REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

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

Wednesday, June 7, 2017 at 9:30 a.m.

EXPO Center Comrie Hall
3980 South Bill Robertson Lane
Los Angeles, CA 90037

SYLVIA PATSAOURAS, PRESIDENT
LYNN ALVAREZ, VICE PRESIDENT
MELBA CULPEPPER, COMMISSIONER
PILAR DIAZ, COMMISSIONER
MISTY M. SANFORD, COMMISSIONER

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

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

1. CALL TO ORDER AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

e Come Dive In With Us — Department of Recreation And Parks Citywide Aquatics —
Summer Swim Season 2017

2. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

e Approval of Minutes for the Regular Meeting of May 17, 2017
3. NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL COMMENTS

o 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)

4, BOARD REPORTS

CONTINUED BOARD REPORT

17-134 South Los Angeles Wetlands Park — Lease Agreement with the Museum

REVISED Associates dba the Los Angeles County Museum of Art for the Use of a
Portion of the South Los Angeles Wetlands for the Renovation and
Rehabilitation of Building 71 and Operation of Proposed Museum;
Consideration of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Findings,
Statement of Overriding Considerations and Accompanying Mitigation
Measures, and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the South
Los Angeles Wetlands Park Project EIR (SCH No. 2007051122)
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17-140
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17-142

17-143
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EXPO Center — Donation from the Friends of EXPO Center for Youth Job
Corps Program

Golf Division — Status Report on Golf's Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Years as a
Special Fund Operation; Allocation of Fiscal Year 2013-14, Fiscal Year 2014-
15, and Fiscal Year 2015-16 Golf Operating Income; Various Golf Matters

Green Meadows Recreation Center — First Amendment to Agreement No.
3491 with Children’s Institute, Inc. to Extend the Term of Said Agreement, for
the Continued Operation and Maintenance of a Head Start Child Care and
Development Program

Jackie Tatum/Harvard Recreation Center — First Amendment to Agreement
No. 3492 with Children’s Institute, Inc. to Extend the Term of Said
Agreement, for the Continued Operation and Maintenance of a Head Start
Child Care and Development Program

Algin Sutton Recreation Center — First Amendment to Agreement No. 3493
with Children’s Institute, Inc. to Extend the Term of Said Agreement, for the
Continued Operation and Maintenance of a Head Start Child Care and
Development Program

Signature Authority as Acting General Manager and Acting Chief Accounting
Employee

Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Center — Mural Installation; Categorical
Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to
Article 11, Section 1, Class 1(1) of the City CEQA Guidelines (Modifications of
an Existing Park Facility with No Expansion of Use)

Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933)
Project — Modification of Scope; Acceptance of Various Completed Projects
— John Quimby Park — Play Area Renovation (PRJ20084) Project, John
Quimby Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20215) Project, Lanark
Park — Park Renovation (PRJ20359) Project, Lanark Park — Skate Park
(PRJ20748) Project, Reseda Park — Play Area Renovation (PRJ20661)
Project; Reseda Park — Pool Improvements (PRJ20616) Project — Serrania
Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20086) Project, Serrania
Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ1367A) Project, Tarzana
Recreation Center — Building Improvement (PRJ20630) Project, Winnetka
Recreation Center — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20322) Project,
Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Pool Improvements (PRJ20620) Project;
Reallocation of Unexpended Quimby Funds; Categorically Exempt from the
California Environmental Quality Act Pursuant to Article I, Section 1, Class
1(3) [Maintenance of Existing Parking Lots and Pedestrian Trails] (12)
[Outdoor Lighting] and Class 4(3) [New Landscaping] of City CEQA
Guidelines



10.

11.

June 7, 2017

17-144 Exposition Park — Lucas Museum of Narrative Art (Museum) — Revision of
Approved Resolution Authorizing Two Lease Agreements with the 6™ District
Agricultural Association (State) for the Proposed Museum Project and State
Property for Playfield Purposes; Consideration of a Finding that the Public
Tri-Level Subterranean Garage Is Not a Detriment to the Purpose of
Dedicated Park Land; and Consideration of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Clearance for the Previously Approved Lease Agreement

BOARD REPORT PUBLIC COMMENT

Members of the Public Who Wish to Comment on Matters Relevant to the Board Reports

COMMISSION TASK FORCE UPDATES

e Commission Task Force on Concessions Report — President Patsaouras and
Commissioner Diaz

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

GENERAL MANAGER’S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES

e Various Communications Report
¢ Informational Report on Department Activities and Facilities

GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT

Members of the Public Who Wish to Comment on Other Matters Not Listed on the Agenda
and under the Jurisdiction of the Department of Recreation and Parks

COMMISSION BUSINESS

Comments from Commissioners on Matters within the Board’s Jurisdiction and Requests by
Commissioners to Schedule Specific Future Agenda Items

NEXT MEETING

The next Regular Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners will be held
on Wednesday, June 21, 2017, 9:30 a.m., at Fred Roberts Recreation Center, 4700
Honduras Street, Los Angeles, CA 90011.

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.
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Commission Meetings may be heard live over the telephone through the Council Phone system, depending on technological
capabilities at the Meeting location. To listen to a Meeting that can be broadcasted live over the telephone, please call one of
the following numbers:

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

Information on Agenda items and audio recordings 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://www.laparks.org/

REGULAR MEETING MINUTES

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

Wednesday, May 17, 2017

The Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles convened the Regular
Meeting in EXPO Center Comrie Hall at 9:30 a.m. Present were President Patsaouras, Vice
President Lynn Alvarez, and Commissioner Pilar Diaz. Also present were Michael A. Shull, General
Manager, and Deputy City Attorney IV Mike Dundas.

The following Department staff members were present:

Anthony-Paul Diaz, Executive Officer and Chief of Staff

Vicki Israel, Assistant General Manager, Recreation Services Branch

Ramon Barajas, Assistant General Manager, Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch
Matthew Rudnick, Chief Management Analyst, Finance and Administrative Services Division

CALL TO ORDER AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

Carl Cooper, Superintendent of Pacific Region, was presented with a Certificate of Recognition
upon his departure after 30 years of City service.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Commissioner Diaz moved that the Board approve the Minutes of the May 3, 2017 Regular Meeting
and Special Meeting, which was seconded by Commissioner Alvarez. 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

17-108

DONATION FROM LOS ANGELES CLIPPERS, INC. FOR THE
CONTINUED SUPPORT OF THE JUNIOR CLIPPERS
BASKETBALL PROGRAM

Vicki Israel, Assistant General Manager of the Recreation Services Branch, presented Board Report
No. 17-108 for acceptance of a donation from Los Angeles Clippers, Inc. (LAC) with an estimated
value of $330,000.00, consisting of uniforms, player and coach clinics, event tickets for youth, and
other in-kind contributions, for continued support of the Junior Clippers Basketball Program
benefitting 15,000 participants from 81 Recreation Centers.
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17-109

LATE NIGHT HOOPS BASKETBALL PROGRAM — DONATION
FROM LOS ANGELES CLIPPERS FOUNDATION IN SUPPORT OF
THE PROGRAM

Vicki Israel, Assistant General Manager of the Recreation Services Branch, presented Board Report
No. 17-109 for acceptance of a donation from the Los Angeles Clippers Foundation (LACF) with a
total estimated value of up to $61,722.00, consisting of funding and in-kind supplies in support of the
Department’s Late Night Hoops Basketball Program (Program), to benefit adults between the ages
of 18 to 25; and direction to Department staff to deposit funds received form the LACF for the
Program in the amount of $36,722.00 into Fund 302, Department 89, Account 89703H, Sub-Account
LA, to pay Program related expenses from said sub-account.

17-110
SUMMER FOOD SERVICE PROGRAM 2017 — AUTHORIZATION
TO PAY THE LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Sophia Pina-Cortez, Superintendent of Metro Region, presented Board Report No. 17-110 for
authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee or Designee to pay the Los Angeles
Unified School District, Food Services Division (LAUSD) under the Agreement for the provision of
summer lunches. The Board and Department staff discussed the contracting process for the
Department’s summer food service program, the quality of the lunches provided by LAUSD, and the
Department’s negotiations to maintain the cost per lunch served at the State reimbursement rate.

17-111

LA84 SUMMER SPLASH 2017 PROGRAM — AUTHORIZATION TO
SUBMIT A GRANT RENEWAL APPLICATION FOR AQUATICS
PROGRAMMING — ACCEPTANCE OF AWARDED GRANT FUNDS

Jennifer Sapone, Senior Management Analyst | of the Recreation Program Grants Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-111 for approval of the Department’s application for the annual
LA84 Foundation Summer Splash Program Grant in support of the Aquatics summer programming;
acceptance of the grant award in the amount of $75,000.00, subject to consideration by the Mayor
and City Council; authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to establish the
necessary account and/or to appropriate funding received with Recreation and Parks Grant Fund
205 to accept the 2017 LA84 Summer Splash Program Grant (Grant) in the amount of $75,000.00
for aquatics programming, if awarded; authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee
to combine $9,809.97 of remaining funds from the 2015 Summer Swim Program Grant with the
2017 Grant fund; direction to Department staff to transmit a copy of the Grant renewal application
documents to the Mayor, Office of the City Administrative Officer (CAO), Chief Legislative Analyst's
Office, and the City Clerk for Committee and City Council approval prior to accepting and receiving
the grant award pursuant to Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 14.6 et. seq. as may be
amended; and designation of the Department's General Manager, Chief Financial Officer, or
Assistant General Manager as the agent to conduct all negotiations, execute and submit all
documents which may be necessary for the implementation and completion of the project(s).
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17-112

SUNLAND PARK SENIOR CITIZEN CENTER — AUTHORIZATION
TO SUBMIT A NATIONAL RECREATION AND PARK
ASSOCIATION WALK WITH EASE AND ACTIVE LIVING EVERY
DAY GRANT APPLICATION FOR SENIORS PROGRAMMING,;
ACCEPTANCE OF AWARDED GRANT FUNDS

Jennifer Sapone, Senior Management Analyst | of the Recreation Program Grants Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-112 for authorization of the Department to submit a grant application
to the National Recreation and Park Association (NRPA) for the amount of $4,000.00 to implement
Walk With Ease and Active Living Every Day senior programs (Programs) at Sunland Park Senior
Citizen Center, subject to consideration by the Mayor and City Council; authorization of the
Department’'s General Manager or Designee to accept and receive the Program grant in the amount
of $4,000.00 from NRPA for senior programming at the Sunland Park Senior Center, subject to the
approval of the Mayor and City Council; designation of the Department’'s General Manager, Chief
Financial Officer, or Assistant General Manager as the agent to conduct all negotiations, execute
and submit all documents which may be necessary for the implementation and completion of the
Programs; and authorization of the Department’'s Chief Accounting Employee to establish the
necessary account and/or to appropriate funding received within the Recreation and Park Grant
Fund 205 to accept the Program grant funds for senior programming at the Sunland Park Senior
Citizen Center.

The Board and Department staff discussed the Department’s coordinated efforts to provide health
and wellness classes at various Senior Citizen Centers and Recreation Centers pursuant to Mayor
Eric Garcetti's Executive Directive No. 17 — Age-Friendly City Initiative: Purposeful Aging LA.

17-113

BELLEVUE RECREATION CENTER — AWARD OF CONTRACT TO
HILLTOP NURSERY SCHOOL, INC., FOR THE MANAGEMENT
AND OPERATION OF A RECREATIONAL CHILD DEVELOPMENT
AND CHILDCARE CENTER; CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM
THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE lll, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(14) OF THE
CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (ISSUANCE OF LICENSE TO USE AN
EXISTING FACILITY INVOLVING NEGLIGIBLE EXPANSION OF
USE

Joel Alvarez, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Partnership Division presented Board Report No.
17-113 for approval of the proposed seven-year Contract (Contract), with one five-year renewal
option exercisable at the Department’s sole discretion, awarded to Hilltop Nursery School, Inc.
(HNS) for the management and operation of a child development and childcare center located within
the grounds of Bellevue Recreation Center, subject to the approval of the Mayor and City Council;
authorization of Department staff to issue a Right-of-Entry Permit to document and authorize the
management and operation of the child development and childcare center while the proposed
Contract, which becomes effective October 1, 2017, is being processed for final approval and
execution; and approval of the finding that the proposed Contract is categorically exempt from the
California Environmental Quality Act. The Board and Department staff discussed the new financial
and performance reporting requirements and annual evaluation process set forth in the proposed
Contract, and the Request for Proposals process.
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17-114
EXPO CENTER — DONATION FROM THE FRIENDS OF EXPO
CENTER

Belinda Jackson, Executive Director of EXPO Center, presented Board Report No. 17-114, for
acceptance of a donation in the amount of $10,140.26 to offset the cost of EXPO Center staff
training and development; and authorization to deposit funds into the EXPO Center Donation, Fund
302, Department 89, Account SP89837M.

17-115

REIMBURSEMENT OF SALARIES AND RELATED EXPENSES
FROM THE MUNICIPAL RECREATION PROGRAM FUND AND
GRANT FUND ACCOUNTS — RESOLUTION FOR FISCAL YEAR
2017-2018

Eleanor Chang, Departmental Chief Accountant IV, presented Board Report No. 17-115 for
authorization of the City Controller to reimburse the Department’s budgetary accounts for salaries
and related expenses by transfer of expenditures from the Department’s budgetary accounts to the
appropriate Recreation and Parks Grant Fund accounts, Departmental Capital Improvement
Accounts, other Special Accounts, City General Fund Capital accounts for Departmental projects,
and the Recreation and Parks Municipal Recreation Program Fund for Fiscal Year 2017-2018.

17-116
REIMBURSEMENT FOR PETTY CASH, EXPENSES, AND
REFUND RESOLUTIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018

Eleanor Chang, Departmental Chief Accountant IV, presented Board Report No. 17-116 for adoption
of Resolutions that authorize the Department to process petty cash reimbursements, expense
reimbursements, and refunds during for Fiscal Year 2017-18 ending June 20, 2018.

17-117
TRANSFER OF EXPENDITURES TO BOGDANOVICH TRUST
FUND FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018

Eleanor Chang, Departmental Chief Accountant IV, presented Board Report No. 17-117 for adoption
of a Resolution authorizing the City Controller to transfer expenditures for sports and other activities
associated with the Martin J. Bogdanovich Recreation Center from Municipal Sports Account, Fund
301, Department 88, to Recreation and Parks, Fund 302, Department 89, Bogdanovich Trust
Account 89050K, for Fiscal Year 2017-18 ending June 20, 2018.

