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INTRODUCTION 

 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 
The Notice of Intent to Adopt an Initial Study and a Proposed Negative Declaration for the Project was 
posted at the office of the City Clerk on March 26, 2013 and the office of the County Clerk on March 27, 
2013.  In addition, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15072, the Notice of Intent to Adopt an 
Initial Study and a Proposed Negative Declaration for the Project was mailed to approximately 400 
organizations and individuals potentially affected by or interested in the proposed project.  A notice 
regarding the project was published in the Los Angeles Times on March 28, 2013.  Copies of the Initial 
Study/Proposed Negative Declaration were available for review at the following libraries: (1) 
Westchester-Loyola Village Branch: 7114 W. Manchester Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90045; (2) El 
Segundo Library: 111 N. Mariposa Avenue, El Segundo, CA 90245; (3) Inglewood Library: 101 W. 
Manchester Boulevard, Inglewood, CA 90301; and (4) Los Angeles World Airports: 1 World Way, Room 
218, Los Angeles, CA 90045.  In addition, the document was also available online at LAWA’s website 
[www.ourlax.org] under “Projects – Publications.”   
 
In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15073, a 20-day comment period for the Initial Study and 
Proposed Negative Declaration (IS/ND) began on March 28, 2013 and ended on April 16, 2013.  No 
comments were received on the IS/ND and no revisions were made to the IS/ND. 
 
As part of the Final ND, the following appendices are included to complete the environmental compliance 
documentation: 
 

Appendix A:  Initial Study/Proposed Negative Declaration 
 
Appendix B:  Initial Study/Proposed Negative Declaration Mailing List 
 
Appendix C:  Initial Study/Proposed Negative Declaration Mailing and Repository 

Confirmations 
 
Appendix D:  Initial Study/Proposed Negative Declaration Proof of Newspaper Notice 
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The relocation and consolidation of the club lounges and the mechanical systems are 
proposed on two new floors above the consolidated and centralized SSCP.  The other 
enabling projects will occur mostly throughout the existing Terminal 7 footprint. 

How to Comment on the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration: 

The proposed Negative Declaration and Initial Study for the proposed project will be 
available for a 20-day review period beginning on March 28, 2013 and may be viewed 
on the LAWA website www.ourlax.org under “Projects – Publications.”  Please call (424) 
646-5186 for other viewing locations or for questions.  Comments on the document 
must be received by 5:00 p.m. on April 16, 2013 at the following address: 

Ms. Lisa Trifilleti 
City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles World Airports 
1 World Way, Room 218 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
 

Comments may also be emailed via a link on the project website [www.ourlax.org] 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 615, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA  90012 

 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

INITIAL STUDY 
AND CHECKLIST 

(Article IV City CEQA Guidelines) 
 

LEAD CITY AGENCY 
Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) 

COUNCIL DISTRICT 
Council District 11 

DATE 
March 28, 2013  

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES 
U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).  
PROJECT TITLE/NO. 
United Airlines Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Terminal 7 
Improvement Project  

CASE NO. 
To be assigned 
 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO. 
Los Angeles International Airport Master Plan 
Case No. CF-00-1774-S4 and CPC 2003-4647 
GPA/ZC/CA/MPR 
LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS (SCH#1997061047) 

 DOES have significant changes from previous 
actions. 
 

 DOES NOT have significant changes from 
previous actions. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The main purpose of the proposed project is to modernize Terminal 7 to meet the evolving federal security requirements, 
which will enhance passenger service by consolidating several existing dispersed Security Screening Check Points (SSCPs) 
into a centralized SSCP.  In conjunction with development of the consolidated and centralized SSCP, several existing 
terminal functions and facilities located at the proposed SSCP location will be displaced and relocated elsewhere in the 
terminal, which, in turn, will involve other related remodeling and modernization improvements (collectively called
“enabling project elements”) at Terminal 7, including two new floors at the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse. 
Please see Attachment A for a more detailed description of the proposed project. 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: 
The immediate environmental setting is characterized by a highly-built environment with vehicle and passenger movement 
activity within and adjacent to the site throughout most of the day and much of the night.  The adjacent area is a highly-
developed, urbanized area consisting of airport, commercial, transportation (i.e., interstate highways) and residential uses.  
PROJECT LOCATION 
The project site is within LAX, which is situated within the City of Los Angeles, an incorporated city within Los Angeles
County.  The project site includes Terminal 7 and the United Airlines (UAL) maintenance and cargo operations for 
construction staging, both located within the south side of LAX.   
PLANNING DISTRICT 
Los Angeles International Airport Specific Plan 

STATUS: 
  PRELIMINARY 
  PROPOSED 
  ADOPTED December 14, 2004 

EXISTING ZONING 
LAX - A Zone: Airport Airside Sub-
Area 

MAX. DENSITY ZONING 
     

 
  DOES CONFORM TO PLAN 

PLANNED LAND USE & ZONE 
Airport-related airside uses 

MAX. DENSITY PLAN 
     

 
  DOES NOT CONFORM TO 
PLAN 

SURROUNDING LAND USES 
North - Airport Landside (Central 
Terminal Area); East – Concourse 8 
South - Airport Airfield (South 
Airfield); West – Terminal 6  

PROJECT DENSITY 
     

 
  NO DISTRICT PLAN 

 

 





Initial Study/  UAL LAX Terminal 7 Improvement Project 
Proposed Negative Declaration 3 March 28, 2013  
 

5) Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration.  Section 15063(c)(3)(D).  In this case, a brief discussion 
should identify the following: 

 
1) Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review. 
2) Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

3) Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are "Less Than Significant With Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier 
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

 
6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts 

(e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where 
appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

 
7) Supporting Information Sources: A sources list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted 

should be cited in the discussion. 
 
8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should 

normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whichever 
format is selected. 

 
9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

1) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 
2) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 

 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

 
The environmental factors checked below will be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a 
"Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 
  

  Aesthetics 
 

  Hazards & Hazardous Materials   Public Services 
 

  Agricultural Resources 
 

  Hydrology/Water Quality   Recreation 
 

  Air Quality 
 

  Land Use/Planning   Transportation/Traffic 
 

  Biological Resources 
 

  Mineral Resources   Utilities/Service Systems 
 

  Cultural Resources 
 

  Noise   Mandatory Findings of Significance
 

  Geology/Soils 

  Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 
  Population/Housing  
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (To be completed by the Lead City Agency) 
 
 BACKGROUND 
 
PROPONENT NAME 
 
Los Angeles World Airports  - Lisa Trifiletti 

PHONE NUMBER* 
 
(424) 646-5186 

PROPONENT ADDRESS 
 
One World Way, Room 218, Los Angeles, CA 90045 
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST 
 
Los Angeles World Airports 

DATE SUBMITTED 
 
March 28, 2013 

PROPOSAL NAME (If Applicable)* 
 
United Airlines LAX Terminal 7 Improvement Project 
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  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
(Explanations of all potentially and less than significant impacts are 
required to be attached on separate sheets) 

  
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

I.  AESTHETICS.  Would the project:     
a.  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     
b.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, or 
other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural feature within 
a city-designated scenic highway? 

    

c.  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality 
of the site and its surroundings? 

    

d.  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which will 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

    

     
II.  AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES.  In 
determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are 
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the 
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of 
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on 
agriculture and farmland.  In determining whether impacts to 
forest resources, including timberland, are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information 
compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire 
Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, 
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the 
Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon 
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted 
by the California Air Resources Board.  Would the project: 

    

a.  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant 
to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

b.  Conflict with the existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act Contract? 

    

c.  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 
land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), 
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), 
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

    

d.  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use? 

    

e.  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to 
non-forest use? 
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

III.  AIR QUALITY.  The significance criteria established by 
the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 
may be relied upon to make the following determinations. 
Would the project: 

    

a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable 
South Coast Air Quality Management District plans? 

    

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to 
an existing or projected air quality violation? 

    

c.  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the air basin is non-attainment (O3, 
NO2, PM10, PM2.5, and lead) under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard? 

    

d.  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

    

e.  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 
people?  

    

     
IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project:     
a.  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modification, on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations by the California Department of Fish and 
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

b.  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in the City or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

    

c.  Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means?   

    

d.  Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 
of native wildlife nursery sites?   

    

e.  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or 
ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut woodlands)? 

    

f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or 
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan? 
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES:  Would the project:     
a.  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a 
historical resource as defined in State CEQA §15064.5? 

    

b.  Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA §15064.5? 

    

c.  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

    

d.  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of formal cemeteries? 

    

     
VI.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the project:     
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. 

    

ii.  Strong seismic ground shaking?     
iii.  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?     
iv.  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 
will become unstable as a result of the project, 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 Los Angeles Building Code (2002), creating substantial risks 
to life or property? 

    

e.  Have 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?   

    

     
VII.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.  Would the project:     
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? 

    

     
VIII.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  
Would the project: 

    

a.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

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, will it create a significant 
hazard to the public or the environment? 

    

e.  For a project 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, will the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

    

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, will the 
project result in a safety hazard for the people residing or 
working in the area? 

    

g.  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? 

    

     
IX.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the 
project: 

    

a.  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements? 

    

b.  Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge such that there will 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 will drop 
to a level which will not support existing land uses or planned 
land uses for which permits have been granted)? 

    

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 will 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 will result in flooding on- or off-site? 

    

e.  Create or contribute runoff water which will exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or 
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

f.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
g.  Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped on 
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or 
other flood hazard delineation map? 

    

h.  Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which will 
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? 

    

j.  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     
     

X.  LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project:     
a.  Physically divide an established community?     
b.  Conflict with 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, coastal program, or 
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

c.  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 
natural community conservation plan? 

    

     

XI.  MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the project:     
a.  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that will 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? 

    

 
XII.  NOISE.  Would the project result in: 

    

a.  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in 
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b.  Exposure of people to or generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

    

c.  A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

    

d.  A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the 
project? 

    

e.  For a project 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, will the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

f.  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, will the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

    

     

XIII.  POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project:     
a.  Induce substantial population growth in an area either directly 
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or 
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

    

b.  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

    

c.  Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

     
XIV.  PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
construction of which could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response 
times or other performance objectives for any of the public 
services: 

    

a.  Fire protection?     
b.  Police protection?     
c.  Schools?     
d.  Parks?     
e.  Other governmental services (including roads)?     
     
XV.  RECREATION.     
a.  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood 
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the facility will occur or be 
accelerated? 

    

b.  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

    

     
XVI.  TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION.  Would the 
project: 

    

a.  Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the 
circulation system, taking into account all modes of 
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but 
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, 
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

b.  Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, 
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel 
demand measures, or other standards established by the county 
congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

 
 

   

c.  Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an 
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in 
substantial safety risks? 

    

d.  Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)? 

    

e.  Result in inadequate emergency access?     
f.  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding 
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise 
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? 

    

     
XVII.  UTILITIES.  Would the project:     
a.  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

    

b.  Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, 
the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

c.  Require or result in the construction of new stormwater 
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

d.  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded 
entitlements needed? 

    

e.  Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

    

f.  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs? 

    

g.  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations 
related to solid waste? 

    

     
XVIII.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.     
a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
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Potentially 
Significant Impact

Potentially 
Significant Unless 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant Impact

 
 
 

No Impact 

examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

b.  Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, 
but cumulatively considerable?  ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of an individual project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects). 

    

c.  Does the project have environmental effects which cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

    

 
 

  DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheets if necessary) 

(See Attachment B) 
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  ATTACHMENT A 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

1.0 PURPOSE OF INITIAL STUDY 

The general purpose of this Initial Study is to determine if the proposed project may have a significant 
effect on the environment and to serve as an informational document for the public and the decision-
makers.  
 
The Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) has completed the following Initial Study for the proposed 
United Airlines Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Terminal 7 Improvement Project in 
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act or CEQA (Section 21000 et seq., California 
Public Resources Code), implementing State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq. Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations), and L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (2006).  The Initial Study for the 
proposed project was prepared in accordance with the requirements set forth in Section 15063 of the 
State CEQA Guidelines.  As determined in this Initial Study and as further described in Attachment B, 
Explanation of Checklist Determinations, there is no substantial evidence that the proposed project 
may have a significant effect on the environment.  Therefore, in accordance with Section 15070 of the 
State CEQA Guidelines, a Negative Declaration is hereby proposed. 
 
This Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) will be circulated for review and comment by 
the public and other interested parties, agencies, and organizations for 20 days in accordance with 
Section 15073 of the State CEQA Guidelines.  All comments or questions about the Draft IS/ND 
should be addressed to the following individual:  
 
Ms. Lisa Trifiletti 
Los Angeles World Airports 
One World Way West, 2nd Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
(424) 646-5186 
 
Upon completion of the public comment period, a Final IS/ND will be prepared that provides written 
responses to comments received on the Draft IS/ND.  These comments and their responses will be 
included in the Final IS/ND for consideration by LAWA. 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

United Airlines (UAL) proposes the “United Airlines Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) 
Terminal 7 Improvements Project” (“proposed project”).  The main purpose of the proposed project is 
to modernize Terminal 7 to meet evolving federal security requirements, which will enhance 
passenger service by consolidating several existing dispersed Security Screening Check Points 
(SSCPs) into a centralized SSCP.  In conjunction with development of the consolidated and 
centralized SSCP, several existing terminal functions and facilities located at the proposed SSCP 
location within Terminal 7 will be displaced and relocated elsewhere in the terminal (collectively 
called “enabling project elements”) almost entirely within Terminal 7 (including two new floors at the 



 

 

 
Initial Study/  UAL LAX Terminal 7 Improvement Project 
Proposed Negative Declaration A-2 March 28, 2013  
 

northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse) with a limited area within the interior entrance from 
Terminal 7 to Concourse 8.1   

3.0 PROJECT LOCATION AND SURROUNDING USES 

a. Regional Setting 
 
As shown in Figure 1, Regional Location Map, the project site is located within the City of Los 
Angeles, at LAX on LAWA property.  The project site is located within the LAX Plan area of the City 
of Los Angeles, which is in the County of Los Angeles.  LAX is the primary airport for the greater Los 
Angeles area, encompassing approximately 3,650 acres, and is situated at the western edge of the City 
of Los Angeles.  In 2012, LAX was the world’s sixth busiest passenger airport, moving approximately 
63.6 million annual passengers (LAWA, 2013). 
 
In general, to the north of LAX is the community of Westchester, to the south is the City of 
El Segundo, to the east is the City of Inglewood, and to the west is the Pacific Ocean.  Regional access 
to LAX is provided by Interstate 105, which runs east-west and is located adjacent to (south of) LAX, 
and the San Diego Freeway (Interstate 405), which runs north-south and is located east of LAX.  The 
main arterial streets serving LAX include Sepulveda Boulevard, Century Boulevard, Imperial 
Highway and Lincoln Boulevard.  96th Street is also an access roadway into the Central Terminal Area 
(CTA).   

b. Local Setting and Land Uses 

LAX has nine passenger terminals arranged in a U-shape with a two-level layout separating departures 
and arrivals.  The two-level airport roadway network is accessed from the following three off-airport 
roadways: Century Boulevard; Sepulveda Boulevard; and 96th Street Bridge/Sky Way.  Each of these 
roadways provides vehicular access to both the departures (upper) level or the arrivals (lower) level 
curbsides and roadways.  Airport access from the departures level to the arrivals level is provided via a 
recirculation ramp located at the eastern end of the CTA and a ramp at the western end of Center Way, 
connecting to West Way.  Access from the arrivals level to the departures level is provided via the 
ramp at the western end of Center Way, connecting to West Way (upper level).  
 
UAL’s passenger operations at LAX involve four gates in the “connector” portion of Terminal 6, and 
the entirety of Terminal 7 and Concourse 8 (the “project site”).  The northern (landside) area 
associated with Terminals 6 and 7 and Concourse 8 are located along the southeastern portion of the 
CTA’s U-shaped roadway (World Way).  The southern (airside) area associated with the project site is 
bounded by a common airside access system comprised of taxilanes and the Taxiway C to the south. 

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Land Use Element that governs uses on LAX designates the 
airport property as primarily industrial.  
 

                                                           
1 Although sometimes referred to as “Terminal 8,” Concourse 8 does not function as a terminal because it does not have 

its own passenger processing functions such as ticketing, baggage claim nor a passenger security checkpoint functions, 
but relies on those passenger processing functions  located in Terminal 7. 
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4.0 EXISTING FACILITIES 
 
In general, a terminal consists of a multi-level ”Ticketing Building” (which is the area closest to World 
Way, and consists of functions  such as ticketing/passenger check-in, security, checked bag screening, 
domestic baggage claim, U. S. Customs functions, and operations support) and a “Concourse” (which 
is the portion of the terminal closest to the airfield, and consists of components such as holdrooms, 
clubs/lounges, concessions, Federal Inspection Services, baggage make-up, and operations support).  
Relative to Terminals 6 and 7 (T-6 and T-7) and Concourse 8 (C-8) at LAX, such facility areas are 
illustrated below, with the Ticketing Building area shown in blue and the Concourse area shown in 
gray.   

 

 
 
UAL occupies 1,300 lineal feet (LF) of curb frontage along World Way (i.e., the southern [lower] 
edge of the Ticketing Building area shown in blue above) out of approximately 5,800 LF available in 
the CTA.  UAL passenger operations utilize 24 gates located within portions of Terminal 6 (four of the 
terminal’s 13 gates), all of Terminal 7 (11 gates), and all of Concourse 8 (nine gates), which gives 
UAL the most expansive passenger terminal complex utilized by a single airline at LAX. 
 
The original Terminals 6 and 7 were modified around 1970 to accommodate wide-bodied aircraft.  
Terminal 7 and Concourse 8 were redeveloped in 1982, prior to the 1984 Olympics.  Terminal 6 
redevelopment was completed in 1987.   
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Although UAL’s passenger operations involve portions of Terminal 6, and the entire Terminal 7 and 
Concourse 8, the majority of the proposed project will occur at Terminal 7 (which is the terminal that 
services Concourse 8).  Terminal 7 consists of a double-loaded (double-sided) pier concourse with 11 
nominal gates supported by a single-level ticketing area and a split-level baggage claim facility.  
Terminal 7 is arranged on three levels with a mezzanine in the satellite.2  The first/bottom level is the 
arrivals level, the second level is ticketing/departure level (which is two floors high), and the third 
(and mezzanine) level is associated with the concourse.  Holdrooms (i.e., passenger waiting areas) and 
concessions are arranged along the interior of the concourse.  Although not an enclosed floor, the 
mechanical rooms are on the roof.  Following is a description of existing facilities within Terminal 7 
that will be affected by the proposed project: 
 
Security Screening Check Points 
The existing passenger SSCP at UAL’s passenger operations are within Terminal 7 and consist of four 
separate facilities: 

 
2 SSCP lanes at the east end of the ticketing lobby 
2 SSCP lanes at the west end of the ticketing lobby, facing west 
5 SSCP lanes at the west end of the ticketing lobby, facing east 
2 SSCP lanes at the Parking Structure 7 sky bridge 
11 lanes total 

 
These four security checkpoints need to be modernized (to meet the evolving federal security 
requirements), consolidated, and centralized.  In addition, the existing four security checkpoints are 
not providing the best level of passenger service because most passengers are not aware of the security 
options that are currently available.  In addition, it is difficult for a passenger to select the most 
optimum queue to use even if he/she is aware of these choices because the four queues are located a 
substantial distance from each other.  Such a decision is even more difficult and confusing because not 
all queues are open all the time.  By consolidating and centralizing the proposed SSCP, the existing 
problems associated with these existing four security checkpoints is eliminated.  However, as the 
evolving federal security requirements have become more complex and time consuming, there is a 
need for a larger area to accommodate the evolving security equipment, as well as provide more 
processing lanes to compensate for the additional time through the SSCP.  The current SSCP area does 
not provide enough space to accommodate the evolving federal security requirements and an adequate 
processing area. 
 
Ticketing Lobby 
UAL operates two discrete ticketing lobbies at LAX, separated by approximately 300-feet of security 
checkpoint.  The majority of staffed ticket counters and self-service kiosks, of which there are 60, are 
located toward the east end of Terminal 7, which serves economy passengers for domestic flights.  
This ticketing lobby is situated in a two story high space.  The existing floor, ceiling, and storefront are 
                                                           
2  The “satellite” area is the oval-shaped portion of the concourse that was part of the original construction, which, 

similar to other terminals at LAX, had aircraft gates located around the perimeter of the concourse building and 
utilized underground corridors between the main terminal area and the satellite concourse.  With subsequent 
improvements to the CTA, aboveground concourses and aircraft gate facilities (also referred to as “connectors”) were 
constructed in the area between each satellite concourse and the main terminal area, as currently exists today.  
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showing signs of age.  Airline ticket offices are located directly behind these ticket counters.  
 
There is a separate ticketing lobby at the east end of Terminal 6 for United Premium and International 
passengers.  There are 40 ticketing counters and self-service kiosks at this facility.  There are limited 
airline ticket offices directly behind these ticket counters.  These facilities will not be modified as part 
of the proposed project.  
 
