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MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
2" EIR Addendum

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:

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

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction as delineated on the most recent
Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of known areas of liquefaction?

iv) Landslides as delineated on the most recent Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of known areas of
landslides?

(b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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

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

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

The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the project site would be expected to result in
less than significant impacts related to exposing people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault and strong seismic shaking. There are no known surface faults within the MLK
Campus, and the proposed project location does not lie within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zones (APEFZ). The project site is located approximately 1.8 miles northeast of the
Newport-Inglewood Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. The project site is roughly 42 miles south of the
active San Andreas Fault. The 2011 FEIR indicates that conformance to applicable
requirements under the California Building Code (CBC) and Uniform Building Code (UBC)
would reduce impacts related to the rupture of a surface fault to the maximum extent possible
under current engineering practices. Therefore, consistent with the analysis and conclusions of
the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Parking Structure would be expected to result in less than
significant impacts from exposing people or structures to potentially substantial adverse effects
involving rupture of a known earthquake fault. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be
required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

The overall MLK Medical Campus site is located within a liquefaction zone. A site-specific
liquefaction analysis was performed for the proposed Child Care Center. The Child Care Center
site is primarily underlain by mixture of clayey soil and sandy soils with relatively high fines
contents, which have low liquefaction potential, the likelihood of liquefaction is considered low
and the total seismic-induced settlement is no greater than 1 inch which has low impact to
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foundation with structural mitigation from design earthquake. The 2011 FEIR concludes less
than significant impacts with respect to strong groundshaking and seismic-related ground failure
including liquefaction. The proposed project would be expected to result in less than significant
impacts from exposing people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction.
The 2011 FEIR summarizes the California Geological Survey, that indicates that the project site
is located within a Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction, which indicates a potential for
permanent ground displacements such that mitigation, as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 2693(c), would be required. The 2011 FEIR indicates that compliance with Office of
Statewide Planning and Development (OSHPD) standards would further reduce any potential
for impacts resulting from liquefaction. Therefore, consistent with the analysis and conclusions
of the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Child Care Center would be expected to result in less than
significant impacts from exposing people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects
involving seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction. Therefore, no additional
mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified
in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes a less than significant impact related to landslides. The topography
of the project site and surrounding area is generally flat, and therefore would pose no potential
risk for landslides to occur. Moreover, no areas susceptible to seismic-induced landslides are
shown in the proposed project vicinity on the USGS 7.5-minute series South Gate topographic
quadrangle. Therefore, due to the absence of steep slopes, there would be no expected impacts
from exposing people or structures to potentially substantial adverse effects involving
landslides. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the
certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with respect to soil erosion and loss of
topsoil and impacts associated with being located on expansive soils (Mitigation Measures
Geology-1 through Geology-3).

The proposed Child Care Center could result in impacts related to soil erosion and loss of
topsoil, such impacts would be reduced to below the level of significance with implementation of
best management practices (BMPs) consistent with the guidelines provided in the California
Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbooks: Construction. Earthwork at the Child Care
Center site would be performed at the same time as earthwork on the East Campus Parking
Structure site in conformance with the Los Angeles, County Building Code, and under the
observation and testing of a geotechnical engineer, in order to ensure proper subgrade
preparation, selection of satisfactory materials, and placement and compaction of structural fills.
Mitigation would ensure that these, and other measures are implemented during construction of
the proposed project would be required. Impacts related to soil erosion or the loss of topsail
would be reduced to below the level of significance by the incorporation of Mitigation Measures
Geology 1 through Geology 3.

Based on the subsurface investigation of the Child Care Center site, there is up to 15 feet of
undocumented fill overlying alluvium consisting of 25 feet thick of sandy soils overlying 20 feet
of silty to clayey soils. The undocumented fill may be compressible and is considered
unsuitable to support any structural footings. The underlying clayey/silty soil, when subject to
structural loadings, could settle over time when it is saturated. In addition, since the existing
Hudson Auditorium structure is supported on piles, the proposed additions should be supported
on a deep foundation system through the undocumented fills, to minimize any potential
differential settlement between the existing and proposed structural improvements. Therefore, a
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deep foundation system using cast-in-drilled-hole piles, similar to majority of the buildings within
the MLK campus is proposed.

