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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
“Parks Make Life Better!”

John Wicker, Director Norma E. Garcia, Chief Deputy Director

August 26, 2019
Sent via email: mhansbergerhlpusd.k1 2.ca.us

Mr. Mark Hansberger
Director, Facilities
Hacienda La Puente Unified School District
15959 East Gale Avenue
City of Industry, CA 91716-0002

Dear Mr. Hansberger:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT fEIR)
FOR THE WEDGEWORTH K-8 SCHOOL

AND RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT PROJECT

The subject project has been reviewed by the Department of Parks and Recreation
(DPR). There are four DPR facilities located within a mile radius of the proposed project
site:

• Pepperbrook Park: 1701 South Countrywood Ave., Hacienda Heights, CA 91745
• Thomas S. Burton Park: 16493 East Santa Bianca Dr., Hacienda Heights, CA

91745
• Countrywood Park: 16817 East Cooper Hill Rd., Hacienda Heights, CA 91745
• Peter F. Schabarum Regional County Park: 17250 East Colima Rd., Rowland

Heights, CA 91748

Please provide an analysis on the project’s potential impacts to the above-mentioned
County parks in the EIR. Specifically, please provide information on whether the
proposed school has any plans to utilize these County parks for physical education or
sports programming.

The Los Angeles County Code requires the subdivider of a residential subdivision to
provide local park space to serve the subdivision, pay a fee in-lieu of the provision of
such park land in accordance with the provisions of County Code Section 21.28.140
(Quimby Code), provide local park space containing less than the required obligation
but developed with amenities equal in value to the park fee, or do a combination of the
above. Because the project is a residential subdivision, the applicant would be required
to adhere to this provision.

Planning and Development Agency. 1000 S. Fremont Avenue, Unit #40, Alhambra, CA 91803 (626) 588-5322
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Per the County’s Quimby Code, the acreage of parkiand obligation is based upon the
residential density of a project. This calculation is determined using the following
formula:

X = 0.003(U x P)

The total approved number of dwelling units (U) is multiplied by the average household
size by dwelling unit type (P) in each Park Planning Area (PPA). (The proposed project
is located in PPA 9 — Hacienda Heights.) This is then multiplied by 0.003 which
represents the ratio of 3 acres of parkland per 1,000 residents. The average household
size figures are updated annually using the latest available data from the U.S. Census
Bureau.

The in-lieu fee amount is calculated using the acreage of parkland obligation multiplied
by the representative land value (RLV) for the PPA. RLVs are adjusted annually based
on changes in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) as published by the U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics.

As shown in the calculations below, the proposed project has a Quimby parkland
obligations of 1.63 acres or in-lieu fee of $443,314:

. . 3 acres per Proposed Acre In-Lieu FeeDwelling Unit Type . AHS1,000 People # of Units Obligation Amount
2019-20 Detached SF Units
AHS 0.003 0 3.45 0.00 $0
2019-20 MF <5 Units AHS 0.003 130 3.61 1.41 $380,714
2019-20 MF >=5 Units AHS 0.003 30 2.49 0.22 $60,600
2019-20 Mobile Units AHS 0.003 0 3.17 0.00 $0

1.63
2019-2ORLV 270,413.00 160 Acres $441,314

Thank you for including this Department in the review of this document. If you have any
questions, please contact Ms. Julie Yom of my staff at jyom@parks.lacounty.gov or
(626) 588-5311.

Sincerely,

Clement Lau, AICP
Departmental Facilities Planner II
Planning & CEQA Section

]Y:CUNOP for the Wedgeworth School and Residential Development

c: Parks and Recreation (L. Quach, J. Yom)
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August 27, 2019 
  
 
Mark Hansberger, Director, Facilities Projects 
Hacienda La Puente Unified School District 
15959 East Gale Avenue 
City of Industry, CA 91716-0002 
 
 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION & INTIAL STUDY FOR WEDGEWORTH SCHOOL & 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT LOCATED AT 16949 WEDGEWORTH DRIVE, 
HACIENDA HEIGHTS                      
 
Dear Mr. Hansberger: 
 
The Los Angeles County Department of Public Health (DPH) reviewed the Initial Study 
(IS) for the Wedgeworth School & Residential Development Project. DPH concurs with 
the findings of the IS and an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) should be required to 
further evaluate potential health impacts. The following are our comments concerning 
Noise, Air Quality/HRA, and other public health concerns: 
 
NOISE: 
 

• The project shall adhere to the requirements contained in Title 12 Chapter 12.08 
of the Los Angeles County Noise Control Ordinance. 