Secure Corridors 
One of the features of the UAL’s gates in Terminal 6, Terminal 7 and Concourse 8 is that a secure 
corridor links these terminals “up-stream” of the security checkpoint.  This arrangement allows 
passengers on connecting UAL flights to avoid passing through the security screening checkpoint as 
they walk from gate to gate within the UAL terminal complex.  There are a small number of 
passengers who deplane at the four UAL gates in Terminal 6 that have to use this path to access the 
baggage claim escalators in Terminal 7.  These corridors are in need of cosmetic, mechanical, and 
electrical refurbishment because they have not been significantly refreshed since they were originally 
constructed in the mid 1980’s.  
 
Mechanical System 
There are two existing mechanical rooms on the roof of Terminal 7 (total of 7,100 square feet – s.f.).  
The mechanical systems are in need of upgrade. 
 
Support Services  
There are several concessions services on the Concourse Level and airline customer service offices 
that support each level of the terminal and are located in the space that will be impacted by the 
proposed project.   
 
There are also three separate existing United Club lounges that will be impacted by the proposed 
project, including a 13,025 s.f. lounge area in the Concourse Level of Terminal 7, a 6,000 s.f. lounge 
area in the Concourse Level of Terminal 6, and a 4,000 s.f. First Class/International lounge area in the 
mezzanine of Terminal 7.  The two United Club lounges in Terminal 7 will be displaced as a result of 
the consolidated and centralized SSCP, and the United Club lounge in Terminal 6 will be displaced as 
a result of the LAWA Terminal Concession Manager retail program.  Hence the new 29,000 s.f. 
United Club at the new Level 4 of Terminal 7 is an enabling project for the consolidated and 
centralized SSCP.   
 
5.0 STATEMENT OF PROJECT OBJECTIVES 
 
The main purpose of the proposed project is the modernization of UAL’s operations at LAX to meet 
the evolving federal security requirements.  Along with the enabling projects, the proposed 
modernization will improve the quality of service provided to UAL passengers.  The specific 
objectives of the project are to: 
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 Provide a consolidated and centralized SSCP that provide a modern, state-of-the-art facility to 

meet evolving federal security requirements;  
 Improve passenger processing through the SSCP; and 
 Modernize UAL’s passenger operations and amenities. 

 
6.0 BACKGROUND AND DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT 
 
Background 
 
Following the events of September 11, 2001, Congress enacted the Aviation and Transportation 
Security Act on November 19, 2001.  LAWA, in cooperation with the Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) and tenant airlines, has since met a series of mandated deadlines for 
implementing new federal security requirements.  As security needs have increased over time, the 
amount and sophistication of screening equipment has grown to include more sophisticated (and 
larger) x-ray equipment.  In addition, as the passenger screening process becomes more complex and 
time consuming, the need for more processing lanes has increased; hence the need for an area to 
physically accommodate the evolving federal (i.e., TSA) security requirements. 
 
Other than minor improvements, UAL’s passenger operations has not been materially changed in the 
last 30 years, and thus, does not provide comparable standards, amenities, and aesthetics realized at 
other international and national airports around the world.   
 
Project Description 
 
The main purpose of this project is to modernize the terminal facility to meet evolving federal security 
requirements and to consolidate and centralize the SSCP. 
 
The consolidation and centralization of the SSCP will also allow for the enhancement of UAL 
passenger level of service and satisfaction and includes the following enabling projects elements: 
 

 Relocation and Consolidation of the United Club lounges 
 Relocation and Consolidation of the Mechanical Systems 
 Modification of Ticketing Area 
 Relocation of Support Services 

 
The relocation and consolidation of the club lounges and the mechanical systems are proposed on two 
new floors above the consolidated and centralized SSCP.  The other enabling projects will occur 
throughout the existing Terminal 7 footprint.  The proposed project consists of the following areas: 
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Facility 

Existing 
Building Area 
T‐7 and C‐8 

(s.f.) 

New Building 
Area to be 
Added 
(s.f.) 

Existing 
Building Area to 
be Demolished 

(s.f.) 

Total Building 
Area After 

Implementation 
of Project (s.f.) 

Basement (Level B)  12,454  0   

   

Arrivals (Level 1) 
  

197,974  0   

Apron Level Area (Level 2) 
  

235,364  7,844   

Concourse Level SSCP Consolidation 
(Level 3)  231,545  10,064   

Mechanical/Office (Mezzanine 
Level) 

  
23,654  0  (7,381) 

United Club (Level 4)  0  35,121   

Mechanical/Office (Level 5)                         0  32,594*   

Total Building  Area  700,991  85,623 
  

(7,381)  779,233** 

*   Alteration of the structure for use related to mechanical is considered unusable floor area associated with the structural 
alteration of the building (and not considered part of the project for the purposes of compliance with the LAX Specific Plan).  
The mechanical area is approximately 22,469 s.f. of the Mechanical/Office Level 5.  
** For purposes of compliance with the LAX Specific Plan, the usable floor area (new building added minus the mechanical area) 
with implementation of the proposed project is 756,764 s.f.

 
 

       

 
The net increase in floor area that is reflected in the table above is due to the following: consolidation 
and centralization of the SSCP, which cannot be accommodated within the existing building footprint 
due to the space requirements associated with the evolving federal security requirements (described in 
detail below); the proposed United Club lounge level (new Level 4), which is a consolidation of the 
three existing UAL lounges; and, the displacement of the mechanical room to the new Level 5 requires 
additional space and equipment to support the improvements.  
 
Security Screening Check Points 
The four existing passenger security checkpoints at Terminal 7 (which also serve Concourse 8) are not 
providing an acceptable level of passenger service, and the security queues must be consolidated to 
remedy this inconvenient situation and improve the level of passenger service.  The consolidation of 
the passenger check points will simplify the passenger check-in process by making it a simple 
progression of experiences – hence more intuitive and less dependent on way-finding signage or 
intervention by airline service agents.  In addition, the dimensions of security check points have grown 
over the years, and even more so with the recent introduction of the advanced image technology (AIT) 
full body scanner.  The current SSCP does not provide enough space to provide for the evolving 
federal security requirements. 
 
The design of the SSCP at the two subject locations took into account the size requirements of 
passenger security checkpoints in light of the dimensional constraints of the existing building.  With 
the dimensions of security check points having increased over the years (the length of the TSA 
standard checkpoint lane is now in the vicinity of 80 feet, including the search room at the end), and 
with the recent introduction of the AIT full body scanner, the original/existing depth of the ticketing 
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building is 63-feet, which is not adequate to modernize and consolidate the SSCP using the current 
check point configuration and within the existing building footprint.  The existing ticketing building 
depth cannot be modified due to airside and landside constraints.  As such, the orientation of the check 
point lanes explored for Terminal 7 was an east-west configuration, given that the check point depth 
requirements can be absorbed by the length of the UAL ticketing buildings.  Although the east-west 
configuration could accommodate the desired length of a check point, the existing 63-foot depth of the 
subject area limits the number of side-by-side lanes that can be provided.  As such, the currently 
proposed project includes a small check point on the ticketing level near Concourse 8 with five (5) 
SSCP lanes in an east-west orientation (see Figure 2) and creation of a consolidated and centralized 
SSCP with 12 lanes on the Concourse Level in a north-south orientation (see Figure 3). 
 
The proposed consolidation and centralization of the SSCP will result in two locations for passengers 
to go through security.  A small five-lane check point will be located at the eastern end of Terminal 7 
for passengers going to Concourse 8, and the primary SSCP of 12 lanes to be consolidated at the north 
end of the Terminal 7 concourse.  This configuration will simplify passenger check-in, as well as add 
an additional six lanes to lower processing time. 
 
Ticketing Lobby 
As shown in Figures 2 and 3, most of the existing Airline Ticket Offices (ATOs) located to the rear of 
the east ticketing counters will be displaced by a new (5-lane) SSCP (intended to exclusively serve 
Concourse 8 passengers).  These offices will be replaced by new 8,000 s.f. ATO space currently 
occupied by the manual explosive detection system (EDS) equipment room to the south of the 
Terminal 7 ticket counters.  No increase in enclosed and conditioned building area will result from this 
ATO relocation.  Actually, a reduction of approximately 2,000 s.f. of enclosed and conditioned floor 
space will result because the EDS equipment room will be reduced in size. 
 
The proposed project also includes improvements to the Ticketing Lobby in the form of modifications 
to ticketing counters and additional E Ticket self check-in stations (see Figure 2). 
 
Secure Corridors 
The consolidation and centralization of the SSCP will result in the realignment of the floor slopes in 
these corridors.  In addition, these corridors are in need of cosmetic, mechanical, and electrical 
refurbishment because they have not been significantly refreshed since they were originally 
constructed in the mid 1980’s. 
 
Mechanical Systems 
The consolidation and centralization of the SSCP at the Concourse Level will displace the 8,000 s.f. 
mechanical room at a mezzanine level above the concourse.  This facility will be replaced and 
relocated to the new Level 5 to be added to the existing three-story building (see Figure 4).  The 
relocated mechanical room will be approximately 22,469 s.f., which is greater than the 8,000 s.f. 
facility that it will replace because its equipment will have to support the new 29,000 s.f. United Club 
at Level 4, and a larger volume of space at the Concourse Level due to its greater ceiling height.   
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Enabling Projects 
Besides the ATOs on the Ticketing Level, there are several existing facilities that will be displaced by 
the consolidated and centralized SSCP at the Concourse Level.  Such as: 
 

 The 13,000 s.f. United Club at the Concourse Level, which will be relocated to a new Level 4 
to be added to the existing three-story building (see Figure 5).  The new Level 4 will also 
require a new reception lobby with access elevators, escalators and stairways which total 
approximately 3,000 s.f. of floor area. 

 The two retail concessions at the Concourse Level, which total approximately 2,500 s.f. will be 
displaced.  One of these facilities will be relocated to the existing UAL customer services 
offices at Gate 74.  The second facility will be relocated to the existing UAL customer service 
office at Gate 75.   

 Relocation of the retail concessions will require relocation of the two customer service offices 
to the Satellite Mezzanine, where they will take the place of the existing United First Class and 
International Lounge.   

 Relocation of the two customer service offices will require relocation of the First Class and 
International Lounge to the new Level 4 United Club space above the consolidated and 
centralized SSCP facility (see Figure 5). 

 Various elevators, stairs and support spaces will be relocated throughout the Arrivals Level, 
Ticketing Level, and Concourse Level, as necessary. 

 
Structural Improvements 
As noted above, the proposed project includes two additional floor levels above the northern portion of 
the Terminal 7 concourse.  The existing concourse building was constructed circa 1984 – and was 
designed under the structural provisions of a building code different from the current code.  The 
existing building’s structure is not designed to support the additional gravity and lateral loads from the 
proposed additional two floors above the concourse; therefore, the proposed project includes structural 
strengthening to handle the additional loads.  The additional gravity loads will be handled by 
reinforcing the existing columns in the basement of the terminal building. 
 
The additional lateral load will involve adding a braced frame to the exterior of the Terminal 7 
concourse building, which will extend the existing north end of the Terminal 7 building near the 
concourse by approximately 56 feet on the west side and 20 feet on the east side of the existing 
building.  This “seismic bracing” will provide seismic strengthening as well as provide Terminal 7 
with additional circulation space.  The portion of the concourse with new levels will be seismically 
isolated from the remainder of the concourse; therefore, the existing frames will be distributed evenly 
throughout the building so there will be no adverse structural impact to the existing building south of 
the new seismic joint as a result of adding new floor levels north of the new seismic joint.   
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The new concourse levels will consist of a high ceiling and clear glass that will provide light and airy 
space, as well as visual interest.  On the exterior, the glass and aluminum panels will provide an 
aesthetically pleasing building that is easy to maintain and, per LAWA requirements, maximize use of 
non-reflective materials and minimize use of undifferentiated expanses of glass.  In addition to the 
renovations/improvements being constructed to meet the current building and safety requirements, 
current LAWA criteria for sustainable design (CALGreen Tier II) will be followed.  CALGreen is a 
requirement of the current building code and is equivalent to LEED Silver.   
 
Construction 
 
Development of the proposed improvements will occur on portions of LAX that are currently paved or 
developed with buildings.  The proposed project includes the widening of the northern portion of the 
Terminal 7 building and addition of two floors (also at the northern portion of the concourse) to 
accommodate the consolidated and centralized SSCP, United Club lounge and mechanical systems.  In 
addition, many of the proposed improvements are modified interior spaces.  Construction activities 
associated with the proposed project include demolition, site preparation, foundation work, and 
building construction.  SSCP foundation and structural construction is the first to begin.  Once the 
building construction (i.e., structural framing, two new levels, and building shell) has been completed, 
the new United Club (Lounge) Level will be built above the existing roof.  The existing roof will be 
subsequently abandoned.  Then the new Mechanical Systems Level will be constructed.  The existing 
mechanical level and low roof will be demolished after the new mechanical room is operational.  Once 
those two levels have been completed and the new uses occupy those spaces (and the lounges and 
mechanical spaces have vacated their original areas) then demolition within the concourse and 
construction of the new SSPC can begin.  Other interior demolition and improvements will be phased 
as appropriate over the entire construction duration.  Construction is anticipated to occur over an 
approximate 18- to 20-month time frame and generally over continuous multiple phases, commencing 
in 2013 and occurring through 2015.   
 
The primary consideration in planning for the construction activities is to maintain safe and 
uninterrupted operation of the airport, including runway operations and passenger access to terminals.  
The majority of the construction activities will occur during daytime hours behind construction 
barriers in phases with only sections of the terminal shut down at one time.  Second and third shifts 
will be used for those work activities that cannot be accomplished on the daytime shift due to 
coordination and interference issues (i.e., airport operations, safety, delivery of materials and 
equipment).  During construction, Gates 70A and 71A will not be in use at certain intervals.  UAL 
does not anticipate any changes to the number of flights during construction; however, it is anticipated 
that gates at Terminal 6 and Concourse 8 will be more frequently used.  Therefore, conflicts with 
terminal activities will be avoided through monitoring of flight schedules and close coordination with 
Terminal Operations on a day-to-day basis. 
 
The main construction staging area will be located on the east end of the airport at UAL’s maintenance 
and cargo operations (see Figure 6).  Smaller staging areas will be provided immediately adjacent to 
Terminal 7 in the vicinity of Gates 70A and 71A on the airside of the terminal (also shown on Figure 
6).  The staging areas will include construction vehicles and stockpiled materials.  Excavation 
associated with the strengthening of building supports (i.e., installation of piles, placement of collars 
around existing foundation, and associated concrete slab work) will generate approximately 2,500  
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Figure

6

Source: Los Angeles World Airports 2012, CDM Smith, 2012.
Prepared by: CDM Smith, 2012.
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cubic yards of materials that will need to be exported from the site.  Additionally, modifications to the 
existing buildings, including interior renovations, will generate debris that will be exported to other 
sites off-airport.  The export of soil or demolition debris off site will require LAWA to submit a Haul 
Route Form and Haul Route Map to the City of Los Angeles, Department of Building and Safety in 
order for the Department of Building and Safety to develop a Haul Route Plan.  In addition, pursuant 
to standard City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation (LADOT) practices, a Work Traffic 
Control Plan, showing the location of construction areas and identifying construction traffic, will be 
submitted by LAWA to LADOT.  These measures, as reviewed and approved by LADOT, will avoid 
significant conflicts between project-related construction traffic and traffic in local (off-airport) 
roadways.  
 
A Construction Coordination Plan will also be prepared for the proposed project that includes, but will 
not be limited to, the following: 
 

• Phasing of activities to ensure that no more than one gate will be closed at one time; 
• Phasing of some activities overnight when passenger activity is low; 
• Separating passengers from construction activities with solid construction walls; 
• Prohibiting construction activity that will be disruptive to aircraft movement. 
• Insuring that no foreign object debris will be deposited on the aircraft apron. 

 
These and other provisions detailed in the Construction Coordination Plan will ensure that the terminal 
is fully operational at all times and that conflicts with terminal and airfield activities during 
construction are avoided. 
 
7.0 NECESSARY APPROVALS 
 
Approvals required for the proposed project include, but may not be limited to, the following: 
 

• Project approval by LAWA; 
• Board of Airport Commissioner acquiring the terminal improvements; 
• U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Form 7460 

submittal for notice of proposed construction or alternation to the FAA and approved in 
consideration of Part 77 requirements; 

• Grading, foundation, building permits, and a Haul Route Plan by the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Building and Safety; 

• Approval of a Work Traffic Control Plan by the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation;  

• Cultural Affairs Commission design approval and public art requirements; and 
• Any additional actions as may be determined necessary. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
EXPLANATION OF CHECKLIST DETERMINATION 

 

I. AESTHETICS.  Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located within the western portion of the Los 
Angeles Basin, and broad scenic vistas of the Santa Monica Mountains in the distance are available at 
LAX from the El Segundo residential neighborhood located approximately 0.8 mile to the south.  Most 
of the north-facing residences at lower elevations within the neighborhood have their northerly views 
blocked or obstructed by a landscaped and treed berm located along the south side of Imperial 
Highway.  However, north-facing residences at higher elevations within the neighborhood where 
intervening residences are not present enjoy views of the Santa Monica Mountains on clear days.  The 
airport, and in particular Terminal 7, does not enter into or contribute to scenic vistas from north-
facing residences at higher elevations.  Construction of the project is expected to involve cranes and 
the operation of the proposed project will increase the height of the northern portion of the Terminal 7 
concourse by two floors.  The existing concourse is approximately 42 feet in height above the apron.  
The new concourse will be 84 feet in height above the apron with the top of the new elevator on the 
eastern side of the concourse being 94 feet in height above the apron.  With the exception of the 
approximate 15 foot wide area on the eastern side of the concourse that will house the new elevator, 
the new addition will be 42 feet higher than then the existing height of the concourse.  However, the 
highest point of the satellite portion of the Terminal 7 concourse (the southern end) is approximately 
54 feet in height; therefore, the majority of the new addition will be approximately 30 feet higher than 
the highest point on Terminal 7.  The cranes and the additional two floors will be visible from some of 
these north-facing, upper elevation residences to the south of the project site.  However, the long-term 
terminal improvements will not alter existing long-range views of the Santa Monica Mountains due to 
the distance of the proposed improvements and the substantially higher vantage points to the south (the 
project site is well below their line-of-sight), and the small portion of the total field of view which will 
be occupied by the two additional floors, the implementation of the proposed project will not have a 
substantial adverse effect on views of the Santa Monica Mountains (i.e., a scenic vista).  Therefore, the 
impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings, or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic 
natural feature within a city-designated scenic highway? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is not located adjacent to or within the viewshed 
of a designated scenic highway.  The nearest officially designated state scenic highway is 
approximately 22 miles northwest of the proposed project (State Highway 2, from approximately three 
miles north of Interstate 210 in La Cañada to the San Bernardino County Line).  The nearest eligible 
state scenic highway (not officially designated by the state, but a City designated scenic highway) is 
State Highway 1, which has a starting point at Lincoln and Venice Boulevards (approximately 4.6 
miles from project site) and proceeds northwesterly to Point Mugu.  Vista del Mar, the nearest City-
designated scenic highway not eligible as a state scenic highway, is located 2.3 miles west of Terminal 



Attachment B – Explanation of Checklist Determination 

 

 
Initial Study/  UAL LAX Terminal 7 Improvement Project 
Proposed Negative Declaration B-2 March 28, 2013  

7, and the project site is not visible to/from Vista del Mar.  There are no direct views to or from the 
scenic highways associated with the project site.  Therefore, construction and operation of the 
proposed project will not damage scenic resources.  In addition, the project site does not contain any 
trees, rock outcroppings or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural feature within a city 
scenic highway.  The potential for implementation of the proposed project to substantially damage 
historic resources is detailed below under Response No. V.a.  The impact is less than significant and 
no mitigation is required.  

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is a highly disturbed area within a busy 
international airport.  The visual character of the project site is currently being used as a terminal with 
ticketing, passenger processing, baggage processing and claims area, gates, and aircraft apron areas.  
The majority of structures surrounding the project site, as well as the project site, are of a utilitarian 
style of architecture.  However, several structures with notable architecture (i.e., the Theme Building 
and former (1961) airport traffic control tower) are located within the project area.  Views of the 
existing airfield, while of public interest, and more distant views of the Central Terminal Area (CTA), 
are not scenic or of high quality visual character.  The proposed project will increase the northern 
portion of the Terminal 7 concourse by two floors, which could potentially result in a change in visual 
character by elevating Terminal 7 above the other terminals.  However, terminal improvements will 
not alter existing long-range views of the Santa Monica Mountains due to the distance of the proposed 
improvements and the substantially higher vantage points to the south.  In addition, Terminal 7 is not 
within the line of site of or adjacent to the Theme Building or former (1961) airport traffic control 
tower and improvements will not affect views of these notable structures.  Being that the increase in 
the height will occur at the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse (an increase in about 42 feet 
in height for the majority of the expansion over the existing concourse but only an increase of 
approximately 30 feet in height over the highest point on Terminal 7 – the southern end), the 
improvements will also not degrade or impede air traffic controller views of the airfield from the 
operating Air Traffic Control Tower.  The proposed project is the modernization and redevelopment of 
an outdated facility.  The project will greatly enhance the aesthetic character of the development area, 
which is similar to the improvements associated with the Bradley West project.  Therefore, the impact 
is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

 
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which will adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located within a heavily lighted urban area. 
There are many existing sources of light at the project site, including building lighting, roadway 
lighting (within the CTA), and airport operations lighting, which includes lights from aircraft and 
airside equipment, apron/terminal lighting, as well as airfield lights (runway and taxiway lighting).  
The current plan is to use glass for the exterior of the expanded and modernized northern portion of 
the Terminal 7 concourse.  Should that be approved, the lighting associated with the improvements 
will be more visible than existing Terminal 7 lighting and add to the existing sources of light in the 
project area.  However, the additional lighting within the structure and lighting on the exterior of the 
building will be directed downward/inward to minimize spillover.  In addition, the airport is a heavily 
light environment and any additional glow from the project site will not be viewed as substantial. 
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Finally, the proposed project will comply with applicable U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) standards and in conformance with relevant LAWA light and 
glare guidelines.  Should the improvements increase the amount of glass, it is expected that an increase 
in metal surfaces (i.e., metal, seismic bracing) will also occur.  In compliance with LAWA approved 
LAX Master Plan Commitments LI-2 and LI-3, below, the building material chosen for the proposed 
project will not incorporate substantial amounts of reflective materials, which will ensure that no light 
sources or building materials will be introduced which interfere with daytime or nighttime views in the 
area.  The applicable LAX Master Plan Commitments are as follows: 

LAX Master Plan Commitment LI-2. Use of Non-Glare Generating Building Materials.  Prior to 
approval of final plans, LAWA will ensure that proposed LAX facilities will be constructed to 
maximize use of non-reflective materials and minimize use of undifferentiated expanses of glass. 

