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1 Introduction

1.1 Purpose

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (California Public Resources Code
[PRC] Sections 21000, et seq.) and CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR] Title 14, Chapter 3,
Sections 15000, et seq.), the County of Los Angeles (County) has prepared this Final Program Environmental Impact
Report (Final PEIR) for the proposed Los Angeles County South Bay Area Plan and associated discretionary actions
(collectively referred to as the “Project”). As required by Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines, this Final PEIR
consists of the following: the Draft PEIR and Appendices (incorporated herein by reference); copies of comment
letters received on the Draft PEIR; a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft
PEIR; responses to all comments received on the Draft PEIR; and other information added for clarification by the
County. Additionally, the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is included in this Final PEIR.

1.2 Environmental Review Process

As defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15050, the County is the Lead Agency responsible for preparing the PEIR
for the Project.

1.2.1 Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting

In accordance with Section 15082(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, the County circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP)
for a public review period. The required 30-day public review period was extended to 45 days to accommodate
additional public comments. As such, the public review period began on October 16, 2023, and ended on November
30, 2023. The NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse, public agencies, special districts, responsible and
trustee agencies, and other interested parties; filed with the Los Angeles County Clerk; and published in the E/
Segundo Herald, Gardena Valley News, Inglewood News, Inglewood/Hawthorne Wave, Los Angeles Sentinel, and
The Daily Breeze newspapers. Printed copies of the NOP were available for public review at the Lennox Library,
Wiseburn Library, Masao W. Satow Library, Lawndale Library, Lomita Library, and Carson Library. In addition,
electronic copies of the NOP were made available in English and Spanish for download on the County’s website at:
planning.lacounty.gov/long-range-planning/south-bay-area-plan/documents/. The NOP and comment letters are
provided in Appendix A of the Draft PEIR. Additionally, a virtual Scoping Meeting was held on November 2, 2023 at
6:00 PM that was made available through the County’s website at: planning.lacounty.gov/long-range-
planning/south-bay-area-plan/documents/. Scoping Meeting comments are provided in Table 1-2, Scoping Meeting
Comments Summary, of the Draft PEIR.

1.2.2 Draft Program Environmental Impact Report

The Draft PEIR was circulated for public review from May 6, 2024, through July 8, 2024, which exceeded the 45-
day minimum required by CEQA. A Notice of Completion (NOC) and Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft PEIR
were submitted to the State Clearinghouse; posted at the County Clerk’s office; and published in El Segundo Herald,
Gardena Valley News, Inglewood News, Inglewood/Hawthorne Wave, Los Angeles Sentinel, and The Daily Breeze
newspapers. Hardcopies of the Draft PEIR, with electronic copies of all appendices, were available for public review
at the main office of Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning (County Planning) (320 W. Temple Street,
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1-INTRODUCTION

Los Angeles, CA 90012) as well as the following libraries: Lennox Library, Wiseburn Library, Masao W. Satow Library,
Lawndale Library, Lomita Library, and Carson Library. The Draft PEIR was also posted on County Planning website
for public review at: planning.lacounty.gov/long-range-planning/south-bay-area-plan/documents/.

1.2.3 Final Program Environmental Impact Report

The Final PEIR addresses the comments received on the Draft PEIR during the public review period and includes
minor changes to the text of the PEIR in accordance with comments that necessitated revisions. This Final PEIR is
made available to the Regional Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors for potential certification as the
environmental document for the proposed Project. All agencies who commented on the Draft PEIR will be provided
with a written response, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(b). The Final PEIR is posted on the County’s
website at: planning.lacounty.gov/long-range-planning/south-bay-area-plan/documents/.

The minor clarifications, modifications, and editorial corrections that were made to the Draft PEIR are shown in
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR, of this Final PEIR. None of the revisions that have been made to the Draft
PEIR resulted in new significant impacts; none of the revisions resulted in a substantial increase in the severity of
an environmental impact identified in the Draft PEIR; and none of the revisions brought forth a feasible project
alternative or mitigation measure that is considerably different from those set forth in the Draft PEIR. Furthermore,
the revisions do not cause the Draft PEIR to be flawed such that it precludes meaningful public review. As none of
the CEQA criteria for recirculation have been met, recirculation of the Draft PEIR is not warranted.

1.2.4 Public Hearings and Staff Report Recommendations

A public hearing will be held before the Los Angeles County Regional Planning Commission (RPC) on October 30,
2024. The Notice of Public Hearing before the Regional Planning Commission was published in the El Segundo
Herald, Gardena Valley News, Inglewood News, Inglewood/Hawthorne Wave, Los Angeles Sentinel, and The Daily
Breeze newspapers and on the County Planning website. The hearing notice was also sent to property owners whose
properties had been considered for rezoning and to interested individuals and organizations. At the conclusion of
this public hearing, the RPC may make recommendations to the County Board of Supervisors, including the
certification of the PEIR; findings relative to the Project’s environmental effects after implementation of mitigation
measures; and approve, deny, or modify the Project.

To address comments received during the public review period for the Draft PEIR and Draft South Bay Area Plan
Project documents, the Staff Report to the Regional Planning Commission has revised the South Bay Area Plan, the
West Carson Transit Oriented District (TOD) Specific Plan, and the Implementation Ordinance for consideration by
the RPC. Revisions would add the Alpine Village properties, including Assessor Parcel Numbers 7350-001-016,
7350-001-018, 7350-001-027, and 7350-001-029, into the West Carson TOD Specific Plan and would establish
a new Alpine Village (APV) Zone within the TOD Specific Plan. Due to the complex history of the German cultural
shops adjacent to a closed landfill, the APV Zone is established to facilitate the repurposing of the Alpine Village
area. The APV Zone is intended to protect the history of the site while also accommodating commercial and non-
residential uses. Additionally, the newly proposed zone would be subject to the Green Zones Ordinance (as
demonstrated by the -GZ combining zone designation).

The proposed General Plan land use designation change set forth in the South Bay Area Plan from Light Industrial
(IL) to General Commercial (CG) for the Alpine Village area would remain unchanged; however, the zoning would not
change from Restricted Heavy Manufacturing (M-1.5) to General Commercial (C-3) but would instead change from
M-1.5 to APV-GZ.
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The existing Green Zones regulations on applicable parcels would remain unchanged, and all environmental
impacts associated with the Green Zones Ordinance were comprehensively evaluated in the Los Angeles County
Green Zones PEIR. Revisions to the zoning would change the goals and policies specific to the Alpine Village area,
including West Carson Community-Specific Policy 5.3 (see Chapter 3 of this Final PEIR for a list of revised goals and
policies from the South Bay Area Plan). Revisions to the zoning would not change the buildout assumptions for
these parcels, as set forth in Appendix B-2, Buildout Methodology, of the Draft PEIR or otherwise alter any
quantification of buildout assumptions in the associated technical appendices.