17-118
JOY PICUS CHILD CARE CENTER — TUITION RATE AND FEE
INCREASE FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-18
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Joel Alvarez, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Partnership Division, presented Board Report No.
17-118 for approval of a 3.5% tuition rate and fee increase for the Joy Picus Childcare Center, in
accordance with Contract No. 3538 between the City of Los Angeles and Mount Washington
Preschool and Childcare Centers, Inc.; and approval of the proposed Monthly Tuition Rates and
Fees page for Fiscal Year 2017-18, with such rates and fees to be effective July 1, 2017. The
Board and Department staff discussed the Department’'s oversight of the Joy Picus Childcare
Center’s operations.

17-119

WASHINGTON IRVING MIDDLE SCHOOL - AMENDMENT TO
JOINT USE AGREEMENT AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
WITH THE LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR THE
RESTORATION OF THE MULTI-USE SYNTHETIC SPORTS FIELD
AND RUNNING TRACK LOCATED WITHIN THE JOINT USE AREA
OF THE CAMPUS; CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(1,11d), AND
CLASS 3(6) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (ALTERATIONS
INVOLVING REMODELING WITH NEGLIGIBLE OR NO
EXPANSION OF USE, DEMOLITION AND REMOVAL OF
EXISTING ACCESSORY STRUCTURES AND CONSTRUCTION
OF NEW ACCESSORY STRUCTURES)

Joel Alvarez, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Partnership Division, presented Board Report No.
17-119 for approval of a proposed project to restore the multi-use synthetic sports field and adjacent
running track at Washington Irving Middle School (Project) estimated at $725,500.00, to be
performed by on-call, pre-qualified contractors funded through Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funds awarded to the Department in the amount of $750,000.00; approval of a proposed
Amendment to the Joint Use Agreement (JUA) between the Department and the Los Angeles
Unified School District (LAUSD) for joint use of certain portions of Washington Irving Middle School
(Campus), to address the restoration of the multi-use synthetic sports field and adjacent running
track located within the joint use area of the Campus, document the use of the CDBG funding and
incorporate associated grant requirements into the JUA, change the term of the original JUA from
thirty years to eight years from the date of completion of the Project, establish responsibilities for
JUA area maintenance and Warranty enforcement if necessary, and incorporate three new sections
into the JUA; approval of a proposed Development Agreement between the City of Los Angeles and
LAUSD, stipulating the terms and conditions for the restoration of the multi-use synthetic sports field
and adjacent running track at the Campus, to be performed or caused to be performed by the
Department at no cost to LAUSD through said CDBG funding; and approval of the finding that the
proposed Project to restore the synthetic sports field and adjacent running track at the Campus is
categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act.

17-120
PARK FEE ORDINANCE - CHANGES TO THE PARK FEES
SECTION OF THE SCHEDULE OF RATES AND FEES

Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst | of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-120 for authorization of Department staff to amend the Park Fees
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section of the Schedule of Rates and Fees to be effective July 1, 2017; and approval of the finding
that the amendment of the Park Fees section of the Schedule of Rates and Fees is not subject to
the requirements of California Environmental Quality Act as a project.

17-121

HARBOR HIGHLANDS PARK - OUTDOOR PARK IMPROVEMENTS
(PRJ21094) PROJECT - ALLOCATION OF HARBOR HIGHLANDS
IMPROVEMENT FEES; CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE
CALIFORNIAENVIRONMENTAL QUALITYACT (CEQA) PURSUANT
TO ARTICLE lll, SECTION 1, CLASS 1 (12), AND CLASS 11 (3) OF
THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (OUTDOOR LIGHTING FOR
SECURITY AND OPERATION AND PLACEMENT

OF NEW ACCESSORY RESTROOMS)

Meghan Luera, Management Assistant of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-121for approval of the scope of Harbor Highlands Park - Outdoor
Park Improvements Project (Project); approval of the allocation of $496,269.55 in Harbor Highlands
Improvement Fees from Harbor Highlands Park Improvement in Fund No. .205, Department No. 88,
and Account No. 88MMD3 for the Project; and approval of the finding that the proposed Project is
categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act.

17-122

NORMANDIE RECREATION CENTER - PATH OF TRAVEL
IMPROVEMENTS (PRJ21127) PROJECT - CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1,
CLASS 1 (3) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (MINOR
ALTERATIONS OF EXISTING PEDESTRIAN TRAILS)

Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst | of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-122 for authorization of the Department's Chief Accounting
Employee to establish new Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-ND with Normandie Recreation
Center as the Account Name; approval of the scope of Normandie Recreation Center - Path of
Travel Improvements Project (Project); authorization of the Department’'s Chief Accounting
Employee to transfer $100,000.00 in Quimby Fees from Quimby Account No. 89460K-00 to
Normandie Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-ND; approval of the allocation of $100,000.00 in
Quimby Fees from Normandie Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-ND for the Project; approval
of the finding that the proposed Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental
Quality Act. The Board and Department staff discussed the improvements included in the Project.

17-123

RIO DE LOS ANGELES STATE PARK - INSTALLATION OF
SECURITY CAMERAS (PRJ21128) PROJECT - CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1,
CLASS 3(4) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (INSTALLATION OF
NEW SAFETY EQUIPMENT INVOLVING NEGLIGIBLE OR NO
EXPANSION OF USE)
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Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst | of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-123 for authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting
Employee to establish new Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-AZ with Rio De Los Angeles State
Park as the Account Name; approval of the scope of Rio De Los Angeles State Park- Security
Cameras Project (Project); authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to transfer
$175,000.00 in Quimby Fees from Quimby Account No. 89460K-00 to Rio De Los Angeles State
Park Account No. 89460K-AZ; approval of the allocation of $175,000.00 in Quimby Fees from Rio
De Los Angeles State Park Account No. 89460K-AZ for the Project; and approval of the finding that
the proposed Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act.

17-124

HARBOR CITY PARK - LIGHTING IMPROVEMENTS (PRJ21079)
PROJECT — ALLOCATION OF QUIMBY FEES; CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1,
CLASS 1(1) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (MODIFICATIONS
OF EXISTING PARK FACILITIES WITH NEGLIGIBLE OR NO
EXPANSION OF USE)

Meghan Luera, Management Assistant of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-124 for approval of the scope of Harbor City Park - Lighting
Improvements Project (Project); authorization of the Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to
transfer $575,000.00 in Quimby Fees from Quimby Account No. 89460K-00 to Harbor City Park
Account No. 89460K-HC; approval of the allocation of $575,000.00 in Quimby Fees from Harbor
City Park Account No. 89460K-HC for the Project; and approval of the finding that the proposed
Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act. The Board and
Department staff discussed the new type of lighting being installed as part of the Project.

The title of Board Report No. 17-124 was corrected to delete all references to Class 2, Category 3
and Class 11, Category 3 of the City CEQA Guidelines as follows:

HARBOR CITY PARK - LIGHTING IMPROVEMENTS (PRJ21079) PROJECT —
ALLOCATION OF QUIMBY FEES; CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1,
CLASS 1(1,3)—GCLASS—2(3} AND-GLASS-11(3) OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES
(MODIFICATIONS OF EXISTING PARK FACILITIES WITH NEGLIGIBLE OR NO
EXPANSION OF USE,—REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING UTILITY SYSTEMS AND
PLACEMENT OF NEW-ACCESSORY-STRUCTURES)

The Project Scope section was also corrected to accurately reflect the full Project scope as follows:

PROJECT SCOPE

The Harbor City Park - Lighting Improvements (PRJ21079) Project proposes the upgrade of
existing sports field lighting, retrofit of all existing parking lot, basketball court, play area,
picnic area, and building lighting fixtures, and replacement of the flagpole.
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The Environmental Impact Statement was also corrected to delete all references to Class 2,
Category 3 and Class 11, Category 3 of the City CEQA Guidelines as follows:

ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
The subject Project will consist of modifications to existing park facilities involving negligible

or no expansion of use-the-replacement-of-existing-utility systems,-and-the-placement-of
new-accessorystructures. Therefore, RAP staff recommends that the Board determine that

the project is exempt from the provisions of the CEQA pursuant to Article lll, Section 1,

Class 1 (13)-Class 2 3)and-Class11{3)} of the City's CEQA Guidelines. A Notice of

Exemption will be filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk upon approval by the Board.

17-125

VESTING TENTATIVE TRACT (VTT) NO. 74855 -
RECOMMENDATION TO THE ADVISORY AGENCY FOR LAND
DEDICATION OR IN-LIEU PARK FEE PAYMENT)

Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst | of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-125 for approval of the recommendation that the Advisory Agency
require Vesting Tentative Tract (VTT)-74855 (Project) to dedicate land to the City in order to fulfill
the Project's requirements under provisions of Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.33; and
authorization of the General Manager or Designee to provide a Report to the Advisory Agency
informing them of the Board's recommendation. The Board and Department staff discussed the
Project design, and the land dedication requirements.

The Fiscal Impact Statement of Board Report No. 17-125 was corrected as follows:

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

rd- The fiscal

|mpact is unknown at thIS time.

17-126

GAFFEY STREET POOL - POOL AND NEW BATHHOUSE
RESTORATION (PRJ20726) (W.O. #E1907453F) PROJECT -
ACCEPTANCE OF STOP PAYMENT NOTICE AND RELEASE OF
STOP PAYMENT NOTICE ON CONSTRUCTION WITH AWI
BUILDERS, INC., CONTRACT NO. 3514

Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-126 for direction to Department staff to withhold the amounts
claimed in the Stop Payment Notice filed by Sunbelt Rentals on Construction Contract No. 3514 with
AWI Builders, Inc., plus an additional sum equal to 25% thereof, to defray any costs of litigation in
the event of court action, if said amount of said funds are available; and direction to the
Department’s Chief Accounting Employee to release $8,524.83 of the amount withheld on
Construction Contract No. 3514 in accordance with the Request for Release of Stop Notice dated
March 17, 2017 from Sunbelt Rentals for the Gaffey Street Pool - Pool and New Bathhouse
Restoration Project.
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17-127

ALGIN SUTTON RECREATION CENTER - POOL REPLACEMENT
AND BATHHOUSE RENOVATION (PRJ21117) (W.O. #E170293F)
PROJECT - DEMOLITION OF THE SWIMMING POOL,;
CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO
ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1, CLASS 1, CATEGORIES 11 (D) AND 12
[DEMOLITION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES AND NEW OUTDOOR
LIGHTING AND FENCING WITH NO EXPANSION USE], CLASS 3,
CATEGORIES 6 AND 8 [NEW CONSTRUCTION OF SMALL
STRUCTURES AND UTILITIES], CLASS 4 [MINOR ALTERATIONS
TO LAND], AND CLASS 11 CATEGORIES 3 AND 6
[CONSTRUCTION OR PLACEMENT OF ACCESSORY
STRUCTURES] OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES

Cathie Santo Domingo, Superintendent of the Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch,
presented Board Report No. 17-126 for authorization of the demolition of the Algin Sutton
Recreation Center swimming pool; approval of the demolition plans; approval of the finding that the
proposed Algin Sutton Recreation Center - Pool Replacement and Bathhouse Renovation Project is
categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act; and direction to the Department
of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering to file a Notice of Exemption.

17-128

APPROPRIATION FROM UNRESERVED AND UNDESIGNATED
FUND BALANCE IN FUND 302 TO VARIOUS ACCOUNTS IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS

Sondra Fu, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Finance and Administrative Services Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-128 for authorization of the appropriation of $2,575,000.00 from
Fund 302, Department 88, to various accounts as follows, subject to the approval by the Mayor:

FROM:
Unreserved and Undesignated Fund Balance
$2,575,000.00

TO:

Fund 302/88/1070 - Salaries, As Needed $1,325,000.00

Fund 302/88 Account 3040 - Contractual Services $ 750,000.00

Fund 302/89 Account 704H-FL - Reg 4, Fire, Life Safety Expenses $ 500,000.00

Total: $2,575,000.00
17-129

SUMMER NIGHT LIGHTS — TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS
WITHIN FUND 302 IN THE DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND
PARKS FOR BUDGETARY ADJUSTMENTS
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Sondra Fu, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Finance and Administrative Services Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-129 for authorization to transfer appropriations within Recreation
and Parks Fund 302 as follows, subject to the approval by the Mayor:

FROM:

Fund 302/88, Account 3040 - Contractual Services $528,500.00

TO:

Fund 302/88, Account 1070 - Salaries, As-Needed $528,500.00
17-130

LUMMIS HOUSE GENERAL IMPROVEMENTS - PROPOSITION A
EXCESS FUNDS; CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE lll, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(1) OF THE
CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (EXTERIOR AND INTERIOR
ALTERATIONS OF EXISTING PUBLIC FACILITIES)

Bill Jones, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Finance and Administrative Services Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-130 for approval of the finding that the proposed Lummis House
General Improvements Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act.

17-131

ROSE HILLS/EL SERENO RECREATION CENTER
REHABILITATION PROJECT — PROPOSITION A EXCESS FUNDS;
CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO
ARTICLE IIl, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(32) OF THE CITY CEQA
GUIDELINES (INSTALLATION OF MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT
NECESSARY TO THE USE OF EXISTING STRUCTURES)

Bill Jones, Senior Management Analyst Il of the Finance and Administrative Services Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-131 for approval of the finding that the proposed Rose Hills/El
Sereno Recreation Center Rehabilitation Project is categorically exempt from the California
Environmental Quality Act.

17-132

AS-NEEDED ROOFING CONSTRUCTION, RETROFIT,
MAINTENANCE AND/OR REPAIRS — AWARD OF CONTRACT -
APPROVE THE RE-RELEASE OF THE REQUEST FOR
QUALIFICATIONS (RFQ) FOR AS-NEEDED ROOFING
CONSTRUCTION, RETROFIT, MAINTENANCE AND/OR REPAIRS

Robert Feld, Senior Management Analyst | of the Finance and Administrative Services Division,
presented Board Report No. 17-132 for approval of the proposed three-year contract with Chapman
Coast Roof Co., Inc. for as-needed roofing construction, retrofit, maintenance and/or repair services,
in an amount not to exceed $4,000,000.00 per year, subject to approval of the Mayor and the City
Attorney as to form; approval of the finding in accordance with Charter Section 1022 that the
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Department does not have available personnel in its employ with sufficient time or necessary
expertise to undertake all of the park facilities' roofing construction, retrofit, maintenance and/or
repair projects in a timely manner, and it is therefore more feasible, economical and in the
Department’s best interest to secure these services by contract without engaging in a new
competitive bidding process for each individual project; approval of the finding in accordance with
Charter Section 371(e)(2) and Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 10.15(a)(2), that
competitive bidding is not practicable or advantageous as it is necessary for the Department to be
able to call upon contractors to perform as-needed work without engaging in a new competitive
process for each individual project to be assigned on the basis of availability of an as-needed
contractor to perform the work, the price to be charged, and the unique expertise of the as-needed
contractor; approval of the finding in accordance with Charter Section 371 (e)(10). that use of
competitive bidding would be undesirable, impractical or impossible or is otherwise excused by the
common law and the Charter because there is no single criterion that will determine which proposer
can best provide the services required by RAP to provide roofing repairs, maintenance, retrofit
and/or construction projects; approval of the finding in accordance with Charter Section 372, that
obtaining competitive proposals or bids for each individual project for which work may be performed
pursuant to this agreement is not reasonably practicable or compatible with the Department’s
interests of having available as-needed contractors who are assigned various projects on the basis
of availability, price, and expertise, and that it is therefore necessary to have several as-needed
contractors for this type of service available when called upon by the Department to perform
services; authorization to re-release the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for As-Needed Roofing
Construction, Retrofit, Maintenance and/or Repairs, for a three-year contract in an amount not to
exceed $4,000,000.00 per year per contract awarded, subject to the review and approval of the
City Attorney as to form; and authorization of Department staff to advertise the RFQ and conduct
the RFQ process, subsequent to City Attorney review and approval as to form.