LAX Master Plan Commitment LI-3. Lighting Controls.  Prior to final approval of plans for new 
lighting, LAWA will conduct reviews of lighting type and placement to ensure that lighting will not 
interfere with aeronautical lights or otherwise impair Airport Traffic Control Tower or pilot 
operations.  Plan reviews will also ensure, where feasible, that lighting is shielded and focused to 
avoid glare or unnecessary light spill-over.  In addition, LAWA or its designee will undertake 
consultation in selection of appropriate lighting type and placement, where feasible, to ensure that new 
lights or changes in lighting will not have an adverse effect on the natural behavior of sensitive flora 
and fauna within the Habitat Restoration Area. 

Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which will adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.  The impact is less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

II. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES.  In determining whether impacts to 
agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the 
California agricultural land evaluation and site assessment model (1997) prepared by the 
California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on 
agriculture and farmland.  Would the project: 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, 
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b. Conflict with the existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract? 

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 
Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by 
Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

e. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion 
of forest land to non-forest use? 
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a-e.  No Impact.  The project site is located within a developed airport and is surrounded by 
airport uses and urbanized areas.  There are no agricultural resources or operations within the vicinity 
of the project site, including prime or unique farmlands or farmlands of statewide of local importance.  
Further, there are no Williamson Act contracts in effect within the LAX vicinity.3  The proposed 
project will be consistent with the current airport-related and urban uses and will not convert farmland 
to non-agricultural use nor will it result in any conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural use or a 
Williamson Act contract.  Therefore, no impacts to agricultural resources will occur with 
implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

There are no forest land or timberland resources or operations within the vicinity of the project 
site, including timberland zoned Timberland Production.  The proposed project will be consistent with 
the current airport-related and urban uses and will not convert forest land or timberland to non-forest.  
Therefore, no impacts to forest land or timberland resources will occur with implementation of the 
proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

III. AIR QUALITY.  The significance criteria established by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following determinations.  
Would the project: 

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable South Coast Air Quality 
Management District plans? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project is located in the South Coast Air Basin 
(SCAB), which is under the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD.  The SCAQMD is the regional agency 
responsible for air quality regulations within the SCAB including enforcing the California Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) and implementing strategies to improve air quality and to mitigate 
effects from new growth.  The SCAQMD, in association with the California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) and the Southern California Association of Governments, is responsible for preparing the Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that details how the region intends to attain or maintain the state 
and federal ambient air quality standards. 

The Final 2007 AQMP4 describes the SCAQMD's plan to attain the federal fine particulate 
matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns (µm) in diameter (PM2.5) and 8-hour ozone (O3) standards.  
Although the SCAQMD cannot directly regulate mobile source emissions, the Final 2007 AQMP 
requires the use of cleaner (as compared to "baseline") in-use off-road equipment.  In 2007, CARB 
adopted a regulation to reduce diesel particulate matter and nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions from in-
use (existing) off-road heavy-duty diesel vehicles.  Any construction equipment necessary to construct 
the terminal and concourse improvements will operate in compliance with state law and will be 
consistent with the objectives of the Final 2007 AQMP.  Furthermore, the terminals and concourse 
will be constructed to meet the requirements of the 2010 California Green Building Standards Code 
(“CALGreen”) and energy consumption will be at least 15 percent more efficient than Title 24.  The 
project will meet the goals for the AQMP for energy efficiency and conservation and will therefore not 
conflict with the Final 2007 AQMP. 

                                                           
3 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.16, April 2004. 
4 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2007 Air Quality Management Plan, June 2007. 
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The City of Los Angeles adopted an Air Quality Element that is part of the General Plan.5  
Objective 1.3 of the Air Quality Element is to reduce particulate matter emissions from unpaved areas, 
parking lots, and construction sites.  All activities will be compliant with the SCAQMD's Rule 403 for 
fugitive dust control, thereby resulting in particulate matter emission reductions.  Objective 5.1 of the 
Air Quality Element is to reduce energy consumption and shift to non-polluting sources of energy in 
its buildings and operations.  The terminal and concourse improvements will be constructed in 
accordance with CALGreen standards, thereby meeting the requirements of the General Plan.  The 
proposed project will be consistent with the Air Quality Element of the General Plan. 

As discussed above, implementation of the proposed project will not obstruct or conflict with 
the applicable SCAQMD plan and thus, the impact is less than significant and no mitigation is 
required. 

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected 
air quality violation? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The California Clean Air Act, signed into law in 1988, 
established the CAAQS; all areas of the state are required to achieve and maintain the CAAQS by the 
earliest practicable date.  Regions of the state that have not met one or more of the CAAQS are known 
as nonattainment areas, while regions that meet the CAAQS are known as attainment areas. 

The proposed project will be located in the Los Angeles County sub-area of the SCAB.  Los 
Angeles County is designated as a state nonattainment area for O3, PM2.5, inhalable particulate matter 
less than or equal to 10 µm in diameter (PM10), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and lead; and an attainment or 
unclassified area for carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, and 
visibility reducing particles.6 

The SCAQMD publishes thresholds of significance for these pollutants.7  If the proposed 
project results in substantial emissions that will exceed the significance criteria, then a significant 
impact will occur.  Table III-1 summarizes the mass daily thresholds for construction and operation. 

  

                                                           
5 City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, Air Quality Element: An Element of the General Plan of the City of 

Los Angeles, November 1992.  
6  California Air Resources Board, Area Designations Maps / State and National Homepage, Available: 

http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm, October 19, 2012. 
7 South Coast Air Quality Management District, SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds, March 2011. 
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Table III-1. 

SCAQMD Mass Daily Pollutant Emission Thresholds 

Pollutant Construction Operation 

NOx 100 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

VOC 75 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

PM10 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

PM2.5 55 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

SOx 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

CO 550 lbs/day 550 lbs/day 

Lead 3 lbs/day 3 lbs/day 
Source: SCAQMD 2011 
Key: 
CO = carbon monoxide PM2.5 = fine particulate matter 
lbs/day = pounds per day SOx = sulfur oxides 
NOx = nitrogen oxides VOC = volatile organic compounds 
PM10 = inhalable particulate matter 

 

The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2011.1.1, was used to 
estimate criteria and precursor pollutant emissions (volatile organic compounds [VOCs], NOx, CO, 
SO2, PM10, and PM2.5).

8  The analysis does not estimate lead emissions because no major sources of 
lead will occur at the site.  CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model that estimates 
construction and operational emissions from a variety of land use projects.  CalEEMod also contains 
mitigation measures to reduce criteria pollutant emissions, if necessary. 

CalEEMod used default data for equipment size (i.e., horsepower) and daily hours of 
operation.  Construction emissions also include vendor and haul trips, construction worker commuting 
trips, and fugitive dust from demolition activities and paved road dust.  Construction emissions were 
estimated for site preparation, demolition, building construction, and architectural coatings.  
Operational emissions will also occur from natural gas combustion for space heating and for the 
reapplication of architectural coatings for ongoing building maintenance.  The proposed project is the 
modernization of UAL’s operations at LAX to meet the evolving federal security requirements and 
will not increase existing employment, passenger capacity, or aircraft use at LAX because the project 
does not involve an increase in operations.  Refer Appendix A of this IS/ND for the detailed model 
results.  Table III-2 summarizes maximum daily emissions that will occur from construction activities. 

  

                                                           
8  South Coast Air Quality Management District, California Emissions Estimator Model Homepage, developed by 

ENVIRON International Corporation, Available: http://www.caleemod.com/, October 22, 2012. 
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Table III-2. 

Construction Emissions Summary – Criteria Pollutants 

Year 
Maximum Daily Emissions (pounds per day) 

VOC NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

2013 6 48 29 <1 19 3 

2014 4 24 19 <1 2 2 

2015 48 25 21 <1 2 2 

Maximum 48 48 29 <1 19 3 

SCAQMD Construction Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 

Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Key: 
CO = carbon monoxide  PM2.5 = fine particulate matter 
NOx = nitrogen oxides  SO2 = sulfur dioxide  
PM10 = inhalable particulate matter  VOC = volatile organic compounds 
 

As shown in Table III-2, emissions for all criteria pollutants will be less than the SCAQMD’s 
significance thresholds for construction emissions.  Additionally, operational emissions for all criteria 
pollutants will be less than one pound per day, well under the significance criteria shown in Table III-
1.  Construction and operational emissions will not violate an air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality standard.  Therefore, the impact is less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the air basin is non-attainment (O3, NO2, PM10, PM2.5, and lead) under an applicable 
federal or state ambient air quality? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Cumulative impacts occur when the impact of one project when 
added to other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable probable future project could cause a significant 
impact.  In other words, although an individual project will be less than significant, the combined 
impacts from other projects could cause a significant impact.  According to the SCAQMD9, projects 
that do not exceed the significance thresholds are generally not considered to be cumulatively 
significant.  As shown in Table III-2, the construction emissions of the nonattainment pollutants 
(PM10, PM2.5, and O3 precursors [NOx and VOC]), will be less than the SCAQMD significance 
thresholds.  Therefore, the cumulative impact from the proposed project construction is less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

Emissions of the nonattainment pollutants (PM10, PM2.5, and O3 precursors [NOx and VOC]) 
from project operation are negligible and will be less than the SCAQMD significance thresholds.  
Therefore, the cumulative impact from the proposed project operation is less than significant and no 
mitigation is required. 
                                                           
9  South Coast Air Quality Management District, White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative 

Impacts from Air Pollution, August 2003. 
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d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As described in Response No. III.b. above, daily construction 
emissions will be below significance thresholds.  Diesel particulate matter is listed as a toxic air 
contaminant in California and will be subject to human health risk standards of 10 in 1 million for the 
maximum individual cancer risk and 1.0 (project increment) for the chronic and acute hazard indices.  
The closest sensitive receptors (i.e., hospitals, K-12 schools, residences, and day care centers) are the 
residential areas within the City of El Segundo to the south and the community of Westchester to the 
north, located over 3,000 feet (approximately 0.6 mile) from the project site.  Based on the limited 
duration of the installation activities, any impact on sensitive receptors will be minimal.  Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project will not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The use of diesel equipment during construction may generate 
near-field odors that are considered to be a nuisance.  Diesel equipment emits a distinctive odor that 
may be considered offensive to certain individuals.  Due to the short installation period and distance to 
sensitive receptor, odors from diesel exhaust will not affect a substantial number of people.  Operation 
of the proposed project will not create objectionable odors.  Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project will not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.  The 
impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification, on 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California Department of Fish and Game 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in the City or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 
tree preservation policy or ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California walnut woodlands)? 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 
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a-f. No Impact.  The main purpose of the proposed project is to modernize Terminal 7 to meet 
the evolving federal security requirements, which will enhance passenger service by consolidating 
several existing dispersed SSCPs into a centralized SSCP.  In conjunction with development of the 
consolidated and centralized SSCP, several existing terminal functions and facilities located at the 
proposed SSCP location will be displaced and relocated elsewhere in the terminal, which, in turn, will 
involve other related remodeling and modernization improvements (i.e., “enabling project elements”) 
mostly within Terminal 7, and a small area of Concourse 8 adjacent to Terminal 7.  The majority of 
the construction activities that will impact the exterior of the building will occur at Terminal 7 at Gates 
70A and 71A.  The main construction staging area will be located on the east end of the airport at 
UAL’s maintenance and cargo operations (see Figure 6).  Both Terminal 7 and the staging areas are 
highly developed and devoid of biological resources.  No impacts to sensitive or special status species 
or habitats are expected to occur.  There is no riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community at 
the project site or near the vicinity of the proposed project.  Therefore, there will be no potential 
impacts to any riparian or other sensitive natural community.  There is no adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan that includes the project site or immediate vicinity.  The Dunes Specific Plan 
Are (i.e., Los Angeles/El Segundo Dunes), a designated Los Angeles County Significant Ecological 
Area, is located at the far western portion of the boundaries of LAX, which is approximately 2 miles 
from project construction (i.e., Terminal 7).  The Dunes area is well removed from the project site and 
will not be impacted by the proposed project.  Therefore, no impacts to biological resources will occur 
with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required.  

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a historical resource as defined in 
State CEQA §15064.5? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  LAX began as Mines Field in 1928, when the City of Los 
Angeles leased 640 acres of the Bennett Rancho.  The first permanent building at the airfield was 
constructed in 1929 by the Curtiss-Wright Flying School.  Known as Hangar One, the building was 
designed by Los Angeles architects Gable and Wyant in a distinctive Spanish Colonial Revival style.  
Additional construction followed, until there were five hangars, a 2,000-foot paved runway, and 
administrative offices for the then Department of Aviation.  Plans for a new modern airport were 
derailed by World War II.  Wartime production activity at the aircraft manufacturing plants on and 
around the airport intensified dramatically.  In 1942, the federal government assumed control of the 
airport and the Army Air Corps stationed planes and men at the field.  After the war, a master plan 
envisioning two stages of development, an initial stage to immediately accommodate commercial 
operations and a long-range expansion of the field, was implemented.  The Intermediate Facilities, 
consisting of four passenger terminals, new administrative buildings, and hangars for individual 
airlines, were opened on the north side of the airfield in 1946. 

A boom in commercial air travel followed, accompanied by marked increases in air freight 
traffic.  A new master plan for the Los Angeles International Airport, so named in 1949, began to be 
developed.  In 1956, a new master plan for a "jet-age" airport was developed by an architectural joint 
venture of several prominent Los Angeles architects.  Their innovative scheme incorporated a U-
shaped access road flanked by six ticketing buildings that, in turn, were connected via subterranean 
passageways to remote satellite buildings containing the actual boarding gates.  Passenger amenities 
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were located in the individual satellites.  The center of the "U" contained parking, an administrative 
building surmounted by a state-of-the-art control tower at the extreme east end of the site, an eye-
catching Theme Building restaurant in the center of the site, and support facilities including a cooling 
tower, utility plant, and a service building located west of the Theme Building.  Inspired by the 
aesthetics of the Jet Age, the Theme Building quickly became an internationally recognized symbol 
and centerpiece of the new airport, distinguished by its parabolic arches from which a flying saucer-
shaped restaurant was suspended. 

Continuing growth of both commercial and freight traffic at the airport has resulted in 
numerous improvements over the last few decades.  These have included the development of two 
cargo centers, Cargo City (late 1960s) and the Imperial Cargo Complex (1980s); the Bradley 
International Terminal (1984); and a new Airport Traffic Control Tower (1996).  The earlier control 
tower, while considered state-of-the-art in 1961, was considerably altered in 1996 when the FAA 
relocated to the new airport traffic control tower. 

Previously-identified historical resources at LAX include the following:10 

• Hangar One (listed on the National Register of Historic Places) on the southeastern portion of 
LAX near the northwest corner of Aviation Boulevard and Imperial Highway; 

• Theme Building (eligible for the National Register of Historic Places) in the center of the LAX 
terminals; 

• WWII Munitions Storage Bunker (eligible for the National Register of Historic Places) near 
the western boundary of LAX; and 

• Intermediate Terminal Complex (eligible for the California Register of Historical Resources) 
on the south side of Century Boulevard between Sepulveda Boulevard and Airport Boulevard. 
 
The original Terminals 6 and 7 were modified around 1970 to accommodate wide-bodied 

aircraft.  Terminal 7 and Concourse 8 were redeveloped in 1982, prior to the 1984 Olympics.  
Terminal 6 redevelopment was completed in 1987.  In 2011, as part of the preparation of the Draft EIR 
for the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study Project, additional baseline data for cultural resources 
were collected.  The data found no other structures within LAX than those noted above that were 
determined to be potentially historic.   

 
The nearest identified historical resource at LAX to the proposed Terminal 7 improvements is 

the Theme Building and Setting.  The Theme Building is situated at the center of the CTA and 
northwest of Terminal 7 and Concourse 8.  It has been determined eligible for listing in the National 
Register under Criteria Consideration G and Criterion C for its unique architecture, which has become 
symbolic not only of the airport but of the City of Los Angeles as a whole.  In California, a property 
that has been determined eligible for listing in the National Register is automatically listed in the 
California Register.  Constructed in 1961-1962, the Theme Building was the centerpiece of the large 
expansion of LAX which converted it into a "jet-age airport."  The arresting design of parabolic arches 
with a flying saucer-shaped restaurant suspended between them was conceived by joint venture 
architects William L. Pereira, Charles Luckman, Welton Becket, and Paul R. Williams.  The Theme 
Building was also designated Los Angeles Historic Cultural Monument #570 in 1992.  The 2011 

                                                           
10 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.9.1, April 2004. 
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historical resources survey results determined that in addition to the Theme Building being historic, 
it’s “setting” is also eligible for listing.  The “setting” includes the original exterior and interior fabric 
of the Theme Building as well as its immediate surrounds and the related airport setting and views, 
and collectively described as the "Theme Building and Setting." 

 
Although substantially altered with numerous additions and upgrades necessitated by the large 

expansion in service since the 1960s, the general character of the airport setting from the 1960s and 
1970s remains residually recognizable, including the basic airport site plan and the airport's Jet 
Age/International Style architectural character and materials (rectangular volumes, horizontality, metal 
and concrete, smooth surfaces, large expanses of glass, ribbon windows); the centrally located Theme 
Building, which remains visually and physically predominant within the U-shaped concourse and 
circulation complex; the horizontal forms and rectangular massing of the concourse buildings and their 
generally consistent scale and height and relationships of spaces, masses and voids; and the general 
relationship of the exterior terminals and associated airfields located to the north and south of the 
concourse area.  The visual predominance of the Theme Building as an architectural centerpiece of the 
airport is presently defined both by views from the Theme Building as well as the views of the Theme 
Building.  The Theme Building's setting presently includes the axial road alignment and unobstructed 
view corridor in both directions between the Theme Building and the former (1961) airport traffic 
control tower, from the Theme Building restaurant and public roof-top viewing platform to the former 
(1961) airport traffic control tower, and from the control booth of the former (1961) airport traffic 
control tower to the Theme Building.  Mid- and long-range outward looking views from the Theme 
Building's 80-foot level restaurant and 360-degree views from the roof-top viewing platform include 
mid-range views of the concourses and terminals, long-range views of the airfields, and distant views 
to the surrounding neighborhoods, mountains, and Pacific Ocean, which can still be experienced as 
largely originally intended.  Direct views of the Theme Building's north and south elevations from the 
U-shaped vehicular and pedestrian circulation paths within the CTA, and direct views of the Theme 
Building from the edges of the horizontal concourse levels, including views through the continuous 
horizontal strip windows directly facing the Theme Building from the south terminals, are also 
available. 

Contributing features of the original Theme Building structure (extant original exterior and 
interior features) include, but are not necessarily limited to, the base, elevator core, extant original 
features of the restaurant space (excluding later alterations), public viewing platform, structural arches 
and footings, surrounding concrete wall/grille around base, pedestrian entrance, associated original 
hardscape features such as pedestrian patios and planters/planting beds, and surrounding pedestrian 
and vehicular circulation. 