Other revisions include changes to the proposed General Plan land use designation and zoning for 22 parcels
located within Alondra Park/El Camino Village fronting either Crenshaw Boulevard or Eriel Avenue. These parcels
include “split” land use designation and zoning. The land use designation of each parcel is split between General
Commercial (CG) and Residential 30 (H30), while the zoning of each parcel is split between Neighborhood Business
(C-2) and Limited Density Multiple Residence (R-3-P). The Project originally proposed to redesignate and rezone the
entirety of each parcel to Mixed Use (MU)/Mixed Use (MXD). However, as a result of public comments received on
the proposed Project, the Project no longer proposes to rezone or redesignate the residential (i.e., H30/R-3-P)
portions of these split parcels. As such, only the CG/C-2 portions of these parcels would be changed to MU/MXD as
a result of Project implementation. By retaining the existing H30/R-3-P land use designation and zoning on these
22 parcels, the buildout potential of the Project would be reduced by 257 dwelling units (i.e. from 9,853 to 9,596
dwelling units) and 802 residents (i.e., from 30,745 to 29,943 residents). Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR,
of this Final EIR, includes minor revisions to reflect the revised residential buildout potential.

No new significant environmental impacts and no substantial increase in the severity of impacts would occur from
this modification to the proposed zoning for the Alpine Village area or from the modifications to the proposed land
use/zoning changes to the 22 parcels in Alondra Park/El Camino Village. As such, the recommended revisions are
not significant, as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088.5 and therefore do not require additional analysis or
any changes to the conclusions of the Draft PEIR.

Other recommended revisions to the South Bay Area Plan and Implementation Ordinance merely clarify and make
insignificant changes to correct minor technical errors. No new significant environmental impacts and no
substantial increase in the severity of impacts would occur from these modifications. These recommended revisions
are also not significant, as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088.5 and therefore do not require additional
analysis or any changes to the conclusions of the Recirculated Draft PEIR.

1.3 Organization of Final PEIR

This Final PEIR is organized in the following sections:

= Chapter 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements, the environmental review process, and
organization of this Final PEIR.

= Chapter 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of agencies and interested persons
commenting on the Draft PEIR, copies of comment letters received during the public review period, and
individual responses to written comments.

= Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR. This section contains revisions to the Draft PEIR text as a result of

comments received by agencies and interested persons as described in Section 2, and/or errors and omissions
discovered subsequent to release of the Draft PEIR for public review.
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Chapter 4, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. This section provides the full Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Project and reflects any revisions provided in Section 3,
Revisions to the Draft PEIR. The MMRP lists all of the proposed mitigation measures (MM) by environmental
issue and identifies the action required, mitigation timing, responsible party for implementing the MM, and
monitoring agency responsible for ensuring each MM is implemented.

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR

12597.03
OCTOBER 2024

1-4



2 Responses to Comments

2.1 Introduction

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(a) states that “The lead agency shall evaluate comments on environmental
issues received from persons who reviewed the draft EIR and shall prepare a written response. The Lead Agency
shall respond to comments raising significant environmental issues received during the noticed comment period
and any extensions and may respond to late comments.”

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning circulated the South Bay Area Plan Draft PEIR for public review
from May 6, 2024, through July 8, 2024, which exceeded the 45-day minimum required by CEQA. This chapter of
the Final PEIR includes a copy of each comment letter provided during the public review period for the Draft PEIR,
and the County’s responses to those comments.

2.2 List of Commenters

As shown in Table 2-1, the County received comment letters from twelve agencies, two organizations, and 168
comment letters from individuals, which were in a form-letter/email template. Comment letters are organized into
three categories: Category A (written comments from public agencies), Category O (written comments from
organizations), and Category | (written comments from individuals). In accordance with the requirements of CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088(b), the County will provide a written response on comments submitted by public agencies
to each respective public agency at least 10 days prior to the public hearing that considers whether to approve the
Final PEIR.
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Table 2.1. List of Commenters

Comment
Letter Type Date

Agencies
Al Federal Aviation Administration Federal Agency July 8, 2024
A2 California Department of Transportation, District | State Agency June 26, 2024
7
A3 California Department of Transportation, State Agency July 8, 2024
Division of Aeronautics
Ad County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and | Local Agency May 30, 2024
Recreation
A5 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Local Agency June 5,2024
Health
A6 County of Los Angeles Fire Department Local Agency June 7,2024
A7 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Local Agency June 11, 2024
Works
A8 Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts Local Agency June 21, 2024
A9 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation | Local Agency July 8, 2024
Authority
A10 Wiseburn Unified School District Local Agency July 8, 2024
All Los Angeles County Sheriff’'s Department Local Agency July 11, 2024
Al12 Los Angeles County Sheriff’'s Department Local Agency July 11, 2024
Organizations
01 Del Aire Neighborhood Association Organization June 6, 2024
02 Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP | Organization July 8, 2024
(“Allen Matkins”)
Individuals
11 Includes 1682 comment letters from “Del Aire Individual June 25, 2024
Residents” (Form Letters/Emails)

Note: Category A (written comments from public agencies), Category O (written comments from organizations), Category | (written

comments from individuals).

a. There was a total of 181 comment submissions (letters and emails); however, some were duplicative leaving 168 unique
comments.

2.3 Lead Agency Responses

All responses to comments on the Draft PEIR represent a good-faith, reasoned effort to address the environmental
issues identified by the comments. Responses focus on comments that raise important environmental issues or
pertain to the adequacy of the analysis in the Draft PEIR or to other aspects pertinent to the potential effects of the
Project on the environment pursuant to CEQA. Comments that address policy issues, opinions, or other topics
beyond the purview of the Draft PEIR or CEQA are noted as such for the public record. Where comments are on the
proposed South Bay Area Plan rather than on the Draft PEIR, these are also noted in the responses. Where
appropriate, the information and/or revisions suggested in the comment letters have been incorporated into the
Final PEIR. All revisions made to the content of the Draft PEIR are included in Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR,
of this Final PEIR.
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All comments received on the Draft PEIR have been carefully reviewed and evaluated to evaluate for any
environmental issues received from public agencies, individuals, and organizations. After careful review, it was
determined that none of the public comments on the Draft PEIR would require significant new information to be
added such that a recirculation of the Draft PEIR would be required, either in its entirety or in part. State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5, Recirculation of an EIR Prior to Certification, describes the thresholds for recirculation
of an environmental impact report. Pursuant to Section 15088.5, a lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR
when significant new information is added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR
but before certification. New information can include a disclosure showing that a new significant environmental
impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, a substantial
increase in the severity of an environmental impact, a feasible project alternative or mitigation measure
considerably different from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the project
(but the project’s proponents decline to adopt it), or the draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate
and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. The Draft PEIR revisions and
information presented in this document do not constitute significant new information, as defined in State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5; this information merely clarifies, amplifies and makes insignificant modifications to
an adequate PEIR. Information presented in the Draft PEIR, and this document support this determination. As such,
the Draft PEIR is not required to be recirculated.

2.4 Comments and Responses

This section presents all comments received on the Draft PEIR and responses to all comments received.
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Comment Letter A1

Q

us. Department Western-Pacific Region 777 S. Aviation Blvd., Suite 150
of Transportation Office of the Regional Administrator El Segundo, CA 90245
Federal Aviation
Administration

July 8, 2024

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
Attn: Thomas Dearborn, AICP, Senior Planner

320 West Temple Street, 13th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90012
SouthBayAreaPlan@planning.lacounty.gov

Dear Mr. Dearborn:

I am writing to submit comments on behalf of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) on the Al-1
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles County South Bay Area Plan.