The title of Board Report No. 17-132 was corrected as follows:

AS-NEEDED ROOFING CONSTRUCTION, RETROFIT, MAINTENANCE AND/OR
REPAIRS — AWARD OF CONTRACT —APPROVE THE RE-RELEASE OF THE REQUEST
FOR QUALIFICATIONS (RFQ) FOR AS-NEEDED ROOFING CONSTRUCTION,
RETROFIT, MAINTENANCE AND/OR REPAIRS

The Board and Department staff discussed the RFQ process and the Department’s efforts in
notifying respondents regarding the RFQ requirements and deadlines during the non-mandatory
technical workshops.

17-133
AMENDMENT TO PERSONNEL RESOLUTION NO. 10461 -
SECTION 1G — (OTHER SPECIAL FUNDED POSITIONS)

Harold Fujita, Personnel Director of Human Resources Division, presented Board Report No. 17-
133 for authorization to amend Section 1G (Other Special Funded Positions) of Personnel
Resolution No. 10461for the addition of the following positions to be effectively immediately:

No. Code Classification/Location/Funding
2 1513 Accounting — Planning — Quimby/Park Fees
1 1358 Administrative Clerk — Greek Theatre- Greek Theatre Operations
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1 7246-4 Civil Engineering Associate IV — Planning — Quimby/Park Fees
2 9184 Management Analyst — Planning — Quimby/Park Fees
1 2464-1 Principal Recreation Supervisor | — Greek Theatre —
Greek Theatre Operations
1 9171-2 Senior Management Analyst Il — Planning — Quimby/Park Fees

BOARD REPORT PUBLIC COMMENT

Public comments were invited for the Board Reports. Two requests were submitted for Board Report
No. 17-113, and such comments were made to the Board. Mary Rodriguez, Silver Lake Field Deputy
of Councilmember Mitch O’ Farrell’'s Office, spoke in support of the proposed contract with Hilltop
Nursery School, Inc. (HNS) for the management and operation of a child development and childcare
center located within Bellevue Recreation Center.

President Patsaouras requested a Motion to approve the Board Reports as presented, and Board
Report Nos. 17-124, 17-125, and 17-132 as corrected. Commissioner Diaz moved that the Board
Reports 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 FORCE UPDATES

¢ Commission Task Force on Concessions Report (Commissioners Patsaouras and Diaz)

President Patsaouras reported on the Concessions Task Force Meeting held on May 17, 2017
prior to the Board Meeting, in which the Task Force discussed the Requests for Proposals
(RFPs) for the First and Broadway Park Food and Beverage Concession, Citywide Pedal Boat
Operation, Vending Machines Concession, Bicycle Rentals Concession, and Golf Food and
Beverage Concession.

o Commission Task Force on Facility Repair and Maintenance (Commissioners Sanford and
Alvarez)

Commissioner Alvarez reported on the Concessions Task Force Meeting held on May 17, 2017
prior to the Board Meeting, in which the Task Force discussed a tree planting project at Hazard
Park, conceptual plan for Wilmington Town Square, final plans for the Algin Sutton Recreation
Center — Pool Replacement and Bathhouse Renovation Project, and an update on the Quimby
Park Fee Ordinance.

GENERAL MANAGER’S DEPARTMENT REPORT AND UPDATES

e The Various Communications Report was noted and filed.

e General Manager Michael Shull reported on various Department activities, facilities, and
upcoming events. The Girls Play L.A. Sports Day is scheduled on May 20, 2017at the Sepulveda
Basin Sports Complex. Venice Beach Recreation Center is hosting the Muscle Beach
International Classic on May 29, 2017. The Grand Opening Ceremony of Rocket’'s Universe
Playground at North Weddington Park is scheduled on June 2, 2017. The Northridge Hawaiian
Festival of the Arts is scheduled on June 2-4, 2017 at Northridge Recreation Center. The Lotus
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Festival Luncheon is scheduled on June 8, 2017 at Echo Park Lake to commemorate the annual
Lotus Festival scheduled on July 15-16, 2017, with Bangladesh as the host country. The
Operation Splash Kick-Off Event is scheduled on June 8, 2017 at 109" Street Pool. A Fiscal
Year 2017-18 budget presentation to the Board will be scheduled at a later date.

¢ Notification of Release for the Release of Proposals for the Vending Machine Concession

e The Informational Report on the Pershing Square Renew Project was noted and filed.

GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT

Public comments on matters within the Board’s jurisdiction were invited; however, no requests for
public comment were submitted.

COMMISSION BUSINESS

There was no discussion on this item.

NEXT MEETING

A Special Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners was scheduled to be held
on Tuesday, May 23, 2017, 9:00 a.m., at Grace E. Simons Lodge, 1025 Elysian Park Drive, Los
Angeles, CA 90012. The next scheduled Regular Meeting of the Board of Recreation and Park
Commissioners was scheduled to be held on Wednesday, June 7, 2017, 9:30 a.m., 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
Regular Meeting at 10:45 a.m.

ATTEST

PRESIDENT BOARD SECRETARY
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RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, the Department of Recreation and Parks owns a nine (9) acre park located at
5413 South Avalon Boulevard and commonly known as the South Los Angeles Wetlands Park
(Park);

WHEREAS, the Park is comprised of a pocket park area, a wetlands area, and an 84,000
square foot building (Building 71) to be used for park and recreational purposes;

WHEREAS, Building 71 was a remnant from a previous bus maintenance and storage yard and
was sealed off from the public due to a need to perform hazardous materials abatement and a
seismic retrofit of the building;

WHEREAS, the Museum Associates dba Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA), is a
nonprofit public benefit corporation formed for the purpose of serving the public through the
collection, conservation, exhibition, and interpretation of significant works of art from a broad
range of cultures and historical periods, and the translation of these collections into meaningful
educational, aesthetic, intellectual, and cultural experiences for the widest array of audiences;

WHEREAS, LACMA has been devoted to collecting works of art that span both history and
geography, in addition to representing Los Angeles’s uniquely diverse population, and is a
museum of international stature as well as a vital part of Southern California that shares its vast
collections through exhibitions, public programs, and research facilities that attract over a million
visitors annually, in addition to serving millions through digital initiatives, such as online
collections, scholarly catalogues, and interactive engagement through its website;

WHEREAS, LACMA agrees to shares its collections and programs to the residents served by
the Park, and, therefore, is providing valuable consideration and will continue to provide such
services to the City during the term of a Lease Agreement (Lease) for the use of a portion of the
Park further defined as the Premises Area (Exhibit A) and Shared Use Areas (Exhibit B);

WHEREAS, the City and LACMA desire to enter into a Lease for the lease, retrofit, design,
development and maintenance of Building 71, which will house museum programs to be created
and provided by the LACMA to the general public at Premises and Shared Use Areas of the
Park;

WHEREAS, LACMA agrees to provide said services as a public service such that LACMA will
use the Premises and Shared Use Areas as a museum (including any use incidental or ancillary
thereto), and to provide for the construction of improvements, maintenance and operation of the
museum in accordance with the standards set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners
approves the proposed Lease Agreement between LACMA and the City for the use of the
Premises and Shared Use areas of the Park for a thirty-five (35) year term; and,

BE, IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Attorney’s Office is authorized to make any
necessary changes to the Lease, so long as the primary terms remain as described in Board
Report; and,



BE, IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Board President and Secretary are authorized to execute
the final Lease, subject to the approval of the City Attorney as to form, and the approval of the
City Council by ordinance.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted
by the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles at its Meeting
held on , 20__ (Report No. )

Armando X. Bencomo, Secretary

Resolution No.
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ATTACHMENT 5

SOUTH LOS ANGELES WETLANDS PARK
LEASE AGREEMENT FOR THE RESTORATION,
REHABILITATION AND REUSE OF BUILDING 71 PROJECT

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PREVIOUS
CERTIFIED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Background

The proposed project is part of the original South Los Angeles Wetlands Park Project, which
included two elements: 1) a stormwater pre-treatment system and constructed wetlands to
improve local stormwater and dry-weather runoff quality; and, 2) a recreational space for
educational and community-serving uses. The pre-treatment and wetland components of the
Project assisted the City in meeting TMDL requirements for the Los Angeles River
Watershed adopted by LARWQCB for reducing pollutants from stormwater runoff
occurring within the 525-acre local watershed, so that the subject runoff (which eventually
drains into the Los Angeles River) can be discharged with a reduced pollutant load. The
wetlands component of the project was completed in 2012.

The recreational space for educational and community-serving uses of the new Wetlands
Park included the reuse of the 81,760 square foot historic vehicle repair building (Building
71) located along the southern boundary of the site, which was to be reused and occupied in
two phases. In Phase I, 10,000 square feet of the building would be used for community and
educational uses, as described above, and 5,000 square feet used for general maintenance
storage for the proposed Wetlands Park. In Phase II, the remaining area (66,760 square feet)
of the building would be converted to a transportation museum (approximately 10,000
square feet of interior space), an event center/multi-purpose open area (10,000 square feet)
and general office space (approximately 46,760 square feet).

The reuse of the building would involve minor rehabilitation of a historic structure,
including exterior items such as painting and repair of windows, and interior upgrades in
response to building code requirements (such as plumbing or electrical system
improvements). This minor rehabilitation of the building would be conducted in a manner
that preserves the historical and architectural value in accordance with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.
However, to date the building has not been reused as planned due a lack of funding. The
building was “moth-balled” in 2011 to preserve the historic building in an “arrested state of
deterioration.”



Project Location

The proposed Project is located in the vacant “Building 71 at the southeast part of the
South LA Wetlands Park. The park is located in an urbanized neighborhood in the City of
Los Angeles, approximately five miles south of downtown Los Angeles and approximately
0.5 miles east of Interstate 110, within the Southeast Los Angeles Community Planning
Area. The location of the 9-acre Wetlands Park is at 5413 South Avalon Boulevard. The
Wetlands Park site borders on 54™ Street to the north, 55th Street to the south, and between
Avalon Boulevard and San Pedro Street to the east and west, respectively.

Project Activities

Recently, the Museum Associates dba the Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA)
met with Department staff to discuss a proposal to manage and operate a museum program
at the park. LACMA is proposing to provide programming for organized museum, cultural,
recreational, and community activities. The proposal also includes an offer to repair, retrofit
and provide improvements to Building 71 at no cost to RAP. The work will make Building
71 meet current code requirements for seismic, structural, mechanical, electrical, and
plumbing systems, and includes any hazardous materials abatement as needed.

LACMA proposes to begin providing museum programming services at designated
recreation centers near the South LA Wetlands Park within six (6) months of the execution
of the lease agreement while the repair and retrofit work is being conducted in Building 71.
Programming at the park will be provided within eighteen (18) months of the execution of
the lease agreement.

LACMA has requested a term of not more than thirty-five (35) years. The premises area
shall include the entire 84,000 square foot Building 71. There is a shared use area that
includes portions of the park immediately adjacent to the building and the east side parking
lot as depicted in Exhibit B.

LACMA proposes to initially improve up to 10,000 square feet of space in the building for
use for public programming within eighteen (18) months of the execution of the lease
agreement. An additional 13,000 square feet of space in the building (8,500 square feet for
additional public programming and 4,500 square feet for a Ranger Station) will be improved
within five (5) years after the completion of the initial 10,000 square foot improvement.
LACMA may elect to improve another 12,000 square feet of space in the building within ten
(10) years of the execution of the lease agreement.

LACMA shall use the premises area for the operation of art and culture-related and
instructional public programs and ancillary or related uses, including the storage of
LACMA'’s art collection, operation of a restaurant or café, operation of a retail space, and
providing recreational and instructional programs to the surrounding communities.

LACMA’s proposed public programming component is further described in Exhibit D of the
Lease Agreement (Attachment 2). The public programming strategy’s goal is to realize



LACMA’s vision of engaging the local community both through compelling public art
programs and training initiatives that support residents in becoming paid staff. Programs
include Social Justice-themed School Tour and Art-Making; Teen Tour Guide Programs;
Intergenerational Weekday and Weekend Programs; and Teaching Assistant Training
Programs.

Park Ranger Station

As indicated above, LACMA will improve 4,500 square feet of building space for the
installation of a Park Ranger Station. Improvements shall be limited to providing utility
(gas, electricity and water) hookups and in ensuring that the Department is able to connect
its internal information and technology systems to the electrical and data cable connections
of the building. City shall be responsible for any additional capital and other improvements
it deems necessary or desires.

LA Philharmonic and YOLA

LACMA is currently in discussions with the Los Angeles Philharmonic (Philharmonic)
concerning the possibility of bringing its Youth Orchestra Los Angeles program to the park.
Should this occur, LACMA proposes to sublease a portion of the building to the
Philharmonic.

Project Purpose

The purpose of the proposed project is to fulfill the recreation and educational amenities
objective of the original Wetlands Park Project through the renovation, rehabilitation and
reuse of Building 71 in the park.

Local Conditions in Project Vicinity

The proposed Wetlands Park site is located within a long-established urban community
comprised of a variety of uses including residential, commercial, public facilities, and
industrial. It is within a redevelopment area designed to address a number of identified
problems within the region, such as urban decay and blight, depressed economy,
overcrowding, and a high crime rate. The area is also characterized by the presence of
incompatible land uses, such as industrial uses adjacent to residences, and a lack of
amenities such as open space and cultural facilities.

A variety of uses surrounds the site, including residential, commercial, and public facilities.
Specifically, to the south is an open lot for vehicle storage/parking and residential uses,
primarily single-family homes. To the west, the uses include residential, commercial, and a
church; to the east uses include commercial, and a church. To the north are an existing high
school (The Maya Angelou Community High School) and a large building that houses a
swap meet, and a small food market.






