Adaptive Reuse Alternative. The Adaptive Reuse Alternative assumes the Clubhouse
building would be rehabilitated for use as additional community space. It is assumed that all identified
character-defining features of the Clubhouse would be repaired and maintained in-situ to the highest
degree feasible, and the renovations would comply with current building codes. Under the Adaptive
Reuse Alternative, the basketball court and batting cage that are proposed to be constructed within the
existing building footprint of the Clubhouse would be installed elsewhere within the park. The proposed
jogging path, fitness equipment, picnic tables, benches, and drinking fountains would be installed in the
paved area just north of the Clubhouse, similar to the proposed project. The Adaptive Alternative would
be consistent with the project objectives to reduce public safety hazards, eliminate maintenance costs;
however, this alternative would not increase usable park and open space within the community.

Cultural Resources. The Adaptive Reuse Alternative, the Clubhouse building would be rehabilitated for
use as additional community space. It is assumed that all identified character-defining features of the
Clubhouse would be repaired and maintained in-situ to the highest degree feasible, and the renovations
would comply with current building codes. All work would be completed under the direction of an
architectural historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards.
The basketball court and batting cage that are proposed to be constructed within the existing building
footprint of the Clubhouse would be installed elsewhere within the park, and the proposed jogging path,
fitness equipment, picnic tables, benches, and drinking fountains would be installed in the paved area just

SCEQA Section 15126.6(e)(2).
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north of the Clubhouse, similar to the proposed project. Therefore, the Adaptive Reuse Alternative would
result in less-than-significant impacts related to cultural resources and avoid the significant and
unavoidable historic resource impacts of the proposed project.

Noise. Under Alternative 2, the Clubhouse would be rehabilitated for use as additional community space.
Renovation activities would generate temporary construction noise and vibration similar to the proposed
project. While it is assumed that the Adaptive Reuse Alternative would involve less construction than the
proposed project, construction noise impacts under the Adaptive Reuse Alternative would likely remain
significant and unavoidable similar to the proposed project due the operation of heavy-duty equipment
and proximity to sensitive receptors. Regarding operations, noise impacts would be similar to the
proposed project since there would be the same amount of outdoor equipment and recreation space would
be provided. Therefore, the Adaptive Reuse Alternative would result in similar impacts compared the
proposed project and construction noise impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

Environmentally Superior Alternative. The No Project Alternative would temporarily avoid the
significant impact related to historic resources and would not have any effect on noise levels. However,
the Clubhouse and concession stand would continue to deteriorate and in time, the Clubhouse would
become even more dilapidated, resulting in the inability to document and photograph it in the form of
HABS documentation. Also, the No Project Alternative would not be consistent with the project
objectives of reducing public safety hazards by eliminating the risk of fire, structural collapse, personal
injury to trespassers, vandalism and crime, by demolishing an abandoned, deteriorated building and
increasing usable park space in the community. The Adaptive Reuse Alternative would eliminate the
significant and unavoidable historic resource impact and would be consistent with the project objectives
to reduce public safety hazards and eliminate maintenance costs. However, this alternative would not
increase usable park and open space within the community.

Of the two alternatives, the Adaptive Reuse Alternative would be considered the environmentally superior
alternative because it produces the fewest impacts when compared to the proposed project. While the
Adaptive Reuse Alternative is superior from a strictly environmental stand point, it does not meet the
goals and objectives of the LADRP in terms of increasing usable park space in the community.

VII. FINDINGS REGARDING OTHER CEQA CONSIDERATIONS

1. The LADRP finds that the EIR was prepared in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.
The LADRP finds that it has independently reviewed and analyzed the EIR for the proposed project,
that the Draft EIR which was circulated for public review reflected its independent judgment and that
the Final EIR reflects the independent judgment of the LADRP.

2. The LADRP finds that the EIR provides objective information to assist the decision-makers and the
public at large in their consideration of the environmental consequences of the project. The public
review period provided all interested jurisdictions, agencies, private organizations, and individuals the
opportunity to submit comments regarding the Draft EIR. The Final EIR was prepared after the
review period and responds to comments made during the public review period.

3. The LADRP staff evaluated comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed
the Draft EIR. In accordance with CEQA, the LADRP staff prepared written responses describing the
disposition of significant environmental issues raised. The Final EIR provides adequate, good faith
and reasoned responses to the comment. The LADRP reviewed the comment received and response
thereto and has determined that neither the comments received nor the response to such comments
add significant new information regarding environmental impacts to the Draft EIR. The LADRP has
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based its actions on full appraisal of all viewpoints, including all comments received up to the date of
adoption of these findings, concerning the environmental impacts identified and analyzed in the EIR.

The EIR evaluated the potential project and cumulative impacts to Cultural Resources and Noise and
Vibration. The significant environmental impacts of the project and the alternatives were identified in the
text and summary of the Draft EIR.

While experts may disagre¢ pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15151, substantial evidence in the
record supports the LADRP’s conclusions in the EIR.

The recommended mitigation measures which have been identified for the proposed project were
identified in the text and summary of the EIR and Initial Study. The final mitigation measures are
described in the MMRP (see Section 4.0 of the Final EIR). Each of the mitigation measures identified in
the MMRP, and contained in the Final EIR, have been incorporated into the proposed project, to the
extent feasible. The LADRP finds that the indirect impacts of the proposed project have been mitigated
to the extent feasible by the Mitigation Measures identified in the MMRP, and contained in the Final EIR.

The responses to the comments on the Draft EIR, which are contained in the Final EIR, clarify and
amplify the analysis in the Draft EIR.

