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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ES.1 INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared by the City of Los Angeles (City)
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering (BOE) to evaluate potential environmental
effects that would result from development of the proposed Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool
Demolition Project (proposed project).  This EIR has been prepared in conformance with the
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA) statutes (California Public Resources
Code Section 2100 et. seq., as amended) and its implementing guidelines (California Code of
Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et. seq., 2016).  BOE is identified as the lead agency for
the proposed project under CEQA.

The existing Celes King III Pool no longer meets the standards for competition pools.
Additionally, due to its age, the existing pool building was constructed with materials that are
deemed hazardous, including asbestos and lead based paint.  Thus, the overall purpose of the
proposed project is to provide safe and upgraded infrastructure to meet the community’s
recreational needs.  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, utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and installation of
playground and shade structures.  Construction of the proposed project would last for
approximately 12 months.

ES.2 PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING

The approximately 0.4-acre project site consists of the Celes King III Indoor Pool, located in the
southeast quadrant of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex at 5001 Obama Boulevard
(formerly Rodeo Road)1 in the City of Los Angeles.  The project site is centrally located in the
West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert community of the City of Los Angeles.  The project site has
historically been used as a recreation facility, with the Celes King III Pool building constructed in
the 1960s.  The Celes King III Pool building is a cinder-block/concrete walled, steel-supported
structure that consists of offices, locker rooms, and support facilities located at the northern end
of the building with the pool area located to the south.  The project site is bounded by a paved
surface parking lot to the west, a tennis shop and the Ira C. Massey Child Care Center to the
north, tennis courts to the east, and Obama Boulevard to the south.  Generally, the Rancho
Cienega Sports Complex is bounded by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority 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 Obama Boulevard, and
commercial uses to the west.  Regional access to the project area is provided via Interstate 10
and Interstate 405.  The project site is served by Obama Boulevard and Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard to the south, La Brea Avenue to the west, Exposition Boulevard to the north, and
Farmdale Avenue to the east.

ES.3 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The overall purpose for the proposed project is to provide safe and upgraded infrastructure to
meet the community’s recreational needs.  The existing Celes King III Pool no longer meets the

1  Los Angeles City Council approved a name change from Rodeo Road to Obama Boulevard on August 28, 2018.
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standards for competition pools, and has become a maintenance concern for the City of Los
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks (LARAP).

The objectives of the proposed project are:

¶ To alleviate the maintenance concerns for the existing Celes King III Pool.

¶ To provide additional upgraded playground facilities in a densely populated area.

¶ To provide additional landscaping for the park for relaxation and enjoyment.

¶ To remove and properly dispose hazardous materials used in the construction of the
Celes King III Pool.

ES.4 PROPOSED PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

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,
utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and installation of a playground and shade
structures.

The proposed playground would be centrally located in the southern portion of the project site,
where the existing Celes King III Pool building is currently located.  The surface of the
playground would consist of soil rubber material.  Proposed playground equipment would
include a jungle gym and swings, or similar play structures.  Benches would be provided within
and around the playground area.

The lawn area would be located to the north of the playground area and would include
landscaped elements.  Trees, hedges, and planters would be located throughout the project
site.  The existing planters fronting Obama Boulevard and the two trees located at the western
perimeter of the project site would remain.  Hedges would be provided along the western and
southern perimeter of the project site to provide a physical barrier between the playground and
parking lot on the west and the playground and sidewalk on the south.  Additional hedges would
be placed along the southeast perimeter and in the northern portion of the project site.  Trees
would be planted in the northeast quadrant of the project site and provide a shaded area, along
with additional shade structures.

The design of the community front lawn and playground would incorporate lighting and other
security measures.  Light posts would be located around the perimeter of the playground area
and along the pedestrian paths.  The playground area would be set back from the sidewalk and
would be surrounded by hedges.  As previously discussed, hedges would be provided along the
perimeter of the project site to provide a physical barrier between the playground and parking lot
on the west and the playground and sidewalk on the south.

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
take approximately 4 months to complete.  Infill of the pool pit would last approximately 2
months.  Rough grading of the site, utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and
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installation of playground and shade structures would last approximately 6 months.  Following
construction, the community front lawn and playground area would be passive recreation uses.

The previously approved Rancho Cienega Sports Complex Project began construction in
September 2018 and involves the development of upgraded and expanded facilities at the
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex, including construction of a new indoor pool. Construction of
the proposed project, Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demolition Project, would occur in
December 2020 after the new indoor pool is operational.