Contributing features of the Theme Building Setting include: 

• The Central Service Facility Buildings (two similar one-story utility/office buildings with 
concrete arched roofs, remaining segment of original axial road alignment, associated concrete 
sidewalks and hardscape); 

• The Primary Axial View between the Theme Building and the  former (1961) airport traffic 
control tower, including the axial road alignment and unobstructed view corridor between the 
former (1961) airport traffic control tower and the Theme Building, from the Theme Building 
restaurant and public roof-top viewing platform, from the former (1961) airport traffic control 
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tower, and from vehicular and pedestrian circulation paths within the immediate vicinity of the 
view corridor; 

• Although not eligible individually due to substantial later alterations, the former (1961) airport 
traffic control tower remains recognizable; it retains its architectural form and distinctive 
control booth; 

• Although substantially altered with numerous additions and upgrades necessitated by the large 
expansion in service since the 1960s, the general character of the airport setting from the 1960s 
and 1970s remains residually recognizable, including the site plan, horizontal forms and 
rectangular massing of the concourse buildings, their generally consistent scale and height, the 
figure-ground relationships of masses and voids, the relationships of spaces and use, general 
architectural character and materials (Jet Age/International Style, rectangular volumes, 
horizontality, metal and concrete, smooth surfaces, large expanses of glass, ribbon windows) 
the centrally located Theme Building which remains predominant within the U-shaped 
concourse and circulation complex, and the exterior terminals and associated airfields located 
to the north and south of the concourse area; 

• Mid- and long-range outward looking views from the Theme Building's 80-foot level 
restaurant and 360-degree views from the roof-top viewing platform including mid-range 
views of the concourses and terminals, long-range views of the airfields, and distant views to 
the surrounding neighborhoods, mountains, and Pacific Ocean, which can still be experienced 
as originally conceived; 

• Direct views of the Theme Building from the U-shaped vehicular and pedestrian circulation 
paths within the CTA; and 

• Direct views of the Theme Building from the edges of the horizontal concourse levels, 
including views through the continuous horizontal strip windows directly facing the Theme 
Building from the south terminals. 

 
The project site is located at the most southeast point of the U-shaped vehicular and pedestrian 

circulation paths within the CTA.  The exterior improvements associated with the proposed project 
will increase the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse by two floors.  The location or views 
from the terminal will not change.  Views of LAX from the residential area to the south will change 
but the increased height of the concourse will not block views of the Theme Building or it’s Setting 
due to the substantially higher vantage points to the south (the project site is well below their line-of-
sight) and the northwesterly location of the Theme Building relative to Terminal 7 (which is not in a 
direct line of site to the Theme Building and Setting).  With the increase in height of the Terminal 7 
concourse (portion nearest the Theme Building) by approximately 42 feet, views of the Theme 
Building and Setting from the Imperial Freeway will be changed, but the view of the Theme Building 
and Setting that includes Terminal 7 is already limited and fleeting to drivers on Imperial Highway.  In 
addition, the Cultural Affairs Commission is required to provide design review for all building projects 
located on land owned by the City of Los Angeles.  All buildings at LAX fall within the Cultural 
Affairs Commissions design review.  Therefore, once LAWA approves the conceptual plans for the 
proposed project, the design package will be submitted to the Cultural Affairs Commission for their 
review and design approval.  The Cultural Affairs Commissions review and design approval will 
support the preservation of significant historic/architectural resources through careful review of design 
and development adjacent to such resources to ensure modifications are carried out consistent with the 
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.  Because of the height 
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limitations, design, and distance of the proposed terminal improvements and the incorporation of the 
Cultural Affairs Commissions review and design approval, substantial adverse change in significance 
of the Theme Building and Setting will not occur.   

The main construction staging area for the proposed project will be located at UAL’s 
maintenance and cargo operations.  This area is within the designated Intermediate Terminal Complex 
located east of the concourse and terminal facilities and south of Century Boulevard.  This complex 
was determined ineligible for listing in the National Register by the FAA due to alterations and loss of 
some structures.  Intended to be temporary in nature, the Intermediate Terminal Complex originally 
included the two office buildings and double-arched hangar that are still extant, plus five additional 
buildings that were used as passenger terminals and hangars.  Demolition of the passenger terminals 
and alterations to the double-arched hangar prevents the complex from meeting National Register 
requirements for integrity.  However, previous surveys found that, as a representative milepost in the 
evolution of LAX, the complex may be historically significant under Los Angeles Historic Cultural 
Monument criteria and, thus, appeared eligible for local designation.  It also appeared to meet 
Criterion 1 under the California Register (i.e., is associated with events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of California's history and cultural heritage).  Currently, UAL 
operates maintenance and cargo operations from the area designated as the Intermediate Terminal 
Complex.  Construction staging activities include equipment and materials storage, construction 
worker parking, and construction office space.  The construction staging activities are consistent with 
the current activities that occur within this area and the construction activities will not impact or alter 
the Intermediate Terminal Complex buildings or their setting.  In addition, the construction staging 
area in this area will be temporary (last the approximate 18- to 20-month time frame).  Operation of 
the proposed project will not affect the Intermediate Terminal Complex area.  Therefore, a substantial 
adverse change in significance of the Intermediate Terminal Complex will not occur.   

The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to State CEQA §15064.5? 

No Impact.  The project site is a highly disturbed area that has long been, and is currently 
being, used for airport and airport-related uses.  Any resources that may have existed on the site at one 
time are likely to have been displaced or damaged and, as a result, the overall sensitivity of the site 
with respect to buried resources is low.  Additionally, excavation into soils is expected to be limited to 
structural piles, which will further limit the potential for archaeological resources to be encountered 
with implementation of the proposed project.  Therefore, no impacts to archaeological resources will 
occur with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required 

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, the LAX property 
lies in the northwestern portion of the Los Angeles Basin, a broad structural syncline with a basement 
of older igneous and metamorphic rocks overlain by thick younger marine and terrestrial deposits. 11  
The older deposits that underlie the LAX area are assigned to the Palos Verdes Sand formation, which 

                                                           
11 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.9.1, April 2004. 
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is one of the better known Pleistocene age deposits in southern California.  The results of the records 
search conducted as part of the LAX Master Plan EIR indicate that the Palos Verdes Sand formation is 
a formation with a high potential for yielding unique paleontological deposits.  The Palos Verdes Sand 
formation covers half of the LAX area, beginning at Sepulveda Boulevard and extending easterly 
beyond the airport.  The records search conducted for the LAX Master Plan EIR identified the 
presence of two vertebrate fossil occurrences within the study area, three more in the immediate 
vicinity of the study area, and one beyond the study area within two miles from the center of LAX 
proper.  These fossils were found at depths ranging from 13 to 70 feet.  The deposits within which 
these resources occur were found to underlie the entire LAX area and surrounding vicinity.  Therefore, 
excavation and grading activities greater than 13 feet have the potential to expose and damage 
potentially important fossils.  Support piles/columns installed for the new structural support and 
seismic joint may go as deep as 50 to 70 feet.  Although construction activities associated with the 
proposed project could be deep, the area associated with each support pile will be limited to the area 
immediately at and adjacent to each column; therefore, no significant direct or indirect impact on a 
unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature is anticipated.  The impact is less 
than significant and no mitigation is required. 

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

No Impact.  The proposed project includes excavation activities during construction associated 
with the two additional floor levels above the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse.  These 
activities are limited to the area surrounding vicinity of Gates 70A and 71A.  The project site is 
developed with an airport and airport-related uses, and is located within a highly urbanized area.  
Based on previous surveys conducted at LAX and the results of the record searches completed in 
1995, 1997, 2000,12 and 2011,13 no traditional burial sites have been identified within the LAX 
boundaries or in the vicinity.  Therefore, no impacts to human remains will occur with implementation 
of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the project: 

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. 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Fault rupture is the surface displacement that occurs along the 
surface of a fault during an earthquake.  The project site is located within the seismically active 
southern California region, but it is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone.14  
Geotechnical literature indicates that the Charnock Fault, a potentially active fault, may be located 
                                                           
12  City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.22, April 2004. 
13  PCR, Cultural Resources Documentation, Appendix E-1 of the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study Project Draft 

EIR, July 2012. 
14 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.22, April 2004. 
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near or through the eastern portion of the project site.  However, evaluation indicates that the 
Charnock Fault is considered to have low potential for surface rupture independently or in conjunction 
with movement on the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone, which is located approximately three miles 
east of the project site.15  The proposed project will involve the construction and operation of two 
additional floor levels above the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse.  Because the existing 
concourse building was constructed and designed under the structural provisions of a building code 
different from the current code, and therefore, the existing building’s structure is not designed to 
support the additional gravity and lateral loads from the two additional floors above the concourse, the 
proposed project includes structural strengthening to handle the additional loads.  The additional 
gravity loads will be handled by reinforcing the existing columns in the basement of the terminal 
building.  The additional lateral load will involve adding a braced frame to the exterior of the Terminal 
7 concourse building, which will extend the existing north end of the Terminal 7 building near the 
concourse by approximately 56 feet on the west side and 20 feet on the east side of the existing 
building.  This “seismic bracing” will provide seismic strengthening as well as provide Terminal 7 
with additional circulation space.  The portion of the concourse with the new levels will be seismically 
isolated from the remainder of the concourse; therefore, the existing frames will be distributed evenly 
throughout the building so there will be no adverse structural impact to the existing building south of 
the new seismic joint as a result of adding new floor levels north of the new seismic joint.   

The design and construction of the proposed project will comply with current Los Angeles 
Building Code (LABC) and Uniform Building Code (UBC) requirements.  In addition, the main 
purpose of the proposed project is the modernization of UAL’s operations at LAX to meet the 
evolving federal security requirements.  Along with the enabling projects, the proposed modernization 
will improve the quality of service provided to UAL passengers, and is not intended to increase 
passenger or aircraft use of the terminal.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project is not 
anticipated to adversely affect foundations or result in other structural or engineering modifications 
that could increase exposure of people or structures to risk associated with rupture of a known 
earthquake fault.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

ii.    Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located in the seismically active southern 
California region; however, there is no evidence of faulting on the site, and it is not located within an 
Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone.16  The proposed project will involve the construction and operation 
of two additional floor levels above the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse.  Because the 
existing concourse building was constructed and designed under the structural provisions of a building 
code different from the current code, and the existing building’s structure is not designed to support 
the additional gravity and lateral loads from the two additional floors above the concourse, the 
proposed project includes structural strengthening to handle the additional loads.  The design and 
construction of the proposed project will comply with current LABC and UBC requirements.  In 
addition, the main purpose of the proposed project is the modernization of UAL’s operations at LAX 
to meet the evolving federal security requirements.  Along with the enabling projects, the proposed 
modernization will improve the quality of service provided to UAL passengers, and not intended to 
                                                           
15 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.22, April 2004. 
16 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.22, April 2004. 
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increase passenger or aircraft use of the terminal.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project 
is not anticipated to adversely affect foundations or result in other structural or engineering 
modifications that could increase exposure of people or structures to risk associated with strong 
seismic ground shaking.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

iii.  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Liquefaction is a seismic hazard that occurs when strong ground 
shaking causes saturated granular soil (such as sand) to liquefy and lose strength.  The susceptibility of 
soil to liquefy tends to decrease as the density of the soil increases and the intensity of ground shaking 
decreases.  Liquefaction potential is greatest where the groundwater levels are shallow and where 
submerged loose, fine sands occur within a depth of about 50 feet or less.  Previous investigations at 
the project site did not encounter groundwater as deep as the 80-foot depth explored, and based on 
available information, the project site is not within a designated “Liquefaction Hazard Zone” and, 
therefore, potential for liquefaction at the site is very remote.17  Although the proposed project 
includes two additional floors at the Terminal 7 concourse, the design and construction of the 
proposed project will comply with current LABC and UBC requirements.  In addition, the main 
purpose of the proposed project is the modernization of UAL’s operations at LAX to meet the 
evolving federal security requirements.  Along with the enabling projects, the proposed modernization 
will improve the quality of service provided to UAL passengers, and not intended to increase 
passenger or aircraft use of the terminal.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project is not 
anticipated to adversely affect modify any existing structures or create or experience impacts 
associated with seismic-related ground failure and liquefaction.  The impact is less than significant and 
no mitigation is required. 

iv.  Landslides? 

No Impact.  The project site and vicinity are relatively flat and are primarily surrounded by 
existing airport and urban development.  Furthermore, the City of Los Angeles Landslide Inventory 
and Hillside Areas map does not identify any areas in the vicinity of the project site that contain 
unstable slopes which may be prone to seismically-produced landslides.18  Implementation of the 
proposed project will not result in the exposure of people or structures to the risk of landslides during a 
seismic event.  Therefore, no impacts related to landslides will occur with implementation of the 
proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

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

No Impact.  The project site is developed with buildings and covered with impervious surfaces 
and the proposed project will involve very limited excavation or grading.  Therefore, the potential for 
soil erosion to occur on the project site is extremely low.  Therefore, no impacts related to soil erosion 
will occur with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

                                                           
17  MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc., Report of Geotechnical Investigation, Proposed EDS Baggage Screening 

System, Terminal 7, LAX, Los Angeles, California, August 13, 2004. 
18 City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Exhibit C, 

Landslide Inventory & Hillside Areas In the City of Los Angeles, June 1994. 
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c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that will become unstable as a 
result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Settlement of foundation soils beneath existing engineered 
structures or fills typically results from the consolidation and/or compaction of the foundation soils in 
response to the increased load induced by the structure or fill.  The presence of undocumented and 
typically weak artificial fill at the project site creates the potential for settlement.19  Based on previous 
investigations at the project site, the majority of the existing fill soils that Terminal 7 was built on are 
well above 90 percent relative compaction.20  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project is not 
anticipated to adversely affect a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that will become unstable as a 
result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction, or collapse.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Los Angeles Building 
Code (2002), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Expansive soils are typically composed of certain types of silts 
and clays that have the capacity to shrink or swell in response to changes in soil moisture content.  
Shrinking or swelling of foundation soils can lead to damage to foundations and engineered structures 
including tilting and cracking.  The proposed project will involve the construction and operation of 
two additional floors at the Terminal 7 concourse, which will require additional support columns and a 
new seismic joint.  The design and construction of the proposed project will comply with current 
LABC and UBC requirements and will not substantially affect the foundation or result in other 
structural or engineering modifications that could increase exposure of people or structures to risk 
associated with expansive soils.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

e. Have 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? 

No Impact.  The project site is located in an urbanized area where wastewater infrastructure is 
currently in place.  The proposed project will not use septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems.  Therefore, no impact related to the ability of on-site soils to support septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater systems will occur with implementation of the proposed project and no 
mitigation is required. 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.  Would the project: 

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project could generate greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions from vehicle exhaust associated with construction-related activities including off-road 

                                                           
19 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.22, April 2004. 
20 MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc., Report of Geotechnical Investigation, Proposed EDS Baggage Screening 

System, Terminal 7, LAX, Los Angeles, California, August 13, 2004. 
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construction equipment, construction worker commuting, and haul/vendor truck trips.  Operational 
emissions will also occur from purchased electricity and space heating.  Because there will be no 
increase in passengers or employees, operational emissions from vehicle trips to/from the airport, 
indoor or outdoor water usage, or solid waste disposal were assumed to remain equal to existing 
conditions. 

GHG emissions for the proposed project were estimated using the California Emissions 
Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2011.1.1.21  Section 5.201 of the 2010 California Green 
Building Standards Code (“CALGreen”) states that the “California Energy Commission believes…a 
green building should achieve at least a 15 percent reduction in energy usage when compared to the 
State’s mandatory energy efficiency standards.”  As a result, it was assumed that the new terminals 
and concourse will be 15 percent more energy efficient than Title 24.  Energy consumption in the 
Mechanical Room and Apron Level Drip Line Area will be minimal and emissions were not estimated 
from these areas.  The SCAQMD recommends that construction emissions be amortized over the 
project lifetime and then be added to operational emissions so that GHG emission reduction measures 
also capture construction.22  Table VII-1 summarizes emissions from the proposed improvements. 

  

                                                           
21  South Coast Air Quality Management District, California Emissions Estimator Model Homepage, developed by 

ENVIRON International Corporation, Available: http://www.caleemod.com/, October 22, 2012. 
22  South Coast Air Quality Management District, Draft Guidance Document – Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gas (GHG) 

Significance Threshold, October 2008. 
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Table VII-1. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Summary from Proposed Project 

Source Emissions (metric tons per year) 

CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

Electricity 342 <1 <1 343 

Natural Gas 3 <1 <1 3 

Total Operations 346 <1 <1 347 

Construction 648 2 <1 649 

Amortized Construction1 22 <1 <1 22 

Total2 367 <1 <1 368 
Notes: 
1 Amortized construction emissions are defined as total construction emissions divided by the project lifetime. The project lifetime is 

assumed to be 30 years unless project-specific data is known. 
2 Total emissions are defined as annual operational emissions plus amortized construction emissions. 
Key: 
CH4 = methane CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent 
CO2 = carbon dioxide N2O = nitrous oxide 

 

Electricity and natural gas usage from the existing terminals and concourse were estimated 
using the U.S. Energy Information Administration’s 2003 Commercial Buildings Energy Consumption 
Survey.23  The Public Use Microdata were filtered to only include buildings from the Pacific census 
division that were built between 1980 and 1989; an enclosed mall was used as a proxy for the 
terminals and concourse.  The average energy intensity from the remaining buildings was then 
averaged for use in the calculations.  Electricity emission factors from CalEEMod were then used to 
calculate GHG emissions from purchased electricity.  Emission factors from the California Climate 
Action Registry24 were used to estimate natural gas combustion emissions.  Table VII-2 summarizes 
the difference in emissions between the proposed project and existing conditions. 

  

                                                           
23  U.S. Energy Information Administration, Commercial Buildings Energy Consumption Survey (CBECS) Homepage, 

Available: http://www.eia.gov/consumption/commercial/, October 22, 2012. 
24  California Climate Action Registry, General Reporting Protocol, Version 3.1, January 2009. 
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Table VII-2. 

GHG Emissions Increase (Project Increment) 

Source Emissions (metric tons per year) 

CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e 

Proposed Project 367 <1 <1 368 

Existing Conditions 382 <1 1 383 

Emissions Difference* -14 <1 -1 -14 
Key: 
CH4 = methane CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent 
CO2 = carbon dioxide N2O = nitrous oxide 
* Difference in values is due to rounding 

 

As shown in Table VII-2, although the total building square footage will increase from the 
improvements to the terminals and concourse, the energy efficiency in the new area will increase as 
compared to the existing building.  As a result, annual GHG emissions in the improved terminals and 
concourse will be less than the existing building.  The impact is less than significant impact no 
mitigation is required. 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Response No. VII.a. above, GHG emissions 
that will occur from construction and operation of the improved terminals and concourse will be less 
than the estimated GHG emissions from the existing building.  As a result, GHG emissions from the 
proposed project will not conflict with Assembly Bill 32, the purpose of which is to reduce statewide 
GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020.  Therefore, the impact is less than significant and no 
mitigation is required. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  Would the project: 

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? 

a-b.  Less Than Significant Impact.  All hazardous materials storage, handling, and disposal is 
required to comply with existing federal, state, and local regulations designed to reduce the potential 
for accidental releases of a hazardous material and minimize the impact of an accident should one 
occur.  The proposed project involves modernization (remodeling) of an existing terminal.  A minimal 
increase in the use, handling, or storage of potentially hazardous materials could occur during 
construction.  Although construction includes a limited amount of excavation activities associated with 
the portion of the Terminal 7 concourse that will be expanded due to the additional of two floors that 
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could potentially disturb contaminated soils should it exist in the area of Gates 70A and 71A, the area 
being disturb is very limited.  In addition, previous investigations did not find groundwater beneath 
Terminal 7 as deep as 80 feet and the proposed structural piles/columns are expected to be 50 to 70 
feet deep; therefore, no groundwater contamination is expected to be encountered during construction.  
Operation of the proposed project will not increase passenger or aircraft use of the facility.  Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project is not anticipated to create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials nor 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.  The impact is less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Response No. VIII.a-b above, a minimal increase in the handling 
of hazardous materials could occur during construction and no increase is expected during operation of 
the proposed project.  However, there are no schools located or proposed within one-quarter mile of 
the project site.  Therefore, no impact related to the emitting of hazardous emissions or the handling of 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing 
or proposed school will occur with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is 
required. 

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, will it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

No Impact.  An Environmental Data Resources (EDR) regulatory database review was 
performed for all of LAX in August 2011.25  LAX was listed in several databases searched by EDR as 
a facility with underground storage tanks (USTs) and a facility with emissions of carbon monoxide, 
organic hydrocarbon gases, nitrogen oxides, sulfur oxides, and particulate matter.  The proposed 
project will involve a minor amount of excavation within a limited area (Gates 70A and 71A at 
Terminal 7) and is not expected to disturb any of the listed hazardous sites listed in the EDR Report.  
In addition, the project site is not included on a list of hazardous materials sites complied pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5.  Therefore, no impact related to a listed hazardous material site 
that could result in a significant hazard to the public or environment will occur with implementation of 
the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

e. For a project 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, will the 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located within a public airport.  Numerous 
safeguards are required by law to minimize the potential for and the effects from an accident if one 
were to occur.  FAA's Airport Design Standards establish, among other things, land use related 
guidelines to protect people and property on the ground, including establishment of safety zones that 
keep areas near runways free of objects that could interfere with aviation activities.  City of Los 
Angeles Ordinance No. 132,319 regulates building height limits and land uses within the Hazard Area 

                                                           
25 Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR).  EDR Data Map Area Study, Los Angeles, California.  August  2011.  
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established by the Planning and Zoning Code to protect aircraft approaching and departing from LAX 
from obstacles.  In addition to the many safeguards required by law, LAWA and tenants of LAX 
maintain Emergency Response and Evacuation Plans that also serve to minimize the potential for and 
the effects of an accident. 