Having reviewed the information contained in the EIR and in the administrative record, as well as the
requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines regarding recirculation of Draft EIRs, the LADRP
finds that there is no significant new information in the Final EIR such that recirculation of the Draft EIR '
pursuant to the requirements outlined in the CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, would be required.

CEQA requires the lead agency approving a project to adopt an MMRP (for the changes to the project
which it has adopted or made a condition of project approval) in order to ensure compliance with project
implementation. The mitigation measures included in the EIR as certified by the LADRP and included in
MMRP as adopted by the LADRP serves that function. The MMRP includes all of the recommended
mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR. In accordance with the requirements of PRC
Section 21081.6, the LADRP hereby adopts the MMRP.

The custodian of the documents or other material which constitute the record of proceedings upon which
the LADRP’s decision is based is located at Department of Recreation and Parks in Los Angeles,
California.

The LADRP finds and declares that substantial evidence for each and every finding made herein is either
contained in the EIR, which is incorporated herein by this reference, or is in the record of proceedings in
the matter.

The LADRP is certifying an EIR for, and is approving and adopting Findings for, the entirety of the
actions described in these Findings and in the EIR as comprising the project. It is contemplated that there
may be a variety of actions undertaken by other State and local agencies (who might be referred to as
“responsible agencies” under CEQA). Because the LADRP is the lead agency for the project, the EIR is
intended to be the basis for compliance with CEQA for each of the possible discretionary actions by other
State and local agencies to carry out the project.

GROWTH INDUCEMENT

CEQA requires a discussion of the ways in which a project could be growth inducing. CEQA also
requires a discussion of ways in which a project may remove obstacles to growth, as well as ways in
which a project may set a precedent for future growth. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2, subd. (d),
identifies a project as growth inducing if it fosters economic or population growth, or the construction of
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additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment. New employees from
commercial and industrial development and new population from residential development represent direct
forms of growth. These direct forms of growth have a secondary effect of expanding the size of local
markets and inducing additional economic activity in the area. Examples of development that would
indirectly facilitate or accommodate growth include the installation of new roadways or the construction
or expansion of water delivery/treatment facilities.

The proposed project would not remove impediments to growth. The area surrounding the project site is
primarily developed with residential uses and is served by appropriate infrastructure and public services.

SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(c) provides the following direction for the discussion of irreversible
changes:

Uses of nonrenewable resources during the initial and continued phases of the project may be irreversible
since a large commitment of such resources makes removal or nonuse thereafter unlikely. Primary impacts
and, particularly, secondary impacts (such as highway improvement which provides access to a previously
inaccessible area) generally commit future generations to similar uses. Also irreversible damage can result
from environmental accidents associated with the project. Irretrievable commitments of resources should be
evaluated to assure that such current consumption is justified.

Project development will not directly result in any permanent and irreversible environmental changes based
on the minimal and efficient use of non recoverable resources (Draft EIR, Chapter 6.0 subsection 6.4).

VIII. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of a project against its unavoidable risks when determining whether to approve
a project. If the specific economic, legal, social, technological or other benefits of the project outweigh the
unavoidable adverse environmental effects, those effects may be considered acceptable (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15093[a]). CEQA requires the agency to support, in writing, the specific reasons for considering a
project acceptable when significant impacts are not avoided or substantially lessened. Those reasons must be
based on substantial evidence in the EIR or elsewhere in the administrative records (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15093[b]). In accordance with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the LADRP
finds that the mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR and the MMRP, when implemented, avoid or
substantially lessen virtually all of the significant effects identified in the Draft EIR. Nonetheless, a significant
impact from the project is unavoidable even after incorporation of all feasible mitigation measures. This
significant unavoidable impact is summarized below.

Impacts related to Cultural Resources. The demolition of El Sereno Recreation Center Clubhouse
building would result in a significant and unavoidable impact to a historic resource.

The El Sereno Recreation Center property has been determined eligible for listing in the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) as a historic district (19-176190) for its associations with events that have
made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history. However, as a result of the
demolition and extensive alteration to three of the four contributing resources recorded in 1994, the
integrity of the district has been significantly compromised and it is likely no longer significant.
Therefore, demolition of the El Sereno Recreation Center Clubhouse would not constitute a significant
adverse impact to the previously El Sereno Recreation Historic District. In addition, the Clubhouse is one
of many such property-types at the State and national level, and it does not appear eligible for listing in
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the California or National Registers for its design/construction. Likewise, the Clubhouse does not appear
to be associated with historic events or people, and there is no evidence that the property may be likely to
yield information important in prehistory or history. However, the Clubhouse is an excellent example of
a Postwar Modernist-style institutional building designed by the regionally-notable architect Milton
Caughey. It is one of his earliest-known institutional buildings and includes many of the Modernist
design elements he would later employ in AIA-recognized projects, such as exposed metal trusses, sun-
shading, and covered outdoor hallways. Additionally, while Postwar-Modernist architecture proliferated
across Los Angeles in the late-1940s through the 1960s, there are relatively few known examples in the
community of El Sereno, and the Clubhouse stands as a rare example of an architectural and cultural trend
that characterized the City and the country as a whole. Although the building is currently vacant with its
windows boarded, it retains integrity of its location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, and
association. ~The Clubhouse embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural-type
specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period, and as such appears eligible for listing as a City of
Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument for its Post-World War II Modernist-style architecture.
Therefore, the El Sereno Recreation Center Clubhouse is considered a historical resource for the purposes
of CEQA, and the demolition of the building would constitute a significant direct impact to cultural
resources insofar as it entails a substantial adverse change in the significance of historical resources.

