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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  
 

 Introduction of Glassell Park Recreation Center Staff  
 
2. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 
 

 Approval of Minutes for the Regular Meeting of August 10, 2016 
 

3. NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL COMMENTS  
 

 Discussion with Neighborhood Council Representatives on Neighborhood Council 
Resolutions or Community Impact Statements Filed with the City Clerk Relative to Any 
Item Listed or Being Considered on this Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners 
Meeting Agenda (Los Angeles Administrative Code 22.819; Ordinance 184243) 

 
3. BOARD REPORTS 

 
16-185 2024 Olympic Games - Use of Various Department Facilities; Venue Use  

Agreement with the Los Angeles 2024 Exploratory Committee 
 

16-186 Griffith Park – Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the 
Proposed Griffith Park/Observatory Circulation and Parking Enhancement 
Plan – Findings for All Potentially Significant Environmental Effects of the 
Project in Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA);  
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Implementation of IS/MND’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program in 
Accordance with CEQA Guidelines [Section 15074(D)]  
 

16-187 Los Angeles Center for Enriched Studies – Facility Use Permit for Joint Use 
of Recreational Facilities from July 2016 through June 2017; Exemption from 
California Environmental Quality Act 
 

16-188 Westchester Senior Citizens Center – Memorandum of Understanding with 
Westside Pacific Villages for a Donation of Internet Connectivity through the 
Installation of Digital Subscriber Line(s) (DSL), Associated Equipment, and 
DSL Service; Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 3(4) of the City CEQA Guidelines 
 

16-189 Target Retail Center Project – Child Care Facility Requirements Pursuant to 
Section 6.G of the Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific 
Plan/Station Neighborhood Area Plan – Request for In-Lieu Child Care Fee 
Payment Pursuant to Section 6.G.4 of the Vermont/Western Transit Oriented 
District Specific Plan/Station Neighborhood Area Plan 
 

16-190 Central Recreation Center – Play Area Rehabilitation (PRJ20946) Project – 
Allocation of Zone Change Fees – Exemption from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 
1(1,3)  and Class 11(3) of the City CEQA Guidelines 
 

16-191 Reseda Multipurpose Center – Building Improvements (PRJ21031) Project – 
Allocation of Quimby Fees – Exemption from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 1(1,13) of the City 
CEQA Guidelines 
 

16-192 North Hollywood Park – Service Easement Agreement with the Los Angeles 
Department of Water and Power (LADWP) for the Installation, Repair and 
Service of Recycled Water Meters; Exemption from the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 
3(5,8) and Class 5(30) of the City CEQA Guidelines 
 

16-193 Orcutt Ranch Horticultural Center and Community Garden – Blue Star 
Memorial Plaque; Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Pursuant to Article VLL, Section 1, Class 11(1) of the City CEQA 
Guidelines 
 

16-194 Griffith Park Observatory Coin-Operated Telescope Concession – Exercise 
Agreement Renewal Option 
 

16-195 Clean and Safe Spaces (CLASS) Parks Youth Employment Internship 
Program – Juvenile Justice Crime Prevention Act After-School Enrichment  
and Supervision Program for Fiscal Year 2016-2017; Acceptance of Grant 
Funds 
 

16-196 EXPO Center – Youth Job Corps Program – Correction to Board Report No. 
16-131 
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4. COMMISSION TASK FORCE UPDATES 
 

 Commission Task Force on Concessions Report – President Patsaouras and 
Commissioner Culpepper 
 

 Commission Task Force on Facility Repair and Maintenance Report – Commissioners 
Sanford and Alvarez 

 
5. GENERAL MANAGER’S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES 
 

 Various Communications Report 
 

 Informational Report on Department Activities and Facilities 
 

 Informational Update on the Greek Theatre 
 
 Informational Report – Overview of the Los Angeles County Proposition A-Safe 

Neighborhood Parks, Gang Prevention, Tree Planting, Senior and Youth Recreation, 
Beaches and Wildlife Protection Acts of 1992 and 1996 – Grant Program Funding for 
Department of Recreation And Parks 
 

6. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

Comments by the Public on All Other Matters within the Board’s Subject Matter Jurisdiction 
 
7. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 

Requests by Commissioners to Schedule Specific Future Agenda Items 
 
8. NEXT MEETING 

 
The next scheduled Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners will be 
held on Wednesday, September 21, 2016, 9:30 a.m., at Eagle Rock Recreation Center, 
1100 Eagle Vista Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90041. 
 

9. 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. 
 
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) 
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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/


REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
 

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

 
Wednesday, August 10, 2016 

  
The Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles convened the Regular 
Meeting at Baldwin Hills Recreation Center at 9:30 a.m. Present were President Sylvia Patsaouras, 
Vice President Lynn Alvarez, and Commissioner Melba Culpepper.  Also present were Michael A. 
Shull, General Manager, and Deputy City Attorney III Strefan Fauble. 
 
The following Department staff members were present: 
 
Anthony-Paul Diaz, Executive Officer and Chief of Staff 
Vicki Israel, Assistant General Manager, Partnership and Revenue Branch 
Kevin Regan, Assistant General Manager, Operations Branch 
Ramon Barajas, Assistant General Manager, Planning, Construction and Maintenance Branch 
Alex Yee, Director of Systems, Finance Division 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS 
 
Carl Cooper, Superintendent of the Pacific Region, introduced Department staff and provided 
background and programming information regarding the Baldwin Hills Recreation Center. 
Superintendent Cooper also introduced Park Advisory Board Member Michael Oxley, and discussed 
his community involvement and participation in sports programs at Baldwin Hills Recreation Center. 
 
President Patsaouras acknowledged former Commissioner Iris Zuñiga for her commitment and 
service on the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners.  
 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 
 
Commissioner Alvarez moved that the Board approve the Minutes of the July 13, 2016 Regular 
Meeting, which motion was seconded by Commissioner Culpepper.  There being no objections, the 
Motion was unanimously approved.  
 
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
There were no comments from the Neighborhood Council Representatives relative to the Agenda 
Items being considered.  
 
BOARD REPORTS 
 
16-184 - TAKEN OUT OF ORDER 
WESTMINSTER SENIOR CITIZEN CENTER – MINOR 
MAINTENANCE AND AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) 
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT; ISSUANCE OF TEMPORARY RIGHT-
OF-ENTRY PERMIT TO THE LOS ANGELES HOMELESS 
SERVICES AUTHORITY FOR A TEMPORARY STORAGE 
FACILITY FOR THE STORAGE OF THE PERSONAL 
BELONGINGS OF HOMELESS PERSONS AND HOMELESS 
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SERVICE INFORMATION CENTER; CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION 
FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
(CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 19, SECTION 15301, CLASS 
1(A) AND SECTION 15303, CLASS 3(C) OF THE STATE CEQA 
GUIDELINES. THE BOARD MAY RECESS INTO CLOSED 
SESSION TO CONFER WITH ITS LEGAL COUNSEL PURSUANT 
TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54956.9(D)(2),(E)(3), BASED 
ON WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS THREATENING LITIGATION 
 
Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-184 for approval of the proposed Minor Maintenance and 
Facility Improvements Project (Project) for the Westminster Senior Citizen Center (Center); 
authorization of the General Manager or Designee to issue a temporary Right-of-Entry Permit to the 
Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority for a one-year term to use a portion of the Center for the 
storage of personal belongings of homeless persons and as a homeless services information 
center; and approval of the finding that the proposed Project is categorically exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  
 
Senior Management Analyst II Macaraeg amended the CEQA Clearance Section on Page 3 of 
Board Report No. 16-184 to include the following language: 
 

Department staff recommends that Board make the determination that the proposed Project is 
also exempt from CEQA based on the Common Sense Exemption pursuant to State CEQA 
Guideline Section 15061(b)(3) because it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility 
that the activity in question may have a significant impact on the environment. Department staff 
also recommends that the Board make the finding, based on the entire record available, that no 
unusual circumstances exist that distinguish this proposed Project from other routine projects in 
the Class 1 and Class 3 CEQA exemptions. 

 
Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-184. One request for public comment was 
submitted. Debbie Dyner Harris, District Director of Mike Bonin’s Office, Eleventh Council District, 
spoke in support of the proposed Project.  
 
The Board recessed into closed session at 9:45 a.m. to confer with its legal counsel pursuant to 
California Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(2),e(3) based on written communications 
threatening litigation.  The Board reconvened in open session at 10:15 a.m., at which time Deputy 
City Attorney III Strefan Fauble announced that no action was taken by the Board during closed 
session. 
 
The Board and Department staff discussed the planned renovations to the Westminster Senior 
Citizen Center which include improvements to the restrooms and doors for compliance with 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility standards, lead and asbestos abatement 
throughout the entire facility, paint, and roofing repairs. Commissioner Alvarez requested that 
Department staff bring back a Report as a separate Agenda item for potential improvements to the 
adjacent dog park in Westminster Park.  Department staff will work with Council District 11 Office 
and the community to identify such improvements.  
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President Patsaouras requested a Motion to approve Board Report No. 16-184 as amended. 
Commissioner Alvarez moved that Board Report No. 16-184 be approved as amended, and that the 
Resolutions recommended in the Report be thereby approved. Commissioner Culpepper seconded 
the Motion. There being no objections, the Motion was unanimously approved. 
 
16-183 – TAKEN OUT OF ORDER 
RUNYON CANYON PARK – BASKETBALL COURT 
IMPROVEMENT SETTLEMENT PROJECT – AUTHORIZATION OF 
REIMBURSEMENT TO PINK DOLPHIN CLOTHING, LLC  FOR 
DESIGN SERVICE, COMPLETED WORK AND PURCHASED  
MATERIALS 
 
Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-183 to authorize the allocation of $172,102.69 to the Runyon 
Canyon Park – Basketball Court Improvement Settlement Project by the Department’s Chief 
Accounting Employee; and approval of the encumbrance in the amount of $172,102.69 from 
Runyon Canyon Park Fund 302, Department 88, Contractual Services Account 3040 to reimburse 
Pink Dolphin Clothing, LLC for completed work and purchased materials related to the repair and 
restoration of an existing retaining wall and installation of basketball court improvements with 
ancillary park amenities at the site of an existing concrete court within Runyon Canyon Park. The 
Board and Department staff discussed the proposed settlement to reimburse Pink Dolphin Clothing, 
LLC for the geotechnical report, engineering design services, permit activities, purchased materials, 
and the partially completed construction work performed by the project contractor, B&H Holdings, 
Inc. dba Digital Interiors. Department staff determined that approximately 25% of the construction 
work was completed by Digital Interiors which consisted of demolition, purchased materials, and 
partial completion of the retaining wall. The retaining wall to support of the fire road and hiking was 
completed by the Department’s on-call contractors.   
 
Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-183. Four requests for public comment were 
submitted, and such comments were made to the Board.  
 
16-166 
ROGER JESSUP COMMUNITY GARDEN – SUPPLEMENTAL 
AGREEMENT TO AGREEMENT NO. 3400 WITH YOUTH SPEAK 
COLLECTIVE TO EXTEND THE TERM  
 
Joel Alvarez, Senior Management Analyst I of the Partnership Division, presented Board Report No. 
16-166 for approval of a proposed Supplemental Agreement to Agreement No. 3400 with Youth 
Speak Collective to extend the term of Agreement No. 3400 from three years to a total of ten years 
for the operation and maintenance of the Roger Jessup Community Garden.  
 
16-167    
OAKRIDGE RESIDENCE – MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
WITH FRIENDS OF OAKRIDGE 
 
Joel Alvarez, Senior Management Analyst I of the Partnership Division, presented Board Report No. 
16-167 for approval of a proposed Memorandum of Understanding to establish the roles, 
responsibilities, and relationship between the City of Los Angeles and the Friends of Oakridge for 
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the restoration, preservation, and support of the Oakridge Residence and its historical significance.  
The Board and Department staff discussed the preparation of a treatment plan by an environmental 
consultant for restoration and improvements to the Oakridge Residence, and the private tours 
coordinated by the Friends of Oakridge to raise funds for the facility. Commissioner Alvarez 
requested that Department staff report back on the public benefit gained from the proposed MOU 
once the future use of the Oakridge Residence’s surrounding grounds is determined. President 
Patsaouras also requested that Department staff report back on how the fundraising proceeds will 
be used once the treatment plan is complete.  
 
16-168    
CULVER/SLAUSON PARK – CELLULAR EQUIPMENT 
INSTALLATION; APPROVAL OF SITE LEASE AGREEMENT WITH 
AT&T 
 
Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-168 for approval of the installation of a new unmanned 
wireless telecommunications facility at Culver/Slauson Park by New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC 
(AT&T); approval of the proposed Site Lease Agreement for a five-year lease term with up to three 
successive five-year terms for the operation and maintenance of the wireless telecommunications 
facility by AT&T; concurrence with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) findings as 
adopted for the project’s Mitigated Negative Declaration by the Los Angeles Department of City 
Planning on April 6, 2016; and authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to 
establish a Department Fund and Account into which the collected fees for the Site Lease 
Agreement will be deposited. 
 
16-169    
BARRINGTON RECREATION CENTER – REVOCABLE LICENSE 
AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS (USDVA) FOR THE OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE OF THE BARRINGTON RECREATION CENTER 
EXPANSION; RENAMING OF THE BARRINGTON RECREATION 
CENTER EXPANSION ON USDVA LAND TO VETERANS’ 
BARRINGTON PARK; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO 
ARTICLE III, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(14) AND CLASS 11(1,3 AND 6) 
OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES  
 
Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-169 for approval of a proposed Revocable License 
Agreement with the United States Department of Veterans Affairs (USDVA) for the operation and 
maintenance of the Barrington Recreation Center Expansion on 9.82 acres of USDVA property; 
authorization of the expenditure of funds not to exceed $150,000.00 for the design and construction 
of a Veterans dedication memorial and a beautification program; authorization to rename the 
Barrington Recreation Center Expansion on USDVA land to Veterans’ Barrington Park; and 
approval of the finding that the proposed Project is categorically exempt from CEQA.  The Board 
and Department staff discussed the Department’s intention to expend an amount of not less than 
$200,000.00 per year to pay for the salaries and applicable benefits of Veterans hired by the 
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Department. The Board and Department staff also discussed the USDVA’s authority over the design 
and construction of the proposed Veterans dedication memorial and beautification program.  
 
Board Report No. 16-169 and the proposed Revocable License Agreement were therefore amended 
to clarify the Department’s intention to promote employment opportunities for Veterans at City parks, 
and to hire Veterans at a value of not less than $200,000.00 per year. 
 
Recommendation No. 4 was amended as follows: 
 

4. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) to advertise and promote 
employment opportunities for Veterans, and to authorize the Department to expend an 
amount of not less than $200,000.00 per year for hiring Veterans.  

 
The first bullet point on Page 4 was amended as follows: 
 

 The Department shall work with the USDVA to promote employment opportunities, and to 
hire Veterans at a value of not less than $200,000.00 per year to the USDVA.  

 
The fifth sentence of the last paragraph on Page 4 was amended as follows: 

 
The proposed commitment to advertise and promote employment opportunities to hire Veterans 
at a value of not less than Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000.00) per year is in lieu of 
paying rent to USDVA.  
 

 The first sentence of the Fiscal Impact Statement on Page 5 was amended as follows: 
 

As previously stated, approval of the proposed Revocable License will require RAP to commit to 
advertise and promote employment opportunities to hire Veterans at a value not less than Two 
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000.00) per year. 
 

The third sentence of the Fiscal Impact Statement on Page 5 was amended as follows to reflect the 
USDVA’s authority over the design and construction of the proposed memorial dedicating the site to 
Veterans, and the beautification program to improve the appearance of Veterans’ Barrington Park: 
 

Future renovation plans will be brought back as an informational report as the USDVA holds 
authority on improvements.  

 
The first sentence of Section 2.D.1(a) - License Fee; Other City Obligations of the proposed 
Revocable License Agreement’s Terms and Conditions was amended as follows:  
 

The City (through its Department of Recreation and Parks) agrees during the term of this 
agreement to advertise and promote the hiring of Veterans at City parks (with emphasis at 
Veterans Barrington Park). In addition, the City agrees to hire Veterans at a total annual cost of 
not less than Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000), and provide a written report by 
February 1 of each year, detailing the extent to which the City has met this requirement for the 
previous year. 
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16-170    
MT. LEE/GRIFFITH PARK EXPANSION (PRJ21021) (LOS 
ANGELES COUNTY ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 5581-010-
003) – FINAL AUTHORIZATION TO ACQUIRE PROPERTY FOR 
PARK PURPOSES; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO 
ARTICLE 19, SECTIONS 15301 CLASS 1(L), 15303 CLASS 3(E), 
15325 CLASS 25(F) OF THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES 
 
Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-169 for adoption of a Resolution authorizing the 
Department to request assistance from the General Services Department (GSD) and other City 
entities in obtaining a fee title to the Mt. Lee Property parcel identified as Los Angeles County 
Assessor’s Parcel Number 5581-010-003; approval to use Recreation and Parks Fund No. 205, 
Department 88, Appropriation No. 88MMD2 for the acquisition and related costs of the Mt. Lee 
Property as recommended by the City Council Motion referenced in Council File No. 15-1285; 
authorization of Department staff to coordinate acquisition activities with GSD and any other City 
Departments to obtain the necessary funding approvals to expedite the purchase of the Mt. Lee 
Property; authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to make technical 
corrections as necessary to establish the necessary accounts and accept and/or authorize the 
transfer of necessary monies for the acquisition to the appropriate City Department accounts or 
escrow company account; and final approval to purchase the Mt. Lee Property upon completion of 
the preliminary acquisition activities, and contingent upon completion of appropriate California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documentation, completion and satisfaction of all environmental 
assessments prior to close of escrow, negotiation of a purchase price that is consistent with GSD’s 
professional opinion of market value, and clearance/resolution of any and all Title issues prior to 
close of escrow. The Purchase and Sale Agreement (PSA) shall be executed upon receipt of the 
necessary approvals, and authority shall be granted to GSD and City Attorney’s Office to review, 
negotiate, draft, and finalize and execute forthwith a PSA on behalf of the Board if necessary 
pending final review and approval by GSD Asset Management Division upon completion of all 
conditions stipulated in Board Report No. 16-170.  
 
Board Report No. 16-170 was corrected to appropriately reflect that the Mt. Lee Property is located 
within Council District 4.  
 
16-171    
50 PARKS INITIATIVE – NEVIN AVENUE PARK (PRJ20833) 
PROJECT – 1531 EAST 32ND STREET AND 1527 EAST 32ND 
STREET – FINAL AUTHORIZATION TO ACQUIRE PROPERTY 
AND EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 19, SECTIONS 
15301 CLASS 1(L), 15303 CLASS 3(E), 15325 CLASS 25(F), AND 
15330 CLASS 30(B)(5) OF THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES  
 
Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-171 for the acquisition of parcels located at 1527 East 32nd 
Street and 1531 East 32nd Street, Los Angeles, California 90011 for Nevin Avenue Park identified 
as Los Angeles County Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 5117-001-008 and 5117-001-009, 
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respectively; adoption of a Resolution authorizing Department staff to request the assistance of the 
General Services Department (GSD) and other City entities per Charter Section 594(a) and (b), in 
obtaining fee title to the two parcels and approving the necessary agreements; approval of the use 
of Proposition 84 funds for the acquisition of the two parcels, as well as other alternative funding 
sources  to cash flow the acquisition to be reimbursed by Proposition 84 funds as they become 
available; approval of the proposed Purchase and Sale Agreement (PSA) referred to as the 
Agreement and Covenant Not To Sue between City of Los Angeles, acting by and through the 
Board, and the State Of California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) allowing for the 
release of lien by DTSC and sale of property; concurrence with the Court's approval of the Consent 
Decree action concerning the STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL, Plaintiff, v. RENU PLATING COMPANY, INC., et al., Defendants; approval of the finding 
that the Project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
pursuant to Article 19, Sections 15301 Class 1 (I), 15303 Class 3 (e), 15325 Class 25(f), and 15330 
Class 30(b)(5) of the State CEQA Guidelines; authorization of the Department's Chief Accounting 
Employee to find an alternative funding source to cash flow the acquisition, make technical 
corrections as necessary to establish the necessary accounts for the acquisition, and accept and/or 
authorize the transfer of the necessary monies to fund the acquisition to the appropriate City 
Department accounts or escrow company account; and grant final approval to purchase the property 
upon the completion of the preliminary acquisition activities, contingent upon the conditions 
stipulated in Board Report No. 16-171. The Board and Department staff discussed the limitations of 
selecting alternatives sites for the Nevin Avenue Park Project due to State grant funding, the 
Department’s planned coordination with the Los Angeles Unified School District regarding 
accessibility to the Project site by Nevin Avenue Elementary School students, and the availability of 
State funding for the acquisition.  
  
16-172    
PENMAR GOLF COURSE – FINAL APPROVAL OF PROPOSED 
WATER PIPELINE INSTALLATION PROJECT; GRANTING AN 
EASEMENT FOR THE PROPOSED PIPELINE; ISSUANCE OF A 
RIGHT-OF-ENTRY PERMIT; REPLACEMENT PARK 
IMPROVEMENTS; AND EXEMPTION FROM THE CALFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO 
ARTICLE III, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(14), CLASS 3(5), CLASS 4(3), 
AND CLASS 5(30) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES 
 
Cid Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-172 for approval of the City of Santa Monica's project for 
the proposed water pipeline installation project (Project) through Penmar Golf Course and 
associated park improvements; authorization to issue a temporary revocable Right-of-Entry Permit 
to the City of Santa Monica and/or its contractors to allow for the construction of the Project; 
authorization to request that City Council approve the granting of an easement to the City of Santa 
Monica for the Project; and approval of the finding that the proposed Project is categorically exempt 
from the California Environmental Quality Act. 
 
16-173 
HEATING, VENTILATION, AND AIR CONDITIONING (HVAC) 
SYSTEM AND BUILDING MECHANICAL SYSTEM 
IMPROVEMENTS AT VARIOUS FACILITIES – APPROPRIATION 
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FROM UNRESERVED AND UNDESIGNATED FUND BALANCE IN 
FUND 302; ALLOCATION OF QUIMBY AND ZONE CHANGE 
GEES; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE III, SECTION 1, 
CLASS 1(1,4) AND CLASS 2(6) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES 
 
Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-173 for approval of twelve Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning 
systems (HVAC) and building mechanical systems improvement projects at various Department 
facilities; authorization of the appropriation in the amount of $600,000.00 in Fund 302, Department 
88, Account 3040 to the Contractual Services Account; authorization of the Department’s Chief 
Accounting Employee to reallocate $60,000.00 in Zone Change Fees currently allocated to the City 
Hall Park Restoration (PRJ20465) Project to the Evergreen Recreation Center  - Youth Activity 
Center HVAC Improvements (PRJ21053) Project; approval of the transfer of Zone Change Fees in 
the amount of $60,000.00 from City Hall Park Account No. 89440K-CY to Evergreen Recreation 
Center Account No. 89440K-EF for the Evergreen Recreation Center - Youth Activity Center HVAC 
Improvements (PRJ21053) Project; authorization to reallocate $70,000.00 in Quimby Fees currently 
allocated to the Queen Anne Recreation Center - Splash Pad Rehabilitation (PRJ20189) Project to 
the Queen Anne Recreation Center - HVAC Improvements (PRJ21054) Project, and allocate 
$70,000.00 in Quimby Fees from Queen Anne Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-QA for the 
Queen Anne Recreation Center - HVAC Improvements (PRJ21054) Project; authorization to transfer 
Quimby Funds in the amount of $35,000.00 from Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-00 to Van Nuys 
Sherman Oaks Park Account No. 89460K-VS for the Sherman Oaks/East Valley Adult Center – 
HVAC Improvements (PRJ21055) Project; approval of the allocation of $35,000.00 in Quimby Fees 
from Van Nuys Sherman Oaks Park Account No. 89460K-VS for the Sherman Oaks/East Valley 
Adult Center - HVAC Improvements (PRJ21055) Project; authorization to reallocate $170,000.00 in 
Quimby Fees currently allocated to the Van Nuys Sherman Oaks Park - Synthetic Turf Field 
(PRJ20717) Project in the Van Nuys Sherman Oaks Park Account No. 89460K-VS to the Van Nuys 
Sherman Oaks Park - Pool Mechanical System Improvements (PRJ21056) Project; authorization to 
transfer and allocate $195,000.00 from Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-00 to Vanalden Park 
Account No. 89460K-VG for the Vanalden Park - Wilkinson Multipurpose Senior Center HVAC 
Improvements (PRJ21052) Project; and approval of the finding that the proposed Projects are 
categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Board and 
Department staff discussed the immediate commencement of the HVAC and building mechanical 
systems improvement projects at the designated Department facilities, and the posting of signs to 
inform patrons of the improvement projects.  
 
16-174    
VENICE BEACH – NEW SKATE PARK (PRJ1029C) PROJECT AND 
VENICE BEACH – PIER REFURBISHMENT (PRJ20587) PROJECT 
– ALLOCATION OF QUIMBY FEES 
 
Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-174 to rescind approval of Recommendation No. 21-B of Board 
Report No. 08-198 which authorized the transfer of $411,379.00 in Quimby Fees collected in Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2005-06 from Quimby Account No. 89460K-00 to Venice Beach Account No. 89460K-VE, 
and authorize the transfer of $321,569.00 collected in FY 2005-06 from Quimby Account No. 
89460K-00 to Venice Beach Account No. 89460K-VE; rescind approval of Recommendation No. 21-



August 10, 2016 
 
 
 

 9 

D of Report No. 08-198 which authorized the allocation of $1,700,000.00 in Quimby Fees for the 
Venice Beach – New Skate Park (PRJ1029C) Project, and authorize the allocation of $1,610,190.00 
in Quimby Fees for the Venice Beach – New Skate Park (PRJ1029C) Project; authorization to 
reallocate $269,295.70 in Quimby Fees currently allocated to the Venice Beach - New Skate Park 
(PRJ1029C) Project to the Venice Beach - Pier Refurbishment (PRJ20587) Project; authorization to 
transfer of Quimby Funds in the amount of $159,462.00 from Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-00 
to Venice Beach Account No. 89460K-VE; and approval of the allocation of $428,757.70 in Quimby 
Funds from Venice Beach Account No. 89460K-VE for the Venice Beach - Pier Refurbishment 
(PRJ20587) Project. 
 
16-175    
WESTWOOD GARDENS PARK – OUTDOOR PARK 
IMPROVEMENTS (PRJ20637) PROJECT; ALLOCATION OF 
QUIMBY FEES 
 
Chris Atencio, Landscape Architectural Associate II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance 
Branch, presented Board Report No. 16-175 for authorization of the Department’s Chief Accountant 
to transfer $100,000.00 in Quimby Fees currently allocated to the Westwood Park - Synthetic Turf 
Field (PRJ20663) Project in Westwood Park Account No. 89460K-WP to Westwood Gardens Park 
Account No. 89460K-W1 for the Westwood Gardens Park – Outdoor Park Improvements 
(PRJ20637) Project. 
 
16-176    
EVERGREEN RECREATION CENTER – FACILITY 
IMPROVEMENTS (W.O. #E170382F)  PROJECT – APPROVAL OF 
FINAL PLANS AND CALL FOR BIDS AND EXEMPTION FROM THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) 
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE III, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(1,32)  
 
Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-176 for approval of the final plans and specifications for the 
construction of the Evergreen Recreation Center - Facility Improvements Project (Project); approval 
of the date to be advertised for receipt of bids as Tuesday, September 27, 2016 at 1:00 p.m.; and 
approval of the finding that the Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 1 (1,32). 
 
16-177    
STONEHURST RECREATION CENTER – FACILITY UPGRADES 
(W.O. #E170243F) PROJECT – APPROVAL OF FINAL PLANS AND 
CALL FOR BIDS; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO 
ARTICLE III, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(1), OF THE CITY CEQA 
GUIDELINES 
 
Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-177 for approval of the final plans and specifications for the 
construction of the Stonehurst Recreation Center - Facility Upgrades Project (Project); approval of 
the date to be advertised for receipt of bids as Tuesday, September 27, 2016, at 1:00 p.m. in the 
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Board Office; and approval of the finding that the Project is categorically exempt from California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article III, Section 1, Class 1(1). 
 
16-178    
GRIFFITH PARK – SYNTHETIC SOCCER FIELD (PRJ21033) 
PROJECT AND MAR VISTA RECREATION CENTER – 
SYNTHETIC SOCCER FIELD REPLACEMENT (PRJ21034) 
PROJECT – LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND 
POWER WATER CONSERVATION REBATE – ASSIGNMENT OF 
FUNDS; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE III, SECTION 1, 
CLASS 2 OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES 
 
Tom Gibson, Landscape Architect II of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-178 for approval of the Griffith Park – Synthetic Soccer Fields 
Project and Mar Vista Recreation Center - Synthetic Soccer Field Replacement Project; 
authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to encumber $987,840.00 and 
transfer the funds from Fund 302, Department 89, Account 89709H-WC Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power Water Conservation, to Fund 302, Department 89, Account 89270K  - General 
Capital for the Griffith Park - Synthetic Soccer Fields Project; authorization to encumber 
$854,160.00 and transfer the funds from Fund 302, Department 89, Account 89709H-WC Los 
Angeles Department of Water and Power Water Conservation to Fund 302, Department 89, 
Account 89270K – General Capital for the Mar Vista Recreation Center - Synthetic Soccer Field 
Replacement (PRJ21 034) Project. 
 
16-179    
109TH STREET POOL AND BATHHOUSE REPLACEMENT 
PROJECT (PRJ1501P) (W.O. #E1906494) – ACCEPTANCE OF 
STOP PAYMENT NOTICE AND RELEASE OF STOP PAYMENT 
NOTICE ON CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT NO. 3462  
 
Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-179 for authorization to withhold the amounts claimed in the Stop 
Payment Notice filed by Robertson’s against Simgel Company, Inc., and acceptance of the Release 
of Stop Payment Notice on Construction Contract No. 3462 for the 109 th Street Pool and Bathhouse 
Replacement Project. 
 
16-180   
MACARTHUR PARK – PARK REHABILITATION AND LIGHTING 
(PRJ20879) PROJECT – ACCEPTANCE OF STOP PAYMENT 
NOTICE AND RELEASE OF STOP PAYMENT NOTICE ON 
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT NO. 3466 
 
Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Construction, and Maintenance Branch, 
presented Board Report No. 16-180 for authorization to withhold the amounts claimed in the Stop 
Payment Notice filed by Mike’s Portable Welding against Child’s Play plus an additional sum equal 
to 25% thereof, to defray any costs of litigation in the event of court action if the amount of said 
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funds are available; and acceptance of the Release of Stop Payment Notice on Construction 
Contract No. 3466 for the MacArthur Park Rehabilitation and Lighting Project. 
 
16-181    
APPROPRIATION FROM UNRESERVED AND UNDESIGNATED 
FUND BALANCE IN FUND 302 TO VARIOUS ACCOUNTS IN THE 
DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS  
 
Alex Yee, Director of Systems, presented Board Report No. 16-181 for authorization of the 
appropriation in the amount of $1,300,000.00 from Fund 302, Department 88, and authorization of 
the General Manager or Designee to reserve $2,500,000.00 in the Unreserved and Undesignated 
Fund Balance as part of the Fiscal Year 2016-17 budget as directed by the Mayor and Council, and 
to work with the Controller's Office to meet the Department’s budget mandate. 
 
Board Report No. 16-181 was amended to reflect the appropriation amount as $1,300,000.00 in 
Recommendation No. 1 as follows: 
 

1. Subject to approval by the Mayor, authorize the appropriation of One Million, One Hundred 
Thirty-Five Thousand Dollars ($1,135,000.00) One Million, Three Hundred Thousand Dollars 
($1,300,000.00) from Fund 302, Department 88, to various accounts as follows: 

 
 FROM: Unreserved and Undesignated Fund Balance $1,300,000.00 
  
 TO:   Fund 302/88 Account 3040 - Contractual Services $   300,000.00 
   Fund 302/89 Account 270K - 
  Sub account LA River Valley Bike Path  $1,000,000.00 
  
       Total  $1,300,000.00 
  
Page 2 of Board Report No. 16-181 was also amended to reflect the amended appropriation amount 
for the Ken Malloy Harbor Regional Park Sewer Line Replacement as it was determined that an 
additional 600 feet of sewer pipeline needs replacement upon further assessment: 
 
 Ken Malloy Harbor Regional Park Sewer Line Replacement  $135,000.00 $300,000.00 
  

RAP is requesting that One Hundred Thirty-Five Thousand Dollars ($135,000.00) Three 
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($300,000.00) be appropriated from the UUFB to Fund 302/88, 
Account 3040 – Contractual Services for the above-mentioned project.  

 
16-182    
AS-NEEDED SEWER TIE CONSTRUCTION, RETROFIT, 
MAINTENANCE, AND/OR REPAIRS REQUEST FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS  
 
Jim Newsom, Senior Management Analyst II of the Finance Division, presented Board Report No. 
16-182 for the award of proposed three-year Services Contracts with W.A. Rasic Construction Co., 
Inc.; Colich & Sons, LP., Mike Prlich and Sons, Inc., and Vasilj, Inc. for as-needed sewer tie 
construction,  retrofit, maintenance and/or repair services; authorization to waive the informalities for 
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the proposal submitted by Colich & Sons, LP., Mike Prlich and Sons, Inc., and Vasilj, Inc. in 
response to the Request for Qualifications (RFQ), subject to the submittal of the required 
documentation to meet the minimum qualifications of the RFQ; approval of the findings regarding 
the competitive bidding process pursuant to Charter Section 1022, Charter Section 371(e)(2), 
371(e)(10), 372, and Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 10.15(a)(2). 
 
Public comments were invited for the Board Reports. Two requests for public comment were 
submitted. Catherine Landers, Senior Deputy of Councilmember David Ryu’s Office, Fourth Council 
District, spoke in support of the proposed Mt. Lee Property acquisition as presented in Board Report 
No. 16-170. 
 
President Patsaouras requested a Motion to approve the Board Reports as presented and Board 
Report Nos. 16-169, 16-170, and 16-181 as amended, with the exception of Board Report No. 16-
184 which was previously approved as amended in a separate vote. Commissioner Alvarez moved 
that the Board Reports be approved, and that the Resolutions recommended in the Reports be 
thereby approved. Commissioner Culpepper seconded the Motion. There being no objections, the 
Motion was unanimously approved. 
 
CONTINUED BOARD REPORT  
 
16-077    
FENCE AND WALL INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE AND/OR 
REPAIRS – REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS (ORIGINAL DATE – 
MARCH 16, 2016 
 
Kai Wong, Management Analyst II of the Finance Division, presented Board Report No. 16-077 for 
approval of a proposed Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for Fence and Wall Installation, 
Maintenance and/or Repairs for a three-year contract not to exceed $4 million per year per awarded 
contract; authorization to advertise and conduct the RFQ process.  
 
Public comments were invited for Board Report No. 16-077; however, no requests for public 
comment were received.  
 
President Patsaouras requested a Motion to approve Board Report No. 16-077 as presented. 
Commissioner Culpepper moved that Board Report No. 16-077 be approved, and that the 
Resolutions recommended in the Report be thereby approved. Commissioner Alvarez seconded the 
Motion. There being no objections, the Motion was unanimously approved. 
 
COMMISSION TASK FORCES  
 

 Commission Task Force on Concessions Report (President Patsaouras and Commissioner 
Culpepper)  
 
President Patsaouras reported on the Concessions Task Force Meeting held on August 10, 
2016 prior to the Board Meeting, in which the Task Force discussed status updates on Requests 
for Proposals for various concession agreements, as well as a status update on the data entry 
for the City Ethics Commission’s Department Contract Filing System.    
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 Commission Task Force on Facility Repair and Maintenance (Commissioners Sanford and 
Alvarez) 

 
Commissioner Alvarez reported on the Facility Repair and Maintenance Task Force Meeting 
held on August 10, 2016 prior to the Board Meeting, in which the Task Force discussed 
renovation plans for the Griffith Park restrooms, baseball field lighting for Strathern Park North, 
acquisition and development of a new park on San Fernando Road, and the installation of 
commemorative plaques for the Armenian Genocide in each Council District.  
 

GENERAL MANAGER’S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES   
 

 The Various Communications Report was noted and filed.  
 

 General Manager Michael Shull reported on Department activities, facilities, and upcoming 
events. Assistant General Manager Kevin Regan reported on the Liquid Shard art installation in 
Pershing Square Park.  

 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS  
 
Public comments on matters within the Board’s jurisdiction were invited.  Two requests for public 
comment were submitted. Such comments were made to the Board.  
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
There were no requests for future Agenda Items.  
 