While the FAA does not have land-use authority, the Agency discourages the introduction of
additional incompatible residential land-uses within the Community Noise Equivalent Level
(CNEL) 65 decibel (dB) contour of airports. Table 1 of Part 150 — Airport Noise Compatibility
Planning (14 Code of Federal Regulation Part 150) provides recommended land use A1-2
compatibility guidelines for determining acceptable land uses in the vicinity of airports. If the
LA County communities of Del Aire/Wiseburn and Lennox pursue incompatible land-uses, the
FAA recommends that sound insulation measures to achieve a post construction 45 dB interior
noise level be incorporated during construction. Additionally, the FAA recommends that
avigation easements be obtained for properties built within an airport’s established CNEL Al-3
contours.

Currently, the Del Aire/Wiseburn and Lennox neighborhoods have incompatible residential land
uses within the existing Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Part 150 Noise Exposure
Maps. If these communities pursue Part 150 Noise Compatibility funding from the FAA, the
Agency will not approve remedial noise mitigation measures for new non-compatible Al-4
development in the vicinity of airports that occurred after October 1, 1998. (see FAA Federal
Register Notice published on April 3, 1998, “Final Policy on Part 150 Approval of Noise
Mitigation Measures: Effect on the Use of Federal Grants for Noise Mitigation Projects”,

63 FR 16409.)

Additionally, our review found that Figure 4-9 has Hawthorne Boulevard and Prairie Avenue in
the wrong locations since Hawthorne Boulevard is west of Prairie Avenue. We recommend this AL5
error be corrected and the remainder of the figures be reviewed for any other potential errors.
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The Federal Aviation Administration’s mission is to provide the safest, most efficient aerospace
system in the world.

. . . . . ) Al1-6
We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments to LA County on this project. If you
have any questions regarding our comments, or if we can be of further assistance, please contact
my office at (424) 405-7000.

Sincerely,

Raquel Girvin
Regional Administrator

Page 2 of 2 in Comment Letter A1
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Al1-1

A1-2

A1-3

Al1-4

Response to Comment Letter A1

Federal Aviation Administration
Raquel Girvin, Regional Administrator
July 8, 2024

This introductory comment identifies the commenter on behalf of the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA). The comment does not express any environmental concerns related to the environmental
analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.

The comment notes the FAA does not have land use authority; however, the FAA discourages the
introduction of additional incompatible residential land uses within the Community Noise Equivalent
Level (CNEL) 65 decibel (dB) contour of airports. Furthermore, the comment states if the County
approves the proposed South Bay Area Plan (Project), the FAA recommends sound insultation
measures to reduce post-construction 45 dB interior noise levels.

Regarding land use compatibility with noise regulations, Section 4.13, Noise, of the Draft PEIR included
the FAA, and notably, Federal Aviation Regulation, Part 150 within the discussion of relevant plans,
policies, and ordinances (Draft PEIR, pp. 4.13-1 and 4.13-2). The Draft PEIR includes Figure 4.13-1,
Los Angeles Airport (LAX) Aviation Noise Contours, which illustrates the noise contours of LAX over the
existing communities within the Project area. The impact analysis determined proposed land use
changes and accessory commercial unit (ACU) development intersect with parcels within Lennox, as
illustrated in Figure 4.13-2, Proposed Changes to Land Use within the Los Angeles Airport (LAX) Aviation
Noise Contours. Implementation of the Project would require consistency with relevant policies from
the LAX Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP). Specifically, future development project compliance with ALUP
Policy N-2 would ensure that proposed land use designation changes to accommodate higher density
housing and ACUs intersected by LAX aviation noise contours would require projects to exhibit interior
background noise levels that meet 45 dBA CNEL (Draft PEIR, pp. 4.13-35 and 4.13-36). As further
detailed in Section 4.11, Land Use and Planning, no land use changes to residential uses would occur
within a noise contour greater than 70 CNEL. Future residential development within the 70 CNEL noise
contours would be required to adhere to the potential conditions of approval from the Los Angeles
County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) related to interior noise levels (Draft PEIR, p. 4.11-47).
Therefore, the Draft PEIR identified intersections with 65 dB contours and demonstrated compliance
with existing policies consistent with the comment’s suggestion.

The comment recommends avigation easements for properties built within an airport’s established
CNEL contours. The Project proposes land use changes to parcels within the LAX Aviation Noise
Contours, as illustrated in Figure 4.13-2. As discussed above in Response to Comment A1-2, future
development projects would be required to adhere to the potential conditions of approval from the Los
Angeles County ALUC. As a result of future ALUC consideration, avigation easements could be included
for future implementation. This comment does not express concerns related to the adequacy of the
environmental analysis within the Draft PEIR. The comment will be provided to the Regional Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors for their review and consideration as part of this Final PEIR.

The comment notes existing and future residential land uses built after October 1, 1998, and within
the LAX noise exposure maps would not be eligible for funding of remedial noise mitigation measures
for new non-compatible development in the vicinity of airports. This comment does not express
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concerns related to the adequacy of the environmental analysis within the Draft PEIR. The comment
will be provided to the Regional Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors for review and
consideration as part of this Final PEIR.

A15 The comment identifies an error in Figure 4-9, Lennox, of the South Bay Area Plan. The comment notes
Hawthorne Boulevard and Prairie Avenue are erroneously labeled. A revision has been made to Figure
4-9 of the South Bay Area Plan to reflect the correct location of each street. The mislabeling of the
street names does not require any new or different analyses in the Draft PEIR or otherwise alter the
environmental analysis or conclusions.

Al1-6 This comment provides a conclusory statement related to the comment letter. The comment does not
express any environmental concerns related to the environmental analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.
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Comment Letter A2

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7

100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 MK Coneavation
PHONE (213) 266-3574 a California Way of Life
FAX (213) 897-1337

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

June 26, 2024

Thomas Dearborn, AICP, Senior Planner

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street, 13th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: LA County South Bay Area Plan
Project — Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR)

SCH #2023100445

GTS #07-LA-2024-04525

Vic. LA Multiple

Dear Thomas Dearborn,

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Calfrans) in the
review process for the above referenced project. The Project will establish the South Bay
Area Plan as part of the County General Plan. In addition to providing a framework for
growth through horizon year 2045 within the Project area, the South Bay Area Plan also
addresses land-use policy issues that are specific to the unique characteristics and needs
of each Project-area community.

After reviewing the DEIR, Caltrans has the following comments:

Caltrans acknowledges and supports mixed-use, infill development that prioritizes
walking, biking, and transit. The Project’s Areawide Goals and Policies listed in section
4.17.2.3 are in alignment with State-level sustainable transportation policy goals which
seek to reduce the number of trips made by driving, reduce Greenhouse Gas (GHG)
emissions, and encourage alternative modes of travel. Caltrans' Strategic Management
Plan has set targets of tripling trips made by bicycle and doubling trips made by walking
and public transit, as well as achieving a reduction in statewide, per capita, vehicle miles
fraveled (VMT).

Caltrans would like to specifically applaud the creation of high-quality bike, pedestrian,
aond fransit infrastructure, a complete active transportation network, compact
development patterns, Accessory Commercial Units, and increased density throughout
the plan area.

"Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Thomas Dearborn
June 26, 2024

Page 2

In addition to the Goals and Policies already proposed, Caltrans recommends:

Eliminating Car Parking Requirements: Caltrans encourages the lead agency fo
seriously consider completely eliminating car parking requirements, or even
implementing car parking maximums. Research looking at the relationship
between land-use, parking, and transportation indicates that the amount of car
parking supplied can undermine a project’s ability to encourage public transit
and active modes of transportation. There is sufficient justification to consider
eliminating parking requirements to promote affordability and achieve the
project’s goals. Caltrans also recommends that at least one long-term bicycle
parking space be provided per residential unit, allowing residents to take
advantage of the Plan’s proposed mulfi-modal improvements and more easily
choose the bicycle as their mode of fravel. Long-term bicycle parking should be
located onsite, indoors, on the ground floor, and within 200 feet of primary
pedestrian entrances.

Preparing for adaptive reuse: Consider adopting Form-Based Codes (FBCs) as an
alternative to use-based zoning. FBCs allow for a community’s vision to be created
and maintained through form, mass, and streetscape requirements, while allowing
tfremendous flexibility for adaptive reuse into the future. This reduces wasteful
demolition of single-use developments and improves the public realm for residents
and visitors alike.

Protecting vulnerable road users: The most effective methods to reduce
pedestrian and bicyclist exposure to vehicles is through physical design and
geometrics. These methods include the construction of physically separated
facilities such as Class IV bike lanes, wide sidewalks, pedestrian refuge islands,
landscaping, street furniture, and reductions in crossing distances through
roadway narrowing.

Additionally, Lennox, Alondra Park, El Camino Village, West Carson, Del Aire, and
Wiseburn community locations are along State routes 105 405 and 710. An
encroachment permit will be required for any project work proposed adjacent to
Caltrans Right of Way and all environmental concerns must be adequately addressed.
Any modifications to the State facilities will be subject to additional review by the Office
of Permits prior to issuance of the permit. Any projects impacting State ROW will need to
contact the Calfrans Office of Permits when project documents are finalized, and the
applicant is ready to submit a permit application package.

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves alf people and respects the environment”

A2-3

A2-4

A2-5

A2-6

Page 2 of 3 in Comment Letter A2
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Thomas Dearborn
June 26, 2024
Page 3

Finally, Calfrans supports collaboration with local agencies to work towards a safe,

functional, interconnected, multi-modal transportation network integrated through

efficient and equitable land use planning and policies. If you have any questions, please A2-7
contact project coordinator Anthony Higgins, at anthony.higgins@dot.ca.gov and refer

to GTS #07-LA-2024-04525.

Sincerely,
Anthony Higgins
Actin LDR Branch Chief

Cc: State Clearinghouse

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”

Page 3 of 3 in Comment Letter A2

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
OCTOBER 2024 2-11



2 - RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK
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A2-1

A2-2

A2-3

A2-4

A2-5

A2-6

A2-7

Response to Comment Letter A2

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 7
Anthony Higgins, Acting LDR Branch Chief
June 26, 2024

The comment correctly summarizes the proposed Project’s intent. The comment does not identify
specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft PEIR.

The comment acknowledges and supports the Project’s proposed land use changes that support mixed-
use, infill development. The comment further notes the Project aligns with State goals. The comment
does not identify specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft
PEIR. The comment will be provided to the Regional Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors for
review and consideration as part of this Final PEIR.

The comment recommends consideration of eliminating car parking requirements or implementing car
parking maximums. In addition, the comment recommends bicycle parking for future development of
residential uses. As discussed on pages 4.17-47 and 4.17-48, the Draft PEIR evaluated potential
Project-related impacts to vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and determined that impacts would be less than
significant and no mitigation measures to further encourage public transit are required. The comment
does not identify specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft
PEIR. The comment will be provided to the Regional Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors for
their review and consideration as part of this Final PEIR.

The comment recommends adopting Form-Based Codes as an alternative to use-based zoning. The
comment does not identify specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in
the Draft PEIR. The comment will be provided to the Regional Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors for their review and consideration as part of this Final PEIR.

The comment recommends infrastructure improvements to protect vulnerable road users (i.e., Class IV
bike lanes, wide sidewalks, landscaping). The comment does not identify specific concerns regarding
the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft PEIR. The comment will be provided to the
Regional Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors for their review and consideration as part of
this Final PEIR.

The comment notes future development projects adjacent to Caltrans right-of-way (i.e., Interstate 105,
405, 710) would require an encroachment permit. Additionally, any modifications to State facilities
would be subject to additional review. The Project does not include improvements to State facilities.
For individual projects with the potential to utilize Caltrans rights-of-way, these projects would be
subject to the County’s permitting review and plan check process, which would ensure compliance with
State and local regulations.

This comment provides a conclusory statement related to the comment letter. The comment does not
express any environmental concerns related to the environmental analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
OCTOBER 2024 2-13



2 - RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
OCTOBER 2024 2-14



2 - RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Comment Letter A3

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

California Department of Transportation

DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS

P.O.BOX 942873, MS—40 | SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
{916) 654-4959

www.dot.ca.gov

July 8, 2024

Thomas Dearborn Electronically Sent: tdearborn@planning.lacounty.gov
Senior Planner

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning

320 West Template Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: SCH #2023100445 - Los Angeles County South Bay Area Plan
Project No.: PRJ2022-0004615

Dear Mr. Dearborn:

The California Department of Transportation, Caltrans Division of Aeronautics (Division)
has reviewed the Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for the Los
Angeles County South Bay Area Plan (Project), Project No.: PRJ2022-0004615. One of
the goals of the California Department of Transportation, Aeronautics Program, is fo
assist cities, counties, and Airport Land Use Commissions (ALUC) or their equivalent, to A3-1
understand and comply with the State Aeronautics Act pursuant to the California
Public Utilities Code (PUC]), Section 21001 et seq. Caltrans encourages collaboration
with our partners in the planning process and thanks you for including the Aeronautics
Program in the review of the PEIR.

The proposed Project would guide regional-level growth and development in the
unincorporated communities of the South Bay Planning Area through 2045. The South
Bay Area Plan is in accordance with the Los Angeles County 2035 General Plan to
direct long-range land use planning, informing various stakeholders of the County's A3-2
future land use plans, and ensure accountability for achieving the Project's goals. The
Project area is located within two miles of three public airports: Torrance Municipal
Airport, Hawthorne Municipal Airport, and Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21096, the California

Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Handbook) must be utilized as a resource in the
preparation of environmental documents for projects within airport land use A3-3
compatibility plan boundaries, or if such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of an airport. The Handbook is a resource for all public use airports and is Y

"Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Mr. Thomas Dearhorn, Senior Planner
July 8, 2024
Page 2

available online at: https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot- A3-3
media/programs/aeronautics/documents/californiaairportlanduseplanninghandbook- Cont.
ally.pdf

Safety Compatibility Policies

The proposed Project is located in the southwest corner of Los Angeles County. There
are seven unincorporated communities within the South Bay Planning Area: Alondra
Park/El Camino Village, Del Aire/Wiseburn, Hawthorne Island, La Rambla, Lennox, West
Carson, and Westfield/Academy Hills. Parcels within the unincorporated community of
Lennox are within the LAX Airport Influence Areaq. Therefore, the project must adhere
to the safety criteria and restrictions defined in the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(ALUCP) adopted by the ALUC pursuant to the PUC, Section 21674. A3-4

The creation of safety compatibility zones within Airport Influence Aera is an exercise
predominantly driven by aeronautical considerations. That is, the geography of risk is
determined by the runway configuration, approach and departure procedures, and
other factors that determine where aircraft fly and where accidents occur. The Division
recommends the Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning should
consider the Safety Zone(s) in Compatibility polices stipulated in the Los Angeles
County ALUCP.