Impacts related to Noise (Construction). The construction analysis identified potential significant noise
impacts related to general construction activity with heavy-duty equipment. Mitigation measures
imposed on the proposed project would reduce noise levels to the greatest extent feasible. However,
construction noise levels would still exceed the 5-dBA significance threshold at various sensitive
receptors. Therefore, general construction noise would result in a significant and unavoidable impact,
would expose people to, or generate, noise levels in excess of applicable standards, and result in a
substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity.

Notwithstanding the disclosure of these significant impacts, there are specific overriding economic, legal,
social, technological, and other reasons that the LADRP finds for approving this project. The City has a
shortage of parks and open space. The City has only about 10 percent of the recommended 8-10 acres of parks
and open space for every 1,000 residents.” Only a quarter of children in Los Angeles live within a quarter mile
of a park. Establishing public open space for recreational and physical activity is central to engaging diverse
population groups with broad ranging and long-lasting public health implications. While the provision of
cultural amenities is a beneficial component to quality of life, it is outweighed by the need to sustain and
improve public health within the City. On balance, the LADRP finds that there are specific, economic, legal,
social, technological, and other considerations associated with the project that serve to override and outweigh
the project's significant impact and, thus, the significant impact to cultural resources is considered acceptable.

IX. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The MMRP was prepared for the proposed project, and was approved by the LADRP by the same
resolution that has adopted these findings. The MMRP is provided in Chapter 4.0 of the Final EIR.

"National Recreation and Parks Association, Building Healthy Communities 101: A Primer on Growth and Housing
Development for L.A. Neighborhood, http://lahd.lacity.org/lahdinternet/Portals/0/Policy/curriculum/ gettingfacts/infrastructure/parks.html
accessed on July 8,2014.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for El Sereno Park Improvement Project (proposed project)
has been prepared to comply with the requirements of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public
Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. and the guidelines promulgated in connection therewith at Title 14
Code of California Regulation (CCR) Section 15000 et seq. (CEQA Guidelines).

1.1 INTENDED USE OF THE FINAL EIR

This Final EIR was prepared at the direction and under the supervision of the City of Los Angeles
Department of Recreation and Parks (LADRP). This Final EIR is required under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15132 to include the Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft; comments and recommendations received
on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary; a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies who
commented on the Draft EIR; responses to significant environmental points raised in those comments; and
other relevant information added by the lead agency.

This Final EIR is comprised of the following four chapters:

Chapter 1.0 Introduction. This chapter includes an overview of the proposed project, a summary of the
alternatives considered and a summary of the proposed project’s potential environmental impacts.

Chapter 2.0 Response to Comments. This chapter contains all of the written comments received by the
LADRP during the public review period for the Draft EIR and responses to each of those comments.

Chapter 3.0 Corrections and Additions. This chapter provides a list of changes that were made to the
Draft EIR in response to comments received during the 45-day public review period.

Chapter 4.0 Mitigation and Monitoring Program. This chapter includes a list of the required mitigation
measures and identifies the implementing agency, enforcement agency, monitoring agency, monitoring
phase, and monitoring actions.

1.2 SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project consists of the construction and installation of several new recreational facilities within
the El Sereno Recreation Center and Park boundaries. To accommodate these new recreational facilities, the
existing Clubhouse and concession stand would be demolished. A basketball court and batting cage would
be constructed within the existing building footprint of the Clubhouse. In addition, a jogging path, fitness
equipment, picnic tables, benches, and drinking fountains would be installed in the paved area just north of
the Clubhouse. All facilities would be accessible according to American Disabilities Act standards.

1.3 NOTICING AND AVAILABILITY OF THE DRAFT EIR

In compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15082, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the proposed project
was circulated for a period of 30 days beginning October 2, 2014 to provide an opportunity for interested
parties to comment on the scope of the EIR. Subsequently, the Draft EIR for the proposed project was
prepared pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines. In compliance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15085 and
15087, a Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR was circulated and the Draft EIR was made available
for public review for 45 days beginning October 29, 2015 to provide an opportunity for interested parties to
comment on the Draft EIR. During the review period, one written comment letter was received on the Draft
EIR. This comment and the corresponding response are presented in Chapter 2.0 Response to Comments of
this Final EIR.

taha 2014-035 1-1



El Sereno Park Improvement Project 2.0 Response to Comments
Final EIR

2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

The Draft EIR was available for a 45-day public review period between October 29,2015 and
December 14, 2015. During this period, one written comment was received. This Final EIR provides
responses to the only written comments received on the Draft EIR during the 45-day public review period.

The comment letter received is listed in Table 2-1 and the corresponding responses are provided. A copy of
the comment letter is provided prior to the response.

No. Name Address

1 Scott Morgan State of California

Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
1400 10™ Street
_Sacramento, CA 95812
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Comment Letter No. 1
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA £ ,%%
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GOVERNOR'’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH QM ;
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STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT g o
EDMUND G. BROWN JR. KEN ALEX
GOVERNOR DirecTOR
December 15, 2015
Paul Davis
City of Los Angeles
221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 100
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Subject: El Sereno Park Improvement Project
SCH#: 2014101004
Dear Paul Davis:
The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. The
review period closed on December 14, 2015, and no state agencies submitted comments by that date. This
letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghiouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. 11

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. If you have a question about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghounse number when contacting this office.