NEXT MEETING 
 
The next Regular Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners was scheduled to be 
held on Wednesday, September 7, 2016, 9:30 a.m., at EXPO Center Comrie Hall, 3980 South Bill 
Robertson Lane, Los Angeles, CA 90037. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business to come before the Board, President Patsaouras adjourned the 
Meeting at 11:40 a.m. 
 
ATTEST 
 
 
 
 
                                                                                                                            
PRESIDENT                   BOARD SECRETARY 



 

 

BOARD REPORT NO. 16-185 

WILL BE POSTED  

AT A LATER DATE BY 

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 2016  



BOARD REPORT NO. 16 186 

DATE September 09, 2016 C.D. ___ ---:4~_ 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: GRIFFITH PARK - INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
(IS/MND) FOR THE PROPOSED GRIFFITH PARK/OBSERVATORY 
CIRCULATION AND PARKING ENHANCEMENT PLAN - FINDINGS FOR ALL 
POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE 
PROJECT IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUAIL TY ACT (CEQA); IMPLEMENTATION OF IS/MND'S MITIGATION 
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM IN ACCORDANCE WITH CEQA 
GUIDELINES [SECTION 15074(0)] 

AP Diaz 

R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

Approved _____ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

V. Israel 

*K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Disapproved _____ _ 

-M~ ()~ 
General Manager 

Withdrawn ------

1. Consider the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND), herein included as 
Attachment 1 and posted on the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) website, 
www.laparks,org, for the proposed Griffith Park/Observatory Circulation and Parking 
Enhancement Plan (Project), together with any comments received during the public 
review process; 

2. Find that the IS/MND reflects the independent judgment of RAP; 

3, Find that the Project as mitigated will not have a significant environmental effect; 

4. Adopt the IS/MND and Mitigation Monitoring Program of the IS/MND that specifies the 
mitigation measures to be implemented in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15074(d); 

5. Specify that the documents and materials that constitute the record of proceedings for 
the Project are located in the Office of Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners 
(Board Office) and that the Board Office is the custodian of these documents and 
materials; 

6. Approve the Project as described in the IS/MND; 
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7. Approve a $4.00 per hour parking fee at the Griffith Observatory parking lot, on West 
and East observatory Roads, and along Western Canyon Road, and; 

8. Authorize RAP's Chief Accounting Employee to create the appropriate account(s) (to be 
determined) to record the financial transaction for this fee . 

SUMMARY 

Griffith Park is one of the largest municipal parks in the nation, approximately 4,300 acres in 
size. The Park was established in 1896 by the donation of private land owned by Colonel 
Griffith J. Griffith to the City of Los Angeles and is under the jurisdiction of RAP. RAP is currently 
proposing the development of a Griffith Observatory Circulation and Parking Enhancement Plan 
(CPEP). RAP retained the following project consultants: 

1) Cale America, Inc. is the contractor for the overall Project. 
2) Dixon Resources Unlimited (DIXON), a parking and transportation consultant, was retained 

by Cale America, Inc. to manage the Project implementation. 
3) Iteris, Inc., a traffic engineering firm, was also retained by Cale America, Inc. to perform the 

traffic and circulation impact analysis for the potential road configuration changes. 
4) Amec Foster Wheeler pic, an environmental engineering company, was retained by Cale 

America, Inc. to conduct the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis and 
prepare the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND). 

5) Pictoform was retained by Cale America, Inc. to prepare wayfinding and 
parking/transportation branding plans. 

In recent years, Griffith Park has become an increasingly popular destination for tourists and 
locals alike. Whether to visit the Griffith Observatory, to admire the spectacular vistas of the City 
and the Hollywood Sign, or to experience the multitude of hiking trails, the impacts on Griffith 
Park have been significant. The result of the increased visitation on a near daily basis has 
impacted traffic congestion, increased parking demand, and created safety concerns for visitors, 
bicyclists and pedestrians. The traffic congestion and parking issues have filtered into the 
surrounding neighborhoods, making it difficult for residents to come and go from their homes. 
Given the issues and concerns, significant changes must take place to ensure the future safety 
and efficiency of Griffith Park. 

The proposed CPEP includes the monetization of parking near the Griffith Observatory, the 
introduction of a shuttle circulator system for visitors to more efficiently navigate the park, the 
reconfiguration of the current traffic circulation pattern, and an overall enhancement to the 
wayfinding and signage throughout the park. The objective of the CPEP is to lessen the traffic 
impact within the Park, make it easier to navigate, and encourage public multi-modal 
accessibility. Protecting the natural environment and urban wilderness identity by using 
transportation alternatives, including the potential expansion of shuttle services, is aligned with 
the Vision for Griffith Park (Board Report No. 13-307). It is in the public interest to make access 
to Griffith Park as equitable and accessible for all community members, visitors, and tourists 
alike. Expanding DASH and shuttle services to the Griffith Observatory and Griffith Park in 
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general is complimentary to the Mayor's goals toward a sustainable City. Reducing cars by 
offering alternative modes of transit is the focal point of the CPEP. 

All parking revenues will be used to support Griffith Park. Primarily, revenues will be steered 
towards shuttling and traffic improvements; however, revenues may also be used to increase 
Park Ranger security, hire a park biologist, increase maintenance staffing, provide infrastructure 
repairs, improve motorist directional signs, and expand traffic control staff to support the 
program. 

The park and shuttle idea is well received by large cities throughout the world. In the United 
States, the National Park Service has published a Congestion Management Tool Kit (March 
2014) that focuses solely on traffic mitigation, parking and shuttling. Portland Oregon's 
Washington Park has a parking and shuttle program that closely parallels RAP's intent with the 
CPEP. 

RAP has involved key stakeholders and community engagement throughout the development of 
the CPEP. Beginning in December 2015, the outreach plan was expanded to include 
presentation to the Griffith Park Advisory Board (GPAB), Council District 4, as well as two Town 
Hall Community Meetings. 

The MND was published in the Los Angeles Times on January 21, 2016 and the review ended 
March 11, 2016. The stakeholder/community feedback and MND public commentary has been 
received and extensively reviewed and resulted in some adjustments to the CPEP, including the 
removal of the proposed Mt. Hollywood viewpoint shuttle service and the expansion of 
convenient transportation alternatives for visitors that include the Metro Red Line and DASH. 

Highlights of the CPEP include: 

Monetization of parking 

Roadway configuration changes 

1. Implement a pay-to-park fee of $4.00 per hour at 
the Griffith Observatory parking lot, on West and 
East Observatory Roads and along Western 
Canyon Road. 

2. Install solar-powered pay stations at the Griffith 
Observatory parking lot, on West and East 
Observatory Roads and along Western Canyon 
Road. 

3. Implement a pay-by-phone service to be integrated 
with all pay stations. 

1. Eliminate two-way traffic from the Observatory 
Loop on East & West Observatory Road. 

2. Reconfigure West Observatory Road as a one-way 
traffic flow towards the Griffith Observatory, with 
angled-parking on the sidewalk side of the road. 



Shuttle/DASH Service 

Wayfinding and branding 
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3. Create a one-way traffic loop by opening access on 
East Observatory Road to one-way traffic from the 
Observatory towards Vermont Canyon Road with 
angled-parking on the hill side of the road. 

1. Utilizing funds generated through the monetization 
of parking to support a DASH Bus to transport park 
visitors from the MTA Red Line Station at Sunset 
and Vermont to the Griffith Observatory. 

2. Implement a traffic control plan that proactively 
manages vehicle access to the Observatory Loop 
in order to ensure more direct, fast and efficient 
access for DASH Bus services. 

3. Enhance the passenger pick up location and 
signage near the Greek Theater parking lot to 
encourage a park & ride model. 

4. Expand the current weekend DASH Bus service 
schedule to seven (7) days a week from the Sunset 
Vermont Red Line to the Griffith Observatory. 

1. Implement new and updated wayfinding signage 
throughout the immediate project area. 
a. Provide links to alternate and public 

transportation services. 
2. Re-Iaunch the Griffith Park website to promote 

awareness and transportation alternatives for 
visitors. 

The first implementation phase will also include the installation of integrated traffic counting 
technology that will allow Park staff to manage vehicle access to the Griffith Observatory loop to 
ensure the effectiveness of the DASH Bus service to the Griffith Observatory. The next 
implementation phase will include the redesign of the roadway configuration and the 
implementation of paid parking near and around the Griffith Observatory. The intent is to have 
this phase of the CPEP installed and operational in time for the 2016 Thanksgiving and winter 
breaks. 

All other implementation phases will be incrementally added as traffic mitigation measures along 
Los Feliz Boulevard are implemented. The IS/MND will have detailed information on the 
proposed traffic mitigation measures. 

TREES AND SHADE: 
There will be no impact to trees or shade within the project area. 
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CEQA CLEARANCE 
In accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a 
IS/MND was prepared for the project. The IS/MND analyzes all potentially significant 
environmental effects and imposes mitigation so that all potentially significant effects are 
mitigated to a less than significant level. The IS/MND was circulate to all interested parties and 
responsible agencies for a fifty (50) day review and comments period from January 21, 2016 to 
March 11, 2016. During this public review period a total of seventy (70) e-mails and/or letters 
with comments on the IS/MND were received. All comments have been addressed and 
incorporated into the final IS/MND for the Board's review and consideration. The comments 
resulted in minor changes in the IS/MND, and these changes have been shown in the various 
sections of the final IS/MND. A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program has been 
prepared that specifies all mitigation measures identified in the IS/MND, which will either 
eliminate or reduce the potentially significant environmental impacts of the project to a level less 
than significant, in accordance with Section 15097 of the State CEQA Guidelines. The 
mitigation measures included in the IS/MND and Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program will 
be implemented prior to and during construction, as applicable, to mitigate impacts. Long term 
mitigation measures are noted in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (see 
Attachment 2). 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The long term goal of the CPEP is to be self-sustaining. There will be an initial expenditure of 
$300,000.00 to redesign roadway, purchase the hardware and technology necessary to 
monetize the parking areas; however, it is estimated that the annual revenue will be 
approximately $1.5 million dollars. 

This Report was prepared by Joe Salaices, Superintendent, Griffith Region. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

1) Initial Study mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) 
2) Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
3) Responses to IS/MND Comments 
4) Letter of Support from Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
5) Letter of Support from Hollywood United Neighborhood Council 
6) Letter of Support from Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
7) Letter of Support from the Los Angeles Fire Department 
8) Letter of Support from the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce 
9) Letter of Support from Lake Hollywood Homeowners Association 

10) Letter of Support from The Hollywood Sign Trust 
11 ) Letter of Support from Los Feliz Neighborhood Council 







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































BOARD REPORT NO. 16- 187 

DATE September. 09,-2016 C.D. 10 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: LOS ANGELES CENTER FOR ENRICHED STUDIES - FACILITY USE PERMIT 
FOR JOINT USE OF CREATIONAL FACILITIES FROM JULY 2016 
THROUGH JUNE 201 7t· EMPTION FROM CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT 

AP Diaz 

R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

*V. Israel 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Approved _____ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

General Manager 

Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn ----

1. Approve a proposed Facility Use Permit (FUP), herein included as Attachment 1, issued 
by the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD), defining details of the Department of 
Recreation and Parks' (RAP) joint use of aquatic and athletic facilities at the Los Angeles 
Center for Enriched Studies (LACES) from July 1, 2016, through June 30, 2017, subject 
to the approval of the City Attorney as to form; 

2. Find the proposed project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article El, Section 1, Class 1 (14) of the City CEQA 
Guidelines. 

3. Direct the Board Secretary to transmit the proposed FUP to the City Attorney for review 
as to form; 

4. Authorize RAP's General Manager of Designee to execute the FUP upon receipt of the 
City Attorney's approval; and 

5. Authorize RAP's Chief Accounting Employee to make payment to LAUSD for 
reimbursement of maintenance-related services upon the receipt of invoices for periods 
between July 1, 2016, and June 30, 2017, from Fund 302, Department 88, Appropriation 
Account 3040, Contractual Services. 

SUMMARY 

LACES is a LAUSD magnet middle school and high school, enrolling students in middle school 
and high school, and is located at 5931 West 18th Street in Council District 10. The LACES 
campus encompasses a comprehensive athletic complex with an aquatics facility, a sports field, 
basketball courts, tennis courts, and an indoor gymnasium, a dance room, and a weight room, 
collectively called the Recreational Facilities. The Recreational Facilities in place today are the 
result of a significant capital improvement project funded in part by the City's Proposition K grant 
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program. Due to the Proposition K grant, a Joint Use Agreement (JUA) was executed on June 4, 
1998, between the City, acting through the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP), and 
LAUSD. The mix of facilities at LACES is unusual for a JUA as it includes a swimming pool, 
outdoor sports facilities, and indoor athletic spaces, while typically Proposition K joint use 
agreements cover only one of those amenity groups. The term of the JUA is for fifteen ( 15) years 
after completion of the improvements, which occurred in 2005; joint use of LACES began in 2006. 
The JUA terminates in June of 2020 unless extended by the parties. 

The joint use activity at LACES is different from any other joint use relationship between RAP and 
LAUSD for the following reasons. 

• The operation of the swimming pool differs from all other pool joint use arrangements, in 
which RAP owns the pools on school property and operates them for both students and 
the public. At LACES, LAUSD owns the pool and takes responsibility for maintenance 
and repairs with costs to be shared between LAUSD and RAP. RAP's Aquatics staff still 
provides lifeguard services for classes and school activities and operates the pool during 
non-school hours for the public. 

• The JUA accommodates general public access to the facilities on weekends and other 
non-school days and the school has a long-established pattern of public use by families 
for un-structured recreation. This differs from other joint use situations where access is 
strictly LAUSD students or RAP program participants and permittees. 

• LAUSD has required RAP to pay school staff to perform maintenance, instead of RAP 
staff performing it during our time, because of the integration of the facilities and overlap 
of use at LACES. 

Managing these unusual joint use circumstances at LACES creates some challenges from time 
to time for both RAP and school staff. The issues requiring most attention are coordinating 
activities to ensure that recreation program participants and students all have balanced access to 
the facilities, and achieving equity in maintenance of the facilities for the public as well as students. 
There is also the unusual mutual payment situation, where RAP reimburses LAUSD for 
maintenance while LAUSD separately reimburses RAP for lifeguarding services. Further, the 
JUA includes language in Section 10 that authorizes LAU SD to issue a written permit in 
conformance with the Civic Center Act and requires RAP to follow the procedures established by 
LAUSD to obtain that permit. This is the basis of the annual Facilities Use Permit (FUP) process, 
which captures the unique specifics of joint use at this site and meets the requirements of the 
1998 JUA. The most recent FUP approved by the Board covered the period of July 1, 2015, 
through June 30, 2016 (Board Report No. 15-136, approved on June 18, 2015). 

The proposed FUP is comparable to the FUPs approved since 2013 with one exception related 
to the swimming pool. It continues the limited weekday operations for RAP during the school 
year, in which public programming cannot begin until 6:00 p.m. on weekdays, and it continues the 
lifeguard services provided to LACES by RAP for physical education classes and athletic 
competition and events. However, at the end of the 2015-16 school year, LAUSD has closed the 
pool for major renovation, for installation of an all new circulating system, replacement of corroded 
electrical and plumbing, upgraded air handling systems, installation of LED lighting, and related 



BOARD REPORT 

PG.3 NO. 1_6_-_1_8_7 ____ _ 

painting, new tile, and miscellaneous repairs. This LAUSD project corrects for problems and 
damage caused by inadequate air circulation that was a flaw in the original project. The pool will 
remain closed until February 2017. Accordingly, LAUSD's estimate for maintenance costs to be 
reimbursed by RAP is reduced and RAP's estimated costs to provide lifeguard services to LAUSD 
at LACES is reduced to about four ( 4) months of the twelve ( 12) month term of this FUP and is 
estimated at twenty-seven thousand, eight-hundred and sixteen dollars and thirty-three cents 
($27,816.33). 

With approval of this FUP, RAP staff recommends Board authorization for the Chief Accounting 
Employee to pay LAUSD on invoices received for reimbursement of LAUSD maintenance costs 
for July 2016 to June 2017, with a not-to-exceed estimate of One Hundred Seven Thousand, Four 
Hundred Ninety-Seven Dollars and Sixty Cents ($107,497.60). When receiving the invoices at 
the end of the fiscal year, RAP staff will ensure that they reflect actual times used for RAP 
programs at LACES and that there is no overlap between maintenance costs reimbursed by RAP 
with those funded annually by Proposition K maintenance funds, due to the credit likely to be 
applied with maintenance funds paid by Proposition K prior to actually invoicing for Fiscal Year 
2016-17. The final charge to RAP likely will be reduced by several thousand dollars. 

The Assistant General Manager of the Operations Branch, the Superintendent of the Pacific 
Region, and the Office of Council District 10, support continued joint use at LACES under these 
terms. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

RAP staff has determined that the approval of the proposed FUP is exempt from the provisions 
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article El, Section 1, Class 1 (14) 
of the City CEQA Guidelines. This exemption allows for the use of existing school facilities 
involving negligible or no expansion of use. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

RAP's obligations related to public operations and reimbursement for maintenance at LACES are 
funded through the Department's regular budget approval process. LAUSD has estimated annual 
maintenance reimbursement costs to be One Hundred Seven Thousand, Four Hundred Ninety­
Seven Dollars and Sixty Cents ($107,497.60). The estimate for reimbursement of maintenance 
for the term of the July 2016 to June 2017 FLIP will be adjusted with refinements to the line items 
billed, and final bills will be reconciled with Department records of actual use. The estimate for 
lifeguard services for which LAUSD will be charged for the same July 2016 to June 2017 term is 
Twenty-Seven Thousand, Eight Hundred Sixteen Dollars and Thirty-Three Cents ($27,816.33). 

This report was prepared by Joel Alvarez, Senior Management Analyst, Partnership Division 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS/EXHIBITS: 

1) Attachment 1 - Proposed Facility Use Permit (FUP) 
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FACILITIES USE PERMIT 

BETWEEN 

THE LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

-and-

THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS 

FOR 

THE LOS ANGELES CENTER FOR ENRICHED STUDIES-5931West18th Street, Los 
Angeles, California 

Part I: Basic Facilities Use Information 

A. The term "Recreational Facility" shall collectively mean and refer to the facilities 
identified as follows in this Part I, A and shall be used in accordance with the scope of use set 
forth adjacent to each identified facility or as more particularly depicted as EXHIBIT A and A-1: 

Facilities subject to this Permit: Use of the Facilities: 
1. The "Athletic Building" consisting of 1. CITY shall use the recreational facilities of 
separate facility components for a gymnasium, the Athletic Building for classes, practices, 
swimming pool, dance studio/multipurpose games and other recreational activities 
room, and weight-training room; generally recognized as a consistent and safe 

use of the particular facility in accordance with 
the purpose for which the facility was 
respectively designed and intended. The 
gymnasium, dance studio/multipurpose and 
weight-training rooms shall not be used for 
dodge ball or other activity that involves 
throwing balls or other equipment or devices at 
another person, the improvements or at 
fixtures. In order to minimize damage to the 
wood floors of the dance studio/multipurpose 
room, users shall wear soft-soled, non-marking 
footwear and be prohibited from wearing 
footwear with hard soles or any shoes that may 
mark or damage the flooring. 

2. Outdoor Athletic Fields/Turf Areas; 2. The Outdoor Athletic Fields/Turf Areas is 
not a regulation sized field for soccer and 
football and such fact should be taken into 
consideration in the use of the field. CITY 
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shall use the Outdoor Athletic Fields/Turf 
Areas for classes, practices, games and other 
recreational activities generally recognized as a 
consistent and safe use of the field in 
accordance with the purpose for which the 
facility ~as respectively designed and 
intended. Bicycles, motorcycles and other 
wheeled devices shall not be permitted on the 
field, except for maintenance purposes, in 
order to minimize damage to the field. 

3. Running track; 3. CITY shall use the running track for 
classes, practices and track competition in a 
manner generally recognized as a consistent 
and safe use. 

4. Outdoor basketball/volleyball courts and 4. CITY shall use the outdoor 
tennis court; basketball/volleyball courts and tennis courts 

for classes, practices, games and other 
recreational activities generally recognized as a 
consistent and safe use of the particular facility 
in accordance with the putpose for which the 
facility was respectively designed and 
intended. These outdoor courts shall not be 
used for rollerskating, rollerblading, roller 
hockey, bicycling and other activities that may 
increase the wear and tear or damage the 
hardcourt surface or pose a safety risk. 

5. Staff/Faculty Parking Lot; 5. CITY and/or CITY Permittees, as defined 
below, shall use the staff/faculty parking lot, 
located along 18th Street and as shown in 
Exhibit A, for the parking of automobiles, 
excluding commercial vehicles, on a non-
exclusive first-come, first-served basis. 
Subject to supervision for safety, the 
Staff/Faculty Parking Lot may be used for 
vehicular and pedestrian ingress and egress to 
and from the adjoining street(s). CITY shall 
not allow the Staff/Faculty Parking Lot to be 
used for the sale and/or trade of automobiles in 
whole or in part, the maintenance or repair of 
automobiles, the exhibition of automobiles or 
as a flea market, swap meet, farmers market or 
other event in which new and/or used goods 
are offered for sale or barter. Any other use of 
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the Parking Lot by CITY and/or CITY 
Permittees, as defined below, shall require the 
consent of both of the parties. 

6. Shared Restrooms, as identified by 6. CITY shall use this facility for its 
DISTRICT commonly recognized intended purpose. 

B. General Use Periods: 
1. District's Use Period. 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday 

when the School is in session; PROVIDED, 
HOWEVER, that as set forth in Section 2(a) 
below District's Use Period may be extended 
to accommodate the School's programs such 
as, but not limited to, practices and 
competitions so long as DISTRICT provides 
CITY with written notice within a reasonable 
period of time prior to the School event. 

2. City's Use Period: 6:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday 
or such time that School agrees to, except if the 

--When the School is in session: CITY elects to use less time or as modified by 
the DISTRICT pursuant to paragraph 2a of this 
Permit; PROVIDED, FURTHER, that CITY 
shall cease using the outdoor fields and 
hardcourts when there is insufficient sunlight 
to safely use those facilities. The foregoing 
sunlight requirement shall not apply to those 
facilities which comprise the Recreational 
Facility, are located indoors and may be safely 
used with existing artificial lighting. 
NOTWITHSTANDING the foregoing, CITY's 
use of the pool may be affected by the Pool and 
Equipment Upgrade Project as noted in Part II: 
General Provisions 2.ii.b. 

-- When the School is not in session (closed for 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. Saturday through 
holidays recognized by DISTRICT, Winter and Sunday and other applicable days, except if the 
Spring Break and other intermissions between CITY elects to use less time or as modified by 
semesters or trimesters) the DISTRICT pursuant to paragraph 2a of this 

Permit; PROVIDED, FURTHER, that CITY 
shall cease using the outdoor fields and 
hardcourts when there is insufficient sunlight 
to safely use those facilities. 
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This FACILITIES USE PERMIT (this "Permit") is made and entered into this __ _ 
day of , 201_, by and between the LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL 
DISTRICT OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY, a school district, acting by and through its Board of 
Education, hereinafter identified as "DISTRICT," and THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, a 
municipal corporation, acting by and through its BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK 
COMMISSIONERS, hereinafter identified as "CITY." 

W IT NE S S E TH: 

WHEREAS, DISTRICT has an existing school known as THE LOS ANGELES 
CENTER FOR ENRICHED STUDIES located at 5931 West 18th Street, Los Angeles, California 
90035 (the "School"). 

WHEREAS, CITY and DISTRICT have agreed to share the use of the Recreational 
Facility, as defined in Part I above, and for the uses disclosed in Part I above and which use may 
be set forth in more detail in EXHIBIT A and A-1, attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference; 

WHEREAS, this Permit is intended to set forth the parties' understanding as to the shared 
use of the Recreational Facility and the terms and conditions applicable to such shared use; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and conditions contained herein 
and the performance thereof, the parties hereto mutually agree as follows: 

Part II: General Provisions 

1. TERM 

The term of this Permit (the "Term") shall commence on July 1, 2016 (the 
"Commencement Date") and shall expire on June 30, 2017. However, CITY and DISTRICT 
shall in good faith negotiate the terms and conditions of subsequent permits for the continued 
shared use of the Recreational Facility based on the terms of the Joint-Use Agreement that was 
executed on June 4, 1998 (so long as said Joint Use Agreement is valid and in full force and 
effect). 

2. USE OF THE RECREATIONAL FACILITY 

(a) Hours of Use. CITY and DISTRICT agree that the Recreational Facility 
shall be open for use during the time period of 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. each day of the week 
subject to District's Use Period, City's Use Period and the following: 

(i) CITY acknowledges that DISTRICT's primary objective is to 
provide educational programming for students, and the concept of "education" involves more 
than academic instruction but includes providing opportunities for competition (sports, dance, 
etc.), recreation, art, social interaction and life skills for the students and their families. As 
examples, and not intended to be construed as limitations, of events that provide benefits to the 
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School and community, back-to-school events, athletic competitions, book fairs, school fairs and 
other fundraising activities, drama or musical rehearsals and productions, intramural sports 
leagues and enrichment educational and sports programs often occur after the School Hours, 
defined above. So long as DISTRICT provides CITY with a schedule of such School events 
prior to the commencement of each school semester, or if not practical to establish dates prior to 
the commencement of the semester, then within a reasonable period of time prior to the School 
event, such School events shall take priority in the use of the Recreational Facility. In the event 
DISTRICT would like to use the Recreational Facility for an unscheduled School event during 
City's Use Period, DISTRICT and CITY, in good faith, will negotiate and mutually agree on 
whether the event can be accommodated during City's Use Period. Only School events proposed 
after School Hours by DISTRICT will receive the priority of use. 

(ii) As a means of generating funds for extracurricular activities for the 
benefit of the students, DISTRICT allows its Schools to be leased or licensed for non-School 
events such as, but not limited to, filming. DISTRICT shall provide written notice to CITY of 
any lease or license of the School, excluding the Recreational Facility, and the funds generated 
from such use shall be the sole property of DISTRICT. In the event the filming request is for or 
includes the Recreational Facility, CITY and DISTRICT, in good faith, shall coordinate their 
respective schedules to accommodate the filming if CITY does not have a previously scheduled 
event or program and the funds generated from such filming shall be the sole property of 
DISTRICT for the benefit of the School. 

CITY and DISTRICT may mutually agree upon any changes to the use periods. 

(b) Use of the Recreational Facility. CITY and DISTRICT agree that the 
Recreational Facility shall be used in a manner consistent with its intended purposes and within 
the scope of use set forth in Part I above. CITY and DISTRICT acknowledge that there will be a 
period of no use for the entire pool area by either party during the Pool and Equipment Upgrade 
Project with an expected duration of230 Calendar days. CITY shall use the Joint Use Areas, 
including the Staff/Faculty Parking Lot, as permitted hereunder in compliance with applicable 
laws, including laws pertaining to Hazardous Substances. As used herein, the term "Hazardous 
Substances" shall mean any product, substance, chemical, material or waste whose presence, 
nature, quantity and/or intensity of existence, use, manufacture, disposal, transportation, spill, 
release or effect, either by itself or in combination with other materials, is either: (i) potentially 
injurious to the public health, safety or welfare, or the environment; (ii) regulated or monitored 
by any governmental authority; or (iii) a basis for liability of DISTRICT or CITY to any 
governmental agency or third party under any applicable statute or common law theory. 

(c) Staffing. CITY, at its sole cost and expense, shall provide reasonable 
staffing and program personnel in its discretion for the intended use of the Recreational Facility 
during the City's Use Period. CITY shall provide lifeguard services for the District's Use Period 
as requested by DISTRICT and DISTRICT shall reimburse CITY for the cost of these services, 
based on an estimate and according to a standard formula template shown in Exhibit C, attached 
hereto and incorporated herein. Notwithstanding the above, during the period of no use by either 
party for the duration of the Pool and Equipment Upgrade Project, the CITY shall not provide 
lifeguard services and the DISTRICT shall only reimburse the CITY for the cost of any such 
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services based on the estimate and according to a standard formula template shown in Exhibit C 
if such services are provided any time other than the period of no use. 

CITY shall not be required to provide reasonable staff and program personnel for 
the use of the Recreational Facility if CITY will not be exercising its priority to use the 
Recreational Facility either for itself or on behalf of any other person(s), organization(s) or 
entity( s) and City's Use Period shall be available for any public use pursuant to the issuance of a 
Civic Center Permit in accordance with DISTRICT procedures. 

(d) Securing the Recreational Facility. If DISTRICT is the last user of the 
Recreational Facility or CITY has notified DISTRICT that it will not be using the Recreational 
Facility during City's Use Period on any identified day or days, DISTRICT shall lock and secure 
the Recreational Facility, including any gates for the Staff/Faculty Parking Lot. At the end of 
City's Use Period and any period of use during District's Use Period granted to CITY by a Civic 
Center Permit, if applicable, CITY shall lock and secure the Recreational Facility including, but 
not limited to, any gates for the Staff/Faculty Parking Lot. 

(e) Clean and Sanitary Condition. At the end of District's Use Period and any 
period of use during City's Use Period granted by CITY, DISTRICT shall visually inspect the 
Recreational Facility including the Staff/Faculty Parking Lot and the restroom facilities provided 
for in Section 3 below, and perform custodial, trash removal, and grounds maintenance services 
including pick-up and removal of trash and debris so that these areas are in a clean condition for 
CITY's use. At the end of City's Use Period and any period of use during District's Use Period 
granted to CITY by a Civic Center Permit, CITY or its permittee shall visually inspect the 
Recreational Facility including the Parking Lot and restroom facilities provided for in Section 3 
below, . and pick-up trash and debris so that these areas are in a clean and sanitary condition prior 
to the next DISTRICT use. DISTRICT shall provide custodial, trash removal, and grounds 
maintenance services subsequent to City Use and prior to District Use in lieu of CITY 
performing such work and CITY shall reimburse District for those services ("Maintenance 
Charges"). Other DISTRICT maintenance responsibilities are set forth in the Joint Use 
Agreement for the Recreational Facility dated June 4, 1998. 

(f) No Use of the Recreational Facility. The Maintenance Charges for all or 
any individual facility comprising the Recreational Facility and CITY shall not be liable for the 
damage and/or destruction of all or any portion of any individual facility comprising the 
Recreational Facility on the following situations: 

(i) CITY is denied use of all or a portion of the Recreational Facility 
during City's Use Period for a period beyond three (3) consecutive days and; and/or 

(ii) CITY elects not to use all or any individual facility comprising the 
Recreational Facility and CITY provides DISTRICT with a minimum of four (4) weeks prior 
written notice of such election. 

As an example, and not as a limitation, if CITY elects not to use the dance 
studio/multipurpose room for a defined period and notifies DISTRICT accordingly, the 
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Maintenance Charges for the dance studio/multipurpose room shall be proportionally adjusted 
and CITY will not be liable for damage and/or destruction to the dance studio/multipurpose room 
for the defined period. 

3. RESTROOM FACILITIES 

During the City's Use Period and any period of use granted to CITY by a Civic Center 
Permit, CITY shall have access to the restroom facilities identified by DISTRICT (the "Shared 
Restrooms") upon the commencement of this Permit. DISTRICT shall replenish any supplies 
used for the Shared Restrooms and CITY shall pay a prorated amount of the cost to replenish the 
supplies based on CITY's use. During the District's Use Period and any period of use granted by 
written permission from CITY during City's Use Period, DISTRICT shall replenish any supplies 
used for the Shared Restrooms. DISTRICT may change the identification of the Shared 
Restrooms for maintenance, repair, renovation or improvement by providing thirty (30) days 
written notice to CITY in the event DISTRICT will repair, renovate or improve the Shared 
Restrooms. 

4. MAINTENANCE CHARGES 

DISTRICT shall provide general maintenance of the Recreational Facility. CITY agrees 
to reimburse DISTRICT for the costs and expenses incurred for the maintenance of the 
Recreational Facility including pool maintenance that are in accordance with the responsibilities 
that are enumerated in the Joint Use Agreement that was executed on June 4, 1998. CITY shall 
reimburse the District for its pro rata share of maintenance costs pursuant to EXHIBIT B, 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. IfDISTRICT's maintenance of any 
individual facility comprising the Recreational Facility is deemed inadequate by CITY for 
CITY's reasonable use during City's Use Period, CITY may perform the maintenance so long as 
all of the following conditions have been satisfied: (i) CITY shall notify DISTRICT in writing 
of the inadequate maintenance, with reasonably sufficient information to allow DISTRICT to 
assess whether the facility is below DISTRICT standards, including those of the Office of 
Environmental Health & Safety, for use by its students; and (ii) DISTRICT determines that it 
cannot physically commence performance of the work needed to bring the facility to DISTRICT 
standards within thirty (30) days ofDISTRICT's receipt of CITY's written notice. 

5. DAMAGE AND DESTRUCTION 

(a) District Use Period. Any damage or destruction of the Recreational 
Facility that occurs during District's Use Period or any period of use granted by permission from 
CITY shall be repaired or replaced by DISTRICT, at its sole cost and expense, consistent with 
School standards. 

(b) City Use Period. Any damage or destruction of the Recreational Facility 
that occurs during City's Use Period or any period of use granted by Civic Center Permit to 
CITY shall be repaired or replaced by DISTRICT consistent with School standards and CITY 
shall reimburse DISTRICT for the cost and expense of such repair or replacement. 
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6. UTILITIES 

CITY acknowledges and agrees that DISTRICT shall not be liable for the lack of utility 
service such as, but not limited to, electricity, water and sewer if such service cannot be provided 
for reasons beyond the control of DISTRICT. As an example, and not as a limitation, the main 
water line providing service to the School is severed by third parties. 

7. CALIFORNIA CODE 

The provisions of this Permit constitute an express agreement between DISTRICT and 
CITY with respect to any and all damage to, or destruction of, all or any part of the Recreational 
Facility, and any statute or regulation of the State of California, including, without limitation, 
Sections 1932(2) and 1933(4) of the California Civil Code, with respect to any rights or 
obligations concerning damage or destruction in the absence of an express agreement between 
the parties, and any other statute or regulation, now or hereafter in effect, shall have no 
application to this Permit or any damage or destruction to all or any part of the Recreational 
Facility. 

8. NO RIGHTS TO SCHOOL 

Notwithstanding any reference in this Permit to the School and/or the underlying real 
property for said School, nothing in this Permit is intended to give CITY any rights to use the 
facilities and real property of the School which are not identified as part of the Recreational 
Facility. 

9. CONSIDERATION 

No rent for the use of any of the Recreational Facility described herein shall be payable 
by either party to the other party. 

10. NO TRANSFER 

Neither party shall have the right to assign, sublease or otherwise transfer its interests in 
this Permit to any third party except as follows: 

(a) DISTRICT. DISTRICT shall be permitted to allow the students and user 
groups of the School to use the Recreational Facility at the times and for the purposes DISTRICT 
is permitted to use the same under this Permit. DISTRICT shall be permitted to grant Civic 
Center Permits, pursuant to the Civic Center Act of the California Education Code, for the use of 
the Recreational Facility during District's Use Period on terms and conditions consistent with 
this Permit. The organizations to which DISTRICT grants a permit to use the Recreational 
Facility shall be collectively referred to herein as the "District Permittees" and permits 
permitted hereunder to be granted by DISTRICT to the District Permittees are referred to herein 
as the "District Permits." All District Permits shall be subject and subordinate to the terms and 
conditions ofthis Permit. The District Permits shall also expressly state that the District Permit 
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is revocable without notice or opportunity to cure in the event DISTRICT, in its sole discretion, 
determines that the District Permittee is not using the Recreational Facility including the 
Staff/Faculty Parking Lot and Shared Restroom in full compliance with the terms and conditions 
of this Permit. DISTRICT shall indemnify and hold harmless CITY. No District Permittee shall 
be considered a third party beneficiary of this Permit. 

(b) CITY shall be permitted to allow the public and grant to youth sports 
organizations and/or teams, pursuant to CITY's standard permitting procedures and otherwise in 
compliance with all applicable laws, a permit to use the Recreational Facility for recreational 
purposes at the times and for the purposes CITY is permitted to use the same under this Permit. 
The youth sports organizations and/or teams to which CITY grants a permit to use the 
Recreational Facility shall be collectively referred to herein as the "City Permittees" and permits 
permitted hereunder to be granted to CITY to the City Permittees are referred to herein as the 
"City Permits." All City Permits shall be subject and subordinate to the terms and conditions of 
this Permit. The City Permits shall also expressly state that the City Permit is revocable at the 
pleasure of the Board of Recreation and Park Commission. In the event DISTRICT, in its sole 
discretion, determines that the City Permittee is not using the Recreational Facility including the 
Staff/Faculty Parking Lot and Shared Restroom in full compliance with the terms and conditions 
of this Permit, DISTRICT shall notify CITY in writing and upon receipt of such written 
notification, CITY shall cause the City Permittee to comply with the terms and conditions of this 
Permit to the satisfaction of DISTRICT or CITY shall revoke the City Permit issued to said City 
Permittee. Further, CITY shall inform the City Permittees and those persons using the 
Recreational Facility in connection with the City Permits by expressly stating in the City Permits 
that DISTRICT shall have no liability for any reason or in any manner whatsoever to such 
persons or entities, including, without limitation, DISTRICT's exercise of its rights hereunder to 
cause the revocation of a City Permit. In the event that any City Permit is revoked, CITY shall 
indemnify and hold harmless DISTRICT. No City Permittee shall be considered a third party 
beneficiary of this Permit. 