 
• The IS noted that the noise impacts associated with the project on surrounding 

properties will be further evaluated in the EIR.  Although evaluating the noise 
impacts from surrounding properties or land-use affecting the project is a  
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Director 
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Health Officer 
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Chief Deputy  Director 
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Mark Hansberger - Wedgeworth Project 
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non-scope item per CEQA, the potential noise impact from vehicular traffic due to 
the California 60 freeway and other sources maybe significant and should be 
further evaluated.  In addition, the noise from the proposed school operations may 
affect the new residential development.  The construction of the new residential 
units may also impact the proposed school and should be further evaluated. 

 
AIR QUALITY/HRA: 
 

• The IS noted that the air quality impacts associated with the project on 
surrounding properties will be further evaluated in the EIR.   

 
• The project is located near a major roadway (California 60 freeway).  According to 

the DPH document “Air Quality Recommendations for Local Jurisdictions”, a 
buffer of at least 500 feet should be maintained between the development of new 
schools, housing or other sensitive land uses and freeways. Consideration should 
be given to extending this minimum buffer zone based on site-specific conditions, 
given the fact that unhealthy traffic emissions are often present at greater 
distances.  Exceptions to this recommended practice should be made only upon a 
finding by the decision-making body that the benefits of such development 
outweigh the public health risks. 
 
New schools, housing or other sensitive land uses built within 1500 feet of a 
freeway should adhere to current best-practice mitigation measures to reduce 
exposure to air pollution which may include: the use of air filtration to enhance 
heating, ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) systems, and the orientation of 
site buildings and placement of outdoor facilities designed for moderate physical 
activity as far from the emission source as possible. The EIR should evaluate this 
further. Please refer to the document included at the end of this letter.   

 
• The HRA evaluates only adult school staff and students.  The EIR should evaluate 

other sensitive receptors that may be potentially impacted by the project such as 
visitors and offsite residential receptors.  
 

• The project is in a high pollution burdened area (88%) according CalEnviroScreen 
3.0, and development of a sensitive land use in this area would contribute to 
cumulative exposure and localized health impacts.  
 

• Although not regulated as particulate emissions from diesel-fueled engines, 
ultrafine particles are a constituent of diesel vehicle exhaust that can travel to the 
lungs and into the bloodstream.  Idling is a concern since the proposed increase 
in student enrollment capacity would increase vehicle traffic during student  
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drop-off and pick-up periods. Consider emissions from vehicles idling and 
traveling to and from the school and evaluate potential impacts.   
 

• Dust emissions during grading and or excavations may also expose workers and 
the public to soil fungal spores which can cause Valley Fever.  Valley Fever is the 
common name (formally known as Coccidioidomycosis) for a fungal disease 
caused by inhalation of Coccidioides immitis spores that are carried in dust; it is 
found in parts of the southwestern United States, Mexico, and South America 
(LADPH 2016). In California, the highest incidence of Valley Fever occurs in the 
San Joaquin (Central) Valley, with over 75 percent of reported cases (CDPH 
2014). In Los Angeles County or in Southern California, the fungus is endemic.  
The EIR should evaluate the impacts associate with fugitive dust emissions and 
include a discussion on Valley Fever.  The contractors involved should be made 
aware of this and follow safe work practices as per Cal-OSHA.  Include dust 
mitigation measures.  
 

• Determine the presence of active and abandoned oil wells and oil facilities within 
500 ft. of the project and evaluate potential impacts. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the IS and recommend areas for further 
evaluation in the EIR. If you have any questions, please contact Robert Vasquez at 
(213) 738-3220. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Charlene Contreras, Branch Director 
Environmental Preparedness & Response  
 
CC:rv 
 
Attachment 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BRANCH OF ENVIRONMENTAL PREPARDNESS & RESPONSE, 5050 COMMERCE DRIVE, BALDWIN PARK, CA 91706 
TELEPHONE (626) 430-5280  FAX (626) 813-4833  www.publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh  
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ATTACHMENT 

 

 
 
 

AIR QUALITY RECOMMENDATIONS FOR LOCAL JURISDICTIONS 
 
Development of new schools, housing, and other sensitive land-uses in proximity to freeways  
 
Studies indicate that residing near sources of traffic pollution is associated with adverse health 
effects such as exacerbation of asthma, onset of childhood asthma, non-asthma respiratory 
symptoms, impaired lung function, reduced lung development during childhood, and 
cardiovascular morbidity and mortality. i  These associations are diminished with distance from 
the pollution source.  
  