Noise Compatibility Policies

Portions of the project area may be partially located within the 55-75 decibels (dB)
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) contour for the Torrance Municipal Airport,
Hawthorne Municipal Airport, and Los Angeles International Airport as shown in the Los
Angeles County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP).

All developments located in an Airport Influence Area are subject to review by the Los
Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for compliance with noise and
safety regulations, per Title 21 of the California Code of Regulations. Aircraft noise A3-5
contours that pertain to Lennox affect the compatibility of land uses that can reside
within the exposure areas due to noise-sensitive land uses, such as residential and
schools, cannot be located within areas exposed to aircraft noise levels of Community
Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) 65 dB and greater, which pertains to large portions of
Lennox.

The proposed project areas may be subject to aircraft overflights and subsequent
aircraft-related noise impacts due to the proximity to an airport. Since communities v

"Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Mr. Thomas Dearhorn, Senior Planner
July 8, 2024
Page 3

vary greatly in size and character from urban to rural, the level of noise deemed
acceptable in one community is not necessarily the same for another community.

Federal and State regulations regarding aircraft noise do not establish mandatory
criteria for evaluating the compatibility of proposed land use development around
airports (with the exception of the 65 dB CNEL “worst case” threshold established in the
California Code of Regulations (CCR: Title 21 CCR, §5006, §5012) for the designated
"noise problem" airports}. For most airports in California, 65 dB CNEL is considered too
high a noise level to be appropriate as a standard for land use compatibility planning.
This is particularly the case for evaluating new development in the vicinity of the
airport. The 60 dB CNEL, or even 55 dB CNEL, may be more suitable for new
development around most airports. If new residential development is allowed within
the airport’'s 65dB CNEL contour, all residential units should be constructed to ensure
an interior CNEL due to aircraft noise of 45 dB or less in all habitable rooms.

While airports do not have mitigation requirements for single event noise occurrences
under FAA regulations, aircraft operations may cause noticeable noise annoyance
from single events that result in impacts such as sleep disturbance. Consideration
should also be given to cumulative noise impacts associated with the project site's
proximity to roadways and railway lines.

Sound insulation, buyer notification and avigation easements are typical noise
mitigation measures. These measures, however, do not change exterior aircraft noise
levels. It is likely that some future homeowners and tenants will be annoyed by aircraft
noise in the Project area.

Airspace Protection Policies

Any potential project being constructed within the South Bay Area Plan Project limits
must also address requirements from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA),
specified in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 77. (14 CFR Part 77). Title
14 CFR Part 77.9 provides vertical and horizontal criteria for construction near an
airport. The California Public Utilities Code Section 21659 prohibits structural hazards
near airports. The Plan should avoid any structures that exceed 200 feet AGL (above
ground level} in height. Future development will require a Notice of Proposed
Construction or Alteration (Form 7460-1) from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
in accordance with Federal Aviation Regulation, Part 77.9 “Objects Affecting
Navigable Airspace.” To ensure compliance notices should be submitted to the FAA's
Obstacle Evaluation Group (OEG) online at the following site:

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Mr. Thomas Dearhorn, Senior Planner
July 8, 2024
Page 4

https://oeaaa.faa.gov/oeaaa/external/portal.jsp. OEG Determinations are not A
building permits, but the Determinations may specify obstruction mitigation.

Further, in accordance with California Public Utilities Code (PUC), Sections 21656 A3-8
“Permit for Extension of Structure More Than 500 Feet Above Ground™ and 21659 Cont.
“*Hazards near Airports Prohibited”, a permit is required by Caltrans Aeronautics unless
the FAA has determined that the construction does not constitute a hazard to air
navigation or would not create an unsafe condition for air navigation.

Amending a General Plan / General Plans

Per the California Public Utilities Code Section 21001 et seq. relating to the State
Aeronautics Act, Section 21676(b) prior to the amendment of a general plan within
the planning boundary established by the airport land use commission pursuant to
Section 21675, the local agency shall first refer the proposed action to the ALUC. If the
ALUC determines that the proposed action is inconsistent with the ALUCP, the referring
agency shall be noftified. Any proposed development in the defined safety zones,
therefore, must adhere to the safety criteria and restrictions defined in the Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan(s) adopted by the ALUC pursuant to the PUC, Section 21674.

A3-9

These comments reflect the areas of review by Caltrans Aeronautics with respect to
airport-related noise, safety, and land use planning issues. Thank you for the

opportunity to review and comment. If you have any questions, please contact me by A3-10
email at vincent.ray@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

VM/&;;

Vincent Ray
Aviation Planner

c.
California State Clearing House, state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov
Mathew Friedman, Office Chief Aviation Planning DOT,
matthew.friedman@dot.ca.gov
"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
Page 4 of 4 in Comment Letter A3
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A3-1

A3-2

A3-3

A3-4

Response to Comment Letter A3

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Division of Aeronautics
Vincent Ray, Aviation Planner
July 8, 2024

This introductory comment identifies the commenter on behalf of Caltrans Division of Aeronautics. The
comment does not express any environmental concerns related to the environmental analysis
contained in the Draft PEIR.

The comment correctly summarizes the proposed Project’s intent. Additionally, the comment correctly
notes the Project area is within two miles of three public airports (Torrance Municipal Airport,
Hawthorne Municipal Airport, and Los Angeles International Airport). The comment does not identify
specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft PEIR.

The comment notes the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook must be utilized for project
within airport influence areas or within two miles of an airport. Several unincorporated communities in
the Project area are within two miles of either Hawthorne Airport, Torrance Municipal Airport, and Los
Angeles International Airport (LAX); however, only LAX has unincorporated communities that are within
the Airport Influence Area (Lennox and Del Aire). Additionally, Section 4.13, Noise, of the Draft PEIR
notes the Project does not consider land use changes within the 65 dBA CNEL aviation noise contours
for Torrance Municipal Airport and Hawthorne Municipal Airport. As such, the environmental analysis
focused on communities nearby the LAX. Given that the Project includes land use changes within the
LAX Influence Area, as shown in Draft PEIR Figure 4.13-2, Proposed Changes to Land Use within LAX
Aviation Noise Contours, the Project would be subject to review by the Los Angeles County Airport Land
Use Commission (ALUC). This is consistent with the discussion provided on Draft PEIR pages 4.11-46
and 4.11-47 of Section 4.11, Land Use and Planning. As further detailed in Section 4.11, the Project
proposes land use and zoning changes within Lennox, which would require the review for consistency
with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). As such, prior to consideration by the Board of
Supervisors, the Project will undergo review by the Los Angeles County ALUC for consistency with the
ALUCP.