11. DEFAULTS 

Any failure by either party hereto to observe and perform any provision of this Permit to 
be observed or performed by that party within fifteen (15) days after notice thereof has been 
provided to the non-observing party by the other party, or if performance is not possible within 
said period, any failure of the non-observing party to commence performance within said period 
and to diligently prosecute such performance to completion, shall constitute a default and breach 
of this Permit by the non-observing party. In the event of any default and breach by either party 
under this Permit, the non-observing party shall be liable to the other party for monetary 
damages incurred by said party in connection with said breach and default. 

12. NOTICES 

Any party delivering notice or requesting information from the other shall send such 
notice or request as indicated below: 
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DISTRICT: Los Angeles Unified School District 
Leasing & Space Utilization 
333 South Beaudry Avenue, 23rd Floor 
Los Angeles, California 9001 7 
Attn: Director of Leasing and Space Utilization 

ATTACHMENT 1 

Phone: (213) 241-6785 Fax: (213) 241-6784 

With copy to: Los Angeles Unified School District 
Office of General Counsel, Facilities Services 
333 S. Beaudry Avenue, 23rd Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90017 
Attn: Mark A. Miller 
Phone: (213) 241-4989 Fax: (213) 241-8386 

CITY: Department of Recreation and Parks 
City of Los Angeles 
3 900 Chevy Chase Drive 
Los Angeles, California 90039 
Attn: Joel Alvarez, Partnership Division 
Phone: (818) 243-6488 Fax: (818) 243-6447 

With copy to: City Attorney's Office 
200 N. Main Street, City Hall East, 7th Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90012 
Attn: Strefan Fauble, Deputy City Attorney 
Phone: (213) 978-8156 Fax: (213) 978-8211 

13. DISTRICT AND CITY COMMUNICATION 

On the part of CITY, the contact persons for daily operational issues shall be the Director 
of Van Ness Recreation Center and the Aquatics Supervisor for the School. On the part of 
DISTRICT, the contact persons for daily operational issues shall be the Athletic Director and the 
Vice Principal. 

Reports in regard to the cleanliness and sanitation of the Recreation Facilities, including 
conditions of the Pool, shall be sent to the Principal or his/her designee for immediate review and 
action as necessary. 

14. ATTORNEYS' FEES 

In the event either party brings an action or claim for breach of this Permit against the 
other party in a court, the prevailing party as determined by such court shall be entitled to 
recover its reasonable attorneys' fees and expenses actually incurred in the pursuit or defense of 
such claim, as required by law. 
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15. ENTIRE AGREEMENT 

It is understood and acknowledged that there are no oral agreements between the parties 
hereto affecting this Permit. This Permit, the exhibits and schedules attached hereto, contain all 
of the terms, covenants, conditions, and warranties of the parties relating in any manner to the 
use and occupancy of the Recreational Facility shall be considered to be the only agreement 
between the parties hereto and their representatives and agents, and none of the terms, covenants, 
conditions or provisions of this Permit can be modified, deleted or added to except in writing 
signed by the parties hereto. 

16. COUNTER-PARTS 

This Permit may be executed in any number of counter parts, each of which shall be 
deemed an original, but all of which when taken together shall constitute one and the same 
instrument. The signature page of any counterpart may be detached there from without 
impairing the legal effect of the signature( s) thereon provided such signature page is attached to 
any other counterpart identical thereto except having additional signature pages executed by 
other parties to this Permit attached thereto. 

17. DELAYS 

Neither of the parties hereto shall be liable to the other party on account of any delay or 
inability to perform when such delay or inability is due in whole or in part to fire, strikes, labor 
disturbances, riots, civil disturbances, acts of nature, any present or future law or governmental 
regulation, or any cause beyond the control of the parties. If any delay is caused by such 
occurrences, the delayed party shall have the right to extend the time for performance of any act 
delayed thereby insofar as performance thereof is required. 

18. SEVERABILITY 

If any term, covenant or condition of this Permit shall, to any extent, be invalid, void, 
illegal or unenforceable, the remainder of this Permit shall not be affected thereby, and each 
other term, covenant or condition of this Permit shall be valid and be enforced to the fullest 
extent permitted by law. 

19. WARRANTIES 

(a) DISTRICT's Warranties: As an inducement to CITY to enter into this 
agreement, DISTRICT represents warrants and covenants as follows: 

(i) that it is a regularly organized and existing school district under the 
laws of the State of California; 

(ii) that it has the power and authority to carry on its function as a 
school district, to enter this Permit (subject to DISTRICT obtaining the approval of the Board of 
Education, if required, and any other required governmental approvals), and to consummate the 
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transaction herein contemplated; 

(iii) subject to DISTRICT obtaining the approval of the Board of 
Education, if required, and any other required governmental approvals, that all actions to be 
taken by or on behalf of DISTRICT to authorize it to make, deliver and implement the terms of 
this Permit have been duly and properly taken prior to the execution of this Permit; and 

(iv) subject to DISTRICT obtaining the approval of the Board of 
Education, if required, and any other required governmental approvals, that this Permit is a valid 
and binding obligation of DISTRICT, enforceable in accordance with its terms except as the 
same may be affected by subsequent changes in law, in court decisions, bankruptcy, insolvency, 
moratorium or similar laws, or by legal or equitable principles relating to or limiting the rights of 
contracting parties generally. 

(b) CITY's Warranties: As an inducement to DISTRICT to enter into this 
agreement, CITY represents, warrants and covenants as follows: 

(i) that it is a municipal corporation, duly organized and validly 
existing and in good standing under the laws of the State of California; 

(ii) that it has the power and authority to carry on its function as a city, 
to enter into this Permit, and to consummate the transaction herein contemplated; 

(iii) that all actions to be taken by or on behalf of the CITY to authorize 
it to make, deliver and implement the terms of this Permit have been duly and properly taken 
prior to the execution of this Permit; and 

(iv) that this Permit is a valid and binding obligation of the CITY, 
enforceable in accordance with its terms except as the same may be affected by subsequent 
changes in law, court decisions, bankruptcy, insolvency, moratorium or similar laws, or by legal 
or equitable principles relating to or limiting the rights of contracting parties generally. 

20. EXHIBITS 

The parties hereto agree that the following exhibits shall be attached hereto and 
incorporated into this Permit: 

EXHIBIT A and Al: 

EXHIBITB: 
EXHIBITC: 

Site Plan, including Staff/Faculty Parking Lot and Athletic 
Building 
Maintenance and Operation Yearly Cost Estimate Matrix 
Estimated Costs of Recreation and Parks Service Lifeguard 
Services to LAUSD for July 2016 - June 2017 (12 months) 

[SIGNATURES APPEAR ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Permit to be effective as of the day and 
year set forth above. 

THE DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION 
AND PARKS, CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

By: ~~~~~~~~~~~~­
Name: 
General Manager 

Dated: , 201 -----------

APPROVED AS TO FORM & LEGALITY 

CITY ATTORNEY, 

Dated: ___________ , 201 

By: ~~~~~~~~~~~~­
Deputy City Attorney 

LACES RAP FUP 2016-17 
13 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL 
DISTRICT OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

By: ~----------~ 
Eileen Ma 
Acting Director of Leasing and Space 
Utilization 

Dated: , 201 
---------~ 
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FY 2016-17 LAUSD MAINTENANCE & OPERATIONS COSTS FOR JOINT USE OF THE ATHLETIC FACILITIES AT LACES 

SCHOOL SITE ANO USE 
Tota/Use Percentage of area based on use 

INFORMA TTON 
Total square feet of LACES 667,649 

Approximate total square feet of 
indoor/outdoor athllttic facility and 314,002 47.03% 
percentage of area for joint-use 
LA CITY REC AND PARKS LACES FACILITY HOURS OF USE PER YEAR 
- M.f: 6 pm - 9 pm school days; 9 am • 9 pm sum mer and school 1948 46.34% 
breaks; 8 hrs SA, 6 hrs SU 

LAUSD LACES FACILITY HOURS OF USE PER YEAR - 6 am - 6 pm 
2256 53.66% 

school days 

MAINTENANCE & OPERA TlONS 
CALCULATIONS COSTS FUNCTIONS 

SERVICES 
Services provided by LAUSO du ting and after partner (City) use. Pool Servroes: 

Pool Custodian labor(lncludlng ($32.24 per hour for 760 hours) x 
evaluating water condition. monitoring and maintaining computeriZed chemical 

$ 11,354.41 release and pool equipment, cleaning of pool area and decking. Also services 
benefits)· 8 hrs/day, 5 days/Week 46.34% restrooms, cleans buildings, grounds upkeep. Pool closed 711/16 - 2115/16. 

Hours effective 2116118. 

Weekend Custodial Staff (8 hJS Setvices provided by LAUSO during and after partner (City) use. Athletic facility 

Saturday & 6 hrs Sunday, Weekdays -
cleanup includes: sweeping. damp mopping. restroom cleaning and disinfecting 

$ 39.55 (OT rate} x 1278 $ 50,544.90 surfaces, spot washing walls and doors. wall washing, servicing dispensers 
1hour&4 hrs during Summer. (toilet J)3per, paper towels. soap). light replacement, removing graffiti, trash 
Holidays a hrs) removal arounds upkeep. 

Pool Chemicals $3457 )( 46.34% •4 x 33% $ 528.65 
Charges for annual use of thlorine, acid, dry chemica1s based on reduced time 

of61'11t based on oool closure. 

Gardening+ landscaping 
(($&>49.M+$27128.44,.47.03%) 

$ 7,012.77 LAUSD to maintain athletic field and other landsc;aped areas on a regular basis. 
·48.34%% 

Annual Athletic Fleld Renovation rs8056.31 +$2528.501 x 46.34% $ f,755.77 Aeration and renovation of athletic field oncelvear. 

Pest Management ($9694.85 x 47 .03'~) 46.34% $ 2,112.87 
LAUSD to provide all seivices according to required Integrated Pest 

ManarlP.mfl!nt Proaram. Citv not to aDnlv anv Desticides. 
Annual Gym Floor Refinishing $7400 x 46.34'k $ 3,429.16 Includes all supplies and labor once/year. 
Rubbisn Collection ($13,850.28 x 47.03%) 46.34% $ 3,018.43 Charaes based on annual rubbish collection contract, 
Supplies S30/dav x 345 days $ 10.aeo.oo Based on dailv use of paper towels, toilet paper, soap, etc. 

SUBTOTAL $ 90,106.96 

Administrative Costs 19.3% of subtotal $ 17,390.64 Standard and custcmary overhead reimbursement 

Total Payment Due LAUSO For Fiscal Yew 2016-17 $ 107,497.60 

6/28/2016 1of1 LACES lnvoiceior FY 2016-17.xlSx 

~ s. a 
g 
§ 
0 
G 

Ro 
0 

"'O 
~ a 
~-
0 

tr1 :::s r.n 

53 ~ 
G tlj e; 

~ -"< ~ 
n ttl 
0 
r.n 
.....+-

tr1 r.n 
.....+-

§" 
a 
G 

n 
0 
r.n 
.....+-

~ 
s. 
;>< 

~ 
() 
I 
s: 
m 
z 
~ 
.....ll. 



~ 
("_) 
tTl 
en 

~ 
"ti 

~ 
tv 
0 

~ 
:::i 

--....) 

EXHIBIT cw Estimated Costs of Recreation and Parks Lifeguard Service to LAUSD for January 2013-June 2014 (18 months)* 

Total 
Labor 

Full-Time 
CTO 

21.18% 

Total Gross 
salaries 

Fu Ii.Time 
Fringe 

Benefits 
50.74"h 

Full-Time Aquatics Facility Mgr $24,590.50 $5,208.27 $29,798.77 515,119 89 
Bued on ae!lla/ 2012-13 hours: 85D hour$ fol' 18 months@ ~28.93/hr 

Part-time Lifeguard 

Part-time Seasonal Pool Mgr 

Part-time Sub-total 

$56,595.00 
$474.25 

$57,069.25 

Lifeguard based on aet11a12012-13 hour!: 35COhours for 18 ll"Ollths@t16.1711r 

$57,069.25 

s~sonal Poof Mgr. be~d Oii' average FY hours for foll" ye11r.s : 25 hour3 'for 18 months @ $18.97/hr 

Part-Time 
Fringe 

Benefits 
8.71% 

$4,970.73 

FUii-Time Part-Time 
Department Department 

Administration Administration 
17.47% 17.47'/o 

$5,205.84 

TOTAL 
Labor and 

Burden 

$50,124.51 

$9,970.00 $72,009.98 

TOTAL Estimated for Services to LAUSO at LACES I $122, 134.491 

• Es11mate crosses 11scal years; ac1ual total hours, hour1y rates, and overhead rates may differ. 
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BOARD REPORT NO. 16-188 

DATE: September 09, 20 1 6 C.D. 11 ------

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: WESTCHESTER SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER - MEMORANDUM OF 
UNDERSTANDING WITH WES~TSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES FOR A DONATION 
OF INTERNET CONNECTIVITY T UGH THE INSTALLATION OF DIGITAL 
SUBSCRIBER LINE(S) (D , ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT, AND DSL 
SERVICE; EXEMPTIO FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT (CE ) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1, 
CLASS 3(4) OF TH ~ CEQA GUIDELINES 

AP Diaz *V. Israel 

R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Approved ______ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

General Manager 

Disapproved Withdrawn ___ _ 

1) Accept a donation from Westside Pacific Villages, a California 501 (c)(3) non-profit public 
benefit corporation (Donor), consisting of the provision of data service through Digital 
Subscriber Line(s) (DSL) and associated equipment with connectivity to the Internet at 
Westchester Senior Citizens Center, as more fully described in the Summary of this 
Report, and that appropriate recognition be given to the Donor; 

2) Approve a proposed Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between City and Donor 
with a term of three years, as shown on Attachment 1, establishing their respective roles, 
responsibilities, and financial relationship with respect to the furnishing, installing, 
maintaining, operating, and removal (when necessary) of DSL service at Westchester 
Senior Citizens Center, subject to the approval of the Mayor and of the City Attorney as 
to form; 

3) Direct the Board Secretary to transmit the proposed MOU to the Mayor in accordance 
with Executive Directive No. 3, and concurrently to the City Attorney for review and 
approval as to form; 

4) Authorize the Board President and Secretary to execute the MOU subsequent to all 
necessary approvals; and 

5) Find that the Project is exempt from provisions of the California Environmental Quality 
Act pursuant to Article Ill , Section 1, Class 3(4) of the City CEQA Guidelines. 



BOARD REPORT 

PG. 2 NO. 16-1 88 

SUMMARY: 

Westside Pacific Villages (Donor) desires to arrange and pay for the costs of installation and 
use of DSL with connectivity to the Internet at Westchester Senior Citizens Center, as a 
donation to the City of Los Angeles (City) for the benefit and enjoyment of patrons at 
Westchester Senior Citizens Center (WSCC). WSCC is located at 8740 Lincoln Boulevard, Los 
Angeles, California 90045. The Donor hopes to benefit patrons of the facility by providing 
Internet connectivity for the purposes of conducting training, tutoring, and better access to 
information on the web. 

The Donor's contribution in connection with the Project is the prov1s1on and installation of 
computer systems and equipment, and the payment of all associated costs and fees charged by 
a third-party DSL service provider for installation, maintenance, repair, and service of the DSL 
line(s) installed, with no cost to the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP). The value of 
the DSL installation is approximately $150.00, and monthly DSL service is approximately 
$100.00 per month ($1,200.00 per year). 

The proposed Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the City and Donor outlines 
each party's respective roles, responsibilities, and financial relationship with respect to the 
furnishing, installing, maintaining, operating, and removing (when necessary) of DSL services at 
WSCC. The term of the proposed MOU commences upon its execution and terminates after 
three years, or earlier if either party terminates the MOU or Donor ceases to pay DSL service 
monthly charges for WSCC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

RAP Staff has determined that the Project consists of installation of computer equipment and 
provision of Internet service for public use involving negligible or no expansion of facility use. 
Therefore, the Project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1, Class 3(4) of the City CEQA Guidelines. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Acceptance of this donation results in no fiscal impact to the RAP General Fund as Westside 
Pacific Villages will be solely responsible for all costs and expenses associated with the 
provision of Internet access at Westchester Senior Citizens Center. 

This Report was prepared by Alex Yee, Director of Systems, Systems Division, and Carolyn 
James, Principal Recreation Supervisor II , Pacific R~gion Operations. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

1) Proposed Memorandum of Understanding with Westside Pacific Villages 



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

AND 

WESTSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES 

FOR DATA CONNECTIVITY AT THE WESTCHESTER SENIOR CITIZENS CENTER 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (hereinafter "MOU") is made and entered into 
this of , 201_, by and between the City of Los Angeles, a municipal 
corporation, acting by and through its Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, 
(hereinafter referred to as "CITY"), and Westside . Pacific Villages, a California 501 (c)(3) non­
profit public benefit corporation, (hereinafter "WPV"). CITY and WPV may be referred to 
collectively herein as "PARTIES", and individually as "PARTY''. 

WHEREAS, the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) owns and operates the 
Westchester Senior Citizens Center (hereinafter "WESTCHESTER SCC"), located at 8740 
Lincoln Boulevard, Los Angeles, California 90045; and, 

WHEREAS, WPV is incorporated as a California 501 (c)(3) nonprofit public benefit corporation 
whose mission is to help older adults (55+) remain as active and independent as possible, in the 
comfort and security of their own homes and neighborhoods, by providing services and 
programs that promote healthy and engaged living; and, 

WHEREAS, the purpose of this MOU is to establish the respective roles, responsibilities, and 
financial relationship between RAP and WPV, with respect to furnishing, installing, maintaining, 
operating and removing of Digital Subscriber Line (DSL) service, with connectivity to the 
Internet, for the purpose of conducting training, tutoring, and general access to the public at 
WESTCHESTER sec. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and conditions contained herein, and 
the performance thereof, the PARTIES hereto mutually agree as follows: 

CITY and WPV hereby agree and understand as follows: 

1. PARTIES 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS: 
Michael A. Shull, General Manager 
221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 350 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Telephone: (213) 202-2633 

WESTSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES: 
Carol Kitabayashi, Executive Director 
8939 South Sepulveda Boulevard, Suite 326 
Los Angeles, California 90045 
Telephone: (310) 695-7030 
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2. PURPOSE 

The purpose of this MOU is to clarify the roles and responsibilities between RAP and the 
WPV in regard to the installation and use of a Digital Subscriber Line (DSL) at 
WESTCHESTER SCC in connection with a computer program to be conducted by WPV and 
to ensure that all RAP regulations are followed in the use of computers or other devices and 
Internet connectivity. 

This MOU is in addition to any other permits or agreements between RAP and WPV that 
may be required in the future or may exist with regard to the conduct of other activities at 
WESTCHESTER sec. 

3. TERM 

The term of this MOU shall commence upon its full execution by the PARTIES hereto 
(Effective Date), and shall expire three (3) years from the Effective Date (hereinafter, 
"TERM") or when WPV ceases to pay for DSL service at WESTCHESTER sec, or if RAP 
determines that the DSL service is causing any disruption to the operation of 
WESTCHESTER sec. 

This MOU may be revoked by either PARTY upon sixty (60) calendar days advanced written 
notice to the other PARTY; or immediately for default of any terms or conditions set forth 
herein if such default is not cured within thirty (30) days of receiving written notice of such 
default by either PARTY. If in the future a third-party elects to pay for the DSL service (other 
than WPV), such third-party and WPV shall arrange for the transfer of billing to the third­
party and notify the RAP representative listed in Section 9 of this MOU, so that a 
replacement MOU can be prepared and executed between CITY and the third-party. 

4. OBLIGATIONS OF PARTIES 

RAP and WPV hereby understand and agree to the following: 

WPV shall be responsible for arranging for the purchase and installation of a DSL 
connection and any associated equipment or software at WESTCHESTER SCC. 

WPV agrees to not bring into WESTCHESTER SCC, install, or alter, any equipment that 
could potentially harm WESTCHESTER SCC patrons, staff, assets, grounds, or the facility. 

WPV shall be solely responsible for the maintenance, repair, and/or replacement of any 
computers, equipment, and/or software that WPV brings into, installs or uses at 
WESTCHESTER SCC, regardless of reason, including vandalism, theft, or misuse. 

CITY shall not be responsible for theft, damage or destruction of WPV computers, 
equipment, or software, unless such theft, damage, or destruction is the result of the willful 
negligence of CITY or its employees. 

WPV shall expend reasonable efforts to configure hardware devices and install software to 
block Internet pornographic content and malicious software from the WPV DLS service. 
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CITY recognizes that the computer systems and other Internet connected devices being 
brought into WESTCHESTER SCC by the members of WPV are the property of such 
members of the WPV. To ensure a safe working and learning environment, RAP has 
guidelines that must be followed for appropriate Internet usage while on RAP property, 
regardless of the ownership of such equipment A copy of the RAP Internet and Computer 
Use Policies are attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit A. 
Members of the WPV must fully comply with these rules when accessing the Internet on 
RAP property. 

During the TERM of this MOU, RAP shall allow WPV, its employees, and agents, 
appropriate access to WESTCHESTER SCC, for the purpose of installation and 
maintenance of the DSL service. 

5. COST AND FEES 

WPV shall pay all costs and fees associated with the installation, maintenance, repair, and 
service of such DSL line(s) installed pursuant to the terms and conditions of this MOU. 
WPV agrees to make arrangements for direct invoicing and payments between WPV and 
applicable service providers, vendors, and /or contractors. No fees shall be charged by 
RAP for WPV's installation of the DSL lines or service at WESTCHESTER SCC. RAP shall 
not be responsible or liable for any costs or fees in connection with this DSL service, or its 
removal. 

6. TRANSFER OR SUBLETTING 

No rights granted herein to WPV may be assigned or transferred without the express written 
permission of RAP, nor may the use or right to use the DSL service be sublet or permitted in 
any way to any other individual or organization without the mutual consent of PARTIES. 

7. RESTORATION OBLIGATIONS 

At the end of the TERM, or upon termination of this MOU by either PARTY, WPV agrees 
that it shall be responsible for the removal of all equipment and Internet connections at 
WPV's own cost and expense. As such, WPV agrees to pay any and all charges resulting 
from the removal of the equipment and connections. Other than normal wear and tear, 
WPV shall immediately repair any damage(s) to WESTCHESTER SCC caused by DSL 
service installation, use, or its removal. 

8. INDEMNIFICATION 

Except for the active negligence or willful misconduct of CITY, or any of its Boards, Officers, 
Agents, Employees, Assigns and Successors in Interest, WESTSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES 
undertakes and agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the CITY and any of its 
Boards, Officers, Agents, Employees, Assigns, and Successors in Interest from and against 
all suits and causes of action, claims, losses, demands and expenses, including, but not 
limited to, attorney's fees (both in house and outside counsel) and cost of litigation (including 
all actual litigation costs incurred by the CITY, including but not limited to, costs of experts 
and consultants), damages or liability of any nature whatsoever, for death or injury to any 
person, including WESTSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES'S volunteers, employees and agents, or 
damage or destruction of any property of either party hereto or of third parties, arising in any 
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manner by reason of the negligent acts, errors, omissions or willful misconduct incident to 
the performance of this MOU by WESTSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES or its volunteers and 
subcontractors of any tier. Rights and remedres available to the CITY under this provision 
are cumulative of those provided for elsewhere in this MOU and those allowed under the 
laws of the United States, the State of California, and the CITY. The provisions of clause 
shall survive expiration or termination of this MOU. 

9. DEPARTMENT COORDINATION 

Ms. Carolyn James, Principal Recreation Supervisor, or her designee, shall be RAP's 
representative for activities at WESTCHESTER SCC authorized under this MOU. Ms. 
James can be reached at (310) 548-7675. 

10. INSURANCE 

WPV shall obtain and keep in force an insurance policy which covers all operations 
conducted pursuant to this MOU. Such insurance policy must also insure CITY, and comply 
with the Office of the City Administrative Officer's Insurance Requirements stipulated on 
Form Gen. 146 (Rev. 9/06), attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit 
8. Instructions and Information for submitting insurance to the CITY [Form Gen. 133 (Rev. 
05/12)] are attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit C. CITY, based 
upon advice of the CITY Risk Manager, may increase or decrease the amounts of required 
insurance coverage within thirty (30) days' advance written notice to WPV. 

11. PUBLICITY 

PARTIES agree to cooperate and coordinate with respect to the nature, text, and timing of 
any press release or public announcement(s) concerning the existence of this MOU, the use 
or promotion of WESTCHESTER SCC, and/or construction or installation of any 
improvements at WESTCHESTER SCC, except as may be legally required by applicable 
laws, regulations, or judicial order. PARTIES agree to notify each other in writing of any 
press release, public announcement, marketing, or promotion of WESTCHESTER sec if 
related to this MOU. Further, any press release, public announcement, marketing materials, 
or brochures prepared by either PARTY, shall appropriately acknowledge the contributions 
of both PARTIES. To the extent stipulated in any grant agreement, PARTIES shall duly 
notify any granters, and each other, prior to any public or media event publicizing the 
accomplishments funded by any such grant agreement, and shall provide the opportunity for 
attendance and participation by granter representatives. Further, PARTIES shall coordinate 
the scheduling and organization of any public or media event to provide the opportunity for 
attendance and participation by officials and/or representatives of both PARTIES; including 
elected officials and other public officials. Similarly, any document, written report, or 
brochure prepared by either PARTY, in whole or in part pursuant to the acquisition of 
property and/or installation of improvements, shall contain any acknowledgements required 
under any grant agreement. 

WPV agrees that any public release or distribution of information related to this MOU or 
related projects, programs or services, shall include the following statement at the beginning 
or introduction of such release: 

"In collaboration with the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks" 
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12. SIGNAGE 

No signs or banners of any kind may be displayed unless previously approved in writing by 
RAP, subject to additional approval by the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners 
(BOARD) if applicable. CITY may require removal or refurbishment, at WPV's expense, of 
any sign previously approved. If required, additional requirements for the installation of 
signage shall be stipulated in a separate project permit or agreement, in accordance with 
CITY policies and sign laws. 

13. NOTICES 

Any notice, request for consent, or statement ("Notice"), that RAP or WPV is required or 
permitted to give or cause to be given to the other, shall be in writing and shall be delivered 
or addressed as set forth below. Either RAP or WPV may designate a different address for 
any Notice by written statement to the other in accordance with the provisions of this 
Section. Notices shall be delivered personally or sent by reliable courier providing tracking 
services, or by deposit with the United States Postal Service with prepaid postage and 
return receipt requested. 

14. All Notices shall be addressed as follows: 

If to RAP: Attn: Alex Yee, Director of Systems 
Information Technology Division 
City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks 
221 N. Figueroa Street Suite 450 

If to WPV: 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Telephone: (213) 202-3290 

Carol Kitabayashi, Executive Director 
Westside Pacific Villages 
8939 South Sepulveda Boulevard, Suite 326 
Los Angeles, California 90045 

Telephone: (310) 695-7030 

15. NO JOINT VENTURE OR AGENCY RELATIONSHIP 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed to place the PARTIES to this MOU in the 
relationship of a joint venture, association, partnership, or other form of a business 
organization or agency relationship. WPV shall have no power to obligate or bind CITY in 
any manner whatsoever. Further, under no circumstances will WPV represent itself to be an 
agent of the CITY or any of its departments. Nothing in this MOU may be construed to have 
authorized or vested in WPV the power to be an agent of the CITY or an actor under the 
color of law, be it civilly or criminally. 

16. RELATIONSHIP OF PARTIES 

PARTIES agree that no other party shall have any right, power, or authority to assume, 
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create, or incur any expense, liability, or obligation, expressed or implied, on behalf of any 
other party, except as expressly provided herein. 

17. REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES 

CITY and WPV each represents and warrants to the other that it has full power and authority 
to execute this MOU and to perform its obligations and requirements hereunder. This MOU 
constitutes the valid and legal binding obligation of CITY and WPV, enforceable in 
accordance with its terms and conditions. 

18. ENTIRE AGREEMENT 

Except as specified herein, this MOU shall supersede any prior oral or written understanding 
or communications between PARTIES and constitutes the entire agreement of the PARTIES 
with respect to the subject matter hereof. This MOU may not be amended or modified, 
except in writing and signed by both PARTIES. 

19. INCORPORATION OF DOCUMENTS 

The following documents are incorporated and made a part hereof by reference: 

Exhibit A: 
Exhibit B: 
Exhibit C: 

Internet and Computer Use Policies 
Insurance Requirements 
Instructions for Submitting Insurance 

The order of precedence in resolving conflicting language, if any, in the documents shall be: 1) 
This MOU exclusive of attachments; 2) Exhibit A; 3) Exhibit B; and 4) Exhibit C. 

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this MEMORANDUM OF 
UNDERSTANDING as of the day and year first above written. 

Executed this ______ day 

of _________ , 20_ 

Executed this ______ day 

of _________ , 20_ 

Approved as to Form: 

Date: 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, 
City Attorney 

By 

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY 

THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, a municipal 
corporation, acting by and through its 
BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK 
COMMISSIONERS 

By 
PRESIDENT 

By 
SECRETARY 

WESTSIDE PACIFIC VILLAGES, a 
501 (c)(3) California non-profit corporation 

By 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

By 
SECRETARY 
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Exhibit A 

DEPARTMENT Oi~ RECREATION AND PARKS 
CONIPUI'.ER INTER.NET/INTRANET POlJCIES AND GUIDELINES 

[Please Print] Payroll Division#: -·---

Name: 

Signature: _____ _ ------------- - --- - ·-· 
Date: ----- ··------· 

Work Phone Number: 

Supervisor Name: _. ---·--------.--.. ----- ·----

Title: ----·------------- ·-- ·--·-------

Signature of Supervisor Distributing Policies:.----------------------

I have read and reviewed the Department of Recreation and Parks Policies and Guidelines on the Use of 
City Infomiation Systems (or "'Policies and Guidelines"). By signing this form, I agree to abide by the 
current Policies and Guidelines and agree to keep myself infonned of any changes or modifications to 
them. I recognize that the law and associated policy regarding the use of Internet, electronic mail, and 
the information systems are continually evolving. Therefore, I acknowledge and understand that my 
regular review of policy is required. I understand that updates to the Citywide policies and guidelines 
will be available on the City's intranet Web pages at (http://rapintra/systems/intemetPolicies.htm), 
(http://ita.ci.la.ca.us/netdocs/itpc policy/haintraitpc policy277673397 09192011.pdf). I also understand 
that both web addresses should be included in my browser bookmark lists for easy reference. 

Location Name: 

Address : 

City: State: 

Please return signed page to the Human Resources Division, 221 N. Figueroa St., Los Angeles, CA 
90012. Stop# 625-24 within 5 days of receipt. 

Department of Recreation and Parks 
Internet Policies and Guidelines March 5. 2012 



DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS 
SUMMARY OF POLICIES AND GUIDELINES ON THE USE OF 

CITY INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

This document was created to advise all users on the disclosure of information created, 
transmitted, received and stored via the use of the Internet, City e-mail, and other 
computer systems (collectively referred to as the "City's Information Systems"). These 
policies and guidelines cover all computer systems activity at the workplace, regardless 
of origin of equipment or whether the computer is attached to the Department's network. 

GENERAL 

Users of the Systems waive any rights of privacy in anything they create, store, send or 
receive on the Department's computer system. The Department of Recreation and Parks 
can, but is not obligated to, monitor e-mails without prior notification. The following 
policies and guidelines apply to any employee using the City's Information Systems. 

• The City reserves the right to monitor Internet use, all e-mail, and other computer 
transmissions, as well as any stored information, created or received by City 
employees. If there is evidence that an employee is not adhering to the policies 
and guidelines, the department reserves the right to take disciplinary action, 
including termination and/or legal action. 

• The use of public resources by City employees for personal gain and/or private 
use such as, but not limited to, outside employment or for political campaign 
purposes is prohibited and punishable by disciplinary action which may include 
termination and/or criminal prosecution depending on the nature and severity of 
the transgression. The te1m public resource as used in this policy includes not 
only the unauthorized use of equipment, hardware, software or other tangible 
articles, but also any time spent by the employee engaging in the unautho1ized use 
while on duty. 

• Browsing internet sites, participating in chat rooms, sending or receiving e-mail, 
or otherwise engaging in any information exchange of a sexual or sexually 
explicit nature is prohibited and will result in disciplinary action which may 
include termination and/or criminal prosecution. 

• Hacking is the unauthorized attempt or entry into any other computer. Never 
make an unauthorized attempt to enter any computer. Such action is a violation 
of the Federal Electronic Communications Privacy Act (ECPA) 18 U .S.C. 2510. 

• Never copy or transfer electronic files without permission. 
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• Never send, post, or provide access to any confidential City materials or 
infonnation. 

• All data and software is subject to the Federal Copyright Laws. Every employee is 
to cooperate with any investigation regarding the use of his/her computer 
equipment whenever such investigation has been authorized by the General 
Manager. 

• The City has no control or responsibility for content on an external server not 
under the control of the City of Los Angeles. Some information may be offensive 
and/or unsuitable for dissemination. 

• Actively disclaim speaking for the City of Los Angeles unless you have authority 
to do so. Note that if you use a City of Los Angeles system to post to Internet 
mailing Lists and Usenet News Groups, the City's name is carried along with 
what you post in (at least) the headers. The "standard" disclaimers attached to 
many articles are meaningless if the reader finds the article offensive. 

• Employees must not use the system to solicit for personal business endeavors or 
undertakings that are not job related, or assist others in doing so. 

INTERNET 

• The Internet must not be used to violate any law, regulation, or City policy. 

• Employees must not visit sexually explicit, offensive or otherwise inappropriate 
web sites, including racist or "hate" web sites. Such sites not only violate this 
policy but may also violate the sexual harassment policy. 

• Employees must not engage in computer games or gambling activities. 

• The Internet must not be used to commit any crime, including but not limited to 
sending obscene e-mails over the futemet to annoy, abuse, threaten, or harass 
another person. 

• Employees must not use the system to send (upload) or receive (download) 
copyrighted materials, trade secrets, proprietary financial information, or similar 
materials without prior management authorization. 

• Downloading a file from the .lntemet can bring viruses with it. Scan all 
downloaded files with City standard virus prevention software. 

• Downloading and installing of screen savers, shopping utilities, and desktop 
pictures that did not come with the machine may cause loss of both data and 
productivity due to conflicts with the installed program and the system. Programs 
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that go to the internet and self update also consume bandwidth. Do not install any 
of these programs without the express permission of the System Group. 

• If you are using info1mation from an Internet site, you should verify the integrity 
of that information. Just because it is there does not mean that it is accurate or 
valid. 

E-MAIL 

The Department's e-mail system is provided to employees for the purpose of conducting 
legitimate City business. All messages distributed via the department's e-mail system are 
the property of the City of Los Angeles, and therefore can be monitored by the 
Department. 

The following rules are to be strictly adhered to. It is prohibited to: 

• Send or receive your Internet Service Provider (ISP) e-mail via the internet (e.g., 
Yahoo Mail, Hot Mail, AOL, Earthlink, etc.) 

• Send or foiward e-mails containing offensive or disruptive content, which 
includes, but is not limited to defamatory, offensive, racist, or obscene remarks. 
If you receive an e-mail of this nature, you must promptly notify your supervisor. 

• Send unsolicited e-mail messages or chain e-mail 

• Send e-mail using another person's e-mail account without permission of the user 

• Send an attachment that contains a virus 

• Forward employees' e-mail addresses to internet sites 

• Fo1ward your work e-mail to your personal Internet Service Provider (ISP) e-mail 
account (the permission of your supervisor is required should you specifically 
need to monitor work e-mail off-site) 

• Forward your ISP e-mail to your work e-mail account 

• Forge or attempt to forge e-mail messages or disguise or attempt to disguise 
identity when sending mail 

• Send e-mail that requires extensive network capacity (sending unnecessary e­
mail, not exercising constraint when sending very large files, or sending e-mail to 
a large number of recipients unnecessarily consumes network resources that are 
needed for critical City business) 
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• Send or forward confidential City and Department infom1ation without proper 
authorization from the management. 