F
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4%,./&"‘”; o
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Scotf Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

1400 10th Street PO, Box 3044  Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2014101004
Project Title  El Sereno Park improvement Project
Lead Agency Los Angeles, City of
Type EIR Draft EIR
Description The proposed project consists of the construction and installation of several new recreational facilities
at the E! Sereno Recreation Center and Park. To accommodate these new recreational facilities, the
Clubhouse would be demolished. A basketball court, batting cage, and pathway/jogging path would be
constructed within the existing building footprint of the Clubhouse. in addition, fitness equipment,
picnic tables, benches, and drinking fountains would be instalied in the paved area just north of the
Clubhouse. All facilities would be accessible to American Disabilities Act standards. The intent of the
proposed project is to increase usable park space in the community.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Paul Davis
Agency City of Los Angeles
Phone 213202 2611 Fax
email
Address 221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 100
City Los Angeles State CA  Zip 90012
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Los Angeles, City of
Region
Lat/Long 34°4 329"N/118° 10'55" W
Cross Streets  Klamath Street and Richelieu Avenue
Parcel No. 5214018800
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways 1710 & 1-10
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use Z: Open Space
GPD: Open Space
Project Issues  Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Drainage/Absorption; Flood
Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Minerals; Noise; Population/Housing
Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Septic System; Sewer Capacity; Soil
Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water
Quality; Wetland/Riparian; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Office of Historic Preservation;
Agencies Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Caltrans, District 7; Air

Resources Board; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Department of Toxic Substances
Control; Native American Heritage Commission

Date Received

10/29/2015 Start of Review 10/29/2015 End of Review 12/14/2015

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information nro(:ided by lead agency.
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LETTER NO. 1

Scott Morgan

State of California

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

1400 10™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95812

Response to Comment 1-1

The State Clearinghouse comment letter states that the LADRP has complied with the State Clearinghouse
review requirements for draft environmental documents pursuant to CEQA. The comment letter also informs
the LADRP that the Draft EIR was submitted to select State agencies for review. The State Clearinghouse

comment letter does not include any comments directed at the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR.
Therefore, no further response is necessary.
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3.0 CORRECTIONS AND ADDITIONS

This chapter of the Final EIR is intended to comply with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines
Section 15132, which requires that a Final EIR include the Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft EIR. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088 further recommends that revisions to the Draft EIR be noted as a revision in the
Draft EIR or as a separate section of the Final EIR.

In the absence of comments directed at the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR and additional information
regarding the proposed project, no text revisions to the Draft EIR are required or proposed.
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4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND

REPORTING PROGRAM

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code and Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines require adoption
of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for all projects for which an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been prepared. This requirement was
originally mandated by Assembly Bill (AB) 3180, which was enacted on January 1, 1989 to ensure the
implementation of all mitigation measures adopted through the CEQA process. Specifically, Section 21081.6
of the Public Resources Code states that “...the agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the
changes made to the project or conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid
significant effects on the environment...[and that the program]...shall be designed to ensure compliance
during project implementation.”

AB 3180 provided general guidelines for implementing monitoring and reporting programs, which are
enumerated in more detail in Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines. However, specific reporting and/or
monitoring requirements to be enforced during project implementation shall be defined prior to final
approval of the proposed project by the decision-maker. In response to established CEQA requirements,
the proposed MMRP shall be submitted to the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks
(LADRP), Lead Agency, for consideration prior to completion of the environmental review process to
enable the decision-makers appropriate response to the proposed project. Although the Lead Agency may
delegate reporting or monitoring responsibilities to other agencies or entities, it “...remains responsible
for ensuring that implementation of the mitigation measures occurs in accordance with the program.”

The MMRP describes the procedures for the implementation of the mitigation measures to be adopted for
the proposed project as identified in the Initial Study, Draft EIR, and Final EIR. The MMRP for the
proposed project will be in place through all phases of the proposed project, including design (pre-
construction), construction, and operation (post-construction both prior to and post-occupancy). The
LADRP shall be responsible for administering the MMRP activities or delegating them to staff, other City
departments (e.g., Department of Building and Safety, Office of Historic Resources, etc.), consultants, or
contractors. The LADRP will also ensure that monitoring is documented through reports (as required)
and that deficiencies are promptly corrected. The designated environmental monitor (e.g. project
contractor, certified professionals, etc., depending on the provision specified below) will track and
document compliance with mitigation measures, note any problems that may result, and take appropriate
action to remedy problems.

Each mitigation measure is categorized by environmental topic and corresponding number, with
identification of:

¢ The enforcement agency;
The monitoring agency;

¢ The monitoring phase (i.e., the phase of the proposed project during which the measure should be
monitored);

e The monitoring frequency; and

¢ The action indicating compliance with the mitigation measure.

All agencies and departments are in the City of Los Angeles, unless otherwise noted.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

