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Notice of Preparation 









Scoping Meeting 

A scoping meeting will be held to obtain input on the scope of the contents of the EIR, as well as to 
present information on the proposed project design.  This meeting will be held at the following date, time 
and location: 
 
Thursday, June 28, 2018 
6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
 
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex 
Ira C. Massey Child Care Center 
5001 Rodeo Road 
Los Angeles, CA 90016 
 

 
 

Scoping Meeting Location 
 

 
 
 

Parking 
Lot 

Ira C. 
Massey 

Child Care 
Center 
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Comments Received on the Notice of 
Preparation 











STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Cultural and Environmental Department 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
Phone (916) 373-3710 
 

 

 
June 28, 2018 

 
James R. Tebbetts 
City of Los Angeles 
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, MS 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 
Also sent via e-mail: james.tebetts@lacity.org 
 
RE: SCH# 2018061048, Rancho Cienega Celes king III Pool Demolition Project, City of Los Angeles; Los 

Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Mr. Tebbetts: 

 
The Native American Heritage Commission has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the project referenced above.  The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources 
Code § 21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code section 21084.1, states that a project that may cause a 
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a significant 
effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code Regs., tit.14, § 15064.5 (b) (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15064.5 (b)).  If there is substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before a lead agency, 
that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an environmental impact report (EIR) shall be 
prepared.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15064 subd. (a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines § 
15064 (a)(1)).  In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are historical resources with the area of 
project effect (APE). 
 
CEQA was amended significantly in 2014.  Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) 
amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources 
Code § 21074) and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment (Pub. 
Resources Code § 21084.2). Please reference California Natural Resources Agency (2016) “Final Text for tribal 
cultural resources update to Appendix G: Environmental Checklist Form,” 
http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/ab52/Clean-final-AB-52-App-G-text-Submitted.pdf.  Public agencies shall, when 
feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.3 (a)).  AB 52 
applies to any project for which a notice of preparation or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated 
negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015.  If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a 
general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1, 
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18).  Both SB 18 and 
AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements.  If your project is also subject to the federal National 
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. § 800 et seq.) may also apply. 
 
The NAHC recommends lead agencies consult with all California Native American tribes that are traditionally 
and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid 
inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources.  Below is a 
brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC’s recommendations for conducting cultural 
resources assessments.  Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as 
compliance with any other applicable laws. 
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AB 52 
 
AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:  
 
1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:  Within 

fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public 
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or 
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have 
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes: 

a. A brief description of the project. 
b. The lead agency contact information. 
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation.  (Pub. 

Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (d)). 
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on 

the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).  
(Pub. Resources Code § 21073). 

 
2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe’s Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a 

Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report:  A lead agency shall 
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native 
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. 
(Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, 
mitigated negative declaration or environmental impact report. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1(b)). 

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code § 
65352.4 (SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (b)). 

 
3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe:  The following topics of consultation, if a tribe 

requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation: 
a. Alternatives to the project. 
b. Recommended mitigation measures. 
c. Significant effects.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)). 

 
4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation:  The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation: 

a. Type of environmental review necessary. 
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources. 
c. Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources. 
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe 

may recommend to the lead agency.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)). 
 

5. Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process:  With some 
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural 
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be 
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency 
to the public, consistent with Government Code sections 6254 (r) and 6254.10.  Any information submitted by a 
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a 
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in 
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 
(c)(1)). 

 
6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document:  If a project may have a 

significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of 
the following: 

a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource. 
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to 

pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the 
impact on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 (b)). 
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7. Conclusion of Consultation:  Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the 
following occurs: 

a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a 
tribal cultural resource; or 

b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be 
reached.  (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (b)). 
 

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document:  Any 
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code section 
21080.3.2 shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation 
monitoring and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources 
Code section 21082.3, subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable.  (Pub. Resources Code § 
21082.3 (a)). 
 

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation:  If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead 
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no 
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if 
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the 
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3 (b). (Pub. 
Resources Code § 21082.3 (e)). 

 
10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant 

Adverse Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources: 
a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to: 

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context. 
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally 

appropriate protection and management criteria. 
b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values 

and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following: 
i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource. 
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource. 
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource. 

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate 
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places. 

d. Protecting the resource.  (Pub. Resource Code § 21084.3 (b)). 
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a nonfederally recognized 

California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a 
California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold 
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed.  (Civ. Code § 815.3 (c)). 

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts 
shall be repatriated.  (Pub. Resources Code § 5097.991). 
  

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or 
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource:  An environmental 
impact report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be 
adopted unless one of the following occurs: 

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public 
Resources Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code 
section 21080.3.2. 

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed 
to engage in the consultation process. 

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code 
section 21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days.  (Pub. Resources 
Code § 21082.3 (d)). 

This process should be documented in the Cultural Resources section of your environmental document. 
 
The NAHC’s PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52:  Requirements and Best Practices” 
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf 
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SB 18 
 
SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, 
and consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of 
open space. (Gov. Code § 65352.3).  Local governments should consult the Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at: 
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14_05_Updated_Guidelines_922.pdf 
 
Some of SB 18’s provisions include: 
 
1. Tribal Consultation:  If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific 

plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by 
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government 
must consult with the tribe on the plan proposal.  A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification 
to request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe.  (Gov. Code § 
65352.3 (a)(2)). 

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation.  There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal 
consultation. 

3. Confidentiality:  Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research 
pursuant to Gov. Code section 65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information 
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public 
Resources Code sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 that are within the city’s or county’s jurisdiction.  (Gov. Code    
§ 65352.3 (b)). 

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation:  Consultation should be concluded at the point in which: 
a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for 

preservation or mitigation; or 
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that 

mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or 
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 
18). 

 
Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with 
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 
and SB 18.  For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred 
Lands File” searches from the NAHC.  The request forms can be found online at: 
http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/ 
 
NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments 
 
To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, 
preservation in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC 
recommends the following actions: 
 
1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center 

(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search.  The records search will 
determine: 

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources. 
b. If any known cultural resources have been already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE. 
c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE. 
d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present. 

 
2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report 

detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey. 
a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted 

immediately to the planning department.  All information regarding site locations, Native American 
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and 
not be made available for public disclosure. 











 
 
SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL:          July 6, 2018 
James.Tebbetts@lacity.org 
James R. Tebbetts, Environmental Specialist II 
City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 
Bureau of Engineering 
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the  
Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demolition Project 

 
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on the above-mentioned document.  SCAQMD staff�¶�V�� �F�R�P�P�H�Q�W�V�� �D�U�H�� �U�H�F�R�P�P�H�Q�G�D�W�L�R�Q�V��
regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the project that should be included in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).  Please send SCAQMD a copy of the DEIR upon its completion.  
Note that copies of the DEIR that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to 
SCAQMD.  Please forward a copy of the DEIR directly to SCAQMD at the address shown in the 
letterhead.  In addition, please send with the DEIR all appendices or technical documents related to 
the air quality, health risk, and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality 
modeling and health risk assessment files1.  These include emission calculation spreadsheets and 
modeling input and output files (not PDF files).  Without all files and supporting documentation, 
SCAQMD staff will be unable to complete our review of the air quality analyses in a timely 
manner.  Any delays in providing all supporting documentation will require  additional time for 
review beyond the end of the comment period. 
 
Air Quality Analysis  
SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to 
assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses.  SCAQMD recommends that the 
lead agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis.  Copies of the 
Handbook are available from SCAQMD�¶�V���6�X�E�V�F�U�L�S�W�L�R�Q���6�H�U�Y�L�F�H�V���'�H�S�D�U�W�Pent by calling (909) 396-3720. 
More guidance developed since this Handbook is also av�D�L�O�D�E�O�H�� �R�Q�� �6�&�$�4�0�'�¶�V�� �Z�H�E�V�L�W�H�� �D�W����
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-
(1993).  SCAQMD staff also recommends that the lead agency use the CalEEMod land use emissions 
software.  This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and locally approved 
emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use 
development.  CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the California Air Pollution Control 
Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This model is available free 
of charge at: www.caleemod.com. 
 
SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds.  SCAQMD staff 
requests that the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to SCAQMD�¶�V��

                                                 
1 Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an DEIR shall include summarized technical 
data, maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant 
environmental impacts by reviewing agencies and members of the public.  Placement of highly technical and specialized analysis 
and data in the body of an DEIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the 
main body of the DEIR.  Appendices to the DEIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic DEIR document, but shall 
be readily available for public examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review. 

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
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CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality impacts.  SCAQMD�¶�V��
CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here: 
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf. 
In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized 
air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs).  LSTs can be 
used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality 
impacts when preparing a CEQA document.  Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the 
project, it is recommended that the lead agency perform a localized analysis by either using the LSTs 
developed by SCAQMD staff or performing dispersion modeling as necessary.  Guidance for performing 
a localized air quality analysis can be found at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-
analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds.  
 
The lead agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases 
of the project and all air pollutant sources related to the project.  Air quality impacts from both 
construction (including demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated.  Construction-related air 
quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment 
from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., 
heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, 
material transport trips).  Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are not limited to, 
emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and vehicular 
trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust).  Air quality impacts from indirect 
sources, such as sources that generate or attract vehicular trips, should be included in the analysis. 
 
In the event that the project generates or attracts vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled 
vehicles, it is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment.  
�*�X�L�G�D�Q�F�H���I�R�U���S�H�U�I�R�U�P�L�Q�J���D���P�R�E�L�O�H���V�R�X�U�F�H���K�H�D�O�W�K���U�L�V�N���D�V�V�H�V�V�P�H�Q�W�����³Health Risk Assessment Guidance for 
Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis�´�����F�D�Q��
be found at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-
toxics-analysis.  An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the use of equipment potentially 
generating such air pollutants should also be included.   
 
In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be 
�I�R�X�Q�G�� �L�Q�� �W�K�H�� �&�D�O�L�I�R�U�Q�L�D�� �$�L�U�� �5�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V�� �%�R�D�U�G�¶�V��Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community 
Health Perspective, which can be found at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf.  �&�$�5�%�¶�V���/�D�Q�G���8�V�H��
Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with 
new projects that go through the land use decision-making process.  Guidance2 on strategies to reduce air 
pollution exposure near high-volume roadways can be found at: 
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF.  
 
Mitigation Measures 
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all 
feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project 
construction and operation to minimize these impacts.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4 
(a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.  Several resources are 
available to assist the lead agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the project, 
including: 
                                                 
2 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume 
Roadways: Technical Advisory, to supplement C�$�5�%�¶�V���$�L�U���4�X�D�O�L�W�\���D�Q�G���/�D�Q�G���8�V�H���+�D�Q�G�E�R�R�N�����$���&�R�P�P�Xnity Health Perspective.  
This technical advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume 
roadways to assist land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity and environmental 
justice.  The technical advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm.    
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�x Chapter 11- Mitigating the Impact of a Project, of �6�&�$�4�0�'�¶�V CEQA Air Quality Handbook 
�x �6�&�$�4�0�'�¶�V���&�(�4�$���Z�H�E���S�D�J�H�V��available here: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-

quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies 
�x �6�&�$�4�0�'�¶�V���5�X�O�H�����������± Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling 

construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 �± Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation 
Activities 

�x �6�&�$�4�0�'�¶�V��Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality 
Management Plan (2016 AQMP) available here (starting on page 86): 
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2017/2017-mar3-035.pdf  

�x �&�$�3�&�2�$�¶�V��Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available here:  
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-
Final.pdf 

 
Alternatives 
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires the 
consideration and discussion of alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding or 
substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project.  The discussion of a reasonable range 
�R�I�� �S�R�W�H�Q�W�L�D�O�O�\�� �I�H�D�V�L�E�O�H�� �D�O�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�Y�H�V���� �L�Q�F�O�X�G�L�Q�J�� �D�� �³�Q�R�� �S�U�R�M�H�F�W�´�� �D�O�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�Y�H���� �L�V�� �L�Q�W�H�Q�G�H�G�� �W�R�� �I�R�V�W�H�U�� �L�Q�I�R�U�P�H�G��
decision-making and public participation.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), the DEIR 
shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and 
comparison with the project. 
 