SYSTEM MONITORING AND BEST PRACTICES 

Incoming and outgoing messages and attachments are subject to being accessed, 
reviewed, disclosed or monitored - and will be monitored - at the sole discretion of the 
Department, in the ordinary course of business, at any time, with or without notice, and 
notwithstanding any password. 

The Department has and reserves the right to track and monitor employee use of the 
Internet, including websites visited and files downloaded by employees. 

All e-mails will be deleted after 60 days. If a user has sufficient reason to keep a copy of 
an e-mail, the message must be moved to the folder for archiving. 

Do not send unnecessary attachments to e-mail.. An e-mail attachment should be no 
larger that 1 OMB if the e-mail is being sent within the City and no larger than 5MB if the 
e-mail is being sent outside the City. 

Users should request permission from their supervisor before sending fliers regarding 
birthday parties, retirement luncheons, publications, funeral services, etc. 

When replying to an e-mail message, routinely select ''Reply to Sender" and use "Reply 
To All" only when absolutely necessary; always remember that selecting "'Reply To All" 
will send your reply to each e-rnaiJ account the original message was sent to. 

For important items, let senders know you have received their e-mail, even if you cannot 
respond in depth immediately and watch your punctuation and spelling as it can reflect on 
your professionalism. 

Delete any e-mail messages that you do not need to have a copy of, and set your e-mail 
client to automatically empty your deleted items folder after a set number of days, 14 to 
30. 

GLOSSARY of TERMS 

Archiving E-mail: To copy E-mail files to long-tem1 storage. 

Attachment: A file attached to an e-mail message. 
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E-maB: Short for electronic mail; the transmission of messages over communications 
networks. The messages can be notes entered from the keyboard or electronic files stored 
on disk. Some electronic-mail systems are confined to a single computer system or 
network, but others have gateways to other computer systems, enabling users to send 
electronic mail anywhere in the world. 

E-mail Address: A name that identifies an electronic post office box on a network 
where e-mail can be sent. Different types of networks have different formats for e-mail 
addresses. On the Internet, all e-mail addresses have the form: For example, 
webmaster@sandybay.com. Every user on the Internet has a unique e-mail address. 

Electronic Mail: Electronic Mail (e-mail) may include non-interactive communication of 
text, data, images or voice messages between a sender and designated recipient(s) by 
systems utilizing telecommunications links. It may also include correspondence 
transmitted and stored electronicaHy using software facilities called "e-mail;" ''facsimile", 
or "messaging" system; or voice messages transmitted and stored for later retrieval from a 
computer system. 

Group Wise: The name of the software the Department uses for E-mail. 

Guidelines: Recommendations derived from experience and which should be used and 
followed. 

Hacking: Attempting to break into another system on which you have no account or 
authorization. 

Home Page: the first page of a Web site. 

HTML: Acronym for Hypertext Markup Language. The scripting language used to 
create Web document. 

HTTP: Acronym for Hypertext Transport Protocol. The network protocol used by the 
World Wide Web. 

Internet: A worldwjde network of networks, connecting infonnational networks 
communication through a common communications language, or 11protocol". 

Internet Servic.e Provider (ISP): A company that provides access to the Internet. 
Many ISP web sites are available from any computer that is connected to the internet 
thereby allowing a user to access their account and retrieve e-mail. 

Intranet: Internal corporate Web site. Intranets are shielded from external Internet users 
by a firewall. 
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Mailbox: An area in memory or on a storage device where e-mail is placed. In e-mail 
systems, each user has a private mailbox. 

Mailing iist: A service that sends e-mail to everyone on a list whenever e-mail is sent to 
the service, permitting a group of users to exchange e-mail on a particular topic. 

Netiquette: A combination of "network" and "etiquette. " It is the practice of good 
manners in a networked environment. 

Policy: Primary objectives of the City of Los Angeles as contained in this document. 

Standards: Departmental directions or instructions describing how to achieve policy. 
Mandatory statement of direction. 

Users: The public and City employees. 

Vendors: Any private person or business enterprise. 

Virus: A program or piece of code that is loaded onto your computer without your 
knowledge and runs against your wishes. Viruses can also replicate themselves. All 
computer viruses are manmade. A simple virus that can make a copy of itself over and 
over again is relatively easy to produce. Even such a simple virus is dangerous because it 
will quickly use all available memory and bring the system to a halt. An even more 
dangerous type of virus is one capable of transmitting itself across networks arid 
bypassing security systems. 
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Form Gen. 146 (Rev. 3/09) Exhibit B 

Required Insurance and Minimum Limits 

Name: ------ ----·--------- ·----- Date: 

P 1: .tet~nce: __ . ·-- ____ ·- _ _________ ____ ____ ------ ---------- --_________________ -- -· ----------------------- ---______ _ _ 

Evidence of coverages checked below, with the specified minimum limits, must be submitted and approved prior to 
occupancy/start of operations. Amounts shown are Combined Single Limits ("CSLs"). For Automobile Liabi1ity, split 
limits may be substituted for a CSL if the total per occurrence equals or exceeds the CSL amount. 

Workers' Compensation - Workers' Compensation (WC) and Employer's Liability (EL) 

D Waiver of Subrogation in favor of City D Longshore & Harbor Workers 
D Jones Act 

Gene rai Lit1 bility ____________________________________ ..... ____________________________ --------------------------------------------- ______ _____ . _____ _ 

D Products/Completed Operations 
D Fire Legal Liabmty _ ____ _ 

D Sexual Misconduct 

D 

Automobile Liability (for any and all vehicles used for this contract, other than commuting to/from work) 

Limits 

WC ... ':.~atuto_r.y ___ _ 

EL 

~-~~-==-=============================================:;;;;:;;;===================================== 

Professionai Liability (Errors and Omissions) 

Property Insurance (to cover replacement cost of building · as determined by insurance company) 

0 All Risk Coverag~ 
0Flovd ____ _ 
0 Earthquake _ ____ ___ ______ _ 

Pollution Liability 
o _ 

0 Boiler and Machinery 
D Builder's Risk 

D 

Surety Bonds - Perfomiance and Payment (Labor and Materials) Bonds 

Crime Insurance 

Other: 

100% of the contract price 



Form Gen. 133 (Rev. 05/12) 

CiTY OF LOS ANGELES 

INSTRUCTIONS AND INFORMATION 
ON COMPLYING WITH CITY INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS 

(Share this information with your insurance agent or broker) 

1. Agreement/Reference All evidence of insurance must identify the nature of your business 
with the CITY. Clearly show any assigned number of a bid, contract, lease, permit, etc. or give 
the project name and the job site or street address to ensure that your submission will be properly 
credited. Provide the types of coverage and minimum dollar amounts specified on the 
Required Insurance and Minimum Limits sheet (Form Gen. 146) included in your CITY 
documents. 

2. When to submit Normally, no work may begin until a CITY insurance certificate approval 
number ("CA number") has been obtained, so insurance documents should be submitted as early 
as practicable. For As-needed Contracts, insurance need not be submitted until a specific job 
has been awarded. Des;gn Professionals coverage for new construction work may be submitted 
simultaneously with final plans and drawings, but before construction commences. 

3. Acceptable Evidence and Approval ElectiOnic submission is the best method of submitting 
your documents. Track4LA® is the CITY's online insurance compliance system and is designed 
to make the experience of submitting and retrieving insurance information quick and easy. The 
system is designed to be used by insurance brokers and agents as they submit client insurance 
certificates directly to the City. It uses the standard insurance industry form known as the 
ACORD 25 Certificate of Liability Insurance in electronic format - the CITY is a licensed 
redistributor of ACORD forms. Track4LA® advantages include standardized, universally accepted 
forms, paperless approval transactions (24 hours, 7 days per week), and security checks and 
balances. The easiest and quickest way to obtain approval of your insurance is to have your 
insurance broker or agent access Track4LA ® at tJttp:/[trac.k1la .lacitv.org and follow the 
instructions to register and submit the appropriate proof of insurance on your behalf. 

Insurance industry certificates other than the ACORD 25 that have been approved by the State of 
California may be accepted, however < ~; ,n:·. ''.'it>.'t;,::1~ . <'Ji ' .,.., tfn,F :.· :.' :~ .:.. ;.;~ ·. Tr:: /", (-· ! /~ :· S 

· ·· · All Certificates must provide a thirty (30) days' cancellation notice 
provision (ten (10) days for non-payment of premium) AND an Additional Insured Endorsement 
naming the CITY an additional insured completed by your insurance company or its designee. If 
the policy includes an automatic or blanket additional insured endorsement, the Certificate must 
state the CITY is an automatic or blanket additional insured. An endorsement naming the CITY 
an Additional Named Insured and Loss Payee as Its Interests May Appear is required on property 
policies. All evidence of insurance must be authorized by a person with authority to bind 
coverage, whether that is the authorized agent/broker or insurance underwriter. Completed 
Insurance Industry Certificates other than ACORD 25 Certificates are sent electronically to 
CAO,insurance.bonds@lacity.org 

Additional Insured Endorsements DO NOT apply to the following: 

o Indication of compliance with statute, such as Workers' Compensation Law. 
o Professional Liability insurance. 

Verification of approved insurance and bonds may be obtained by checking Track4LA ®, the 
CITY's online insurance compliance system, at iJ1tgj/tra-.:k41a.l§fLty_,_Q£9. 

4. Renewal When an existing policy is renewed, have your insurance broker or agent submit a 
new Acord 25 Certificate or edit the existing Acord 25 Certificate through Track4LA ® at 
http://track41a.lacity.org. 
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5. Alternative Programs/Self-Insurance Risk financing mechanisms such as Risk Retention 
Groups, Risk Purchasing Groups, off-shore carriers, captive insurance programs and self­
insurance programs are subject to separate approval after the CITY has reviewed the relevant 
audited financial statements. To initiate a review of your program, you should complete the 
Applicant's Declaration of Self Insurance form (t :t~~.L.Ll:ggja~ ity.oro/riskflnsuranceForms.htm) to 
the Office of the City Administrative Officer, Risk Management for consideration. 

6. Generai Liability insurance covering your operations (and products, where applicable) is 
required whenever the CITY is at risk of third-party claims which may arise out of your work or 
your presence or special event on City premises. Sexual Misconduct coverage is a required 
coverage when the work performed involves minors. Fire Legal Liability is required for persons 
occupying a portion of CITY premises. Information on two CITY insurance programs, the 
SPARTA program, an optional source of low-cost insurance which meets the most minimum 
requirements, and the Special Events Liability Insurance Program, which provides liability 
coverage for short-term special events on CITY premises or streets, is available at 
(www.2sparta.com), or by calling (800) 420-0555. 

7. Automobile Liability insurance is required only when vehicles are used in performing the 
work of your Contract or when they are driven off-road on CITY premises; it is not required for 
simple commuting unless CITY is paying mileage. However, compliance with California law 
requiring auto liability insurance is a contractual requirement. 

8. Errors and Omissions coverage will be specified on a project-by-project basis if you are 
working as a licensed or other professional. The length of the claims discovery period required 
will vary with the circumstances of the individual job. 

9. Workers' Compensation and Employer's Liability insurance are not required for 
single-person contractors. However, under state law these coverages (or a copy of the state's 
Consent To Self Insure) must be provided if you have any employees at any time during the 
period of this contract. Contractors with no employees must complete a Request for Waiver of 
Workers' Compensation lnsu ranee Requirement (http://cao.lacitv.org/risk/lnsuranceForms. htm ). 
A Waiver of Subrogation on the coverage is required only for jobs where your employees are 
working on CITY premises under hazardous conditions, e.g., uneven terrain, scaffolding, caustic 
chemicals, toxic materials, power tools, etc. The Waiver of Subrogation waives the insurer's right 
to recover (from the CITY) any workers' compensation paid to an injured employee of the 
contractor. 

10. Property Insurance is required for persons having exclusive use of premises or equipment 
owned or controlled by the CITY. Builder's Risk/Course of Construction is required during 
construction projects and should include building materials in transit and stored at the project site. 

11 . Surety coverage may be required to guarantee performance of work and payment to 
vendors and suppliers. A Crime Policy may be required to handle CITY funds or securities, and 
under certain other conditions. Specialty coverages may be needed for certain operations. For 
assistance in obtaining the CITY required bid, performance and payment surety bonds, please 
see the City of Los Angeles Bond Assistance Program website address at 
bttc:i/cao.lacity.oro/risiy'BondAssistanceProgram~illif or call (213) 258-3000 for more information. 
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BOARD REPORT NO. 16-189 

DATE September 09, 2016 G.D. __ ....;..1..;;;..3 __ _ 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: TARGET RETAIL CENTER PROJECT CHILD CARE FACILITY 

AP Diaz :ft" * R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

REQUIREMENTS PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.G OF THE 
VERMONT/WESTERN TRANSIT ORIENTED DISTRICT SPECIFIC 
PLAN/STATION NEIGHBORHOOD AREA PLAN - REQUEST FOR IN-LIEU 
CHILD CARE FEE PAYMENT PURSUANT TO SECTION 6.G.4 OF THE 
VERMONT/WESTERN TRANSIT ORIENTED DISTRICT SPECIFIC 
PLAN/STATION NEIGHBORHOOD AREA PLAN 

V. Israel 

C-SD K. Regan 

N. Williams 

¥!~---
Approved ______ _ Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn ----

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Authorize a cash payment in-lieu of the child care facilities otherwise required to be 
provided by the Target Retail Center Project (Project) pursuant to Section G of the 
Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan/Station Neighborhood Area Plan 
Specific Plan; 

2. Approve a proposed in-lieu fee payment of One Million Two Hundred Thirteen Thousand 
Five Hundred Dollars ($1,213,500.00) by the Project; 

3. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks' (RAP) Chief Accounting Employee 
to deposit the in-lieu fee payment into the Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area 
Plan Child Care Trust Fund (Fund 52T); 

4. Find that the creation and appropriation of the in-lieu cash payment is not subject to the 
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as a project; and, 

5. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to make technical corrections as 
necessary to carry out the intent of this Report. 
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SUMMARY 

The Target Retail Center Project (Project) is a new multi-tenant commercial retail building 
proposed to be developed on a 168,869 square-foot lot located at 5500 West Sunset Boulevard, 
in the East Hollywood community of the City. The Project scope includes the demolition of 
59,561 square feet of single-story buildings, electrical substation, and surface parking lot 
existing at this site and the construction of a three level retail shopping center of 194, 7 49 gross 
square feet, which would consist of an approximately 163,862 square foot Target store along 
with 30,887 square feet of other smaller retail and food uses. 

The Project is located within the Hollywood Community Plan and within Subarea F of the 
Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan/Station Neighborhood Area Plan 
Specific Plan (SNAP). 

The Project was considered by the City Planning Commission on November 12, 2015 
(CPC-2015-74-GPA-SP-CUB-SPP-SPR) and was approved by the Los Angeles City Council on 
June 24, 2016 (Council File No. 16-0033). 

Condition No. 4 7 of the Project's Conditions of Approval, as approved by the Los Angeles City 
Council, is as follows: 

Childcare Facility Requirements. Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy 
for the project, for every 50 square feet of net, usable, non-residential floor area, the 
project shall provide one square foot of Childcare Facility, plus Ground Floor Play Area, 
pursuant to Section G of the Station Neighborhood Area Plan (SNAP). A 3,895 square­
foot indoor Childcare Facility, plus the required amount of Ground Floor Play Area, shall 
be required. At the Applicant's request, the Board of Recreation and Parks Commission 
may authorize a cash payment in lieu of some or all of the minimum indoor square 
footage and play area required in Subsection 6.G. Should the applicant request to utilize 
the in lieu fee option, the applicant shall be required to pay the City the full cost of 
consultant services to evaluate the project childcare needs of the proposed project. In 
lieu cash payments for indoor child care space and outdoor play areas shall be 
deposited in the City's Child Care Trust Fund, as stipulated by the SNAP. 

Note that the Childcare Facility is meant to accommodate the child care needs of the Project 
employees for pre-school children, including infants, and not for customers or the general 
public. 

Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan/Station Neighborhood Area Plan 
(SNAP) 

The SNAP was established in 2001 and covers an approximately 2.2 square mile area within 
the Hollywood and Wilshire communities. The SNAP was created for the purpose of making the 
neighborhood more livable, economically viable, and pedestrian and transit friendly. 

The SNAP is a part of the City's General Plan and contains both land use regulations and 
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project development guidelines and standards. In general, projects located within the SNAP are 
required to comply with applicable provisions of the SNAP, unless otherwise granted an 
exception from a SNAP provision by the City Planning Commission and/or the Los Angeles City 
Council. 

The Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) currently has jurisdiction over three public 
parks within the boundaries of the SNAP: 

Barnsdall Park. A 14.59 acre community park, located at 4800 Hollywood Boulevard, which 
features the Barnsdall Art Center, Junior Arts Center, Municipal Art Gallery, Galley Theater, 
and the Hollyhock House. 

Madison West Park. A 0.52 acre neighborhood park, located at 464 North Madison 
Avenue, which features a children's play area, covered picnic tables, and a small open field. 

1171-1177 Madison Avenue. A 0.56 acre neighborhood park, located at 1171-1177 
Madison Avenue, wrrich is currently undeveloped but is proposed to be developed with a 
community garden and a public park. 

Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan/SNAP Childcare Facility Requirements 

SNAP Section 6.G requires all commercial and mixed-use projects located in Subareas B, C, D, 
and F of the SNAP with One Hundred Thousand (100,000) net square feet or more of non­
residential floor area to include child care facilities to accommodate the child care needs of 
project employees for pre-school children, including infants. 

SNAP Section 6.G.2 requires that the child care facility be used for that purpose for the life of 
the project, and that the child care facility be located on the ground floor of a project unless 
otherwise permitted by State Law. 

SNAP Section 6.G.3 permits the child care facility to be located off-site of a project, provided 
that it is located within 5,280 feet (one mile) of a project. 

Condition No. 47 of the Project's Conditions of Approval, as approved by the Los Angeles City 
Council, allows the Project's applicant to request that RAP authorize a cash payment in-lieu of 
some or all of the minimum indoor square footage and play area required to be provided 
pursuant to SNAP. It should be noted that RAP is not required to approve an applicant's 
request, and RAP's denial of a request would not relieve or eliminate a the Project's child care 
facility requirements under SNAP. 

SNAP Section 6.G.7 requires any project that is to provide a child care facility pursuant to SNAP 
to submit an annual report to RAP documenting the annual number of children served by their 
child care facility. It also states that RAP is responsible for monitoring a project's compliance 
with SNAP Section 6.G and that the Department of Building and Safety is responsible for 
enforcing a project's compliance with those requirements. 
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Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Plan Child Care Trust Fund 

Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 5.530 requires that any in-lieu fees collected pursuant 
to SNAP Section 6.G.4 be deposited into Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Plan 
Child Care Trust Fund (Child Care Trust Fund). Any funds deposited into the Child Care Trust 
Fund are to be administered and managed by RAP, with the concurrence of the President of the 
City Council. 

Pursuant to Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 5.530 C, these in-lieu fees can only be 
expended for the purpose of (1) acquiring facilities, developing, improving, and operating child 
care programs physically located within the boundaries of the SNAP, and (2) providing financial 
assistance with child care payments to qualified parents in the area, as determined by RAP. 
RAP is authorized to make expenditures from the Child Care Trust Fund with the concurrence of 
the President of the City Council, and in accordance with the guidelines of SNAP. Additionally, 
RAP is required to publically report on the status of the Child Care Trust Fund, including details 
on all receipts and expenditures of the Child Care Trust Fund and of the status of projects 
funded by the Child Care Trust Fund, within 180 days after the end of each Fiscal Year. 

The balance of the Child Care Trust Fund (Fund 52T) is, as of July 14, 2016, Five Hundred 
Eighty-Five Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Nine Dollars ($585,379.00) . 

Proposed In-Lieu Fee 

On October 30, 2015, representatives of Target Corporation sent a letter to the Board of 
Recreation and Park Commissioners (Board) formally requesting that the Board authorize the 
payment of a fee in-lieu of the otherwise required childcare facilities. 

As previously noted, SNAP allows for an in-lieu fee payment and requires RAP to make a final 
determination if an in-lieu fee payment is requested by a project applicant. However, SNAP 
does not provide a traditional fee formula for the calculation of in-lieu fee payments and SNAP 
provides no guidance on how RAP is to calculate or determine the efficacy of the in-lieu fee. 

In order for the Board to authorize a cash payment in-lieu of some or all of the indoor childcare 
facility and outdoor play area space required to be provided pursuant to SNAP Section 6.G, the 
Board would need to determine and adopt an in-lieu fee. In order to do so, the Board would 
need to demonstrate that the proposed in-lieu fees are roughly proportional to the level of 
impact created by the project and find that there is an essential nexus between a project and the 
impact on the need for child care facilities. 

HR&A Report. HR&A Advisors, Inc. (HR&A) was retained by Target Corporation to 
devise an in-lieu fee formula that could be applied to the Project based on HR&A's 
experience preparing and reviewing a variety of development impact fees, including child 
care requirements and fees, and HR&A's familiarity with nexus studies prepared by 
certain other jurisdictions in California that impose similar child care facility requirements 
on new developments. HR&A, using a series of calculation factors derived from available 
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surveys of employees and their child care preferences, and "nexus" studies prepared to 
support related child care requirements in the City of West Hollywood, City and County 
of San Francisco, and the City of Santa Monica, determined that the Project's Two 
Hundred and Fifty (250) employees would generate a demand for eight (8) spaces for 
pre-school age children. The HR&A Report estimated that the total cost to develop a 
new 60-space child care center within the SNAP boundaries, inclusive of land 
acquisitions costs, is Three Million, Six Hundred Twenty-Nine Thousand, One Hundred 
Dollars ($3,629, 100.00), or about Sixty Thousand , Five Hundred Dollars ($60,500.00) 
per space. 

In summary, the HR&A Report recommended total in-lieu fee of Four Hundred Eighty­
Four Thousand Dollars ($484,000.00). This recommended fee was derived by 
multiplying the per space cost of Sixty Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars ($60,500.00) by 
the estimated Project generated demand for eight (8) new child care spaces near where 
Project employees work. 

On March 22, 2016, the City Council approved a motion authorizing and instructing the City 
Administrative Officer to hire a consultant to evaluate the projected childcare needs of the 
Project with respect to the requirements of the SNAP, and requesting the Board of Recreation 
and Parks Commissioners to consider the Project at the Board's next regularly scheduled 
meeting once the evaluation is completed (Council File No. 16-0033-S 1 ). 

EPS Study. Economic & Planning Systems, Inc., (EPS) was retained by the City to peer 
review the HR&A Report. EPS's peer review involved reviewing the HR&A Report, and 
speaking with City staff and the assigned City Attorney to understand the Project 
background, and discussing key assumptions with the primary author of the HR&A 
Report. The EPS Study found that the Project's Two Hundred and Fifty (250) employees 
would generate a demand for fifteen (15) new spaces for pre-school age children, 
compared to the eight (8) spaces estimated in the HR&A Report. Additionally, the EPS 
Study noted that the cost estimates found in the HR&A Report for the acquisition and 
development of a new state-licensed childcare center were based on dynamic data that 
is subject to change over time based on economic and market conditions. The EPS 
Study provided updated land acquisition cost data that found that the median price per 
square foot for land in the area of the Project had risen since the time the HR&A Report 
was completed. The EPS Study found that this identified increase in land acquisition 
costs would potentially increase the overall cost to develop a child care center from Sixty 
Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars ($60,500.00), as stated by the HR&A Report, to about 
Eighty Thousand, Nine Hundred Dollars ($80,900.00) per space. 

In summary, the EPS Study recommended that a total in-lieu fee range between Nine 
Hundred Seven Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars ($907,500.00) and One Million, Two 
Hundred Thirteen Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars ($1,213,500.00). This recommended 
fee range was derived by multiplying the per space cost of between Sixty Thousand, 
Five Hundred Dollars ($60,500.00) to Eighty Thousand, Nine Hundred Dollars 
($80,900.00) by the estimated Project generated demand for fifteen (15) new child care 
spaces near where Project employees work. 
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RAP Staff recommends that, if the Board authorizes a cash payment in-lieu of the child care 
facilities otherwise required to be provided by the Project, the Board approve a proposed in-lieu 
fee of One Million, Two Hundred Thirteen Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars ($1,213,500.00) 
since that fee amount, as determined by the EPS Study, is most reflective of the current costs to 
fully develop a child care center within the SNAP boundaries. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

RAP Staff has determined that creation and appropriation of the in-lieu cash payment is strictly 
a funding mechanism for the provision of childcare services required as a condition of the 
Target Development, which does not involve any commitment to any specific childcare project 
that may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment. Therefore, the in­
lieu cash payment is not project subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
pursuant to Section 15378 (b)(4) of the State CEQA Guidelines. Once a project has been 
developed for providing the required childcare services, appropriate CEQA compliance will be 
conducted for approval of the project. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Adoption of this report will have a minor fiscal impact on RAP due to the annual reporting 
requirements required pursuant to the requirements of Los Angeles Administrative Code 
Section 5.530 and California Government Code Section 66000, et seq. 

This Report was prepared by Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst I, Planning, 
Construction, and Maintenance Branch. 
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October 30, 2015 

By U.S. Mail and E-mail: rap.commissioners@lacity.org 

Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners 
Los Angeles City Recreation and Parks Department 
Office of Board of Commissioners 
P.O. Box 86328 
Los Angeles, CA 90086-0328 

Re: Target Project at Sunset and Western 
Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan 

/Station Neighborhood Area Plan (SNAP) 
Planning Case No. CPC-20JS .. 74-GPA-SP-CUB-SPP-SPR 

Honorable President Patsaouras and Members of the Board: 

ATTACHMENT 2 

This firm represents Target Corporation, applicant for the above-entitled project. 
Pursuant to the specific plan ("SNAP"), Target requests that it be allowed to make a cash 
payment in lieu of all of the otherwise required childcare facilities. 

I understand that your Board will consider a specific amount for the cash payment soon, 
probably at its January 6, 2016 meeting. Target supports the amount recommended by the 
consultant's report (i.e., $484,000). Representatives of Target will attend the hearing to answer 
any questions you may have. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

Richard A. Schulman 
HECHT SOLBERG ROBINSON GOLDBERG & BAGLEY LLP 

RAS:cas 

cc: Darryl Ford, City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks: Planning, 
Construction, and Maintenance Branch (by e-mail: dan:yl.ford@lacity.org) 

Client (by e-mail) 
Doug Couper, Greenberg Farrow (by e-mail) 
Paul Silvem, HR&A (by e-mail) 

Hecht Solberg Robinson Goklberg & Bagley UP Attorneys at Law 

One America Plaza 600 West Broadway Eighth Floor San Diego, CA 92101 T: 619.239.344.4 F: 619.232.6828 hechtsolberg.com 
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I. Executive Summary 

This report presents recommendations for establishing the amount of a child care facility in-lieu 
fee applicable to a new three-level, 186,698 square feet1 shopping center shopping center 
proposed by Target Corporation ("Project"), at Sunset Boulevard and Western Avenue in the 
Hollywood area of the City of Los Angeles ("City"). The in-lieu fee is an elective option to 
provision of child care facilities under the Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan 
and its Station Neighborhood Area Plan (SNAP). However, these regulations do not specify a fee 
amount or formula. At the request of Target Corporation, HR&A Advisors, Inc. (HR&A) was 
retained to develop an appropriate in-lieu fee formula that could be applied to the 
development, based on HR&A's extensive experience preparing and reviewing a variety of 
development impact fees, including child care requirements and fees, and HR&A's familiarity with 
nexus studies prepared by certain other jurisdictions in California that impose similar child care 
facility requirements on new development, typically on a jurisdiction-wide basis. A previous 
version of the in-lieu fee approach recommended in this report was originally prepared in 2013 
and reviewed by staff of the City's Parks and Recreation Department, which has jurisdiction over 
implementation of the child care facility requirement, and by the office of the City Attorney. The 
fee calculation approach and resulting fee amount presented in this report reflect comments from 
City reviewers of the 2013 analysis. Further review and final approval of the in-lieu fee 
calculation approach and fee amount applicable to the Target project will be provided by the 
City's Parks and Recreation Commission. 

As presented in this report, the language of the SNAP child care facility requirement did not 
provide a reasonable basis for deriving an in-lieu fee to "accommodate the child care needs of 
Project employee pre-school age (including infants) children." Its indoor child care facility floor 
area requirement is not supported by any known analysis, and it did not reflect the many child 
care facility options available to Project employees who elect to place their pre-school age 
children in child care near the Project site, rather than in or near their place of residence. 

Using, instead, a series of calculation factors derived from available surveys of employees and 
their child care preferences, and "nexus" studies prepared to support related child care 
requirements in West Hollywood, City and County of San Francisco and Santa Monica, it was 
determined that Project employees would generate a demand for eight spaces for pre-school 
age children, or 44 percent of the number of child care spaces based on the limited SNAP 
calculation factors. This employee demand estimate reflects consideration of: 

,/ The percentage of Project's 250 employees who also work daytime shifts that coincide 
with the hours that child care facilities are typically open for business; 

,/ The percentage of the Project's employees working daytime shifts who have pre-school 
age children; 

,/ The percentage of Project employee parents/guardians who are likely to prefer to use 
child care facilities or rely on other non-relative care for child care services, as opposed to 
other available forms of child care; and 

,/ The percentage of those Project employee parents/guardians who prefer to utilize child 
ca re facilities located close to where they work, as opposed to where they reside. 

1 Throughout this Report, all Project-related floor areas are based on the definition of "floor area" in the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC), as measured by the Project's architect, unless noted otherwise. 
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HR&A estimates that the cost to develop a child care space in a new Child Care Center is about 
$60,500. This cost, combined with the estimate that Project will generate demand for eight new 
child care spaces near where Project employees work, constitutes the basis for a total in-lieu fee 
of $484,000, or $2.59 per square foot of Project floor area. 

Recommendation 

Inasmuch as: ( 1) the SNAP did not provide an appropriate calculation basis for developing an in­
lieu fee; and (2) an in-lieu child care could, instead, be based on a combination of employee 
parent demand for child care near the employee parents' place of work, and the cost of 
providing that demand in appropriate child care facilities; and (3) combining Project-specific child 
care demand factors and an average cost per child care space in a new Child Care Center, we 
recommend that the child core in-lieu fee applicable to the Project's floor area be set at 
$484,000, or $2.59 per square loot of Project floor area. Target's share of the fee in this case 
would be $407,619, based on its shore of total Project floor area, and the remaining $7 6,381 
would be allocated to the floor area occupied by the Project's other miscellaneous retail tenants, 
but not including the 109 square feet of Project floor area for a Police Department substation. 

The recommended in-lieu fee is about two and one-half times the in-lieu fee charged by most 
California jurisdictions for this purpose (i.e., about $1.00 per square foot or less). 

HR&A ADVISORS, INC. TARGET DEVELOPMENT CHILD CARE FEE I 2 
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II. Purpose and Scope of the Analysis 

A. Introduction 

This report presents recommendations for establishing the amount of a child care facility in-lieu 
fee applicable to a shopping center proposed by Target Corporation, with 186,698 square feet 
of floor area, for a site in the Hollywood area of the City of Los Angeles ("City"). The in-lieu fee 
is an elective option to provision of child care facilities under applicable City land use regulations 
governing the development. However, these regulations do not specify a fee amount or formula. 
At the request of Target Corporation, HR&A Advisors, Inc. (HR&A) was retained to develop an 
appropriate in-lieu fee formula that could be applied to the development, based on HR&A's 
extensive experience preparing and reviewing a variety of development impact fees, including 
child care requirements and fees, and HR&A's familiarity with nexus studies prepared by certain 
other jurisdictions in California that impose similar child care facility requirements on new 
development, typically on a jurisdiction-wide basis. A summary of HR&A's qualifications is 
included in Appendix A. A previous version of the in-lieu fee approach recommended in this 
report was originally prepared in 2013 and reviewed by staff of the City's Parks and Recreation 
Department, which has jurisdiction over implementation of the child care facility requirement, and 
by the office of the City Attorney. The fee calculation approach and resulting fee amount 
presented in this report reflect comments from City reviewers of the 20 l 3 analysis. Further review 
and final approval of the in-lieu fee calculation approach and fee amount applicable to the 
Target project will be provided by the City's Parks and Recreation Commission. 

8. Description of the Hollywood Target Development2 

The Target development at Sunset Boulevard and Western Avenue is a new three-level shopping 
center with 186,698 square feet of floor area on a 3.9-acre rectangular site at 5520 Sunset 
Boulevard. It includes a full-service Target store with 157, 143 square feet of floor area, plus 
other smaller retail and food uses with 29,446 square feet of floor area, and a Police 
Department substation3 with l 09 square feet of floor area ("Project"). The Project will replace 
59,561 gross square feet of existing single-story buildings. Once completed, the Project is 
estimated to have a total of 250 full-time and part-time employees. The Target store's typical 
operating hours will be 6 a.m. to 12 a.m., with business hours of 7 a.m. to 11 p.m. Longer store 
hours may apply before and after certain holidays, such as Christmas and Thanksgiving. The 
operating hours for the miscellaneous retail and dining tenants, which have not yet been 
identified, are assumed to be similar to the Target store. 

C. Summary of the Vermont/Western SNAP Child Care Requirements 

The Project is located within the boundaries of the Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District 
Specific Plan and is therefore subject to its Station Neighborhood Area Plan (SNAP). The SNAP 
requires that developments like the Project must include facilities to "accommodate the child care 
needs of Project employee pre-school age (including infants) children."4 Such facilities are 

2 This summary is based on the Draft EIR project description. See, City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, 
Drgft Environmental lmpgct Report. Target at Sunset gnd Western. SCH No: 2010121011, January 2012, Section II 
(Project Description), commencing at p. 11-1. 

3 The Police Department substation appears in the plans previously approved for a building permit for the Project. 

4 City of Los Angeles, Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan. Station Neighborhood Area Plan. 
Ordinance 173,7 49, Section 6.G. Copy included for reference in Attachment B. 
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required to include one square foot of indoor child care facility space for each 50 square feet of 
"net useable" (not defined) Project floor area, and ground floor outdoor play area consistent with 
State child care licensing requirements (i.e., 75 square feet per child).5 This child care facility 
requirement may be accommodated on-site within the Project, or at an off-site location within one 
mile of the Project. Alternatively, at the Project developer's request, the requirement may be 
satisfied by a cash payment in lieu of some or all of the indoor and outdoor child care facility 
requirement, for deposit into the Vermont/Western SNAP Child Care Trust Fund.6 Target 
Corporation, the Project applicant, seeks to make use of the cash payment option to meet this 
requirement. However, neither the SNAP nor the City's Administrative Code provides an in-lieu 
fee amount or method for calculating it. 

D. Analysis Process 

The City's Department of Parks and Recreation, and the Parks and Recreation Commission, now 
have jurisdiction over implementation of the SNAP child care facility requirement, and for 
administering the Vermont/Western SNAP Child Care Trust Fund into which all in-lieu fees must be 
deposited. Following initial consultation with Target Corporation, HR&A participated in meetings 
with representatives of the Department of Parks and Recreation to discuss an outline of an 
approach to calculating a Project-specific in-lieu fee, which could also provide guidance to the 
Department for in-lieu fee calculation applicable to other developments for which the child care 
requirement would apply in the future. A calculation approach developed initially in 2013 was 
also discussed with the office of the City Attorney, as has been revised based on those discussions. 

The recommended in-lieu fee calculation approach follows the general principles of "nexus" (i.e., 
reasonable relationship) between the public facility requirement (i.e., child care facilities) and the 
characteristics of the Project, and between the cost of providing the public facilities and the 
proposed in-lieu fee, that are now required under applicable State law and various judicial 
rulings for the imposition of development fees. That is, the in-lieu fee calculation approach focuses 
on an estimate of the demand for child care facilities generated by Project employees (i.e., 
number of pre-school age children needing child care facilities), and the cost to develop facilities 
to meet those needs. The resulting number of child care spaces required, multiplied by the per­
child care space development cost, yields the recommended in-lieu fee. Subsequent Chapters of 
this report provide the specific calculation factors and data sources utilized to estimate both 
Project employee demand for child care facilities and the development cost of providing those 
facilities. 

E. Organization of the Report 

Accordingly, the remaining Chapters of this report address: 

• Chapter Ill provides a more detailed review of the SNAP's child care requirements as they 
apply to the Project, and discusses the limitations of the SNAP child care facility requirements 
for establishing an in-lieu fee. 

• In light of these limitations, Chapter IV provides a method for estimating the demand for child 
care facilities among Project employees, taking into account information from national surveys 
and child care requirement nexus studies prepared for other California jurisdictions. 