ES.5 ISSUES RAISED BY THE PUBLIC AND AGENCIES

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, an Initial Study was prepared and a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) was distributed on June 21, 2018, to approximately 650 public agencies,
interested organizations, members of the general public, and adjacent residents in the project
area.  Additionally, copies of the NOP were posted at the project site at the Celes King III Pool
building and at the Ira C. Massey Child Care Center.  A scoping meeting was held near the
project site at the Ira C. Massey Childcare Center in the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex in
Los Angeles on June 28, 2018.  The purpose of the NOP and scoping meeting was to provide
notification that BOE planned to prepare an EIR for the proposed project and to solicit input from
public agencies and the general public on the scope and content of the EIR.  Five written
comment letters were received from various agencies.  The following list summarizes the public
comments and questions that were received during the NOP comment period and at the
scoping meeting related to environmental issues:

¶ Public Noticing.  Notices should be posted at the pool building. (Refer to previous
paragraph)

¶ Construction Timeline.  A description of the timeline for the demolition of the Celes
King III Pool building as it relates to construction of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex
Project components should be discussed.  (See Chapter 2, Project Description)

¶ Air Quality. Potential construction-related air quality impacts to students and school
staff should be considered. (See Section 3.1, Air Quality)

¶ Hazardous Materials.  Potential hazards in the soils and underneath the existing pool
foundation should be discussed.  (See Section 3.4, Hazards and Hazardous Materials)

¶ Noise. Construction noise impacts to students and school staff should be analyzed.
(See Section 3.5, Noise)

¶ Transportation and Traffic. Construction-related traffic should be coordinated with the
Los Angeles Unified School District Transportation Branch.  Potential impacts related to
pedestrian safety for students and school staff should be considered. (See Section 3.6,
Transportation and Traffic)

¶ Tribal Cultural Resources. Lead agencies should consult with California Native
American tribes and a discussion of impacts to tribal cultural resources should be
included. (See Section 3.7, Tribal Cultural Resources)
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ES.6 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

An analysis of the environmental impacts caused by the proposed project has been conducted
and is contained in this EIR.  Seven issue areas are analyzed in detail and presented in Chapter
3 of this EIR.  Table ES-1 provides a summary of the potentially significant environmental
impacts that would result during construction and operation of the proposed project, mitigation
measures that would lessen potential environmental impacts, and the level of significance of the
environmental impacts that would remain after implementation of the proposed mitigation, if
necessary.  The EIR identifies potentially significant impacts requiring mitigation measures for
cultural resources (Section 3.2), hazards and hazardous materials (Section 3.4), construction
noise (Section 3.5), and tribal cultural resources (Section 3.7).  Specific mitigation measures
have been identified to reduce the short-term impacts to a less than significant level, except for
cultural resource.  Demolition of the existing Celes King III Pool Building would result in a
substantial change to the historical resource that could not be reduced.  Therefore, construction
of the proposed project would result in a significant and unavoidable cultural resources impact
to the historical resource.  The EIR identified less than significant impacts for air quality (Section
3.1), greenhouse gas emissions (Section 3.3), and transportation and traffic (Section 3.6).
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
AIR QUALITY
AIR-1:  Would the project conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

AIR-2:  Would the project violate any air
quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

AIR-3: Would the project result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is in non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions that
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

AIR-4: Would the project expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

CULTURAL RESOURCES
CUL-1: Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in California Code of Regulations
Section 15064.5?

Potentially significant

CR-A: 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)

Significant and Unavoidable
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
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.

CR-B: 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.

CUL-2: Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to California Code of Regulations
Section 15064.5?

Potentially significant

CR-C: Archaeological monitoring
shall consist of spot checking
until native soils are
observed, at which time
monitoring will be conducted
full time.  The archaeological

Less than significant
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
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.

CUL-3: Would the project directly or
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Potentially significant

CR-D: 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

Less than significant
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
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.