With implementation of required Mitigation Measures Geology-1 through Geology-3, the
proposed Child Care Center would result in less than significant impacts related to being located
on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable and/or being located
on expansive soils. Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no
new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concluded no impact with respect to soils incapable of supporting septic tanks.
The proposed Child Care Center would not result in impacts to geology and soils in relation to
being located on soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater.
The proposed project would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems. Sewers are available for wastewater disposal at the proposed project site.
Furthermore, wastewater generated at the proposed project would be treated at the Hyperion
Treatment Plant. The Hyperion Treatment Plant currently supports wastewater leaving the
proposed project site and would continue to do so following the development of the proposed
project. The Hyperion Treatment Plant is the largest wastewater treatment plant in the City of
Los Angeles and is anticipated to have the capacity to support the proposed Tier Il MLK
Campus Redevelopment Project including the Parking Structure Project. Therefore, there would
be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

G. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Greenhouse gas emissions associated with the proposed Child Care Center were evaluated
based on a review of the 2011 FEIR and the required mitigation measures. The potential for the
proposed Child Care Center to result in new or substantially more adverse significant impacts
related to greenhouse gas emissions was evaluated in relation to two questions recommended
for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:
(a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant

impact on the environment
(b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

N

<
D
(2]
o

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR indicates that, conservatively, the proposed development of the MLK Medical
Center Campus would result in significant GHG emissions as a result of building construction,
operation and vehicle trips which would be inconsistent with State and regional plans focused
on reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The proposed Child Care Center would provide
childcare for MLK Campus employees thus allowing employees at the MLK Campus to reduce
trips associated with childcare.
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The proposed Child Care Center would generate GHG emissions associated with construction
and minor amounts associated with operation of the building (mainly associated with lighting).
While staff of the Child Care Center would generate new trips from the 20 Child Care Center
employees. However, allowing parents to access childcare where they work could reduce trips
in the area by combining the childcare destination with their employment destination thus
potentially reducing GHG emissions incrementally in the area. The 2011 FEIR identified a total
net increase of 19,677 new daily vehicle trips as a result of the proposed Master Plan, including
from Campus Support uses. A Child Care use would generate trips at a rate similar to or less
than most types of support activities (hospital use or office uses was used to estimate trips from
campus support activities).

Nonetheless, as part of the buildout proposed for the approved Tier Il project, the proposed
Child Care Center would contribute to the significant GHG emissions identified in the 2011
FEIR. The proposed Child Care Center would be within the assumptions of the 2011 FEIR and
therefore would not generate additional impacts. Compliance with Mitigation Measure GHG-1
would reduce emissions and ensure sustainable development to the extent feasible. Therefore,
no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater impacts than
those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

H. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Hazards and hazardous materials of the proposed Child Care Center were evaluated based on
a review of the studies included in the 2011 FEIR and impacts were evaluated compared to
impacts of the 2011 FEIR and the required mitigation measures. Hazardous waste can pose a
potential or substantial hazard to human health or the environment when improperly managed.
Designated hazardous waste possesses at least one of four defined characteristics—ignitability,
corrosivity, reactivity, or toxicity—or appears on special U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
lists. The potential for the proposed Child Care Center to result in new or substantially more
adverse significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials was evaluated in
relation to eight questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation with
respect to the following:
(a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?
(b) 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?
(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
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Due to the nature of the hospital use of the campus, it is included on multiple environmental
regulatory databases for permitted Underground Storage tanks (USTs) and Leaking
Underground Storage Tanks (LUSTs). A LUST on the MLK Campus involved an unauthorized
release of gasoline, which affected soil. Cleanup of the LUST was completed and the case was
closed by the Regional Water Quality Control Board in 1996. Therefore, this LUST would not
result in impacts to people or the environment. The Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
(ESA) completed in December 2014 for the East Campus Parking Structure indicates that, “no
information has been found to date that USTs are or were formerly located on the...” site.