Permits 
In the event that the project requires a permit from SCAQMD, SCAQMD should be identified as a 
responsible agency for the project.  For more information on permits, please visit SCAQMD webpage at: 
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits.  Questions on permits can be directed to SCAQMD�¶�V�� �(�Q�J�L�Q�H�H�U�L�Q�J��
and Permitting staff at (909) 396-3385. 
 
Data Sources 
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling SCAQMD�¶�V�� �3�X�E�O�L�F��
Information Center at (909) 396-2039.  Much of the information available through the Public Information 
Center is also available at SCAQMD�¶�V��webpage at: http://www.aqmd.gov. 
 
SCAQMD staff is available to work with the lead agency to ensure that project air quality impacts are 
accurately evaluated and any significant impacts are mitigated where feasible.  If you have any questions 
regarding this letter, please contact Robert Dalbeck, Assistant Air Quality Specialist, at 
rdalbeck@aqmd.gov or call (909) 396-2139. 

 
Sincerely, 

Daniel Garcia  
Daniel Garcia  
Program Supervisor 
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 

 
DG/RD 
LAC180620-01 
Control Number 
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Technical Memorandum

AECOM
300 S Grand Avenue,

Los Angeles, CA 90071

www.aecom.com

213.593.8100  tel

213.593.8053 fax

AECOM has prepared this technical memorandum to assess the potential air quality and greenhouse
gas (GHG) impacts related to the demolition and construction of the Rancho Cienega Celes King III
Pool Demolition Project. The analysis of the project’s air quality impacts is consistent with guidance
from the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and City of Los Angeles California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

Project Description

The proposed Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demolition Project (proposed project) is located
within the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex in Los Angeles, California. The proposed project would
conduct hazardous materials abatement, drain water from the existing Celes King III Pool, and
demolish the Celes King III Pool building.  Following demolition, construction activities would include
infill of the pool pit, rough grading of the site, utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and
installation of playground and shade structures. Following construction, the proposed project would
operate similarly to existing conditions, and the community front lawn and playground area would be
passive uses of the existing Rancho Cienega Sports Complex.

Air Quality Background

Air quality is defined by the concentration of pollutants in relation to their impact on human health.
Concentrations of air pollutants are determined by the rate and location of pollutant emissions
released by pollution sources, and the atmosphere’s ability to transport and dilute such emissions.
Natural factors that affect transport and dilution include terrain, wind, and sunlight. Therefore, ambient
air quality conditions within the local air basin are influenced by natural factors such as topography,
meteorology, and climate, in addition to the amount of air pollutant emissions released by existing air
pollutant sources.

The project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) under the jurisdiction of the
SCAQMD. The SCAQMD monitors air quality within the SCAB, which includes Orange County and
portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties.  The SCAB is bounded by the
Pacific Ocean to the west; the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto mountains to the north
and east; and the San Diego County line to the south.

Individual air pollutants at certain concentrations may adversely affect human or animal health,
reduce visibility, damage property, and reduce the productivity or vigor of crops and natural
vegetation. Six air pollutants have been identified by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and the California Air Resources Board (ARB) as being of concern both on a
nationwide and statewide level: ozone; carbon monoxide (CO); nitrogen dioxide (NO2); sulfur dioxide
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(SO2); lead; and particulate matter (PM), which is subdivided into two classes based on particle size:
PM equal to or less than 10 micrometers in diameter (PM10) and PM equal to or less than 2.5
micrometers in diameter (PM2.5). Because the air quality standards for these air pollutants are
regulated using human health and environmentally based criteria, they are commonly referred to as
“criteria air pollutants.” Ozone is not directly emitted in the air, rather it is formed by chemical
reactions between nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile organic compounds (VOC) in the presence of
sunlight; therefore, air quality regulations focus on ozone’s precursors. Descriptions of each criteria
air pollutant and their health effects are included below, and are based on information provided by the
SCAQMD.1

Ozone
Ozone, a colorless gas with a sharp odor, is a highly reactive form of oxygen.  High ozone
concentrations exist naturally in the stratosphere.  However, it is also formed in the atmosphere when
VOCs and nitrogen oxides (NOX) react in the presence of ultraviolet sunlight (also known as smog).
The primary sources of VOC and NOX, the components of ozone, are automobile exhaust and
industrial sources.  Some mixing of stratospheric ozone downward through the troposphere to the
earth’s surface does occur; however, the extent of ozone transport is limited.

The propensity of ozone for reacting with organic materials causes it to be damaging to living cells
and cause health effects.  Short-term exposures (lasting for a few hours) to ozone at levels typically
observed in Southern California can result in breathing pattern changes, reduction of breathing
capacity, increased susceptibility to infections, inflammation of the lung tissue, and some
immunological changes.  Individuals exercising outdoors, children and people with preexisting lung
disease, such as asthma and chronic pulmonary lung disease, are considered to be the most
susceptible subgroups for ozone effects.  An increased risk for asthma has been found in children
who participate in multiple sports and live in communities with high ozone.

Carbon Monoxide
CO is a colorless, odorless, relatively inert gas that, in urban areas, is associated primarily with the
incomplete combustion of fossil fuels, mainly gasoline.  Individuals with a deficient blood supply to the
heart are the most susceptible to the adverse effects of CO exposure.  The effects observed include
earlier onset of chest pain with exercise, and electrocardiograph changes indicative of worsening
oxygen supply to the heart.  Inhaled CO has no direct toxic effect on the lungs, but exerts its effect on
tissues by interfering with oxygen transport by competing with oxygen to combine with hemoglobin
present in the blood to form carboxyhemoglobin.  Hence, conditions with an increased demand for
oxygen supply can be adversely affected by exposure to CO.  Individuals most at risk include patients
with diseases involving heart and blood vessels, fetuses (unborn babies), and patients with chronic
hypoxemia (oxygen deficiency) as seen in high altitudes.

Nitrogen Dioxide
Nitric oxide (NO) is a colorless gas, formed from nitrogen (N2) and oxygen (O2) under conditions of
high temperature and pressure, which are generally present during combustion of fuels (e.g., motor
vehicles).  NO reacts rapidly with the oxygen in air to form NO2, which is responsible for the brownish
tinge of polluted air.  The two gases, NO and NO2, are referred to collectively as NOX.  In the
presence of sunlight, atmospheric NO2 reacts and splits to form an NO molecule and an oxygen
atom.  The oxygen atom can react further to form ozone, via a complex series of chemical reactions
involving hydrocarbons.

1  SCAQMD, 2017, Final Program Environmental Impact Report for the 2016 AQMP, available at:
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/library/documents-support-material/lead-agency-scaqmd-projects.
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Population-based studies suggest that an increase in acute respiratory illness, including infections
and respiratory symptoms in children (not infants), is associated with long-term exposures to NO2 at
levels found in homes with gas stoves, which are higher than ambient levels found in Southern
California (fewer or no stoves).  Increases in resistance to air flow and airway contraction is observed
after short-term exposure to NO2 in healthy subjects.  Larger decreases in lung functions are
observed in individuals with asthma and/or chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (e.g., chronic
bronchitis, emphysema) than in healthy individuals, indicating a greater susceptibility of these sub-
groups.

Sulfur Dioxide
SO2 is a colorless gas with a sharp odor.  It reacts in air to form sulfuric acid, which contributes to acid
precipitation, and sulfates, which are components of particulate matter.  Main sources of SO2 include
coal and oil used in power plants and industries.  Exposure of a few minutes to low levels of SO2 can
result in airway constriction in some asthmatics.  All asthmatics are sensitive to the effects of SO2.  In
asthmatics, increase in resistance to air flow, as well as reduction in breathing capacity leading to
severe breathing difficulties, is observed after acute higher exposure to SO2.  In contrast, healthy
individuals do not exhibit similar acute responses, even after exposure to higher concentrations of
SO2.

Lead
Pb in the atmosphere is present as a mixture of a number of lead compounds.  Leaded gasoline and
lead smelters have been the main sources of lead emitted into the air.  Due to the phasing out of
leaded gasoline, there was a dramatic reduction in atmospheric Pb over the past three decades.
Exposure to low levels of Pb can adversely affect the development and function of the central
nervous system, leading to learning disorders, distractibility, inability to follow simple commands, and
lower intelligence quotient.  Fetuses, infants, and children are more sensitive than others to the
adverse effects of Pb exposure.  In adults, increased Pb levels are associated with increased blood
pressure.  Pb poisoning can cause anemia, lethargy, seizures, and death.  There is no evidence to
suggest that there are direct effects of Pb on the respiratory system.

Particulate Matter
PM is a complex mixture of extremely small particles and liquid droplets.  PM is made up of a number
of components, including acids (such as nitrates and sulfates), organic chemicals, metals, and soil or
dust particles.  Natural sources of particulate matter include windblown dust and ocean spray.  The
size of PM is directly linked to the potential for causing health problems.  Particles small enough to be
inhaled into the deepest parts of the lung are of great concern to public health.  Major sources of
PM10 include crushing or grinding operations; dust stirred up by vehicles traveling on roads; wood
burning stoves and fireplaces; dust from construction, landfills and agriculture; wildfires and
brush/waste burning; industrial sources; windblown dust from open lands; and atmospheric chemical
and photochemical reactions.  Emissions of PM2.5 result from fuel combustion (e.g., motor vehicles,
power generation and industrial facilities), residential fireplaces and wood stoves.  In addition, PM2.5

can be formed in the atmosphere from gases such as SO2, NOX, and VOC.

Respirable particles (PM10) can accumulate in the respiratory system and aggravate health problems
such as asthma, bronchitis and other lung diseases.  Children, the elderly, exercising adults, and
those suffering from asthma are especially vulnerable to adverse health effects of PM.  A consistent
correlation between elevated ambient fine particulate matter (PM2.5) levels and an increase in
mortality rates, respiratory infections, number and severity of asthma attacks and the number of
hospital admissions has been observed in different parts of the United States and various areas
around the world.  Studies have reported an association between long-term exposure to air pollution
dominated by PM2.5 and increased mortality, reduction in life-span, and an increased mortality from
lung cancer.
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Daily fluctuations in PM2.5 concentration levels have also been related to hospital admissions for
acute respiratory conditions, to school and kindergarten absences, to a decrease in respiratory
function in normal children and to increased medication use in children and adults with asthma.
Studies have also shown lung function growth in children is reduced with long-term exposure to PM.
In addition to children, the elderly, and people with pre-existing respiratory and/or cardiovascular
disease appear to be more susceptible to the effects of PM10 and PM2.5.

Areas are classified under the Federal Clean Air Act and California Clean Air Act as attainment, non-
attainment, or maintenance (previously non-attainment and currently attainment) for each criteria
pollutant based on whether the federal and state air quality standards have been achieved. With
respect to National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), the SCAB is designated nonattainment
area for ozone and PM2.5, and as an attainment or unclassified area for all other pollutants. With
respect to the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), the SCAB is designated as a
nonattainment area for ozone, PM10, and PM2.5, and as an attainment area for all other pollutants
(SCAQMD 2016).

In addition to criteria air pollutants, EPA and ARB regulate hazardous air pollutants, also known as
toxic air contaminants (TAC). TAC collectively refer to a diverse group of air pollutants that are
capable of causing chronic (i.e., long-duration) and acute (i.e., severe but short-term) adverse effects
on human health, including carcinogenic effects. TACs can be separated into carcinogens and
noncarcinogens based on the nature of the effects associated with exposure to the pollutant.
For regulatory purposes, carcinogens are assumed to have no safe threshold below which health
impacts would not occur. Any exposure to a carcinogen poses some risk of contracting cancer.
Noncarcinogens differ in that there is generally assumed to be a safe level of exposure below which
no negative health impact is believed to occur. These levels are determined on a pollutant-by-
pollutant basis.

Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change Background

Certain gases in the earth’s atmosphere, classified as GHGs, play a critical role in determining the
earth’s surface temperature. A portion of the solar radiation that enters earth’s atmosphere is
absorbed by the earth’s surface, and a smaller portion of this radiation is reflected back toward space.
Infrared radiation is absorbed by GHGs; as a result, infrared radiation released from the earth that
otherwise would have escaped back into space is instead “trapped,” resulting in a warming of the
atmosphere. This phenomenon, known as the “greenhouse effect,” is responsible for maintaining a
habitable climate on Earth.

GHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural sources and anthropogenic
sources, and are formed from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The following are
GHGs that are widely accepted as the principal contributors to human-induced global climate change
that are relevant to the proposed project:

• Carbon dioxide (CO2)
• Methane (CH4)
• Nitrous oxide (N2O)

Emissions of CO2 are byproducts of fossil fuel combustion. CH4 is the main component of natural gas
and is associated with agricultural practices and landfills. N2O is a colorless GHG that results from
industrial processes, vehicle emissions, and agricultural practices.

Global warming potential (GWP) is a concept developed to compare the ability of each GHG to trap
heat in the atmosphere relative to CO2. The GWP of a GHG is based on several factors, including the
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relative effectiveness of a gas to absorb infrared radiation and length of time (i.e., lifetime) that the
gas remains in the atmosphere (“atmospheric lifetime”). The reference gas for GWP is CO2; therefore,
CO2 has a GWP of 1. The other main GHGs that have been attributed to human activity include CH4,
which has a GWP of 28, and N2O, which has a GWP of 265 (IPCC 2013). For example, 1 ton of CH4

has the same contribution to the greenhouse effect as approximately 28 tons of CO2. GHGs with
lower emissions rates than CO2 may still contribute to climate change, because they are more
effective at absorbing outgoing infrared radiation than CO2 (i.e., high GWP). The concept of CO2-
equivalents (CO2e) is used to account for the different GWP potentials of GHGs to absorb infrared
radiation.

The primary effect of rising global concentrations of atmospheric GHG is a rise in the average global
temperature of approximately 0.2 degrees Celsius per decade, determined from meteorological
measurements worldwide between 1990 and 2005.  Climate change modeling using emission rates
shows that further warming is likely to occur given the expected rise in global atmospheric GHG
concentrations from innumerable sources of GHG emissions worldwide, which would induce further
changes in the global climate system during the current century.2  Adverse impacts from global
climate change worldwide and in California include:

�x Declining sea ice and mountain snowpack levels, thereby increasing sea levels and sea
surface evaporation rates with a corresponding increase in atmospheric water vapor due to
the atmosphere’s ability to hold more water vapor at higher temperatures;3

�x Rising average global sea levels primarily due to thermal expansion and the melting of
glaciers, ice caps, and the Greenland and Antarctic ice sheets;4

�x Changing weather patterns, including changes to precipitation, ocean salinity, and wind
patterns, and more energetic aspects of extreme weather including droughts, heavy
precipitation, heat waves, extreme cold, and the intensity of tropical cyclones;5

�x Declining Sierra Mountains snowpack levels, which account for approximately half of the
surface water storage in California, by 70 percent to as much as 90 percent over the next
100 years;6

�x Increasing the number of days conducive to ozone formation (e.g., clear days with intense
sun light) by 25 to 85 percent (depending on the future temperature scenario) in high ozone
areas located in Southern California and the San Joaquin Valley by 2100;7 and

�x Increasing the potential for erosion of California’s coastlines and seawater intrusion into the
Sacramento Delta and associated levee systems due to the rise in sea level.8

Scientific understanding of the fundamental processes responsible for global climate change has
improved over the past decade.  However, there remain significant scientific uncertainties.  For

2  USEPA, 2009, Draft Endangerment Finding, 74 Fed. Reg. 18886, 18904, available at:
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2009/12/15/E9-29537/endangerment-and-cause-or-contribute-
findings-for-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-of-the-clean.

3  Ibid.
4  IPCC, 2007, Climate Change 2007 Synthesis Report, available at:

https://www.ipcc.ch/publications_and_data/publications_ipcc_fourth_assessment_report_synthesis_report.ht
m.

5  Ibid.
6  Cal/EPA, Climate Action Team, 2006, Climate Action Team Report to Governor Schwarzenegger and the

California Legislature, available at:  http://www.energy.ca.gov/2010publications/CAT-1000-2010-005/CAT-
1000-2010-005.PDF.

7  Ibid.
8  Ibid.
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example, uncertainties exist in predictions of local effects of climate change, occurrence of extreme
weather events, and effects of aerosols, changes in clouds, shifts in the intensity and distribution of
precipitation, and changes in oceanic circulation.  Due to the complexity of the climate system, the
uncertainty surrounding the implications of climate change may never be completely eliminated.  Due
to these uncertainties, there continues to be significant debate as to the extent to which increased
concentrations of GHGs have caused or will cause climate change, and with respect to the
appropriate actions to limit and/or respond to climate change.  In addition, it may not be possible to
link specific development projects to future specific climate change impacts, though estimating
project-specific impacts is possible.

Impacts

The following discussion summarizes the evaluation of air quality and GHGs with respect to
construction and operation of the proposed project in response to City of Los Angeles CEQA
guidelines.

Air Quality Impacts

(A) Would the proposed project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

Air quality plans describe air pollution control strategies to be implemented by a city, county, or
regional air district. The primary purpose of an air quality plan is to bring an area that does not attain
NAAQS and CAAQS into compliance with those standards pursuant to the requirements of the Clean
Air Act and California Clean Air Act. The applicable Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) for the
project site was prepared by SCAQMD in partnership with the ARB, EPA, and the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG).

The most recent air quality plan developed by the SCAQMD is the 2016 AQMP. The 2016 AQMP is
the legally enforceable blueprint for how the region will meet and maintain state and federal air quality
standards. The 2016 AQMP identifies strategies and control measures needed to achieve attainment
of the 8-hour ozone standard and federal annual and 24-hour standard for PM2.5 in the SCAB.

Consistency with the AQMP is also determined through evaluation of whether the project would
exceed the estimated emissions used as the basis of the AQMP, which are based, in part, on
population projections developed by the SCAG. The SCAG forecasts are based on local general
plans and other related documents, such as housing elements, that are used to develop population
projections and traffic projections.

Construction of the proposed project would involve the use of off-road equipment, haul trucks, and
worker commute trips. Assumptions for off-road equipment emissions in State Implementation Plan
were developed based on hours of activity and equipment population reported to ARB for rule
compliance. The use of construction equipment in the AQMP is estimated for the region on an annual
basis, and construction-related emissions are estimated as an aggregate in the AQMP. The project
would not increase the assumptions for off-road equipment use in the AQMP.

The proposed project is consistent with the existing zoning (OS-1XL, Open Space) for the site. In
addition, there would be no significant net increase in emissions during operations as the proposed
project is intended for passive uses. Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially increase
population or employment in the planning area and would not generate vehicle trips that exceed the
current assumptions used to develop the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Regional Transportation
Plan, and AQMP.
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Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the intensity of construction and operational emissions
have been accounted for in the 2016 AQMP. The proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. The impact would be less than significant and no
mitigation measures would be required.

(B) Would the proposed project cause a violation of any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation?

Construction

Construction of the proposed project would result in the temporary generation of criteria pollutant
emissions from demolition and construction of project components. VOC, NOx, and CO emissions are
primarily associated with mobile equipment exhaust, including off-road construction equipment and
on-road motor vehicles. Fugitive PM dust emissions are primarily associated with site preparation and
grading activities and vary as a function of such parameters as soil silt content, soil moisture, wind
speed, acreage of disturbance area, and miles traveled by construction vehicles on- and off-site.

Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to begin in December 2020 and would occur for
approximately 12 months. The analysis assumed approximately 14,000 cubic yards of demolition
debris would be exported from the project site. Demolition and construction activities would consist of
a maximum of 10 truck trips per day. In addition, approximately 1,600 cubic yards of soil would be
required for infill of the pool pit, resulting in approximately 160 haul truck soil import trips. Soil import
would occur over approximately one month during the 12-month construction duration. It is
anticipated that a total of approximately 20 construction workers would be on-site each day.

Construction-related emissions associated with typical construction activities were modeled using the
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2016.3.2. CalEEMod allows the user to
enter project-specific construction information, such as types, number, and horsepower of
construction equipment, and number and length of off-site motor vehicle trips. Construction-related
exhaust emissions for the proposed project were estimated for construction worker commutes, haul
trucks, and the use of off-road equipment. The anticipated equipment used for the demolition and
construction of the proposed project is anticipated to be equipment that would already be on-site
following construction activities of Phase 1 of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project. Thus, this
analysis includes the use of Tier 4 final equipment, consistent with the equipment required per
Mitigation Measure AQ-1 for the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project (City of Los Angeles
2016).

The SCAQMD significance thresholds were used to assess regional and localized emissions during
construction and operation of the proposed project (SCAQMD 2015). Localized emissions of criteria
air pollutants and precursors were assessed in accordance with SCAQMD’s local significance
thresholds (LST) guidance. For projects less than five acres, the SCAQMD has developed look-up
tables showing the maximum mass emissions that would not cause an exceedance of any LST. Since
the proposed project site is approximately 0.4 acres, peak daily localized emissions were estimated
using the look-up tables for Source Receptor Area 1. Sensitive receptors within the vicinity of the
proposed project site include Dorsey High School adjacent and to the east, Ira C. Massey Child Care
Center adjacent and to the north, and residences approximately 38 meters south across Rodeo
Road. For projects with boundaries located closer than 25 meters to the nearest receptor, the LST
guidance recommends using the LST tables for receptors at 25 meters (SCAQMD 2015). Therefore,
the analysis assumes a project site of 1 acre and a receptor distance of 25 meters for the LST tables.
Although SCAQMD LSTs only consider the amount of on-site emissions generated by construction
activities, this analysis conservatively compares the total construction-related emissions to the LSTs.



Subject: Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demolition Project
March 15, 2019
Page 8

Emissions associated with vehicle trips to and from the project site during construction would be
dispersed throughout the region and would have a nominal localized impact in the project site vicinity.

As shown in Table 1, construction emissions for the proposed project would result in maximum daily
emissions of approximately 1 pound of VOC, 10 pounds of NOx, 16 pounds of CO, less than 1 pound
of SOx, 4 pounds of PM10 and 1 pound of PM2.5. Additional modeling assumptions and details are
provided in Attachment A.

Table 1
Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions

As shown in Table 1, construction-generated emissions of VOC, NOX, CO, SOX, PM10, and PM2.5

would not exceed applicable LST or daily emission thresholds established by the SCAQMD.
Therefore, construction emissions would not violate an ambient air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing violation.

Operation

Following construction, the project site would be landscaped and include a playground area. The
community front lawn and playground area would be passive uses, similar to the existing uses of the
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex. Therefore, operational emissions are anticipated to remain similar
to existing conditions and impacts related to the violation of air quality standards would be less than
significant.  No mitigation measures would be required.

(C) Would the project result in cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

The SCAQMD cumulative analysis focuses on whether a specific project would result in cumulatively
considerable increase in emissions.  By its very nature, air pollution is largely a cumulative impact.
The nonattainment status of regional pollutants is a result of past and present development within the
SCAB, and this regional impact is cumulative rather than being attributable to any one source. A

Year/Description
Estimated Emissions (lbs/day)

VOC NOx CO SOx PM10
1 PM2.5

1

     2020 0.55 9.17 9.15 0.03 4.04 0.81

     2021 0.66 8.66 15.41 0.04 3.54 0.69

Maximum Daily Emissions 0.66 9.17 15.41 0.04 4.04 0.81

SCAQMD Regional
Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55

SCAQMD Localized
Thresholds 2,3 -- 74 680 -- 5 3

Exceed Thresholds? No No No No No No
Source: SCAQMD 2008a, 2015. Emissions estimated by AECOM in 2019.
Notes: lbs/day = pounds per day; VOC =  volatile organic compounds; NOx = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide; SOx =
sulfur oxides; PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microngs in diameter; PM2.5 = particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in
diameter
1. PM10 and PM2.5 emissions include reductions associated with compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 Fugitive Dust.
2. Assumes a 1-acre project site and a 25-meter receptor distance for Source Receptor Area 1.
3. The SCAQMD has not developed an LST for VOC or SOX emissions.
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project’s emissions may be individually limited, but cumulatively considerable when taken in
combination with past, present, and future development projects.