BR1

If project construction activities cannot be implemented outside of the nesting season, the
applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to perform pre-construction nest surveys to identify
active nests within and adjacent to the project area. If the pre-construction survey is conducted
early in the nesting season (February 1 - March 15) and nests are discovered, a qualified biologist
may remove the nests only after it has been determined that the nest is not active, i.e., the nest
does not contain eggs, nor is an adult actively brooding on the nest. Any active nests identified
within the project area or within 300 feet of the project area should be marked with a buffer, and
the buffer area would need to be avoided by construction activities until a qualified biologist
determines that the chicks have fledged. The buffer area shall be 300 feet for non-raptor nests,
and 500-feet for raptor nests. If the buffer area cannot be avoided during construction of the
project, the project applicant should retain a qualified biologist to monitor the nests on a daily
basis during construction to ensure that the nests do not fail as a result of noise generated by the
construction. The biological monitor should have the authority to halt construction if the
construction activities cause negative effects, such as adults abandoning the nest or chicks falling
from the nest.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Recreation and Parks
Monitoring Agency: Department of City Planning, Office of Historic Resources in
coordination with the Department of Recreation and Parks
Monitoring Phase: Construction
Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection
Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project contractor
CULTURAL RESOURCES
CR1 During construction, if buried cultural resources, such as chipped or ground stone, historical
artifacts, building foundations, or human bone, are inadvertently discovered during ground
disturbing activities, the contractor shall ensure that all work will stop in that area and within 100
feet of the find until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find and, if
necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures in consultation with the City.
Enforcement Agency: Department of Recreation and Parks
Monitoring Agency: Department of City Planning, Office of Historic Resources in
coordination with the Department of Recreation and Parks
Monitoring Phase: Construction
Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection
Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project contractor
CR2 Prior to the start of construction, a qualified paleontologist shall conduct a pre-construction site

visit and complete a paleontological assessment memo detailing the results of the site visit,
additional research, and a sensitivity analysis in order to assess the relationship between the
proposed project location and the Puente Formation. The paleontological assessment shall also
include additional mitigation, if deemed necessary.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Recreation and Parks

Monitoring Agency: Department of City Planning, Office of Historic Resources in
coordination with the Department of Recreation and Parks

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project contractor
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project 4.0 Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program
Final EIR

CR3

CR4

If human remains of Native American origin are discovered during project construction, compliance
with state laws, which fall within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage Commission
(Public Resource Code Section 5097), relating to the disposition of Native American burials will be
adhered to. If any human remains are discovered or recognized in any location other than a dedicated
cemetery, the contractor shall ensure that excavation or disturbance of the site (including any nearby
area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains) shall stop until:

1. The coroner of the county has been informed and has determined that no investigation of the
cause of death is required; and
2. If the remains are of Native American origin,

a. The descendants of the deceased Native Americans have made a recommendation to the
landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or
disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated grave
goods as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, or

b. The Native American Heritage Commission was unable to identify a descendant or the
descendant failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the
commission.

According to California Health and Safety Code, six or more human burials at one location
constitute a cemetery (Section 8100) and disturbance of Native American cemeteries is a felony
(Section 7052). Section 7050.5 requires that construction or excavation be stopped in the vicinity
of discovered human remains until the coroner can determine whether the remains are those of a
Native American. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the coroner must contact
the California Native American Heritage Commission.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Recreation and Parks

Monitoring Agency: Department of City Planning Office of Historic Resources in
coordination with the Department of Recreation and Parks

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project contractor

Impacts resulting from the demolition of the El Sereno Clubhouse and associated concession stand
shall be minimized through archival documentation of both building complexes in as-built and as-
found condition. Prior to issuance of demolition permits, LADRP shall ensure that documentation of
the buildings and structures proposed for demolition is completed in the form of a Historic American
Building Survey (HABS) documentation that shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for Architectural and Engineering Documentation (NPS 1990). The documentation shall
include large-format photographic recordation, detailed historic narrative report, and compilation of
historic research. The documentation shall be completed by a qualified architectural historian or
historian who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for History
and/or Architectural History (NPS 1983). The original archival-quality documentation shall be
offered as donated material to the Library of Congress where it will be available for current and
future generations. Archival copies of the documentation also would be submitted to the downtown
branch of the Los Angeles Public Library, the El Sereno library and any local historical organizations
where it would be available to local researchers. Completion of this mitigation measure shall be
monitored and enforced by LADRP.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Recreation and Parks

Monitoring Agency: Department of City Planning Office of Historic Resources in
coordination with the Department of Recreation and Parks

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project contractor
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E| Sereno Park Improvement Project 4.0 Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program
Final EIR

NOISE AND VIBRATION

N1

N2

N3

N4

N5

All construction equipment shall be properly maintained and equipped with mufflers and other
suitable noise attenuation devices.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

Contractors shall endeavor to use rubber-tired equipment rather than tracked equipment. Noisy
equipment shall be used only when necessary and shall be switched off when not in use.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

Contractors shall ensure that all stockpiling and vehicle staging areas are located away from
noise-sensitive receivers.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

Contractors shall establish a public liaison for project construction that shall be responsible for
addressing public concerns about construction activities, including excessive noise. The liaison
shall determine the cause of the concern (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler, etc.) and shall work
with LADRP to implement reasonable measures to address the concern.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Pre-Construction and Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Prior to commencement of construction and during periodic field
inspection

Compliance Action: Appointment of liaison followed by submission of compliance

certification report by project contractor

Contractors shall develop a construction schedule to ensure that the construction would be
completed quickly to minimize the time a sensitive receptor will be exposed to construction noise.

Enforcement Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Agency: Department of Building and Safety

Monitoring Phase: Construction

Monitoring Frequency: Periodic field inspection

Compliance Action: Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor
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El Sereno Park Improvement Project
Final EIR

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring & Reporting Program

N6 Construction supervisors shall be informed of project-specific noise requirements, noise issues for
sensitive land uses adjacent to the project site, and/or equipment operations.

Enforcement Agency:
Monitoring Agency:
Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Frequency:
Compliance Action:

N7 Construction equipment shall
pneumatic-powered, as feasible.