The comment states the parcels within Lennox that are within the LAX Airport Influence Area must
adhere to the safety criteria and restrictions defined in the ALUCP. Implementation of the Project would
require consistency with relevant policies from the LAX ALUP. As stated in the Draft PEIR, future
development projects would comply with ALUP Policy N-2 to ensure that higher density housing and
ACUs intersected by LAX aviation noise contours would require projects to exhibit interior background
noise levels that meet 45 dBA CNEL (Draft PEIR, pp. 4.13-35 and 4.13-36). Additionally, although the
County’s General Plan does not impose height restrictions for the H9 (Residential) and H18
(Residential) land use designations, the County Code restricts building height in R-2 and R-3 zones to
not exceed 35 feet above grade. As discussed in Section 4.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
buildings constructed within the Airport Influence Areas shall not exceed 200 feet above the ground
level, per Federal Aviation Regulations Part 77 guidelines. In addition, FAR Part 77 guidelines specify
restrictions on construction at a 100 foot to 1 foot slope for a horizontal distance of 20,000 feet from
the nearest point of the nearest runway. The Project’s nearest changed parcel would be approximately
3,500 feet east of the nearest point of the nearest runway, which at the 100:1 foot slope would limit
buildings to a maximum of 35 feet. This is consistent with the County’s maximum height restrictions
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A3-5

A3-6

for R-2 and R-3 zones. As such, the Project’s proposed rezoning would not facilitate the future
development of buildings above the height restrictions necessary for consistency with the ALUCP.
Moreover, ALUP Safety Policies are required for areas in a Runway Protection Zone (RPZ); however no
unincorporated communities are located in the LAX RPZ. The LAX Inner Safety Zone has no land use or
zone change proposals and is already developed with sensitive uses, including existing residential and
schools. Thus, requirements to confirm that future project-level developments are in compliance with
the ALUCP, and associated regulations would ensure the implementation of the proposed Project would
not result in a safety hazard or be exposed to safety hazards related to the operation of an airport (Draft
PEIR, p. 4.9-42). Overall, future development would be required to adhere to the potential conditions
of approval from the ALUC.

The comment states the Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) contour for Torrance Municipal
Airport, Hawthorne Municipal Airport, and Los Angeles International Airport may intersect with the
Project area. See Response to Comment A3-3 for more discussion.

Additionally, the comment states concern for the effects of aircraft noise on noise-sensitive uses within
Lennox. Similar to the discussion provided in Response to Comment A3-4, Project implementation
would require consistency with relevant policies from the LAX ALUP. According to the LAX ALUCP Policy
N-3, residential land uses are considered satisfactory up until 60 CNEL and the ALUCP notes a
cautionary warning and requires review of noise insulation needs for noise exposure ranging between
60-70 CNEL. As stated in the Draft PEIR, future development projects would comply with ALUP Policy
N-2 to ensure that higher density housing and ACUs intersected by LAX aviation noise contours (exterior
noise levels of 65 CNEL or greater) would require projects to exhibit interior background noise levels
that meet 45 dBA CNEL (Draft PEIR, pp. 4.13-35 and 4.13-36). Only a portion of Lennox is affected by
the 65 dB CNEL for LAX. New residential development in the 65 dB CNEL is cautioned and requires
sound insulation for a maximum interior 45 dB CNEL. As further detailed in Section 4.11, Land Use and
Planning, no land use changes to residential would occur within a noise contour greater than 70 CNEL.
Future residential development within the 70 CNEL noise contours would be required to adhere to the
potential conditions of approval from the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)
related to interior noise levels (Draft PEIR, p. 4.11-47). Therefore, the Draft PEIR identified intersections
with 65 dB contours and demonstrated compliance with existing ALUCP policies.

The comment states concern for cumulative noise impacts associated with aircraft operations and
proximity to roadways and railway lines. Section 4.13, Noise, of the Draft PEIR analyzes the existing
ambient condition for Project area parcels within noise contours. This discussion established a baseline
noise condition, which includes aircraft operations, existing traffic noise, and railway noise within the
vicinity of an airport. The Project would result in land use changes, including the facilitation of future
residential development within the noise contours overlapping the Project area. As a result, parcels
subject to proposed land use changes within the portion of Lennox intersected by LAX aviation noise
contours greater than 65 dBA CNEL would potentially expose construction workers and new occupants
to potentially significant noise impacts. However, and as applicable, the Project would involve new
development and redevelopment on areas within the plan areas of adopted ALUPs and would be
required to be consistent with any applicable ALUP constraints pertaining to nearby developments.
Future development project compliance with ALUP Policy N-2 would ensure that proposed land use
designation changes to accommodate higher density housing intersected by LAX aviation noise
contours would require projects to exhibit interior background noise levels that meet 45 dBA CNEL, and
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A3-7

A3-8

A3-9

A3-10

therefore would be consistent with expectations for existing land uses of these same types (Draft PEIR,
p. 4.13-36). Furthermore, most airports have limits on operation schedule, to avoid flights during late-
night or early morning periods when most residents are sleeping. Project-related traffic noise was also
analyzed and adequately disclosed the potential noise effects to future development projects. As such,
the Draft PEIR’s cumulative analysis adequately captures the potential noise effects related to aircraft
noise, roadway noise, and railway noise.

The comment suggests noise mitigation measures and states future residential projects implemented
under the Project may experience temporary annoyance. Similar to the discussion provided in
Response to Comment A3-6, the Project would result in land use changes, including the facilitation of
future residential development within the noise contours overlapping the Project area. Operational
impacts were determined to be less than significant with no need for mitigation given that future
projects would be required to comply with existing regulations (e.g., ALUCP Policy N-2, which requires
noise insulation to reduce interior noise levels to 45 dBA CNEL), as further detailed in Section 4.13,
Noise of the Draft PEIR.

The comment states the requirements for structural height of future development projects. Similar to
the discussion provided in Response to Comment A3-4, an analysis was conducted within Section 4.9,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials, in which a comparison of the County Code height restrictions and
FAR Part 77 guidelines was made and determined the Project’s proposed rezoning would not facilitate
the future development of buildings above the height restrictions necessary for consistency with the
ALUCP.

The comment states the proposed Project shall be reviewed by ALUC prior to approval in accordance
with State law. Prior to consideration by the Board of Supervisors, the Project will undergo review by
the Los Angeles County ALUC for consistency with the ALUCP. This comment is similar to Comment A3-
3. As such, see Response to Comment A3-3 for more discussion.

This comment provides a conclusory statement related to the comment letter. The comment does not
express any environmental concerns related to the environmental analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.
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Comment Letter A4

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

“Parks Make Life Better!”
Norma E. Garcia-Gonzélez, Director Alina Bokde, Chief Deputy Director
May 30, 2024
TO: Thomas Dearborn
Department of Regional Planning
FROM: Juilng Chien  J/C
Planning and CEQA Section

SUBJECT: CASE: RPPL2022014512
ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN
SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN

The Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) has reviewed the revised South Bay
Area Plan and the revised Program Environmental Impact Report documents dated
May, 2024 for potential impacts to DPR facilities. All of our comments have been
addressed at this time. Please note that the Wishing Tree Park opened on 5/16/24 and
now has a new address: 20400 Budlong Ave. Torrance, CA 90502. Please update this
information throughout the Area Plan and the PEIR report.

Thank you for including this Department in the review of this document. If you have any
questions, please contact me at jchien@parks.lacounty.gov or (626) 588-5317.