The SCAQMD thresholds are designed to identify those projects that would result in significant levels
of air pollution and to assist the region in attaining the applicable state and federal ambient air quality
standards.  Projects that would not exceed the thresholds of significance would not contribute a
considerable amount of criteria air pollutant emissions to the region’s emissions profile, and would not
impede attainment and maintenance of ambient air quality standards.

As discussed above, the proposed project would result in the generation of criteria air pollutant
emissions, but at levels that do not exceed any of the SCAQMD regional and localized thresholds.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation measures would be required.

(D) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Some members of the population are especially sensitive to air pollutant emissions and should be
given special consideration when evaluating air quality impacts from projects. These people include
children, older adults, persons with preexisting respiratory or cardiovascular illness, and athletes and
others who engage in frequent exercise. Sensitive receptors within the vicinity of the proposed project
include Dorsey High School adjacent and to the east of the project site, Ira C. Massey Child Care
Center  adjacent and to the north of the project site, and multi-family residences approximately 38
meters south of the project site.

Construction

As shown in Table 1, demolition and construction activities would result in emissions of criteria air
pollutants, but at levels that would not exceed the SCAQMD regional and localized thresholds of
significance. The regional thresholds of significance were designed to identify those projects that
would result in significant levels of air pollution and to assist the region in attaining the applicable
state and federal ambient air quality standards, which were established using health-based criteria to
protect the public with a margin of safety from adverse health impacts due to exposure to air pollution.
In addition, the LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that will not cause or
contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standards and are developed based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source
receptor area.   As such, the criteria air pollutant emissions associated with the proposed project
would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial criteria pollutant concentrations.

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions would be related to diesel particulate
matter (diesel PM) emissions associated with heavy-duty construction equipment operations. Heavy-
duty construction equipment would operate during the 12-month construction period and would cease
following buildout of the proposed project. Construction emissions would occur intermittently
throughout the day and would not occur as a constant plume of emissions from the project site.
Additionally, construction of the proposed project would occur following the end of Phase 1 and prior
to the commencement of Phase 2 of the approved Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project. As
discussed previously, the equipment used for the demolition and construction of the proposed project
is anticipated to be equipment that would already be on-site following construction activities of Phase
1 of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project. As such, due to the shorter construction schedule
(12 months) and fewer construction activities and equipment use of the proposed project compared to
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project,  the health risk assessment (HRA) conducted for the
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project,  can be used to evaluate the impacts of construction of the
proposed project to sensitive receptors.
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The HRA for the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project was conducted by AECOM and prepared
to evaluate the emissions of TACs during construction activities and their effects on nearby receptors,
including the Ira C. Massey Child Care Center (occupied from 3PM to 6PM), Dorsey High School, and
surrounding residential housing (City of Los Angeles 2016). The HRA was performed in accordance
with the Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for the Preparation of Risk Assessments
developed by the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) for conducting HRAs
in California under the Air Toxics “Hot Spots” Program, as well as methodologies from the Health Risk
Assessments for Proposed Land Use Projects (OEHHA 2015; CAPCOA 2009). Excess lifetime
cancer risks, chronic noncancer hazard index (HI), and acute noncancer HI were estimated as part of
the HRA. The results of the HRA concluded that the maximum cancer risk and hazard index due to
the unmitigated construction emissions would be far below the SCAQMD cancer risk thresholds of 10
in a million and hazard indices of 1.0 (City of Los Angeles 2016).

Based on the shorter construction schedule, smaller project area, and fewer equipment required for
the proposed project, it can be assumed that the construction of the proposed project would also not
expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations that would result in a health risk.
The impact would be less than significant. No mitigation measures would be required.

Operation

The land uses associated with the proposed project would be recreational and would be consistent
with the existing conditions, which are not typically sources of TAC emissions. Additionally, the lawn
and playground area would be passive uses. Therefore, the proposed project’s long-term operational
activities would not generate substantial TAC emissions and would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial operational TAC concentrations. The impact would be less than significant.

(E) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

The occurrence and severity of odor impacts depend on numerous factors, including the nature,
frequency, and intensity of the source; wind speed and direction; and the presence of sensitive
receptors. While offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm, they still can be very unpleasant,
leading to considerable distress and often generating citizen complaints to local governments and
regulatory agencies.

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include exhaust from diesel
construction equipment. Odors from these sources would be localized and generally confined to the
immediate area surrounding the project site. The proposed project would utilize typical construction
techniques, and the odors would be typical of most construction sites and temporary in nature.

Operation of the proposed project would not add any new odor sources. The project would not have
any significant odor sources, and any odors generated would be similar to odors associated with the
existing land uses. As a result, the proposed project’s construction and operational activities would
not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. The impact would be less
than significant.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impacts

(A) Would the project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Heavy-duty off-road equipment, materials transport, and worker commutes during construction of the
proposed project would result in exhaust-related GHG emissions.  Total construction-related GHG
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emissions were estimated using the same methodology to estimate criteria pollutant emissions
discussed under Air Quality Impacts.

As the City of Los Angeles has not established screening thresholds for GHG emissions, the analysis
uses the applicable significance thresholds developed by the SCAQMD. The SCAQMD has adopted
a significance threshold of 10,000 metric tons (MT) of carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) per year for
industrial (stationary source) projects. The GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Stakeholder Working
Group also recommended options for evaluating non-industrial projects, including thresholds for
residential, commercial, and mixed use projects. These draft thresholds include a threshold of 3,500
MT CO2e per year for residential projects, 1,400 MT CO2e per year for commercial projects, and
3,000 MT CO2e per year for mixed use projects (SCAQMD 2008b, 2009).

Total GHG emissions associated with construction of the proposed project would be approximately
373 MT CO2e, with the maximum of 339 MT CO2e occurring in 2021. SCAQMD recommends that
construction emissions be amortized over 30 years, which is assumed to be the average lifetime of a
project’s operations, and added to the operational emissions of the project. When this total is
amortized over the 30-year life of the project, annual construction emissions would be approximately
12 MT CO2e per year. Since the proposed project recreational land uses would be most similar to a
commercial land use, the proposed SCAQMD threshold of 1,400 MT CO2e per year will be used for
this analysis.

As discussed previously, the community front lawn and playground area would consist of passive
uses. Therefore, GHG emissions from area sources (including landscaping equipment), mobile
sources, and energy consumption associated with operations would be anticipated to be remain
similar to existing conditions.  Operational GHG emissions would be limited to indirect emissions
associated with nominal water use for landscaping. For the purposes of the GHG analysis, water
consumption was assumed to occur over the 0.4-acre site. Based on the default CalEEMod rates for
water consumption for a park land use, indirect water-related GHG emissions would be approximately
3 MT CO2e per year. As such, the amortized emissions of 15 MT CO2e associated with construction
and landscaping would be less than the proposed SCAQMD threshold of 1,400 MT CO2e per year.
Therefore, this impact would be less than significant and no mitigation measures would be required.

Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of GHG?

In September 2006, California passed the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
(Assembly Bill [AB] 32; California Health and Safety Code Division 25.5, Sections 38500, et seq.). AB
32 establishes regulatory, reporting, and market mechanisms to achieve quantifiable reductions in
GHG emissions and establishes a cap on statewide GHG emissions. It requires that statewide GHG
emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020. In 2016, the state legislature passed Senate Bill SB 32,
which established a 2030 GHG emissions reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels.

In 2008 and 2014, ARB approved the Scoping Plan and the first update to the Scoping Plan,
respectively (ARB 2008, 2014). ARB’s Scoping Plan is the state’s plan to achieve the GHG
reductions in California required by AB 32 and also reiterates the state’s role in the long-term goal
established in Executive Order S-3-05, which is to reduce GHG emissions to 80% below 1990 levels
by 2050. In response to SB 32 and the companion legislation of AB 197, ARB approved the Final
Proposed 2017 Scoping Plan Update: The Strategy for Achieving California’s 2030 GHG Target in
November 2017 (ARB 2017). The 2017 Scoping Plan draws from the previous plans to present
strategies to reaching California’s 2030 GHG reduction target. None of these statewide plans or
policies constitutes a regulation to adopt or implement a regional or local plan for reduction or
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mitigation of GHG emissions. In addition, it is assumed that any requirements formulated under the
mandate of AB 32 and SB 32 would be implemented consistent with statewide policies and laws.

In May 2007, Los Angeles released “Green LA: An Action Plan to Lead the Nation in Fighting Global
Warming” (Climate Action Plan) with a goal to reduce the City’s GHG emissions to 35 percent below
1990 levels by the year 2030. The Climate Action Plan focuses on reducing GHG emissions by
increasing the use of renewable energy sources, implementing green building policies, diverting
waste from landfills, greening the Port of Los Angeles, and changing land use and transportation
patterns to reduce dependence on automobiles. In April 2015, the City of Los Angeles released the
City’s Sustainable City pLAn, which lays out strategies and priority initiatives to reduce Los Angeles’s
GHG emissions by 45 percent by 2025, 60 percent by 2035, and 80 percent by 2050, all against a
1990 baseline (City of Los Angeles 2015).  Neither the Green LA Climate Action Plan nor the City’s
Sustainable City pLAn include any specific GHG emission reduction requirements for construction
activities that would be directly applicable to the proposed project.

Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with the AB 32 Scoping Plan or Scoping Plan
updates, GreenLA Climate Action Plan, or Sustainable City pLAn. As discussed above, the proposed
project would not generate GHG emissions that would have a significant impact on the environment.
Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation for
the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. This impact would be less than significant. No mitigation
measures would be required.
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1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

City Park 0.40 Acre 0.40 17,424.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

11

Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)2.2 33

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

2021Operational Year

CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

1227.89 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demo
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter
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Project Characteristics - 

Land Use - No building square footage associated with park land use. Project consists of lawn and playground area.

Construction Phase - Project specific schedule: December 2019 - December 2020. Additional grading phase added to include soil import trips.

Off-road Equipment - Project specific equipment.

Off-road Equipment - Project specific equipment. Off-highway truck to account for concrete truck.

Off-road Equipment - Phase for additional truck trips associated with soil import.

Grading - Project specific information - based on approximately 1,519 cy needed as fill.

Demolition - Demolition debris calculated assuming 14,000 cy of demo debris exported from the site based on CalRecyle Debris Tool for loose concrete.

Trips and VMT - Haul trips during fill based on approx. 1,519 cy at 10 cy of material per load. Approx 20 construction workers onsite each day and max of 10 
truck trips per day.

Vehicle Trips - Passive use - no new trips.

Water And Wastewater - Default water consumption.

Solid Waste - Default solid waste generation.

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Watering consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403. Tier 4F mitigation consistent with Rancho Cienega Sports Complex 
analysis.