CUL-4: Would the project disturb any
human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
GHG-1: Would the project generate
greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact
on the environment?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

GHG-2: Would the project conflict with any
applicable plan, policy or regulation of an
agency adopted for the purposed of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
HAZ-1: Would the project create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials? Potentially significant

HAZ-A: Prior to demolition of the
Celes King III Pool building, a
licensed abatement
contractor will conduct
hazardous materials
abatement, which would
remove, dispose of, and
transport hazardous

Less than significant
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
materials in accordance with
federal, state, and local
regulations.  The licensed
abatement contractor would
be required to comply with
OSHA 29 Code of Federal
Regulations 1926.62
regarding lead in construction
and OSHA 29 Code of
Federal Regulations
1926.1101 regarding
asbestos exposure.  Safe
work measures would be
taken during the hazardous
materials abatement,
including wetting the area to
prevent possible release of
hazardous materials into the
air and removing dust with
high-efficiency particulate air
(HEPA) vacuums and/or
disposable wet wipe towels.

HAZ-2: Would the project create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Potentially significant See Mitigation Measure HAZ-A
above. Less than significant

HAZ-3: Would the project emit hazardous
materials or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

Potentially significant See Mitigation Measure HAZ-A
above. Less than significant
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
NOISE
NOI-1: Would the project result in exposure
of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Potentially significant

NOI-A: Construction equipment shall
be properly maintained and
equipped with mufflers.

NOI-B: Construction equipment shall
have rubber tires instead of
tracks.

NOI-C: Equipment shall be turned off
when not in use for an
excess of five minutes,
except for equipment that
requires idling to maintain
performance.

NOI-D: A public liaison shall be
appointed for project
construction and shall be
responsible for addressing
public concerns about
construction activities,
including excessive noise.
As needed, the liaison shall
determine the cause of the
concern (e.g., starting too
early, bad muffler) and
implement measures to
address the concern.

NOI-E: The construction manager
shall coordinate with the site
administrator for Dorsey High
School to schedule
construction activity such that
student exposure to noise is
minimized.

Less than Significant
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
NOI-F: The public shall be notified in

advance of the location and
dates of construction hours
and activities.

NOI-G: Construction activities shall
be prohibited between the
hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m. when located within 500
feet of occupied sleeping
quarters or other land uses
sensitive to increased
nighttime noise levels.

NOI-H: If Mitigation Measures NOI-A
through NOI-G do not reduce
noise impacts to a level of
insignificance, the project
applicant shall develop new
and appropriate measures to
effectively mitigate
construction related noise at
the affected school.
Provisions shall be made to
allow the school and or
designated representative(s)
to notify the project applicant
when such measures are
warranted (e.g., Mitigation
Measure NOI-D).

NOI-2: Would the project result in exposure
of persons to or generation of excessive
ground-borne vibration or ground-borne
noise levels?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required Less than significant

NOI-3: Would the project result in a
substantial permanent increase in ambient No impact No mitigation measures are required. No impact
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?
NOI-4: Would the project result in a
substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

Potentially significant See Mitigation Measures NOI-A
through NOI-H above Less than Significant

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC
TRA-1: Would the project conflict with an
applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and
non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersection,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
TCR-1: Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource that
is listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)?

Less than significant No mitigation measures are required. Less than significant

TCR-2: Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource that
is a resource determined by the lead agency,
in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of the Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1?

Potentially significant

TCR-A: 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

Less than significant
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Table ES-1
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact Significance
Determination Mitigation Measures Significance After

Mitigation
interested Native American
parties who consulted on the
project, which include the
Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians – Kizh Nation and the
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of
California Tribal Council, as
of the date of this document.
This monitoring shall occur
on an as-needed basis as
determined by BOE 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 BOE 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
BOE in determining whether
these materials constitute
tribal cultural resources.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared by the City of Los Angeles (City)
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering (BOE) to evaluate potential environmental
effects that would result from development of the proposed Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool
Demolition Project (proposed project).  This EIR has been prepared in conformance with the
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA) statutes (California Public Resources
Code Section 2100 et. seq., as amended) and its implementing guidelines (California Code of
Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et. seq., 2016).  BOE is identified as the lead agency for
the proposed project under CEQA.

1.1 SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The existing Celes King III Pool no longer meets the standards for competition pools.
Additionally, due to its age, the existing pool building was constructed with materials that are
deemed hazardous, including asbestos and lead based paint.  Thus, the overall purpose of the
proposed project is to provide safe and upgraded infrastructure to meet the community’s
recreational needs.  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, utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and installation of
playground and shade structures.  Construction of the proposed project would last for
approximately 12 months.