Enforcement Agency:
Monitoring Agency:
Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Frequency:
Compliance Action:

Department of Building and Safety

Department of Building and Safety

Pre-Construction

Periodic field inspection

Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

be electric- and hydraulic-powered rather than diesel- and

Department of Building and Safety

Department of Building and Safety

Construction

Periodic field inspection

Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

N8 Temporary barriers (e.g., noise blankets) shall be utilized, as applicable to site conditions, to
shield the line-of-site from equipment to sensitive land uses.

Enforcement Agency:
Monitoring Agency:
Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Frequency:
Compliance Action:

N9 Truck routes shall be on major

Department of Building and Safety

Department of Building and Safety

Construction

Periodic field inspection

Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

arterial roads within non-residential areas. If not feasible, truck

routes shall be reviewed and approved by Los Angeles Department of Transportation before the
haul route can be located on major arterial roads in residential areas.

Enforcement Agency:
Monitoring Agency:
Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Frequency:
Compliance Action:

Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Construction

Periodic field inspection

Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor

N10  Contractors shall coordinate with the site administrators for the Farmdale Elementary School and
El Sereno Middle School to discuss construction activities that generate high noise levels.
Coordination between the site administrator and contractors shall continue on an as-needed basis.

Enforcement Agency:
Monitoring Agency:
Monitoring Phase:
Monitoring Frequency:
Compliance Action:

taha 2014-035

Department of Building and Safety

Department of Building and Safety

Pre-Construction

Prior to commencement of construction

Submission of compliance certification report by project
contractor
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Attachment A

South Weddington Park (Council District 2)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned artist Kori Newkirk for a
sculptural installation on the north side of the park. The sculpture will be approximately 8’ tall at
its highest point, and have a circular footprint approximately 20’ in diameter. Referencing the
long tradition of horse imagery in public fountains and sculpture around the world, three life-
sized colored casts/blanks of horses will be standing in a tight circle, each facing outward,
connected at the tails. Chain-link fencing reaching at least 10° high will enclose the complete
sculpture. Although water will be referenced through the overall reference of a fountain, no
water will be used in the sculpture. The base of the sculpture will be built out of landscape
edging about 1'%’ high. This pre-fabricated edging will be made of conerete. The floor of the
base will be made of flat landscape pavers, also pre-fabricated. The installation process requires
the artist to dig into the ground so that its concave base is sunken into the landscaping,
approximately 2-3° below grade.

06/08/2016 1 of 32



<
=
Q
£
===—“_m=—=__-¥w THE mwﬁpﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
ampie Imege
Visuals
I o u..\._.
o 4
| - £
_ | s
| | Horse to
- - ' _ N—— be placed
inside wﬁ\\\\;
trench
i i 3 ,

M . = Gate to be

i id , “._placed

| s around

BT Foae : sculpture

20f 32

06/08/2016



Attachment A

Sunnynook River Park (Council District 4)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned artist Kerry Tribe. Her
piece, "Exquisite Corpse" is a nightly open air screening of a new, feature-length experimental
film about the LA River. The 51-minute film will accompany the 51mile body of water from its
origins in the flood basins and water reclamation facilities of the San Fernando Valley to its
terminus in the estuaries of Long Beach. The nightly screenings include digging into the ground
for the installation of the projection screen.
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Attachment A

Cheviot Hills Recreation Center (Council District 5)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned artist Edgar Arceneaux.
His piece, “The Center of the Earth” will replicate drinking fountains in Cheviot Hills and
chrome plate them in a variety of different colors. On one side of the fountain will be inscribed,
The Center of the Earth. He will also be interviewing Rec and Park staff to record stories about
the life, changes and maintenance of the parks overtime. In order to install temporary footings
for the 2 water fountains, some digging will occur.
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Attachment A

Sepuveda Basin (Council District 6)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned artist Rirkrit Tiravanija
for a sculptural installation south of Lake Balboa and north of the Los Angeles River. His piece,
named “Waterfall Pavilion” is a relational space that socializes and activates this otherwise
forgotten area. The Waterfall Pavilion takes the form of a small timber-frame pavilion that
allows visitors to take in the nature around them under the cooling shade of a humble plywood
roof. The pavilion can accommodate 8-10 people at a time and will be spanning the creek. The
piece will require the artist dig into the soil on either side of the creek to install temporary
footings for the structure. The artist will also be hosting a tea ceremony, two community
cookouts, an educational workshop and a Buddhist chanting ceremony on the opening and
closing weekend of the biennial.
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Attachment A

Hansen Dam (Council District 7)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artist collective Lucky
Dragons, to do a processional performance entitled “Spreading Grounds.” The commission
consists of 3-4 rehearsals and 1 final performance starting at the Campground Pavilion and
ending at the terminus of the Hansen Dam Bike Path, The artist will be installing a low-
frequency transmitter on site at the USACE facility on top of the Hansen Dam to broadcast the
rehearsals and the final performance. Current:LA Signage will also be installed on site.
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Attachment A

Norman O Houston Park (Council District 8)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artist Chris Kallymer.
The commission, entitled The Los Angeles Department of Weather Modification (LADWM) is a
performing group that invites people to get together to address the weather, water, and the idea of
the arid western city. They will create six events throughout the 30 day run that engage visitors.
These concerts, talks, and actions will point to LA’s long and complicated history with weather
modification and water. The events will feature LA-based artists, designers, historians, urbanists,
and thinkers who will explore the intersection of weather and water through their discipline. The
weather station is a 20 foot open-air geodesic dome that will serve as the center of operations,
research hub, and performance venue. The dome will be an inviting and porous space for visitors
with elements such as a functioning weather station, hanging plants, sun tea, and omnipresent
inviting sound. The dome will be bolted into the ground.
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Attachment A

South LA Wetlands (Council District 9)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artists Joshua
Callaghan and Daveed Kapoor. The commission, entitled Mothership, is a sculptural piece. The
mast will rise 45” out of the ground, with sails as big as 25 X 25° with 2000’ of rope. The
intention is to make an approximation of a historical sail. In place of the wooden they will use a
tapered steel utility pole that will go into the ground. Hemp ropes, like those used on historical
ships, will create the intricate linear network that will raise and lower the sails. From a distance
the distinct sail silhouette, far removed from the sea, will create an unexpected disruption in the
Los Angeles landscape. Up close, the historical technology of the sail rigging will become a
spatial composition of lines and shadows playing against the natural environment.