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 2.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 2.00

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final
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tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 66.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 198.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 24.00

tblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 12/15/2020 3/3/2021

tblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 12/18/2020 12/6/2021

tblConstructionPhase PhaseStartDate 12/17/2020 3/4/2021

tblGrading AcresOfGrading 0.00 0.40

tblGrading MaterialImported 0.00 1,519.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Dumpers/Tenders

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Sweepers/Scrubbers

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Sweepers/Scrubbers

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Plate Compactors

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Off-Highway Trucks

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 6.00 8.00

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 1.00 0.00
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2.0 Emissions Summary

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 6.00 8.00

tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTripNumber 190.00 304.00

tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 20.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 8.00 40.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 3.00 0.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 10.00 40.00

tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 22.75 0.00

tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 16.74 0.00

tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 1.89 0.00
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

2020 1.0180 12.6800 8.8142 0.0324 6.9996 0.3487 7.3483 1.2273 0.3231 1.5504 0.0000 3,366.956
7

3,366.956
7

0.4138 0.0000 3,377.301
8

2021 1.6118 16.8711 13.1656 0.0415 6.5005 0.5960 6.7984 1.1048 0.5496 1.3810 0.0000 4,178.162
3

4,178.162
3

0.8138 0.0000 4,198.507
3

Maximum 1.6118 16.8711 13.1656 0.0415 6.9996 0.5960 7.3483 1.2273 0.5496 1.5504 0.0000 4,178.162
3

4,178.162
3

0.8138 0.0000 4,198.507
3

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

2020 0.5554 9.1731 9.1474 0.0324 4.0038 0.0398 4.0436 0.7737 0.0385 0.8122 0.0000 3,366.956
7

3,366.956
7

0.4138 0.0000 3,377.301
8

2021 0.6626 8.6620 15.4119 0.0415 3.5047 0.0541 3.5420 0.6512 0.0532 0.6872 0.0000 4,178.162
3

4,178.162
3

0.8138 0.0000 4,198.507
3

Maximum 0.6626 9.1731 15.4119 0.0415 4.0038 0.0541 4.0436 0.7737 0.0532 0.8122 0.0000 4,178.162
3

4,178.162
3

0.8138 0.0000 4,198.507
3

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

53.68 39.65 -11.74 0.00 44.38 90.06 46.38 38.90 89.49 48.85 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Area 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Unmitigated Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Area 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Mitigated Operational
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3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase 
Number

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week

Num Days Phase Description

1 Demolition Demolition 12/2/2020 3/3/2021 5 66

2 Grading Soil Import Grading 3/4/2021 4/6/2021 5 24

3 Grading Grading 3/4/2021 12/6/2021 5 198

OffRoad Equipment

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural 
Coating �±��sqft)

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0
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3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Use Cleaner Engines for Construction Equipment

Water Exposed Area

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Grading Soil Import Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 0.00 81 0.73

Grading Soil Import Rubber Tired Dozers 0 0.00 247 0.40

Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73

Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73

Grading Soil Import Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37

Demolition Dumpers/Tenders 1 8.00 16 0.38

Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38

Demolition Sweepers/Scrubbers 1 8.00 64 0.46

Grading Sweepers/Scrubbers 1 8.00 64 0.46

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40

Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43

Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37

Grading Off-Highway Trucks 1 8.00 402 0.38

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count

Worker Trip 
Number

Vendor Trip 
Number

Hauling Trip 
Number

Worker Trip 
Length

Vendor Trip 
Length

Hauling Trip 
Length

Worker Vehicle 
Class

Vendor 
Vehicle Class

Hauling 
Vehicle Class

Demolition 3 40.00 0.00 1,661.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Grading Soil Import 1 0.00 0.00 304.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Grading 4 40.00 20.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
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3.2 Demolition - 2020

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 5.4470 0.0000 5.4470 0.8247 0.0000 0.8247 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.5884 5.2049 5.5060 8.4600e-
003

0.3215 0.3215 0.2972 0.2972 807.2351 807.2351 0.2479 813.4329

Total 0.5884 5.2049 5.5060 8.4600e-
003

5.4470 0.3215 5.7685 0.8247 0.2972 1.1219 807.2351 807.2351 0.2479 813.4329

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.2252 7.3301 1.7042 0.0195 1.1055 0.0235 1.1289 0.2840 0.0224 0.3064 2,116.7534 2,116.7534 0.1519 2,120.551
8

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.2044 0.1450 1.6040 4.4500e-
003

0.4471 3.7400e-
003

0.4508 0.1186 3.4400e-
003

0.1220 442.9682 442.9682 0.0140 443.3172

Total 0.4296 7.4751 3.3082 0.0240 1.5526 0.0272 1.5798 0.4025 0.0259 0.4284 2,559.721
6

2,559.721
6

0.1659 2,563.869
0

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 3/15/2019 5:04 PMPage 9 of 22

Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demo - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter



3.2 Demolition - 2020

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 2.4512 0.0000 2.4512 0.3711 0.0000 0.3711 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.1258 1.6980 5.8392 8.4600e-
003

0.0126 0.0126 0.0126 0.0126 0.0000 807.2351 807.2351 0.2479 813.4328

Total 0.1258 1.6980 5.8392 8.4600e-
003

2.4512 0.0126 2.4638 0.3711 0.0126 0.3838 0.0000 807.2351 807.2351 0.2479 813.4328

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.2252 7.3301 1.7042 0.0195 1.1055 0.0235 1.1289 0.2840 0.0224 0.3064 2,116.7534 2,116.7534 0.1519 2,120.551
8

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.2044 0.1450 1.6040 4.4500e-
003

0.4471 3.7400e-
003

0.4508 0.1186 3.4400e-
003

0.1220 442.9682 442.9682 0.0140 443.3172

Total 0.4296 7.4751 3.3082 0.0240 1.5526 0.0272 1.5798 0.4025 0.0259 0.4284 2,559.721
6

2,559.721
6

0.1659 2,563.869
0

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.2 Demolition - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 5.4470 0.0000 5.4470 0.8247 0.0000 0.8247 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.5312 4.6752 5.4736 8.4600e-
003

0.2732 0.2732 0.2528 0.2528 807.3087 807.3087 0.2479 813.5070

Total 0.5312 4.6752 5.4736 8.4600e-
003

5.4470 0.2732 5.7202 0.8247 0.2528 1.0775 807.3087 807.3087 0.2479 813.5070

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.2149 6.8335 1.6785 0.0193 0.6064 0.0210 0.6275 0.1615 0.0201 0.1816 2,093.320
8

2,093.320
8

0.1497 2,097.062
3

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.1907 0.1305 1.4730 4.3000e-
003

0.4471 3.6100e-
003

0.4507 0.1186 3.3300e-
003

0.1219 428.9004 428.9004 0.0126 429.2160

Total 0.4056 6.9640 3.1515 0.0236 1.0535 0.0246 1.0782 0.2800 0.0235 0.3035 2,522.221
2

2,522.221
2

0.1623 2,526.278
3

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.2 Demolition - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 2.4512 0.0000 2.4512 0.3711 0.0000 0.3711 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.1258 1.6980 5.8392 8.4600e-
003

0.0126 0.0126 0.0126 0.0126 0.0000 807.3087 807.3087 0.2479 813.5070

Total 0.1258 1.6980 5.8392 8.4600e-
003

2.4512 0.0126 2.4638 0.3711 0.0126 0.3838 0.0000 807.3087 807.3087 0.2479 813.5070

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.2149 6.8335 1.6785 0.0193 0.6064 0.0210 0.6275 0.1615 0.0201 0.1816 2,093.320
8

2,093.320
8

0.1497 2,097.062
3

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.1907 0.1305 1.4730 4.3000e-
003

0.4471 3.6100e-
003

0.4507 0.1186 3.3300e-
003

0.1219 428.9004 428.9004 0.0126 429.2160

Total 0.4056 6.9640 3.1515 0.0236 1.0535 0.0246 1.0782 0.2800 0.0235 0.3035 2,522.221
2

2,522.221
2

0.1623 2,526.278
3

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Grading Soil Import - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.0248 0.0000 0.0248 2.9900e-
003

0.0000 2.9900e-
003

0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.1873 1.8958 2.2602 3.1100e-
003

0.1118 0.1118 0.1028 0.1028 300.9001 300.9001 0.0973 303.3330

Total 0.1873 1.8958 2.2602 3.1100e-
003

0.0248 0.1118 0.1366 2.9900e-
003

0.1028 0.1058 300.9001 300.9001 0.0973 303.3330

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.1082 3.4394 0.8448 9.7100e-
003

0.2215 0.0106 0.2321 0.0607 0.0101 0.0708 1,053.591
9

1,053.591
9

0.0753 1,055.475
1

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.1082 3.4394 0.8448 9.7100e-
003

0.2215 0.0106 0.2321 0.0607 0.0101 0.0708 1,053.591
9

1,053.591
9

0.0753 1,055.475
1

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Grading Soil Import - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.0112 0.0000 0.0112 1.3500e-
003

0.0000 1.3500e-
003

0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0380 0.1646 2.3421 3.1100e-
003

5.0600e-
003

5.0600e-
003

5.0600e-
003

5.0600e-
003

0.0000 300.9001 300.9001 0.0973 303.3330

Total 0.0380 0.1646 2.3421 3.1100e-
003

0.0112 5.0600e-
003

0.0162 1.3500e-
003

5.0600e-
003

6.4100e-
003

0.0000 300.9001 300.9001 0.0973 303.3330

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.1082 3.4394 0.8448 9.7100e-
003

0.2215 0.0106 0.2321 0.0607 0.0101 0.0708 1,053.591
9

1,053.591
9

0.0753 1,055.475
1

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.1082 3.4394 0.8448 9.7100e-
003

0.2215 0.0106 0.2321 0.0607 0.0101 0.0708 1,053.591
9

1,053.591
9

0.0753 1,055.475
1

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.4 Grading - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 1.0618 9.4676 8.0261 0.0193 0.4659 0.4659 0.4294 0.4294 1,860.078
9

1,860.078
9

0.5940 1,874.929
3

Total 1.0618 9.4676 8.0261 0.0193 0.0000 0.4659 0.4659 0.0000 0.4294 0.4294 1,860.078
9

1,860.078
9

0.5940 1,874.929
3

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 0.0638 1.9378 0.5615 5.0000e-
003

0.1280 4.1000e-
003

0.1321 0.0369 3.9200e-
003

0.0408 534.6911 534.6911 0.0345 535.5540

Worker 0.1907 0.1305 1.4730 4.3000e-
003

0.4471 3.6100e-
003

0.4507 0.1186 3.3300e-
003

0.1219 428.9004 428.9004 0.0126 429.2160

Total 0.2546 2.0682 2.0346 9.3000e-
003

0.5752 7.7100e-
003

0.5829 0.1554 7.2500e-
003

0.1627 963.5915 963.5915 0.0471 964.7700

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

3.4 Grading - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Fugitive Dust 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.2619 2.2878 10.1905 0.0193 0.0308 0.0308 0.0308 0.0308 0.0000 1,860.078
9

1,860.078
9

0.5940 1,874.929
3

Total 0.2619 2.2878 10.1905 0.0193 0.0000 0.0308 0.0308 0.0000 0.0308 0.0308 0.0000 1,860.078
9

1,860.078
9

0.5940 1,874.929
3

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 0.0638 1.9378 0.5615 5.0000e-
003

0.1280 4.1000e-
003

0.1321 0.0369 3.9200e-
003

0.0408 534.6911 534.6911 0.0345 535.5540

Worker 0.1907 0.1305 1.4730 4.3000e-
003

0.4471 3.6100e-
003

0.4507 0.1186 3.3300e-
003

0.1219 428.9004 428.9004 0.0126 429.2160

Total 0.2546 2.0682 2.0346 9.3000e-
003

0.5752 7.7100e-
003

0.5829 0.1554 7.2500e-
003

0.1627 963.5915 963.5915 0.0471 964.7700

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by

City Park 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 66 28 6

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

City Park 0.547192 0.045177 0.202743 0.121510 0.016147 0.006143 0.019743 0.029945 0.002479 0.002270 0.005078 0.000682 0.000891
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5.0 Energy Detail

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Historical Energy Use: N
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr lb/day lb/day

City Park 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr lb/day lb/day

City Park 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Unmitigated 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Architectural 
Coating

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

9.0000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 0.0000 0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Total 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

7.0 Water Detail

8.0 Waste Detail

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Architectural 
Coating

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

9.0000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 0.0000 0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Total 9.0000e-
004

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 9.0000e-
005

9.0000e-
005

0.0000 9.0000e-
005

Mitigated

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
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11.0 Vegetation

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

City Park 0.40 Acre 0.40 17,424.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

11

Wind Speed (m/s) Precipitation Freq (Days)2.2 33

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

2021Operational Year

CO2 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

1227.89 0.029CH4 Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

0.006N2O Intensity 
(lb/MWhr)

Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demo
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
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Project Characteristics - 

Land Use - No building square footage associated with park land use. Project consists of lawn and playground area.

Construction Phase - Project specific schedule: December 2019 - December 2020. Additional grading phase added to include soil import trips.

Off-road Equipment - Project specific equipment.

Off-road Equipment - Project specific equipment. Off-highway truck to account for concrete truck.

Off-road Equipment - Phase for additional truck trips associated with soil import.

Grading - Project specific information - based on approximately 1,519 cy needed as fill.