Planning and Development Agency « 1000 S. Fremont Avenue, Unit #40, Alhambra, CA 91803 « (626) 588-5322

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR
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Response to Comment Letter A4

County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation
Jui Ing Chien, Planning and CEQA Section
May 30, 2024

Ad-1 This introductory comment identifies the commenter and notes review of the Draft PEIR, which was
circulated in May 2024. The comment does not express any environmental concerns related to the
environmental analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.

Ad-2 The comment notes Wishing Tree Park has a new address as of May 16, 2024. This update was made
after the release of the Draft PEIR. As such, a revision has been included in Chapter 3, Revisions to the
Draft PEIR. This addition does not change the analysis or impact conclusions in the Draft PEIR, nor do
they result in any new significant impacts or the need for new or altered mitigation measures. The
address merely clarifies the location of the park already presented in the Draft PEIR.

A4-3 This comment provides a conclusory statement related to the concerns presented in the comment
letter. The comment does not express any environmental concerns related to the environmental
analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.
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Comment Letter AS

COUNTY (ZF Los ANGELES
Public Health

BARBARA FERRER, Ph.D., M.P.H., M.Ed. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Director Hilda L. Solis
First Di
MUNTU DAVIS, M.D., M.P.H. ;—::: ‘I,S‘,’Vl,f:cne“
County Health Officer Secgn& District
MEGAN McCLAIRE, M.S.P.H. Thd e
Chief Deputy Director Janice Hahn
Fourth District
L!ZA FR'AS,. REHS Kathryn Barger
Director of Environmental Health Fifth District

BRENDA LOPEZ, REHS

Assistant Director of Environmental Health

SCOTT ABBOTT, REHS, M.P.A.
Assistant Director of Environmental Health

5050 Commerce Drive
Baldwin Park, Californa 91706
TEL (626) 430-5374 « FAX (626) 813-3000

www.publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh/

June 05, 2024

TO: Patricia Hachiya
Supervising Regional Planner
Department of Regional Planning

Attention: Thomas Dearborn

=
FROM: Charlene Contreras G@/
Director, Community Protection Program
Department of Public Health

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN - DRAFT INITIAL STUDY
CASE: RPPL2022014512
PROJECT: SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN (SBAP)

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft of the Environmental Initial Study for the
South Bay Area Plan (SBAP) for the unincorporated communities located within South AB-1
Bay Planning Area, which are Alondra Park/El Camino Village, Del Aire/Wiseburn,
Hawthorne Island, La Rambla, Lennox, West Carson, and Westfield/ Academy Hills.

Public Health agrees with the determination of the Lead Agency and does not foresee any
significant impacts given the proposed plans. The applicant shall abide by the
requirements contained in Title 12, Section 12.08 Noise Control Ordinance for the County
of Los Angeles. The sections in Title 12 that apply to this include but are not limited to A5-3
12.08.440, Construction Noise, 12.08.390 Exterior Noise Standards.

[ as-2

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
OCTOBER 2024 2-27



2 - RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Patricia Hachiya
June 05, 2024
Page 2 of 2

If you have any other questions or require additional information, please contact Veronica
Aranda of Public Health, Land Use Liaison at (626) 430-5201 or A5-4
varanda@ph.lacounty.gov.

CC:va
DPH_IS COMMENTS_SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN (SBAP)_RPPL2022014512_06.05.2024

Page 2 of 2 in Comment Letter AS
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A5-1

A5-2

A5-3

A5-4

Response to Comment Letter A5

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health
Charlene Contreras, Director, Community Protection Program
June 5, 2024

The comment provides an introductory statement. For clarification purposes, the comment notes an
“Environmental Initial Study” was prepared for the Project. Instead, as detailed above in Section 2.1 of
this Final PEIR, the County circulated the South Bay Area Plan Draft Program Environmental Impact
Report for public review from May 6, 2024, through July 8, 2024. A Notice of Preparation was released
on October 16, 2023, with no initial study attached. The comment does not identify specific concerns
regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft PEIR.

The comment agrees with the conclusions in the Draft PEIR; however, the comment states no
significant impacts were identified. For clarification purposes, the Draft PEIR identified significant
impacts as a result of Project implementation. Table ES-1, Summary of Project Impacts, identifies
potentially significant impacts, includes mitigation measures, and determined significant unavoidable
impacts would occur for impacts related to air quality, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, noise, population and housing, public
services, recreation, tribal cultural resources, and utilities and service systems.

The comment notes that applicants of future development projects are required to comply with
provisions of the County’s Noise Control Ordinance. This is consistent with the discussion and findings
of the Draft PEIR. The comment does not identify specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the
environmental analysis in the Draft PEIR.

This comment provides a conclusory statement related to the concerns presented in the comment
letter. The comment does not express any environmental concerns related to the environmental
analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90063-3294

ANTHONY C. MARRONE (323) 881-2401

x = X
Cauport™

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
LINDSEY P. HORVATH, CHAIR

Comment Letter A6

FIRE CHIEF o THIRD DISTRICT
www.fire. ty.g
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN HILDA L. SOLIS HOLLY J. MITCHELL
“Proud Protectors of Life, FIRST DISTRICT SECOND DISTRICT
the Environment, and Property” JANICE HAHN KATHRYN BARGER
FOURTH DISTRICT FIFTH DISTRICT

June 7, 2024

Thomas Dearborn, Senior Planner
Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Dearborn:

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department’s Planning Division, Land Development Unit,
Forestry Division, and Health Hazardous Materials Division have reviewed the following case

RPPL2022014512.

Program EIR for the South Bay Area Plan (SBAP)
11/22/23 BATCH 1 contains Intro, Setting, Description, Analysis, Housing, Agriculture,
Wildfire, Biology, Geology/Soils, Hazards.

12/11/23 BATCH 2 contains Hydrology, Mineral, Recreation, Tribal, Air, Cultural, Energy,

Greenhouse gas.
The following are their comments:
PLANNING DIVISION:

We have no comments.

For any questions regarding this response, please contact Kien Chin, Planning Analyst, at

(323) 881-2404 or Kien.Chin@fire.lacounty.gov.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit has no comments

regarding the Draft South Bay Area Plan documents at this time.

Should any questions arise, please contact Juan Padilla at (323) 890-4243 or
juan.padilla@fire.lacounty.gov.

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURA HILLS CARSON EL MONTE INGLEWOOD LAWNDALE PICO RIVERA

ARTESIA CERRITOS GARDENA IRWINDALE MITA POMONA

AZUSA CLAREMONT GLENDORA LA CANADA-FLINTRIDGE LYNWOOD RANCHO PALOS VERDES
BALDWIN PARK COMMERCE HAWAIIAN GARDENS LA HABRA LIBU ROLLING HILLS

BELL COVINA HAWTHORNE LA MIRADA MAYWOOD ROLLING HILLS ESTATES
BELL GARDENS CUDAHY HERMOSA BEACH LA PUENTE NORWALK ROSEMEAD
BELLFLOWER DIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILLS LAKEWOOD PALMDALE SAN DIMAS

BRADBURY DUART! HUNTINGTON PARK LANCASTER PALOS VERDES ESTATES SANTA CLARITA
CALABASAS INDUSTRY PARAMOUNT

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR
OCTOBER 2024

AG-1
AG-2
AG-3
SIGNAL HILL
SOUTH EL MONTE
SOUTH GATE
TEMPLE CITY
VERNON
WALNUT
WEST HOLLYWOOD
WESTLAKE VILLAGE
WHITTIER
12597.03
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Thomas Dearborn, Senior Planner
June 7, 2024
Page 2

FORESTRY DIVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, brush
clearance, vegetation management, fuel modification for Fire Hazard Severity Zones,
archeological and cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. AG-4

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division has no further comments
regarding this project.