1.2 THE CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS

CEQA requires preparation of an EIR when there is substantial evidence supporting a fair
argument that a proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment.  The
purpose of an EIR is to provide decision makers, public agencies, and the general public with an
objective and informational document that fully discloses the environmental effects of a
proposed project.  The EIR process is intended to facilitate the evaluation of potentially
significant direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental impacts of a proposed project, and to
identify feasible mitigation measures and alternatives that might reduce or avoid the project’s
significant effects.  In addition, CEQA specifically requires that an EIR identify those adverse
impacts determined to remain significant after the application of mitigation measures.

1.2.1 Notice of Preparation and Initial Study

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, an Initial Study was prepared and a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) was distributed on June 21, 2018, to approximately 650 public agencies,
interested organizations, members of the general public, and adjacent residents in the project
area.  Additionally, copies of the NOP were posted at the project site at the Celes King III Pool
building and at the Ira C. Massey Child Care Center.  The purpose of the NOP was to provide
notification that BOE planned to prepare an EIR for the proposed project and to solicit input on
the scope and content of the EIR.  Five written comment letters were received from various
agencies.  The Initial Study, NOP, and these comment letters are included in Appendix A to this
EIR.

A scoping meeting was held near the project site at the Ira C. Massey Childcare Center in the
Rancho Cienega Sports Complex in Los Angeles on June 28, 2018.  The purpose of this
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meeting was to seek input from public agencies and the general public regarding the
environmental issues and concerns that may potentially result from the proposed project to be
addressed in the EIR.  Approximately 60 people attended the public scoping meeting.

The following list summarizes the public comments and questions that were received during the
NOP comment period and at the scoping meeting related to environmental issues:

¶ Public Noticing.  Notices should be posted at the pool building. (Refer to previous
paragraph)

¶ Construction Timeline.  A description of the timeline for the demolition of the Celes
King III Pool building as it relates to construction of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex
Project components should be discussed.  (See Chapter 2, Project Description)

¶ Air Quality. Potential construction-related air quality impacts to district students and
school staff should be considered. (See Section 3.1, Air Quality)

¶ Hazardous Materials.  Potential hazards in the soils and underneath the existing pool
foundation should be discussed.  (See Section 3.4, Hazards and Hazardous Materials)

¶ Noise. Construction noise impacts to students and school staff should be analyzed.
(See Section 3.5, Noise)

¶ Transportation and Traffic. Construction-related traffic should be coordinated with the
Los Angeles Unified School District Transportation Branch.  Potential impacts related to
pedestrian safety for students and school staff should be considered. (See Section 3.6,
Transportation and Traffic)

¶ Tribal Cultural Resources. Lead agencies should consult with California Native
American tribes and a discussion of impacts to tribal cultural resources should be
included. (See Section 3.7, Tribal Cultural Resources)

1.2.2 Draft EIR

This EIR focuses on the environmental impacts identified as potentially significant during the
Initial Study process, including the comments received in response to the NOP.  The issue
areas analyzed in detail in this EIR include air quality, cultural resources, greenhouse gas
emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, noise, transportation and traffic, and tribal cultural
resources.  Effects not found to be significant are addressed in Section 4.2 of Chapter 4, Impact
Overview, of this EIR.

This Draft EIR is being circulated for 45 days for public review and comment.  The timeframe of
the public review period is identified in the Notice of Availability attached to this Draft EIR.
During this period, comments from the general public, organizations, and agencies regarding
environmental issues analyzed in the Draft EIR and the Draft EIR’s accuracy and completeness
may be submitted to the lead agency at:
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Shokoufe Marashi, Environmental Supervisor I
City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
E-Mail:  Shokoufe.Marashi@lacity.org

General questions about this EIR and the EIR process should also be submitted to the lead
agency at the address above.  The City will prepare written responses to all comments received
pertaining to environmental issues raised in the Draft EIR if they are submitted in writing and
postmarked by the last day of the public review period identified in the Notice of Availability.

Prior to approval of the proposed project or an alternative of the proposed project, the City, as
the lead agency and decision-making entity for the project, is required to certify that this EIR has
been completed in accordance with CEQA, that the EIR reflects the independent judgment of
the lead agency, and that the information in this EIR has been considered during the review of
the project.  CEQA also requires the City to adopt “findings” with respect to each significant
environmental effect identified in the EIR (California Public Resources Code Section 21081;
California Code of Regulations., Title 14, Section 15091).  For each significant effect, CEQA
requires the approving agency to make one or more of the following findings:

¶ Alterations have been made to avoid or substantially lessen significant impacts identified
in the Final EIR.