CEQA CLEARANCE FOR THE USE OF THE EXISTING EIR FOR THE SOUTH
LOS ANGELES WETLANDS PARK

Staff has determined that the renovation, rehabilitation and reuse of Building 71 under the
proposed lease agreement is substantially the same in concept as Phase II the of original
South Los Angeles Wetlands Park project. Therefore, based on substantial evidence from a
supplemental environmental review, it was determined that the previously certified Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR-SCH No. 2007051122) and supporting technical
studies (Environmental Documents) adequately assesses the environmental effects of the
proposed renovation, rehabilitation and reuse of Building 71 project. On April 8, 2008, City
Council certified the Final EIR for the park project and adopted Findings of Fact, a
Statement of Overriding Considerations, and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP). A Notice of Determination filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk
occurred on April 11, 2008.

California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21166 states that unless one or more of the
following events occur, no Subsequent or Supplemental EIR is required by the lead agency
or by any responsible agency:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of
the previous EIR;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is being undertaken that will require major revisions in the environmental impact
report; or,

3. Previously unknown new information at the time of the certification of the EIR as
complete becomes available.

As demonstrated in the supplemental environmental review to follow, all the environmental
impacts from the Phase II renovation, rehabilitation and reuse of Building 71 under the
proposed lease agreement would be same or substantially similar to those assessed in the
certified EIR. Staff has determined that:

1) The proposed project will not involve substantial changes in the project scope
requiring major revisions in the previous EIR due new significant environmental
effects, or an increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

2) The circumstances under which the project is undertaken will not require revisions
of the previous EIR due new significant environmental effects or an increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects;

3) There is no new information of substantial importance showing new significant
environmental effects not discussed in the previous EIR, or an increase in the
severity of previously examined significant effects;

4) There are N0 mitigation measures or alternatives to the project considerably different
from those analyzed in the previous EIR that would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects on the environment, but not adopted with the previous EIR.



Based on this determination, the proposed Project does not meet the requirements for
preparation of a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR pursuant to Section 15162 and 15163 of
the State CEQA Guidelines for approval of the project.

Comparison of Project Descriptions

EIR Project Description

Current Proposed Project Description

Renovations/Rehabilitation

Renovations/Rehabilitation

Not specified, but in compliance with

Secretary of Interior Standards

Improvements include the repair and
retrofit of the building to meet
current code requirements for
seismic, structural, mechanical,
electrical, and plumbing systems, and
to otherwise, accommodate the
museum needs, including the
installation of a loading dock.
(Assuming compliance with
Secretary of Interior Standards

Reuse (81,760 sq. ft.)

Reuse (35,000 sq. ft.)

10,000 sq. ft. multi-use community
center (learning center, meeting

rooms, and kitchen

5,000 sq.ft. storage space for
community center

10,000 sq.ft. public programming,
including the storage of LACMA’s
art collection, operation of a
restaurant or café, operation of a
retail space

10,000 sq ft. events center/multi-

purpose open area

8,500 sq. ft. additional public
programming

46,760 sq. ft. general office space

4,500 sq. ft. Ranger Station

10,000 sq. ft. Transportation
Museum

12,000 sq. ft. other improvements for
public programming

Based on the comparison of the project described and analyzed in the EIR to the current
proposed renovation and reuse project description, potential environmental effects would be
the same or similar, and possibly less than those identified and examined in the previous

EIR.




ADDITIONAL FACTUAL SUPPORT FOR USE OF THE CERTIFIED EIR

The purpose of this supplemental environmental review (checklist) is to evaluate the
categories in terms of any “changed condition” (i.e. changed circumstances, project changes,
or new information of substantial importance) that may result in a changed environmental
result. A “no” answer does not necessarily mean that here are no potential impacts relative
to the environmental category, but that there is no change in the condition or status of the
impact since it was analyzed and addressed with mitigations in prior environmental
documents. The environmental categories might be answered with a “no” in the checklist
since the component project for the reuse of Building 71 at South LA Wetlands Park does
not introduce changes that would result in a modification to the conclusion of the prior
environmental documents.

EXPLANATION OF CHECKLIST EVALUATION CATEGORIES

Where Impact Was Analyzed

This column provides a cross-reference to the pages of the prior environmental documents
where information and analysis may be found relative to the environmental issue listed
under each topic.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the
changes represented by the current project will result in new significant impacts that have
not already been considered and mitigated by the prior environmental review or a substantial
increase in the severity of a previously identified impact.

Any new Circumstances Involving New Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a) (2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there have been changes to the project site or the vicinity (circumstances under which the
project is undertaken) that:
1. Have occurred subsequent to the prior environmental documents;
2. Would result in the current project having new significant environmental impacts
that were not considered in the prior environmental documents;
3. Substantially increase the severity of a previously identified impact.

Any new Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3)(A-D) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates
whether new information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous environmental
documents were certified as complete, requiring an update to the analysis of the previous



environmental documents to verify that the environmental conclusions and mitigations
remain valid. If the new information shows that:

(A) The project will have one or more effects that are significant not discussed in the prior
environmental documents;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the prior environmental documents;

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

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the prior environmental documents would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative, then the question would be answered ‘Yes’ requiring the
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR.

However, if the additional analysis completed as part of this Environmental Review finds:
1. that the conclusions of the prior environmental documents remain the same and no
new significant impacts are identified
2. identified environmental impacts are not found to be more severe
3. additional mitigation is not necessary,

then the question would be answered ‘No’ and no additional environmental documentation
(supplemental or subsequent EIR) is required. New studies completed as part of this

environmental review are attached to as an Addendum, or are on file with the Department.

Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts.

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the
prior environmental document provides mitigation measures to address effects in the related
impact category. In some cases, the mitigations have already been implemented. A “yes”
response will be provided in either instance. If “NA” is indicated, this Environmental
Review concludes that the impact does not occur with this project and therefore no
mitigations are needed.



DISCUSSION AND MITIGATION SECTIONS

Discussion

A discussion of the elements of the checklist is provided under each environmental category
in order to clarify the answers. The discussion provides information about the particular
environmental issue, how the project relates to the issue and the status of any mitigation that

may be required or that has already been implemented.

Mitigation Measures

Applicable mitigation measures from the prior environmental review that apply to the
project are listed under each environmental category.

Conclusions

A discussion of the conclusion relating to the analysis contained in each section.



Any New

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Document’s
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Mitigation
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Measures
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Addressing
Impacts.
Aesthetics. Would the Project:
Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 3.11-3.12 NO NO NO
Substantially damage scenic resources, including but 3.11-3.12 NO NO NO
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?
Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 3.11-3.12 NO NO NO
quality of the site and its surroundings?
Create a new source of substantial light or glare 3.11-3.12 NO NO NO

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area?
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1. Aesthetics. Would the Project:

Discussion:

The certified EIR analyzes whether the project would interfere with views of visual resources or it would blend with existing views. According to the study, the
rehabilitation of Building 71, conducted according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings, would improve the visual character of the site and enhance the overall quality of the neighborhood. All lighting provided would comply with City of
Los Angeles lighting requirements and would be directed so as to minimize glare and spillover impacts outside of the site boundaries. It is anticipated that the
lighting would be less than the lighting used previously for the Metro facility.

Mitigation Measures:
There are no mitigation measures to reduce the impact of the project on aesthetic resources, because the certified EIR did not anticipate that the project, which
would comply with state and local ordinances, would have significant impacts on aesthetic resources

Conclusion:

The certified EIR concluded that the project would not have significant impact on aesthetic resources. The rehabilitation of Building 71 to include a mix of
public and private cultural and office based activities does not change the scope of work analyzed in the certified EIR, and does not involve substantially more
severe impacts on aesthetic resources. In fact, the proposed rehabilitation does not involve any exterior modification of the building and therefore it does not
need any further analysis or verification.
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Do Proposed Any New
Where Impact Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
Environmental Issue Area Was Ana}lyzed in New Significant .InYolving New Any Neyv Environmental
Prior Impacts or Significant Impacts Information Documents
Environmental Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Documents. Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
Agriculture. Would the project:
NA
Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a NA
Williamson Act contract?
Involve other changes in the existing environment NA
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Discussion:

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:
The EIR determined that the project would not impact agricultural resources, and therefore was eliminated from the analysis. The rehabilitation of Building 71
includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR, therefore the same conclusions apply.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
. Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in Impacts or Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
Air Quality. Would the project:
Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 3.40 NO NO NO
applicable air quality plan?
Violate any air quality standard or contribute 3.40-3.42 NO NO NO
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 3.42-3.43 NO NO NO AQl1
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant NA
concentrations?
Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial NA

number of people?
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3. Air Quality

Discussion:

The certified EIR analyzes the impacts of construction and operations on local air quality.

The analysis of the impacts of construction activities focuses on the actions needed to construct the wetlands and finds that NOx emissions should be mitigated
and that construction would have significant unavoidable and localized impacts due to PM, emissions during construction. PM;, and NOx emissions would
occur mostly during the demolition of the buildings located on the site of the proposed wetlands and would not be significant during the rehabilitation of
Building 71.

Emissions during operation were estimated based on the different activities that would take place in the entire area. The certified EIR estimates that Building 71
would be used as follows: 20,000 sqft. as library; 46,760 sqft. as general office; 10,000 sqft. as civic center and 5,000 sqft. as warchouse.

The current proposed uses can be summarized as follows: 30,500 sqft. public programming; 4,500 sqft ranger, station and the remaining 46,000 sqft. uses
compatible with general office uses. Although the mix of uses would be slightly different, we assume that the potential trip generation of public programming
could not be larger than the potential trip generation of a library of or a civic center and that the trip generation potential of a ranger station would not be larger
than that of a warehouse.

Mitigation Measures:
The certified EIR mandates mitigation measures to reduce NOx emission during construction. Such emissions would be caused by off road equipment that would
not be used during the rehabilitation of Building 71.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR concluded that construction activities would generate NOx emissions that would exceed the regional threshold of significance that would be
mitigated by AQI. It also found that construction activities would generate PM;, emissions that would exceed the local threshold of significance. Project
operations, on the other hand, would not generate significant air quality impacts.

Constructions activities to rehabilitate Building 71 would entail a small portion of the equipment and of the dirt movement required by the entire project analyzed
in the certified EIR and would not add significant impacts to the impacts already analyzed in the document. Furthermore, given the compatibility of the proposed
uses of Building 71 with the potential uses of the building considered in the certified EIR, the air quality impact of the proposed uses of Building 71 during
operation would not be different from the air quality impact of the uses considered in the certified EIR, and that therefore no additional analysis is needed.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzped in Impagclzs or Signiﬁcantglmpacts InfoZmation Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.

Biological Resources. Would the project:
Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 3.50-3.57 NO NO NO BIO1 and BIO2
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 3.50-3.57 NO NO NO
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?
Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 3.50-3.57 NO NO NO
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
Interfere substantially with the movement of any NA
native resident or migratory fish and wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?
Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 3.50-3.57 NO NO NO

protecting biological resources, such as a tree

preservation policy or ordinance.
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f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat NA
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

4. Biological Resources

Discussion:

The certified EIR finds that the site of the proposed Wetlands Park is urbanized and neither species of concern nor supporting habitat is present on the site. The
development of the site as a Wetlands Park could include the planting of tree species that are protected (i.e., oaks) and/or could attract special status wildlife
species, namely the Southwestern willow flycatcher.

Future operation and maintenance activities within the proposed Wetlands Park, however, could impact those sensitive species, should they become established
at the site. Construction activities needed to rehabilitate Building 71 could also impact those sensitive species. However, most construction activities would end
by March 2018 (the start of a new nesting season) and they would not disturb sensitive species that might have established in the wetlands.

Mitigation Measures:

The certified EIR mandates that to mitigate potential impacts to Southwestern willow flycatcher during the nesting season and avoid violations of federal and
state migratory bird protections, the following mitigation measures would be implemented:

BIOLI: Prepare a Wetlands Park monitoring plan that would require seasonal monitoring for the presence of the Southwestern willow flycatcher and other
migratory birds if vegetation control or wetlands replanting is/are required during the breeding and nesting season (starting in March) once the W etlands Park
becomes operational..[...]

BIO2: Refrain from vegetation control during the nesting season if Southwestern willow flycatcher or other migratory birds that would be affected by either
vegetation control activities or wetlands replanting. [...] Vegetation control activities would occur prior to the nesting season to allow for adequate mosquito
habitat control while also avoiding nest damage or disturbance. Vegetation control may occur during the nesting season in constructed wetland areas where no
nests of migratory birds are present, as determined by a biologist.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR finds that with mitigation measures BIO1 and BIO2 operation of the proposed project would not result in significant impacts to biological
resources. The rehabilitation of Building 71 will not involve changes in the project scope that would require additional analysis. Although local circumstances
have changed, because of the presence of the new wetlands, BIO1 and BIO2 would mitigate the potential impacts of construction activities of the proposed
project on biological resources. As such, the proposed project’s impacts would not need additional analysis or verification.
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Any New

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
Cultural Resources. Would the project:
Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 3.63-3.88 NO NO NO CULA4, CULS,
of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5? CUL6 and CUL7
Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 3.63-3.88 NO NO NO CUL2 and CUL3
of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
Directly or indirectly destroy a  unique 3.63-3.88 NO NO NO CULI1
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
Disturb any human remains, including those interred 3.63-3.88 NO NO NO CUL2

outside the formal cemeteries?
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5. Cultural Resources.

Discussion:

The project analyzed in the certified EIR included the demolition of several buildings that would be contributors to a California Register — eligible historic
district associated with the operation of the former Los Angeles Railway (LARy) and the rehabilitation of the former paint shop, called Building 71. The
proposed project would rehabilitate Building 71 following the recommendations the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings, and adaptive re-use it as a space for public programming.

Mitigation Measures:

To mitigate the impact on historic resources, the certified EIR mandated a comprehensive historic documentation of the entire site, consistent with the Historic
American Building Survey/Historic American Engineering Record/Historic American Landscape Survey (HABS/HAER/HALS) format and conform to the
applicable standards described in the Secretary of Interior Standards for Architectural and Engineering Documentation to be deposited at the MTA Dorothy
Peyton Gray Transportation Library and to the Central Branch of Los Angeles Public Library (CULS). Furthermore, prior to the commencement of any
demolition activity, potentially historic items would be identified, salvaged and stored for future use (CUL6). Finally, a transportation museum plan and/or an
interpretive program which presents the history of the South Park Shops complex would be developed for implementation during Phase II. The interpretive
program would include an internet website that would be of educational benefit to the public and illustrate the history and historic architecture of the site through
photographs, video, and oral history interviews collected from former Los Angeles Railway/Los Angeles Transit Lines employees, and others, familiar with
historic functioning of the facility. Additionally, a permanent, on-site interpretive facility presenting the history of the property and possibly incorporating
historic building documentation and salvaged elements of the historic property would be created during Phase 11 of the Wetlands Park (CUL7).