An additional release of 14,000 gallons of oily water occurred on the campus in 2006 due to a
ruptured pipe coming from the on-site power plant. The substance was pumped into tanker
trucks and cleanup was nearing completion when the 2011 FEIR was prepared. No significant
impact to people or the environment occurred as a result of this release. This release was
reported through the California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System (CHMIRS)
database. According to the Phase | ESA for the East Campus Parking Structure, the campus
power plant was not located in or adjacent to the site of the proposed East Campus Parking
Structure.

The MLK Campus is included on a list of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
small quantity generators (SQGs), but no violations have been reported. The proposed project
site is also listed under the Hazardous Waste Information System (HAZNET) because it
disposes waste oil and mixed oil, paint sludge, inorganic solid waste, oxygenated solvents,
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), mercury waste, and asbestos-containing waste. In addition,
the proposed project site is considered an RCRA large-quantity generator (LQG) of waste
products such as batteries, lamps, pesticides, thermostats, mercury, silver, halogenated
solvents, as well as other ignitable and corrosive hazardous materials. However, no violations
were identified.

Three LUST sites are located within 0.5-mile up-gradient of the East Campus Parking Structure
site. All three of these LUST sites are undergoing remediation and are not expected to impact
the proposed project site. The nearest is the Hooper Texaco Service located at 11913 Compton
Avenue, 0.04 mile from the site. In addition, a One-Hour Photo and High Sky Cleaners are
located 0.2 mile north of the East Campus Parking Structure site, but no violations have been
reported for either of these SQGs. The Phase | ESA for the East Campus Parking Structure
identified the potential for trace elements of petroleum hydrocarbons and metals and the
potential for pesticide residue from past agricultural use on the site. The Phase Il ESA collected
and analyzed 27 soil samples at depths of 1, 5 and 10 feet below ground surface, and identified
the following:

* In 17 samples (at varying depths), arsenic was detected above the screening level but
below the accepted background level. To ensure worker safety, compliance with
applicable regulations as well as standard Best Management Practices (BMPs) including
dermal coverage (gloves, long pants) would be required for soil management and
disposal during construction activities.

* One sample (at a depth of one foot) containing lead concentrations above regulatory
disposal limits.

* Two samples (at a depth of one foot) containing pesticides above regulatory disposal
limits.

Soils contaminated with lead and pesticide above regulatory limits are required to be tested and
disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations. The Phase Il ESA recommended that
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shallow soils (less than five feet) generated in the areas of lead and pesticide exceedances
(Borings B-1, B-7, and B-8) be segregated during stockpiling for proper disposal. To ensure
proper handling of contaminated soils (in accordance with applicable regulations), and
placement of only clean soils on the Child Care Center site, a soils management plan would be
implemented by a qualified contractor to perform excavation, soil profiling, and transportation
and disposal (as appropriate).

Consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Child Care
Center, with implementation of required Mitigation Measures Hazards-1 through Hazards-5,
would result in less than significant impacts related to location on a hazardous waste site.
Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation with
respect to the following:

(e) Be located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

(f) Be located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

(9) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

(h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,

including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

The 2011 FEIR indicates development on the project site would not be expected to result in
impacts from hazards and hazardous materials in relation to proximity to an airport or private
airstrip, and the creation of safety hazards for people residing or working in the proposed project
area. The nearest airports are the Compton Airport, located at 901 West Alondra Boulevard in
the City of Compton, approximately 2.1 miles south; the Saint Francis Medical Center Helistop
in the City of Lynwood, approximately 2.7 miles east; the Gardena Valley Airport in the City of
Gardena, approximately 4 miles southeast; and the Hawthorne Municipal Airport in the City of
Hawthorne, approximately 4.6 miles west of the proposed project site. The nearest private
airstrip is located in Playa Vista at 5510 Lincoln Boulevard, approximately 11.5 miles northwest
of the proposed project site. The proposed MLK Campus Redevelopment Project would improve
the safety of the existing hospital helipad facilities; no change in impacts involving this helipad
would occur. The Child Care Center site is located on an existing hospital campus. Consistent
with the 2011 FEIR analysis and conclusions, the proposed Child Care Center would not be
expected to result in significant impacts from hazards and hazardous materials in relation to
proximity to an airport or private airstrip and the creation of safety hazards for people residing or
working in the proposed project area. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts
than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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The purpose of the MLK Campus Redevelopment Project is to improve conditions related to
healthcare services. Consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the Child
Care Center would support the healthcare facility and would not interfere with an emergency
response plan or evacuation plan and would therefore not result in significant impacts related to
impairing the implementation of or physically interfering with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than
those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the MLK Campus is located in an urban environment without
adjacent or nearby wildlands. In addition, the campus is not considered to be in a fire hazard
severity zone. Consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR (Initial Study), the
Child Care Center would not result in significant impacts related to exposure of people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands.
Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011
FEIR.

L. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Hydrology and water quality impacts of the proposed Child Care Center were evaluated in
relation to the 2011 FEIR and required mitigation measures. The potential for the proposed
Child Care Center to result in new or substantially more adverse significant impacts related to
hydrology and water quality was evaluated in relation to 10 questions recommended for
consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation with
respect to the following:
(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

(b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

Yes No

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O ™
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

O %}
New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O ™
O %}

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR concludes that construction could result in erosion, sediment-laden runoff, and
discharge of non-storm water runoff. Mitigation would be required to reduce impacts to water
quality and groundwater recharge below a level of significance. As discussed above, all site
and earthwork for the Child Care Center would be undertaken in coordination with site work for
the East Campus Parking Structure.

With implementation of the adopted mitigation measures, the proposed Child Care Center would
result in less than significant impacts with respect to violating any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements. The proposed project would entail both construction and
operational elements and operational elements. The construction of the proposed Child Care
Center in coordination with construction of the proposed East Campus Parking Structure could
contribute to erosion, sediment-laden runoff, discharge of non-storm water runoff from the two

HOA.100879311.1 County of Los Angeles Page 56



MLK Medical Center Campus Redevelopment Final EIR
2" EIR Addendum

sites, or other water quality—related events. All construction activities at the two sites would
include implementation of best management practices (BMPs) to reduce or eliminate non-storm
discharges to the storm water system. Implementation of BMPs would result in meeting the
water quality standards set forth by responsible agencies, and would address storm runoff
quantity and flow rate, suspended solids (primarily from erosion), and contaminants such as
phosphorus and hydrocarbons. BMPs would be incorporated in accordance with the NPDES
permit issued to the County by the LA-RWQCB, the County Storm Water Management, and the
County General Plan. With implementation of Mitigation Measures Hydrology-1 through
Hyrdology-4 and Hazards-1, the proposed Child Care Center (together with the East Campus
Parking Structure) would result in less than significant impacts in relation to violating any water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

The 2011 FEIR indicates that the MLK Campus is located within the Central Basin Municipal
Water District. Groundwater has been encountered on the campus at approximately 38 to 52
feet below ground surface. The MLK Campus and its existing uses do not influence the local
groundwater basin, and the site does not serve as a groundwater recharge site. Further, neither
Tier I nor Tier Il of the MLK Campus Redevelopment Project would use groundwater supplies or
interfere with groundwater recharge into this basin. Therefore, consistent with the 2011 FEIR,
the proposed Child Care Center would not result in impacts to groundwater. There is no
potential for the proposed Child Care Center to contribute to the depletion of groundwater
supplies or to create substantial interference with groundwater recharge for the area. Consistent
with the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Child Care Center would not result in impacts to hydrology
and water quality in relation to groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation with
respect to the following:
(c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

(d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

(e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

(f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

<
(]
(2]