Given the association between traffic pollution and health, the California Air Resources Board 
recommends that freeways be sited at least 500 feet from residences, schools, and other sensitive 
land uses. ii  Other reputable research entities such as the Health Effects Institute indicate that 
exposure to unhealthy traffic emissions may in fact occur up to 300 to 500 meters 
(approximately 984 to 1640 feet). The range reported by HEI reflects the variable influence of 
background pollution concentrations, meteorological conditions, and season.iii  
 
Based on this large body of scientific evidence, the Los Angeles County Department of Public 
Health strongly recommends:  
 

• A buffer of at least 500 feet should be maintained between the development of new 
schools, housing or other sensitive land uses and freeways.  Consideration should be given 
to extending this minimum buffer zone based on site-specific conditions, given the fact 
that unhealthy traffic emissions are often present at greater distances.  Exceptions to this 
recommended practice should be made only upon a finding by the decision-making body 
that the benefits of such development outweigh the public health risks.   

 
• New schools, housing or other sensitive land uses built within 1500 feet of a freeway 

should adhere to current best-practice mitigation measures to reduce exposure to air 
pollution which may include: the use of air filtration to enhance heating, ventilation and 
air conditioning (HVAC) systems, and the orientation of site buildings and placement of 
outdoor facilities designed for moderate physical activity as far from the emission source 
as possible.         

 
Development of parks and active recreational facilities in proximity to freeways  
 
Parks and recreational facilities provide great benefits to community residents including 
increased levels of physical activity, improved mental health, and opportunities to strengthen 
social ties with neighbors. iv, v, vi However, siting parks and active recreational facilities near 
freeways may increase public exposure to harmful pollutants, particularly while exercising.  
Studies show that heavy exercise near sources of traffic pollution may have adverse health 
effects.vii, viii, ix However, there are also substantial health benefits associated with exercise.x 
Therefore, DPH recommends the following cautionary approach when siting parks and active 
recreational facilities near freeways: 
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• New parks with athletic fields, courts, and other outdoor facilities designed for moderate 
to vigorous physical activity, should be sited at least 500 feet from a freeway.   
Consideration should be given to extending this minimum buffer zone based on site-
specific conditions given the fact that unhealthy traffic emissions are often present at 
greater distances.  Exceptions to this recommended practice should be made only upon a 
finding by the decision-making body that the benefits of such development outweigh the 
public health risks.   

 
• New parks built within 1500 feet of freeways should adhere to best-practice mitigation 

measures that minimize exposure to air pollution. These include the placement of athletic 
fields, courts, and other active outdoor facilities as far as possible from the air pollution 
source. 

 

i Health Effects Institute. 2010. Traffic-Related Air Pollution: A Critical Review of the Literature on Emissions, Exposure, and 
Health Effects. HEI Special Report. p.1-11 

ii California Environmental Protection Agency. California Air Resources Board. Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A 
Community Health Perspective. April 2005. 
iii Health Effects Institute. 2010. Traffic-Related Air Pollution: A Critical Review of the Literature on Emissions, Exposure, and 
Health Effects. HEI Special Report. p.1-11 

iv L. Frank et al. 2005.  Linking Objectively Measured Physical Activity with Objectively Measured Urban Form: Findings From 
SMARTRAQ. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, at 117-1255. 

v Tabbush R and E O’Brien. 2003. Health and Well-being: Trees, Woodlands, and Natural Spaces. Forestry Commission, 
Edinburgh. 

vi E. Kuo et al. 1998. Transforming Inner-City Neighborhoods: Trees, Sense of Safety, and Preference. Environmental Behavior. 
30(1): 28-59. 

vii McConnell R, Berhane K, Gilliland F, London SJ, Islam T , Gauderman WJ,  Avol E,Margolis HG, Peters JM. Asthma in 
exercising children exposed to ozone: a cohort study. Lancet. 2002 Feb 2;359(9304):386-91. 

viii Sharman JE, Cockcroft JR, and JS Coombes. Cardiovascular implications of exposure to traffic air pollution during exercise. 
Q J Med 2004; 97:637–643. 

ix Rundell KW, Caviston R, Hollenbach AM, and K Murphy. Vehicular Air Pollution, Playgrounds, and Youth Athletic Fields. 
2006, Vol. 18, No. 8 , Pages 541-547. 

x de Hartog JJ, Boogaard H, Nijland H, and G Hoek. Do the Health Benefits of Cycling Outweigh the Risks? 
Environmental Health Perspectives. 2010; 118(8): 1109-1116. 