The proposed project involves the construction and operation of two additional floor levels 
above the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse.  During construction, a staging area will be 
delineated and remove temporarily Gates 70A and 71A from being operated at Terminal 7 and the 
staging area at UAL’s maintenance and cargo operations will also be delineated so that construction 
activities will not interfere with aviation activities.  All construction activities will comply with 
applicable aviation related safeguards, and thus not create a safety hazard.   

Although there will be a temporary and minimal increase in construction jobs, none of the 
proposed improvements will increase the existing long-term employment or passenger capacity at 
LAX.   

Therefore, although within an airport, implementation of the proposed project is not anticipated 
to result in a significant impact with regard to safety for people working in the project area.  The 
impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required.  

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, will the project result in a safety 
hazard for the people residing or working in the area? 

No Impact.  The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip but rather 
within a public airport.  See Response No. VIII.e. above.  Therefore, no impact related to a safety 
hazard for people residing or working within the vicinity of a private airstrip will result from the 
implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  LAWA and tenants of LAX maintain Emergency Response 
Evacuation Plans to minimize the potential for and the effects of an accident, should one occur.  The 
construction staging areas will comply with LAWA and FAA guidelines and procedures that are in 
place to limit the impacts of construction at the airport, including the potential to affect emergency 
response.  Construction of the proposed project is not anticipated to result any closures to local airport 
circulation roads or lanes within the project site.  However, the construction at Terminal7 will limit 
access to the terminal from Gates 70A and 71A.  Emergency access routes in the vicinity of the project 
will be kept clear and unobstructed at all times in accordance with FAA, State Fire Marshal, and Los 
Angeles Fire Code regulations.  Since the operation of the proposed project will occur at the same 
location as the existing Terminal 7, no impact is anticipated related to the existing emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plans.  Therefore, the proposed project will not significantly impair 
implementation or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required.   
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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? 

No Impact.  The project site and vicinity are predominantly paved and/or developed.  There are 
no fire hazard areas containing flammable brush, grass, or trees on the project site.  Furthermore, the 
project site is not within a City of Los Angeles Wildfire Hazard Area, as delineated in the Safety 
Element of the General Plan.26  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not result in 
the exposure of people or structures to hazards associated with wildland fires and no mitigation is 
required. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the project: 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The agency with jurisdiction over water quality within the 
project area is the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB).  The Clean 
Water Act (CWA) prohibits the discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States from any point 
source unless the discharge is in compliance with a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) permit.  In accordance with the CWA, the project site is within the region covered by 
NPDES Permit No. CAS004001 issued by the LARWQCB.  Construction will include SWPPP and 
BMPs to limit impacts to water that could cause a violation associated with water quality standards or 
water discharge requirements.  Operation of the proposed project will not change the amount of 
impervious surfaces at the project site or otherwise alter existing drainage patterns or surface water 
runoff quantities on the project site.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not 
violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.  The impact is less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge 
such that there will 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 will drop 
to a level which will not support existing land uses or planned land uses for which 
permits have been granted)? 

 No Impact.  The project site is located within the West Coast Groundwater Basin.27  
Groundwater beneath the project site is not used for municipal or agricultural purposes.28  
Construction and operation of the proposed project will not involve dewatering and, thus, will not 
deplete groundwater supplies.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not deplete 
groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge, and, as such, no impacts will occur and 
no mitigation is required. 

                                                           
26 City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Exhibit D, 

Selected Wildfire Hazard Areas In the City of Los Angeles, April 1996. 
27 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.7, April 2004. 
28 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.7, April 2004. 
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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 will 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 will result in flooding on- or off-site? 

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

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

c-f. Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project involves the modernization 
(remodeling) of Terminal 7, which includes the construction and operation of two additional floor 
levels above the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse.  The modernization of the building will 
occur in an impervious area currently occupied by apron for use as Gates 70A and 71A.  Once 
constructed, the remodeled building will have a similar drainage pattern and system as currently exists 
at Terminal 7.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not substantially change the 
amount of permeable surface areas, drainage patterns, or affect stormwater drainage systems.  The 
impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

g. Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped on federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 

h. Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which will impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

g-h.  No Impact.  The proposed project is located within the boundaries of the LAX Master 
Plan study area, and no 100-year floodplain areas are located within the LAX Master Plan 
boundaries.29  Further, the proposed project does not involve the construction of housing.  Therefore, 
no impacts resulting from the placement of housing or other structures within a 100-year floodplain 
will occur and no mitigation is required. 

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? 

No Impact.  Please see Response No. IX.g-h. above.  In addition, as delineated on the City of 
Los Angeles Inundation and Tsunami Hazard Areas map,30 the project site is not within a boundary of 
an inundation area from a flood control basin.  Further, the project site is not located within the 
downstream influence of any levee or dam.  Therefore, no impacts due to the exposure of people or 
structures to a risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam will occur and no mitigation is required. 

                                                           
29 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.13, April 2004. 
30 City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Exhibit G, 

Inundation & Tsunami Hazard Areas in the City of Los Angeles, March 1994. 
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j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

No Impact.  The project site is located over 2 miles east of the Pacific Ocean and is not 
delineated as a potential inundation or tsunami impacted area in the City of Los Angeles Inundation 
and Tsunami Hazard Areas map.31  Mudflows are not a risk as the project site is located on, and is 
surrounded by, relatively level terrain and urban development.  Therefore, no impacts resulting from 
inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow are anticipated to occur and no mitigation is required. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project: 

a. Physically divide an established community? 

No Impact.  The project site is located entirely within the boundaries of a developed airport in 
an urbanized area and modernization of existing Terminal 7 within the airport will not disrupt or 
divide the physical arrangement of an established community.  Therefore, no impacts resulting from 
physically dividing an established community is anticipated and no mitigation is required. 

b. Conflict with 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, coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

No Impact .  Land use designations and development regulations applicable to the project site 
are set forth in the LAX Plan32 and LAX Specific Plan,33 both approved by the Los Angeles City 
Council in December 2004.  The project site is in an area designated in the LAX Plan as "Airport 
Airside."  Within the LAX Specific Plan, the site is in an area designated as within the Airport Airside 
Sub-Area and zoned LAX – A Zone: Airport Airside Sub-Area."  Section 9.B of the LAX Specific 
Plan delineates the permitted uses within the Airport Airside Sub-Area.  Of the numerous uses listed, 
the following permitted uses are located in the proposed project area: 

• Airline clubs, retail uses, and restaurants 
• Establishments for the sale and service of alcoholic beverages for on-site and off-site 

consumption 
• Incidental retail uses - permanent or temporary retail uses, which may include kiosks and carts 
• Passenger handling facilities, including but not limited to baggage handling and processing, 

passenger holdrooms, boarding gates, ticketing and passenger check-in functions 
• Airline maintenance and support, including but not limited to storage, aircraft engine or 

airframe repair and testing, and aircraft maintenance shops and Air Cargo Facilities (these two 
apply to the construction staging areas located at the UAL maintenance and cargo operations 
area). 
 

The proposed project will result in the modernization of the SSPC based on the evolving 
federal security (TSA mandated) requirements, relocation of existing uses, construction of structural 
supports, and with the exclusion of the proposed mechanical area, an approximate 7.96 percent change 

                                                           
31 City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Exhibit G, 

Inundation & Tsunami Hazard Areas in the City of Los Angeles, March 1994. 
32 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, LAX Plan, September 29, 2004. 
33 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Los Angeles International Airport Specific Plan, September 29, 2004. 
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in square footage.34  Therefore, the proposed project does not conflict with 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, coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental effect. 

In addition, the LAX Master Plan assumed improvements at Terminal 7.  Implementation of 
the proposed project will be consistent with the improvements assumed in the LAX Master Plan and 
consistent with the Plan’s primary goals and objectives to ensure safe and efficient operations at LAX. 

Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will be consistent with the existing 
permitted uses.  No impact or conflict with applicable land use plan, policy or regulation is anticipated 
and no mitigation is required. 

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

No Impact.  The Dunes Specific Plan Area, a designated Los Angeles County Significant 
Ecological Area, is located approximately 2 miles to the west of the project site, opposite Pershing 
Drive.  The proposed project will be located within an urbanized airport area within and adjacent to 
existing airport uses and will not affect the Dunes Specific Plan Area.  There is no adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved habitat conservation 
plan or other natural community conservation plan that includes the project site.  Therefore, no impact 
or conflict is anticipated with any habitat or natural community conservation plans and no mitigation is 
required. 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that will be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

No Impact.  The State Mining and Geology Board classifies mineral resource zones throughout 
the State.  The project site is contained within a MRZ-3 zone, which represents areas with mineral 
deposits whose significance cannot be evaluated from available data.35  The project site is within the 
boundaries of the airport and surrounded by airport-related uses.  There are no actively-mined mineral 
or timber resources on the project site, nor is the site available for mineral resource extraction given 
the existing airport use.  Therefore, no impact from the implementation of the proposed project will 
affect access to or the availability of valued mineral resources and no mitigation is required. 

                                                           
34  Concourse 8 does not function as a terminal because it does not have its own passenger processing functions such as 

ticketing, baggage claim nor a passenger security checkpoint functions, but relies on those passenger processing 
functions located in Terminal 7; therefore, the existing square footage associated with the project building area is 
assumed to include Terminal 7 and Concourse 8. 

35 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 
Plan Improvements, Section 4.17, April 2004. 
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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? 

No Impact.  The project site is not within an area delineated on the City of Los Angeles Oil 
Field & Oil Drilling Areas map in the City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element.36  
Furthermore, the project site is disturbed and in an area that is not available for mineral resource 
extraction due to the existing airport use.  Therefore, no impact from the implementation of the 
proposed project will affect the availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site and 
no mitigation is required. 

XII. NOISE.  Would the project result in: 

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in excess of standards established 
in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

b. Exposure of people to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

a-d.  Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project involves construction and operation 
of improvements to an existing terminal.  The project site is within a public airport in an urban 
environment that operates 24 hours a day, seven days a week for 365 days a year, with many existing 
sources of noise including aviation noise and traffic noise.  Construction of the proposed project, 
which will involve the use of various pieces of equipment, will result in a temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels immediately adjacent to the project site.  However, based on the distance from 
the nearest residential area, which is approximately 0.8 mile to the south (in El Segundo), and the 
existing noise environment, it is not anticipated that noise generated from construction of the proposed 
project will generate noise in excess of the City's noise ordinance, nor will it result in a substantial 
temporary increase in ambient noise levels, nor will it expose persons to generation of noise levels in 
excess of standards or excessive groundborne vibration or noise.   

With regard to roadway noise associated with construction traffic on area roads, traffic 
volumes on roads with good operating conditions (i.e., Level of Service of B or better) will have to 
increase at more than a three-fold rate to reach the City's threshold of significance of a 5 dBA increase, 
and will need to increase even more on roads with poor operating conditions (i.e., Level of Service C 
or worse).  Given the limited scope of construction activities (a maximum additional 41 trips per day37 
during peak of construction), only a minor amount of construction traffic will occur, and this will not 
result in a noise level increase that will exceed the threshold of significance. 

                                                           
36 City of Los Angeles Planning Department, Safety Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Exhibit E, Oil 

Field & Oil Drilling Areas in the City of Los Angeles, May 1994. 
37  The 41 trips are based on the air quality model assumptions, which include: 29 worker trips, 12 vendor trips, and 5 haul 

truck trips.  
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Operation of the proposed project will not generate any additional noise, nor will it result in an 
increase in noise generating activities such as traffic, an increase in the number of daily flights arriving 
and departing from LAX, or the ambient growth in aviation activity at LAX that is projected to occur 
in the future.   

Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not: expose persons to or generation of 
noise in level in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies; expose people to or generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels; create a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels 
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project, or; create a substantial temporary or 
periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the 
project.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

e. For a project 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, will the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact.  Implementation of the proposed project involves the modernization (remodeling) 
of the existing Terminal 7.  Although there will be a minor and temporary increase in ambient noise 
levels during construction, operation of the proposed project will not increase passenger or aircraft 
operations; therefore, no substantial or permanent change in ambient noise levels is anticipated that 
will expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels and no mitigation 
is required. 

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, will the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact.  As described in Response No. XII.e. above, the project site is within a public 
airport and not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.  Therefore, no impact from 
implementation of the proposed project will exposure people in the vicinity of a private airstrip to 
excessive noise levels will occur and no mitigation is required. 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project: 

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? 

No Impact.  The proposed project does not include residential development.  The proposed 
improvements will not increase existing long-term employment, passenger capacity or aircraft parking 
capacity at LAX.  With no increase in long-term employment or passenger capacity, and no new 
homes proposed, the proposed project will not induce substantial population growth.  Furthermore, the 
project site is located within a developed airport, and no new roads or extensions of existing roads or 
other growth-accommodating infrastructure are proposed.  Therefore, no impacts from implementation 
of the proposed project will directly or indirectly induce substantial population growth through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure and no mitigation is required. 
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b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

c. Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

b-c.  No Impact.  There are no existing residential properties on the project site.  
Implementation of the proposed project will not displace housing.  Therefore, no impacts from 
implementation of the proposed project on housing will occur and no mitigation is required. 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, construction 
of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services? 

a. Fire protection? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The City of Los Angeles Fire Department provides fire 
protection services throughout the project site.  Three LAFD fire stations are located at LAX (Fire 
Station Nos. 80, 51, and 95).  Fire Station No. 80 is located within the project boundary at 6911 World 
Way West; Fire Station No. 51, located at 10435 South Sepulveda Boulevard, is less than 0.5 mile 
south of the project site; and Fire Station No. 95, located at 10010 International Road, is 
approximately 1 mile east of the project site.38  Construction of the proposed project will result in a 
temporary closure of Gates 70A and 71A at Terminal 7 and closure of certain portions of the UAL 
maintenance and cargo operations; however, closures to local airport circulation roads is not 
anticipated.  Access to the project site during construction will be kept clear and unobstructed at all 
times in accordance with FAA, State Fire Marshal, and Los Angeles Fire Code regulations. 

Fire service requirements are generally based on the size of the building and relationships to other 
structures and property lines.  The project site is currently developed and the proposed project will 
expand the existing northern portion of the terminal concourse by two floors.  The proposed project 
will comply with all applicable city, state, and federal codes and ordinances.  As applicable, the 
materials used for the structure will be made of noncombustible materials and the fire safety systems 
will be in compliance with both the Fire Department and Los Angeles Building and Safety (LADBS) 
requirements.  Implementation of the proposed project will not result in an increase in demand for fire 
protection services that may result in the need for new or altered fire protection services nor will it 
affect response times which could lead to a substantial adverse physical impact.  The impact is less 
than significant and no mitigation is required. 

b. Police protection? 

No Impact.  Both the Los Angeles World Airports Police Division (LAWA PD) and the City of 
Los Angeles Police Department LAX Detail (LAPD LAX Detail) provide police protection services to 
the project site.  The LAWA PD station is located a few feet north of the Park One parking lot and the 
LAPD LAX Detail station is located within the CTA.  Demand for on-airport police protection 
services is typically determined by increases in aircraft activity and employees.  The proposed project 
will expand a portion of an existing terminal by two floors.  The project is intended to enhance 
                                                           
38 City of Los Angeles, LAWA, Final Environmental Impact Report, Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Master 

Plan Improvements, Section 4.26.1, April 2004. 
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passenger service and satisfaction and not increase existing passenger capacity or aircraft parking 
capacity at LAX, or increase long-term employment such that indirect growth will result in need for 
additional police protection.  Therefore, no impact on airport police protection services is expected 
with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

c. Schools? 

No Impact.  The proposed project does not include residential development and will not 
increase existing passenger capacity and will not increase long-term employment such that indirect 
growth will result in enrollment increases that will adversely impact schools.  Therefore, no impacts 
to, or need for, new school facilities will occur and no mitigation is required. 

d. Parks? 

No Impact.  The proposed project does not include residential development and will not 
increase existing passenger capacity or increase long-term employment such that additional demand 
for parks will occur.  Therefore, no impacts to, or need for, new parks will occur from implementation 
of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

e. Other governmental services (including roads)? 

No Impact.  The proposed project will have no impacts on governmental services and no 
mitigation is required. 

XV. RECREATION. 

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 
will occur or be accelerated? 

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion 
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 

a-b.  No Impact.  The proposed project does not include development of recreational facilities 
nor does it include residential development that will increase demand for recreational facilities.  In 
addition, the proposed project will not increase existing passenger capacity at LAX or increase long-
term employment such that increased demand for neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities will occur.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not result in 
substantial physical deterioration of existing area recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities and no mitigation is required. 
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION.  Would the project: 

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all 
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not 
limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards 
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

a-b.  Less than Significant Impact.  Construction of the proposed project will generate a 
minimal amount of traffic associated with workers traveling to and from the construction employee 
parking area, truck haul/delivery trips, and miscellaneous construction-related travel (a maximum 
daily total of 41 trips will occur during the peak of construction).  These vehicle trips are assumed to 
access the construction staging area at UAL’s maintenance/cargo operations from Century Boulevard 
via Avion Drive.  During peak of construction, the estimated 41 trips per day (and throughout the day) 
will not be sufficient to result in noticeable traffic impacts on the local roadway system during the 
construction period.  Construction of the proposed project will not result in lane closures and roadways 
within the landside and airside areas of the project area will be kept clear and unobstructed at all times 
in accordance with FAA, State Fire Marshal, and Los Angeles Fire Code regulations, and thereby will 
not create a significant impact.  In addition, there are several LAX Master Plan (LAWA approved) 
commitments and mitigation measures that the proposed project will comply with that further reduce 
the potential for impacts.  Following are those LAWA approved commitments and mitigation 
measures that are applicable to the proposed project and were assumed in the analysis herein: 

ST-2.  Non-Peak CTA Deliveries. 

Deliveries to the CTA terminal reconstruction projects will be limited to non-peak traffic hours 
whenever possible. 

ST-9.  Construction Deliveries. 

Construction deliveries requiring lane closures shall receive prior approval from the Construction 
Coordination Office.  Notification of deliveries shall be made with sufficient time to allow for any 
modifications to approved traffic detour plans. 

ST-12.  Designated Truck Delivery Hours. 

Truck deliveries shall be encouraged to use night-time hours and shall avoid the peak periods of 7:00 
a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. 

ST-14.  Construction Employee Shift Hours. 

Shift hours that do not coincide with the heaviest commuter traffic periods (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m., 
4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.) will be established.  Work periods will be extended to include weekends and 
multiple work shifts, to the extent possible and necessary. 
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ST-18.  Construction Traffic Management Plan. 

A complete construction traffic plan will be developed to designate detour and/or haul routes, variable 
message and other sign locations, communication methods with airport passengers, construction 
deliveries, construction employee shift hours, construction employee parking locations and other 
relevant factors. 

ST-22.  Designated Truck Routes. 

For dirt and aggregate and all other materials and equipment, truck deliveries will be on designated 
routes only (freeways and non-residential streets).  Every effort will be made for routes to avoid 
residential frontages.  The designated routes on City of Los Angeles streets are subject to approval by 
LADOT's Bureau of Traffic Management and may include, but will not necessarily be limited to: 
Pershing Drive (Westchester Parkway to Imperial Highway); Florence Avenue (Aviation Boulevard to 
I-405); Manchester Boulevard (Aviation Boulevard to I-405); Aviation Boulevard (Manchester 
Avenue to Imperial Highway); Westchester Parkway/Arbor Vitae Street (Pershing Drive to I-405); 
Century Boulevard (Sepulveda Boulevard to I-405); Imperial Highway (Pershing Drive to I-405); La 
Cienega Boulevard (north of Imperial Highway); Airport Boulevard (Arbor Vitae Street to Century 
Boulevard); Sepulveda Boulevard (Westchester Parkway to Imperial Highway); I-405; and I-105. 

MM-ST-1.  Require CTA Construction Vehicles to Use Designated Lanes. 

Whenever feasible, construction vehicles shall be restricted to designated roadways or lanes of traffic 
on CTA roadways adjacent to the existing close-in parking, thus limiting the mix of construction 
vehicles and airport traffic. 

MM-ST-2.  Modify CTA Signage. 

During construction, additional signage will be installed, as required, to separate construction traffic 
from non-construction traffic to the extent feasible. 

MM-ST-14.  Ground Transportation/Construction Coordination Office Outreach Program. 

The construction coordination office proposed in Master Plan Commitment C-1, Establishment of a 
Ground Transportation/Construction Coordination Office, shall establish appropriate mechanisms to 
involve and coordinate with other major airport-area development projects to the extent feasible, to 
ensure that the cumulative impacts of construction in the airport area are coordinated and minimized. 

As discussed in Response No. XIII.a. above, the proposed project will not increase existing 
passenger capacity or aircraft parking capacity at LAX, nor will it increase the number of employees 
traveling to LAX each day.  The operation of the proposed project will not generate any increase in 
traffic.   

Therefore, the impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the proposed project involves the temporary 
closure of Gates 70A and 71A at Terminal 7.  Temporary removal of these gates will result in 
additional flights being routed to gates at Concourse 8 and possibly Terminal 6; however, the rerouting 
of flights to various gates throughout the airport is a common occurrence and will not result in a 
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change in air traffic patterns or increase in airport operations.  Therefore, the impact is less than 
significant and no mitigation is required. 

d. Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

No Impact.  Construction equipment will be required to use local roadways; however, this is 
not anticipated to create a safety hazard.  In addition, no lane closures are anticipated that will cause or 
increase hazards.  Design of the project is such that it will not substantially increase hazards (regarding 
additional light and glare, refer to Response No. I.d. above) and the project will occur at an existing 
terminal, which is a compatible use.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will not 
increase a safety hazard and no mitigation is required. 