Conclusion:

The certified EIR concluded that the project, even with the implementation of mitigation measures, would include a substantial adverse change to historic
resources. CULS and CULG6 had been implemented before the construction of the South LA Wetlands Park and the proposed project, which would rehabilitate
Building 71 following the recommendation of the historic survey, include the implementation of CUL7. As such, the proposed project consists in the
implementation of Phase II of the project analyzed in the certified EIR, it does not involve any substantially more severe impact; its circumstances do not involve
any new significant impact and no new findings or verifications are needed.
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Environmental Issue Area

Where Impact
Was Analyzed in
Prior
Environmental
Documents.

Do Proposed
Changes Involve
New Significant

Impacts or
Substantially More
Severe Impacts?

Any New
Circumstances
Involving New

Significant Impacts
or Substantially
More Severe
Impacts?

Any New
Information
Requiring New
Analysis or
Verification?

Prior
Environmental
Documents
Mitigations
Implemented or
Address Impacts.

6.

Geology and Soils. Would the project:

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

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

Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii.  Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground failure,
liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?

including

NA

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

NA

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

NA

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

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

6. Geology and Soils

Discussion:

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:
The EIR determined that the project would not impact geology and soils, and therefore the item was eliminated from the analysis. The rehabilitation of Building
71 includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR, therefore the same conclusions apply.
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Any New

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior
Environmental Issue Area Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Environmental
Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Would the project:
a. Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, either 3.43-3.44 NO NO NO
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
3.43-3.44 NO NO NO

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

Discussion:

The certified EIR assumes that energy requirements of the project in its entirety would be going to be smaller than the energy requirements of the structures
existing in the area before the project and concludes that there would be no net increase of GHG emissions.

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:

The EIR determined that the project would not increase GHG emissions and that no mitigation measures would be necessary. The rehabilitation of Building 71 to
include private and public activities is consistent with the project analyzed in the certified EIR and does not involve new significant impacts. Local air quality
conditions have not significantly changed, therefore no new or more severe impacts are expected and no new analysis or verification are needed.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzped in Impagclzs or Signiﬁcantglmpacts InfoZmation Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Would the
project:
Create a significant hazard to the public or the 3.119-3.129 NO NO NO
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?
Create a significant hazard to the public or the 3.119-3.129 NO NO NO
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?
Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 3.119-3.129 NO NO NO HAZ1,HAZ2,
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste HAZ 3, HAZA4,
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed HAZS and HAZ6
school?
Be located on a site which is included on a list of 3.119-3.129 NO NO NO
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?
For a project located within an airport land use plan NA
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, NA

would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working on the project area?
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8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials. Would the

project:
g.  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with NA
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?
h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of NA

loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?
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8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Discussion:

The analysis included in the certified EIR found clarifiers, underground tanks and soil contamination in the portion of the area that needed to be excavated to
build the South LA Wetlands Park and found lead and asbestos containing materials in the existing buildings. Building 71 contains white and beige lead based
peeling paint and brown vinyl tiles containing asbestos at different hazardous concentrations. Removal of hazardous and contaminated materials would
potentially cause significant impacts on human health.

The certified EIR also addresses issues related to vector control and points out that if the wetlands were not maintained adequately, there could be areas of
reduced water flow that would be conducive to mosquito larvae growth and in the harboring of adult mosquito population.

Mitigation Measures:

The certified EIR includes mitigation measures that would reduce the potential release of contaminated materials to the environment and protect workers during
demolition, excavation and renovation. Mitigation measures related to the wetland excavation were implemented during construction, and a few mitigation
measures are targeted specifically to the removal and renovation of existing buildings:

HAZ2: Prior building demolition, review past asbestos containing materials (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBP) surveys and, if necessary, perform new surveys
to identify all ACM and LBP in all buildings on the Wetlands Park site. [...]All ACM and LBP would be removed or otherwise abated prior to demolition or, in
case of the retained building, renovation. Removal and abatement activities would comply with all applicable laws, regulations and rules.

HAZ3: Prior to demolition of the buildings and renovation of the retained building, coordinate with the Greater Los Angeles Vector Control District (GLAVCD)
and implement vector eradication.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR finds that following implementation of mitigation measures there would be no significant impacts from hazards of hazardous materials
associated with the project. The potential impacts of Building 71 rehabilitation are addressed in the certified EIR, which includes mitigation measures targeted
specifically to the rehabilitation process. The project scope of the proposed project has not substantially changed to require new analysis, local environmental
circumstances have been adequately addressed by the certified EIR and no new information has emerged that requires new analysis or verification. As such, with
the implementation of mitigation measures, the proposed project is not expected to result in significant exposure of people and workers to health hazards or
public nuisance.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzped in Impagclzs or Signiﬁcantglmpacts InfoZmation Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
Hydrology and Water Quality. Would the
Project:
Violate any water quality standards or waste 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
discharge requirements?
Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted?
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site?
Substantially alter the existing drainage patter of the 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-site?
Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
the capacity of existing or planned storm water
drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?
Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
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9. Hydrology and Water Quality. Would the
Project:

g. Place housing within a 100-ytear flood hazard area as 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
which would impede or redirect flood flows?

i.  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

j-  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 3.139-3.145 NO NO NO

Discussion:

The certified EIR addresses issues of water quality and flood control associated with the construction of the South LA Wetlands Park such as stormwater
management, erosion and alteration of drainage patterns during construction and operation and water quality during construction and operation. The document
concludes that with compliance with the Construction General Permit and local City stormwater ordinances related to construction activities all hydrology and
water quality impacts are expected to be less than significant. The rehabilitation of Building 71 does not include additional construction activities that could have
any impact on hydrology and water quality and would be carried out in compliance with existing construction rules.

Mitigation Measures:
Construction General permit rules and local City stormwater ordinances related to construction activities will be implemented.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR concludes that the project would not be expected to have significant impacts on hydrology and water quality. The rehabilitation of Building 71
to include private and public activities is consistent with the project analyzed in the certified EIR and does not involve new significant impacts. Although the
local environmental setting is quite different from the environmental setting analyzed in the EIR, because Building 71 is now adjacent to a wetland, the project is
expected to comply with the existing rules and regulations on construction activities as indicated in the certified EIR and is not expected to affect the severity of
the impacts identified in the EIR, nor to require new analysis or verifications.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in Impacts or Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
10. Land Use and Planning. Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established community? NA
b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 3.161-3.165 NO NO NO LU-2
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?
c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan 3.161-3.165 NO NO NO
or natural community conservation plan?

Discussion:

The certified EIR analyzes the compatibility of the project with applicable land use plans and acknowledges that a General Plan amendment, a zone change, a
conditional use permit and a variance would be needed. Furthermore, it finds that the proposed uses are compatible with the existing uses of the surrounding
properties even more than the original light industrial land use. However, it finds a discrepancy between the number of parking stalls currently required for the
uses proposed in Building 71 (Zoning Code Section 12.21A4) and the number of parking stalls currently available on the property, and identifies the need for a
zone variance (LU-2).

Mitigation Measures:
The General Plan amendment, zone change, conditional use permit and a zone variance to reduce the parking requirements have been approved (CPC-2006-
9769-GPA-ZC-CU-ZV-SN) by the Los Angeles City Council on April 22, 2008.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR concludes that, with mitigation measures, the project would not generate impacts on land use and planning. The rehabilitation of Building 71
impact on land use has been addressed by the certified EIR. As such, the project does not include any activity that would involve additional significant or more
severe impacts as the project assessed by the certified EIR. At the same time, although local circumstances have changed, they do not involve any new
significant or substantially more severe impact and no new information requiring new analysis or verification has surfaced.
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Any New

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior
. Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
11. Mineral Resources. Would the Project:
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral NA
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important NA

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion:

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:

The EIR determined that the project would not impact mineral resources, and therefore the item was eliminated from the analysis. The rehabilitation of Building

71 includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR, therefore the same conclusions apply.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
. Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in Impacts or Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.

12. Noise. Would the project result in:

a.  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels 3.175-3.185 NO NO NO
in excess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

b.  Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 3.175-3.185 NO NO NO
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 3.175-3.185 NO NO NO NOSI1, NOS2 and
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing NOS3
without the project?

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 3.175-3.185 NO NO NO
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

e.  For a project located within an airport land use plan 3.175-3.185 NO NO NO
or where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 3.175-3.185 NO NO NO

would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?
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12. Noise.

Discussion:

The certified EIR discusses the noise environment of the area surrounding the proposed Wetlands Park site, and analyzes the effects of construction and
operational noises related to the project. It finds that temporary construction noise during the demolition phase and during excavation and grading of the
proposed wetlands would represent a significant impact to sensitive receptors. It also finds that noise related to the operation of the South LA wetlands park
would be mostly caused by additional traffic, and would not involve significant impacts. In relation to the activities taking place in Building 71, the certified EIR
claims that “Activities related to the educational center, community room, transportation museum, and general office uses would be confined to the existing and
retained building, and are not expected to result in operational noises that would be noticeable outside of the proposed Wetlands Park, or result in noise level
increases that approach or exceed 3 dBA. As a consequence, operation associated with the proposed Wetlands Park is not expected to result in significant noise
impacts.” (City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering, Drafi Environmental Impact Report for the South Los Angeles Wetlands Park Project,
SCH#2007051122, W.0O. EW40006, Los Angeles 2007, p. 3-184)

Mitigation Measures:
The certified EIR includes mitigation measures that would lessen the noise impact on sensitive receptors during construction and such measures have been
implemented.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR concludes that during construction of the wetlands short term significant increases in ambient noise level would occur. The rehabilitation of
Building 71 requires mostly indoor construction and its future uses are compatible with the uses analyzed in the certified EIR. Therefore, the facility would not
be expected to produce operational noises noticeable outside the park. As such, the proposed project would not include activities that involve new significant or
more severe impacts. As local noise related conditions have not changed, no new or more severe impacts are expected and no new information requiring new
analysis or verification has surfaced.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
. Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in Impacts or Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
13. Population and Housing. Would the Project:
a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, NA
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, NA
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating NA

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion:

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:

The EIR determined that the project would not impact population and housing, and therefore the item was eliminated from the analysis. The rehabilitation of
Building 71 includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR, therefore the same conclusions apply.
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Any New

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior
. Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.

14. Public Services.

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

Discussion:

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:

The EIR determined that the project would not impact public services, and therefore they were eliminated from the analysis. The rehabilitation of Building 71
includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR, therefore the same conclusions apply.
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Any New

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior
. Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
15. Recreation.
a. Would the project increase the use of existing NA
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration
of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or NA

require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?

Discussion:

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:

The EIR determined that the project would not impact recreation, and therefore the item was eliminated from the analysis. The rehabilitation of Building 71
includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR, therefore the same conclusions apply.
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Any New

supporting  alternative
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

transportation (e.g., bus

Do Proposed Circumstances Prior Environmental
; Where Impact Changes Involve Involving New Any New Documents
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzed in New Significant Significant Impacts Information Mitigations
Prior Impacts or or Substantially Requiring New Implemented or
Environmental Substantially More More Severe Analysis or Address Impacts.
Documents. Severe Impacts? Impacts? Verification?
16. Transportation/Traffic. Would the project:
Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in 3.192-3.200 NO NO NO
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ration on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?
Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 3.196-3.197 NO NO NO
service standard established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?
Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including NA
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?
Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature NA
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Result in inadequate emergency access? NA
Result in inadequate parking capacity? 3.199-3.200 NO NO NO TRAL, TRA2,
TRA3, TRA4,
TRAS, and TRA6
Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs NA

36




16. Transportation/Traffic.

Discussion:

The certified EIR analyzes traffic impacts of the South LA wetlands and of the rehabilitated Building 71, and finds that the construction phase would require a
work plan, but the operation of the park and rehabilitated Building 71 would not result in significant impacts on the local transportation system.

The certified EIR bases its conclusion on traffic projections that start in 2008 and end in 2013 and considers that traffic would increase by a yearly 1%. Recent
studies completed for the EIR of the South East Los Angeles Community plan find, however, that morning peak traffic in the area has increased by a yearly 0.5% a
year (3.65% in the 8 years between 2008 and 2015) (City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, South Los Angeles and Southeast Los Angeles Community
Plans Draft EIR, Los Angeles, CA 2016, p. 4.15-23)

The certified EIR also acknowledge that the parking requirements for the rehabilitated Building 71 would exceed the number of parking spaces available in the
area and includes several mitigation measures that would address the issue.

Mitigation Measures:

The certified EIR includes the following mitigation measures that address the parking shortage related to the rehabilitated Building 71:

TRA-1: Maximize the number of parking spaces designed into the off-street parking lot for Phase I of the Wetlands Park. After Phase II of the Wetlands Park
becomes operational, parking demand is expected to be approximately 170 spaces. Prior to the design of Phase II, parking demand and requirements would be re-
evaluated based on the specifics of the project and the conditions at that time to determine the exact number of parking spaces needed (beyond the spaces provided
in Phase I).

TRA-2: Enter into a shared parking agreement with LAUSD to utilize parking on the proposed Central Region High School No. 16 site across 54th Street, or other
proximate land owners that have parking available nearby, to meet parking code requirements, if feasible.

TRA-3: Provide valet parking to allow higher vehicle densities (in the Wetlands Park parking lot) than would otherwise occur under normal parking lot conditions.
TRA-4: Reduce the office space component of Phase II from 46,760 by 20,000 square feet (SF), for a total office space use of 26,760 SF, and use the 20,000
square feet for Phase II parking (based on 350 SF per parking space). Adjustments to the square footage office space conversion to parking can be made provided
the parking demand and/or code requirements balance. Any modifications to the structure would comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.

TRA-5: Prior to implementation of Phase II, replace a portion of the passive recreational area of the Wetlands Park with an additional off-street surface parking lot
to provide the required parking spaces. The estimate surface area of park reduction and parking lot area increase is approximately 0.85 acres (based on 350 square
feet per parking space).

TRA-6: During operation of Phase II of the Wetlands Park, provide trip reduction incentives to encourage ride sharing, transit usage, and other trip and parking
reductions.

Conclusion:

The certified EIR finds that, with mitigation measures, the project would not have significant impacts on the transportation system. The rehabilitation of Building
71, that includes uses similar to those assessed in the certified EIR, would re-evaluate parking requirements and implement the mitigation measures that would fit
the reassessed parking requirements during the permitting phase of the project. As such, the proposed project does not involve changes that would cause new
significant impacts or more severe impacts. Local conditions have changed, but no new or more severe impacts are expected and no new information requiring
new analysis or verification are needed.
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
Environmental Issue Area Where Impact' New Significant .In\./olving New Any Neyv Environmental
Was Analyzed in Impacts or Significant Impacts Information Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.
17. Utilities and Service Systems. Would the Project:
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the NA
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?
b. Require or result in the construction of new water or NA
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
c. Require or result in the construction of new storm NA
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 3.209-3.213 NO NO NO
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are
new or expanded entitlements needed?
e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment NA
provider which serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?
f.  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 3.220-3.226 NO NO NO
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?
g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 3.220-3.226 NO NO NO

regulations related to solid waste?
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17. Utilities and Service Systems.