Demolition - Demolition debris calculated assuming 14,000 cy of demo debris exported from the site based on CalRecyle Debris Tool for loose concrete.

Trips and VMT - Haul trips during fill based on approx. 1,519 cy at 10 cy of material per load. Approx 20 construction workers onsite each day and max of 10 
truck trips per day.

Vehicle Trips - Passive use - no new trips.

Water And Wastewater - Default water consumption.

Solid Waste - Default solid waste generation.

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Watering consistent with SCAQMD Rule 403. Tier 4F mitigation consistent with Rancho Cienega Sports Complex 
analysis.

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 1.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 2.00

tblConstEquipMitigation NumberOfEquipmentMitigated 0.00 2.00

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final
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tblConstEquipMitigation Tier No Change Tier 4 Final

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 10.00 66.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 198.00

tblConstructionPhase NumDays 2.00 24.00

tblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 12/15/2020 3/3/2021

tblConstructionPhase PhaseEndDate 12/18/2020 12/6/2021

tblConstructionPhase PhaseStartDate 12/17/2020 3/4/2021

tblGrading AcresOfGrading 0.00 0.40

tblGrading MaterialImported 0.00 1,519.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Dumpers/Tenders

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Excavators

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Sweepers/Scrubbers

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Sweepers/Scrubbers

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Plate Compactors

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentType Off-Highway Trucks

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 1.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment OffRoadEquipmentUnitAmount 2.00 1.00

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 6.00 8.00

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 8.00 0.00

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 1.00 0.00
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2.0 Emissions Summary

tblOffRoadEquipment UsageHours 6.00 8.00

tblTripsAndVMT HaulingTripNumber 190.00 304.00

tblTripsAndVMT VendorTripNumber 0.00 20.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 8.00 40.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 3.00 0.00

tblTripsAndVMT WorkerTripNumber 10.00 40.00

tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 22.75 0.00

tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 16.74 0.00

tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 1.89 0.00
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2.1 Overall Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year tons/yr MT/yr

2020 0.0110 0.1411 0.0968 3.6000e-
004

0.0767 3.8300e-
003

0.0805 0.0134 3.5500e-
003

0.0170 0.0000 33.8872 33.8872 4.1000e-
003

0.0000 33.9897

2021 0.1520 1.4699 1.2237 3.7200e-
003

0.2014 0.0549 0.2562 0.0401 0.0507 0.0907 0.0000 336.9067 336.9067 0.0675 0.0000 338.5940

Maximum 0.1520 1.4699 1.2237 3.7200e-
003

0.2014 0.0549 0.2562 0.0401 0.0507 0.0907 0.0000 336.9067 336.9067 0.0675 0.0000 338.5940

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year tons/yr MT/yr

2020 5.8600e-
003

0.1025 0.1005 3.6000e-
004

0.0437 4.4000e-
004

0.0441 8.4300e-
003

4.2000e-
004

8.8500e-
003

0.0000 33.8872 33.8872 4.1000e-
003

0.0000 33.9897

2021 0.0621 0.6728 1.4470 3.7200e-
003

0.1353 4.8100e-
003

0.1401 0.0301 4.7300e-
003

0.0348 0.0000 336.9065 336.9065 0.0675 0.0000 338.5938

Maximum 0.0621 0.6728 1.4470 3.7200e-
003

0.1353 4.8100e-
003

0.1401 0.0301 4.7300e-
003

0.0348 0.0000 336.9065 336.9065 0.0675 0.0000 338.5938

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

58.30 51.87 -17.19 0.00 35.62 91.06 45.29 28.01 90.50 59.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Area 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 6.0900e-
003

0.0000 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 2.9491 2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Total 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 6.0900e-
003

2.9491 2.9552 4.3000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

2.9702

Unmitigated Operational

Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)

1 12-2-2020 3-1-2021 0.4162 0.3012

2 3-2-2021 6-1-2021 0.6697 0.3275

3 6-2-2021 9-1-2021 0.6048 0.2808

4 9-2-2021 9-30-2021 0.1907 0.0885

Highest 0.6697 0.3275
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2.2 Overall Operational

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Area 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Energy 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mobile 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Waste 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 6.0900e-
003

0.0000 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Water 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 2.9491 2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Total 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 6.0900e-
003

2.9491 2.9552 4.3000e-
004

1.0000e-
005

2.9702

Mitigated Operational

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase 
Number

Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days 
Week

Num Days Phase Description

1 Demolition Demolition 12/2/2020 3/3/2021 5 66

2 Grading Soil Import Grading 3/4/2021 4/6/2021 5 24

3 Grading Grading 3/4/2021 12/6/2021 5 198

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio-CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent 
Reduction

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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OffRoad Equipment

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Grading Soil Import Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 0.00 81 0.73

Grading Soil Import Rubber Tired Dozers 0 0.00 247 0.40

Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73

Grading Concrete/Industrial Saws 0 8.00 81 0.73

Grading Soil Import Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37

Demolition Dumpers/Tenders 1 8.00 16 0.38

Demolition Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38

Demolition Sweepers/Scrubbers 1 8.00 64 0.46

Grading Sweepers/Scrubbers 1 8.00 64 0.46

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 0 1.00 247 0.40

Grading Plate Compactors 1 8.00 8 0.43

Demolition Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 0 6.00 97 0.37

Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37

Grading Off-Highway Trucks 1 8.00 402 0.38

Trips and VMT

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 0; Non-Residential Outdoor: 0; Striped Parking Area: 0 (Architectural 
Coating �±��sqft)

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0
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3.2 Demolition - 2020

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 0.0599 0.0000 0.0599 9.0700e-
003

0.0000 9.0700e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 6.4700e-
003

0.0573 0.0606 9.0000e-
005

3.5400e-
003

3.5400e-
003

3.2700e-
003

3.2700e-
003

0.0000 8.0554 8.0554 2.4700e-
003

0.0000 8.1173

Total 6.4700e-
003

0.0573 0.0606 9.0000e-
005

0.0599 3.5400e-
003

0.0635 9.0700e-
003

3.2700e-
003

0.0123 0.0000 8.0554 8.0554 2.4700e-
003

0.0000 8.1173

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Use Cleaner Engines for Construction Equipment

Water Exposed Area

Phase Name Offroad Equipment 
Count

Worker Trip 
Number

Vendor Trip 
Number

Hauling Trip 
Number

Worker Trip 
Length

Vendor Trip 
Length

Hauling Trip 
Length

Worker Vehicle 
Class

Vendor 
Vehicle Class

Hauling 
Vehicle Class

Demolition 3 40.00 0.00 1,661.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Grading Soil Import 1 0.00 0.00 304.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT

Grading 4 40.00 20.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00 LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
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3.2 Demolition - 2020

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 2.4400e-
003

0.0822 0.0181 2.2000e-
004

0.0119 2.6000e-
004

0.0122 3.0600e-
003

2.4000e-
004

3.3100e-
003

0.0000 21.3378 21.3378 1.4900e-
003

0.0000 21.3750

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 2.0300e-
003

1.6400e-
003

0.0181 5.0000e-
005

4.8200e-
003

4.0000e-
005

4.8600e-
003

1.2800e-
003

4.0000e-
005

1.3200e-
003

0.0000 4.4939 4.4939 1.4000e-
004

0.0000 4.4975

Total 4.4700e-
003

0.0839 0.0362 2.7000e-
004

0.0167 3.0000e-
004

0.0170 4.3400e-
003

2.8000e-
004

4.6300e-
003

0.0000 25.8318 25.8318 1.6300e-
003

0.0000 25.8725

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 0.0270 0.0000 0.0270 4.0800e-
003

0.0000 4.0800e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 1.3800e-
003

0.0187 0.0642 9.0000e-
005

1.4000e-
004

1.4000e-
004

1.4000e-
004

1.4000e-
004

0.0000 8.0554 8.0554 2.4700e-
003

0.0000 8.1173

Total 1.3800e-
003

0.0187 0.0642 9.0000e-
005

0.0270 1.4000e-
004

0.0271 4.0800e-
003

1.4000e-
004

4.2200e-
003

0.0000 8.0554 8.0554 2.4700e-
003

0.0000 8.1173

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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3.2 Demolition - 2020

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 2.4400e-
003

0.0822 0.0181 2.2000e-
004

0.0119 2.6000e-
004

0.0122 3.0600e-
003

2.4000e-
004

3.3100e-
003

0.0000 21.3378 21.3378 1.4900e-
003

0.0000 21.3750

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 2.0300e-
003

1.6400e-
003

0.0181 5.0000e-
005

4.8200e-
003

4.0000e-
005

4.8600e-
003

1.2800e-
003

4.0000e-
005

1.3200e-
003

0.0000 4.4939 4.4939 1.4000e-
004

0.0000 4.4975

Total 4.4700e-
003

0.0839 0.0362 2.7000e-
004

0.0167 3.0000e-
004

0.0170 4.3400e-
003

2.8000e-
004

4.6300e-
003

0.0000 25.8318 25.8318 1.6300e-
003

0.0000 25.8725

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.2 Demolition - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 0.1198 0.0000 0.1198 0.0181 0.0000 0.0181 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0117 0.1029 0.1204 1.9000e-
004

6.0100e-
003

6.0100e-
003

5.5600e-
003

5.5600e-
003

0.0000 16.1123 16.1123 4.9500e-
003

0.0000 16.2360

Total 0.0117 0.1029 0.1204 1.9000e-
004

0.1198 6.0100e-
003

0.1258 0.0181 5.5600e-
003

0.0237 0.0000 16.1123 16.1123 4.9500e-
003

0.0000 16.2360

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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3.2 Demolition - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 4.6600e-
003

0.1533 0.0357 4.3000e-
004

0.0131 4.6000e-
004

0.0136 3.4900e-
003

4.4000e-
004

3.9300e-
003

0.0000 42.2058 42.2058 2.9300e-
003

0.0000 42.2790

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 3.7900e-
003

2.9500e-
003

0.0333 1.0000e-
004

9.6400e-
003

8.0000e-
005

9.7200e-
003

2.5600e-
003

7.0000e-
005

2.6300e-
003

0.0000 8.7025 8.7025 2.6000e-
004

0.0000 8.7089

Total 8.4500e-
003

0.1562 0.0690 5.3000e-
004

0.0227 5.4000e-
004

0.0233 6.0500e-
003

5.1000e-
004

6.5600e-
003

0.0000 50.9083 50.9083 3.1900e-
003

0.0000 50.9879

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 0.0539 0.0000 0.0539 8.1600e-
003

0.0000 8.1600e-
003

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 2.7700e-
003

0.0374 0.1285 1.9000e-
004

2.8000e-
004

2.8000e-
004

2.8000e-
004

2.8000e-
004

0.0000 16.1123 16.1123 4.9500e-
003

0.0000 16.2360

Total 2.7700e-
003

0.0374 0.1285 1.9000e-
004

0.0539 2.8000e-
004

0.0542 8.1600e-
003

2.8000e-
004

8.4400e-
003

0.0000 16.1123 16.1123 4.9500e-
003

0.0000 16.2360

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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3.2 Demolition - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 4.6600e-
003

0.1533 0.0357 4.3000e-
004

0.0131 4.6000e-
004

0.0136 3.4900e-
003

4.4000e-
004

3.9300e-
003

0.0000 42.2058 42.2058 2.9300e-
003

0.0000 42.2790

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 3.7900e-
003

2.9500e-
003

0.0333 1.0000e-
004

9.6400e-
003

8.0000e-
005

9.7200e-
003

2.5600e-
003

7.0000e-
005

2.6300e-
003

0.0000 8.7025 8.7025 2.6000e-
004

0.0000 8.7089

Total 8.4500e-
003

0.1562 0.0690 5.3000e-
004

0.0227 5.4000e-
004

0.0233 6.0500e-
003

5.1000e-
004

6.5600e-
003

0.0000 50.9083 50.9083 3.1900e-
003

0.0000 50.9879

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.3 Grading Soil Import - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 3.0000e-
004