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the proposed project will include construction 
staging adjacent to Terminal 7 at the area currently designated Gates 70A and 71A.  Although 
construction of the proposed project will temporarily close Gates 70A and 71A, which are 
immediately adjacent to the northern portion of the Terminal 7 concourse, emergency access will be 
kept clear and unobstructed at all times during construction in accordance with FAA, State Fire 
Marshal, and Los Angeles Fire Code regulations.  Therefore, the impact is less than significant and no 
mitigation is required. 

f. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? 

No Impact.  Implementation of the proposed project is within the LAX boundary and will not 
conflict with, nor hinder performance of policies, plans, or programs regarding alternative forms of 
transportation.  Therefore, no impact will occur and no mitigation is required. 

XVII. UTILITIES.  Would the project: 

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality 
Control Board? 

No Impact.  Sanitary wastewater generated by activities at the project site is treated at the 
Hyperion Treatment Plant.  The City of Los Angeles has an approved plan to accommodate future and 
cumulative wastewater treatment capacity and is implementing the components that comprise its plan 
through the monitoring of triggers (i.e., population growth, regulatory changes, and other policy 
decisions) as part of their implementation strategy.  The proposed project will not increase existing 
employment or passenger capacity at LAX or otherwise affect wastewater generation.  Therefore, no 
impact on wastewater treatment is anticipated with implementation of the proposed project and no 
mitigation is required. 

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

No Impact.  The proposed project will not increase existing employment or passenger capacity 
at LAX or otherwise affect water use or wastewater generation.  As such, implementation of the 
proposed project will not require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
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facilities or expansion of existing facilities.  Therefore, no impact to water or wastewater facilities will 
occur with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. 

c. Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

No Impact.  The proposed project will not change the amount of permeable surface areas, 
drainage patterns, or affect stormwater drainage systems.  Therefore, no impact on stormwater 
drainage facilities will occur with the implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is 
required. 

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements 
and resource, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

No Impact.  The LADWP is the water purveyor for the project site.  LADWP is responsible for 
supplying, treating, and distributing water within the City.  According to LADWP, it has met the 
immediate needs of its customers and is well positioned to continue to do so in the future.39  The 
proposed project will not increase existing employment or passenger capacity at LAX or otherwise 
affect water use.  As such, no new or expanded water supply entitlements are needed.  Therefore, no 
impact on water supply will occur with implementation of the proposed project and no mitigation is 
required. 

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may 
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand 
in addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

No Impact.  As discussed in Response Nos. XVII.a. and b. above, the proposed project will not 
increase employment or passenger capacity at LAX or otherwise affect wastewater generation.  
Therefore, no impact to wastewater facilities will occur and no mitigation is required. 

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's 
solid waste disposal needs? 

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

f-g.  Less Than Significant Impact.  Construction of the proposed project will result in 
excavation associated with the strengthening of building supports (i.e., installation of piles, placement 
of collars around existing foundation, and associated concrete slab work), which will generate 
approximately 2,500 cubic yards of materials that will need to be exported from the site.  Additionally, 
modifications to the existing buildings, including interior renovations, will generate debris that will be 
exported to other sites off-airport.  It is anticipated that all solid waste from the project site will be 
taken to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill.  The Sunshine Canyon Landfill is a Class III landfill located at 
14747 San Fernando Road in Sylmar, CA, approximately 82 miles from the project site.  Sunshine 
Canyon Landfill is owned and operated by BFI, and has a maximum permitted throughput of 12,100 
tons per day, with 5,500 tons per day allotted for City use and 6,600 for County use.40  As of July 31, 
2007, this facility had a remaining capacity of 112,300,000 cubic yards, and currently has an estimated 
                                                           
39 City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Urban Water Management Plan, 2010. 
40  Sunshine Canyon Landfill website, 2010. Challenges. Available at: 

http://www.sunshinecanyonlandfill.com/home/Future_Challenges.html. Last accessed October 2012. 
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closure date of 2037.41  The waste types accepted at this facility include construction and demolition 
debris, green materials, industrial, inert, and mixed municipal.  

The solid waste generated from construction of the proposed project will be negligible when 
compared to the total solid waste disposed of on a daily and annual basis and the current capacity 
available at the Sunshine Landfill.  Operation of the proposed project will not increase employment or 
passenger capacity at LAX or otherwise affect solid waste generation.  In addition, the proposed 
project will include compliance with LAWA approved LAX Master Plan Commitments SW-1 thru 
SW-3, below, which will ensure that solid waste impacts are less than significant.  The applicable 
LAX Master Plan Commitments are as follows: 

LAX Master Plan Commitment SW-1.  Implement an Enhanced Recycling Program: LAWA will 
enhance their existing recycling program, based on successful programs at other airports and similar 
facilities.  Features of the enhanced recycling program will include: expansion of the existing terminal 
recycling program to all terminals, including new terminals; development of a recycling program at 
LAX Northside/Westchester Southside; lease provisions requiring that tenants meet specified 
diversion goals; and preference for recycled materials during procurement where, practical and 
appropriate. 

Note: Subsequent to the approval of the LAX Master Plan, LAWA adopted the "LAWA Sustainable 
Airport Planning, Design and Construction Guidelines" for implementation on all airport projects.  
These Guidelines provide goals and performance standards for recycling of materials during both 
construction and operation of airport facilities in accordance with the provisions of Master Plan 
Commitment SW-1.  LAWA has also implemented an enhanced recycling program at LAX as outlined 
in the "LAX Recycling Plan" which provides updated guidelines for recycling operations at LAX. 
 
LAX Master Plan Commitment SW-2. Requirements for the Use of Recycled Materials during 
Construction:  LAWA will require, where feasible, that contractors use a specified minimum 
percentage of recycled materials during construction of LAX Master Plan improvements.  The 
percentage of recycled materials required will be specified in the construction bid documents.  
Recycled materials may include, but are not limited to, asphalt, drywall, steel, aluminum, ceramic tile, 
cellulose insulation, and composite engineered wood products.  The use of recycled materials in LAX 
Master Plan construction will help to reduce the project's reliance upon virgin materials and support 
the recycled materials market, decreasing the quantity of solid waste requiring disposal. 

LAX Master Plan Commitment SW-3. Requirements for the Recycling of Construction and 
Demolition Waste:  LAWA will require that contractors recycle a specified minimum percentage of 
waste materials generated during demolition and construction.  The percentage of waste materials 
required to be recycled will be specified in the construction bid documents.  Waste materials to be 
recycled may include, but are not limited to, asphalt, concrete, drywall, steel, aluminum, ceramic tile, 
and architectural details. 

                                                           
41 California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB)/CalRecycle.  2010. Active Landfills Profile for Sunshine 

Canyon Landfill (19-AA-0052).  Available at:  http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/19-AA-
2000/Detail/. Last accessed October 2012 
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Therefore, implementation of the proposed project will be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs and comply with federal, 
state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste.  The impact is less than significant 
impact and no mitigation is required. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project is located on a disturbed site within a 
developed airport.  There are no plants or animal species listed on any state of federal lists for 
endangered, threatened or special status species or riparian/wetland areas, trees, or wildlife movement 
corridors at the project site.  Therefore, the proposed project will not have an impact on biological 
resources. 

There are no known cultural resources located on-site and the proposed project is located on a 
previously developed highly disturbed site.  Further, it does not involve extensive excavation and thus 
will not result in destruction of archaeological or paleontological resources.  However, the main 
construction staging area for the proposed project is located at UAL’s maintenance and cargo 
operations, which is within the designated Intermediate Terminal Complex and is eligible for local and 
state designation for its association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage.  Currently, UAL operates maintenance and cargo 
operations from the area designated as the Intermediate Terminal Complex.  Construction staging 
activities include equipment and materials storage, construction worker parking, and construction 
office space.  The construction staging activities are consistent with the current activities that occur 
within this area and the construction activities will not impact or alter the Intermediate Terminal 
Complex buildings or their setting.  In addition, the construction staging area in this area will be 
temporary (last the approximate 18- to 20-month construction time frame).  Therefore, a substantial 
adverse change in significance of the Intermediate Terminal Complex will not occur.  Operation of the 
proposed project will not affect the Intermediate Terminal Complex area. 

Therefore, the impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 
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b. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of an 
individual project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future 
projects). 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The environmental analysis in the sections above indicates that 
the proposed project will have a no impact on agricultural and forest resources, biological resources, land 
use and planning, population and housing, mineral resources, and recreation.  In addition, the analysis 
above found that implementation of the proposed project will have less than significant impact on 
aesthetics, air quality, cultural resources, geology and soils, GHG, hazards and hazardous materials, 
hydrology and water quality, noise, public services, transportation/circulation, and utilities.  By its very 
nature, climate change is a cumulative phenomenon and is not possible to link a single project to specific 
climatological changes; therefore the GHG emission analysis completed in Response No. VII., 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, is a cumulative analysis.   

To evaluate the proposed project’s contribution to cumulative impacts, a list of applicable past, approved, 
and pending projects (known as “related projects”) in the project vicinity were identified.  Following is a 
list of the projects:  
 

1. South Airfield Improvement Project 
2. Runway 7L/25R East End Reconstruction 
3. Runway 7L/25R West End Runway Safety Area (RSA) Improvements 
4. Runway 6L/24R East End RSA Improvements 
5. Runway 6R/24L East End RSA Improvements 
6. Taxiway R 
7. Taxilane S and Taxiway T 
8. Midfield Satellite Concourse Taxiways 
9. American Eagle Commuter Facility Improvements 
10. West Aircraft Maintenance Area 
11. Bradley West Project 
12. Midfield Satellite Concourse 
13. North Terminals Improvements 
14. South Terminals Improvements 
15. New Passenger Processor 
16. Manchester Square/Belford 
17. Coastal Dunes Improvements 
18. Central Utility Plant Replacement 
19. LAX Northside 
20. Westchester Golf Course 3-Hole Expansion 
21. Metro Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor and Station 
22. Metro Green Line to LAX Project 
23. City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation Stormwater Infiltration and Treatment Facility 
24. Relocatable Aircraft Maintenance Hanger 
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LAX SPAS Development and Miscellaneous Terminal Improvements (such as ongoing maintenance 
activities/improvements within the CTA) are not on Figure 7 because they occur at multiple locations 
throughout the airport.  Figure 7 illustrates the location of the above projects in relationship to the project 
site.  The operation of the proposed project is terminal improvements that will not expand or increase 
passenger or aircraft use of the facility; therefore, the project will not contribute to a cumulatively 
considerable impact.  It is anticipated (based on current project schedules) that construction of several of 
the related projects could overlap with the proposed project’s construction, which is estimated to begin in 
2013 and occur over continuous multiple phases through 2015.  Potential cumulative impacts could occur 
during construction due to the proximity of the related projects to the project site and overlap in the 
construction period; therefore, the proposed project could contribute to cumulative impacts during 
construction.  However, based on the nature and location of the proposed project (i.e., modernization of 
UAL’s operations at LAX to meet the evolving federal security requirements) and the limited extent of 
the improvements (as detailed in each resource analysis above, construction-related impacts related to the 
proposed project were determined to be less than significant), the project’s contribution to the potential 
for construction-related cumulative impacts is not cumulatively considerable.42  Therefore, the impact is 
less than significant and no mitigation is required. 
 

c. Does the project have environmental effects which cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in the analysis above, implementation of the 
proposed project will result in a less than significant impact related to air quality and geology and soils, 
and no impact associated with biological resources.  Therefore, no environmental effect which could 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly is associated with the 
proposed project.  The impact is less than significant and no mitigation is required. 

  

                                                           
42 South Coast Air Quality Management District, White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative 

Impacts from Air Pollution, August 2003. 
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UAL T-7 Improvements 
Emissions Summary

Table 1. Construction Emissions Summary - Criteria Pollutants
Maximum Daily Emissions (pounds per day)

Year ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5
2013 6 48 29 0 19 3
2014 4 24 19 0 2 2
2015 48 25 21 0 2 2

Maximum 48 48 29 0 19 3
SCAQMD Construction Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55

Significant Impact? No No No No No No
Note:
PM10 and PM2.5 emissions include watering for Rule 403 compliance.

Table 2. Operational Emissions Summary - Criteria Pollutants
Maximum Daily Emissions (pounds per day)

Source ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5
Architectural Coatings 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Natural Gas Combustion 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.48 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

SCAQMD Operation Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Significant Impact? No No No No No No

Table 3. Construction Emissions Summary - Greenhouse Gases
Annual Emissions (metric tons per year)

Year CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e
2013 167 0 0 167
2014 377 0 0 378
2015 104 0 0 105
Total 648 0 0 649

Amortized Emissions 22 0 0 22
Note:
Project Lifetime = 30 years

Table 4. Operational Emissions Summary - Greenhouse Gases
Annual Emissions (metric tons per year)

Source CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Electricity 342 0 0 343
Natural Gas 3 0 0 3

Total 346 0 0 347
Total Operations + Construction 367 0 0 368

Note:

Emissions assume that building is 15 percent more efficient than Title 24.

Table 5. GHG Emissions Increase (Project Increment)
Annual Emissions (metric tons per year)

Scenario CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e
Proposed Project 367 0 0 368
Existing Conditions 382 0 0 383
Emissions Difference -14 0 0 -14



UAL T-7 Improvements
Existing Building Energy Consumption

Table 6. Proposed Project Area

Facility

Proposed 
Square 
Footage

Existing Square 
Footage 

Replacement Note
TSA Exempt 

Square Footage
Net Program 
Area Increase

13,025 From T-7
4,000 From T-7
6,000 From T-7
2,790 Elevator Lobby

United Club Lounge* 29,000 25,815 3,185
Mechanical Room** 25,000 7,100 7,000 10,900
TSA Offices & Breakroom 4,900 2,700 2,200 -
Concourse Level SSCP Area 8,250 8,250 -
Apron Level Drip Line Area 8,250 8,250 -
Total 75,400 35,615 25,700 14,085
Notes:

* Net program area increase minus enabling projects.

** Mechanical room increase of 11,000 s.f. due to size and volume increase, and smoke evacuation system for TSA checkpoint.

Electricity Emissions

Electricity Intensity 18.33 kWh/sq. ft.
Annual Electricity Usage 652.75 MWh/year

Table 7. Electricity Emissions
Intensity Factor Emissions CO2e Emissions

Pollutant (lb/MWh) (metric tons/year) GWP (metric tons/year)
CO2 1,238.52 366.71 1 366.71
CH4 0.029 0.01 21 0.18
N2O 0.011 0.00 310 1.01

Total n/a n/a n/a 367.90
Note:

Intensity factors from CalEEMod (Version 2011.1.1) for Los Angeles Department of Water & Power.

Natural Gas Emissions

Natural Gas Intensity 7.63 cf/sq. ft.
Annual Natural Gas Usage 279.59 MMBtu/year

Table 8. Natural Gas Emissions
Emission Factor Emissions CO2e Emissions

Pollutant (kg/MMBtu) (metric tons/year) GWP (metric tons/year)
CO2 53.06 14.83 1 14.83
CH4 0.005 0.00 21 0.03
N2O 0.001 0.00 310 0.09

Total n/a n/a n/a 14.95
Note:

CO2 emission factors from CCAR General Reporting Protocol, Appendix C, Table C.7.

CH4 and N2O emission factors from CCAR General Reporting Protocol, Appendix C, Table C.8.



Conversions
1,000 kWh/MWh
453.6 g/lb

1,000,000 g/metric ton

Note:

CalEEMod User's Guide states that emission factors for natural gas combustion are based on CCAR.

Natural gas emission factor source:

California Climate Action Registry. 2009. General Reporting Protocol, Version 3.1. Accessed on: October 18, 2012. Available from: 
http://www.climateregistry.org/resources/docs/protocols/grp/GRP_3.1_January2009.pdf.
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Construction Phase - Schedule estimated from project description

Land Use -

Project Characteristics -

Trips and VMT - 82 miles to closest landfill; all workers and vendor trips rounded up to even numbers to account for two one-way trips per worker or 
vendor per day.

Vehicle Trips - No increase in passengers

Grading - No fugitive dust emissions from site preparation would occur

Demolition -

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

UAL T-7 Improvements

1.1 Land Usage

Regional Shopping Center 75.4 1000sqft

Land Uses Size Metric

1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

11

Wind Speed (m/s)

Precipitation Freq (Days)

2.2

33

1.3 User Entered Comments

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

Date: 10/26/2012CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2011.1.1
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Solid Waste - No increase in passengers

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Watering required by SCAQMD Rule 403

Energy Mitigation - CALGreen building code recommends that green buildings be at least 15 percent more efficient than Title 24.

Water And Wastewater - No increase in passengers

Consumer Products - No increase in passengers

Landscape Equipment - No increase in landscaped area

Energy Use - Electricity usage decreased to remove Mechanical Room and Apron Level Drip Line Area (no energy would be supplied to these areas)

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction

2014 0.58 3.10 2.46 0.00 0.06 0.20 0.26 0.00 0.20 0.20 0.00 376.51 376.51 0.05 0.00 377.50

2015 1.02 0.80 0.67 0.00 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 104.32 104.32 0.01 0.00 104.57

2013 0.23 1.54 1.04 0.00 0.30 0.09 0.40 0.01 0.09 0.10 0.00 166.67 166.67 0.02 0.00 167.05

Total 1.83 5.44 4.17 0.00 0.38 0.34 0.73 0.01 0.34 0.35 0.00 647.50 647.50 0.08 0.00 649.12

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction
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2.1 Overall Construction

2014 0.58 3.10 2.46 0.00 0.06 0.20 0.26 0.00 0.20 0.20 0.00 376.51 376.51 0.05 0.00 377.50

2015 1.02 0.80 0.67 0.00 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 104.32 104.32 0.01 0.00 104.57

2013 0.23 1.54 1.04 0.00 0.29 0.09 0.38 0.00 0.09 0.10 0.00 166.67 166.67 0.02 0.00 167.05

Total 1.83 5.44 4.17 0.00 0.37 0.34 0.71 0.00 0.34 0.35 0.00 647.50 647.50 0.08 0.00 649.12

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction

2.2 Overall Operational

Waste 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mobile 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Area 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 363.45 363.45 0.01 0.00 364.64

Water 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 363.45 363.45 0.01 0.00 364.64

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Operational
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2.2 Overall Operational

Waste 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mobile 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Area 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Energy 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 345.63 345.63 0.01 0.00 346.76

Water 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 345.63 345.63 0.01 0.00 346.76

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Operational

3.0 Construction Detail

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area
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3.2 Demolition - 2013

Off-Road 0.10 0.73 0.45 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 68.00 68.00 0.01 0.00 68.17

Fugitive Dust 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.10 0.73 0.45 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 68.00 68.00 0.01 0.00 68.17

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.94 2.94 0.00 0.00 2.94

Hauling 0.02 0.17 0.09 0.00 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 24.64 24.64 0.00 0.00 24.66

Total 0.02 0.17 0.11 0.00 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 27.58 27.58 0.00 0.00 27.60

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.2 Demolition - 2013

Off-Road 0.10 0.73 0.45 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 68.00 68.00 0.01 0.00 68.17

Fugitive Dust 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.10 0.73 0.45 0.00 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 68.00 68.00 0.01 0.00 68.17

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.94 2.94 0.00 0.00 2.94

Hauling 0.02 0.17 0.09 0.00 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 24.64 24.64 0.00 0.00 24.66

Total 0.02 0.17 0.11 0.00 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 27.58 27.58 0.00 0.00 27.60

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2013

Off-Road 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.90 5.90 0.00 0.00 5.91

Fugitive Dust 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 5.90 5.90 0.00 0.00 5.91

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2013

Off-Road 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.90 5.90 0.00 0.00 5.91

Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.90 5.90 0.00 0.00 5.91

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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Vendor 0.00 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.76 6.76 0.00 0.00 6.76

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.97 5.97 0.00 0.00 5.98

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.05 0.07 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.73 12.73 0.00 0.00 12.74

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2013

Off-Road 0.10 0.52 0.37 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 52.27 52.27 0.01 0.00 52.45

Total 0.10 0.52 0.37 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 52.27 52.27 0.01 0.00 52.45

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.00 0.05 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.76 6.76 0.00 0.00 6.76

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.97 5.97 0.00 0.00 5.98

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.05 0.07 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.73 12.73 0.00 0.00 12.74

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2013

Off-Road 0.10 0.52 0.37 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 52.27 52.27 0.01 0.00 52.45

Total 0.10 0.52 0.37 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 52.27 52.27 0.01 0.00 52.45

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.02 0.24 0.17 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 39.28 39.28 0.00 0.00 39.30

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.22 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 34.06 34.06 0.00 0.00 34.10

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.04 0.26 0.39 0.00 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 73.34 73.34 0.00 0.00 73.40

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2014

Off-Road 0.54 2.84 2.08 0.00 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.00 303.18 303.18 0.04 0.00 304.10