Discussion:
The certified EIR analyzes the impacts of the project on potable water demand and on solid waste disposal and concludes that there will be no significant impacts
and no mitigation measures would be required.

Mitigation Measures:

Conclusion:

The certified EIR finds that the project would not have significant impacts on potable water demand and on solid waste disposal and that no mitigation measures
are required. The rehabilitation of Building 71 includes uses similar to those assessed in the certified EIR and does not involve changes that would cause new
significant impacts or more severe impacts. As local water demand and solid waste disposal conditions have not changed, no new or more severe impacts are
expected and no new information requiring new analysis or verification are needed.
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which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area?

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Involve Circumstances Prior
: Where Impact New Significant Involving New Any New Environmental
Environmental Issue Area Was Analyzped in Impagclzs or Signiﬁcantglmpacts Infozmation Documents
Prior Substantially More or Substantially Requiring New Mitigations
Environmental Severe Impacts? More Severe Analysis or Implemented or
Documents. Impacts? Verification? Address Impacts.

18. Mandatory Findings of Significance.

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the 3.50-3.57 NO NO NO BIO1 and BIO2
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 3.63-3.88 CUL 5-7
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually 5.1-5.14 NO NO NO
limited, but cumulatively considerable?

(“Cumulatively considerable” means that ht
incremental effects of a project are considerable when
view in connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

c. Does the project have environmental effects which 3.50-3.57 NO NO NO HAZ1,HAZ2,
will cause substantial adverse effects on human 3.119-3.129 HAZ 3, HAZA4,
beings, either directly or indirectly? 3.161-3.165 HAZS and HAZ6

3.175-3.185 LU2
3.192-3.200 NOSI1, NOS2 and
3.220-3.226 NOS3
TRAI1, TRA2,
TRA3, TRA4,
TRAS, and TRA6
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, 3.11-3.12 NO NO NO
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18. Mandatory Findings of Significance.

Discussion:

The certified EIR finds that the project would not have significant impacts on aesthetics, hydrology and water quality and on utilities (potable water demand and
solid waste), and finds that it would not generate additional light or glare. It also finds that, with mitigation measures, the project would not have significant
impacts on biological resources and on archaeological and paleontological resources. Furthermore, it finds that, mitigation measures would be key to reduce the
project’s impacts on hazards and hazardous materials, land use and transportation to a less than significant level. Finally, it finds that the project would have
significant and unavoidable impacts on air quality, on cultural resources and on noise and that these impacts would cumulate to similar impacts of other projects
in the area.

Mitigation Measures:

Many of the mitigation measures included in the certified EIR have been implemented in the construction phase of South LA Wetlands Park. Nevertheless, the
document contains some measures targeted to the rehabilitation of Building 71, and specifically:

CULY: that includes the development of a transportation museum plan and/or an interpretive program which presents the history of the South Park Shops
complex;

HAZ2: Prior building demolition, review past asbestos containing materials (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBP) surveys and, if necessary, perform new surveys
to identify all ACM and LBP in all buildings on the Wetlands Park site. [...]All ACM and LBP would be removed or otherwise abated prior to demolition or, in
case of the retained building, renovation. Removal and abatement activities would comply with all applicable laws, regulations and rules.

HAZ3: Prior to demolition of the buildings and renovation of the retained building, coordinate with the Greater Los Angeles Vector Control District (GLAVCD)
and implement vector eradication.

TRA-1: Maximize the number of parking spaces designed into the off-street parking lot for Phase I of the Wetlands Park. After Phase II of the Wetlands Park
becomes operational, parking demand is expected to be approximately 170 spaces. Prior to the design of Phase II, parking demand and requirements would be re-
evaluated based on the specifics of the project and the conditions at that time to determine the exact number of parking spaces needed (beyond the spaces
provided in Phase I).

TRA-2: Enter into a shared parking agreement with LAUSD to utilize parking on the proposed Central Region High School No. 16 site across 54th Street, or
other proximate land owners that have parking available nearby, to meet parking code requirements, if feasible.

TRA-3: Provide valet parking to allow higher vehicle densities (in the Wetlands Park parking lot) than would otherwise occur under normal parking lot
conditions.

TRA-4: Reduce the office space component of Phase II from 46,760 by 20,000 square feet (SF), for a total office space use of 26,760 SF, and use the 20,000
square feet for Phase II parking (based on 350 SF per parking space). Adjustments to the square footage office space conversion to parking can be made provided
the parking demand and/or code requirements balance. Any modifications to the structure would comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.

TRA-5: Prior to implementation of Phase II, replace a portion of the passive recreational area of the Wetlands Park with an additional off-street surface parking
lot to provide the required parking spaces. The estimate surface area of park reduction and parking lot area increase is approximately 0.85 acres (based on 350
square feet per parking space).

TRA-6: During operation of Phase II of the Wetlands Park, provide trip reduction incentives to encourage ride sharing, transit usage, and other trip and parking
reductions.

Conclusion:

The rehabilitation of Building 71 includes uses that are not dissimilar from the uses assessed in the certified EIR. As such, it does not involve changes that would
cause new significant impacts or more severe impacts. Local conditions have slightly changed, for the presence of the new South LA Wetlands Park in the
immediate vicinity of the building, but no new or more severe impacts are expected and no new information requiring new analysis or verification are needed.
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BOARD REPORT NO.17-142

DATE June 07, 2017 C.D. 15

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS

SUBJECT:  ANDERSON MEMORIAL SENIOR CITIZEN CENTER — MURAL INSTALLATION:
CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT (CEQA) PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Iil, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(1)
OF THE CITY CEQA GUIDELINES (MODIFICATIONS OF AN EXISTING PARK
FACILITY WITH NO EXPANSION OF USE)

AP Diaz V. Israel

7@»‘ R Barajas _CAD N. Williams

H. Fujita

7, Aleet

General Manager

Approved Disapproved Withdrawn

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve the installation of a mural at Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Center:

2. Find the subject project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and direct RAP’s staff to file a Notice of Exemption; and,

3. Authorize the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) to issue the appropriate
Right-of-Entry permit.

SUMMARY

Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Center is a 1.62-acre facility located at 828 South Mesa Street
in the San Pedro community. Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Center features an auditorium,
basketball courts, barbeque pits, children’s play area and picnic tables. This facility serves the
surrounding community by providing a variety of senior activities including bingo, exercise
classes, painting classes, sewing classes, and offers a senior lunch program.

RAP has received a request from Alliance Alice M. Baxter High School Junior State of America
Club to install a mural at Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Center as a community service project
(Project). The proposed mural consists of a variety of flowers with one large flower in the center
containing the following quote, “Every person is a different kind of flower and together we make
a beautiful garden.” A conceptual rendering is attached to this.Report as Exhibit A.
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The mural will be installed by the students in the club under the direction of student leader, Mr.
Leonardo Soto. Mr. Soto has agreed to be the responsible party for the maintenance of the mural
for a term of three years. The mural will include an anti-graffiti coating. The students proposing
the Project, Mr. Soto and Councilmember Joe Buscaino’s Office, Fifteenth Council District (CD
15), are all in agreement that RAP maintains the right to remove the mural at any time should it
not be maintained to RAP standards. Mr. Soto, as representative of the Junior State of America
Club at Baxter High School, has signed the standard Waiver of Proprietary Rights for Artwork
Placed upon City Property.

The idea for this mural was first presented to the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council in
an application for a Neighborhood Purpose Grant. The grant application is attached to this Report
as Exhibit B. The Neighborhood Council expressed support for the Project proposal and awarded
the grant. The Project was then presented to the Anderson Memorial Senior Citizen Center Park
Advisory Board (PAB) on two separate occasions. At the first meeting, the PAB expressed
support for the Project but had concern regarding the location of the mural installation. The Project
was reconsidered on March 22, 2017, and the PAB has recommended that the mural be approved
for installation on the patio wall (Exhibit A).

This mural proposal was presented to the Facility Repair and Maintenance Commission Task
Force on April 19, 2017, at which time the Project was given conceptual approval.

CD 15 and RAP Metro Region management and staff support this Project at Anderson Memorial
Senior Citizen Center.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The proposed Project consists in alterations to an existing facility involving minor construction,
which would cause negligible or no expansion of use. Therefore, Staff recommends that the Board
determine that the proposed Project is exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article I, Section 1, Class 1(1) of the City CEQA Guidelines and
that a Notice of Exemption be filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

There will be minimal fiscal impact to RAP as the cost of the mural installation is being funded by
the grant awarded by the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council and maintenance of the
mural will be the responsibility of the project applicant. RAP will be responsible only for removal
of the mural if not maintained or at the end of its lifespan.

This Report was prepared by Melinda Gejer, City Planning Associate, Planning, Maintenance and
Construction Branch.
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

1) Exhibit A — Conceptual rendering of mural and location of mural installation

2) Exhibit B — Grant application from Baxter High School Junior State of America Club to the
Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council



Exhibit A

Conceptual Rendering of Mural for Anderson Memorial SCC

Proposed Location for Mural at Anderson Memorial SCC




Exhibit B

Faculty Sponsor
Taryn Richardson email: trichardson@laalliance.org

phone: 949-632-2973

Junior Statesmen of America (JSA Club Leaders)

Leonardo Soto email: leonardos40893@students.laalliance.org
phone: 310-436-5031

Rosaline Palmerin email: rosalinep40884@students.laalliance.org
phone:310-363-1521

Leilani Mendoza email: lailanim40878@students.laalliance.org
phone: 310-995-3698

School Address: 461 West 9th Street San Pedro, CA 90731

To: Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council:

We are writing to inform you of our interest in the grant being offered for youth
based projects. Our team comes from Alliance Alice M. Baxter High School, which is a
new school halfway through it's second year. This would be a great opportunity for us to
be more widely known and help the community that has so warmly welcomed us. Our
school also promotes the students to participate in and help the community. This first
project would inspire others in our school to also engage in projects to help better the
community. This project would be the first of many to come from Baxter High School.

We plan on using this grant to beautify our neighborhood with a public mural.
This park is located very close to our school. Students from the school often walk by on
their way to and from school. A positive environment, even going home from school, is
important. If the surrounding area isn’t the best it could be, it should be our responsibility
to make it as good as we can for the benefit of the students and neighborhood. This
mural would benefit the community, because the people of San Pedro have gone
through many hardships and it is always nice to see a little inspiration. It will bring color
to an otherwise dull area and best of all bring hope to the people. It will inspire children
and adults to come to the park more often. It's important for people to go the park,
because it is a part of the community. A park is where people come together to make
fun family memories. It is important to bring back that family feeling. The park is
currently in a state which is not welcoming for families. We hope that this project will
encourage others to take care of the park as well as the community surrounding it.

The mural would be on a wall in Anderson Memorial Park. We have contacted
the park officials and they were enthusiastic about the plan. We told them it was a



possibility, and although the paperwork to make it official isn’t complete yet, they were
giving us the okay. The painting will be of a garden of flowers with the sunshine pouring
over them. There would be a quote right in the middle. The quote that best resonates
with our entire team is, “Every person is a different kind of flower and all together make
this world a beautiful garden.” It brings a bond to the community and reminds us that we
are living in unity. Every person in San Pedro is kind of doing their own thing. This quote
will help them come back together as one, even if it's just for one morning/afternoon.
We are currently in the process of establishing a plan with a local artist here in San
Pedro. We hope that he will help us further develop our design.

The team who is in charge of creating the mural are ranging from 14-16 years of
age (9th and 10th grade students). We are a group of twelve students and plan on
recruiting even more students to help if we get the grant. We believe that this project will
last about a week or two.

This is the breakdown of the total cost of material needed:

Name of item Price Quantity Total
Needed

Gidden Premium $25 20 gallons $500
Paint

Blue Poly Tarp $10 2 tarps $20
3 inch Paintbrush $2 15 brushes $30
2 inch Paintbrush $2 10 brushes $20
1 inch Paintbrush $2 5 brushes $10
Paint Tray $4 10 trays $40
Wagner 9 inch $28 5 rollers $140
Smart Roller

Total $760

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,

Students at Baxter High School
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DATE

June 07, 2017 C.D. 3

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS

SUBJECT:

AP Diaz

WOODLAND HILLS RECREATION CENTER - BALL FIELD IMPROVEMENTS
(PRJ20933) PROJECT - MODIFICATION OF SCOPE; ACCEPTANCE OF
VARIOUS COMPLETED PROJECTS (PRJ20084, PRJ20215, PRJ20359,
PRJ20748, PRJ20661, PRJ20616, PRJ20086, PRJ1367A, PRJ20630,
PRJ20322, PRJ20620); REALLOCATION OF UNEXPENDED QUIMBY FUNDS;
CATEGORICALLY EXEMPT FROM THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT PURSUANT TO ARTICLE Ill, SECTION 1, CLASS 1(3)
[MAINTENANCE OF EXISTING PARKING LOTS AND PEDESTRIAN TRAILS]
(12) [OUTDOOR LIGHTING] AND CLASS 4(3) [NEW LANDSCAPING] OF CITY
CEQA GUIDELINES

V. Israel

76,,.* R Barajas (2D N. Williams
: H. Fujita

Approved

77, Qleec

General Manager

Disapproved Withdrawn

RECOMMENDATIONS

I

Approve the scope of the Woodland Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements

(PRJ20933) Project, as described in the Summary of this Report;

Take the following action regarding John Quimby Park - Play Area Renovation

(PRJ20084) Project;

A

Accept the work performed for the John Quimby Park - Play Area Renovation
(PRJ20084) Project, constructed by the Department of Recreation and Parks
(RAP) staff and/or as-needed pre-qualified on-call vendors;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Eleven Thousand
Nine Hundred Fifty-Two Dollars and Thirty-Five Cents ($11,952.35) from the
John Quimby Park - Play Area Renovation (PRJ20084) Project to the Woodland
Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Eleven Thousand Nine
Hundred Fifty-Two Dollars and Thirty-Five Cents ($11,952.35) in Quimby Fees
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from the John Quimby Park Account No. 89460K-HB to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH:

Take the following action regarding John Quimby Park — Outdoor Park Improvements
(PRJ20215) Project;

A

Accept the work performed for the John Quimby Park - Outdoor Park
Improvements (PRJ20215) Project, constructed by the RAP staff and/or as-
needed pre-qualified on-call vendors;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to realiocate Twenty Thousand
Six Hundred Sixty-Four Dollars ($20,664.00) from the John Quimby Park —
Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ2021 5) Project to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project:

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Twenty Thousand Six
Hundred Sixty-Four Dollars ($20,664.00) in Quimby Fees from the John Quimby
Park Account No. 89460K-HB to the Woodland Hills Recreation Center Account
No. 89460K-WH;

Take the following action regarding Lanark Park - Park Renovation (PRJ20359) Project;

A.