For any questions regarding this response, please contact Forestry Assistant, Matthew
Ermino at (818) 890-5719.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

The Health Hazardous Materials Division of the Los Angeles County Fire Department has no
comments or requirements for the project at this time. AB-5

Please contact HHMD Hazardous Materials Specialist lll, Jennifer Levenson at (323) 890-4114
or Jennifer.Levenson@fire.lacounty.gov if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

Rt -

RONALD M. DURBIN, CHIEF, FORESTRY DiVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

RMD:pg

Page 2 of 2 in Comment Letter A6
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Response to Comment Letter A6

County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Prevention Services Bureau
Ronald M. Durbin, Chief, Forestry Division

June 7, 2024

AG-1 The comment provides an introductory statement indicating several divisions of the County Fire
Department have reviewed the Draft PEIR. The comment does not express any environmental concerns
related to the environmental analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.

AB-2 The comment notes the Planning Division does not have comments on the Draft PEIR.

A6-3 The comment notes the Land Development Unit does not have comments on the Draft PEIR.

A6-4 The comment notes the Forestry Division does not have comments on the Draft PEIR. The comment
also notes statutory responsibilities of this division. This is consistent with the discussion and findings
of the Draft PEIR.

A6-5 The comment notes the Health Hazardous Materials Division does not have comments on the Draft
PEIR.

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
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Comment Letter A7

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
MARK PESTRELLA, Dircctor Telephone: (626) 458-5100
http://dpw lacounty.gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460
IN REPLY PLEASE
June 1 1, 2024 REFER TO FILE LD-4

TO: Patricia Hachiya
General Plan
Department of Regional Planning

Attention Tthas Dearborn

FROM: James Chorh e —
Land Develo ‘ﬁent Division

ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN (RPPL2022014512)
PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
BATCH 4

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN

As requested, Public Works reviewed Batch 4 of the Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) for the South Bay Area Plan. The South Bay Area Plan is a new
. L. g A7-1
community-based plan that focuses on land use and policy issues that are specific to the
unique characteristics and needs of the project area.
For specific revisions, additions, or deletions of wording directly from the project
document the specific section, subsection, and/or item along with the page number is first
referenced then the excerpt from the document is copied within quotations using the
following nomenclature:
Deletions are represented by a strikethrough. AT2
Additions are represented by italics along with an underline.
Revisions are represented by a combination of the above.
Public Works offers the following comment for your consideration:
1. Section 4.17, Transportation:
1.1. Page 4.17-22, Paragraph 7, Line 4. "Major and secondary roadways
Lennox are listed in Table 01, Lennox Roadways ard are shown on AT-3
Figure 1, Lennox Roadway Network of Appendix H-3." This typographical
error occurs throughout the document.
SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
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Patricia Hachiya
June 11, 2024

Page 2
1.2. Page4.17-22, Last Paragraph, Line 4: Itis unclear what the acronym "BCP" [ A7-4
stands for throughout the document.
1.3. Page 4.17-23, Paragraph 4, Line 3: "Major and secondary roadways
tennox Del Aire/Wiseburn are listed in Table 02, Del Aire/Wiseburn
Roadways and are shown on Figure 6, Del Aire/Wiseburn Roadway AT-5
Network of Appendix H-3."
1.4. Page 4.17-24, Paragraph 2, Line 4: "Major, secondary, readways and local T
roadways..." I A7-6
1.5. Page 4.17-32, Areawide Goals and Policies:
Please keep a placeholder for this section as Public Works, Traffic Safety
and Mobility Division (Studies), is working on the Transportation Demand AT-7
Management Goals and Polices that should be included in the area plan.
Further comment and information are pending.
For questions regarding comments 1.1-1.5, please contact James Harris of
Public Works, Traffic Safety and Mobility Division, at (626) 300-4646 or
jharris@pw.lacounty.gov.
A7-8
If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Toan Duong
of Public Works, Land Development Division, at (626) 458-4921 or
tduong@pw.lacounty.gov.

PAcpULISUBRCHESICIP a1 Chotkiag = lesiZon g Pe 110
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A7-1

A7-2

A7-3

A7-4

A7-5

A7-6

AT-7

A7-8

Response to Comment Letter A7

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
James Chon, Land Development Division
June 11, 2024

This introductory comment identifies the commenter and notes review of the Draft PEIR, which was
circulated in May 2024. Additionally, the comment correctly summarizes the proposed Project’s intent.
The comment does not identify specific concerns regarding the adequacy of the environmental analysis
in the Draft PEIR.

The comment notes several revisions to the Draft PEIR, included as Comments A7-3 through A7-7. As
such, see Responses to Comments A7-3 through A7-7.

The comment notes an editorial change to Section 4.17. As such, a revision has been included in
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR. This addition does not change the analysis or impact
conclusions in the Draft PEIR, nor do they result in any new significant impacts or the need for new or
altered mitigation measures. The revision merely clarifies the discussion already presented in the Draft
PEIR. Therefore, this revision does not warrant recirculation of the Draft EIR.

The comment requests what the acronym “BCP” is stands for, as shown on page 4.17-22 of the Draft
PEIR. BCP is a typographical error meant to note the County’s BMP (Bicycle Master Plan) as the
discussion relates to pedestrian and bicycle safety and infrastructure. Given this, a revision has been
included in Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR. This addition does not change the analysis or impact
conclusions in the Draft PEIR, nor do they result in any new significant impacts or the need for new or
altered mitigation measures. The revision merely clarifies the discussion already presented in the Draft
PEIR. Therefore, this revision does not warrant recirculation of the Draft EIR.

The comment notes an editorial change to Section 4.17. As such, a revision has been included in
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR. This addition does not change the analysis or impact
conclusions in the Draft PEIR, nor do they result in any new significant impacts or the need for new or
altered mitigation measures. The revision merely clarifies the discussion already presented in the Draft
PEIR. Therefore, this revision does not warrant recirculation of the Draft EIR.

The comment notes an editorial change to Section 4.17. As such, a revision has been included in
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft PEIR. This addition does not change the analysis or impact
conclusions in the Draft PEIR, nor do they result in any new significant impacts or the need for new or
altered mitigation measures. The revision merely clarifies the discussion already presented in the Draft
PEIR. Therefore, this revision does not warrant recirculation of the Draft EIR.

The comment requests additional goals and policies related to Transportation Demand Management
to be added to the South Bay Area Plan. The comment does not identify specific concerns regarding
the adequacy of the environmental analysis in the Draft PEIR.

This comment provides a conclusory statement related to the comment letter. The comment does not
express any environmental concerns related to the environmental analysis contained in the Draft PEIR.

SOUTH BAY AREA PLAN FINAL PEIR 12597.03
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