                                              

B-17



From: Mark Hansberger
To: Dwayne Mears; Elizabeth Kim
Cc: Helen Wise
Subject: FW: Wedgeworth K-8 School and Residential Project NOP/IS
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 1:45:45 PM

Good afternoon,
 
Please see the attached comments received earlier today.
 
Thank you
 

From: Toan Duong <TDUONG@dpw.lacounty.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 6:53 AM
To: Mark Hansberger <mhansberger@hlpusd.k12.ca.us>; Helen Wise <hwise@hlpusd.k12.ca.us>
Cc: Jose Cruz <JoCruz@dpw.lacounty.gov>; Jose Suarez <JSUAREZ@dpw.lacounty.gov>
Subject: Wedgeworth K-8 School and Residential Project NOP/IS
 
Mr. Mark Hansberger
Director of Facilities
Hacienda La Puente Unified School District
15959 East Gale Avenue
City of Industry, CA 91716-0002
 
Dear Mr. Hansberger,
 
WEDGEWORTH K-8 SCHOOL AND RESIDENTIAL
NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR)
16949 WEDGEWORTH DRIVE
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 8209-001-901
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the initial study for the subject project. The project is
a redevelopment of Wedgeworth Elementary School which will increase the number of
students from 600 to 1,200 in phase 1, and to create 160 new residential units for sale to a
private developer in phase 2.
 
The following comments from the Los Angeles County Public Works Department (Public
Works) are for your consideration:
 
1.      Section 3.19, Utilities and Service System:
 

1.1.            Hazardous Waste Outreach
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The existing Hazardous Waste Management (HWM) infrastructure in Los Angeles
County is inadequate to handle the hazardous waste currently being generated.
 The proposed Phase 2 of the project may generate household hazardous waste,
which could adversely impact existing HWM infrastructure.  This issue should be
addressed, and mitigation measures provided in the DEIR.  Mitigation measures
may include, but are not limited to, providing new homeowners with educational
materials on the proper management and disposal of household hazardous waste.
 Visit http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/hhw/index.cfm online or contact Public Works,
Environmental Programs Division (EPD) at (626) 458-3562 for available educational
materials.
 

1.2.            Solid Waste
 

School Districts are encouraged to take advantage of special County programs to
encourage waste diversion by visiting www.CleanLA.com online or calling
1(888) CLEAN LA.

 
Visit http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/brtap/recyclingsite online or contact EPD at
(626) 458-3554 for available educational material about Business Recycling.
 

1.3.            Storage Space for Recyclables
 

The California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991requires each
development project to provide an adequate storage area for collection and
removal of recyclable materials.  The DEIR should include/discuss standards to
provide adequate recyclable storage areas for collection/storage of recyclable and
green waste materials for this project.  Contact EPD at (626) 458-2193 for more
information about the required storage area for collection and removal of
recyclable materials.

 
1.4.            Building and Safety

 
The Los Angeles County Building Code, Section 110.4 requires that buildings or
structures adjacent to or within 300 feet (60.96 m) of active, abandoned or idle oil
or gas well(s) be provided with methane gas protection systems.  It appears that
the project site lies within 300 feet of an active, abandoned or idle oil or gas wells,
this issue should be addressed, and mitigation measure provided in the DEIR.
 Contact EPD at (626) 458-2193 for issuance of necessary permits.

 
1.5.            Hazardous Waste
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Since the project site was part of land used for agricultural purposes prior to the
construction of the existing school, if any excavated soil is contaminated by or
classified as hazardous waste by an appropriate agency, the soil must be managed
and disposed in accordance with applicable Federal, State, and local laws and
regulations.

 
1.6.            Stormwater

 
Should any operation within the subject project include the construction,
installation, modification or removal of storm water treatment
facilities (http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/Stormwater/inspection.cfm), contact EPD
for the required operating permits.  Specific industry types will also be subject to
registration and inspections related to implementation of best management
practices to prevent stormwater related pollution (LACC Title 12, Chapter 12.80). 
Contact EPD at (626) 458-3517 for more permit information.