Accept the work performed for the Lanark Park - Park Renovation (PRJ20359)
Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed pre-qualified on-call vendors;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Four Thousand
Seven Hundred Five Dollars and Twenty-Seven Cents ($4,705.27) from the
Lanark Park - Park Renovation (PRJ20359) Project to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project:

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Four Thousand Seven
Hundred Five Dollars and Twenty-Seven Cents ($4,705.27) in Quimby Fees
from the Lanark Park Account No. 89460K-LA to the Woodland Hills Recreation
Center Account No. 89460K-WH:;

Take the following action regarding Lanark Park — Skate Park (PRJ20748) Project:

A

Accept the work performed for the Lanark Park — Skate Park (PRJ20748)
Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed pre-qualified on-call vendors:;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Twenty Thousand
Four Hundred Eight Dollars and Seventy-Five Cents ($20,408.75) from the
Lanark Park — Skate Park (PRJ20748) Project to the Woodland Hills Recreation
Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;
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Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Twenty Thousand
Four Hundred Eight Dollars and Seventy-Five Cents ($20,408.75) in Quimby
Fees from the Lanark Park Account No. 89460K-LA to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH:;

Take the following action regarding Reseda Park — Play Area Renovation (PRJ20661)
Project;

A

Accept the work performed for the Reseda Park — Play Area Renovation
(PRJ20661) Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed pre-qualified on-
call vendors;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Thirty Four
Thousand Nine Hundred Forty-Four Dollars and Twenty-Two Cents ($34,944.22)
from the Reseda Park — Play Area Renovation (PRJ20661) Project to the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Thirty Four Thousand
Nine Hundred Forty-Four Dollars and Twenty-Two Cents ($34,944.22) in Quimby
Fees from the Reseda Park Account No. 89460K-RE to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH:;

Take the following action regarding Reseda Park — Pool Improvements (PRJ20616)
Project;

A

Accept the work performed for the Reseda Park — Pool Improvements
(PRJ20616) Project, constructed by the RAP staff and/or as-needed pre-qualified
on-call vendors;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Seven Thousand
Three Hundred Twenty-Nine Dollars and Fifty-Four Cents ($7,329.54) from the
Reseda Park — Pool Improvements (PRJ20616) Project to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Seven Thousand
Three Hundred Twenty-Nine Dollars and Fifty-Four Cents ($7,329.54) in Quimby
Fees from the Reseda Park Account No. 89460K-RE to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH:;

Take the following action regarding Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements
(PRJ20086) Project;

A

Accept the work performed for the. Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park
Improvements (PRJ20086) Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed
pre-qualified on-call vendors;
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Authorize the’ RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate One Hundred
Eighty-Five Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Six Dollars and Twenty-Seven
Cents ($185,926.27) from the Serrania Avenue Park - Outdoor Park
Improvements (PRJ20086) Project to the Woodland Hills Recreation Center -
Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project:

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer One Hundred
Eighty-Five Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Six Dollars and Twenty-Seven
Cents ($185,926.27) in Quimby Fees from the Serrania Avenue Park Account
No. 89460K-CD to the Woodland Hills Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-
WH;

Take the following action regarding Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements
(PRJ1367A) Project;

A.

Accept the work performed for the Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park
Improvements (PRJ1367A) Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed
pre-qualified on-call vendors'

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Three Thousand
Nine Hundred Forty-Six Dollars and Seventy Four Cents ($3,946.74) from the
Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ1367A) Project to the
Woodiand Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Three Thousand Nine
Hundred Forty Six Dollars and Seventy Four Cents ($3,946.74) in Quimby Fees
from the Serrania Avenue Park Account No. 89460K-CD to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH:

Take the following action regarding Tarzana Recreation Center — Building Improvement
(PRJ20630) Project;

A

Accept the work performed for the Tarzana Recreation Center — Building
Improvement (PRJ20630) Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed
pre-qualified on-call vendors;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Thirteen Thousand
Seven Hundred Eighty-Five Dollars and Thirty-Seven Cents ($13,785.37) from
the Tarzana Recreation Center — Building Improvement (PRJ20630) Project to
the Woodland Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933)
Project;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Thirteen Thousand
Seven Hundred Eighty-Five Dollars and Thirty-Seven Cents ($13,785.37) in
Quimby Fees from the Tarzana Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-TB to
the Woodland Hills Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH;
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Take the following action regarding Winnetka Recreation Center — Outdoor Park
Improvements (PRJ20322) Project;

A. Accept the work performed for the Winnetka Recreation Center — Qutdoor Park
Improvements (PRJ20322) Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed
pre-qualified on-call vendors;

B. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Sixty-Four
Thousand Eight Hundred Seventy Two Dollars ($64,490.34) from the Winnetka
Recreation Center — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20322) Project to the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;

C. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Sixty-Four Thousand
Eight Hundred Seventy Two Dollars ($64,490.34) in Quimby Fees from the
Winnetka Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WF to the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH:

Take the following action regarding Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Pool
Improvements (PRJ20620) Project;

A. Accept the work performed for the Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Pool
Improvements (PRJ20620) Project, constructed by RAP staff and/or as-needed
pre-quaiified on-call vendors;

B. Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to reallocate Seven Thousand
Three Hundred Twenty-Nine Dollars and Fifty Four Cents ($7,329.54) from the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center ~ Pool Improvements (PRJ20620) Project to
the Woodland Hills Recreation Center - Ball .Field Improvements (PRJ20933)
Project;

Authorize the RAP Chief Accounting Employee to transfer Five Hundred Fifty Thousand
Five Hundred Fourteen Dollars ($550,514.00) in Quimby Fees from the Quimby Fees
Account No. 89460K-00 to the Woodland Hills Recreation Center Account
No. 89460K-WH;

Approve the allocation of Nine Hundred Nine Hundred Twenty-Five Thousand Nine
Hundred Ninty-Six Dollars and Thirty-Nine Cents ($925,996.39) in Quimby Fees from
Woodland Hills Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH for the Woodland Hills
Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project;

Find that the proposed Woodland Hills Recreation Center - Ball Field Improvements
(PRJ20933) Project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), and direct staff to file a Notice of Exemption;
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16. 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,

17. - Authorize the RAP’s Chief Accounting Employee to make technical corrections as
necessary to carry out the intent of this Report.

SUMMARY

Woodland Hills Recreation Center is located at 5858 Shoup Avenue in the Woodland Hills
community of the City. This 18.76 acre facility includes a recreation center, tennis and
basketball courts, multipurpose fields, and a swimming pool. Approximately 2,583 City residents
live within a one-half (1/2) mile walking distance of Woodland Hills Recreation Center. Due to
the facilities, features, programs, and services it provides, Woodland Hills Recreation Center
meets the standard for a Community Park, as defined in the City's Public Recreation Plan

PROJECT SCOPE

On February 3, 2016, the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners (Board) approved the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project (Report
No. 16-037). The scope of the approved project included ball field improvements and fencing
improvements.

RAP staff had determined that additional improvements, including the installation of additional
sports field lighting, renovation of an existing parking lot, and landscaping, irrigation, and
walkway improvements, will be necessary for the completion of the project. RAP staff
recommends that the scope of project be modified to include these additional improvements and
that supplemental funding be allocated to the project.

PROJECT FUNDING

The Board has previously approved the allocation of a total of One Hundred Three Thousand
Nine Hundred Thirty-Two Dollars and Forty-Six Cents ($103,932.46) in Quimby Fees for the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project (Report
No. 16-037).

The following park capital improvement projects are complete and can be accepted by the
Board and, as necessary, closed out by Staff. These projects have unexpended Quimby
funding that is available for reallocation to the Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field
Improvements (PRJ20933) Project:

John Quimby Park - Play Area Renovation (PRJ20084) Project

John Quimby Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20215) Project
Lanark Park - Park Renovation (PRJ20359) Project

Lanark Park — Skate Park (PRJ20748) Project

Reseda Park — Play Area Renovation (PRJ20661) Project



BOARD REPORT

PG.7 NO. 17-143

Reseda Park — Pool Improvements (PRJ20616) Project

Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20086) Project
Serrania Avenue Park — Outdoor Park Improvements (PRJ1367A) Project
Tarzana Recreation Center — Building Improvement (PRJ20630) Project
Winnetka Recreation Center — Qutdoor Park Improvements (PRJ20322) Project
Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Pool Improvements (PRJ20620) Project

The following amounts of Quimby Fees can be transferred from various Quimby Fee accounts
to the Woodland Hills Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WH and allocated to the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project:

Eleven Thousand Nine Hundred Fifty-Two Dollars and Thirty-Five Cents ($11,952.35) in
Quimby Fees from the John Quimby Park Account No. 89460K-HB

Twenty Thousand Six Hundred Sixty-Four Dollars ($20,664.00) in Quimby Fees from the
John Quimby Park Account No. 89460K-HB

Four Thousand Seven Hundred Five Dollars and Twenty-Seven Cents ($4,705.27) in
Quimby Fees from the Lanark Park Account No. 89460K-LA

Twenty Thousand Four Hundred Eight Dollars and Seventy-Five Cents ($20,408.75) in
Quimby Fees from the Lanark Park Account No. 89460K-LA

Thirty-Four Thousand Nine Hundred Forty-Four Dollars and Twenty-Two Cents
($34,944.22) in Quimby Fees from the Reseda Park Account No. 89460K-RE

Seven Thousand Three Hundred Twenty-Nine Dollars and Fifty-Four Cents ($7,329.54)
in Quimby Fees from the Reseda Park Account No. 89460K-RE =

One Hundred Eighty-Five Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Six Dollars and
Twenty-Seven Cents ($185,926.27) in Quimby Fees from the Serrania Avenue Park
Account No. 89460K-CD

Three Thousand Nine Hundred Forty-Six Dollars and Seventy-Four Cents ($3,946.74) in
Quimby Fees from the Serrania Avenue Park Account No. 89460K-CD

Thirteen Thousand Seven Hundred Eighty-Five Dollars and Thirty-Seven Cents
($13,785.37) in Quimby Fees from the Tarzana Recreation Center Account
No. 89460K-TB

Sixty-Four Thousand Four Hundred Ninety Dollars and Thirty-Four Cents ($64,490.34) in
Quimby Fees from the Winnetka Recreation Center Account No. 89460K-WF

Five Hundred Fifty Thousand Five Hundred Fourteen Dollars ($550,514.00) in Quimby
Fees from the Quimby Fees Account No. 89460K-00

The total funding available for the Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field Improvements
(PRJ20933) Project, including previously allocated Quimby Fees, would be One Million
Twenty-Nine Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Eight Dollars and Eighty-Five Cents
($1,029,928.85).

The Quimby Fees were collected within five (5) miles of Woodland Hills Recreation Center,
which is the standard distance for the allocation of the Quimby Fees to community recreational
facilities pursuant to LLos Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.33 E.3.



BOARD REPORT

PG.8  NO._-17-143

FUNDING SOURCE MATRIX

Source Fund/Dept/Acct Amount Percentage
Quimby Fees 302/89/89460K-WH $1,029,928.85 100%
Total $1,029,928.85 100%
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION

Staff has determined that sufficient funding has been identified for the construction of the
Woodland Hills Recreation Center — Ball Field Improvements (PRJ20933) Project.

Construction of this project is currently anticipated to begin in June 2017.

TREES AND SHADE

The approval of this project will have no impact on existing trees or shade at Woodland Hills
Recreation Center, and no new trees or new shade are proposed to be added to Woodland Hills
Recreation Center as a part of this project.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The proposed project is a continuation of an existing project exempted from CEQA [Class 1
(1, 4)] February 3, 2016 (Report No. 16-037). However, substantial modifications to the original
scope of work requires a new CEQA determination. The proposed modifications consist of the
repair and maintenance of existing parking lots and pedestrian trails and the installation of new
exterior lighting. They also include new landscape and irrigation. As such, RAP staff
recommends that the Board determines that the proposed project is exempt from the provisions
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article Ill, Section 1, Class 1(3)
(12) and Class 3(4) of City CEQA Guidelines. A Notice of Exemption will be filed with the Los
Angeles County Clerk upon approval of by the Board.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The approval of this allocation of Quimby Fees will have no fiscal impact on RAP’s General
Fund.

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 services.

This Report was prepared by Darryl Ford, Senior Management Analyst |, Planning. Maintenance
and Construction Branch, Department of Recreation and Parks.
















RESOLUTION NO.

WHEREAS, it has been proposed to build the Lucas Museum of Narrative Art (Museum) at
Exposition Park in Los Angeles on 6™ District Agricultural Association (State) property and City
of Los Angeles property under the jurisdiction of the City of Los Angeles Department of
Recreation and Parks (City); and

WHEREAS, the City property is located on Leighton Avenue across the street from the City's
EXPO Center and identified by Assessor's Parcel Nos. 5037-027-924 and 925 plus a small
sliver of land not currently in use, which is no wider than a sidewalk and juts directly out from the
Leighton Street parcels north along Vermont Avenue (City Land); and

WHEREAS, subject Leighton parcels measure approximately 19,800 square feet or 0.45 acres
and are currently used for parking and subject adjoining lands is not currently in use; and

WHEREAS, the Museum’s design for the City Land proposes a landscaped open space that will
be open to the public, as well as a public tri-level subterranean parking garage, which will be
operated by the State; and

WHEREAS, the State and the City have agreed upon the terms and conditions of a fifty (50)
year lease for the use of the City Land for the Museum project; and

WHEREAS, on March 16, 2016, the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners (Board)
approved the Ground Lease between the State and City for the use of three (3) acres of State
land for the City’s Athletic Field and shared parking through Report No. 16-062; and

WHEREAS, the Museum’s design proposes elements to be located .on State and City property
that are currently used for the City's Athletic Field and shared parking; and

WHEREAS, the State and City have agreed to relocate the City’s playfield onto other State
owned property and alternative shared parking arrangements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners
approves the proposed Lease Agreement between the State and the City for the use of the
Leighton Avenue parcels for a fifty (50) year term from the effective date of the lease; and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners finds that
the public tri-level subterranean parking garage to be constructed will not result in material
detriment to the purpose for which the land was dedicated or set aside by the City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners approves
the proposed First Amendment to the Ground Lease Agreement between the State and the City
for the Athletic Field and Shared Parking; and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Attorney’s Office shall be authorized to make
material and technical changes as needed to the proposed Lease Agreement and First
Amendment to the Ground Lease, so long as the primary terms and conditions remain as
described in Board Report No.



| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted
by the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles at its Meeting
held on , 20__ (Report No. )

Armando X. Bencomo, Secretary

Resolution No.