5 See generally, 22 California Code of Regulations, Division l 2, Chapter 1, Articles 1-7 and Subchapter 2. 

6 City of Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 5.530. Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Plan Child 
Care Trust Fund (also included for reference in Attachment B). 
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• Chapter V provides estimates of the range of development costs required to meet the scale of 
child care facility demand derived in Chapter IV, assuming the Project's child core demand 
would be accommodated in a new Child Core Center, as opposed to other possible types of 
child care facilities. 

• Chapter VI presents the conclusions of the Report, including a specific recommendation for the 
in-lieu fee amount that should be applied to the Project, for consideration and approval by 
the City's Porks and Recreation Commission. 
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Ill. Limitations of the Vermont/Western SNAP Child Care Facility Requirement 
for Establishing an In-Lieu Fee 

A. The Vermont/Western SNAP Child Care Facility Requirement 

The SNAP requires that developments like the Project must include facilities to "accommodate the 
child care needs of Project employee pre-school age (including infants) children."7 Such facilities 
are required to include one square foot of indoor child care facility space for each 50 square 
feet of "net useable" (not defined) Project floor area, and ground floor outdoor play area 
consistent with State child care licensing requirements (i.e., 75 square feet per child).8 This child 
care facility requirement may be accommodated on-site within the Project, or at an off-site 
location located within one mile of the Project. Alternatively, at the Project developer's request, 
the requirement may be satisfied by a cash payment in lieu of some or all of the indoor and 
outdoor child care facility requirement, for deposit into the Vermont/Western SNAP Child Care 
Trust Fund.9 Target Corporation, the Project applicant, seeks to make use of the cash payment 
option to meet this requirement. 

Based on Target's estimate of the Project's "net useable" floor area, State licensing standards, 
and other cities' nexus studies regarding actual child core facility space needs per child (as 
discussed below), the SNAP formula appears to require that the Project provide: 

• 1,739 square feet of indoor child care floor area. This estimate is based on: ( 1) an estimate of 
86,961 "net useable" Project square feet (after deducting various floor areas as shown 
below); and (2) 50 square feet of indoor child care space per square foot of Project net 
useable floor area. That is: 

Less: ground level storage 
Less: stock mezzanine 
Less: Jrd level storage 
Less: LAPD substation 
Less: existing uses 

186,698 s.f. of floor area 
( 10,852 s.f .) 
( 15, 1 05 s.f .) 
( 14, 110 s.f.) 
( 1 09 s.f .) 
( 59 .561 s.f.) 

86,961 "net useable s.f." 

86,961 net useable s.f./50 s.f. = 1,739 s.f. of indoor child care space. 

• A facility that could accommodate 1 B children (infants through 5 year-olds). This estimate is 
based on the average floor area per child actually needed for a full-service child care 
center. That is: 

1,739 s.f. of required child care floor area (from above) / 1 00 s.f. per child (per HR&A 
review of child care nexus studies) = 1 8 child care spaces.10 

7 Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan. Station Neighborhood Area Plan. op. cit. 

8 See generally, 22 California Code of Regulations, Division 12, Chapter 1, Articles 1-7 and Subchapter 2. 

9 City of Los Angeles Administrative Code, op. cit .. 

10 Assumes any fractional child care space resulting from the calculation is rounded up to the next whole child care 
space. 
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• 7 ,350 square feet of outdoor activity area, based on State licensing requirements. That is: 

18 child care spaces (from above) x 75 square feet per child = 1,350 square feet of 
outdoor activity area. 

Another 3,000 square feet or so of land area would also probably be required as a practical 
matter for on-site surface parking for staff (i.e., at least 1 per 1 2 children per State licensing 
requirements) plus visitors and drop-off circulation (i.e., 10 spaces x 300 s.f./parking space). 

One approach to estimation of an in-lieu fee would be to estimate the cost of land, construction 
and other development costs to supply a child care facility of the scale described above. But for 
the reasons discussed below, HR&A believes such an approach would be fatally flawed. 

B. Limitations of the SNAP Child Care Facility Requirements for Establishing an In-Lieu Fee 

Beyond the obvious problem that the SNAP does not provide an in-lieu fee amount or fee 
calculation formula, the SNAP's requirements described above pose the following shortcomings for 
estimating an appropriate in-lieu fee that would "accommodate the child care needs of Project 
employee pre-school age (including infants) children." 

1. No Empirical Basis for the Indoor Floor Area Requirement 

First, the SNAP requirement for one square foot of indoor child care space for every 50 square 
feet of net useable development project floor area was not based on a nexus study, or any other 
empirical analysis, so far as HR&A has been able to determine.11 This requirement is a key driver 
of the overall facilities requirement, its development cost, which would serve as a basis for an in­
lieu fee. The requirement is significantly inconsistent with the child care facility requirements in the 
adjacent City of West Hollywood, which was based on a nexus study. 12 In that City, the indoor 
child care space performance requirement, in lieu of an impact fee payment $0.65 per net new 
square foot of floor area, is one square foot for every 470 square feet of new commercial 
development, 13 or about one-tenth of the SNAP indoor space requirement. 

2. No Consideration for the Variety of Child Care Supply Options Preferred by Working 
Parents and Guardians 

Second, the SNAP requirement appears to focus on the need for a State-licensed Child Care 
Center near the development project location, which may not necessarily be the location or type 
of child care provider preferred by Project employee parents and guardians for their pre-school 
age children. The first consideration most parents and guardians make, is whether to choose a 
child care option close to where they reside or where they work. According to national studies 
(discussed in Chapter IV), these preferences vary by whether other adult household members are 
employed, parent level of education, race, ethnicity and household income, and age of children. 

11 Discussion with staff from the City's Department of Parks & Recreation, which is charged with implementing the 
SNAP child care requirement. 

12 Hamilton Rabinovitz & Alschuler, Inc. (predecessor firm to HR&A Advisors), Development Amenities for West 
Hollywood: Estimating the Housing. Public Open Space and Child Care Effects of Commercial Development. prepared 
for the City of West Hollywood, Second Edition, May 1989. 

l 3 City of West Hollywood, Commercial Development Fees and Requirements Fact Sheet, revised June l 2, 2001, 
implementing West Hollywood Municipal Code Chapter 19.64 (Development Fees), Section 19.64.020 (available 
from the Community Development Dept., 323-848-6475). 
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Child care options near place of residence include: 

./ Child care provided in the family's home by other household members, other family; 
members or other persons who volunteer or are paid to provide child care; 

./ Small Family Child Care Homes (i.e., State-licensed program for no more than eight 
children, operated within a residence); 

./ Large Family Child Care Homes (i.e., State-licensed program for no more than 14 
children, operated within a residence); or 

./ State-licensed Child Care Centers, which are typically located in commercial buildings 
(including pre-schools and school-based facilities). 

Among the factors that parents and guardians typically consider in deciding whether to choose a 
child care facility closer to their place of work are the following: 

./ Availability of preferred type of child care near work and its quality; 

./ Work location of spouse or significant other who share child rearing responsibilities; 

./ Distance of commute to work and its impacts on the child; 

For those parents and guardians who prefer to utilize a child care facility near their place of 
work, the facility options typically include: 

./ State-licensed Small Family Child Care Homes; or 

./ State-licensed Large Family Child Care Homes; or 

./ State-licensed Child Care Centers (including pre-schools, head start programs and other 
school-based facilities for pre-school age children, including infants). 

According to data available from the State's Community Care Licensing Division14, within the four 
ZIP Codes including and surrounding the Project site, there are approximately 49 Child Care 
Centers (with capacities ranging from 1 8 to 198 children each) and 1 8 Large Family Child Care 
Homes ( 12-14 children each). This inventory of existing facilities is included in Appendix C. 

Careful parsing of child care location and facility preferences, among others, is required to 
accurately estimate the appropriate scale of child care demand among retail workers at the 
Project, the range of costs for providing such child care, and the implications of demand and 
associated costs for a supportable in-lieu child care facility fee. These considerations are 
addressed in the next two Chapters, respectively. 

14 See: https: //secure.dss.cahwnet.gov /ccld /securenet /ccld search /ccld search.aspx. 
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IV. Estimating Demand for Child Care Among Retail Development Employees 

A. Introduction 

As noted in Chapter II, the purpose of the SNAP's child care space requirement, or fee in lieu 
thereof, is to "accommodate the child care needs of Project employee pre-school age (including 
infants) children." However, as noted in Chapter Ill, there does not appear to be any analytic 
basis for the SNAP's specific child care space requirements as they relate to employee demand 
for child care facilities, nor is there any assessment of the degree to which such employees would 
prefer use of a Child Care Center, as opposed to other forms of available child care facilities. 

Consistent with nexus studies supporting child care facility or fee requirements in some other 
California jurisdictions, HR&A recommends that the SNAP child care in-lieu fee applicable to the 
Project be calculated, instead, on the basis of estimated demand for Project-specific child care 
needs located near the Project. Accordingly, this Chapter draws on national employee surveys, 
including employee child care preferences, available child care nexus studies, and HR&A's 
development fees nexus study experience in general, to develop a demand-based analysis that 
reflects: 

./ The percentage of Project's 250 employees who also work daytime shifts that coincide 
with the hours that child care facilities are typically open for business; 

./ The percentage of the Project's employees working daytime shifts who have pre-school 
age children; 

./ The percentage of Project employee parents/ guardians who are likely to prefer to use 
child care facilities (i.e., State-licensed Small Family Child Care Homes, Large Family Child 
Care Homes, or full-service Child Care Centers), or care by non-relatives for child care 
versus all other available forms of child care; and 

./ The percentage of those Project employee parents/guardians who prefer to utilize child 
care facilities located close to where they work, as opposed to where they reside. 

Although employee characteristics data of the kind listed above are not available specifically for 
Project employees, 15 appropriate calculation factors can be derived from a variety of secondary 
data sources. These include: 

• The latest edition of a periodic national study of employee child care preferences, 
arrangements and costs conducted by the U.S. Census Bureau; 16 

• The latest edition of a periodic national survey of wage and salary and self-employed 
workers, which includes data elements on child care arrangements and employment by 
industry, including a random sample of 433 employees working in the retail industry sector 
who have pre-school age children;17 and 

15 For purposes of this analysis, it is assumed that employees in the Project's 3.0,887 gross square feet of 
miscellaneous retail and dining tenants would be substantially similar to Target employees. 

16 Lynda Laughlin, "Who's Minding the Kids~ Child Care Arrangements, Spring 2011," Current Population Reports, 
P70-135, U.S. Census Bureau, April 2013. The analysis is based on data from the U.S. Census Bureau's Survey of 
Income and Program Participation, 2008, Panel Wave 8. 

17 Families & Work Institute, "National Study of the Changing Workforce," 2008. This survey is the successor to the 
Quality of Employment Survey previously conducted by the U.S. Dept. of Labor, dating to 1969 and discontinued in 
1977. 
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• Nexus studies prepared to support child care development fees in other California cities. 
Among the more relevant of these studies for the Project in-lieu fee analysis, due to 
geography and date, are the nexus studies prepared for the City of West Hollywood, City 
and County of San Francisco and City of Santa Monica.18 

B. Child Care Facility Demand Among Proiect Employees 

Each component of the Project's child care demand estimate is discussed below. 

1. The Percentage of Project Employees Who Work Daytime Shifts 
As noted above, the Project is anticipated to employ a total of 250 employees. This value was 
included in the Project's Final EIR, and the City Council's findings of fact in certifying the adequacy 
of the EIR. The certified EIR also states that a typical peak shift will consist of 100-150 
employees.19 But given the operating hours of the Target and other miscellaneous retail and 
pedestrian-oriented dining facilities, not all such workers will be working during daytime hours 
that coincide with the typical operating hours of child care facilities. Thus, the first child care 
facilities demand calculation factor is to account for the number of Project employees working 
daytime hours. Statistical analysis by HR&A of data from the National Study of the Changing 
Workforce (see Appendix C), indicates that for retail workers in the Western region of the U.S., 
78.8 percent work some combination of a regular daytime shift, or a rotating shift that changes 
by time of day and day of the week, but includes some daytime hours. This indicates that 197 
Project employees are likely to work daytime hours: 

250 Project employees x 78.8% = 197 employees working daytime hours. 

2. The Percentage of the Project's Daytime Employees Who Have Pre-School Age Children 

Statistical analysis by HR&A of data from the National Study of the Changing Workforce (see 
Appendix C), indicates that for retail workers in the Western region of the U.S., 26.2 percent of 
workers have pre-school age children under age six. This indicates that Project employees who 
work daytime hours are likely to be parents or guardians of 52 pre-school age children: 

197 Project employees working daytime hours (from above) x 26.2% = 52 pre-school age 
children. 

18 These nexus studies are, respectively: Development Amenities for West Hollywood, op. cit., FCS Group, Citywide 
Development Impact Fee Study Consolidated Report, prepared for the City and County of San Francisco, March 
2008, Chapter V, Child Care Nexus Study (prepared by Brion & Associates); and Keyser Marston Associates, Inc., 
Child Care Linkage Program. prepared for the City of Santa Monica, November 2005. HR&A's research indicates 
that in addition to these cities, child care fees are also in effect in about seven other California cities, but we have not 
yet determined whether all of them are supported by nexus studies. Not all such programs assess child care fees 
against retail floor area, however. For example, the City and County of San Francisco's child care fee applies only to 
office and hotel floor area. 

19 City of Los Angeles, Target Project Certified EIR, p. II- 1 0. 
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3. The Percentage of Employee Parents/Guardians Who Prefer To Use Child Care Facilities 

As discussed above, not all parents and guardians of pre-school age children prefer to utilize 
child care facilities, as opposed to other child care arrangements (e.g., in-home care by other 
household members and other family members). It is also arguably appropriate to include those 
parents who rely on non-family members to provide child care, assuming they do so because of a 
lack of sufficient child care facilities. According to the Census Bureau's latest survey of child care 
arrangements among working parents and guardians, 32.9 percent prefer to use an "organized 
care facility" (i.e., day care center, nursery, preschool or Headstart/school program) or use non­
family members to provide child care.20 This indicates that Project employees who work daytime 
hours, have pre-school age children, and who are likely to utilize organized child care facilities, 
would total 17 pre-school age children" 

52 pre-school age children (from above) x 32.9% = 17 pre-school age children. 

4. The Percentage of Project Employee Parents/Guardians Who Prefer to Utilize Child Care 
Facilities Located Close To Where They Work 

The final child care facility demand factor adjusts for the percentage of Project employee 
parents and guardians who would prefer to utilize an organized child care facility located near 
their place of employment versus place of residence. Neither of the surveys utilized in the 
preceding calculations included questions on this issue. Therefore, we utilize a factor drawn from 
the nexus studies referenced above. The commercial development employee survey utilized in the 
West Hollywood nexus study found that 23 percent of employees preferred to use a child care 
location near where they work. 21 The nexus study prepared for Santa Monica's child care 
requirement relied on a review of literature rather than survey data and concluded that 7 5 
percent of demand was for child care centers located near the employee place of work. Given 
the wide range of these factors, we utilize the midpoint, or 49.0 percent, in estimating demand 
for Project: 

17 pre-school age children (from above) x 49.0% = 8 pre-school age children. 

C. Proiect Employee Child Care Demand Results 

Therefore, after applying all of the relevant child care demand factors discussed above, it is 
concluded that the Project would generate demand for eight child care facility spaces for pre­
school age children, as compared with 18 spaces utilizing the SNAP factors, which lack any 
analytic basis and produces a result that is 2.25 times the estimated Project demand for child 
care facilities. 

Stated another way, about 2.4 percent of total Project employees would generate demand for 
child care near the Project, based on the analysis presented above (i.e., 8/250 = 3.2%), as 
opposed to 7.2 percent (i.e., 1 8/250 = 7.2%) using the unsupported SNAP approach. By 
comparison, the nexus study prepared for West Hollywood concludes that about 2.0 percent of 

20 "Who's Minding the Kids? Child Care Arrangements, Spring 2011," op cit., Table 1, p. 2. There is some variation 
in this percentage based on worker demographic characteristics, age of child and other factors, but because these 
characteristics of Project employees are unknown, we utilized the overall percentage. We rely on the Census Bureau 
data for this calculation factor, because the small sample size for this factor specifically for retail workers in the 
National Study of the Changing Workforce, did not produce a statistically significant result. 

21 Development Amenities for West Hollywood. op. cit., p. 69. 
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all workers in commercial facilities (i.e., not just retail space) generate demand for child care 
facilities near the employees' place of work. The equivalent factor in the City of Santa Monica 
nexus study is about 4.0 percent, and in City and County of San Francisco nexus study, about 5.0 
percent. 
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V. Estimating Costs of Meeting Demand for Child Care and Resulting In-Lieu 
Fee for the Hollywood Target Development 

A. Introduction 

This Chapter addresses the development cost of meeting the child core facility demand presented 
in Chapter IV. This cost is the proposed basis for the in-lieu fee required by the SNAP. Although 
the demand for child core facilities presented in Chapter IV could arguably be accommodated in 
a variety of physical facilities, each of which hos a different development cost implication, the 
facilities cost used in this analysis assumed that the Project's child core demand would be satisfied 
by a proportional shore of the cost of developing a newly constructed Child Core Center for 
about 60 pre-school age children, which is a minimum size for achieving appropriate economies 
of scale, according to the nexus studies referenced in previous Chapters. The cost of developing 
such a Child Core Center, and the Project's implied shore of that cost based on the child core 
demand of its employees, was estimated by HR&A. 

B. Development Costs for a New Child Care Center 

A new construction Child Center for 60 pre-school age children will require about 6,000 square 
feet of indoor floor area (i.e., 60 children x 100 s.f. per child); about 4,500 square feet of 
outdoor activity area (i.e., 60 children x 75 s.f. per child), plus parking for staff (five staff, based 
on one per 12 children, per State licensing requirements), volunteers and parent drop-off, or 
about 4,200 additional square feet (i.e., 12 spaces x 350 s.f. per space). Thus, the total land 
area requirement would be about 14,700 square feet. 

The cost of developing a 60-spoce child core center includes land acquisition; hard construction; 
furniture, fixtures and equipment; professional fees, permits and other "soft" costs; and financing 
costs. Based on calculation details provided in Appendix E, HR&A estimates a total development 
cost of $3.6 million, or about $60,500 per child accommodated. 

C. Development Costs for a Combination of Other Potential Child Care Facilities 

As noted previously, there ore a number of other types of physical facilities that could 
accommodate the child core demand generated by Project employees other than a newly 
constructed Child Core Center. This point is acknowledged in both the San Francisco and Santo 
Monico nexus studies, and figures into blended child core facility costs utilized in deriving the child 
core impact fee in those cities. The West Hollywood nexus study relied on the costs of a new Child 
Core Center only. 

The San Francisco nexus study utilizes a blended average cost per child core space of $1 2,325 
per space (in 2008),22 or about $14,211 in 2015 dollars using the cumulative annual change in 
the all-items Consumer Price Index for the Son Francisco area ( 15.3%). The Santo Monico nexus 
study cites examples of two rehabilitation projects with on overage cost of $20, 137 (in 2005). 
But this estimate does not include any costs for using Small Family or Lorge Family Child Core 
Homes, or other options reflected in the Son Francisco analysis. 

Nevertheless, considering the language of the SNAP appears to focus on a new Child Core 
Center, the recommended fee uses that cost only. Were the cost of other potential child core 

22 Citvwide Development Impact Fee Study. op. cit., p. V-25. 
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facilities, or a blended cost for all conceivable types of child care facilities to be assumed, the 
resulting in-lieu fee would be lower than a fee based on a new Child Care Center alone. 
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VI. Conclusion and In-Lieu Fee Recommendation 

As presented in the preceding Chapters of this report, the language of the SNAP child care 
facility requirement does not provide a reasonable basis for deriving an in-lieu fee to 
"accommodate the child care needs of Project employee pre-school age (including infants) 
children." Its indoor child care facility floor area requirement is not supported by any known 
analysis, and it does not reflect the many options child care facility options available to Project 
employees who elect to place their pre-school age children in child care near the Project site, 
rather than in or near their place of residence. 

Based on a detailed estimate of actual child care facility demand among Project employees, it is 
concluded that the Project would generate a demand for eight child care spaces. The cost to 
develop each space is estimated at $60,500 for a new Child Care Center. Therefore, the total 
development cost of accommodating the Project's child care needs would be $484,000 (or $2.59 
per square foot of Project floor area), if it is accommodated in a new Child Care Center. 

Recommendation 

Inasmuch as: ( 1) the SNAP did not provide an appropriate calculation basis for developing an in­
lieu fee; and (2) an in-lieu child care could, instead, be based on a combination of employee 
parent demand for child care near the employee parents' place of work, and the cost of 
providing that demand in appropriate child care facilities; and (3) combining Project-specific child 
care demand factors and an average cost per child care space in a new Child Care Center, we 
recommend that the child are in-lieu fee applicable to the Project's floor area be set at 
$484,000, or $2.59 per square loot of Project floor area. Target's share of the fee in this case 
would be $407,619, based on its share of total Project floor area, and the remaining $76,381 
would be allocated to the floor area occupied by the Project's other miscellaneous retail tenants, 
but not including the 1 09 square feet of Project floor area for a Police Department substation. 

As shown in the figure below, the recommended in-lieu fee of $2.59 per square foot of floor 
area is about two and one-half times the average child care impact fees charged per square 
foot to retail floor area in other California jurisdictions that charge such fees on retail space (i.e., 
$0.42-$1.06 per square foot), and about 58 percent of Santa Monica's fee, which is clearly an 
outlier. 
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Summary of HR&A Advisors, Inc. Experience Preparing and Reviewing 

California Development Impact Fees 

HR&A Advisors, Inc. (HR&A) is a full service economic development, real estate advisory and 
public policy consulting firm. Founded in l 97 6, the firm has a distinguished track record of 
providing realistic answers to complex real estate, economic development, housing, public finance 
and strategic planning problems. HR&A clients include Fortune 500 corporations, all levels of 
government, the nation's leading foundations and not-for-profit agencies. The firm has extensive 
experience working for the legal community in such roles as court-appointed special master, 
consent decree monitor, technical advisor and expert witness. 

HR&A practice lines include real estate analysis and advisory services, local and regional 
economic analysis, economic development program formulation and analysis, fiscal impact 
analysis, land use policy analysis, development impact fees, housing policy research and analysis, 
population forecasting and demographic analysis, transportation system, other capital facilities 
analysis and financing, and environmental sustainability consulting. 

HR&A's domestic and international consulting is provided by a staff of 75 people located in 
offices in the Los Angeles area, New York City, Washington, D.C. and Dallas 

Beginning in the early 1980s, HR&A was retained by jurisdictions to design exaction systems in 
which the firm followed the basic principles of nexus and "fair share" later codified in the Nol/an 
and Dolan decisions by the U.S. Supreme Court, the Ehrlich and San Remo decisions by the 
California Supreme Court, and California Government Code Section 66000, et seq. HR&A has 
also been retained by other parties to evaluate and critique adopted and proposed developer 
fee programs and requirements. The firm's technical rigor and thoughtfulness about these issues 
are respected by all sides in the continuing debate about this method of infrastructure financing. 

Examples of this experience include the following: 

Impact Fees/Exaction System Designs 

• For the City of Los Angeles City Attorney and the Department of City Planning, HR&A 
prepared analysis to support new performance and in-lieu fees for affordable housing that 
will apply to specified market rate developments pursuant to 1982 State legislation requiring 
policies to address affordable housing in the coastal zone. HR&A was specifically named to 
conduct this analysis in a settlement agreement between the City and plaintiff affordable 
housing advocates alleging that the City had not properly implemented the State 
requirements. 

• Assistance in the development of an impact fee for library facilities, including review and 
comment on analysis by city staff, and recommendations for calculation steps and 
considerations needed to meet development fee statutory requirements, for the City of 
Huntington Beach's City Attorney. 
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• Design of on affordable housing and open space mitigation program (on-site performance or 
fees in lieu thereof) for new office development, for the City of Santa Monico. 

• Complete redesign of the City of Santa Monica's program requiring developers of new 
apartment and condominium projects to mitigate impacts on project-related demand for 
affordable housing, including preparation of a precedent-setting nexus study to support the 
in-lieu fee option in the new program, and periodic recalculation of a justifiable fee under 
changing market conditions since 1995. 

• Design of an affordable housing, public open space and child care mitigation program (on­
site performance or fees in lieu thereof) for new commercial development, for the City of 
West Hollywood and its outside counsel, Burke Willlioms & Sorensen. 

Impact Fee/Exaction System Reviews 

• Analysis of the financial feasibility of a proposed change to the "Quimby" porks fee and a 
new apartment development parks fee in the City of Los Angeles, for the City of Los Angeles 
Department of City Planning. 

• Analysis of the financial feasibility of a proposed new parks fee and commercial 
development "linkage fee" for affordable housing in the City of Santa Monica, for the City of 
Santa Monica Planning & Community Development Department and Office of the City 
Attorney. 

• Analysis of a proposed extension of an existing affordable housing fee requirement for non­
residential development in Palo Alto to also include a wide range of medical facilities, for 
Stanford University Hospital. 

• For William Lyon Homes and the law firm of lrell & Manella, HR&A prepared a detailed 
critique of the Ramona Unified School District's justification for a school impact fee, which 
supported negotiations for a lesser fee amount. 

• Analysis of whether a traffic impact fee imposed by the City of Los Angeles on new 
development proposed along the Ventura Boulevard Corridor in the San Fernando Valley 
was supported by an adequate showing of nexus under applicable law and professional 
practice, prepared for a group of property owners and the law firm of Reznik & Reznik. 

• Analysis of the rationale and economic consequences for prototypical development projects of 
development fees (traffic, child care, public art, affordable housing) as initially proposed by 
the City of Los Angeles for the Warner Center Specific Plan, prepared for a group of 
property owners, developers and the law firm of Paul, Hastings, Janofsky & Walker. 

• Analysis and critique of the rationale, nexus basis and implementation plan for a 
transportation management program and ordinance proposed by the City of Santa Monica 
which would have imposed AQMD Regulation XV-style requirements on existing businesses 
with as few as 10 employees, and a traffic impact fee on developers, for the Santa Monica 
Bay Area Chamber of Commerce. 

• Analysis and preparation of a Supplemental EIR addressing school impacts and fees related 
to a Long Range Development Plan, for U.C. Santo Barbara, the office of the University 
Counsel and the law firm of Pillsbury, Madison & Sutro. The SEIR figured prominently in a 
decision in favor of the University in Goleta Union School District v. The Regents of the 
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University of California, 36 Cal. App. 4th 1121 ( 1995), holding that the University was not 
obligated to pay school impact fees. 

• Analysis of school enrollment and facilities impacts associated with theme park expansions at 
Disneyland, and the relationship of these impacts to statutory school fees, for The Walt Disney 
Company and the law firm of Latham & Watkins. The analysis helped facilitate a settlement 
agreement between The Walt Disney Company and local school districts. 

• Analysis of the impacts on a variety of elementary and secondary school districts in Kern 
County from a number of large-scale residential projects planned by Castle & Cooke 
Development Corporation (represented by the Corey, Croudace, Dietrich & Dragun law firm). 
The project involved developing alternative student generation rates and calculations of "fair 
share" impact costs pursuant to applicable State law. 

• For the Los Angeles Central City Association, the Building Industry Association of Southern 
California, the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce and the Valley Industry and Commerce 
Association, HR&A evaluated the methodology and conclusions of the nexus analysis that 
formed the basis for a proposed affordable housing linkage fees that were being studied by 
the City of Los Angeles. 

• Analysis of the degree to which the Wood Ranch residential project had already contributed 
a fair share of infrastructure and other community benefits such that the City of Simi Valley 
was not justified in asking for additional fees in order to extend an existing Development 
Agreement, for Olympia & York. 

• A critique of whether the City of Irvine's proposed commercial development exaction to fund 
affordable housing complied with nexus requirements under State law, on behalf of the 
Building Industry Association/Orange County (California) Region. 

• A critique of, and counter-proposal to, a fee proposed by the City of Santa Monica to 
mitigate the impact of land recycling on "affordable" lodging in the coastal zone, for 
Maguire Thomas Partners and the law firm of Lawrence & Harding. 

• A critique of the City of Rancho Mirage's approach to impact fee calculations, and 
preparation of an alternative, nexus-based approach to fee calculations for a 527-unit 
subdivision, on behalf of the developer, Landmark Land Company, and the law firm of 
DeCastro, West, Chodorow & Burns. 
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Excerpt from the Vermont/Western Transit Oriented District Specific Plan (Station 
Neighborhood Area Plan) Regarding Child Care Requirements 
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City of Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 5.530 Regarding Vermont/Western Station 
Neighborhood Area Plan Child Care Trust Fund 
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Applicant may choose to provide park or open spa~ either 
on-site or off~site, so long as the foffowlng condition& are 
met. 

I. The park or open space provided is in addition to other 
Project open space, setbacks, step backs, pedestrian 
walk-throoghs, child care or landscaping requirements 
of this Specific Plan-

ii. The Applicant shal1 commit to providing this park or 
open space prior to the granting or a Project Permit 
Compliance by the Director of Planning. 

iii. The pane or open space shal be an area of at least 
5,000 contiguous square feel; open and acces&tble to 
the general public during daylight hours In a manner 
similar to other public par',c;a; improved to prevalYng 
pubHc park standards, except that 1he open space 
may be provided above the ground floor on roof tops or 
above parking structures if publ~ access is provided 
that conforms with the Americans Wth Disabilities Act 
standards. 

iv. On-Site. For on-site park or open space, the 
Applicant shall provide land area equal to what would 
be purchasable with the Parks First Trust Fund fee 
amount required in Subdivision 2 above and constroct 
or covenant to construct lhe improvements for the park 
or open space on-site lo the satisfaction or the 
Director of Planning in consultation with the 
Department of Recreat:ion and Parks and the 
Councilmember of the Distrlct(s) involved; or 

v. Off·Slte. For off~slte parlt or open space, the 
Applicant shall provide land area equa1 to what would 
be purchasable with 1he Parks First Trust Fund fee 
required in Subdivision 2 above and construct or 
c:ovenant to tonstruct the Improvements for the park or 
open space off-Bile, but within the Specific P&an area, 
to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning in 
consultation with the Department of Recreation and 
Parks and the Councilmember of the Oistrict(s) 
invohted. 

d. Set.()ffs. The calculation of a Parks first Trust Fund fee to 
be pald or actual park space to be provided pursuant to tnis 
ordinance shall be off-set by the amount of any Quimby Fee 
(l.AMC § 17.12) or dwelling unit construction tax (LAMC § 
21.10.1, et seq.) paid as a result of the Project. 

G. Childcare Faclllty Requirements. In Subareas 81 C and 0, all 
eommerclal and Mbced Use Projects, which total 100.000 net square 
feet or more of non-residential floor area shall include child care 
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facilit~s to accommodate the child care needs of the Project 
employees for prew&Chool ohitdren. Including infants, and &hall meet 
the following requirements: 

1. Calculatlon of Chlldcar& Faelllty Requirement. The size of 
the child care tacrnty necesaary to accommodate commercial, 
Mixed Uso. Unlfed Hospital Development Site or Replacement 
ln-PaUont f aollities Projoot omployocs' child care needs shall be: 
one square foot of flocr area of an indoor child care facility or 
facilities. for every 50 square feet of net. usable non-residential 
floor &r6e; or to the satisfaction of the Commission for Chi!.dren, 
Youth and their Fa'llllles consistent wlth the purpose In SscUor 
G. 

e. Ground floor Play .A.roa. In addition to the requirement& 
spccif.ed In Sub600tk>n G 1 above. the Applicant $hall 
provide outdoor play area per child served by the chDd care 
facllity as requi'ed by the CaUfom~ Department of Social 
Sorvlces, Community Care Licensing Division, Title 22. 

b. Setback and Throughwaye. Tho cMld care play area at 
a child care faciHty provided as required by this subsection; 
on· or off-site, or ae an in f;eu cash payment. ahatl count on 
a one4or-one square foot basis toward either any building 
setback requirements of Section 6 L or pedestrian 
~h~waya aa required In Section 9 G 2. 

2. Floor An>a. Tr,e floor area provi<led for a child care facility shall 
be used for 1hat purpose for the life of the Project The equare 
footage devoted io a child care facility &hall oo located at the 
ground fbor, unleas otherwise permitted by State Law, a 1d sheY 
not be Included as floor area for the purpose of calculating 
permitted ftoor area on a iot or within a unmed Hospital 
Develo.,~ent 

3. Off~ite Provision. lhe chlkl care raelllty may be off-site. 
provided it is within 5.280 feet of the Project. 

4. Cash Paymrmt In Lieu of Floor Area and P•av Area. At the 
Appllcant't> request. the Comml$$lOO fOr ChUdren. Youth and their 
f amlilc& may authorize a cash payment in Heu of 6omo or ail of 
the minimum Indoor square footage and play area requirod in 
Subsection G 1. In lieu cash payments for indoor chlld care 
space and outdoar play areas shall be deposited in the Qty's 
Chlld Car& Trust Fund. 

5. Certificate of Occupancy. No certificate of occupancy for a 
commercfa! or Mixed Use Project subject to the requirement to 
include floor area end play area fore chlld care facJllty shail be 
issued prior to the iesuance ot the certlficato of occupancy tor the 
child care facility required pursuant to this Subsection, and In 
accordance with Section 13 of this S1>$cific Plan, or a cash 
deposH has been made in the City Child Care Trust Fund in 

YfWWf10b'n !IP!tl@N!n9!1a.t111 P:D1'l--
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accordance with Subdivision 4 above. 

6. Credit for Existing Child Care Faclllty and Play Area. 

a. Indoor Facility. The Commission for Children, Youth and 
their Families shall authorlze credit for existing child care 
provided on or near 1he site of the Project against the 
minimum required child care facility square footage. The 
Commission for Chlldren. Youth and their Families shall 
calculate the credit as one square foot of credit per one 
square foot of existing in*door child care facility that will be 
made avalfable to the employees of the Project. The 
existing child care facility must be owned by the Project 
owner and located within 750 feet of the Project in order to 
receive credit. Child care credit shall be inventoried by the 
Commission for Children, Youth and their Families so that 
the same square footage of existing child care facility is 
only credited once. 

b. Outdoor Play Area. The Director of Planning shall 
authorize credit for existing ground 1evel outdoor play areas 
provided within 750 feet of the Project site toward the 
minimum required open space, building setback, or 
pedestrian throughway requirements. The existing play 
area must be owned by the Project owner and located 
within 750 feet of the Project in order to receive credit. The 
Director shall calculate the credlt as one square foot per 
one square foot of existing outdoor play area available to the 
children of the Project employees. Open space credit shall 
be inventoried by the Director so that the same square 
footage of existing play area is only credited o.nce. 

7. Enforcement. The Commission for Children, Youth and their 
Families shall be responsible for monitoring and the Department 
ot Bulldlng and Safety shall be responsible for enforcement of the 
requirements of this Subsection. All Project owners required to 
provide a child care facility shall submit an annual report to the 
Commission for Children, Youth and their Famllies. The report 
shall document the annual number of children served. The first 
report shall be due 12 months after issuance of any certificate of 
occupancy for the child care faclity or facilfties. 

H. Motels. Floor area associated with a hotel, motel or apartment hotel 
use shall be counted as a commercial floor area for the purposes of 
this Specific Plan. 

I. Sidewalk Cates. Sidewalk cafes shall be permitted within a publlc 
street right-of-way with the approval of the Department of Public 
Works, provided a minimum of 1 O feet of sidewalk width remains for 
pedestrian circulation. 

J. Public Street Improvements. PubUc Street Improvements. The 
regulations and procedures contained In Section 12.37 of the Code 

Vt11MoMrlWJngw 1eem11 2NE'"P Pmm 
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Administrative Code Sec. 5.530. Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Plan Child 
Care Trust Fund. 

A. Creation and Administration of Fund. There is hereby created within the Treasury of 
the City of Los Angeles a special fund known as the Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood 
Area Plan Child Care Trust Fund, referred to in this Chapter as the Child Care Fund or 
Fund. The Department of Recreation and Parks (Department) with the concurrence of the 
President of the City Council shall administer, have overall management of and expend funds 
from the Child Care Fund in accordance with the provisions of this Chapter. The Department 
with the concurrence of the President of the City Council shall also administer the Fund in 
accordance with established City practice and in conformity with Government Code Section 
66000, et seq. All interest or other earnings from money received into the Child Care Fund shall 
be credited to the Fund and devoted to the purposes listed in this Chapter. 

B. Purpose. The Child Care Fund shall be used for the deposit of money paid to the City 
of Los Angeles pursuant to the Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Specific Plan and 
any other money appropriated or given to this Fund for the creation or development of Child 
Care programs or facilities in the Vermont/W estem Station Neighborhood area. 