Total 0.54 2.84 2.08 0.00 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.00 303.18 303.18 0.04 0.00 304.10

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.02 0.24 0.17 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 39.28 39.28 0.00 0.00 39.30

Worker 0.02 0.02 0.22 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 34.06 34.06 0.00 0.00 34.10

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.04 0.26 0.39 0.00 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 73.34 73.34 0.00 0.00 73.40

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2014

Off-Road 0.54 2.84 2.08 0.00 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.00 303.18 303.18 0.04 0.00 304.10

Total 0.54 2.84 2.08 0.00 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.00 303.18 303.18 0.04 0.00 304.10

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.26 10.26 0.00 0.00 10.26

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.70 8.70 0.00 0.00 8.71

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.96 18.96 0.00 0.00 18.97

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2015

Off-Road 0.13 0.68 0.53 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 78.99 78.99 0.01 0.00 79.21

Total 0.13 0.68 0.53 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 78.99 78.99 0.01 0.00 79.21

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction On-Site



14 of 24

3.4 Building Construction - 2015

Off-Road 0.13 0.68 0.53 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 78.99 78.99 0.01 0.00 79.21

Total 0.13 0.68 0.53 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.00 78.99 78.99 0.01 0.00 79.21

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.01 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.26 10.26 0.00 0.00 10.26

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.70 8.70 0.00 0.00 8.71

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.01 0.06 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.96 18.96 0.00 0.00 18.97

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.5 Architectural Coating - 2015

Off-Road 0.01 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.10 5.10 0.00 0.00 5.11

Archit. Coating 0.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.88 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.10 5.10 0.00 0.00 5.11

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.28 1.28 0.00 0.00 1.28

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.28 1.28 0.00 0.00 1.28

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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4.0 Mobile Detail

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.28 1.28 0.00 0.00 1.28

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.28 1.28 0.00 0.00 1.28

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.5 Architectural Coating - 2015

Off-Road 0.01 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.10 5.10 0.00 0.00 5.11

Archit. Coating 0.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.88 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.10 5.10 0.00 0.00 5.11

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Unmitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Regional Shopping Center 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Regional Shopping Center 8.90 13.30 7.40 16.30 64.70 19.00

Miles Trip %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW

5.0 Energy Detail
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Electricity 
Mitigated

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 342.21 342.21 0.01 0.00 343.32

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.41 3.41 0.00 0.00 3.43

Electricity 
Unmitigated

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 359.62 359.62 0.01 0.00 360.79

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.82 3.82 0.00 0.00 3.85

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Regional 
Shopping Center

71630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.82 3.82 0.00 0.00 3.85

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.82 3.82 0.00 0.00 3.85

NaturalGas Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Exceed Title 24
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5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Regional 
Shopping Center

640146 359.62 0.01 0.00 360.79

Total 359.62 0.01 0.00 360.79

Electricity Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kWh tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Regional 
Shopping Center

63939.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.41 3.41 0.00 0.00 3.43

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.41 3.41 0.00 0.00 3.43

NaturalGas Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

Unmitigated 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Regional 
Shopping Center

609157 342.21 0.01 0.00 343.32

Total 342.21 0.01 0.00 343.32

Electricity Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kWh tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail

Consumer 
Products

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Landscaping 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Architectural 
Coating

0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Consumer 
Products

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Landscaping 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Architectural 
Coating

0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated
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7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

7.2 Water by Land Use

Regional 
Shopping Center

0 / 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Indoor/Outdoor 
Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use Mgal tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated

Unmitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category tons/yr MT/yr
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.2 Water by Land Use

Regional 
Shopping Center

0 / 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Indoor/Outdoor 
Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use Mgal tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated

8.0 Waste Detail

Unmitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

tons/yr MT/yr

Category/Year
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9.0 Vegetation

Regional 
Shopping Center

0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Waste 
Disposed

ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use tons tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated

8.2 Waste by Land Use

Regional 
Shopping Center

0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Waste 
Disposed

ROG NOx CO SO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use tons tons/yr MT/yr

Unmitigated
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Construction Phase - Schedule estimated from project description

Land Use -

Project Characteristics -

Trips and VMT - 82 miles to closest landfill; all workers and vendor trips rounded up to even numbers to account for two one-way trips per worker or 
vendor per day.

Vehicle Trips - No increase in passengers

Grading - No fugitive dust emissions from site preparation would occur

Demolition -

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

UAL T-7 Improvements

1.1 Land Usage

Regional Shopping Center 75.4 1000sqft

Land Uses Size Metric

1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

11

Wind Speed (m/s)

Precipitation Freq (Days)

2.2

33

1.3 User Entered Comments

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

Date: 10/26/2012CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2011.1.1
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Solid Waste - No increase in passengers

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Watering required by SCAQMD Rule 403

Energy Mitigation - CALGreen building code recommends that green buildings be at least 15 percent more efficient than Title 24.

Water And Wastewater - No increase in passengers

Consumer Products - No increase in passengers

Landscape Equipment - No increase in landscaped area

Energy Use - Electricity usage decreased to remove Mechanical Room and Apron Level Drip Line Area (no energy would be supplied to these areas)

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

2014 4.47 23.73 18.84 0.03 0.48 1.53 2.02 0.02 1.53 1.56 0.00 3,197.72 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,206.08

2015 48.16 24.55 20.57 0.04 0.57 1.60 2.18 0.03 1.60 1.63 0.00 3,547.97 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,556.44

2013 6.06 47.36 29.40 0.05 16.64 2.72 19.36 2.90 2.72 4.51 0.00 5,556.79 0.00 0.51 0.00 5,567.48

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

2014 4.47 23.73 18.84 0.03 0.48 1.53 2.02 0.02 1.53 1.56 0.00 3,197.72 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,206.08

2015 48.16 24.55 20.57 0.04 0.57 1.60 2.18 0.03 1.60 1.63 0.00 3,547.97 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,556.44

2013 6.06 47.36 29.40 0.05 16.08 2.72 18.80 1.13 2.72 2.78 0.00 5,556.79 0.00 0.51 0.00 5,567.48

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction
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Energy 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

Mobile 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Area 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Operational

2.2 Overall Operational

Energy 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

Mobile 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Area 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Operational

3.0 Construction Detail
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3.2 Demolition - 2013

Off-Road 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

Fugitive Dust 0.92 0.00 0.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 0.92 2.29 3.21 0.00 2.29 2.29 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.09 0.09 1.09 0.00 0.21 0.01 0.22 0.01 0.01 0.02 179.88 0.01 180.10

Hauling 0.90 8.82 4.64 0.01 15.50 0.42 15.93 0.05 0.42 0.47 1,430.44 0.04 1,431.35

Total 0.99 8.91 5.73 0.01 15.71 0.43 16.15 0.06 0.43 0.49 1,610.32 0.05 1,611.45

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area
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3.2 Demolition - 2013

Off-Road 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 0.00 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

Fugitive Dust 0.36 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 0.36 2.29 2.65 0.00 2.29 2.29 0.00 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.09 0.09 1.09 0.00 0.21 0.01 0.22 0.01 0.01 0.02 179.88 0.01 180.10

Hauling 0.90 8.82 4.64 0.01 15.50 0.42 15.93 0.05 0.42 0.47 1,430.44 0.04 1,431.35

Total 0.99 8.91 5.73 0.01 15.71 0.43 16.15 0.06 0.43 0.49 1,610.32 0.05 1,611.45

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2013

Off-Road 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 1.60 1.60 1.60 1.60 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

Fugitive Dust 5.27 0.00 5.27 2.90 0.00 2.90 0.00

Total 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 5.27 1.60 6.87 2.90 1.60 4.50 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.05 0.05 0.62 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 102.79 0.01 102.92

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.05 0.05 0.62 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 102.79 0.01 102.92

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.05 0.05 0.62 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 102.79 0.01 102.92

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.05 0.05 0.62 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 102.79 0.01 102.92

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.3 Site Preparation - 2013

Off-Road 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 1.60 1.60 1.60 1.60 0.00 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

Fugitive Dust 2.06 0.00 2.06 1.13 0.00 1.13 0.00

Total 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 2.06 1.60 3.66 1.13 1.60 2.73 0.00 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.20 2.03 1.32 0.00 0.11 0.07 0.19 0.01 0.07 0.08 332.10 0.01 332.31

Worker 0.16 0.16 1.87 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 308.36 0.02 308.75

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.36 2.19 3.19 0.00 0.48 0.08 0.57 0.02 0.08 0.11 640.46 0.03 641.06

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2013

Off-Road 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

Total 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.20 2.03 1.32 0.00 0.11 0.07 0.19 0.01 0.07 0.08 332.10 0.01 332.31

Worker 0.16 0.16 1.87 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 308.36 0.02 308.75

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.36 2.19 3.19 0.00 0.48 0.08 0.57 0.02 0.08 0.11 640.46 0.03 641.06

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2013

Off-Road 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 0.00 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

Total 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 0.00 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.18 1.85 1.19 0.00 0.11 0.07 0.18 0.01 0.07 0.07 332.76 0.01 332.95

Worker 0.15 0.15 1.72 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 303.38 0.02 303.74

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.33 2.00 2.91 0.00 0.48 0.08 0.56 0.02 0.08 0.10 636.14 0.03 636.69

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2014

Off-Road 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

Total 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.18 1.85 1.19 0.00 0.11 0.07 0.18 0.01 0.07 0.07 332.76 0.01 332.95

Worker 0.15 0.15 1.72 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 303.38 0.02 303.74

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.33 2.00 2.91 0.00 0.48 0.08 0.56 0.02 0.08 0.10 636.14 0.03 636.69

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2014

Off-Road 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 0.00 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

Total 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 0.00 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.16 1.68 1.08 0.00 0.11 0.06 0.17 0.01 0.06 0.07 333.58 0.01 333.75

Worker 0.14 0.13 1.59 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 297.29 0.02 297.63

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.30 1.81 2.67 0.00 0.48 0.07 0.55 0.02 0.07 0.10 630.87 0.03 631.38

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2015

Off-Road 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

Total 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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3.4 Building Construction - 2015

Off-Road 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 0.00 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

Total 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 0.00 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.16 1.68 1.08 0.00 0.11 0.06 0.17 0.01 0.06 0.07 333.58 0.01 333.75

Worker 0.14 0.13 1.59 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 297.29 0.02 297.63

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.30 1.81 2.67 0.00 0.48 0.07 0.55 0.02 0.07 0.10 630.87 0.03 631.38

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.5 Architectural Coating - 2015

Off-Road 0.41 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 281.19 0.04 281.96

Archit. Coating 43.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 44.06 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 281.19 0.04 281.96

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.40 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 74.32 0.00 74.41

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.03 0.03 0.40 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 74.32 0.00 74.41

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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4.0 Mobile Detail

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.40 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 74.32 0.00 74.41

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.03 0.03 0.40 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 74.32 0.00 74.41

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.5 Architectural Coating - 2015

Off-Road 0.41 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.00 281.19 0.04 281.96

Archit. Coating 43.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 44.06 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.00 281.19 0.04 281.96

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Unmitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Regional Shopping Center 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Regional Shopping Center 8.90 13.30 7.40 16.30 64.70 19.00

Miles Trip %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW

5.0 Energy Detail
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Regional 
Shopping Center

196.247 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

Total 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

NaturalGas Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Exceed Title 24
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

Unmitigated 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Regional 
Shopping Center

0.175176 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

Total 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

NaturalGas Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU lb/day lb/day

Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail

Consumer 
Products

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Landscaping 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Architectural 
Coating

0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Mitigated

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Consumer 
Products

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Landscaping 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Architectural 
Coating

0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

9.0 Vegetation



1 of 21

Construction Phase - Schedule estimated from project description

Land Use -

Project Characteristics -

Trips and VMT - 82 miles to closest landfill; all workers and vendor trips rounded up to even numbers to account for two one-way trips per worker or 
vendor per day.

Vehicle Trips - No increase in passengers

Grading - No fugitive dust emissions from site preparation would occur

Demolition -

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

UAL T-7 Improvements

1.1 Land Usage

Regional Shopping Center 75.4 1000sqft

Land Uses Size Metric

1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization

Climate Zone

Urban

11

Wind Speed (m/s)

Precipitation Freq (Days)

2.2

33

1.3 User Entered Comments

1.0 Project Characteristics

Utility Company Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

Date: 10/26/2012CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2011.1.1
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Solid Waste - No increase in passengers

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Watering required by SCAQMD Rule 403

Energy Mitigation - CALGreen building code recommends that green buildings be at least 15 percent more efficient than Title 24.

Water And Wastewater - No increase in passengers

Consumer Products - No increase in passengers

Landscape Equipment - No increase in landscaped area

Energy Use - Electricity usage decreased to remove Mechanical Room and Apron Level Drip Line Area (no energy would be supplied to these areas)

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

2014 4.49 23.84 18.91 0.03 0.48 1.54 2.02 0.02 1.54 1.56 0.00 3,172.98 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,181.33

2015 48.19 24.64 20.62 0.04 0.57 1.61 2.18 0.03 1.61 1.63 0.00 3,518.10 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,526.57

2013 6.08 47.96 29.43 0.05 16.64 2.72 19.36 2.90 2.72 4.51 0.00 5,541.89 0.00 0.51 0.00 5,552.57

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

2014 4.49 23.84 18.91 0.03 0.48 1.54 2.02 0.02 1.54 1.56 0.00 3,172.98 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,181.33

2015 48.19 24.64 20.62 0.04 0.57 1.61 2.18 0.03 1.61 1.63 0.00 3,518.10 0.00 0.40 0.00 3,526.57

2013 6.08 47.96 29.43 0.05 16.08 2.72 18.80 1.13 2.72 2.78 0.00 5,541.89 0.00 0.51 0.00 5,552.57

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Year lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction
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Energy 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

Mobile 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Area 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Operational

2.2 Overall Operational

Energy 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

Mobile 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Area 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Operational

3.0 Construction Detail
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3.2 Demolition - 2013

Off-Road 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

Fugitive Dust 0.92 0.00 0.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 0.92 2.29 3.21 0.00 2.29 2.29 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.10 0.11 1.03 0.00 0.21 0.01 0.22 0.01 0.01 0.02 166.64 0.01 166.86

Hauling 0.90 9.40 4.73 0.01 15.50 0.42 15.93 0.05 0.42 0.47 1,428.77 0.04 1,429.68

Total 1.00 9.51 5.76 0.01 15.71 0.43 16.15 0.06 0.43 0.49 1,595.41 0.05 1,596.54

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

Water Exposed Area
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3.2 Demolition - 2013

Off-Road 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.29 0.00 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

Fugitive Dust 0.36 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 5.07 38.45 23.67 0.04 0.36 2.29 2.65 0.00 2.29 2.29 0.00 3,946.47 0.46 3,956.03

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.10 0.11 1.03 0.00 0.21 0.01 0.22 0.01 0.01 0.02 166.64 0.01 166.86

Hauling 0.90 9.40 4.73 0.01 15.50 0.42 15.93 0.05 0.42 0.47 1,428.77 0.04 1,429.68

Total 1.00 9.51 5.76 0.01 15.71 0.43 16.15 0.06 0.43 0.49 1,595.41 0.05 1,596.54

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2013

Off-Road 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 1.60 1.60 1.60 1.60 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

Fugitive Dust 5.27 0.00 5.27 2.90 0.00 2.90 0.00

Total 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 5.27 1.60 6.87 2.90 1.60 4.50 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.06 0.06 0.59 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 95.23 0.01 95.35

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.06 0.06 0.59 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 95.23 0.01 95.35

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.06 0.06 0.59 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 95.23 0.01 95.35

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.06 0.06 0.59 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 95.23 0.01 95.35

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.3 Site Preparation - 2013

Off-Road 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 1.60 1.60 1.60 1.60 0.00 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

Fugitive Dust 2.06 0.00 2.06 1.13 0.00 1.13 0.00

Total 3.96 31.66 18.62 0.03 2.06 1.60 3.66 1.13 1.60 2.73 0.00 3,253.39 0.36 3,260.86

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.21 2.13 1.48 0.00 0.11 0.08 0.19 0.01 0.08 0.08 329.75 0.01 329.97

Worker 0.18 0.18 1.77 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 285.68 0.02 286.05

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.39 2.31 3.25 0.00 0.48 0.09 0.57 0.02 0.09 0.11 615.43 0.03 616.02

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2013

Off-Road 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

Total 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.21 2.13 1.48 0.00 0.11 0.08 0.19 0.01 0.08 0.08 329.75 0.01 329.97

Worker 0.18 0.18 1.77 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 285.68 0.02 286.05

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.39 2.31 3.25 0.00 0.48 0.09 0.57 0.02 0.09 0.11 615.43 0.03 616.02

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2013

Off-Road 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 0.00 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

Total 4.54 23.27 16.29 0.03 1.61 1.61 1.61 1.61 0.00 2,561.58 0.41 2,570.13

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.19 1.93 1.35 0.00 0.11 0.07 0.18 0.01 0.07 0.08 330.35 0.01 330.54

Worker 0.16 0.17 1.63 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 281.06 0.02 281.41

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.35 2.10 2.98 0.00 0.48 0.08 0.56 0.02 0.08 0.11 611.41 0.03 611.95

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2014

Off-Road 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

Total 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.19 1.93 1.35 0.00 0.11 0.07 0.18 0.01 0.07 0.08 330.35 0.01 330.54

Worker 0.16 0.17 1.63 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 281.06 0.02 281.41

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.35 2.10 2.98 0.00 0.48 0.08 0.56 0.02 0.08 0.11 611.41 0.03 611.95

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2014

Off-Road 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 0.00 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

Total 4.15 21.74 15.92 0.03 1.46 1.46 1.46 1.46 0.00 2,561.58 0.37 2,569.39

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Vendor 0.17 1.74 1.24 0.00 0.11 0.06 0.17 0.01 0.06 0.07 331.09 0.01 331.27

Worker 0.15 0.15 1.50 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 275.39 0.02 275.72

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.32 1.89 2.74 0.00 0.48 0.07 0.55 0.02 0.07 0.10 606.48 0.03 606.99

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

3.4 Building Construction - 2015

Off-Road 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

Total 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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3.4 Building Construction - 2015

Off-Road 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 0.00 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

Total 3.78 20.14 15.61 0.03 1.31 1.31 1.31 1.31 0.00 2,561.58 0.34 2,568.69

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.17 1.74 1.24 0.00 0.11 0.06 0.17 0.01 0.06 0.07 331.09 0.01 331.27

Worker 0.15 0.15 1.50 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.38 0.01 0.01 0.03 275.39 0.02 275.72

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.32 1.89 2.74 0.00 0.48 0.07 0.55 0.02 0.07 0.10 606.48 0.03 606.99

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site
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3.5 Architectural Coating - 2015

Off-Road 0.41 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 281.19 0.04 281.96

Archit. Coating 43.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 44.06 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 281.19 0.04 281.96

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.04 0.04 0.37 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 68.85 0.00 68.93

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.04 0.04 0.37 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 68.85 0.00 68.93

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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4.0 Mobile Detail

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Worker 0.04 0.04 0.37 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 68.85 0.00 68.93

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.04 0.04 0.37 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.01 68.85 0.00 68.93

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

3.5 Architectural Coating - 2015

Off-Road 0.41 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.00 281.19 0.04 281.96

Archit. Coating 43.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 44.06 2.57 1.90 0.00 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.00 281.19 0.04 281.96

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Unmitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Regional Shopping Center 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Regional Shopping Center 8.90 13.30 7.40 16.30 64.70 19.00

Miles Trip %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW

5.0 Energy Detail
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Regional 
Shopping Center

196.247 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

Total 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

NaturalGas Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated

NaturalGas 
Unmitigated

0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.09 0.00 0.00 23.23

NaturalGas 
Mitigated

0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Exceed Title 24
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

6.0 Area Detail

Unmitigated 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mitigated 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Regional 
Shopping Center

0.175176 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

Total 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.61 0.00 0.00 20.73

NaturalGas Use ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Land Use kBTU lb/day lb/day

Mitigated
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7.0 Water Detail

Consumer 
Products

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Landscaping 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Architectural 
Coating

0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Mitigated

6.2 Area by SubCategory

Consumer 
Products

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Landscaping 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Architectural 
Coating

0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 
Total

Bio- CO2 NBio- 
CO2

Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

SubCategory lb/day lb/day

Unmitigated
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8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

8.0 Waste Detail

9.0 Vegetation



 



 

 

APPENDIX B 
 

 

Initial Study/Proposed Negative Declaration 

Mailing List 

 

 



 

 

   



VENDOR/TENANT TITLE FIRST NAME LAST NAME ADDRESS ADDRESS 2 CITY STATE ZIP NOI NOI/ND 

CD

NOI/ND 

Hard Copy

DELIVERY NOTES 

(via OnTrak unless 

otherwise noted)

Date Sent

$10 Boutique 400 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Accufleet 149 Penn Street Anaheim CA 92805 1 USPS 3/26/2013

ACI 700 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Advantage Rent A Car 4940 W. Century Blvd Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013

AERO CALIFORNIA 7265 World Way West Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aero Port Services Inc. Robert Yim 216 W. Florence Ave. Inglewood CA 90301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

AeroEx 8639 Lincoln Blvd. Suite B‐102 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aeroflot 9100 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 616 Beverly Hills CA 90212 1 USPS 3/26/2013Aeroflot 9100 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 616 Beverly Hills CA 90212 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aerolitoral 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aeromexico Patrick Bitoun 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aeronautical Radio, Inc.(ARINC) 7001 World Way West Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air Canada Valerie Carricato 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air China Zheng Tiansheng 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air France 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air Jamaica Ralph Jones P.O. Box 451637 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air New Zealand Sheila O' Neil 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air Pacific 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air Pacific Limited Richard Yamashita 6080 Center Drive, Ste. 490 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Air Tahiti Nui 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aircraft Service International  5701 W. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airis Corp 6150 W. Century Blvd.  #254 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airlines Operation Services P O Box 90159 Los Angeles CA 90009‐0159 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Bus 917 E. Gene Autry Way Anaheim CA 92805 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Bus of Bakersfield 1717 Golden State Ave.,  Suite B Bakersfield CA 93301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Group P.O. Box 2488 El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Healthcare Center/Medical 

Group.