0.0000 3.0000e-
004

4.0000e-
005

0.0000 4.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 2.2500e-
003

0.0228 0.0271 4.0000e-
005

1.3400e-
003

1.3400e-
003

1.2300e-
003

1.2300e-
003

0.0000 3.2757 3.2757 1.0600e-
003

0.0000 3.3022

Total 2.2500e-
003

0.0228 0.0271 4.0000e-
005

3.0000e-
004

1.3400e-
003

1.6400e-
003

4.0000e-
005

1.2300e-
003

1.2700e-
003

0.0000 3.2757 3.2757 1.0600e-
003

0.0000 3.3022

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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3.3 Grading Soil Import - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 1.2800e-
003

0.0421 9.8100e-
003

1.2000e-
004

2.6100e-
003

1.3000e-
004

2.7400e-
003

7.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

8.4000e-
004

0.0000 11.5869 11.5869 8.0000e-
004

0.0000 11.6070

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.2800e-
003

0.0421 9.8100e-
003

1.2000e-
004

2.6100e-
003

1.3000e-
004

2.7400e-
003

7.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

8.4000e-
004

0.0000 11.5869 11.5869 8.0000e-
004

0.0000 11.6070

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 1.3000e-
004

0.0000 1.3000e-
004

2.0000e-
005

0.0000 2.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 4.6000e-
004

1.9700e-
003

0.0281 4.0000e-
005

6.0000e-
005

6.0000e-
005

6.0000e-
005

6.0000e-
005

0.0000 3.2757 3.2757 1.0600e-
003

0.0000 3.3021

Total 4.6000e-
004

1.9700e-
003

0.0281 4.0000e-
005

1.3000e-
004

6.0000e-
005

1.9000e-
004

2.0000e-
005

6.0000e-
005

8.0000e-
005

0.0000 3.2757 3.2757 1.0600e-
003

0.0000 3.3021

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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3.3 Grading Soil Import - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 1.2800e-
003

0.0421 9.8100e-
003

1.2000e-
004

2.6100e-
003

1.3000e-
004

2.7400e-
003

7.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

8.4000e-
004

0.0000 11.5869 11.5869 8.0000e-
004

0.0000 11.6070

Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Worker 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 1.2800e-
003

0.0421 9.8100e-
003

1.2000e-
004

2.6100e-
003

1.3000e-
004

2.7400e-
003

7.2000e-
004

1.2000e-
004

8.4000e-
004

0.0000 11.5869 11.5869 8.0000e-
004

0.0000 11.6070

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Grading - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.1051 0.9373 0.7946 1.9100e-
003

0.0461 0.0461 0.0425 0.0425 0.0000 167.0561 167.0561 0.0534 0.0000 168.3898

Total 0.1051 0.9373 0.7946 1.9100e-
003

0.0000 0.0461 0.0461 0.0000 0.0425 0.0425 0.0000 167.0561 167.0561 0.0534 0.0000 168.3898

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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3.4 Grading - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 6.1500e-
003

0.1954 0.0530 5.0000e-
004

0.0125 4.0000e-
004

0.0129 3.6000e-
003

3.8000e-
004

3.9800e-
003

0.0000 48.8063 48.8063 2.9900e-
003

0.0000 48.8812

Worker 0.0170 0.0133 0.1498 4.3000e-
004

0.0434 3.6000e-
004

0.0438 0.0115 3.3000e-
004

0.0119 0.0000 39.1611 39.1611 1.1500e-
003

0.0000 39.1899

Total 0.0232 0.2087 0.2027 9.3000e-
004

0.0559 7.6000e-
004

0.0566 0.0151 7.1000e-
004

0.0158 0.0000 87.9674 87.9674 4.1400e-
003

0.0000 88.0711

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Fugitive Dust 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road 0.0259 0.2265 1.0089 1.9100e-
003

3.0500e-
003

3.0500e-
003

3.0500e-
003

3.0500e-
003

0.0000 167.0559 167.0559 0.0534 0.0000 168.3896

Total 0.0259 0.2265 1.0089 1.9100e-
003

0.0000 3.0500e-
003

3.0500e-
003

0.0000 3.0500e-
003

3.0500e-
003

0.0000 167.0559 167.0559 0.0534 0.0000 168.3896

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

3.4 Grading - 2021

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Vendor 6.1500e-
003

0.1954 0.0530 5.0000e-
004

0.0125 4.0000e-
004

0.0129 3.6000e-
003

3.8000e-
004

3.9800e-
003

0.0000 48.8063 48.8063 2.9900e-
003

0.0000 48.8812

Worker 0.0170 0.0133 0.1498 4.3000e-
004

0.0434 3.6000e-
004

0.0438 0.0115 3.3000e-
004

0.0119 0.0000 39.1611 39.1611 1.1500e-
003

0.0000 39.1899

Total 0.0232 0.2087 0.2027 9.3000e-
004

0.0559 7.6000e-
004

0.0566 0.0151 7.1000e-
004

0.0158 0.0000 87.9674 87.9674 4.1400e-
003

0.0000 88.0711

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

City Park 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by

City Park 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 66 28 6

5.0 Energy Detail

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

City Park 0.547192 0.045177 0.202743 0.121510 0.016147 0.006143 0.019743 0.029945 0.002479 0.002270 0.005078 0.000682 0.000891

Historical Energy Use: N
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Electricity 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Electricity 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr

City Park 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

NaturalGa
s Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr

City Park 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Electricity 
Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr

City Park 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Unmitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Unmitigated 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Electricity 
Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr

City Park 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Total 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail

6.2 Area by SubCategory

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural 
Coating

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

1.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Total 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Unmitigated

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Architectural 
Coating

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Consumer 
Products

1.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Landscaping 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Total 1.6000e-
004

0.0000 1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

0.0000 0.0000 1.0000e-
005

Mitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category MT/yr

Mitigated 2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Unmitigated 2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

7.2 Water by Land Use

Indoor/Out
door Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

City Park 0 / 
0.476593

2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Total 2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Unmitigated

7.0 Water Detail
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.2 Water by Land Use

Indoor/Out
door Use

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

City Park 0 / 
0.476593

2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Total 2.9491 7.0000e-
005

1.0000e-
005

2.9551

Mitigated

8.0 Waste Detail

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

MT/yr

 Mitigated 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

 Unmitigated 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Category/Year
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Waste 
Disposed

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use tons MT/yr

City Park 0.03 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Total 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Unmitigated

Waste 
Disposed

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use tons MT/yr

City Park 0.03 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Total 6.0900e-
003

3.6000e-
004

0.0000 0.0151

Mitigated

9.0 Operational Offroad

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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11.0 Vegetation

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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APPENDIX C 
Cultural Resources Assessment  

 





\ AECOM

401 West A Street
Suite 1200

San Diego, CA  92101

www.aecom.com

619.610.7600  tel

619.610.7601  fax

Memorandum

Introduction

The City of Los Angeles (City) proposes to demolish the Celes King III Indoor Pool and convert the
site into a community front lawn and playground area (project). The Department of Public Works,
Bureau of Engineering (LABOE) is the lead agency. Under the separate Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project prepared by AECOM,
the City of Los Angeles is constructing a new sports complex on the 30-acre park property. Under
that IS/MND dated March 2016, the Celes King III Pool was to remain in place. Now, the City
proposes demolishing the existing Celes King III Indoor Pool. The facility was constructed in 1963, is
aging, and presents substantial maintenance challenges. In addition, the pool no longer meets the
standards for competition pools. The City proposes to demolish the building, and grade and
landscape the building site. Building on previous studies for the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex
Project, this report documents the cultural resources assessment of the project, specifically new
impacts of the proposed demolition of the Celes King III Pool. This analysis was conducted by
AECOM cultural resources staff who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards (36 Code of Federal Regulations [C.F.R.] Part 61) for archaeology, history and
architectural history, in compliance with the guidelines of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

Project Location

The project site is located in the southeast quadrant of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex at 5001
Rodeo Road in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community of the City of Los Angeles.
Generally, the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex is bounded by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) Expo Line light rail transit system to the north (along Exposition
Boulevard), Dorsey High School to the east, residential land uses to the south across Rodeo Road,
and commercial uses to the west. The project site is bounded by a paved surface parking lot to the
west, a tennis shop approved for demolition to the north, tennis courts to the east, and Rodeo Road
to the south.  Figure 1 shows the regional location of the project site. Figure 2 shows the project site
within the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex.

To James R. Tebbetts, Environmental Specialist II,
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
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CC Ohaji K. Abdallah, Architectural Associate II/Project Manager, Department of

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Subject Cultural Resources Assessment of Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool

Demolition Project
(Project No.  60575000)

From Trina Meiser, Senior Historic Preservation Planner
Marc Beherec, Senior Archaeologist

Date June 15, 2018
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Project Description

The proposed project would conduct required hazardous materials abatement, drain water from the
existing Celes King III Pool, and demolish the Celes King III Pool building. Following demolition,
construction activities would include infill of the pool pit, rough grading of the site, utilities installation,
landscaping and hardscaping, and installation of playground and shade structures.

Demolition and construction activities would last approximately 12 months from December 2020 to
December 2021.   Conducting the required hazardous materials abatement, draining water from the
existing Celes King III Pool, and demolishing the Celes King III Pool building would last approximately
4 months.  Approximately 14,000 cubic yards of demolition debris would be exported from the project
site.  Infill of the pool pit would last approximately 2 months, requiring approximately 1,600 cubic
yards of soil to be imported for backfill.  Rough grading of the site, utility installations, landscaping and
hardscaping, and installation of playground and shade structures would last approximately 6 months.
Demolition and construction activities would require an average of 10 truck roundtrips per day, with a
peak of 18 daily truck roundtrips occurring during one month for the infill of the pool pit.  A total of
approximately 20 construction workers would be on-site each day. Demolition and hazardous
materials abatement would require approximately four types of equipment, consisting of a demolition
excavator, articulating dump truck, street sweeper, and 20 yard roll off bins. Construction activities
would require approximately four types of equipment, consisting of a compactor, several 20 yard roll
off bins, street sweepers, and several backhoes/skip loaders, as well as concrete trucks as
necessary. It is not anticipated that any trees be removed as part of the proposed project. Following
construction, the project site would operate similarly to existing conditions, and the community front
lawn and playground area would have passive uses.

The existing Rancho Cienega Sports Complex is currently developed as a sports complex. The
existing complex contains a variety of facilities, including a gymnasium, basketball courts, baseball
diamond, child play area, community room, football field, handball courts, picnic tables, soccer field,
skate park, and tennis courts. The Rancho Cienega Sports Complex has been approved for
construction and demolition activities as part of the recently approved Rancho Cienega Sports
Complex Project. Phase 1 of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project would include demolition
and construction of the indoor gymnasium to the northwest of the project site, demolition of the
existing restroom facilities and construction of a new indoor pool, bathhouse facility, and multiuse
building to the northwest of the project site, rehabilitation of the tennis shop to the north of the project
site, construction of a new stadium overlook and concession stand to the northwest of the project site,
and improvements to the primary parking lot along Rodeo Road directly adjacent to the project site on
the west. Phase 2 of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project would include demolition of
parking lots, outdated electrical and plumbing infrastructure, asphalt maintenance driveways and
concrete sidewalks, and construction of a driveway, off street parking, park infrastructure (including
landscaping and furniture), a tennis block with bleachers and a shade structure, bleachers and a
shade structure for the baseball field, and a stadium block that includes a press box, concession
stand, elevated bleachers, and restrooms.  Construction of the proposed project would occur
following the end of Phase 1 and prior to the commencement of Phase 2 of the approved Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex Project.

Area of Potential Effects

The previous cultural resource study for the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project (AECOM 2015)
investigated an Area of Potential Effects (APE) that encompassed the entire Rancho Cienega Park,
including the current project area. Within the previous APE, one historical resource (as defined in
California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5) was identified, the Celes King III Pool (Plates 1 and
2). Because no other historical resources were identified within the vicinity of the Celes King III Pool,
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it is unlikely that the project will result in any indirect visual, atmospheric, and audible effects to other
historical resources. Therefore, the APE for this project is limited to the project footprint, including all
areas of ground disturbance. The vertical extent of the APE accounts for proposed grading and
excavation activities. Figure 3 shows the APE.