 
1.7.            Organic Waste Diversion

 
The Short-Lived Climate Pollutants bill (SB 1383, 2016), establishes targets to
achieve a 50 percent reduction in the level of the statewide disposal of organic
waste from the 2014 level by 2020 and a 75 percent reduction by 2025. The law
grants CalRecycle the regulatory authority required to achieve the organic waste
disposal reduction targets and establishes an additional target that not less than
20 percent of currently disposed edible food is recovered for human consumption
by 2025.

 
Property owner representatives contracting with the trash hauling and landscaping
services are to include in the service agreements that organic waste, including
green waste, hauled from the properties, whether mixed with trash or source
separated, are to be diverted from landfills, which may start as soon as service is
implemented and no later than January 1, 2022.

 
If you have any questions regarding comment 1 above, please contact Nilda Gemeniano of
Public Works EPD at (626) 458-5184 or ngemenia@pw.lacounty.gov.

 
We request the opportunity to review the future environmental document when it is
available.  If you have any question or require additional information, please contact Mr. Jose
Suarez of Public Works, Land Development Division at (626) 458-4921 or
jsuarez@pw.lacounty.gov.
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Toan Duong
Civil Engineer
Los Angeles County Public Works
Office: (626) 458-4921
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SENT VIA USPS AND E-MAIL:                                   August 20, 2019  

mhansberger@hlpusd.k12.ca.us   

Mark Hansberger, Director 

Hacienda La Puente Unified School District, Facilities Department 

15959 East Gale Avenue  

City of Industry, CA 91716 

 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed 

Wedgeworth K-8 School and Residential Development Project 

 

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to 

comment on the above-mentioned document. South Coast AQMD staff’s comments are recommendations 

regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included 

in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Please send South Coast AQMD a copy of the Draft EIR 

upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are 

not forwarded to South Coast AQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to South Coast 

AQMD at the address shown in the letterhead. In addition, please send with the Draft EIR 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, South Coast AQMD 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 

South Coast AQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 

1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. South Coast AQMD 

recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. 

Copies of the Handbook are available from South Coast AQMD’s Subscription Services Department by 

calling (909) 396-3720. More guidance developed since this Handbook is also available on South Coast 

AQMD’s website at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-

air-quality-handbook-(1993). South Coast AQMD 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. 

 

South Coast AQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. South Coast 

AQMD staff requests that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results 

                                                 
1 Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15174, the information contained in an EIR 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 EIR should be avoided through inclusion of supporting information and analyses as appendices to the main body of 

the EIR. Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily available 

for public examination and shall be submitted to all clearinghouses which assist in public review. 
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to South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air 

quality impacts. South Coast AQMD’s CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be 

found here at: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-

thresholds.pdf. In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, South Coast AQMD 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 Proposed Project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a 

localized analysis by either using the LSTs developed by South Coast AQMD 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 Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed 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 Proposed 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. 

Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for 

Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can 

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 can be found in the California Air Resources 

Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective, which can be found at: 

http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use 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 Proposed 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 Proposed 

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 CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community 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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 Chapter 11 “Mitigating the Impact of a Project” of South Coast AQMD’S CEQA Air Quality 

Handbook South Coast AQMD’s CEQA web pages available here: 

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-

and-control-efficiencies 

 South Coast AQMD’s Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for 

controlling construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from 

Demolition/Renovation Activities 

 South Coast AQMD’s 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  

 CAPCOA’s 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 Proposed 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 of potentially feasible alternatives, including a “no project” alternative, is intended to foster 

informed decision-making and public participation. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), 

the Draft EIR shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, 

analysis, and comparison with the Proposed Project. 

 

Permits 

If implementation of the Proposed Project requires a permit from South Coast AQMD, South Coast 

AQMD should be identified as a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project in the EIR. For more 

information on permits, please visit South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: 

http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits. Questions on permits can be directed to South Coast AQMD’s 

Engineering and Permitting staff at (909) 396-3385. 