¶ The responsibility to carry out such changes or alterations is under the jurisdiction of
another agency.

¶ Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible
mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the Final EIR.

If the City concludes that the proposed project would result in significant effects that have been
identified in this EIR but cannot be substantially lessened or avoided by feasible mitigation
measures, it must adopt a “statement of overriding considerations” in order to approve the
project (California Public Resources Code Section 21801[b]).  Such statements are intended
under CEQA to provide a means by which the lead agency balances, in writing, the benefits of
the proposed project with the significant and unavoidable environmental impacts.  Where the
lead agency concludes that the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits
outweigh the unavoidable environmental impacts, the lead agency may find such impacts
“acceptable” and approve the proposed project.

In addition, the City must also adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program describing
the changes that were incorporated into the project or made a condition of approval in order to
mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment (California Public Resources Code
Section 21081.6).  The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program is adopted at the time of
project approval and is designed to ensure compliance during project implementation.  Upon
approval of the proposed project or an alternative to the proposed project, the lead agency will
be responsible for the implementation of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.
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1.3 ORGANIZATION OF THE EIR

This EIR is organized as follows:

The Executive Summary of this EIR provides an overview of the information provided in detail
in subsequent chapters.  It consists of an introduction; a brief description of the proposed
project; a discussion of issues raised by the public and agencies relative to the project
construction and operations; and a table that summarizes the potential environmental impacts in
each issue area, the significance determination for those impacts, mitigation measures, and
significance after mitigation.

Chapter 1 (Introduction) provides a summary of the proposed project, an overview of the
CEQA environmental review process, and a description of the organization of the EIR.

Chapter 2 (Project Description) provides a description of the proposed project.  Project
objectives are identified and information on the proposed project characteristics and
construction and operational scenarios is provided.  This chapter also includes a description of
the intended uses of the EIR and public agency actions related to the proposed project.

Chapter 3 (Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation) describes the potential
environmental effects of implementing the proposed project.  The discussion in Chapter 3 is
organized into 7 environmental issue areas, as follows:

¶ Air Quality
¶ Cultural Resources
¶ Greenhouse Gas Emissions
¶ Hazards and Hazardous Materials

¶ Noise
¶ Transportation and Traffic
¶ Tribal Cultural Resources

For each environmental issue, the analysis and discussion are organized into five subsections
as described below:

Environmental Setting – This subsection describes, from a local and regional perspective,
the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the proposed project and at the
project site at the time of publication of the NOP.  The environmental setting establishes the
baseline conditions, which were used by the City to determine whether specific
project-related impacts would be significant.

Thresholds of Significance – This subsection identifies a set of thresholds by which the level
of impact is determined.

Environmental Impacts – This subsection provides information on the environmental effects
of the proposed project and whether the impacts of the proposed project would meet or
exceed the established significance criteria.

Mitigation Measures – This subsection identifies feasible mitigation measures that would
avoid or substantially reduce significant adverse project-related environmental impacts.

Significance after Mitigation – This subsection indicates whether project-related impacts
would be reduced to below a level of significance with implementation of the mitigation
measures identified in the EIR.  This subsection also identifies any residual significant and
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unavoidable adverse effects of the proposed project that would result even after the
mitigation measures have been implemented.

Chapter 4 (Impact Overview) presents the other mandatory CEQA sections, including the
following:

Significant Unavoidable Adverse Impacts – This subsection identifies and summarizes the
unavoidable significant impacts described in greater detail in Chapter 3.

Effects Not Found to be Significant – This subsection identifies and summarizes the issue
areas that were determined to have no adverse environmental effect or a less than
significant environmental effect given the established significance criteria.

Cumulative Impacts – This subsection addresses the potentially significant cumulative
impacts that may result from the proposed project when taking into account related or
cumulative impacts resulting from other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects.

Irreversible Environmental Changes – This subsection addresses the extent to which the
proposed project would result in a significant commitment of non-renewable resources.

Growth-Inducing Impacts – This subsection describes the potential of the proposed project
to induce economic or population growth or the construction of additional housing, either
directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment.

Chapter 5 (Alternatives) describes and evaluates the comparative merits of a reasonable
range of project alternatives that would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the
proposed project and avoid or substantially lessen potentially significant project-related impacts.
This chapter also describes the analysis and rationale for selecting the range of alternatives
discussed in the EIR and identifies the alternatives considered by the City that were rejected
from further detailed analysis during the planning process.  Chapter 5 also includes a discussion
of the environmental effects of the No Project Alternative and identifies the environmentally
superior alternative.