The artists will be digging into the ground in order to install the pole, there will be 3-4 yards of
dirt that will need to be stored on site.
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Attachment A

Westside Neighborhood Park (Council District 10)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artist Candice Lin. The
commission is a sculpture that consists of 5 cylindrical glass vessels in a row, each holding an
upside-down porcelain figure inside of it; these five acrylic cylinders will be resting on a
waterproof pedestal, feeding water into an aquarium embedded inside the pedestal. Within the
aquarium is Kombucha, a live, edible, bacterial culture that uses the water (and other ingredients)
to grow. The artist will be hosting 2-3 events to engage the community in her work.
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Attachment A

Bee Canyon Park (Council District 12)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artist collective Lucky
Dragons. The commission entitled “A” (“Delta”), is the character of a site-specific performance
designed to take place in Bee Canyon Park over the course of one month. A predetermined

schedule will guide visitors to the time and location of “A”—a role to be performed daily by a
solo, duo, or trio of performers.

Each day, for a regularly scheduled duration, a new performer or group of performers assumes
the A persona anonymously. Like a pool of water being treated—flowing in, changing state,
flowing out—A signifies difference, a changing state, dislocation, in process and in dispute. Each
performer or set of performers assuming the role of A will make use of a “toolkit” that lives on-
site—a specially-designed container made to hold scores, objects, and materials for use in tasks,
interactions and meditations to be performed daily.
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Attachment A

Echo Park (Council District 13)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artist Teresa
Margolles. The commission, includes a performance and sculptural piece. The artist will be
installing a structure made of steel clad in wood and a plaster render. Digging will occur to
install the footings for the piece.
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Attachment A

Point Fermin Park (Council District 15)

As a part of the Current: LA Water Biennial, DCA has commissioned the artist Michael Parker.
The commission, entitled THE IDES OF ARCH DU TRIUMPH, will be a sculptural object.
Through a series of systcms-based translations starting from gestural clay models, the final
public manifestation will be a large scale “arch” sculpture. This form will have both geometric
and geologic qualities and will be roughly twelve feet dimensionally. The “arch” will provide a
temporary framing of the international trade routes and the complex erosion of human
monuments. The arch will be wrapped around the existing architecture of the shade structure in
front of the eastern edge of Pt Fermin’s Lighthouse. The arch will face the entry to The Port
capturing the point of egress and ingress of the ships. The artist would also like to display the
small clay models in the Community Room at Point Fermin, to be open during normal hours of
operation.
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CHS IMPLEMENTATION ROADMAP ATTACHMENT 1

Department/Agency: Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks

Named in Strategies as Lead:

Expand Access to Public Restrooms

Named in Strategies as Assist:

3B Develop Encampment Engagement Protocols

3C Widen Access to First Responder Teams for Homeless

4A Strengthen CES Technology, Staffing and Standardization

6C Establish Citywide Mobile Shower and Public Restroom System

4B Strengthen Departmental Support for Homeless Case Managers

4C Strengthen CES Data Sharing and Tracking

S5E Create Regional Homelessness Advisory Council; Joint County-City Implementation Group

9A Employ Homeless Adults by Supporting Social Enterprise

9B City Recruitment, Training and Hiring Process for Homeless/Recently Homeless

Assisting Agencies/Departments Noted in Strategy Brief:

Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority (LAHSA) (co-lead)
6F Bureau of Sanitation

Municipal Facilities Committee

General Services Department




CHS IMPLEMENTATION ROADMAP ATTACHMENT 1

Role/Responsibility:

The Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) is designated as the lead department/agency for one strategy
adopted in the City’s Comprehensive Homeless Strategy (CHS); the same strategy has also been prioritized by the City
Council for the current fiscal year. As the lead department, it is the responsibility of RAP to ensure constant communication
between itself and any departments assisting in the implementation of assigned strategies. It will be incumbent upon RAP to
hold assisting departments and agencies accountable for the roles they have been designated to play in bringing an end to
homelessness.

City Council has identified strategies marked in yellow as requiring first priority for implementation.
Additional Points of Contact/SMEs

The CAQ budget analyst for RAP is Jay Shin (jay.shin@lacity.org). Please feel free to engage Jay or Leah Chu
(lea.chu@lacity.org), in addition to Geoff Thompson (geoff.thompson@lacity.org) regarding any questions,

concerns, or support you need as we begin implementing these strategies.
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ATTACHMENT 2

ERIC GARCETTI
MAYOR

EXECUTIVE DIRECTIVE NO. 16
Issue Date: April 29, 2016
Subject: Implementation of the Comprehensive Homeless Strategy

The City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles undertook an historic joint effort
to address homelessness regionally when the Board of Supervisors approved the
County’'s Recommended Strategies to Combat Homelessness on February 9, 2016, and
I'approved the City’'s Comprehensive Homeless Strategy on February 10, 2016. This
effort emerged out of a joint planning process that engaged local, regional, and national
stakeholders, and that included the voices of residents experiencing homelessness.