 
School Facilities 

The California Public Resources Code 21151.8 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15186 establish special 

consultation requirements for school projects, which are meant to ensure that lead agencies consult with 

other public agencies, such as the local air district, to carefully examine and disclose the potential health 

impacts that may result from siting a school within one-fourth mile of facilities that may reasonably be 

anticipated to emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, 

or waste. Based on the Project Description in the Notice of Preparation, the Proposed Project involves 

construction of a new elementary school. The Proposed Project is subject to the CEQA consultation 

requirements for school projects. South Coast AQMD staff recommends that the Lead Agency review the 

California Public Resources Code 21151.8 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15186. For a search of South 

Coast AQMD permitted facilities, please fill out the “Grid Search Request Form” that is available at: 

http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/aqmd-forms/Permit/ab3205-request-form.pdf. 
 
Data Sources 

South Coast AQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling South Coast 

AQMD’s Public Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the 

Public Information Center is also available at South Coast AQMD’s webpage at: http://www.aqmd.gov. 
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South Coast AQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project’s air quality 

and health risk impacts are accurately evaluated and mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions 

regarding this letter, please contact me at lsun@aqmd.gov. 

 

Sincerely, 

Lijin Sun 
Lijin Sun, J.D. 

Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR 

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources 
 

LS 

LAC190801-12 

Control Number 
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SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

~ 
Converting Waste Into Resources 

Mr. Mark Hansberger, Director, Facilities 
Hacienda La Puente Unified School District 
15959 East Gale Avenue 
City ofindustry, CA 91716-0002 

Dear Mr. Hansberger: 

Robert C. Ferrante 
Chief Engineer and General Manager 

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601 -1400 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4 998 

(562) 699-7411 • www.lacsd.org 

August 27 , 2019 

Ref. DOC 52490 I 7 

NOP Response for 
the Wedgeworth K-8 School and Residential Development Project 

The Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of Preparation of a 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (NOP) for the subject project on July 29, 2019. The proposed project 
is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 21 . We offer the following comments 
regarding sewerage service: 

I . The wastewater flow originating from the proposed project from both phases will discharge to a 
local sewer line, which is not maintained by the Districts, for conveyance to the Districts ' Joint 
Outfall H Unit 7C Trunk Sewer, located in a private right of way along the north side of the San 
Jose Creek. The Districts ' 33-inch diameter trunk sewer has a capacity of24.1 million gallons per 
day (mgd) and conveyed a peak flow of 11 .4 mgd when last measured in 2015 . 

2. The wastewater generated by the proposed project will be treated at the San Jose Creek Water 
Reclamation Plant (WRP) located adjacent to the City oflndustry, which has a capacity of 100 mgd 
and currently processes an average flow of 58.5 mgd . All biosolids and wastewater flows that 
exceed the capacity of the San Jose Creek WRP are diverted to and treated at the Joint Water 
Pollution Control Plant in the City of Carson. 

3. The expected increase in average wastewater flow from the project, described in the document as 
a 600 student increase and 160 single family homes, is 36,960 gallons per day. For a copy of the 
Districts ' average wastewater generation factors, go to www.lacsd.org, Wastewater & Sewer 
Systems, click on Will Serve Program, and click on the Table I, Loadings for Each Class of Land 
Use link. 

4. The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the 
privilege of connecting ( directly or indirectly) to the Districts' Sewerage System for increasing the 
strength or quantity of wastewater discharged from connected facilities. This connection fee is a 
capital facilities fee that is imposed in an amount sufficient to construct an incremental expansion 
of the Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed project. Payment of a connection fee will 
be required before a permit to connect to the sewer is issued . For more information and a copy of 
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the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go to www.lacsd.org, Wastewater & Sewer Systems, click 
on Will Serve Program, and search for the appropriate link. In determining the impact to the 
Sewerage System and applicable connection fees , the Districts ' Chief Engineer and General 
Manager will determine the user category (e .g. Condominium, Single Family home, etc.) that best 
represents the actual or anticipated use of the parce l or facilities on the parcel. For more specific 
information regarding the connection fee application procedure and fees , the developer should 
contact the Connection Fee Counter at (562) 908-4288, extension 2727. 

5. In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the 
capacities of the Districts ' wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth forecast 
adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific policies 
included in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into clean air 
plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality Management 
Districts in order to improve air quality in the South Coast and Mojave Desert Air Basins as 
mandated by the CCA. All expansions of Districts ' facilities must be sized and service phased in 
a manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the counties of Los 
Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and lmperial. The available capacity of the 
Districts ' treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels associated with the approved 
growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute a guarantee of wastewater 
service, but is to advise the developer that the Districts intend to provide this service up to the levels 
that are legally permitted and to inform the developer of the currently existing capacity and any 
proposed expansion of the Districts ' facilities. 