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

O] Ol oo
Nl § B ®|§

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the project site would not be expected to result in
impacts to hydrology and water quality in relation to alteration of existing drainage patterns in a
manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site. The proposed Child
Care Center would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the Child Care Center
site or area or alter the course of any existing streams or rivers in the proposed project area.
While the Child Care Center would result in the removal of vegetated berms, it would result in
the addition of landscaped areas. Drainage of the Child Care Center would be coordinated with
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drainage of the East Campus Parking Structure. Therefore, there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impacts with mitigation with respect to potential
impacts on water quality (Mitigation Measures Hydrology 1 through Hydrology-4 and Hazards-
1). The Child Care Center would redevelop a previously disturbed site. As discussed above,
site work and earthwork would be coordinated with the East Campus Parking Structure. The
two projects would be required to comply with Mitigation Measures Hydrology-1 through
Hydrology-4 and Hazards-1 as well as BMPs consistent with guidelines provided in the
California Storm Water Best Management Practices Handbook for Construction Activities and in
the Los Angeles County Storm Water Management Program for substantiated erosion or
siltation. Consistent with the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Child Care Center (together with the
proposed East Campus Parking Structure) would result in less than significant impacts with
mitigation related to drainage patterns, erosion, siltation or degradation of water quality.
Therefore, no additional mitigation would be required and there would be no new or greater
impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact to altering existing drainage patterns. There are no
existing drainage patterns on or within the vicinity that would be substantially impacted by the
proposed project. The MLK Campus is part of the Los Angeles storm drain system and the
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works has implemented measures to initiate storm
water pollution reduction programs throughout the County. The existing campus is not currently
operating at full capacity. Tier | development with the addition of the proposed Child Care
Center and East Campus Parking Structure would not be expected to contribute substantial
additional runoff as they are located on existing impervious surface lots. Therefore, there would
be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:
(9) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

(h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?

(i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

(i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

<
D
(2]

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent
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The 2011 FEIR concluded no impact with respect to placing housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the MLK Campus is not located within a 100-year
or 500-year flood zone. Therefore, there would be no expected impacts to hydrology and water
quality related to placement of housing within a 100-year flood hazard area. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to placing structures in a 100-year flood
hazard area, exposing people or structures to significant risk or loss as a result of failure of a
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dam or levee. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the County of Los Angeles maintains over 15
major dams and a host of other flood control facilities such as spreading grounds within the
County. The flood control facilities within the MLK Medical Campus vicinity are maintained by
the County Flood Control District and are in compliance with local, state, and federal
regulations. The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the MLK Campus would have no
impacts on, nor be impacted by, the operation of the existing levees or dams. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to seiche, tsunami and mudflow. Tsunamis
are tidal waves generated in large bodies of water in response to ground shaking. The elevation
of the campus ranges from approximately 85 feet above mean sea level (MSL) to 105 feet
above MSL. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the campus is roughly 10 miles east of the Pacific
Ocean. Due to the elevation of the project area and its distance from the ocean and other
bodies of water, there would be no direct or indirect impacts related to seiches or tsunamis. A
mudflow is a large flow of mud resulting from soil saturation on steep slopes. The campus is not
located in a section of the County that is susceptible to mudslides and there are no steep slopes
with soils or vegetation on or immediately adjacent to the campus. Consistent with the analysis
and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR, the proposed Child Care Center would not be expected to
result in impacts in relation to the inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

J. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Land use and planning impacts of the proposed Child Care Center were evaluated in light of the
2011 FEIR. The potential for the proposed Child Care Center to result in new or substantially
more adverse significant impacts related to land use and planning was evaluated in relation to
three questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

(a) Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation

with respect to the potential to physically divide an existing community?