Plate 1. Celes King III Pool, exterior.

Plate 2. Celes King III Pool, interior.

Identification of Historical Resources

Based on the findings of the previous cultural resource study for the Rancho Cienega Sports
Complex Project (AECOM 2015), which included a cultural resources records search at the South
Central Coastal Information Center, Native American contact program and Sacred Land files search,
additional archival research, pedestrian survey, and paleontological records search, the APE contains
one historical resource and potential areas of archaeological and paleontological sensitivity. The
Celes King III Indoor Pool was found eligible under Criterion 3 of the California Register of Historical
Resources for its distinctive modern design for a civic building in Los Angeles, and is considered a
historical resource as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5. As the project would
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be constructed in an area with known prehistoric and historic archaeological and paleontological
sensitivity, prehistoric and/or historic archaeological resources and paleontological resources may be
present within the APE. Such resources may lie beneath the surface obscured by existing pavement
or vegetation.

Assembly Bill (AB) 52 Consultation

AB 52 modified CEQA to directly address tribal concerns from the beginning of the planning process.
AB 52 established a new category of resources in the California Environmental Quality Act called
tribal cultural resources (TCRs). TCRs are resources which are “Sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe” that
are also eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) or a local
register, or are determined by a lead agency, in consultation with California Native American tribes, to
be significant. AB 52 mandates direct government-to-government consultation with interested tribes in
order to identify and protect TCRs.

On behalf of the LABOE and in support of its responsibilities under AB 52, AECOM conducted a
Native American contact program to inform interested parties of the project and to address any
concerns regarding TCRs or other resources that might be affected by the project. The program
involved contacting Native American representatives identified by the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) to solicit comments and concerns regarding the project.

A letter was prepared and mailed to the NAHC on May 21, 2018. The letters requested that a Sacred
Lands File check be conducted for the project and that contact information be provided for Native
American groups or individuals that may have concerns about cultural resources in the project area.
The NAHC responded in a letter sent via email on May 30, 2018. The letter indicated that a Sacred
Lands File search had been conducted with negative results. The letter also included an attached list
of Native American contacts whom it indicated may have information about Native American cultural
resources within the project area.

Letters were mailed on June 6, 2018, to the six parties indicated on the NAHC contact list:
�x Chairperson Anthony Morales of the Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians,
�x Chairperson Andrew Salas of the Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation,
�x Charles Alvarez of the Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe,
�x Chairperson Robert F. Dorame of the Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council,
�x Chairperson Sandonne Goad of the Gabrielino/Tongva Nation, and
�x Chairperson Donna Yocum of the San Fernando Band of Mission Indians.

Maps depicting the APE and response forms were attached to each letter. Follow-up phone calls
were made to each of these parties on July 18, 2018. Documents pertaining to the Native American
contact program are attached as Appendix B.

Two tribes responded to the letter, and an additional two tribes commented in the course of follow-up
calls.

�x Admin Specialist Brandy Salas of the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation
responded on behalf of Chairperson Andrew Salas in an email on June 13, 2018. Ms. Salas
requested direct government-to-government consultation.

�x Chairperson Robert F. Dorame called in response to the letter on June 14, 2018. Mr. Dorame
stated that the project area is known to his tribe to be sensitive for cultural resources. He is
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particular concerned about the potential for human remains, because the CHRIS records search
identified sites with human remains less than 0.5 mile from the project area. Mr. Dorame
requested both an archaeological monitor and a tribal monitor be present during ground-
disturbing activities. Mr. Dorame also requested direct government-to-government consultation.

�x Chairperson Anthony Morales was reached by phone on July 18, 2018. Mr. Morales stated that
the West Los Angeles area is spiritually and culturally sensitive for his tribe because of the
number of archaeological sites encountered in the area. Mr. Morales said that he recommends
Native American monitoring, and requests that a member of his tribe be used as a monitor. Mr.
Morales also requested direct government-to-government consultation.

�x Chairperson Donna Yocum was reached by phone on July 18, 2018. Ms. Yocum informed us
that, her tribe would defer to more local tribes. She recommended we contact the Gabrielino
groups for comment.

Impacts Assessment

Historical Resources

A significant impact would result if the project caused a substantial adverse change to the
significance of a historical resource, as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5.
The Celes King III Pool is a historical resource that is significant under CRHR Criterion 3 for its
modern architectural design. Its character-defining features include the stylized configuration of
windows primarily on the south side of the building that continue on the east and west sides, its roof
slope, and the presence of the indoor pool. Demolition of the Celes King III Pool would cause a
substantial adverse change to the historical resource by the removal of all of its features, and would
result in a significant and unavoidable impact under CEQA.

Measures should be implemented to mitigate the significant impact; however, demolition would still
result in a significant and unavoidable impact. Mitigation may include archival documentation
consistent with the standards of the National Park Service’s Historic American Building Survey
(HABS) documentation, which is described by the NPS as “the last means of preservation of a
property; when a property is to be demolished, its documentation provides future researcher access
to valuable information that otherwise would be lost” (Russell 1990). Proposed mitigation measures
are listed below.

Mitigation Measure CULT-1: Prior to demolition, Secretary of the Interior-qualified professionals in
history or architectural history shall perform photo recordation and documentation consistent with
HABS documentation. HABS-type documentation shall consist of large-format archival photographs,
reproductions of historic drawings, if available, a sketch map, and written data (e.g., historic context,
building description) that comprise a detailed record that reflects the building’s historical significance.
Following completion of the HABS-type documentation, the materials shall be placed on file with
LABOE, the Los Angeles Public Library, and the LA Conservancy.

Mitigation Measure CULT-2: A display and interpretive material for public exhibition concerning the
history of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex and the Celes King III Indoor Pool shall be developed.
The display and interpretive material shall incorporate information produced in the HABS-like
documentation and historical research related to the historical resource. This display and interpretive
material shall be available to the public in a physical and/or digital format, such as a poster or website
page.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures CULT-1 and CULT-2 would not retain or preserve the
character-defining features of the historical resource, and would not reduce the substantial adverse
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change to the historical resource. Implementation of the mitigation measures would not lower the
impact of demolition to a level less than significant; therefore, the project would result in a significant
and unavoidable impact on a historical resource. No impacts would occur from the operation of the
project.

Archaeological Resources

A significant impact would occur if the project caused a substantial adverse change in the significance
of an archaeological resource, as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5.
Following demolition of the Celes King III Pool building, construction activities would include
hazardous materials abatement, rough grading, infill of the pool pit, utility installations, landscaping
and hardscaping, and installation of playground and shade structures. The project may have direct
impacts on subsurface archaeological resources that may be encountered during construction.
Disturbance of archaeological resources would result in a significant impact under CEQA.

Archival research revealed that five prehistoric sites, including one burial site, are located less than
0.5-mile west of the site. The closest site is less than 0.15-mile west of the project site. Some of these
are deeply buried by alluvium. For example, the human remains uncovered approximately 0.5-mile
southeast of the project site lay up to 23 feet below the 1924 ground surface. Archaeological sites
may also be buried by the placement of fill that was imported to the Rancho Cienega Sports Center
property during its development beginning in the 1930s. The lack of surface evidence of
archaeological materials does not preclude the possibility that subsurface archaeological materials
may exist. The presence of alluvium may mean that any surface evidence of archaeological materials
has been buried and could be encountered during excavation. Based on the cultural resources
assessment for the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project, the project site is culturally sensitive for
prehistoric and/or historic archaeological resources. Because the potential to encounter
archaeological resources exists for this project, archaeological monitoring should be conducted
during all ground-disturbing activities into native soils. Because of previous disturbances to the site,
this depth is unknown. Mitigation Measure CULT-3 should be implemented to ensure that any
potential impacts remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measure CULT-3: Archaeological monitoring shall consist of spot checking until native soils
are observed, at which time monitoring will be conducted full time. The archaeological monitor shall
have the authority to redirect construction equipment in the event potential archaeological resources
are encountered. If archaeological resources are encountered, work in the vicinity of the discovery
shall halt until appropriate treatment or further investigation of the resource is determined by a
qualified archaeologist in accordance with the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. In
addition, it is recommended that the construction personnel and staff receive training on possible
archaeological resources that may be present in the area to establish an understanding of what to
look for during ground-disturbing activities.

Paleontological Resources

A significant impact would occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the proposed
project disturbed unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features. Following demolition
of the Celes King III Pool building, construction activities would include hazardous materials
abatement, rough grading, infill of the pool pit, utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and
installation of playground and shade structures. The project may have direct impacts on unknown,
subsurface paleontological resources that may be encountered during construction. Disturbance of
paleontological resources would result in a significant impact under CEQA.
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Archival research indicates that excavations near the project site extending into older Quaternary
have encountered significant vertebrate fossils. In some places, Quaternary older alluvium and
significant fossil remains may lay close to the surface. For example, the closest fossil locality
recorded by the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, near the intersection of Rodeo Road
and Sycamore Avenue, encountered a fossil horse at a depth of 6 feet below ground surface.  As the
project would be constructed in an area with known paleontological sensitivity, excavations into
undisturbed older Quaternary layers, which vary in depth within the project vicinity, may disturb
significant paleontological resources that potentially lie beneath the surface obscured by existing
pavement or vegetation.  Such resources may lie beneath the surface obscured by existing pavement
or vegetation. As such, paleontological monitoring is recommended during ground-disturbing activities
in areas of paleontological sensitivity. Mitigation Measure CULT-4 should be implemented to ensure
that any potential impacts remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measure CULT-4: Excavations into undisturbed older Quaternary layers, which vary in
depth within the project site, shall be monitored. Monitoring shall consist of spot checking until native
soils are observed, at which time monitoring shall be conducted full-time. In the event that potential
paleontological resources are encountered, a qualified paleontologist shall be retained to recover and
record any fossil remains discovered. Any fossils, should they be recovered, shall be prepared,
identified, and catalogued before curation in an accredited repository designated by the lead agency.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure CULT-4, potential impacts to paleontological resources
during construction activities associated with the project would be less than significant. No impacts
would occur from the operation of the project.

Tribal Cultural Resources

A significant impact would occur if the project caused a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a TCR, as defined in California Public Resources Code Section 21074. Although no TCRs have
been identified within the project area, as noted above, the project site is culturally sensitive for buried
prehistoric and/or historic archaeological resources that could include TCRs. Native American
individuals identified by the NAHC as representatives of California Indian Tribes have requested that
both archaeological and Native American monitoring be conducted during ground-disturbing activities.
Moreover, they have requested ongoing government-to-government consultation throughout the life
of the project.

Mitigation Measure TCR-1: A trained Native American consultant or consultants shall be engaged to
monitor ground-disturbing work in the area containing the Native American cultural resources. The
consultant or consultants shall be selected from the interested Native American parties who consulted
on the project. This monitoring shall occur on an as-needed basis as determined by LABOE in
consultation with interested tribes, and shall be intended to ensure that Native American concerns are
taken into account during the construction process. The Native American consultant will report
findings to LABOE or its archaeological consultant, which will disseminate the information to the
consulting Native American parties. The Native American parties identified by the NAHC shall be
consulted regarding the treatment and final disposition of any materials of Native American origin
found during the course of the project, if any, and will assist LABOE in determining whether these
materials constitute TCRs.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TCR-1, potential impacts to tribal cultural resources
identified during construction activities for the proposed project would be less than significant. In
addition, no impacts would occur from the operation of the proposed project.
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Summary

The project would result in impacts to cultural resources. The Celes King III Pool is a historical
resource under CEQA, and the project would cause a substantial adverse change to the historical
resource from demolition, resulting in a significant and unavoidable impact. Mitigation Measures
CULT-1 and CULT-2 should be implemented to reduce the impact, but implementation will not reduce
the impact to a level less than significant. The project also has the potential to impact unknown,
subsurface archaeological, paleontological, and tribal cultural resources from excavation and grading
activities. Implementation of Mitigation Measures CULT-3 and CULT-4 would reduce potential
impacts to a level less than significant. TCR-1 will reduce the impact to tribal cultural resources to a
less-than-significant level and satisfy LABOE’s consultation requirements under AB 52.
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