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288 , extension 2717. 

AR:ar 

cc: A. Schmidt 
A. Howard 

DOC 5285502.D2 l 

Very truly yours, 

~~ 
Adriana Raza 
Customer Service Specialist 
Facilities Planning Depa1tment 
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From: Mark Hansberger
To: Dwayne Mears; Elizabeth Kim
Cc: Helen Wise
Subject: FW: Wedgeworth K-8 School and Residential Development Project
Date: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 11:08:13 AM

Dwayne and Elizabeth,
 
Please see the response received below.
 
Thanks
 
From: Administration Gabrieleno <admin@gabrielenoindians.org> 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2019 3:31 PM
To: Mark Hansberger <mhansberger@hlpusd.k12.ca.us>
Subject: Wedgeworth K-8 School and Residential Development Project
 
Dear Mark Hansberger,
 
Thank you for your letter dated July 29, 2019 regarding the Wedgeworth K-8 School
and Residential Development Project. The above proposed project location is within
our Ancestral Tribal Territory; therefore, our Tribal
Government requests to schedule a consultation with you as the lead agency, to
discuss the project and the surrounding location in further detail. 
Admin Specialist
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation
PO Box 393
Covina, CA  91723
Office: 844-390-0787
website:  www.gabrielenoindians.org

 
 
Attachments area

______________________________________________________________________
This e-mail has been scanned by Verizon Managed Email Content Service, using Skeptic(tm)
technology powered by MessageLabs. For more information on Verizon's Managed Email
Content Service, visit http://www.verizonbusiness.com.
______________________________________________________________________
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From: Mark Hansberger
To: Dwayne Mears; Richard J. Walsh; Annie N. Bui; Elizabeth Kim
Cc: Kim Tran; Helen Wise
Subject: FW: Wedgeworth project
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 1:36:52 PM

Good Afternoon,
 
The response below isn’t a direct comment on the initial study. I am forwarding it to a group for your
information.
 
Thanks
 

From: Roel, Reina <Reina.Roel@pomona.k12.ca.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 11:33 AM
To: Mark Hansberger <mhansberger@hlpusd.k12.ca.us>
Subject: Wedgeworth project
 
Good Morning,
 
I am a citizen of Hacienda Heights (45 Years).  I am very upset about the plans to
build Wedgeworth a new school.  The reason: There were discussions a little over a
year ago about plans to close other elementary schools in the district, my daughters
school being one of them.  So the district has closed multiple schools already but we
are planning to build a new one...  This doesnt even begin to make sense.....
 
It is making many people in the community think... WHY are Wedgeworth students
so entitled to a new school.. HMMMMM...... lets think about this question very
carefully... 
 
MY Question to you Mr. Hansberger:  Why is it that the district is willing to spend
so much money to build Wedgeworth a new school, when there are other schools
already built that are low in enrollment and other school have been closed?
 
Reina Roel
 

______________________________________________________________________
This e-mail has been scanned by Verizon Managed Email Content Service, using Skeptic(tm)
technology powered by MessageLabs. For more information on Verizon's Managed Email
Content Service, visit http://www.verizonbusiness.com.
______________________________________________________________________
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From: Mark Hansberger
To: Dwayne Mears; Elizabeth Kim
Cc: Helen Wise
Subject: FW: Wedgeworth site
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 1:51:41 PM

Good afternoon,

Please see the attached comments from a neighbor. This person also mentioned that they are an employee.

-----Original Message-----
From: Geri <gerirenz@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 5:08 PM
To: Mark Hansberger <mhansberger@hlpusd.k12.ca.us>
Subject: Wedgeworth site

Mr. Hansberger: I must state up front, not only am I a resident of the track this development will impact, I am also a
District employee.
I only have two questions at present, since the development of the property may not happen in my lifetime:
1) Where is the parking for the new homes’ cars and for the expanded school’s staff and special events? It wasn’t
apparent on the site plan the District has distributed.
And 2) How is the County (or Caltrans) going to facilitate traffic flow? Specifically, Azusa and Pepperbrook,
Wedgeworth and Ridge Park (both intersections), Manor Gate and Wedgeworth, Manor Gate and Pepperbrook,
Countrywood and Wedgeworth, and Countrywood and Pepperbrook. These are all heavily used now, gridlocked
during school start/finish times, and used as alternate route to Colima. With an additional approximate 400-600 cars,
we may find it impossible to ever exit our neighborhood.
I look forward to your response and your consideration in addressing my concerns.
Geri Renswick
Homeowner on Ridge Park, Hacienda Heights