C. Expenditures. Except as set forth below, Child Care Funds collected pursuant to the 
Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Specific Plan and any other monies placed in this 
Fund shall be expended only for the purpose of acquiring facilities, developing, improving, and 
operating Child Care programs physically located within the boundaries of the Vermont/W estem 
Station Neighborhood Area Specific Plan area, and providing financial assistance with child care 
payments to qualifying parents in the area, as determined by the Department. 

The Department with the concurrence of the President of the City Council is authorized to 
make expenditures from this Child Care Fund in accordance with the Vermont/ Western Station 
Neighborhood Area Plan and the Vermont/ Western Station Neighborhood Area Plan 
Development Standards and Design Guidelines. Administration of the Fund and expenditures 
from the Fund shall also be in compliance with the requirements in Government Code Section 
66000, et seq., including the following: 

1. The Department shall deposit all monies received pursuant to the Vermont/Western 
Station Neighborhood Area Specific Plan in the Fund and avoid any commingling of the monies 
with other City revenues and funds, except for temporary investments, and expend those monies 
solely for the purpose for which the Child Care payment was collected. Any interest income 
earned by monies in the Fund shall also be deposited in that Fund and shall be expended only for 
the purpose for which the Child Care payment was originally collected. 

2. The Department shall, within 180 days after the last day of each fiscal year, make 
available to the public all the information required by Government Code Section 66006(a). 

3. The City Council shall review the information made available to the public pursuant to 
Paragraph 2. within the time required by Section 66006, and give notice of that meeting as 
required by that Section. 
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4. When required to do so by Government Code Section 66001 ( e) and (f), the City Council 
shall authorize refunds of payments made to the Child Care Fund. 

D. Reporting. The Department shall report annually to the City Council and Mayor 
identifying and describing in detail receipts and expenditures of the Fund. The Department shall 
submit each annual report within 60 days after the close of the fiscal year covered in the report. 

SECTION HISTORY 

Chapter and Section Added by Ord. No. 173,963, Eff. 6-18-01. 

Amended by: Ord. No. 181,192, Eff. 7-27-10 
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APPENDIX C 

Inventory of Existing Child Care Facilities in the Project Vicinity 



Child Care Centers 

Zip Code: 90027 

ALL CHILDREN GREAT AND SMALL 
461 2 WELCH PLACE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 666-6154 
Contact: RUIZ, YOLANDA 
Capacity: 0024 

ASSISTANCE LEAGUE OF 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA (ALSC) 
5436 HOLLYWOOD BOULEVARD 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 464-4063 
Contact: YOLANDA QUINTERO 
Capacity: 0060 

CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL CHILD 
DEVELOPMENT CENTER (PS) 
4601 SUNSET BOULEVARD 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 361-4601 
Contact: ANITA BRITT 
Capacity: 0073 

CREATIVE ANGELS PRESCHOOL & 
KINDERGARDEN 
1725 N. MARIPOSA AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 660-9934 
Contact: SU ZANA DEMIRCHYAN 
Capacity: 0032 

HARVARD PRE-SCHOOL AND 
KINDERGARTEN 
1311 NORTH HARVARD BLVD. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 462-1151 
Contact: LISA SOLOMON 
Capacity: 0060 

HOLLYWOOD HEADSTART 
PRESCHOOL 
5000 HOLLYWOOD BLVD. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 661-6405 
Contact: BENNIE MATA & LOSSIN 
Capacity: 0068 

HOLLYWOOD PRESCHOOL 
KINDERGARTEN 
1 31 3 N. EDGEMONT STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 660-7896 
Contact: REZIKEEN, FAZEENA 
Capacity: 0056 

KOMITAS DAY CARE 
1616 HILLHURST 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 666-1520 
Contact: DERKRIKORIAN, CARMEN 
Capacity: 0035 

LITTLE ARMENIA CHILD CARE 
1645 N. NORMANDIE AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 708-8577 
Contact: KARINE MUTAFYAN 
Capacity: 0072 

LOS FELIZ CORNERS 
1839 N. KENMORE AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 661 -3448 
Contact: KA TCH, KRISTI 
Capacity: 0033 

LOS FELIZ NURSERY SCHOOL 
3401 RIVERSIDE DR 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 662-8300 
Contact: ARABIAN, MARION 
Capacity: 0028 

LYCEE INTERNATIONAL DE LOS 
ANGELES 
4155 RUSSELL AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 665-4526 
Contact: MANTCHEVA, GISELE 
Capacity: 0045 

LYRIC PRE-SCHOOL & 
KINDERGARTEN 
2328 HYPERION AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 667-2275 
Contact: TOM, CURTIS 
Capacity: 0043 

PINWHEELS PRESCHOOL 
4607 PROSPECT AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(213) 948-4757 
Contact: KARI SHANA DRUYEN 
Capacity: 001 9 

PLAYFUL LEARNING AMONGST 
YOUTH SILVERLAKE 
2000 HYPERION AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 664-8494 
Contact: GABRIEL R. ROSS 
Capacity: 0130 

ROSE & ALEX PILIBOS PRESCHOOL 
1611 N. KENMORE STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 668-0343 
Contact: TAKOUHEY SAATJIAN 
Capacity: 0086 
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ZIP Code 90028 

BEYERL Y HILLS RESOURCES 
CORPORATION SCHOOL 
6550 FOUNTAIN AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 469-6155 
Capacity: 0026 

BLESSED SACRAMENT 
PRESCHOOL 
6641 SUNSET BLVD. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 462-6311 
Contact: SUZANNE JONES 
Capacity: 0020 

CANYON SCHOOL, INC., THE 
1820 NO LAS PALMAS AVE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 464-7507 
Contact: WILLIAMS, CELIA 
Capacity: 0030 

CHEREMOYA AVENUE 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL STATE 
PRESCHOOL 
6017 FRANKLIN AVENUE, ROOM 
23 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 464-1722 
Contact: RODRIGUEZ, DIANE 
Capacity: 0023 

Cll/OTIS BOOTH CDC 
424 N. LAKE STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(213) 385-5100 
Contact: NV ARD KAZAN CHY AN 
Capacity: 0048 

DELANEY WRIGHT FINE ARTS 
PRESCHOOL 
6125 CARLOS AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 871-2470 
Contact: REV.JAIME EDWARDS­
ACTON 
Capacity: 0090 

FIRST PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF 
HOLLYWOOD PRE-SCHOOL 
1785 LA BAIG ST. 
HOLLYWOOD, CA 90028 
(323) 606-5245 
Contact: PAMELA TUSZYNSKI 
Capacity: 0098 

FOUNTAIN AVENUE HEAD START 
5636 FOUNTAIN AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 467-1551 
Contact: ASIYA MAHMOUD 
Capacity: 0068 



GRANT STREET EARLY 
EDUCATION CENTER 
1559 N. ST. ANDREWS PL. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 463-411 2 
Contact: E.PAYNE/ A.TER­
POGOSYAN 
Capacity: 0 l 64 

MONTESSORI SHIR-HASHIRIM 
6047 CARLTON WAY 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 465- l 638 
Contact: CIELAK, ELENA 
Capacity: 0043 

SELMA HEAD START 
6611 SELMA AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(626) 572-5107 
Contact: MARIA CASTILLO 
Capacity: 0034 

SUNSET MONTESSORI 
PRESCHOOL 
1432 N. SYCAMORE AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 465-8133 
Contact: KORDONSKA YA, LILIYA 
Capacity: 0039 

WILTON PLACE 
HEADSTART /STATE PRESCHOOL 
1528 N. WILTON PLACE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 469-0360 
Contact: PATTY LINARES 
Capacity: 0030 

Zip Code: 90029 

BERENDO HEADSTART 
l 220 N. BERENDO ST. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 669-1388 
Contact: ALMA RODRIGUEZ 
Capacity: 0018 

BLIND CHILDREN'S CENTER 
41 20 MARA THON ST. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(213) 664-2153 
Contact: MC CANN, MARY ELLEN 
Capacity: 0070 

CHILDREN'S CENTER PRESCHOOL 
l 260 N. VERMONT AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 422-9690 
Contact: DEBORAH S. WYLE 
Capacity: 0038 

FRENCH NURSERY SCHOOL 
5262 FOUNTAIN AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 663-4038 
Contact: SAUER, MARIA 
Capacity: 0052 

GREAT VISION PRESCHOOL 
709, 714 N. ALEXANDRIA AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 333-6686 
Contact: KYUNGMI YOO 
Capacity: 0044 

LEXINGTON AVENUE PRIMARY 
CENTER CSPP 
4564 W. LEXINGTON AVE. ROOM 
l 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 644-2884 
Contact: KURILICH, PAULA G. 
Capacity: 0024 

LOS ANGELES CITY COLLEGE 
CAMPUS CDC 
855 N. VERMONT AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 953-4000 
Contact: DORIAN KAY HARRIS 
Capacity: 0120 

MELROSE HEAD START 
471 0 MELROSE AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(626) 572-5107 
Contact: MARITZA ARCHER 
Capacity: 0040 

SILVERLAKE INDEPENDENT 
JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER 
1110 BATES AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 663-2255 
Contact: RUTH SHA Vil 
Capacity: 0110 

Zip Code: 90038 

ABC EDUCATIONAL CENTER 
1129 COLE AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 466-9984 
Contact: YAZMIN NEWMAN 
Capacity: 0030 

GREGORY PARK HEAD 
START/STATE PRE SCHOOL 
5807 GREGORY AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 463-9725 
Contact: MARGOTH CRUZ 
Capacity: 0068 

HAPPY BIRCH PRESCHOOL 
6415 ROMAINE STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(310) 308-3141 
Contact: MALI RAND 
Capacity: 0017 
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HOLLYWOOD UTILE RED 
SCHOOLHOUSE 
l 248 N HIGHLAND AVE 
HOLLYWOOD, CA 90038 
(323) 465-1320 
Contact: ILISE FA YE 
Capacity: 0043 

LA MIRADA HEAD START 
5637 LA MIRADA AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 464- 1605 
Contact: LETICIA VIDALES 
Capacity: 0075 

LOS ANGELES CHEDER 
801 N. LA BREA AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 932-6347 
Contact: DINA HENIG 
Capacity: 0070 

PARAMOUNT CHILD CARE 
CENTER (P.S.) 
5555 MELROSE AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 956-4430 
Contact: GRETCHEN MCCOLLEY 
Capacity: 0034 

SANTA MONICA COM.CHARTER 
SCHOOL STATE PRESCHOOL 
1022 N. VAN NESSAVE.#1,17&19 
HOLLYWOOD, CA 90038 
(323) 469-0971 
Contact: VAHE MARKARIAN 
Capacity: 0082 

SUNSHINE SHACK, THE 
l 027 N. COLE AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 877-4914 
Contact: CHRISTINA PON 
Capacity: 0040 

T.C.A. ARSHAG DICKRANIAN 
ARMENIAN SCHOOL 
l 200 N. CAHUENGA BLVD. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 461 -4377 
Contact: KOUROUYAN, VARTKES 
Capacity: 0020 

VINE STREET EARLY EDUCATION 
CENTER 
6312 ELEANOR AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 465-1167 
Contact: E.ANDERSON/ J.REYES 
Capacity: 0 l 98 



Large Family Child Care 
Homes 

Zip Code: 90027 

DANIELYAN FAMILY CHILD CARE 
1 542 N. MARIPOSA AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90027 
(323) 667-0000 
Contact: DANIEL YAN LIANA 
Capacity: 0014 

Zip Code: 90028 

DE LEON FAMILY CHILD CARE 
5600 HAROLD WAY 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 708-5243 
Contact: DE LEON, BRENDA 
Capacity: 0014 

ESTRADA FAMILY CHILD CARE 
5627 FOUNTAIN AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 856-7083 
Contact: ESTRADA, DELIA 
Capacity: 0014 

RODRIGUEZ FAMILY CHILD CARE 
61 22 DE LONGPRE AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028 
(323) 464-4006 
Contact: RODRIGUEZ, ANGELICA 
Capacity: 0014 

ZIP Code: 90029 

ESQUIVEL FAMILY CHILD CARE 
4952 MARATHON ST. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(21 3) 465-761 1 
Contact: ESQUIVEL, LILIA 
Capacity: 0012 

FLORES FAMILY CHILD CARE 
816 NORTH HOBART BLVD 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 663- 1 049 
Contact: FLORES, RUTH 
Capacity: 0014 

FLORES FAMILY CHILD CARE 
907 N. SERRANO AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 819-3562 
Contact: FLORES, MAYRA 
Capacity: 0014 

KOSTANDYAN FAMILY CHILD 
CARE 
7 42 N. EDGEMONT ST 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 665-771 3 
Contact: KOSTANDYAN, KARINE 
Capacity: 0014 

MENJIVAR FAMILY CHILD CARE 
1176 N. COMMONWEALTH AVE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 217-8989 
Contact: MENJIVAR, MARIO & MILLY 
Capacity: 001 4 

PETROSYAN FAMILY CHILD CARE 
11 30 N. WESTMORELAND 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 243-9350 
Contact: KARINE PETROSYAN 
Capacity: 0014 

RAMOS FAMILY CHILD CARE 
905 N. SERRANO AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 461-0266 
Contact: RAMOS, YESENIA 
Capacity: 0014 

RUIZ FAMILY CHILD CARE 
1234 1 /2 MANZANITA STREET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 644-1817 
Contact: RUIZ, ARGELIA 
Capacity: 0014 

VALDEZ FAMILY CHILD CARE 
1033 HYPERION AVE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 
(323) 664-0732 
Contact: VALDEZ, MARIANELA 
Capacity: 0014 

ZIP Code: 90038 

DE LLANO FAMILY CHILD CARE 
6603 WILLOUGHBY AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 960-2505 
Contact: DE LLANO, B. & A 
Capacity: 001 4 

FLORES FAMILY CHILD CARE 
5653 W. VIRGINIA AVE. 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 466-5213 
Contact: FLORES, SONIA 
Capacity: 001 4 

GUERREIRO FAMILY CHILD CARE 
5552 BARTON AVENUE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 957-9308 
Contact: GUERREIRO, ALBA L. 
Capacity: 001 4 

JUAREZ FAMILY CHILD CARE 
1 008 N. RIDGEWOOD PLACE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 491-0830 
Contact: JUAREZ, LORLIN & 
JOHANA 
Capacity: 00 l 4 
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VARDANYAN FAMILY CHILD 
CARE 
824 N. RIDGEWOOD PLACE 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90038 
(323) 493-5555 
Contact: VARDANY AN, HASMIK 
Capacity: 0014 
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APPENDIX D 

Results of Statistical Analysis on the National Study of the Changing Workforce Survey Data 
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Regp: lnduslly main job [14 major Census groups) 'WORM SCHEDl.l.E AT MAIN JOB • REGION Of RESIDENCE USING CPS CLASSl'ICA TION Crosstabtutlon 

Count 

WORV SCHEDULE AT MAIN JOB 

Arotattngshm Asplltshilt Ane.<lbleor 
- onett>at consistin!J of variable 

I'. regular changes b'r two distinct schedule with 
daytime Aregul•r Aregul•r Umee>ldll)·or ~&~O<ls In no sethourl1, Some other 

REGlnN nF "r::~1m::NCE USlt·'" r•Do ,.., •<>QfFIC:AT•n•• schedule evening shift night shift da)olweek eachworkdaf on call schedule Total 

Northeast Region Resp: Industry main Job AGIFOR/FISH/Ml~JE 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
(14 m~r Census CONSTRUCTION 42 1 1 3 0 1 0 48 
groups) 

MANUFACTURING 43 3 3 1 2 0 0 52 

TRANSPICOMMIUTIL 18 3 ' 1 0 , 0 25 

WHOLESALETRf,OE 19 D 0 0 0 0 D 19 

RETAIL TRADE 31 9 2 11 D 5 J 61 

FllJ/INS'RE,tJ..EST 26 0 0 1 0 1 0 28 

BUS!REP SER'/ 32 3 1 5 0 e 0 49 

PERSONAL SER\llCES e 0 0 5 0 0 0 13 

ENTER/REC SERVICES ' 0 , 0 0 2 0 7 

MEDICAL SERVICES 34 9 4 3 3 ] 1 57 

EDUC.O.TION SERVICES 61 4 0 1 1 1 1 69 

OTHER PROF SERV 35 1 0 1 2 7 1 H 

PUBLICf,OMlt< 13 2 1 6 0 0 0 22 

Total 387 35 17 38 a 29 e 500 

South Region Resp: Industry main Job AO/FOR/FISH/MINE 11 0 0 1 0 1 0 13 
(14 ma.J<;r C.'flmrus CONSTRUCTION 61 2 2 4 0 3 0 62 
groups) 

MMIUFAC.TURlt•JG 87 5 3 9 0 0 0 84 

TRANSPICOMMIUTIL 44 2 5 6 0 6 0 63 

WHOLESALE TR.O.OE 30 1 6 3 1 1 0 42 

RETAIL TRADE 70 26 13 25 0 7 1 142 

Fll.j/INSIRE,tJ..EST 54 0 1 1 3 5 a 64 

BUS/REP SERY 43 1 B 3 0 5 0 ~8 

PERSONAL SERI/ICES 6 0 4 0 0 ' 0 14 

ENTER/REC SER'llCES 3 1 0 0 a 3 0 7 

MEDICAL SERlllC.ES 120 5 14 3 2 4 0 149 

EDUCATIOI~ SERVICES P1 2 0 0 3 5 0 101 

OTHER PROF SERV 66 4 0 0 2 ' 1 77 

PUBLIC.a.DMlt~ 33 1 a 4 0 2 2 42 

Total 689 50 54 59 11 50 4 917 

Mli!W9st Region Re'lfJ: Jndusllymaln Job AG/FOR/FISHJMINE 10 0 0 0 0 1 0 tt 
114 major Census CONSTRUCTION 45 D 0 1 0 5 0 51 
groups] 

M,_NUF.O.CTURING 88 9 11 4 0 1 1 114 

TRl\t4SPICOMM/UTIL 32 1 J 5 0 3 0 44 

WHOLESALE TRADE 32 0 0 0 0 ' 0 36 

RETAIL TRADE 56 27 17 30 3 14 1 U8 

Flt.JllNS!REALEST 41 2 0 0 0 1 0 44 

BUS!REP SERY 38 1 0 1 0 2 0 42 

PERSONAL SERVICES 8 0 0 2 0 0 0 10 

ENTER/REC SERVICES 6 0 1 2 0 0 0 9 

MEDICAL SERlllCES sg 1 8 7 0 2 1 94 

EDUCATION SERVICES 75 0 0 5 2 5 0 87 

OTHER PROF SERY 47 0 0 2 1 3 D 53 

PUBLICl'.DMIN 26 4 1 1 0 3 0 JS 

Tolal 573 51 41 80 a 44 3 778 

west Region Rasp: Indus~ main Job AG/FOR/FISH/Ml~<E 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
(14 major Census CONSTRUCTION 28 2 0 a D 11 0 41 
groups) 

M,.NUF.O.CTURING 53 1 , 1 1 5 a 68 

TRNJSPICOMMIUTIL 30 10 1 2 1 2 0 46 

WHOLESALE TRADE 12 0 0 0 0 2 1 15 

RETAIL TRADE 49 2 6 18 2 6 2 85 

Fll.JllNSIRE,tJ..EST 17 0 0 0 0 2 2 :1 
BUS!REP SER'/ 34 B 0 2 0 ' 0 48 

PERSONAL SERVICES 7 0 D 5 0 6 0 18 

ENTER/REC: SERVICES 11 0 2 0 0 0 0 13 

MEDICAL SERVICES 35 3 6 0 0 e 0 52 

EDUC.O.TION SERVICES 51 3 D 2 1 ~ 0 65 

OTHER PROF SERV 27 0 0 2 D 4 D 33 

PUBLIC.O.OMHi 21 2 0 1 0 3 0 27 

Total 383 31 16 39 11 55 5 540 

Total Resp: lndusby main Job AG/FOR/FISH/MINE 32 0 0 1 0 2 0 35 
(1 4 major Census CONSTRUCTION !BB 5 3 e 0 20 0 202 
groups) 

MmlJFAC:TURll~G 251 1B 18 21 3 6 1 318 

TRANSPICOMhllUTIL 122 16 13 ,. 1 12 0 1iB 

'IVHOLESALE TRADE 93 1 6 3 1 7 1 112 

RETAIL TRl,OE 206 64 38 84 5 32 7 436 

FllUINS!RE,tJ..EST 138 2 1 2 3 9 2 157 

6U61REP SER\/ 147 13 7 11 0 19 0 197 

PERSONAL SER.,.ICES 2U 0 ( 12 0 10 0 55 

ENTER/REC SERVICES 24 1 4 2 0 5 0 36 

MEDICAL SERVICES 258 24 32 13 5 17 2 351 

EDUc;ATJON SERVICES 278 9 0 e 13 13 1 322 

OTHER PROF SERV 175 5 0 5 5 18 2 210 

PUBLICf,OMIN 93 9 2 12 D 8 2 126 

Total 2012 167 129 196 38 179 18 2735 

RETAIL TRADE W/ REGUALR DAYTIME SHIFT AND ROTATING SHIFT (WEST): (49+18)/85=.78823 



Resp:lndusbymainjob [14 major Census groups)' A!lYChlld < 6 in household GE 112yr 'REGION OF RESIDENCE 
USING CPS CLASSIFICATION Crosst-ion 

Count 

Mi child < 6 In household GE 
1/2yr 

e>cr>1n•1 r1~ ' ...... ,.,,_ATOn•~ Yes No Total 
North east Region Resp: Industry main Job AG/FOR/FISH/MINE 0 3 3 

[14 major Census CONSTRUCTION 10 37 47 groups) 
MANUFACTURING 6 45 51 
TRANSP/COMMIUTIL 7 18 25 

WHOLESALE TRADE 4 14 18 
RETAIL TRADE 10 50 60 

FIN/INS/REALEST 3 26 29 

BUS/REP SERV 4 46 50 
PERSONAL SERVICES 1 11 12 
ENTERIREC SERVICES 2 5 7 

MEDICAL SERVICES 12 46 58 
EDUCATION SERVICES 12 57 69 
OTHER PROF SERV 11 37 48 

PUBUGADMIN 5 16 21 
Total 87 41t 498 

South Region Resp: lnduslfy main Job AG/FOR/FISH/MINE 4 8 12 
[14 major Census CONSTRUCTION 14 48 82 groups] 

MANUFACTURING 13 7t 84 
TRANSPICOMMIUTIL 16 47 63 

WHOLESALE TRADE 7 34 4t 
RETAIL TRADE 31 111 t42 
FINrJNS/REALEST 14 51 85 

BUSIREP SERV 6 51 57 
PERSONAL SERVICES 9 5 14 

ENTER/REC SERVICES 1 e 7 

MEDICAL SERVICES 31 118 149 
EDUCATION SERVICES 23 78 101 
OTHER PROF SERV 15 e2 77 
PUBUCADMIN 8 33 41 

Total t92 723 9t5 
Midwest Region Resp: Industry main Job AG/FOR/FISH/MINE 0 11 11 

[14 major Census CONSTRUC.TION 15 38 53 groups] 
MANUFACTURING 24 90 114 
TRANSPICOMM/UTIL 9 37 46 
WHOLESALE TRADE e 28 36 
RETAIL TRADE 27 120 147 
FINllNS/REALEST 10 33 43 

BUS/REP SERV e 34 42 
PERSONAL SERVICES 2 8 10 
ENTERIREC SERVICES 2 7 9 
MEDICAL SERVICES 18 75 93 

EDUCATION SERVICES 14 73 87 
OTHER PROF SERV 10 43 53 
PUBLICADMIN 8 27 35 

Total 155 624 779 

West Region Resp: lnduslfy main Job AGIFORJFISH/MINE 2 5 7 
(14 major Census CONSTRUCTION 13 29 42 groups] 

MANUFAC. TURING 10 59 69 
TRANSPICOMWUTIL 8 39 47 
WHOLESALE TRADE 0 15 15 

RETAIL TRADE 22 G2 84 
FINllNS/REALEST 3 18 2t 
BUS/REP SERV 10 37 47 

PERSONAL SERVICES 6 13 19 

ENTER/REC SERVICES 0 13 13 
MEDIC.AL SERVICES 8 45 53 
EDUC.ATION SERVICES 9 56 65 
OTHER PROF SER\/ 11 23 34 

PLIBLIC.ADMIN 5 23 28 

Total t07 437 544 
Total Resp: lnduslfy main job AG/FOR/FISH/MINE 6 27 33 

(14 m;iJor Census CONSTRUCTION 52 152 204 groups] 
MANUFACTURING 53 265 318 
TRANSPICOMMIUTIL 40 141 18t 
WHOLESALE TRADE 19 gt 110 

RETAIL TRADE 90 343 433 
FIN/INS/REALEST 30 128 158 

SUS/REP SERV 28 188 196 

PERSONAL SERVICES 18 37 55 

ENTER/REC SERVICES 5 31 35 

MEDICAL SERVICES 69 284 353 

EDUC.o\TION SERVICES 58 264 322 

OTHER PROF SERV 47 165 212 

PUBLICADMIN 26 ~~ 125 

Total 541 2195 2736 

RETAIL TRADE w CHILD< 6 (WEST): 22/84=.261904 
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APPENDIX E 

Estimated Development Cost for a 60..Space Child Care Center 



Example Facility Costs for a New 60-Space Child Care Center 
Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area Plan 

Number of Children 

Size of Facility 
Indoor Space (per CCR) 
Outdoor Space (per CCR) 

Land Required 
Building pad 
Parking 

#Spaces 
SF per Space 

Outdoor Play hea 

Required Land hea 

Land Cost 

Hard Cost 
Building Shell (per s.f.) 
Landscaping and Play Equipt. 
Surface Parking 

Furnishings & Equipt. 
Contingency 

60 

100 s.f. per child 
75 s.f. per child 

12 
350 s.f. 

$110 pers.f. 

$155 pers.f. Bldg. $ 
$33 per s .f. Outdoor Space $ 

$2,500 per Space $ 

$50 per s.f. Bldg. $ 
5% $ 

6,000 
4,500 

6,000 

4,200 
4,500 

14,700 

930,000 
148,500 
30,000 

300,000 
70,425 -----

Total Hard Cost 

Soft Costs 20% x Hard Costs 

Financing Costs 7 .0% x Land + Hard + Soft Costs 

Total Cost 
per building s.f. 
per child care space 

Prepared by: HR&A Advisors, Inc. 

$ 1,617,000 

$ 1,478,900 

$ 295,800 

$ 237,400 

$ 3,629,100 
$ 605 
$ 60,500 

ATTACHMENT 3 

Sources & Notes 
Literature review 

Literature review 
State licensing requirements 

Per above 

L.ADBS Requirements 
HR&AEstimate 
Per above 

HR&Aestimate 

Marshall & Swift 
Marshall & Swift 
Marshall & Swift 

HR&Aestimate 

HR&Aestimate 

HR&Aestimate 



Child Care Center Construction Cost Estimate 

Children 

SF per Child 

Child Care 

Class D - Excellent 

Height Increase 

Sprinklers - Excellent 

Total With Adjustment Fadors 

Reduction to for Certain Soft Costs 
1 

Total Hard Costs 

Adjustment Fadors Included 

Cost Factor 

Location Factor 

Perimeter Factor 

Gross 
Bldg. SF Stories 

6,000 

60 
100 

Fador 

$156.27 PSF 

0.0% Above Three Stories 

$5.68 PSF 

-17% 

1.00 2/1 /2015 

1 . 1 9 Los Angeles 

1.00 

Total Cost 

(2015 $) 

$1,115,775 

-$185.962 

$929,812 

Total Cost Per SF 
(2015 $) 

$186 

$154.97 

1 
Per Marshall & Swift total cost includes: sales taxes, interest on construction financing, pemit fees, and average architects' and engineers' 

fees, which have been deducted to avoid double-counting with the "soft costs" category of the development budget. 

Source: Marshall & Swift Commercial Cost Estimator, June 2015; HR&A Advisors, Inc. 
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MOTION 

ATTACHMENT 4 

/jJn S, PPJ~l<S! AND RIVER 

In 2001, the City Council approved the Vermont/Western Station Area Neighborhood Plan 
(SNAP). One of SNAP's goals is to provide sufficient schools, childcare facilities, parks, public pools, 
soccer fields, open space, libraries and police stations within the Plan Area by the year 2020. In certain 
SNAP areas, all commercial and mixed use projects, which total 100,000 net square feet or more of 
non-residential floor area, are required to provide for or include adequate child care facilities to 
accommodate a project employees' pre-school aged or infant care needs. 

SNAP stipulates that such child care facilities may be provided for on- or off-site of a proposed 
project. Additionally, SNAP provides that an in-lieu cash fee may be considered to meet some or all of 
the required minimum indoor square footage and play areas necessary for a project development. SNAP 
mandates that should an applicant request an in-lieu fee, the Board of Recreation and Parks (RAP) 
Commission determine whether or not accept the fee or require creation or development of a child care 
facility. While SNAP allows for an in-lieu fee procedure and requires RAP to make final determination, 
it provides little to no guidance on how RAP is to calculate or determine the efficacy of the in-lieu fee. 

The City is currently in the process of working with the first SNAP development, East 
Hollywood Target, for which the childcare requirements apply. The applicant has requested to make an 
in-lieu payment. However, because SNAP does not provide a traditional fee formula for calculation of 
in-lieu fee payments, the applicant has hired its own fmancial consultant to estimate an appropriate fee. 
In order for RAP to properly evaluate this fee to make an objective and informed decision as to whether 
the proposed in-lieu fee adequately qualifies for consideration, it is recommended that an independent, 
peer review be commissioned to study East Hollywood Target's study. 

I THEREFORE MOVE that the City Council authorize and instruct the City Administrative 
Officer (CAO) to hire a consultant to evaluate the projected childcare needs of the proposed East 
Hollywood Target development with respect to the requirements of the SNAP; accept up to $25,000 for 
the full cost of consultant services from the applicant to evaluate such childcare needs; instruct the City 
Controller to deposit all funds received as a result of this action in Fund 100, Department 10, Contractual 
Services Account 3040; and authorize the CAO to make any technica] conedions, revisions, or 
clarifications to the above instructions to effectuate the intent of this action; and 

I FURTHER MOVE that the Council REQUEST that the Board of Recreation and Parks (RAP) 
Commission consider the applicant's proposal at their next regularly scheduled meeting once the peer 
review is completed and the applicant's development application is complete. 

PRESENTED BY: 

,..----.... .. , 
. fi ):· j ,, " /1 

?~*~~~/#! 
Councilmember, 13th District 

SECONDED BY: 



Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. 

One Kaiser Plaza, Suite 1410 

Oakland, CA 94612-3604 

510.841.9190 tel 

510.740.2080 fax 

Oakland 

Sacramento 

Denver 

Los Angeles 

www.epsys.com 
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FINAL MEMORANDUM 

To: Valerie Flores and Kenneth Fong, City Attorney's Office 

Cc: Josh Rohmer, Stephanie Magnien Rockwell, Chris Robertson 
City of Los Angeles 

From: Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. 

Subject: Peer Review of HR&A Estimate of Childcare In-Lieu Payment 
for Target Development; EPS #164005 

Date: July 11, 2016 

Target Corporation is developing a 186,698-square foot retai l center at 
the corner of Sunset Boulevard and Western Avenue (Project). Rather 
than providing an onsite childcare facility to meet the childcare needs of 
project employees, Target Corporation is requesting to make a cash 
payment in lieu of the childcare facilities requirements. Under the terms 
of Section G of the Station Neighborhood Area Plan (SNAP), such in-lieu 
cash payments can be authorized and deposited into a Childcare Trust 
Fund. 

Economic & Planning Systems, Inc., (EPS) was retained by the City of 
Los Angeles to peer review the September 29, 2015 Report prepared by 
HR&A for Target Corporation titled "Estimation of a Childcare Facility In­
Lieu Fee for the Target Development at Sunset Boulevard and Western 
Avenue" (HR&A Report or HR&A Analysis). EPS's peer review involved 
reviewing the HR&A Report, speaking with City staff and the assigned 
City Attorney to understand the Project background, and discussing key 
assumptions with the primary author of the HR&A Report. 

The HR&A Analysis estimates that: (1) the Project's 250 employees 
would generate demand for eight childcare spaces (about one space for 
every 30 employees) and (2) the cost of providing that childcare is 
approximately $60,500 per childcare space. This results in an in-lieu 
payment estimate of $484,000, or $2.59 per square foot of Project Floor 
Area. 

HR&A points out that this level of payment per building square foot 
would be above many citywide childcare in-lieu fees charged by other 
California jurisdictions, but below that charged by the City of 
Santa Monica. 
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Key findings from the peer review include the following: 

1. The City's policy objectives are an important consideration in determining whether 
the HR&A Analysis is consistent with the intent of Section G of the SNAP. Section G 
of the SNAP states that "all commercial and Mixed-Use Projects, which total 100,000 net 
square feet or more of nonresidential floor area, shall include childcare facilities to 
accommodate the childcare needs of the Project employees for pre-school children." It also 
notes that a cash payment in-lieu of some or all of the minimum indoor square footage and 
play area required can be authorized. EPS's peer review is grounded in a broad interpretation 
of the language of Section G and assumes the objective of Section G is to ensure that there 
will be childcare spaces available for all of the pre-school aged children of the Project's 250 
employees who are likely to enroll their child(ren) in some form of non-relative childcare near 
their place of work. This is a broader interpretation than the one applied by HR&A as 
discussed in more detail below. 

2. A "demand-based" analysis represents a reasonable approach to estimating an in­
lieu cash payment, although the specific assumptions have significant implications 
for the end result. A demand-based analysis varies from the straight-forward application 
of the stated standard in Section G of the SNAP (1 square foot of childcare space per 50 
square feet of Project floor area) in that a demand-based approach seeks to link the 
characteristics of new development and associated employees to an estimate of childcare 
need based on a series of specific assumptions about an employee's likelihood of having one 
or more children under the age of 6 who might choose to enroll in childcare near the 
employee's place of work. The estimate of childcare need, in turn, is costed for the purpose 
of identifying an appropriate fee payment. EPS generally concurs that a "demand-based" 
approach, as proposed by HR&A, represents a reasonable approach to determining the 
potential in-lieu cash payment. However, assumptions concerning the number of employees, 
the need for childcare, and the cost of providing a childcare space are critical components of 
the analysis that require careful consideration. 

3. Based on a broader interpretation of the policy language, EPS finds that the 
Project's 250 employees will generate demand for 15 childcare spaces, higher than 
the 8 spaces estimated in the HR&A Analysis. The HR&A Analysis follows a logical 
sequence of steps and calculations to arrive at the projected demand for childcare from the 
Project's 250 employees. However, there are certain assumptions in the HR&A Analysis that 
EPS believes collectively result in an underestimate of demand. These include the 
adjustments made for employee shifts, not considering that a household with a child under 
the age of 6 might have more than one child under the age of 6, and the interpretation of the 
Census Bureau's survey of working parents, which is used to estimate the percent of 
households choosing some form of non-relative childcare. Applying EPS's recommended 
revisions results in the Project's 250 employees generating demand for 15 childcare spaces 
(see Figure 1 for comparison of assumptions and steps). 

P:\164000s\164005FeePeerReview\Corres\164005_Memo_Child Care In Lieu Peer Review_2016_07_11.docx 
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4. Using HR&A's approach to estimating the costs of providing a childcare space, the 
revised childcare need estimate results in an in lieu cash payment ranging from 
$907,500 to $1,213,500. The HR&A Report prepares a cost estimate that is based on the 
new development (including land acquisition) of a state-licensed childcare center, which 
would be more costly to provide than other options (e.g., expanding capacity within an 
existing facility). In this regard, EPS finds that the HR&A Analysis, and estimate of $60,500 
per childcare space, is conservative. 1 Applying this per childcare space cost estimate to the 
revised estimate of the need for 15 childcare spaces results in an estimated in-lieu cash 
payment of $907,500 (see Figure 1 for a comparison of key steps). This is about 
87.5 percent above the HR&A estimate and represents about $4.86 per Project Floor Area. 

It is important to note that HR&A's cost estimates are based on dynamic data that is subject 
to change over time based on economic and market conditions. For example, the land 
acquisition cost estimate used in the HR&A Analysis is $110 per square foot. This figure is 
based on sales transactions within 1 mile of the Project site and excludes any unusually high­
value transactions located along high-demand corridors. This is an appropriate exclusion 
given that, unlike retail or other types of commercial space, a child care facility does not 
require a premium location, and, in fact, due to the economics of developing and operating a 
child care facility, a child care facility typically cannot afford a premium location. 

When EPS updated the land acquisition cost research to vet HR&A's estimate, EPS applied the 
same search criteria (e.g., within 1 mile of the Project site and excluding transactions 
reflecting premium locations) and found the median price per square foot of land had risen to 

$188. 2 Incorporating a land acquisition cost of $188 per square foot increases the overall 
cost per child care space to $80,900 (up from $60,500) and increases the in lieu cash 
payment to $1,213,500 (up from $907,500). Given the dynamic nature of land values in the 
area, an in lieu cash payment could reasonably range from $907,500 to $1,213,500. 