The City's Comprehensive Homeless Strategy report presents sixty-four strategy briefs
that align with my three-pillar approach: house those who are currently homeless:
prevent residents who have homes from falling into homelessness; and implement a
street-based plan that protects public health and public safety along with the civil rights
of people experiencing homelessness. The report will guide us through this current
crisis and after.

The Comprehensive Homeless Strategy incorporates national best practices including a
coordinated entry system to navigate people from the streets into housing; a housing-
first approach to prioritize placement in permanent housing as a primary solution; and
the decriminalization of homelessness. These practices are evidence-based and have
contributed to ending homelessness among high-need subpopulations including
persons with substance-abuse and other mental disorders, veterans, persons in the
criminal-justice system, and persons experiencing chronic homelessness.

The City expects to implement the Comprehensive Homeless Strategy over ten years at
an estimated cost of $1.87 billion,; this funding is intended to leverage additional county,
state, and federal funding resources. The City will implement the strategy briefs in the

200 N. SPRING STREET, ROOM 303 LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 (213) 978-0600
MAYOR.LACITY.ORG @



ATTACHMENT 2

Mayor Eric Garcetti
Executive Directive No. 16
Page 2 of 3

report equitably across all communities and in proportion to the number of local
homeless residents documented in thé annual Homeless Count.

Our City is in an unprecedented moment of transformational change. We must employ
all City resources and deploy them strategically to accomplish our goal of ending
chronic homelessness.

Early in my Administration, | convened a Homelessness Cabinet that included
representatives of various City Departments and City Councilmembers’ Offices, As part
of the Comprehensive Homeless Strategy, we have also formed a Homeless Strategy
Committee, which is working to address the important strategy briefs in the
Comprehensive Homeless Strategy report. Now it is time to establish with the force of
law an official Mayor's Homelessness Cabinet to enlist every City Department into the
fight against homelessness and to provide for full accountability for the effective
implementation of the Comprehensive Homeless Strategy. This will ensure that there
will be “no wrong door” for a homeless person to connect to services regardless of
which Department’s door the person enters.

Accordingly, | hereby order the following:

» Each General Manager or Head of Department/Office shall designate a senior
manager as the Mayor's Homelessness Liaison for the Department/Office, and
shall notify my Homelessness Policy Director of that person’s name and contact
information (including when there is a subsequent personnel change or change
to that person’s contact information).

| hereby create the Mayor's Homelessness Cabinet, which my Homelessness
Policy Director shall chair, and which shall include the departmental Mayor's
Homelessness Liaisons as well as members from and designated by my Office.
Each General Manager or Head of Department/Office shall ensure departmental
Mayor’s Homelessness Liaison representation at regular Mayor's Homelessness
Cabinet meetings when called by my Homelessness Policy Director.

« The Mayor's Homelessness Cabinet shall:

° have primary responsibility for implementing the City’s “No Wrong Door”
policy, adopted as a Guiding Principle for the City’s Comprehensive Homeless
Strategy, across all City agencies; :

° ensure that City agencies are empowered to increase awareness of and
access to resources that connect homeless constituents to housing and
services, and that the agencies are accountable for doing so;

> host a peer learning environment to inform and share best practices on
addressing the needs of homeless residents who engage City services;
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° create and operationalize an online staff training program to build a uniform
customer-service approach to engage homeless residents:

> develop a data-sharing agreement and a data-collection process to track
departmental engagement with homeless residents:

° design and coordinate a public online dashboard that regularly publishes
metrics and indicators related to homelessness, including, in particular,
metrics and indicators related to the City’s implementation of the
Comprehensive Homeless Strategy; and

> take appropriate actions to implement the Comprehensive Homeless Strategy
pursuant to its Guiding Principles and to address homelessness as future
needs dictate.

By June 30, 2016, each General Manager or Head of Department/Office shall
submit to my Homelessness Policy Director a Homelessness Strategy Action
Plan to implement the Comprehensive Homeless Strategy and to address the
needs of homeless residents in the new fiscal year. Beginning in 2017, each
General Manager or Head of Department/Office shall submit to my Office an
updated Homelessness Strategy Action Plan as part of the Annual General
Manager Review process.

Executed this 29th day of April 2016.

EG

ERIC GARCETTI
Mayor




MATTERS PENDING

Matters Pending will be carried for a maximum of six months, after which time they will be
deemed withdrawn and rescheduled whenever a new staff report is received.

GENERAL MANAGER'S REPORTS:

ORIGINALLY PLACED ON DEEMED
PLACED ON MATTERS WITHDRAWN
BOARD AGENDA PENDING

2/3/16 2/17/16 8/17/16

16-021 City Hall Park — Joy Picus Play Area Renovation (PRJ20941) Project — Allocation
of Zone Change Fees; Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act

2/3/16 2/17/16 8/17/16

16-025  Griffith Park — Nursery Improvement (PRJ21006) Project — Allocation of Quimby
Fees; Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act

3/16/16 4/6/16 8/6/16
16-077 Fence Installation, Maintenance and/or Repairs — Request for Qualifications

BIDS TO BE RECEIVED:
6/21/16 Echo Park Boathouse Café Concession (CON-F16-002)

PROPOSALS TO BE RECEIVED:

None

QUALIFICATIONS TO BE RECEIVED:
6/21/16 General Park Building Construction, Retrofit, Maintenance and/or Repairs

***For Internal Use — Not Included as Part of Agenda***
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