Chapter 6 (Acronyms and Abbreviations) provides an alphabetical list of all acronyms and
abbreviations used in this EIR.

Chapter 7 (List of Preparers and Persons Consulted) identifies those persons responsible
for the preparation of this EIR.

Chapter 8 (References) provides a bibliography of reference materials used in the preparation
of this EIR.
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This chapter provides a description of the Rancho Cienega Celes King III Pool Demolition
Project (proposed project) evaluated in this EIR.  The project background, project location,
environmental setting, and project objectives are described, followed by a description of project
characteristics, the construction scenario, and summary of the project approvals that would be
required with the implementation of the proposed project.  Additional descriptions of the
environmental setting as it relates to each of the environmental issue areas analyzed in this EIR
are included in the environmental setting discussion contained within Chapter 3.0,
Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation.  This information is provided pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15124.

2.2 PROJECT LOCATION

The project site is located in the southeast quadrant of the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex at
5001 Obama Boulevard (formerly Rodeo Road)2 in the City of Los Angeles.  The project site is
bounded by a paved surface parking lot to the west, a tennis shop approved for renovation and
the Ira C. Massey Child Care Center to the north, tennis courts to the east, and Obama
Boulevard to the south.  Generally, the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex is bounded by the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 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 Obama Boulevard, and commercial uses to the west.  Regional access to the
project area is provided via Interstate 10 and Interstate 405.  The project site is served by
Obama Boulevard and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to the south, La Brea Avenue to the
west, Exposition Boulevard to the north, and Farmdale Avenue to the east.  Figure 2-1 shows
the regional location of the project site.  Figure 2-2 shows the boundaries of the project site
within the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex property.

2.3 PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.3.1 Project Site

The approximately 0.4-acre project site consists of the Celes King III Indoor Pool, located within
the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex.  The project site has historically been used as a
recreation facility, with the Celes King III Pool building constructed in the 1960s.  The Celes
King III Pool building is a cinder-block/concrete walled, steel-supported structure that consists of
offices, bathhouse, and support facilities located at the northern end of the building with the pool
area located to the south.

2.3.2 Surrounding Setting

The project site is centrally located in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert community of the
City of Los Angeles.  Immediately south of the project site is Obama Boulevard and immediately
north, east, and west of the project site is the Rancho Cienega Sports Complex.  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.  Beyond the immediate surroundings, the project site is

2  Los Angeles City Council approved a name change from Rodeo Road to Obama Boulevard on August 28, 2018.
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characterized by industrial and low- and medium-density residential uses to the north, industrial
uses to the west, public facilities to the east, and commercial and medium-density residential
uses to the south.

2.3.3 General Plan Designation and Zoning

The project site is located within the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan Area
and within Los Angeles City Council District 10.3  The City of Los Angeles General Plan
designates the project site as Open Space.4  The project site  is zoned OS (Open Space), which
allows for the development of parks and recreation facilities, including park land/lawn areas and
childrens’ play areas.5’6  Part of the purpose of the OS Zone is to provide outdoor recreation
opportunities and advance the public health and welfare.7

2.4 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The overall purpose for the proposed project is to provide safe and upgraded infrastructure to
meet the community’s recreational needs.  The existing Celes King III Pool no longer meets the
standards for competition pools, and has become a maintenance concern for the City of Los
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks.

The objectives of the proposed project are:

¶ To alleviate the maintenance concerns for the existing Celes King III Pool.

¶ To provide additional upgraded playground facilities in a densely populated area.

¶ To provide additional landscaping for the park for relaxation and enjoyment.

¶ To remove and properly dispose hazardous materials used in the construction of the
Celes King III Pool.

2.5 PROPOSED PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

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,
utility installations, landscaping and hardscaping, and installation of playground and shade
structures.  Figure 2-3 shows the proposed layout of the playground and community front lawn.

3 City of Los Angeles Zoning Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS). Website: http://zimas.lacity.org/,
accessed April 26, 2018.

4  City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan, General
Plan Land Use Map, April 2017, available at:  https://planning.lacity.org/complan/central/PDF/genlumap.wad.pdf,
accessed July 25, 2018.

5  ZIMAS. Website: http://zimas.lacity.org/, accessed April 26, 2018.
6 City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC), Section 12.04.05.
7  Ibid.
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