<
D
(2]

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New
Information

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

O] Ol o a
Nl § B W&

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to dividing an established community.
Physical division of an established community typically occurs when linear elements such as
train tracks or a new highway separates parts of the community. No such elements would occur
with the proposed Child Care Center. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, development of the MLK
Medical Center Campus would not extend development beyond the existing medical facility site
and, therefore, would not cause a physical division within the established community. The
proposed Child Care Center would be on the existing Medical Center Campus, and consistent
with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR there would be no expected impacts to land
use and planning resulting in a physical division to the established community. Therefore, there
would be no new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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(b) Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with

jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
Yes

New Significant Environmental Effect Caused by a Change in the Project or O
Circumstances

Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously Identified Significant Effect
Caused by a Change in the Project or Circumstances

Information

O
New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New O
O

Ability to Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New
Information but Declined by Proponent

Nl § B W8

The 2011 FEIR concludes less than significant impact with respect to conflicts with an
applicable plan. The proposed Child Care Center would replace a largely unused auditorium
with a facility providing childcare to on-site employees. As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the
General Plan, designates the MLK Medical Center Campus for Public and Semi-Public land use
(P), which provides for activities by public and quasi-public entities and allows for the
establishment of facilities, infrastructure, and their related operations in these areas that are
public or semipublic in nature, including hospitals. As such, use of the campus as a medical
facility (including ancillary childcare) is in conformance with this land use designation. As
indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the County zoning designation for all parcels within the MLK
Campus is Neighborhood Commercial (C-2; Neighborhood Business Zone). This zoning
designation is established to identify community-related commercial uses and permits the
following uses: drugstores, medical clinics (including laboratories), professional or business
office space, parking lots and buildings, and hospital equipment and supply rentals.

As indicated in the 2011 FEIR, the County has established development standards for the
Neighborhood Business Zone:

No more than 90 percent of the net area can be occupied by buildings, with a minimum of
10 percent of the net area landscaped with a lawn, shrubbery, flowers, and/or trees, which
shall be continuously maintained in good condition. Incidental walkways, if needed, may be
developed in the landscaped area; that there be parking facilities as required by Part 11 of
Chapter 22.52; and that a building or structure shall not exceed a height of 35 feet above
grade, excluding signs which are permitted by Part 10 of Chapter 22.52 (such as chimneys,
and rooftop antennas).

The zoning classification for C-2 does not have a set-back requirement. The County indicated
in the 2011 FEIR Initial Study, “[t{jhe County would seek to ensure compatibility of the proposed
project with the existing campus and its surroundings but reserves the right to exempt elements
of the proposed project from the zoning designation. Therefore, the proposed development
would not conflict with the permitted uses of this zoning designation, and no General Plan
amendment or zone change would be required. Therefore, with respect to the proposed Child
Care Center, consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR impacts to land use
and planning related to a conflict with adopted or proposed land use plans, policies, or
regulations would be less than significant. Therefore, there would be no new or greater impacts
than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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(c) Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan (HCP) or natural community
_conservation plan (NCCP)?

The 2011 FEIR concludes no impact with respect to conflicts with habitat conservation planning.
As evaluated in the 2011 FEIR, the project site is located in a densely populated urban setting
and no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan are applicable to the project area.
Consequently, the proposed Child Care Center would not have an impact on any such plans
consistent with the analysis and conclusions of the 2011 FEIR. Therefore, there would be no
new or greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.

K. MINERAL RESOURCES

The potential for the proposed Child Care Center to result in new or substantially more adverse
significant impacts to mineral resources was evaluated in relation to the 2011 FEIR and two
questions recommended for consideration by the State CEQA Guidelines.

Does the proposed Child Care Center Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation
with respect to the following:
(a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
(b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

The 2011 FEIR indicates that development on the MLK Campus is not expected to result in
impacts to mineral resources in relation to the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
and concludes no impact with respect to mineral resources. The 2011 FEIR summarizes the
California Geological Survey report and indicates that there are no known mineral resources of
statewide or regional importance produced within the proposed project site. According to the
Mines and Minerals Producers Active in California (1977-1998), the County of Los Angeles
contains 25 active mines. However, there are no mining districts located in or around the vicinity
of the project site. Therefore, there would be no expected impacts to mineral resources related
to the loss of availability of a known mineral resource. Therefore, there would be no new or
greater impacts than those identified in the certified 2011 FEIR.
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