1 EPS independently confirmed that the parking assumption reflects the current zoning requirements. 
In addition, the calculation to estimate the in-lieu cash payment appropriately excludes the 109 
square feet for the police substation. 

2 Using Costar vacant land transaction data, within 1 mile of the Project Site, in June 2016. 

P:\164000s\164005FeePeerReview\Corres\164005_Memo_Chlld care In Lieu Peer Review_2016_07_11.docx 
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Figure 1 Comparison of HR&A Analytical Steps and EPS Recommended Steps 

HR&A Analytical Steps 

Development Program 

186,698 Building SF • Project Employees 

250 employees • Shift Adjustment 

78.8% 
197 employees • Employee Households with 

Children Under 6 
26.2% 

52 employee households = 52 children • Children Under 6: Parents choosing non­
relative childcare 

32.9% 
17 children 

• 1 
Chiidren Under 6: Parents choosing chiidcare 1 

facilities near work 
49.0% 

8.3 children • Childcare Facility Space Demand 

Rounded 
8 spaces • Cost/In-Lieu Payment 

$60, 500 per Childcare Space 
$484,000 

EPS Recommended Steps 

Development Program 

186,698 Building SF • Project Employees 

250 employees • Shift Adjustment 

no adjustment 
250 employees • Number of Children Under 6 in 

Employee Households 
0. 22 children <6 per household 

56 children • Children Under 6: Parents choosing non­
relative childcare 

53.8% 
30 children 

• 1 Children Under 6: Parents choosing childcare 1 

facilities near work 
49.0% 

14.8 children 

• Childcare Facility Space Demand 

Rounded 
15 spaces • Cost/In-Lieu Payment 

$60, 500 to $80, 900 per Childcare Space 
$907,500 to $1.213 million 

P:\164000s\164005FeePeerReview\Corres\164005_Memo_Child Care In Ueu Peer Review_2016_07_11.docx 
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Section G of the SNAP describes the land use regulations associated with the provision of 
childcare facility requirements. As noted in Section G of the SNAP: 

• All commercial and Mixed-Use Projects, which total 100,000 net square feet or more of 
nonresidential floor area, shall include childcare facilities to accommodate the childcare needs 
of the Project employees for pre-school children. 

• Project employees' childcare needs shall be one square foot of floor area of an indoor 
childcare facility or facilities, for every 50 square feet of net, usable nonresidential floor area; 

or to the satisfaction of the Commission for Children, Youth, and their Families3 consistent 

with the purpose in Section G.4 

• The childcare facility may be off-site provided it is within 5,280 feet (one mile) of the Project. 

• At the Applicant's request, the Commission for Children, Youth, and their Families5 may 
authorize a cash payment in-lieu of some or all of the minimum indoor square footage and 
play area required. In-lieu cash payments for indoor childcare space and outdoor play areas 
shall be deposited in the City's Childcare Trust Fund. 

• The SNAP does specify how the revenue from an in-lieu fee should be spent, but 
Administrative Code Sec. 5.530. pertains to the Vermont/Western Station Neighborhood Area 
Plan Childcare Trust Fund (Fund) and indicates that the purpose of the Fund is for the 
creation or development of Childcare programs or facilities and that funds "shall be expended 
only for the purpose of acquiring facilities, developing, improving and operating Childcare 
programs physically located within the boundaries of the Vermont/Western Station 
Neighborhood Area Specific Plan Area, and providing financial assistance with childcare 
payments to qualifying parents in the area, as determined by the Department." 

Step-by-Step Demand Analysis Comments and 
Recommendations 

On behalf of Target Corporation, HR&A has proposed a "demand-based" methodology for 
estimating the appropriate in-lieu cash payment. HR&A suggests this methodology is more 
appropriate as it can be tailored to the specifics of the Project. This methodology seeks to 
estimate the number of pre-school aged children associated with Project employees who will 
require childcare based on a series of analytical assumptions. Important to understanding the 
HR&A Analysis, HR&A's methodology assumes that the goal of the City's policy is to provide 

3 As noted by HR&A, the City's Department of Parks and Recreation and the Parks and Recreation 
Commission now have jurisdiction over implementation of the SNAP childcare facility requirement, and 
the Childcare Trust Fund into which in-lieu cash payments would be deposited. 

4 On page 6 of the HR&A Report, a childcare facility need calculation is provided based on the ratio 
stated in Section G of the SNAP (1 square foot of childcare facility per 50 square feet of net useable 
Project floor area). While EPS recognizes that this is not the approach used to calculate the in-lieu 
payment, it is our presumption that the "existing 11 square footage of 59,561 should not be deducted as 
the SNAP language refers to "net useable11 rather than "net new usable. 11 

s See Note #2 above. 

P:\164000s\164005FeePeerReview\Corres\164005_Memo_Child care In Lieu Peer Review_2016_07_11.docx 
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childcare for those Project employees who would be interested in childcare in licensed childcare 
facilities near their place of work that operate during common childcare facility hours (i.e., 
approximately 8 a.m. to 5 or 6 p.m.). This methodology also uses childcare provision cost 
estimates associated with construction of a new licensed facility as opposed to other less costly 
alternatives. Finally, this "demand-based approach" leads to a different effective standard in 
terms of the ratio between square feet of childcare facility provision and the net square feet of 
the Project. Each step is described below and summarized in Table 1. 

Step 1 begins with the source of the demand, the 250 on-site Project employees. This figure 
includes the employees of the Target store as well as the ancillary retail and is well-established 
in the Project EIR. 

Step 2 refines the Project employment estimate, in an effort to identify just those employees 
who would be working during the daytime hours (i.e., those hours that a childcare facility 
typically would be open). As described below, EPS believes that the reduction that occurs later in 
Step 4 accounts for the fact that not all Project employees with pre-school aged children will 
avail themselves of childcare and, thus, renders Step 2 redundant. There are a number of 
reasons an employee with a young child may not choose to enroll that child in childcare, 
including the potential availability of another parent or a relative to care for the child, the lack of 
affordable options in a convenient location, or the incompatibility of the employee's work/shift 
logistics and available childcare options. We believe these considerations are valid and that they 
are accounted for in Step 4. Therefore, we do not recommend discounting the number of 
employees based on potential shift assignments in Step 2. 

Related to Step 2, which refines the Project employment estimate, it may be that there is some 
potential that 250 employees equals something less than 250 households. For example, there 
may be potential for same-store colleagues to form a family/household, which would reduce the 
demand for childcare from Project employees. HR&A conservatively assumes that each 
employee is equal to a unique household. Without detailed information from Target about their 
workforce and household formation, EPS cannot recommend an appropriate discount factor. 

Step 3 identifies the percent of Project employees with children under the age of 6 using specific 
characteristics of employees in the "Retail Trade" living in the "West" region. While this data 
(see Appendix D of the HR&A Report) identifies 22 households (out of a sample of 84 
households) with "any child" under the age of 6 in the household, the data does not appear to 
account for the possibility of there being more than one child under the age of 6 in the 
household. 

Using Census data, it is possible to calculate the average number of children under the age of 6 
per household (see Census tables 51101 and 50901, 2010-2014 ACS, 5-Year Estimates for the 
City of Los Angeles.) A review of the data on these tables suggests that there are an average of 
0.22 children under the age of 6 in the City's households, as shown on Table 2. This analysis is 
not specific to the retail industry, rather it reflects the Citywide average, but it more accurately 
estimates the number of children under the age of 6 (as opposed to the number of households 
with at least one child under the age of 6). 

P:\164000s\164005FeePeerReview\Corres\164005_Memo_Child Care In Lieu Peer Review_2016_07_11.docx 
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Step 
Reference 
Number Step Description 

Number of employees 

2 Discount employees to 
reflect those working 
daytime shifts 

3 Percent of Project 
employees with children 
under the age of 6 

4 Percent of Project 
employees with pre-
school aged children 
choosing child care 
facilities 

5 Percent of Project 
employees with pre-
school aged children 

Assumption 
Used by HR&A Result Source 

250 Project EIR (Approved) 

78.8% 197.1 National Study of the 
Changing Workforce 
Survey Data 

26.2% 52.0 National Study of the 
Changing Workforce 
Survey Data 

32.9% 17.1 Census Bureau's survey of 
child care arrangements 
among working parents 

49.0% 8.4 Average of 23% (West 
Hollywood nexus study 
survey) and 75% (literature 

EPS Comment 

1) No comment. 
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1) Allowance for employees who will not choose 
child care is already reflected in Step 4. 
2) Advise not to discount 250 employee count. 

1) Source estimates the percent of households 
with one or more children under the age of 6 but 
does not necessarily provide an estimate of the 
number of children. 
2) Advise using Census data to more accurately 
estimate the total number of pre-school aged 
children in the City's households. 

1) Important to note that current choices may not 
reflect preferred choices, if options were expanded 
and improved. 
2) Sample should reflect just those children in a 
"regular arrangment" which reduces the sample 
and increases the percent of employees choosing 
childcare. 

1) In EPS experience, this assumption tends to 
vary the most. Given that neither source is 
perfectly applicable to this Project, taking the 

choosing child care review conducted for Santa average is reasonable. 
facilities near place of Monica) 
work 

Total Number of Child Care Spaces Required 8 1) Advise rounding up when estimating the number 
of children. 
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Table 2 Average Number of Children under the Age of 6 per Household 

Category 

Children under 18 in Households 
under 6 years 
6 to 11 years 
12 to 17 years 

Total Households 

Number of Children under 6 Years per Household 

Percent 

34.9% 
32.3% 
32.8% 

Number 

854,900 
298,360 
276,133 
280,407 

1,329,372 

0.22 

Source: 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Tables S1101 and S0901. 

It is worth noting that the demand analysis in the HR&A Report is not structured in a way that is 
specific to the ages of the children. This is appropriate given the data sources used by HR&A; 
however, estimating the number of children within typical age cohorts of pre-school aged 
children (i.e., under 1, 1 to 2, and 3 to 5) would allow for a more nuanced analysis of the 
childcare preferences of the Project's employees. For example, parents make different childcare 
choices and have different locational preferences for their infant children than they do for their 4-
and 5-year old children. In addition, many 5-year olds are enrolled in kindergarten and, 
therefore, do not need the type of childcare arrangements accounted for in this Study. An age­
specific analysis allows just a subset (typically 50 percent) of 5-year olds to be included. The 
HR&A analysis is conservative in the sense that it includes all 5-year old children. Without 
additional research, EPS cannot say definitively whether an age-specific approach would increase 
or decrease the number of required childcare spaces. Revised, age-specific assumptions could 
end up off-setting one another. 

Step 4 establishes the percent of Project employees with pre-school aged children who are likely 
to choose childcare facilities, rather than care by a parent or a relative. This is an appropriate 
cut, and HR&A uses a well-researched and reliable data source. However, while the HR&A Report 
assumes that 32.9 percent of households with pre-school aged children will choose "non-relative" 
care based on Table 1 on page 2 of "Who's Minding the Kids? Childcare Arrangements," issued 
April 2013 by the U.S. Census Bureau, EPS believes the ratio should be based on the sample of 
children who are in a "regular arrangement," which is defined as an arrangement that is used at 
least once a week. It seems that a Project employee with a regular work schedule with one or 
more children under the age of 6 would fall into the category of needing a "regular 
arrangement." This assumption reduces the sample from 20,404 to 12,499, resulting in a revised 
assumption that 53.8 percent of households with pre-school aged children will choose "non­
relative" care. 

As noted above in Step 2, EPS also believes that the selected percentage should be applied to an 
employee count that has not been reduced on account of potential work shift. This is because the 
percentage of Project employees with pre-school aged children who are likely to choose childcare 
facilities rather than care by a parent or a relative reflects that not all Project employees will be 
able to (or choose to) take advantage of available childcare options, perhaps because of their 
work shift. 
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In Step 5, the number of children requiring childcare is further reduced to account for the 
percent of Project employees who would choose childcare facilities near their place of work as 
opposed to near their home. EPS is familiar with the range of assumptions quoted in the HR&A 
Report, noting that the assumption regarding the choice to use childcare near place of work 
varies across other studies from between 23 percent to 75 percent. The HR&A Report uses the 
average of the two assumptions, 49 percent. While not based on technical analysis, EPS finds 
this to be a reasonable assumption given that the West Hollywood survey (the basis of the 23 
percent assumption) is potentially outdated (1989) and more heavily weighted to office workers 
than retail workers and the national study (the basis of the 75 percent assumption), while often 
referenced in childcare nexus studies is not available for a closer review. EPS concurs with HR&A 
that since neither source is perfect, taking the average of the two is reasonable. 

Results of EPS Recommendations 

The recommendations summarized above result in demand for 15 childcare spaces based on a 
Project employee count of 250. The steps are shown below in Table 3. 

At a cost of $60,500 per childcare space, 15 childcare spaces represents a total cost of $907,500 
or a per Project floor area square foot cost of $4.86. This is higher than the adopted in lieu fees 
of many other cities, yet approximately consistent with the City of Santa Monica's in lieu fee. At 
a cost of $80,900 per childcare space, 15 childcare spaces represents a total cost of $1,213,500 
or a per Project floor area square foot cost of $6.50, well above the highest adopted in lieu fees 
studied. 

Table 3 EPS Refined Demand Analysis 

Step 
Reference Assumption 
Number Step Description Used by HR&A Result Source 

Number of employees 250 Project EIR (Approved) 

2 Discount employees to 100.0% 250.0 employees 
reflect those working 
daytime shifts 

3 Number of children under 0.22 56.1 children < age 6 Census, ACS 2010-2014, 
the age of 6 per household See Table 2 

4 Percent of Project 53.8% 30.2 children< age 6 Census Bureau's survey of 
employees with pre-school needing non- child care arrangements 
aged children choosing relative child care among working parents; 
child care facilities Uses sample of children in 

a "regular childcare 
arrangement" 

5 Percent of Project 49.0% 14.8 children < age 6 Average of 23% (West 
employees with pre-school needing non- Hollywood nexus study 
aged children choosing relative child care, survey) and 75% (literature 
child care facilities near near employee's review conducted for Santa 
place of work place of work Monica) 

Total Number of Child Care Spaces Required 15 
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BOARD REPORT NO. 16-190 

DATE September 09, 20 1 6 C.D. 9 __ ____.:;_ __ _ 
BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: CENTRAL RECREATION CENTER - PLAY AREA REHABILITATION 
(PRJ20946) PROJECT - ALLOCATION OF ZONE CHANGE FEES; 
EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
(CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1, CLASS 1 (1 ,3) AND CLASS 
11(3) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES 

AP Diaz 

* R Barajas 

H. Fujita 

V. Israel 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Approved ______ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

General Manager 

Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn ----

1. Approve the scope of Central Recreation Center - Play Area Rehabilitation (PRJ20946) 
Project, as described in the Summary of this Report; 

2. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) Chief Accounting Employee to 
reallocate One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) in Zone Change Fees, 
curre.ntly allocated to the Central Recreation Center - Pool Rehabilitation (PRJ20251) 
Project, to the Central Recreation Center - Play Area Rehabilitation (PRJ20946) Project; 

3. Approve the allocation of One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) in Zone 
Change Fees from Central Recreation Center Account No. 89440K-CR for the Central 
Recreation Center - Pool Rehabilitation (PRJ20251) Project; 

4. Find that the proposed Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1, Class 1 (1 ,3) and Class 11 (3) of the 
City CEQA Guidelines, and direct staff to file a Notice of Exemption; 

5. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to prepare a check to the Los Angeles 
County Clerk in the amount of Seventy-Five Dollars ($75.00) for the purpose of filing a 
Notice of Exemption; and, 

6. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to make technical corrections as 
necessary to carry out the intent of this Report. 



BOARD REPORT 

PG. 2 Ndl. 6-1 90 

SUMMARY 

Central Recreation Center is located at 1357 East 22nd Street in the South Los Angeles area of 
the City. This 1.45 acre park provides a variety of services and programs to the community 
including a lighted athletic field, a swimming pool, and a recreation center. Approximately 
11,474 residents live within a one-half (~) mile walking distance of Central Recreation Center. 
Due to the facilities , features , programs, and services it provides, Central Recreation Center 
meets the standard for a Community Park, as defined in the City's Public Recreation Plan. 

RAP Staff has determined that the replacement of the children's play area at Central Recreation 
Center is necessary and will be of benefit to the surrounding community. 

The Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners (Board) has approved the allocation of a 
total of Four Million, Three Hundred Ninety-Five Thousand , Seven Hundred Thirty-Eight Dollars 
and Ten Cents ($4,395, 738.10) in Zone Change Fees for the Central Recreation Center - Pool 
Rehabilitation (PRJ20251) Project (Report Nos. 10-207, 12-004, and 12-183). The scope of the 
approved Pool Rehabilitation project included the demolition of the existing swimming pool, the 
construction of a new swimming pool, and the renovation of the existing bathhouse. The Central 
Recreation Center - Pool Rehabilitation (PRJ20251) Project is now complete and there is 
unexpended Zone Change funding remaining that is available for reallocation to other park 
projects. 

Upon approval of this Report, One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) in Zone 
Change Fees, currently allocated to the Central Recreation Center - Pool Rehabilitation 
(PRJ20251) Project, can be reallocated to the Central Recreation Center - Play Area 
Rehabilitation (PRJ20946) Project. These Zone Change Fees were collected within two miles of 
Central Recreation Center, which is the standard distance for the allocation of the Quimby Fees 
for community recreational facilities. 

Additionally, it should be noted that the City Council has approved the allocation of One 
Hundred Sixty-Three Thousand, Four Hundred Eighty-Eight Dollars and Eighty-Five Cents 
($163,488.85) in Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds for the Central 
Recreation Center- Play Area Rehabilitation (PRJ20946) Project (Council File No. 15-1090). 

The total funding available for the Central Recreation Center - Play Area Rehabilitation 
(PRJ20946) Project, inclusive of the available CDBG funding , would be Three Hundred Thirteen 
Thousand , Four Hundred Eighty-Eight Dollars and Eighty-Five Cents ($313,488.85) . 

TREES AND SHADE 

The approval of this Project will have no impact on existing trees or shade at Central Recreation 
Center. No new trees or new shade are proposed to be added to Central Recreation Center as 
a part of this project. 



BOARD REPORT 

PG. 3 NO. 16-190 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

The subject Project will consist of modifications to existing park facilities involving negligible or 
no expansion of use and placement of new accessory structures. Therefore, the Project is 
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to 
Article Ill, Section 1, Class 1 (1,3) and Class 11 (3) of the City CEQA Guidelines. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The approval of this allocation of Quimby Fees will have no fiscal impact on the Department. 

The estimated costs for the design, development, and construction of the proposed park 
improvements are anticipated to be funded by Quimby Fees or funding sources other than the 
RAP's General Fund. The maintenance of the proposed park improvements can be performed 
by current staff with no overall impact to existing maintenance service at this facility. 

This Report was prepared by Darryl Ford , Senior Management Analyst I, Planning, Construction 
and Maintenance Branch. 



BOARD REPORT N0.16-191 

DATE September 09, 20 1 6 C.D. 3 ------

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: RESEDA MUL Tl PURPOSE CENTER BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS 
(PRJ21031 ) PROJECT - ALLOCATION OF QUIMBY FEES - EXEMPTION 
FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) 
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill , SECTION 1, CLASS 1 (1, 3) OF THE CITY CEQA 
GUIDELINES 

AP Diaz 

;j'tr * R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

C>t>O 
V. Israel 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Approved ______ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn ----

1. Approve the scope of Reseda Multipurpose Center - Building Improvements 
(PRJ21031) Project, as described in the Summary of this Report; 

2. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) Chief Accounting Employee to 
transfer One Hundred Thousand and Twenty Two Dollars ($100,022.00) in Quimby Fees 
from Quimby Account No. 89460K-OO to Reseda Park Account No 89460K-RE; 

3. Approve the allocation of One Hundred Thousand and Twenty Two Dollars 
($100,022.00) in Quimby Fees from Reseda Park Account No. 89460K-RE for the 
Reseda Multipurpose Center - Building Improvements (PRJ21031) Project; 

4. Find that the proposed project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1, Class 1 (1,3) of the City CEQA 
Guidelines, and direct staff to file a Notice of Exemption; 

5. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to prepare a check to the Los Angeles 
County Clerk in the amount of $75.00 for the purpose of filing a Notice of Exemption; 
and, 

6. Authorize the Department's Chief Accounting Employee to make technical corrections as 
necessary to carry out the intent of this Report. 
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SUMMARY 

Reseda Multipurpose Center is located at 18255 Victory Boulevard within Reseda Park in the 
Reseda area of the City. Reseda Park is a 29.68 acre park features basketball and tennis 
courts, an outdoor swimming pool, picnic areas, walking paths, and a multipurpose center. 
Approximately Nine Thousand One Hundred and Fourteen (9, 114) residents live within a one­
half (~) mile walking distance of Reseda Park. Due to the facilities, features, programs, and 
services it provides, Reseda Park meets the standard for a Community Park, as defined in the 
City's Public Recreation Plan. 

Since 1985, ONEgeneration (ONE), a California non-profit corporation, has occupied and used 
the Reseda Multipurpose Center through a lease agreement and has been serving the San 
Fernando Valley senior population through its many services and programs. Over the years, 
ONE has expanded its operations with additional services and programs to better serve the 
needs of seniors in the community. ONE provides a place for seniors to congregate and 
socialize through the various classes and services related to adult daycare, health services, 
senior advocacy, support groups, volunteer opportunities, legal assistance, counseling, hot 
lunches, and other programs specifically designed to empower seniors and enhance their 
quality of life through recreation. 

RAP staff has determined that the replacement of the roof, path of travel improvements, parking 
lot improvements, and other general building improvements at the Reseda Multipurpose Center 
are necessary and will be of benefit to the surrounding community. 

Upon approval of this report, One Hundred Thousand and Twenty Two Dollars ($100,022.00) in 
Quimby Fees will be transferred from Quimby Account No 89460K-OO to Reseda Park Account 
No 89460K-RE and allocated to the Reseda Multipurpose Center - Building Improvements 
(PRJ21031) Project. These Quimby Fees were collected within two (2) miles of Reseda Park, 
which is the standard distance for the allocation of the Quimby Fees for community recreational 
facilities. 

Additionally, it should be noted that the City Council has approved the allocation of Two 
Hundred Forty Nine Thousand Nine Hundred and Thirty Eight Dollars ($249,938.00) in 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds for the Reseda Multipurpose Center -
Building Improvements (PRJ21031) Project (Council File No. 14-1382). 

The total funding available for Reseda Multipurpose Center - Building Improvements 
(PRJ21031) Project, inclusive of the available CDBG funding, would be Three Hundred Forty 
Nine Thousand Nine Hundred Sixty Dollars ($349,960.00). 

TREES AND SHADE 

The approval of this project will have no impact on existing trees or shade at Reseda Park and 
no new trees or new shade are proposed to be added to Reseda Park as a part of this project. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The subject project will consist of modifications to existing park facilities involving negligible or 
no expansion of use. Therefore, the project is exempt from the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article Ill , Section 1, Class 1 (1,3) of the City 
CEQA Guidelines. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The approval of this allocation of Quimby Fees will have no fiscal impact on the RAP's General 
Fund. The maintenance of the proposed park improvements are covered by ONE per the lease 
agreement. 

This Report was prepared by Meghan Luera, Management Assistant, Planning, Construction 
and Maintenance Branch. 
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DATE September 09, 20 16 C.D. __ __;;2~--

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: NORTH HOLLYWOOD PARK - SERVICE EASEMENT AGREEMENT WITH 
THE LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER (LADWP) FOR 
THE INSTALLATION, REPAIR AND SERVICE OF RECYCLED WATER 
METERS; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1, CLASS 3(5, 8) AND 
CLASS 5(30) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES 

AP Diaz fr R. Barajas C.6'2 
H. Fujita 

V. Israel 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Approved ______ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Pl I 

General Manager 

Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn ----

1. Approve a proposed Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) Service 
Easement Agreement, herein included as Exhibit A, to allow LADWP a service 
easement to install, repair and service recycled water meters at North Hollywood Park, 
subject to approval of the City Attorney as to form; 

2. Direct the Board Secretary to transmit the proposed Service Easement Agreement to the 
City Attorney for review and approval as to form; 

3. Authorize the General Manager, or Designee to execute the proposed Service 
Easement Agreement upon receipt of necessary approvals; 

4. Find that granting the proposed Service Easement Agreement is categorically exempt 
from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); 

5. Direct Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) Staff to prepare and file a Notice of 
Exemption (NOE) within 5 working days of approval; and, 

6. Authorize the Chief Financial Officer to issue a check to the Los Angeles, County Clerk 
in the amount of $75.00 for the fee to file the NOE. 

I 
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SUMMARY 

The LADWP North Hollywood Water Recycling Project (Project) will extend a 16-inch recycled 
water main from the intersection of Clybourn Avenue and Camarillo Street to North Hollywood 
Park (Park), located at 11430 Chandler Boulevard, North Hollywood, California 91601, to deliver 
recycled water to the park for the irrigation system. During the Project's design phase, LADWP 
found that not enough space is available within the public right of way to install the 8 foot by 8 
foot vaults that house the recycled water meters. LADWP determined that it will be necessary 
to install the recycled water meters in the park, and is therefore seeking service easements to 
install, repair and service the recycled water meters. 

The cost benefit of switching from potable water (drinking water) to recycled water is an 
approximately 7 4% reduction per Hundred Cubic Foot (HCF), with the rate per unit of potable 
water being $5.552/HCF and the rate per unit of recycled water being $1.434/HCF. In addition 
to the cost benefit, watering restrictions do not apply to the use of recycled water. The Park is 
currently under watering restrictions, as it irrigates with potable water. Using recycled water will 
allow RAP the flexibility to provide the necessary amount of watering to trees and landscaping 
at the Park. Further, by converting to recycled water to irrigate the Park, RAP will move closer to 
its goal of reducing the use of potable water and maximizing the number of the City's large 
parks, lakes, and golf courses that are converted to recycled water. 

As part of the Project, LADWP proposes the installation of the recycled water meters on an 
8 foot by 8 foot service easement at each of the following locations in the Park (Exhibit B and 
Exhibit C): 

1) 11406 Magnolia Boulevard, 340 feet west of Tujunga Avenue centerline on the south 
side of Magnolia Boulevard; and, 

2) 11441 Magnolia Boulevard, 600 feet west of Tujunga Avenue centerline on the north 
side of Magnolia Boulevard. 

Granting the service easements will allow LADWP to move forward with the associated Project 
work, to install the recycled water meters to deliver recycled water to the Park, and to perform 
any future work on the recycled water meters that may be necessary, should the meters need to 
be repaired or serviced. 

TREES AND SHADE 

No trees and shade will be added or removed . 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Approval of the proposed Service Easement Agreement would grant service easements to allow 
the extension of a water utility including additions to underground appurtenances necessary to 
deliver recycled water to the park. Therefore, the Project is categorically exempt from CEQA 
pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1, Class 3(5, 8) and Class 5(30) of the City CEQA Guidelines. A 
Notice of Exemption will be filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

There is no impact to RAP's General Fund associated with this action. LADWP will be 
responsible for all costs associated with the installation, repair and servicing of the recycled 
water meters .. 

This Report was prepared by Ian Kim , Management Analyst II, Planning, Construction and 
Maintenance Branch. 

LIST OF EXHIBITS 

1) Exhibit A - Proposed Service Easement Agreement 
2) Exhibit B - Aerial View of Proposed Recycled Water Meter Locations and Design Plans 
3) Exhibit C - Location Photographs of Proposed Recycled Water Meters 



Exhibit A 

DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER 
City of Los Angeles 

Water Distribution Business Unit 
Distribution Engineering Business Group 

Date: August 24, 2016 

To: Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks 

Via E-Mail: 

Dear Mr. Cid Macaraeg, 

Subject: Service Easement Agreement 

Property Address: 11430 west Chandler Boulevard, North Hollywood, CA 91601 

Water Service Number: 4" Irrigation Services (616847 and 616848) 

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (Department) has determined that the water service(s) requested 
for the above property address requires installation inside the customer's property. The possible locations for the 
installation within the street and sidewalk area are not feasible due to restricted area on the sidewalk fronting the 
property. The requested services must therefore be installed in 8' X 8' service easements inside the customer's 
property. 

Instal1ation of water service(s) inside a private property requires a Service Easement Agreement to be signed by the 
owner of the said property. Attached please find a Service Easement Agreement Form. Please read the agreement 
carefully and fill in the top line of the form and have the owner( s) sign the form. The signature( s) of the owner( s) 
must be notarized by a notary public. You may make a duplicate copy of the agreement for your file. 

Please send the original copy of the completed Service Easement Agreement Form to the following address : 

Department of Water and Power 
111 N. Hope St, Room 1425 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Attention: Michael Downs 

The Department will only process your installation request as soon as we receive the completed Service Easement 
Agreement Form. If you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at (213) 367-1235. 

Michael Downs 
Engineer of East Valley District 



Exhibit A 

Department of Water and Power 
City of Los Angeles 

Water Distribution Business Unit 
Distribution Engineering Business Group 

Service Easement Agreement 

I (WE), , of the Los 
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, as authorized by the Board of Recreation and Park 
Commissioners (under Report No. ), who has jurisdiction and control of the property described 
herein, grant to the City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power (Department), 8' X 8' service 
easements at the locations described below to construct, operate and maintain Water Services Facilities 
and the right of access to the facilities upon the real property situated in the County of Los Angeles, State 
of California, as follows: 

(1) 11406 Magnolia Blvd - 340 feet west ofTujunga Avenue centerline on south side of Magnolia 
Boulevard; and 

(2) 11441 Magnolia Blvd - 600 feet west ofTujunga Avenue centerline on north side of Magnolia 
Boulevard 

Known as: North Hollywood Park, located at 11430 West Chandler Boulevard, 
North Hollywood, CA 91601, IN THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

RESERVING to the grantor the right to use said land in any way that will not interfere with the full and 
complete exercise and use of the rights herein granted. Should any modifications to the facilities be 
required to accommodate the use of the property by grantor, such modifications will be at the sole cost and 
expense of the grantor. 

IT IS UNDERSTOOD that said Department shall use ordinary care in the performance of any work done 
in the exercise of said service easements. 

Owner Date 

Owner Date 

Notary 

Date: August 24, 2016 
Service No.: 4" Irrigation Services (616847 and 616848) 
WSM: 172-171 



Exhibit B 

North Hollywood Park - Proposed Recycled Water Meter Locations 
(Aerial View) 
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Exhibit C 

North Hollywood Park - Proposed Recycled Water Meter Location 
(south side of Magnolia Blvd) 



Exhibit C 

North Hollywood Park - Proposed Recycled Water Meter Location 
(north side of Magnolia Blvd) 



BOARD REPORT NO. __ 1_6_-_1_9_3 __ 

DATE September 09, 20 1 6 C.D. __ .......:.1.=.2 __ _ 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: ORCUTT RANCH HORTICULTURAL CENTER AND COMMUNITY GARDEN -
BLUE STAR MEMORIAL PLAQUE; EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA), PURSUANT TO ARTICLE VLL, 
SECTION 1, CLASS 11 (1) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES 

AP Diaz 

~ * R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

v. Israel 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Approved _____ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

General Manager 

Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn 
-~--

1. Grant approval for the wording, placement, and installation of a plaque at Orcutt Ranch 
Horticultural Center and Community Garden, as described in the Summary of this 
Report; 

2. Find the project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), pursuant to Article VLL, Section 1, Class 11 (1) of the City CEQA guidelines; 

3. Direct Staff to file the Notice of Exemption NOE) within five working days of approval; 

4. Direct the Chief Financial Officer to authorize a check to the Los Angeles County Clerk 
in the amount of $75 for filing the NOE; and 

5. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) to issue the appropriate Right 
of Entry Permit. 



BOARD REPORT 

PG.2 NO. 16-193 

SUMMARY 

Orcutt Ranch Horticultural Center and Community Garden is a 24.10 acre facility (Facility) 
located at 23600 West Roscoe Boulevard within the West Hills community. This facility consists 
of the historic Orcutt residence and surrounding grounds which include an orchard, gazebo, 
guest house and community garden plots. The Facility can be rented for special events such as 
weddings. This proposal from the West Valley Garden Club (WVGC) is for the installation of a 
Blue Star Memorial By-Way Marker plaque within the orchard portion of the property. 

WVGC has a long association with Orcutt Ranch. The Garden Club, which has been holding 
regular monthly meetings at the Facility for over 49 years, currently volunteers to prune over 
500 rose bushes annually, and also participates in annual Arbor Day celebrations. WVGC is a 
part of the National Garden Club and California Garden Clubs, Inc. The National Garden Club, 
California Garden Clubs, Inc. and WVGC promote gardening, floral design, civic beautification, 
and environmental responsibility. 

WVGC is proposing to install a Blue Star Memorial By-Way Marker plaque on an existing 
boulder adjacent to a walking path through the orchard. The Blue Star Memorial Program is a 
national program which honors members, past, present, and future, of all branches of the United 
States Armed Services. This Program was adopted by the National Garden Club in 1945. 
Memorial Markers have been installed nationwide at locations such as National cemeteries, 
parks, veterans' facilities, and gardens. WVGC finds the gardens at Orcutt Ranch to be an 
appropriate location for the installation of a Memorial Marker as Mr. William Orcutt served in the 
National Guard from 1895 to 1897. He was a Reserved Engineer during World War I, and 
served on the local draft board from 1940 until his death in 1942. 

Members of WVGC have worked with RAP staff to identify a location for plaque placement that 
will enhance the existing atmosphere of the Facility. The plaque would be installed on a boulder 
for a rustic appearance, placing the boulder near an existing bench that is adjacent to the 
walking path and is accessible pursuant to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards. 
The plaque is intended as a beautification project that will offer a memorial to members of the 
United States Armed Services. Additional project information including sample plaque text, map 
of the site, and proposed boulder are attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

WVCG has presented this project proposal at its own public meetings and to the West Hills 
Neighborhood Council at a joint meeting of the Beautification Committee and the full 
Neighborhood Council on June 28, 2016. The Neighborhood Council expressed support for the 
project. 

This project was presented to the Facility Repair and Maintenance Commission Task Force at 
their regularly scheduled meeting on July 13, 2016, at which time the Task Force recommended 
that the Project be forwarded to the fu ll Board for review. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

RAP staff has determined that the subject project is exempt from the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), pursuant to Article VLL, Section 1, Class 11 (1) of the City 
CEQA guidelines, which provides for the placement of signs on park property as accessory 
structures to recreational facilities. 

Council District 12 and RAP staff support this project at Orcutt Ranch. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

There should be minimal fiscal impact as the cost of plaque manufacture has been paid for by 
the WVGC which has also committed to plaque maintenance for a minimum of ten (10) years. 
Minor costs to RAP will be for the installation of the plaque by in-house construction forces. 

This Report was prepared by Melinda Gejer, City Planning Associate, Planning , Construction, 
and Maintenance Branch. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

1) Exhibit A - Site Map, Proposed Boulder, and Sample Plaque Text 
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DATE: September 09, 2016 C.D. ___ 4.;_ __ 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK CO MISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: 

AP. Diaz 

R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

GRIFFITH OBSERVA"I 
EXERCISE AGREE 

*V. Israel 

K. Regan 

N. Williams 

Y COIN-OPERATED TELESCOPE CONCESSION -
RENEWAL OPTION 

General Manager 

Approved ______ _ Disapproved _____ _ Withdrawn ----

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Approve a five-year renewal option as provided in the Agreement, Concession Contract 
No. 252, between the City of Los Angeles and Fare Share Enterprises for the operation 
and maintenance of the Griffith Observatory Coin-Operated Telescope Concession; 

2. Find, in accordance with Charter Section 1022, that it is necessary, feasible and 
economical to secure these services by contract as the Department of Recreation and 
Parks (RAP) lacks sufficient and necessary personnel to undertake these specialized 
professional services; 

3. Authorize the General Manager or Designee to exercise the renewal option; and, 

4. Authorize the General Manager or Designee to make any necessary technical changes to 
implement the Board's intentions. 

SUMMARY 

Griffith Observatory opened in 1935 and is an icon of Los Angeles, a national leader in public 
astronomy, and one of Southern California's most popular attractions. In January 2002, the 
Observatory closed for comprehensive renovation and expansion. The renewed building 
reopened to the public in November 2006, and has operated continuously for the public. 
Attendance in 2015 into this free-admission facility was 1,337,608 guests. Additional guests visit 
the grounds of Griffith Observatory to experience the spectacular views overlooking the City and 
for a clear, elevated view of the Hollywood Sign. 