EXHIBIT A

Stantec

Lucas Museum of Narrative Art
at Exposition Park

PRELIMINARY
NOT FOR

| .ﬁ\:‘?‘ &aﬁl‘a}% _- : Z . _ ) o - U 0 ‘ ~ o : ' e ., CONSTRUCTION
F-RTNY i = e




LMNA - LA AREA SUMMARY

SCLIDE ST EXCELA TN,
T

1oL oS Ak wiksou T PARINGLOTE CALCULED
O AR U RIS

LMNA - SOUTH
GARAGE - AREA

i
—

Vi -0 172 300}

frotas wom nasesnr 1440

e

Bogeton Aer

5 Verruied

§ Normandie Ave
emant Ave

Wt 5t

# Figuerss 5t

DESIGN ARCHITECT.
|M_m ARCHITECTS

BANCIAC NANXIANG, BEIXINGIAD,

+ B6 10 64026632

415.403-3000

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS

40 WALL STREET, FLOOR 23
NEW YORK, NY 10005

LERA CONSULTING STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS.

SHEET INPEI

G000 [coveR

G001 _FWD.ILC[ INFORMATION
(G002 5iTE PHOTOS

G003 | RENDERINGS

4100 SITE PFLANS

[A101  MUSEUM FLOOR PLANS

[A102  MUSEUM FLOOR PLANS

[A103  MUSEUM FLOOR PLANS

[A104  MUSEUM FLOOR PLANS

[A105  SOUTH GARAGE FLOOR PLANS
AZ01  ELEVATIONS
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PROJECT LOCATION AND SITE CHARACTERISTICS
THE PROPOSED LUCAS MUSEUM OF NARRATIVE ART [LMNA] WOULD BE DEVELOPED ON OME SITE AT EXPOSITION PARK IN LOS ANGELES AND
WOULD INCLUDE: 1] AN UP TG APPROXIMATELY £00.000-3GUARE-FOOT BUILDING WITH GALLERY, THEATER, EDUCATION, OFFICES, AMD
RESTAURANT FUNCTICHNS: 2) THE REMOVAL OF TWO EXISTING PARKING LOTS THAT EXTEND FROM VERMONT AVENUE TO BILL ROBERTSON LANE
BETWEEN EXPOSMION BOULEVARD AND MARTIN LUTHER KING JR BOULEVARD: 3| THE REMOVAL AND RELOCATION OF AN EXISTING SOCCER
FIELD AND ASSOCIATED OUTBUILDINGS: 4) UP TO TWO LEVELS OF PARKING BELOW THE MUSEUM: AND 5| A SEPARATE BELOW GROLUND
PARKING STRUCTURE WITH UP TO THREE LEVELS OF PARKING LOCATED SOUTH OF THE MUSEUM BUILDING.

LMNA BUILDING SITE

THE LMNA SITE IS BORDERED ROUGHLY BY LEGHTON AVENUE ON THE SOUTH; VERMONT AVENUE ON THE WEST; BILL ROBERTSON LANE OM THE
EAST; AND JESSE BREWER JR PARK TO THE NORTH. WEST 39TH STREET BISECTS THROUGH THE MIDDLE OF THE SITE. THE SITE GRADE IS TO BE
DETERMINED AND WILL CREATE SMOOTH TRANSITIONS FROM SURRCUNDING ROADS AND SIDEWALKS. THE LMNA SITE WAS FORMERLY
COMPOSED OF 44 LOT PARCELS, ALLEYS, AND CONNECTIMG STREETS, THE PARCELS WERE COMBIMNED INTO 2 PARKING  LOTS:

PARKING LOT 2. THE LOT OCCUPIES THE SCUTHERN PORTION OF THE SITE AND HAS A NET AREA OF 385,183 SQUARE FEET (8.4 ACRES)
AMD A GROSS AREA OF 375,624 SQUARE FEET (8.8 ACRES). IT CONTAINS 814 SURFACE PARKING STALLS ON BLACK ASPHALT, WHICH INCLUDES
18 ADA PARKING STALLS. THERE ARE 3 GATES ALONG BILL ROBERTSON LAME. THERE ARE 2 ELECTRIC POLS IM THE CENTER OF THE LOT. THERE
ARE LIGHT POSTS IN A ROW AT THE CENTER AND EAST EDGE OF THE LOT. THE PARKING LOT 15 BOUNDED BY A BLACK OMN THE WEST SIDE AND A
GRAY CHAIN LINK FENCE ON THE REMAINING SIDES.

PARKING LOT 3. THE LOT QCCUPIES THE NORTHERN PORTION OF THE SITE AND HAS A NET AREA OF 124,214 SGUARE FEET (2.8 ACRES)
AMD A GRO3S AREA OF 148,768 SQUARE FEET (3,4 ACRES). IT CONTAINS 481 SURFACE PARKIMG STALLS ON BLACK ASPHALT, WHICH INCLUDES
? ADA PARKING STALLS. THERE ARE TWO GATES ALONG BILL ROBERTSOMN LAME, THERE ARE A ROW OF ELECTRIC POLES IN THE CENTER OF THE
LOT (4 TOTAL). THERE ARE LIGHT POSTS IN A ROW AT THE CENTER AND EAST EDGE OF THE LOT. THE PARKING LOT IS BOUNDED 8Y A BLACK
METAL GATE ON ALL 4 SIDES.

BACKGROUND

THE LMNA SITE WILL BE A FOCAL POINT AND CIVIC GATHERING SPACE FOR THE EXPOSITION PARK. PROVIDING PUBLIC PROGRAM FOR THE
COMMUNITY AND INTERACTIVE LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS. AS PARTOF A NETWORK OF PROXIMAL OPEN SPACES, THE LMMA SITE SHARES VISUAL
AND FURCTIOMAL COMNECTIONS WITH THE MATURAL HISTORY MUSEUM TO THE HORTHEAST, MUSEUM PARK TO THE EAST, AND THE LOS
AMNGELES MEMORIAL COLISEUM TO THE EAST. FROM THE PUBLIC ROOF GARDEN, VIEITORS CAN EXPERIENCE PANORAMIC VIEWS OF THE
SURROUNDING EXPOSITION PARK AND USC CAMPUS, DOWNTOWN LOS ANGELES. AND SURROUNDING MOUNTAINS BEYOND. GIVEN THE SITES
CUMATE AND SUN EXPOSURE, THE DESIGH APPROACH USES CANOPIES AND LARGE OVERHAMNGS TO CREATE OUTDOOR SHADED PUBLIC
AREAS. LIKEWISE THE SITES SURROUNDING LANDSCAPE INTEGRATION, STREET DESIGH, AND EXISTING CONDITIONS PRESENT DISTINCT
CONTROLS FOR SITE DEVELOPRMENT.

DESIGH CONCEPT

THE LUCAS MUSEUM OF HARRATIVE ART IN LOS ANGELES EXPLORES THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NATURE AND THE URBAN ENVIRONMENT, THE
IHSTTUTION'S PROGRAM CONSIETS OF THREE COMPONENTS: A MUSEUM, AN EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, AND CINEMA THEATERS THAT
ENHANCE THE THEME OF MARRATIVE ART OF WHICH THE MUSEUM IS MAMED, THE MUSEUM DESIGH STREMNGTHENS THE PURPOSE OF THE LA
EXPOSMON PARK AS A CENTER OF EDUCATION. CULTURE AND INSPIRATION FOR LA RESIDENTS. THE STUDENTS OF THE NEIGHBORING USC
CAMPUS AND BEYOND.

THE MUSEUM DESIGN FOR EXPOSINION PARK RESFONDS TO THE CLIMATIC EMVIRONMENT OF THE SITE BY ELEVATING THE MUSEUM GALLERY,
WHICH CREATES A CAMNOPY THAT FLOATS LKE A CLOUD AND SHADES THE PUBLIC PARK BELOW. ARCHING OVER W 39TH STREET. THE LUCAS
MUSEUM OF NARRATIVE ART CREATES AN ICONIC GATEWAY, FRAMING THE NEIGHBORING MUSEUM CAMPUS INCLUDING THE HATURAL
HISTORY MUSEUM, THE CALIFORMIA SCIENCE CENTER AND THE LOS ANGELES MEMORIAL COLISEUM. UNDULATING LIKE A CLOUD. THE BUILDING
FLOATS OVER A RICH LANDSCAPE WITH A VARIETY OF PUBLIC SPACES FACILITATING NATURAL SOCIAL INTERACTION, RECREATION, AND PUBLIC
EVENTS.

THE EXTERIOR BUILDING SURFACE IS SMOOTH AND ORGANIC, REFLECTING THE SURROUNDING NEIGHBORHOODS AND LANDSCAPE. GUESTS
TO THE MUSEUM, RESIDENTS OF SURROUNDING NEIGHBORHOODS, AS WELL AS THE PUBLIC, WILL BE REFLECTED IN THE METAL FACADE,
HIGHUGHTING A SURREAL AND DYNAMIC EXPERIENCE. A FEATURE ELEVATOR ASCENDS FROM THE TRANSPARENT GLASS MUSEUM LOBBY
BEGINNING A JOURNEY THROUGH THE SCULPTURAL SPACE. DISTORTED REFLECTIONS FOLLOW GLESTS CINEMATICALLY AS THEY TRANSTION
FROM REALITY INTO THE FANTASTIC WORLD OF NARRATIVE ART,

THE VISITORS' MOVEMENTS THROUGH THE GALLERIES ARE CHOREOGRAPHED BY A PATH THAT EFFORTLESSLY LOOPS ARQUND THE “FLOATING
CLOUD™. CONTINUING THROUGH A VARIETY OF EXHIEITION SPACES. WITHIN THE GALLERY CLOUD, SELECTED VIEWS TO THE SURROUNDING
PARK LANDSCAPES BECOME HIGHUGHTS. CELEBRATING THE CONMECTION TO NATURE. THE ROOF LANDSCAPE IS DESIGMED AS A
TOPOGRAPHICAL FLOATING PARK, WITH PATHS AND TERRACES MEANDERING THROUGH THE GREENERY AND SHADING TREES. THE FLOATING
LANCSCAFE BLENDS INTO THE URBAN SCENERY OF LOS ANGELES AND THE VIEWS REACH FROM THE HOLLYWOOD HILLS TO THE SKYLINE OF LA
DOWNTOWN AND THE HORIZON WHERE THE SKY MEETS THE OCEAM.

THE MUSEUM EXPERIENCE GOES BEYOND THE DISPLAYED ART COLLECTIONS. THE SCULPTURAL SPACES OF THE ICONIC BUILDING WITH NATURAL
ELEMENTS WOVEN THROUGHOUT BECOME PART OF THE EXHIBITION. DESIGNED AS A NEW LANDMARK FOR THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, THE
LUCAS MUSEUM OF NARRATIVE ART ESTABLISHES A DIALOGUE WITH THE METROPOUTAN ENVIRONMENT AND CELEBRATES PUBLIC LIFE ALONG
EXPOSITION PARK, AS WELL AS THE NATURAL AND URBAN BEAUTY OF THE CITY.

PROGRAM AND ACTIVITIES

THE LANDSCAPE AREAS SURROUNDING THE BUILDING HAVE GREAT POTENTIAL FOR ANY NUMBER OF EVENTS AND ACTIVITIES, THOUGH IT IS NOT
HEAVILY PROGRAMMED WITH FINED ELEMENTS, THIS APPROACH ALLOWS THE PARK TO HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO CONTINUE T3 ROLE AS A
COMMURITY GATHERING PLACE, THE PUBLIC PROGRAM WITHIN THE BUILDIMG SPILLS OUT INTC: THE LANDSCAPE AREAS TO ACTIVATE THE
SPACES AND CREATE A STRONG CONNECTION BETWEEN EXTERIOR AND INTERIOR SPACES.

ACCESS AND CIRCULATION

THE SITE'S DESIGN ACCOMMODATES CIRCULATION AROUND THE BUILDING AND COMNECTS 10 THE SURROUNDING PATHS AND STREETS.
BORDERED ON ALL SIDES BY MULTIFMODAL CIRCULATION SYSTEMS, THE LAMNA, SITE IS EASILY ACCESSIBLE FROM THE GREATER LOS ANGELES
AREA FROM FREEWAY 110 AT BOTH EXPOSITION BOULEVARD AND MARTIM LUTHER KING JR BOULEVARD. LA METRO LIGHT RAIL EXPO/VERMONT
STATION 15 LOCATED TO THE NORTHWEST AND WITHIN A 5 MINUTE WALK TO THE SITE. CIRCULATION WITHIN THE MUSEUM IS INTENTIONALLY
OPEN AND FLEXIBLE. VISITORS WITH DISABILITIES ARE WELCOMED TO THE MUSEUM WITH SIMILAR PATH ROUTES AND ADA COMPLIANT SLOPES,

STORMWATER

WATER FROM THE MUSEUM'S FACADE CAN BE COLLECTED AND STORED ONSITE OR ADJACENT TO THE SITE. POROUS SURFACES - INCLUDING
DECOMPOSED GRANITE, CONCRETE UNIT PAVERS, AND TURF - COVER MOST OF THE LANDSCAPED PORTIONS OF THE SITE. WHICH CAN ALSO
BE COLLECTED AND STORED.

WIND

THE MUSEUM'S MAIN ENTRANCES ARE PROTECTED FROM THE WIND BY ARCHITECTURE AND LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS. THE LANDSCAPE DESIGN
AROUND THE BUILDING IS DESIGNED 10 DEFLECT AND MITIGATE WIND, AND CREATE A WELL-PROTECTED SPACE FOR EVENTS, GATHERING, AND
PASSIVE RECREATION.

SOLAR ACCESS

THE EFFECT OF THE LMMA BUILDING ON THE ADJACENT BUILDINGS AND LANDSCAPE AREAS NEEDS TO BE FURTHER STUDIED BY A SOLAR
CONSULTANT. A PORTION OF THE MUSEUM'S ROOF WILL BE COVERED IN PHOTOVOLTAIC PANELS I ORDER TO OFFSET THE ELECTRICITY
CONSUMPTION OF THE BUILDING,
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MATTERS PENDING

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

GENERAL MANAGER’S REPORTS:

ORIGINALLY PLACED ON DEEMED
PLACED ON MATTERS WITHDRAWN
BOARD AGENDA PENDING

None

BIDS TO BE RECEIVED:

None

PROPOSALS TO BE RECEIVED:
6/8/17 CON-G17-003 - Golf Management and Reservation System

7/125/17 CON-M17-001 - Vending Machine Concession

QUALIFICATIONS TO BE RECEIVED:

None

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