Sent from my iPadGR

______________________________________________________________________
This e-mail has been scanned by Verizon Managed Email Content Service, using Skeptic(tm) technology powered
by MessageLabs. For more information on Verizon's Managed Email Content Service, visit
http://www.verizonbusiness.com.
______________________________________________________________________
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From: Adriana Quinones
To: Cynthia Parulan-Colfer; Annie N. Bui; Mark Hansberger; Martin Medrano; Anthony Duarte; Joseph K. Chang; Gino

Kwok; Jeffrey DeLaTorre; mikewilliamsinhh@roadrunner.com
Cc: erika.flores@mail.house.gov; ruby.duenas@asm.ca.gov; Lauren Yokomizo; nholden@bos.lacounty.gov;

latinamz@aol.com; Andrea Gordon; kyle.miller@sen.ca.gov; mikewilliamsinhh@roadrunner.com;
henrypedregon@aol.com; edwrads9@aol.com; Scott Martin; lindexinc@hotmail.com; gena.ooi@ibps.org;
geri.kleinpell@realtyworld1.com; diego.hhia@gmail.com; Randy Black; tedchanghh@gmail.com; Kuo Shou-Jen;
mrsjennkelley@gmail.com; dsalcedo4HHIA@gmail.com; hhll.info@gmail.com; beatrizricartti@yahoo.com

Subject: Wedgeworth Proposed Project
Date: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 12:21:41 AM

Good evening HLPUSD Board Members and Superintendent,

First of all, our communities of Hacienda Heights/La Puente are extremely upset and disappointed about the lack or
limited information regarding the sale of the three schools, proposed construction of Wedgeworth Elementary
school.

We are requesting that you stop any action or project until you send letters to all residents (including La Puente),
allow time for community feedback , have Town Hall meetings.

Many of us opposed the construction close to twenty years ago. We never imagined that Board would bring back the
idea and not include the community in such big project.

A resident spoke to the architect and was told the starting price was $52 million dollars but could be as high as $70
million.

One of the reasons the residents opposed the construction was because there are two schools very close by (Bixby
and Cedarlane).   Many residents in both Hacienda Heights and La Puente would like to see this funds utilized in
improving existing schools and programs.

Another reason is the environmental impact to our community. We already have heavy traffic in the morning
between the four schools located within a few blocks of each other (Wilson High, Bixby Elementary, Cedarlane
Academy and Wedworth Elementary).

Some residents have also expressed concerns regarding their health with the turning of dirt, heavy construction, play
areas close to fwy.

Keep in mind we see many cars coming from 60 Fwy, Sigman, Stimson, Coutrywood etc) because many children do
not reside in Hacienda Heights and are driven here. There is also a push to recruit International students.

Our children have been loosing playgrounds, they now have to go to another city to play soccer (AYSO). Now the
board wants to displace over 450 children from the baseball field that has been available for them to play for over
forty years. Simply not acceptable.

Instead of more development, we need to keep the Highlander baseball, construct a sports complex, Improvements
on Bixby.

The Board has to remember that we elected them to represent our community and also be accountable to the
community.

We, the residents voted for a bond to improve all of the schools in our district and not to be fiscally irresponsible by
spending over 52 million dollars on one school ( unnecessarily)

As far as the funding for the construction, we have not had presentations made to the community as how you plan to
pay for the construction.

Our communities are also asking for Los Angeles Supervlsor Hahn, State Senator Archuleta, State Assemblyman
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Calderon, Congressman Cisneros to have their Education and Legal Departments to look at the way all of this sales,
developments have been approved by the board without what is viewed by the community as no oversight or very
limited oversight. Perhaps there should be possible legislation in the future to ensure Schools districts have much
more oversight and community input.

In all my years in Hacienda Hrights, i have never seen so much distrust and anger towards the school board and
Superintendent. There are conversations regarding recalling the board (except De La Torre) and asking for
resignation of Superintendent.

We are requesting that you stop all actions and construction until the community is engaged, feedback is provided,
environmental impact surveys are done and several proposals are presented to the communities ( Hacienda Heights
and La Puente).

Respectfully,

Adriana Quiñones
Community Activist/Hacienda Heights Resident
Sajest3@me.com
(626) 494-0319

Make a difference every day!
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