For the reopening of Griffith Observatory, a Coin-Operated Telescope concession was developed 
through a RAP Request for Proposals (Attachment 1 - Board Report 05-277) and Agreement No. 
252 was executed (Attachment 2 - Board Report 06-218) with Fare Share Enterprises (Fare 
Share) for a term of ten years, expiring December 7, 2016, with one renewal term of five years at 
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the sole discretion of the City acting by and through its Board of Recreation and Park 
Commissioners. The concession responsibilities included purchase, installation, and 
maintenance of fifteen ( 15) coin-operated telescope instruments, at least four are compliant with 
American with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards - all at Fare Share's expense. The fee to use the 
telescopes is Fifty Cents ($0.50) for approximately one minute of viewing, and the price has not 
changed since inception of the Agreement providing visitors a great value. Revenue share 
received by the City is sixty percent (60%) of gross receipts and is trending upward: 

April thru Jan thru 

Dec only July only 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Total 

GROSS 

$23,022.55 $41,936.87 $39,980.66 $46,652.33 $43,755.57 $44,194.32 $50,395.06 $50,357.98 $54,721.51 $36,395.01 $ 431,411.86 

REVENUE SHARE 

$13,813.53 $25,162.12 $23,988.40 $27,991.40 $26,253.34 $26,516.59 $30,237.04 $30,214.79 $32,832.91 $21,837.01 $ 258,847.13 

Fare Share is found to be in full compliance of the Agreement including payment of Revenue 
Share and Occupancy Tax; maintaining a Three Thousand, Five Hundred Dollar ($3,500.00) 
Performance Deposit; maintaining required Insurance; and submission of annual Profit and Loss 
Statements. 

Maintenance and customer support is also excellent. Telescope maintenance, repair and graffiti 
removal is timely. Fare Share also provides Observatory Staff with money for refunds to patrons 
who complete a form detailing how they used the telescope. The customer feedback is then 
provided to Fare Share for review and any necessary action. Observatory Staff believe the reason 
a telescope fails to operate is user error approximately ninety percent (90%) of the time. 

RAP staff recommends that the Board approve the five-year option to renew the Agreement, 
extending the expiration date to December 7, 2021. Approximately one year prior to expiration, 
RAP staff will reassess the concession and report on the recommendation to release a new 
Request for Proposals. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Trends indicate RAP will receive a shared revenue of at least Thirty Thousand Dollars 
($30,000.00) for the first year of continued operation. 

This report was prepared by Stanley Woo, Management Analyst II, Partnership and Revenue 
Branch, Concessions Unit. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

1) Board Report No. 05-277 
2) Board Report No. 06-218 
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BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

Attachment 1 

NO. 05-277 

CD 4 ------

SUBJECT: GRJFFITH OBSERVATORY - REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR THE COIN­
OPERATED TELESCOPES CONCESSION 

J. Combs J. Kolb 
H. Fujita "F. Mok ~ 
S. Huntley _ _ K. Regan __ 

R. Jen•en _ _ J;;;huTI __ 

Approved£ Disapproved __ _ Withdrawn ----

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Board: 

1. Approve the Griffith Observatory Coin-Operated Telescopes Concession Request for 
Proposals (RFP) for a ten-year concession Agreement, with one five-year renewal option 
exercisable at the City's sole discretion, substantially in the form on file in the Board Office, 
subject to review and approval of the City Attorney as to form; 

2. Direct the Board Secretar)r to transmit the RFP to the City Attorney for review and approval 
as to fonn; and, 

3. Direct staff, subsequent to City Attorney review and approval as to form, to advertise the 
RFP and conduct the RFP evaluation for the subject Concession. 

SUMMARY: 

The Griffith Observatory is undergoing a major multi-year renovation and expansion project, and is 
expected to reopen in mid-2006. The project includes a modem cafe as well as a bookstore/gift 
shop, each subcontracted to companies that have been awarded concession agreements as a result of 
recent RFPs, and are eA]Jected to begin operations in time for the Observatory's re-opening, 

To complement the concession activity at ilie Observatory, the Department wishes to re-establish a 
coin-operated telescope c-oncession that existed before the renovation and enjoyed moderate success. 
The Department will seek to establish a new Agreement with an operator who will install all-new 
equipment. A number oflocations around the Observatory grounds and on the Observatory itself 
have been identified as potential locations for these telescopes. These sites have been selected for 
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the spectacular views they provide. The RFP will recommend that proposers locate and install their 
telescopes in the indicated locations, although alternative suggestions are welcome but \Vill not 
automatically be granted. At least 20% of the telescopes ·will be required to be ADA-compliant. 

The RFP seeks to select a qualified, experienced, financially sound operator that will meet or exceed 
the City's and the Observatory visitor's expectations in all operational, financial and service areas, 
and to optimize profitability. Observatory management will support this activity as deemed 
appropriate by both parties. 

Simificant Proposal and Contractual Provisions 

1. Standard Conditions: All provisions of the Department's Standard Conditions and 
Regulations for the Operation of Concessions (Revised.November 2003) will be applicable 
to this Agreement. 

2. Tenn: Ten (10) years, with one five-year renewal option, at the sole discretion of the City. 

3. Rental Terms: The starting rental percentage to be paid must be at least forty-five percent 
( 45%) of gross receipts. 

4. Capital Investment: The operator will be required to install any structural amenities, such llil 
concrete slabs on which to mount the telescopes, necessary to implement the concession. 
The telescopes will be considered equipment and remain the concessionaire's property. 

5. Utilities: It is not expected that this concession operation will use any utilities, nor will any 
be available for this concession. 

6. Contract and Financial Teims: As typical with our concessions, the City will enter into an 
Agreement whereby the City has no financial respons-ibility or 1i ability for the operation and 
the City will share in profits in the form of a percentage of gross revenue. 

7. Faithful Performance Deposit: A Faithful Perforn1ance Deposit \Vill be required to be 
maintained for the duration of the Agreement in the amount of Three Thousand Five 
Hundred Dollars ($3,500). 

Evaluation Process 

Department Staff will conduct a preliminary evaluation of all proposals to determine completeness 
and submission of all compliance documents, and evaluate each firm's financial ability to fund the 
required capital investment for this project. Responsive proposals will be evaluated by staff 
according to the criteria below. The Department reserves the right to request additional infonnation 
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to clarify proposals. 

RFP Evaluation Criteria: 

Qualifications and experience of proposer applicable to the coin-operated telescopes industry 
• Proven performance and quality of current compar·able operations 
• Vision for Concession, including business plan and marketing 
• Capital Investment; in terms of appropriateness, reflection of entrepreneurship, monetary value 

Reasonable, viable financial retum to the City in the form of proposed rental terms and capital 
investment 

• Financial viability to operate all aspects of the concession as proposed, as supported by the 
proposer's proforma, financial statements, and other .financial information 

The main RFP documents will be available on the Department's website. The anticipated time of 
completion for the RFP process and award of the Agreement is approximately four to six months. 
Staff recommends the processing of this RFP at this time in order to execute an Agreement with a 
sujtable operator in time for the reopening in 2006. 

The Departmenfs Environmental Management staff has detem1ined that the subject project wi11 
consist of the award of a concession Agreement for the operation of coin-operated machines, and 
minor alterations of au existing public facility involving negligible or no expansion of use. 
Therefore, the project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) pursuant to Article ill, Section 1, Class 1 (1, 14) of the City CEQA Guidelines. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

A similar concession operated at the Observatory before the closure for the renovation in 2002, 
generating approximately $30,000 in gross receipts in the last year of operation. This RFP requires a 
minimum starting rental payment of forty-five percent (45%) of the total gross receipts from this 
concession. In a given year, assuming annual gross revenue to be $30,000, the new Agreement 
would yield $U~to the Department's Concession Improvement Account and $12~15-0 to the 
Department's General Fund; however, considering the extent of the renovation, the nature of the 
Observatory as .a popular Los Angeles landmark, and the resulting expected increase in attendance, 
revenue to the General Fund is likely to be higher. 

Report prepared by Jaime Guzman and Anthony Sanchez, Administrative Resources Division. 
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Withdrawn 

Attachment 2 

Approved£ Disapproved. __ _ ---

RECO:MMENDATION: 

That the Board: 

1. Award the Coin-Operated Telescopes Concession Agreement at Griffith Observatory to 
Fare Share Enterprises; 

2. Approve a 10-year concession agreement with a five-year renewal option at the sole 
discretion of the City, substantially in the form as on file in the Board Office subject to 
approval of the Mayor, in accordance with Executive Directive No. 3, and approval of the 
City Council, and approval of the City Attorney as to fonn; 

3. Direct the Board Secretary to transmit forthwith the proposed agreement to the Mayor 
and City Attorney for expedited handling; and, 

4. Authorize the Board President and Secretary to execute the subject agreement upon 
receipt of necessary approvaJs. 

SUMMARY: 

On October 19, 2005, the Board approved the release of a Request for Proposals (RFP) for a ten~ 
year Agreement with one five-year renewal option, exercisable at the City,s sole discretion, for 
the operation of a Coin-Operated Telescopes Concession at the Griffith Observatory (Board 
Report No. 05-277). The telescopes are to be insta11ed and ready for operation concurrently with 
the re-opening of the Observatory later this year. The RFP was released on November 28, 2005; 
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four proposals were received on January 10, 2006, from the following companies: 
• Carden Coin Telescopes (Carden) 
• Fare Share Enterprises (Fare Share) 
• See Scopes 
• The Tower Optical Company, fuc. (Tower Optical) 

Al1 proposals were detennined to be responsive; all required compliance documents were 
submitted. To fully evaluate all proposals, staff ranked the proposals according to the criteria 
stated in the RFP, visited locations currently operated by each proposer, and evaluated working 
demonstration samples received from each proposer. Listed below are the evaluation criteria: 
• Qualifications and experience of proposer applicable to the coin-operated telescope industry; 
• Proven performance and quality of current comparable operations; 
• Vision for concession, including business and marketing plans; 
• Capital improvements (i.e., appropriateness, reflection of entrepreneurship, monetary value); 
• Reasonable, viable financial return to the City in the form of proposed rental terms and 

capital investment. 
• Financial viability to operate all aspects of the concession, as proposed, as supported by the 

propoer's proforma, financial statements, and other financial information. 

The following is a sununary of Staffs recommendation comments under each of the six 
evaluation criteria. 

Qualifications and Experience of Pronoser 
All four proposers are weU established companies who currently operate at a variety of locations 
around the country. East Coast-based Fare Share Enterprises was created by David Lockrow and 
Rod Mackenzie (founder of Hi Spy Viewing, which began producing viewing equipment in 1992 
based on a Scandinavian design); Lockrow and Mackenzie created Fare Share to meet the 
demands of the U.S. market. Family-owned and operated Carden Coin Telescopes, established 
in 1946, both manufactures and sells coin-operated telescopes; they operated the coin-operated 
telescopes at the Griffith Observatory from 1972 until its closure for renovation in 2002. See 
Scopes has seen steady growth since its start over twenty years ago; all of See Scopes' 
equipment is manufactured by See Coast Manufacturing Company in Alabama. Founded in 
1933, .fiunily-owned Tower Optical Company, fuc., develops, manufactures, and distributes 
binocular viewing instruments. Tower Optical did not offer telescopes and thus was unable to 
meet the requirements of the RFP. They were not evaluated further in this RFP process. 

Fare Share and See Scopes both offer greater diversity with both telescopes and binoculars; 
however during evaluation, Observatory Staff ultimately indicated that the preferred installation 
was exclusively telescopes. Fare Share ranks highest in this category since they manufacture 
their own equipment and have a track record of notable recent growth. Moreover, while Fare 
Share is a relatively young company, they have quickly established themselves as an industry 
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leader, with installations such as Top of the Rock at Rockefeller Center in New York, Prudential 
Tower, Canadian National (CN) Tower, and nearby Universal Studios Hollywood, 
demonstrating a level of energy and enthusiasm appropriate for the standard of excellence 
expected at the Griffith Observatory. Therefore, proposers are ranked in the following order 
based on their expertise, knowledge, and success in the viewing instrument industry, and their 
ability to meet the needs of the Observatory: (1) Fare Share, (2) Carden, and (3) See Scopes. 

Proven Performance and Quality of Comparable Operations 
Fare Share's instruments are found throughout the United States and Canada, and include 
installations at Universal Studios in Universal City, California; Harbortown Lighthouse in Hilton 
~t{l Carolina; Top of the Rock at Rockefeller Center and &Ile Jampitc State Buildieg in 

~New Yor£rPrudential Tower in Boston; and CN Tower in Ontario, Canada. A referen~ check 
lil~ --~ with the management of a current location revealed Fare Share's impressive reputation for 
?(~U\> excellent service as a responsive concession operator at that location. When the Griffith 
~-&(\ ~ Observatory reopens in the fall of this year, public demand to see the "new" Observatory will 

\ i exceed building capacity. In evaluating the quality of the comparable locations provided by the 
proposers, Fare Share's locations were considered points of interest or landmarks of similar 
prestige and annual attendance. Based on the prestige of the locations of its current operations, 
Fare Share Enterprises was ranked highest. 

Current Carden installations include Hermosa Beach Pier, Huntington Beach Pier, and San 
Clemente Pier-aII wi~n Southern California. Although Carden is the Observatory's fonner 
coin-operated telescope concessionaire, its current locations are less comparable in tenns of 
traffic and environment to the Observatory than Fare Share's current locations. See Scopes' 
installations are located in San Pedro and the Venice Beach Pier, operated through a concession 
agreement with the Department, as well as, additional locations in Southern Califonrla and 
Hawaii. 

Vision for Concession 
Proposers were requested to provide a description of their proposed equipment, accommodations 
for disabled patrons, plans for marketing and advertising, and specific plan to maintain and/or 
upgrade equipment as needed throughout the life of the concession agreement. 

Fare Share was ranked highest due in part to their proposed installation of new equipment at 
Griffith Observatory. In keeping with the standard of excellence, Staff felt the installation of 
new equipment was most preferable. Fare Share manufactures and operates various models to 
provide consumers with choices: 10-power binocular, 20~power binocular, and a 35-power 
telescope~ using nitrogen-sealed, certified waterproof optics to prevent leaking and fogging; 
ADA-compliant instruments will be provided. Coins are collected in a tube below the viewer 
head, rather than in the viewer head. ThiS prevents customers from having_ to move and 
maneuver an instnunent full of co~. Additionally, Staff feels the collection of coins in a tube 
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below the viewer head is more secure against vandalism than coin~collection in the viewer head. 
Fare Share employs a local technician to service the equipment weekly and ensure the viewing 
machines are operational~ clean, and attractive to the public. Tue current teclmician has serviced 
Universal Studios for the past six years. 

See Scopes was ranked second and proposed equipment includes both telescopes and auto­
f~cusing binoculars manufactured by See Coast Manufacturing Company, Inc. A disadvantage 
to the See Scopes, instruments is coins are collected within the viewer head. Each instrument 
will be tested weekly, and regular visits to site are planned for weekends and holidays to solicit 
feedback from patrons regarding equipment and equipment placement. This information will be 
used to make decisions about moving or changing existing equipment or adding additional 
instruments. The normal refurbishment cycle is three to five years. 

Carden was ranked third and did not propose the installation of new equipment at Griffith 
Observatory. Stands and telescopes to be installed are currently in Carden's warehouse and 
would be color coated ·approximately four weeks prior to installation. Bi-monthly maintenance 
includes cleaning and ensuring all units are in perfect operating condition. While Carden 's 
proposed equipment and service appeared adequate, Staff feels Fare Share's proposal provided a 
better match for the Observatory's.needs. 

Capital Improvement 
Although no major improvements to the existing facility were required in the RFP, proposers 
will be required to install the necessary structural amenities (e.g., concrete slabs) to implement 
the concession. Proposers were ranked baSed on their proposal's conduciveness to the 
enhancement of the concession. Fare Share ranked highest in this category for their 
customizable cast-aluminum standing rings which will enhance the overall appearance of the 
viewing instruments emplacements. The standing rings will have a customized message (e.g., 
Griffith Observatory) imprinted on them. Fare Share allocated $5,000 for any concrete slabs, or 
other improvements, necessary for installation of viewing instruments. 

Carden proposed installing a coin change machine within the interior of the Observatory, and 
tWo pedestal signs on· the exterior of the Observatory indicating the locations of telescope 
installations and the coin change machine. The cost for the pedestal signs was approximated at 
$5,100. Other proposed capital improvements included ooncrete rings around the base of the 
telescope stands and four (4) specially designed ADA-compliant telescope stands. However, a 
coin machine may detract from the appearance of the Observatory, and therefore, was not 
deemed an appropriate investment. 

See Scopes did not detail exact capital improvements required at this time, but speculated that 
the only· potential capital improvement needed may be small cement pads onto which the 
viewing instruments are moWlted and/or ramps to the viewing instrument for wheelchair 
accessibility. See Scopes did not assign a dollar value to their proposed installation. 
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Proposed Rental Terms and Capital Investment 
Fare Share and See Scopes were ranked equally based on the rental percentage proposed; both 
proposers offered sixty percent (60%) of gross receipts to the City. In terms of Capital 
Investment~ Fare Share offers the highest initial capital investment due to proposed expenditure 
of $90,000 for the purchase of all new equipment for this concession. In addition to the 
substantial capital investment, Fare Share will expend additional capital in Year 3 to upgrade 
equipment and install bill acceptors on each viewing instrument. Over the ten-year tenn of this 
concession agreement, Fare Share estimates it will generate the highest average annual revenue, 
and in turn, the highest average return to the City. Fare Share was ranked highest based on their 
proposed projections and investment 

Carden Coin Fare Share See Scopes 
Projected Revenue I Rent: Projected Revenue I Rent: Projected Revenue I Rent: 
Years 1-10: Years 1 & 2: Year 1 - $66,000 I $39,600 
$80,000 I $44,000 $70,000 I $42,000 Year 2 - $59,400 I $35,640 (10% 

Years 2-10: decrease from Year 1) 
$125,000 I $75,000 Year 3 - $62,370 I $37,422 

Year 4 - $65,489 / $39,293 
Revenue estimates are based on 7% Year 5 - $68,763 / $41,258 
of estimated attendance using Year 6 - $72,201 / $43,321 
telescopes (140,000 persons@ Year 7 - $75,811 / $45,487 
$0.50/use). Revenue increased to Year 8 - $79,602 / $47,761 
$125,000 based on 6.25% of Year 9 - $83,582 I $50,149 
attendance using telescopes. Year 10 - $87,761 / $52,657 

(Years 2 - 10 are escalated by 5% 
each vear.) 

Financial Viability 
Fare Share, Carden, and See Scopes were equally ranked in this category. Staff felt each 
proposer equally demonstrated their financial soundness to operate all aspects of the concession 
as proposed. 

Conclusion 
The Department received tluee strong proposals for the operation of this concession. Staff 
ranked Fare Share Enterprises higher in six of the six evaluation criteria. Although Fare Share is 
a relatively young company in comparison to the other proposers, they have installed their 
instruments at the most comparable locations to the Griffith Observatory - Top of the Rock at 
Rockefeller Center, Prudential Tower, CN Tower, and Universal Studios. This is proof of Fare 
Share's energy and enthusiasm that will drive them toward the standard of excellence required at 
the Griffith Observatory. 

In addition to evaluating the written proposals, working demonstration samples of the proposed 
telescope instruments to be installed at Griffith Observatory were requested from Carden, Fare 
Share and See Scope.s. The samples were evaluated by Observatory Staff, including the 
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Observatory's Astronomical Observer who is an expert in telescope optics. Staff found the 
optical quality of the Fare Share instrument to be superior by presenting the user with a bright, 
pleasing image when compared to instruments from Carden and See Scopes. The modern lines 
of the instrument are simple enough to fit in with the surroundings at the Observatory, and the 
mechanics of the instrument are sturdy. Additionally, the limited up~down motion of the 
instrument prevented the telescope housing from being damaged by constant banging on the 
mount. 

Therefore, after evaluating the written proposals and working demonstration samples, Staff 
concludes Fare Share Enterprises is the best candidate and recommends them for the award of 
the operation of this concession. 

The agreement with Fare Share is based substantially on the Standard Conditions for 
Concessions (Revised December 2005) 'and the provisions of the RFP as discussed above. Key 
temis are; 

• Term is ten years with one five-year renewal option at the sole discretion of the City. 
• Telescopes to be placed as directed by Observatory management. 
• All telescopes used in this concession will be newly manufactured, and associated 

installation costs will be paid by the concessionaire. 
• At least four telescopes will be ADA accessible. 
• Equipment maintenance will occur weekly to ensure telescopes are operational, clean and 

attractive to the public. At no time will equipment be unavailable to the public for any 
reason. 

• Freestanding telescopes will have a customized standing ring installed. 
e Performance bond of $3,500.00 is required. 
• Rental percentage to the City is 60 percent. 

FISCALil\IIPACT STATEMENT: 
Prior to the closure of the Griffith Observatory for renovation and expansion in 2002, the coin­
operated telescopes concession generated approximately $30,000.00 in annual gross revenues. 
When the Griffith Observatory re-opens to the public 1n the fall of 2006, Fare Share Enterprises 
approximates gross revenues in Years 1 and 2 at $70,000 and Years 3 - 10 at $125,000. With 
the proposed sixty percent (60%) of gross receipts as ·rent, revenue to the Department is 
estimated at $684,000 over the ten-year term. of the agreement. 

Report prepared by Heather Tarumoto, Griffith Observatory, and Anthony Sanchez, 
Concessions. 



BOARD REPORT NO. 16-195 

DATE September 09, 20 1 6 C.D. Various 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: CLEAN AND SAFE SPACES (CLASS) PARKS YOUTH EMPLOYMENT 
INTERNSHIP PROGRAM - JUVENILE JUSTICE CRIME PREVENTION ACT 
AFTER-SCHOOL ENRICHMENT AND SUPERVISION PROGRAM FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2016-2017; ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FUNDS 

AP Diaz 
R. Barajas 
H. Fujita 

Approved ___ _ 

V. Israel tg. 
*K. Regan ~ __ 
N. Williams 

Disapproved ___ _ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

General Manager 

Withdrawn ----

1. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks' (RAP) General Manager to accept and 
receive Juvenile Justice Crime Prevention Act (JJCPA) (formerly known as the Schiff­
Cardenas Crime Prevention Act) grant funding in the approximate amount of Five Hundred 
Four, Four Hundred Thirty Dollars ($504,430.00) from the Los Angeles County Probation 
Department (County) to provide youth services through the Clean and Safe Spaces 
(CLASS) Parks Youth Employment Internship Program (YElP) during specified hours of 
peak juvenile criminal occurrences for a 16th Fiscal Year (2016-2017) at thirty-six (36) 
selected recreational facilities, herein included as Attachment 1, subject to the approval of 
the Mayor and City Council; 

2. Direct RAP staff to transmit a copy of the grant award to the Mayor, Office of the City 
Administrative Officer (CAO), Office of the Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA), and to the City 
Clerk for Council Committee and City Council approval before accepting and receiving the 
grant award, pursuant to Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 14.6 et seq. as may be 
amended; 

3. Designate RAP's General Manager, Executive Officer, or Assistant General Manager, as 
the agent to conduct all negotiations, execute and submit all documents, including, but not 
limited to, applications, agreements, amendments, and payment requests, which may be 
necessary for the completion of the Program; 

4. Authorize RAP's General Manager to enter into an Agreement, herein included as 
Attachment 2, with the County of Los Angeles Probation Department for a term of one 
year, subject to approval of the City Attorney as to form; and, 

5. Authorize RAP's Chief Accounting Employee to establish the necessary account and/or to 
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appropriate funding received within "Recreation and Parks Grant" Fund 205 to accept the 
JJCPA grant funds in the approximate amount of $504,430.00 for the CLASS Parks YElP. 

SUMMARY 

The Los Angeles County Probation Department (County) awards and administers funding for 
the State's JJCPA grant funding. Over the past fifteen (15) yearsRAP has received over 
$Seven Million, Five Hundred Thousand Dollars (7,500,000.00) in JJCPA funding to continue 
programs designed to serve at-risk youth through the CLASS Parks YElP. This program 
provides participants with positive activities and alternatives for new learning experiences. 

In April 2016, the County recommended funding RAP's CLASS Parks YElP for Fiscal Year 
2016-2017 for the period covering July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017. These funds will allow 
staff to continue the Camp Counseling and Leadership Training, Sports Management and 
Leadership Training, Crime Scene Investigation, and After School Programming. These 
programs have been approved through various Reports to the Board related to the JJCPA 
Grant. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

This grant is administered by the County on a reimbursement basis to allow RAP the ability to 
negotiate services in a timely manner. RAP may realize a financial benefit as participants, who 
successfully complete the Camp Counselor Leadership Training Program, begin to serve as 
volunteers at various RAP facilities. There is no fiscal impact to RAP's General Fund. 

This Report was prepared by Frank Herrera, Principal Recreation Supervisor I, CLASS Parks. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

1) CLASS Parks FY 16-17 List of Sites 
2) CLASS Parks FY 16-17 Memorandum of Understanding 

































BOARD REPORT N0:16-196 

DATE September 09, 2016 C.D. ___ 9"--__ 

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: EXPO CENTER - YOUTH JOB CORPS PROGRAM - CORRECTION TO 
BOARD REPORT NO. 16-131 

AP Diaz 

R. Barajas 

H. Fujita 

V . Israel 

*K. Regan ~ 
N. Williams 

Approved ______ _ Disapproved 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

General Manager 

Withdrawn ----

1. Approve the correction of an error on Board Report No. 16-131, as described in the 
Summary of this Report; 

2. Grant retroactive approval to pay the interns for work performed prior to this Board Report; 
and, 

3. Authorize the Department's Chief Accounting Employee to make technical corrections as 
necessary to carry out the intent of this Report. 

SUMMARY 

On June 1, 2016, the Board approved Report No. 16-131, accepting a donation of 
Forty-Nine Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars ($49,500.00) from The Friends of EXPO Center for 
the EXPO Center Youth Job Corps Program. The program was marketed and advertised to 
potential applicants as a paid internship at a rate of Ten Dollars ($10.00) per hour. Report No. 
16-131 incorrectly stated, "All participants will intern a maximum of two hundred (200) hours and 
receive a stipend of Eight Dollars and Twenty-Five Cents ($8.25) per hour worked." The 
correction is as follows: 

All participants will intern a maximum of two hundred fifty (250) hours and receive a stipend of 
Ten Dollars ($10.00) per hour worked. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Approval of this Report has no fiscal impact on the Department's General Fund. 

This Report was prepared by Barron Lightner, Secretary, EXPO Center. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS/EXHIBITS 

1) EXPO Center Summer Youth Job Corps Flyer 











TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

SUMMARY 

INFORMATIONAL BOARD REPORT 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS 

.~~/ 

~<f'v V 
BOARD OF RECRE I N AND ~ c,tOI ), iONERS 

MICHAEL A. SHULL \ \) I 
General Manager V 
OVERVIEW OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY PROPOSITION A-SAFE 
NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS, GANG PREVENTION, TREE PLANTING, SENIOR AND 
YOUTH RECREATION, BEACHES AND WILDLIFE PROTECTION ACTS OF 1992 
AND 1996 - GRANT PROGRAM FUNDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION 
AND PARKS 

Approved by the Los Angeles County (County) voters, the Safe Neighborhood Parks, Gang 
Prevention, Tree Planting, Senior and Youth Recreation, Beaches and Wildlife Protection Acts of 
1992 and of 1996 (established as Propositions A-I and A-II, respectively, by City of 
Los Angeles (City) Ordinance No. 174870) were established to improve the quality of life for citizens 
throughout the County. Toward that end, the Proposition A grant program has provided funding for 
development and acquisition projects, youth employment, and facility maintenance that have: 1) 
improved the safety for children, youth, adults, and senior citizens at recreation and park facilities, 2) 
encouraged tree planting; 3) increased park land, and 4) restored and preserved beach, park, wildlife, 
and open space areas. 

Since their passage, the 1992 and 1996 Propositions A-I and A-II have generated in excess of $725 
million for capital improvement projects, including acquisition, development, improvement, restoration 
and maintenance, to address the park, recreation, beach and open space needs throughout the 
County. The County apportioned the funds into the following three funding categories: Specified, Per 
Parcel Discretionary (PPD), and Excess (Specified, Cities and County, and Competitive). A total of 
$615.25 million in Specified Funds and a total of $110 million in PPD were allocated to various cities 
and non-profit agencies throughout the County. In particular, City of Los Angeles Departments, 
including the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP), the Los Angeles Zoo, and the Department 
of Public Works were allocated approximately $135 million in Specified Funds and approximately $43 
million in PPD, Competitive and Excess Funds. 

RAP CAPITAL PROJECT FUNDING 

Proposition A funding for RAP has included Specified, PPD, and Excess Funds (Specified, Cities and 
Competitive) in excess of $131 million for various capital improvement projects. As of September 1, 
2016, RAP Proposition A grant funds represent 159 capital project grants involving beach and nature 
facilities, parks and recreation facilities (including Housing Authority and urban impact parks), swim 
and lake facilities, and park land acquisitions throughout the City, as shown in the tables below and 
detailed herein as Attachment No.1. 
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Specified Awards 

Facilities No. of Total Grant 
Projects Award Amounts 

Acquisition of Park Land 7 $ 5,809,873.50 

Beach and Nature Related 4 $12,550,000.00 

Elysian Park Master Plan 6 $ 2,197,726.99 

Griffith Observatory/Park 2 $20,361,089.47 

Housing Authority 5 $ 5,201,218.82 

Sepulveda Basin 7 $ 7,497,499.00 

Swim and Related 5 $18,800,000.00 

Urban Impact Park 20 $11,936,592.88 

Various Recreational 16 $9 ,887,141.74 

TOTAL Specified 72 $94,241,142.40 

Total Grant 
Receipts 

$ 5,809,873.50 

$12,204,610.75 

$ 2,197,726.99 

$20,361,089.47 

$ 5,201,218.82 

$ 6,815,593.71 

$18,800,000.00 

$11,936,592.88 

$ 9,249,812.05 

$92,576,518.17 

PPD, Competitive, and Excess Fund Awards 

Facilities No. of Total Grant Total Grant 
Projects Award Amounts Receipts 

Acquisition of Park Land 8 $ 3,640,324.00 $ 3,460,324.00 

Beach and Nature Related 6 $ 1,082,334.93 $ 1,082,334.93 

Griffith Pa rk 5 $ 1,548,111.67 $ 1,548, 111 .67 

Pool 5 $ 7,800,000.00 $ 7,785,514.11 

Urban Impact Park 5 $ 1,013,000.00 $ 1,013,000.00 

Various Recreational 58 $21,705,455.45 $18,630,621.64 

Total Grant Funding 87 $36,789,226.05 $33,519,906.35 

Remaining Grant 
Balances 

$0 

$ 345,389.25 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$ 681,905.29 

$0 

$0 

$ 637,329.69 

$1,664,624.23 

Remaining Grant 
Balances 

$ 180,000.00 

$0 

$0 

$ 14,485.89 

$0 

$3,074,833.81 

$3,269,319.70 
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Funding Type 
No. of Total Grant 

Projects Award Amounts 

Specified Awards 72 $ 94,241,142.40 

PPD/Competitive/Excess 
87 $ 36,789,226.05 

Fund Awards 

Total Grant Funding 159 $131,030,368.45 

Total Grant Remaining Grant 
Receipts Balances 

$ 92,576,518.17 $1,664,624.23 

$ 33,519,906.35 $3,269,319.70 

$126,096,424.52 $4,933,943.93 

NOTE: Of the 159 capital project grants, 137 are closed, 12 are pending closure and 10 are active. 
The remaining 12 grants pending closure and 10 active grants make up the $4,933,943.93 remaining 
grant balance. All Proposition A-I projects are complete. Proposition A-II projects must be completed 
and closed by June 30, 2019. In addition to the approximately $126 million in capital grant receipts to 
date, RAP anticipates receiving an additional $5 million to complete outstanding A-II projects. 

MAINTENANCE FUNDING 

Propositions A-I and A-II also provided funding for maintenance and recreation activities for sites that 
had received capital funding. RAP has received approximately $28.6 million in facility maintenance 
funding (approximately $2 million annually). These funds have generally been equally divided to 
support activities at the Hansen Dam Recreation Aquatics Center and the EXPO Center. Proposition 
A-I maintenance payments are no longer being received, as these funds expired on June 30, 2015. 
RAP is currently utilizing some existing unspent A-I residual funds to support the EXPO and Hansen 
Dam maintenance needs. In addition, recently the County has notified RAP, that due to an increase 
in property values (maintenance funding comes from a parcel assessment), RAP will be able to bill for 
maintenance funding under Proposition A-II. It is expected that RAP will collect an additional 
$2 million annually from the County that is expected to continue to be used to support the EXPO and 
Hansen Dam maintenance needs or other facility where there is a critical need. The future funds in 
addition to the existing residual funds are expected to provide support for these two centers for the 
next five (5) fiscal years, at which time an alternative source of funding must be identified to replace 
the Proposition A funds. 

YOUTH EMPLOYMENT POLICY 

To help prevent gang violence, the County established a Youth Employment Policy, which charged 
grant recipients with meeting a Youth Employment Goal (YEG) equal to ten percent (100/0) of total 
development funding received or fifty percent (50%) of their maintenance funding received. 
Whenever possible, grant recipients were to hire at-risk youth residing within the community where 
the development project took place to perform project development and/or maintenance tasks that 
were appropriate for youth. Based on the estimated $24,376,972 in Maintenance and Servicing Fund 
allocation, the City's YEG was set at $12,188,486. To date, the City has met and exceeded its youth 
employment obligation by more than $3,000,000 for a total amount of $15,628,838 as of 
February 2012. A reported 8,387 youths were hired through this program for the period covering 
July 1, 1996 through January 31, 2012. 
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CONCLUSION 

Propositions A-I and A-II provided critical maintenance and capital funding to complete over -150 large 
and small capital projects in the City of Los Angeles thereby improving accessibility to open space, 
recreational facilities and other facilities for the enjoyment of the public. It further provided youth 
employment opportunities and funding used to maintain completed projects. These facilities have 
been used or visited by millions of Los Angeles County residents or visitors over the last twenty years 
further improving the economy and livability of the County and the City. 

Propositions A-I and A-II played a significant role towards our Department's goals of providing a 
clean, safe, well-programmed, equitable and sustainable park system, but there is much more work 
ahead. RAP must continue the search for and support of new funding streams to further enhance our 
goals of making Los Angeles "Park Proud". 

Park funding is being reduced as the 1992 Proposition A-I grant expired in June 2015, and the 1996 
Proposition A-II grant will expire in June 2019. Therefore the County initiated an extensive, County­
wide investigation of park and recreation needs to demonstrate the need to seek uninterrupted park 
and recreation funding for critical development and maintenance needs. The investigation involved 
multi-agency cooperation to conduct countless community meetings, create a database of all County­
wide facilities and amenities, delineate the levels of need, establish community profiles and estimate 
the cost of the needs. The investigation was conducted over a 16-month period and resulted in the 
Los Angeles Countywide Comprehensive Parks and Recreation Needs Assessment Report. The 
investigation identified billions of dollars' worth of community park needs and priorities throughout of 
the County of Los Angeles. 

As a result of the substantial needs expressed in the assessment report, the County introduced a 
measure proposing a special tax on all improved parcels in the District at a rate of 1.5 cents per 
square foot of structural improvements, excluding the square footage of improvements used for 
parking, to continue the funding that has provided quality facilities and programming for the tens of 
millions annual visitors to the parks throughout the County. At its meeting of July 5, 2016, the Los 
Angeles County Board of Supervisors authorized the park measure to be placed on the November 8, 
2016 ballot. 

This report was prepared by Isophine Atkinson, Senior Management Analyst II, and Noel D. Williams, 
Chief Financial Officer, Finance Division. 

ATTACHMENT 

RAP Proposition A Grant Program Funds Project List 



























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

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 
BOARD AGENDA

PLACED ON 
MATTERS 
PENDING

DEEMED 
WITHDRAWN 

None 

 

BIDS TO BE RECEIVED: 

09/27/16 West Wilshire (Pan Pacific) Park – Improvements to Athletic Fields: 
Baseball/Softball and Soccer Fields (W.O. #E170496F) 

09/27/16 Stonehurst Recreation Center – ADA Facility Upgrades (W.O. #E170243F) 

09/27/16 Evergreen Recreation Center – ADA Facility Improvement (W.O. #E170382F) 

PROPOSALS TO BE RECEIVED: 

09/13/16 Management and Operation of a Recreational Child Development and Childcare 
Center at Bellevue Recreation Center 

QUALIFICATIONS TO BE RECEIVED: 

11/03/16 Fence and Wall Installation, Maintenance and/or Repairs 
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