6033 W. Century Blvd.  #200 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Maintenance Company P.O. Box 90901 Los Angeles CA 90009 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Management Services, LLC Freddie  Molina 300 World Way, T‐3 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Park View Hotel 3900 West Century Boulevard Inglewood CA 90303 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Airport Terminal Services 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ai T Ai I J M 600 W ld W L A l CA 90045 USPS 3/26/2013AirTran Airways, Inc. James  Mayer 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 USPS 3/26/2013

Alamo Rent‐A‐Car 9020 Aviation Blvd. Inglewood CA 90301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Alaska Airlines Cathy Denker 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Alitalia Airlines 9841 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

All Nippon Airways Co. Ltd. Richard Idy 380 World Way, Suite 5115 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Alliance for A Regional Solution to 

Airport Congestion (ARSAC)

President Denny Schneider 7929 Breen Avenue Los Angeles CA 90045 1 D10010564665904 3/28/2013

Altitunes dba Motion  Amy Wolfe 15 W. 28th Street, 5th Floor New York NY 10001 1 USPS 3/26/2013



American Airlines 7001 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

American Airlines, Inc. Phillip Bock P.O. Box 92246 Los Angeles CA 90009 1 USPS 3/26/2013

American Building Maintenance 

(ABM)

200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

AMERICAN CARGO 10054 INTERNATIONAL ROAD Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

American Eagle Airlines Gregory Ricketts World Way Postal Center P.O. Box 

92246

Los Angeles CA 90009 1 USPS 3/26/2013

American Express Travel Related  1250 4th Street  #110 Santa Monica CA 90401 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ameriflight 4950 W. 145th St Hawthorne  CA 90250 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Antelope Valley Airport Express 42540 Sixth Street, E. St. Lancaster  CA 93534 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Argenbright  500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Arrivals Cafe 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

A i Ai li 380 W ld W L A l CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Asiana Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

ASIG Ground Services Inc. John     Rausch      5701 W. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

AT&T Prepaid Cards 9100 S. Sepulveda Blvd.,  Suite 224 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Atlantic Aviation 6411 W. Imperial Hwy Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Atlantic Richfield Co. 515 S. Flower St. Los Angeles  CA 90071 USPS 3/26/2013

Atlas Food Service 223 California Street El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Authorized Taxicab Supervision 

(ATS)

9468 Alverstone Avenue Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Avalon Foods 5625 Avalon Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90011 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Avianca Airlines John (aka 

Jack)

Hanna 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Aviation Safeguards (Security 

Screening)

300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Screening)

Avis Rent‐A‐Car 9217 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Backlot Deli 100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Baja Fresh Express 700 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Bank of America (ATM) Christopher Hernandez 201 Washington St Phoenix AZ 85004‐2428 1 USPS 3/26/2013

BCI Coca‐Cola Bottling Co. of LA Geoff Slajer 19875 Pacific Gateway Dr Torrance CA 90502 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Bell Cab Company 13030 Cerise Ave Hawthorne CA 90250 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Best Taste Vending Becky  Palazzola 7405 Woodley Ave Van Nuys CA 91406 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Best Western Airpark Hotel 640 W. Manchester Blvd. Inglewood CA 90301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Best Western Airport Plaza Inn 1730 Centinela Avenue Inglewood CA 90302 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Best Western Hollywood Plaza Inn 2011 N. Highland Avenue Hollywood CA 90068 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Best Western South Bay Hotel 15000 Hawthorne Blvd Lawndale CA 90260 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Best Western Suites 5005 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013Best Western Suites 5005 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Beverly Hills Cab Company 6102 Venice Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90034 1 USPS 3/26/2013

BOAC Office EXECUTIVE 

ASSISTANT II

SANDY MILLER 1 WORLD WAY 1ST FLOOR Los Angeles CA 90045 8 1 D10010564665392 3/28/2013

Bradberry Company (Dollar Bill 

Changer)

1537 E. Adams Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90011 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Bravo Aviation 401 World Way,  Parking 

Structure 

#4

Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Brioche Doree 400 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

British Airways, PLC 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Brookstone 100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Brookstone Phillip Roizin 17 Riverside Street Nashua NH 03062 1 USPS 3/26/2013

BuchalterNemer Ph.D. Barbara Lichman 18400 Von Karman Ave Suite 800 Irvine CA 92612 1   D10010564658347 3/28/2013

Budget Rent A Car 9775 Airport Blvd Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Burger King 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Buth Na Bodhaige dba The Body 

Shop

Tequilla Thomas 700 World Way, Space 6 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Cadillac Hotel 8 D dle A e Venice CA 90293 1 USPS 3/26/2013Cadillac Hotel 8 Dudley Ave. Venice CA 90293 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Caesar's Motor Hotel 4652 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Caltrans ‐ District 7 IGR/CEQA 

Program 

Manager

Cheryl J.  Powell  100 S. Main Street Transportati

on Planning 

Office, 1‐1‐

C

Los Angeles Ca 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Caltrans ‐ Div. of Aeronautics Sandy Hesnard 1120 N. Street Room 3300 Sacramento CA 95814 1 USPS 3/26/2013

California Crush 100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

California Market 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

California Pizza Kitchen 800 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Calop Aeroground Services Y.Y. Park 5250 W. Century Blvd., Suite 614 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Camacho, Inc Ramon  Gonzalez 845 N. Alameda St Los Angeles CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013Camacho, Inc Ramon  Gonzalez 845 N. Alameda St Los Angeles CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Canteen Corp. (Money Changing 

Machines)

17755 E. Valley Blvd. City of Industry CA 91744 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Caterina's Josie Reitkerk 417 Calle Robles San Clemente CA 92672 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Cathay Pacific Airways, Ltd. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

CBM Industries 315 Glasgow Ave. Inglewood CA 90301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

CBR Irma Lain 7630 Excelsior Blvd. Mineappolis MN 55426 1 USPS 3/26/2013

CDS, Inc. 5959 W. Century Blvd.,  Suite #703 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Celebrate Life 100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Central Coast Shuttle Services, Inc. 3249 Terminal Drive Suite #102 Santa Maria CA 93455 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Certified Aviation Inc. (ground ser‐ 3198 Airport Loop,  Ste. H Costa Mesa CA 92626 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Chatten‐Brown & Carstens Doug Carstens 2200 Pacific Coast Hwy Ste. 318 Hermosa Beach CA 90254 1   D10010564658587 3/28/2013

CHB Courier 10053 International Rd  #23 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Checker Cab 11003 South Hawthorne Blvd Lennox CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

CHELSEA CATERING 7265 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Chevron USA 324 W. El Segundo Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Chili's Too 400 World Way  Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

China Airlines, Ltd. Tim Chen 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013



China Eastern Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

China Southern 6300 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 101 Los Angeles CA 90048 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Cinnabon 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

City Cab  7955 San Fernando Road Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

City Clerk 200 N Spring Street Room 360 Los Angeles CA 90012 1 2 Hand DLVR 3/26/2013

City Deli  209 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

City of Culver City City Attorney Carol Schwab 9770 Culver Blvd. City Hall Culver City CA 90232 1 D10010564666374 3/28/2013

City of El Segundo Mayor Carl  Jacobson 350 Main Street El Segundo CA 90245   1   D10010564658107 3/28/2013

City of El Segundo City Manager Greg Carpenter 350 Main Street El Segundo CA 90245 1 D10010564666762 3/28/2013

City of Inglewood Mayor James  Butts 1 Manchester Blvd. 9th Floor Inglewood CA 90301 1   D10010564657670 3/28/2013

City of Inglewood City Attorney Cal Saunders 1 Manchester Blvd. Suite 860 City of Inglewood CA 90231 1 D10010564667231 3/28/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb Ed Reyes 200 N Spring Street Room 410 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 1st District

Ed Reyes 200 N. Spring Street Room 410 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 2nd District

Paul Krekorian 200 N. Spring Street Room 435 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 3rd District

Dennis Zine 200 N. Spring Street Room 450 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 4th District

Tom LaBonge 200 N. Spring Street Room 480 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 5th District

Paul Koretz Room 440 LOS ANGLEES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb Tony Cardenas 200 N. Spring Street Room 455 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

er, 6th District

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 7th District

Richard Alarcon 200 N. Spring Street Room 470 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 8th District

Bernard Parks 200 N. Spring Street Room 460 LOS ANGEELS CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 9th District

Jan Perry 200 N. Spring Street Room 420 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles

Councilmemb

er, 10th 

District

Herb Wesson

200 N. Spring Street

Room 430 LOS ANGELES CA 90012

1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 11th 

District

Bill Rosendahl 200 N. Spring Street Room 415 Los Angeles CA 90012 1   D10010564660912 3:03pm

District

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 12th 

District

Mitchell Englander 200 N. Spring Street Room 405 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 13th 

District

Eric Garcetti 200 N. Spring Street Room 475 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013



City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 14th 

District

Jose Huizar 200 N. Spring Street Room 465 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Councilmemb

er, 15th 

District

Joe Buscaino 200 N. Spring Street Room 425 LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 200 N. Spring Street Suite 303 Los Angeles CA 90012 1   USPS 3/26/2013

City of Los Angeles Dept of Building 

& Safety

General Mgr 201 N. Figueroa Street Los Angeles CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013

CMA Mexicana Airlines Emilio Molina 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1   USPS 3/26/2013

Coast Flyer 241‐B Prado Road San Luis Obispo CA 93401 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Comfort Inn 850 N. Sepulveda Blvd. Manhattan Beach  CA 90266 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Comfort Inn and Suites 4922 W Century Blvd Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013Comfort Inn and Suites 4922 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Concessions Management Services Greg Plummer 8939 S. Sepulveda Blvd, Ste 414 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Concourse Concessions, Inc Betty Dixon 880 Parkview Dr North El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Continental Airlines, Inc. 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Copa Airlines Cesar  Pina 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Council District 11 ‐ Field Office Honorable Bill Rosendahl 7166 W. Manchester Avenue Los Angeles CA 90045 1   D10010564660631 3/28/2013

County Clerk     Hand DLVR 3/27/2013

County of Los Angeles County 

Counsel

John Kratti 648 Kenneth Hahn Hall of 

Administration

500 West 

Temple St.

Los Angeles CA 90012‐2713 1 D10010564667588 3/28/2013

County of Los Angeles Director of 

Regional 

Planning

Richard Bruckner 320 W. Temple Street Los Angeles CA 90012   1 D10010564660326 3/28/2013

g

Courtyard by Marriott 2000 E. Mariposa Ave. El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Courtyard by Marriott (LAX) 6161 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Creative Croissants 500 World Way  Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Crews of California 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Crews of California Satellite 100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Crowne Plaza LAX 5985 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Culver City Bus Line 4343 Duquesne Ave. Culver City CA 90232 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Custom Air Transport, Inc.  5701 W. Imperial Hwy.  Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Daily Grill 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Days Inn ‐ Airport Center 901 W. Manchester Blvd. Inglewood CA 90301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Days Inn South Bay 15636 Hawthorne Blvd. Lawndale CA 90260 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Delaware North Companies Travel  Kurt Clausen 209 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Delta Air Lines 6060, 6080 Avion Drive Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

DEPARMENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD 

EMPOWERMENT (DONE)

GENERAL 

MANAGER

BONGHWA

N

KIM 334‐B E. 2ND STREET LOS ANGELES CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Department of Water and Power Supervisor of 

Environmental 

Assessment

Mr. Charles 

C. 

Holloway 111 N. Hope St. Room 1044 Los Angeles CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Dept. of Water & Power Power  Jodean M Giese  111 N. Hope St. Room 1121 Los Angeles CA 90012 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Destination LA / LA EDGE 400 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

DFS Group, L.P. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

DHL WORLDWIDE EXPRESS   5791 W. IMPERIAL HWY Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Disneyland Express 2001 S. Manchester Ave.  Anaheim CA 92802 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Dollar Rent‐A‐Car 5630 West Arbor Vitae Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Doubletree Club Hotel ‐ LAX 1985 E. Grand El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Duty Free Retail Joseph  Lyons 1580 Francisco St Torrance CA 90501 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Dynair Corporation 7007 W. Imperial Hwy. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

El Al Israel Airlines Ltd. 380 World Way, Suite 3328 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

El Cholo Cantina 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

El Paseo 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Elsinore Aircraft Services Inc. P.O. Box. 91947 Los Angeles CA 90009 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Embassy Suites ‐ LAX North 9801 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Embassy Suites ‐ LAX South 1440 E. Imperial Ave. El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Emirates Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Encounter Restaurant 209 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Euro Coffee and Haagen Dazs 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Eurotal, A Partnership Peter Cohen 3360 Fruitland Ave Vernon CA 90058 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Eva Airways Corporation 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Evergreen Aviation  Paulo Trentini 12900 Simms Ave Hawthorne CA 97128 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Evergreen E.A.G.L.E 7001 W. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ezzat's Catering 18333 S. Main St. Gardena CA 90248 1 USPS 3/26/2013

FAA Ruben Cabalbag 15000 Aviation Blvd. Suite 3024 Lawndale CA 90261 1 USPS 3/26/2013

FEDERAL EXPRESS 7401  WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

/ /FEDERAL EXPRESS CORP. 12600 SOUTH PRAIRIE AVENUE HAWTHORNE CA 90250 1 USPS 3/26/2013

First Aid Station 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Flight Time 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Four Points Barcelo Hotel Sheraton 5990 Green Valley Circle Culver City CA 90230 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Four Points Hotel Sheraton 9750 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Fox Rent‐A‐Car 5500 W. Century Blvd Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Frontier Airlines Diana Hatfield 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Gate Gourmet 6701 W. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Gladstone's 4 Fish Restaurant 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Globe Aviation Services  (Security 

Screening)

5757 W. Century Bl,  Suite 518 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Globe Ground of North America 7025 West Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

G d Bi h B 100 W ld W L A l CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Gordon Biersch Brewery 100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Greene's Ready Mixed Concrete  5299 W. 11th Street Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ground Services Inc. 6951 World Way West Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hacienda Hotel 525 N. Sepulveda Blvd. El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hallmark Aviation 5757 W. Century Blvd.  Ste. 860 Los Angeles  CA 90046 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hamada Inc Lorrie Hernandez 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hamada Orient Express 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hampton Inn 10300 La Cienega Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Hawaiian Airlines John  Solomito 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hertz Rent‐A‐Car 9000 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hilltop Aviation/Corsair Airlines Jan Steinwald 5777 W. Century Blvd., Ste. 1095 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hilton Garden Inn 2100 E. Mariposa Ave. El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

HMS dba Destination LA/LA Edge Allan  Wade 201 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

HMSHost Corp Rich Bennett 201 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Holiday Inn ‐ Los Angeles Int'l 

Airport

9901 La Cienega Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Holiday Inn Express Hotel & Suites 14814 Hawthorne Blvd. Lawndale CA 90260 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hollywood Store 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Home Turf Sports Bar 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

H i Ai li 300 W ld W L A l CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Horizon Airlines 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Host International Bruce Fish 201 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Howard Johnsons' International 8620 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hudson Booksellers 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hudson News 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Hudson News/ Hudson Booksellers 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Huntleigh U.S.A. (Security 

Screening)

100 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

I Love L A 5777 Century Blvd.,  Suite 1665 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

ICE Currency Exchange Kiosk 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ideal Custom Catering 3120 W. 139th Street Hawthorne CA 90250 1 USPS 3/26/2013

In Motion 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Independent Taxi 700 N Virgil Los Angeles CA 90029 1 USPS 3/26/2013Independent Taxi  700 N. Virgil Los Angeles CA 90029 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Inspection Bureau, Los Angeles 

World Airports

7051 Imperial Hwy. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Insure America 1 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

International Air Service Company 950 Tower Lane  #1500 Foster City  CA 94404 1 USPS 3/26/2013

ITS (Int'l Total Services Security  300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Japan Airlines International Co. Ltd. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Jaroth, Inc dba Pacific 

Telemanagment Services

Doug Lubushkin 14472 Wicks Blvd. San Leandro CA 94577 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Java Java, Inc Mary Le Nguye 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

JC Decaux Airport, Inc. Steve MacKelvie 1320 Newton Street Los Angeles CA 90021 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Jetway Booksellers 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Jetway Express Chih Hsing Pei 8929 S. Sepulveda Blvd #405 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Jetway Express Chih  Hsing Pei 8929 S. Sepulveda Blvd #405 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

JOBE CORPORATION 7001 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Jody Maroni's 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Karl Strauss Microbrewery 700 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Kern Oil And Refining Company 180 E. Ocean  #910 Long Beach  CA 90802‐4798 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Kidsworks 100 World Way West Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Kidsworks 700 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Kidsworks 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

KLM Royal Dutch Airlines Roger Harvey 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Korean Airlines Company, Ltd. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

L.A. Roadhouse‐Route 66 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

La Brea Bakery 701 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LACSA Airlines 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAFD Station #80 Fire Chief 6911 World Way West Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAN (Chile) 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAN (Peru) 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Landmark Aviation 621 W. Imperial Hwy Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Lanovac, Inc. 6041 W. Imperial Highway. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Last Stop News Shop 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAWA ‐ LAX COALITION Shabaka Heru 207 E. 136th Street  LOS ANGELES CA 90061 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAX Area Advisory Committee Principal 

bli

Gabriel Pacheco 6151 Century Blvd. 10TH Floor Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Public 

Relations Rep.

LAX Community Liaison ‐ CD11 LAX Liaison Chad Molnar 7166 W. Manchester Avenue Westchester CA 90045 1 D10010564668221 3/28/2013

LAX TWO Corporation John  Hall 200 World Way, Box 11 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAXFUEL Corporation 9900 Laxfuel Road Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAXTEC Corporation Frank A.  Clark 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Lenlyn Ltd dba ICE Currancy Service Hugo  Gomez 6151 W. Century Blvd, Ste 1108 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Life Is Good 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Los Angeles Airport Hilton & 

Towers

5711 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Los Angeles Airport Marriott Hotel ‐ 

LAX

5855 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

LAX

Los Angeles Department of 

Transportation

West Los 

Angeles 

7166 W. Manchester Avenue   Los Angeles CA 90045   1 D10010564657399 3/28/2013

Los Angeles Planning Dept. Planning 

Director

Michael LoGrande 200 N. Spring Street 5th Floor Los Angeles CA 90012   1 D10010564661639 3/28/2013

Los Angeles Police Department  Crime 

Prevention 

Unit

Pacific 

Community

Police Station 12312 Culver Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90066 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Los Angeles World Airports Police 

Department

Arif Alikhan 1 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045   1 D10010564656101 3/28/2013

LTU International Airways 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Lufthansa German Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Luggage Store 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Luggage Store 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Malaysian Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Malibu Al's 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Marina Bar 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Martinair Holland (MP) Jeremiah Atofau 11001 Aviation Blvd., Suite 222 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

MBI Enterprises 5551 W. Manchester Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

McDonald's 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

MENZIES VICE 

PRESIDENT

FRANK DOBBELSTEIJN 6951 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045‐5833 1 USPS 3/26/2013



MERCURY 6040 AVION DRIVE Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

MERCURY AIR CENTER INC. 7000 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Mercury Air Center Los Angeles  6411 Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Metropolitan Express 7135 W. Manchester Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Mexicana Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Mickey's Space Ship Shuttle P. O. Box 8903 Anaheim CA 92812 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Midwest Airlines 400 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Milner Hotel 813 S. Flower Street Los Angeles CA 90017 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Mitsui Company USA (Mobil Oil) 601 S. Figueroa Suite 1800 Los Angeles CA 90017 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Monet's, A California Deli 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Moneygram (Wired Money) 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Motel 6 5101 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013y g

National Car Rental 9419 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Neptune Networks 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

New South Parking 251 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

News Flash Winifred  Harris 5995 S. Sepulveda Blvd Ste. 205 Culver City CA 90230 1 USPS 3/26/2013

NEWS MEDIA CORP. 7000 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Nikko In‐flight Catering 6751 W. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Northwest Airlines Carmen Berenal 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Oasis Aviation Inc. 545 Centinela Ave.  2nd Floor Los Angeles  CA  90066‐9867 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Occidental Petroleum Corporation 7000 World Way West Los Angeles  CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ogden Aviation Services 6951 World Way West Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

On the Border Mexican Grill 400 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

One Source 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Pacific Aviation Group Phil Shah 380 World Way, Ste. 5200 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Pacific Coast Traders 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Pacific Fuel Trading 111 W. Ocean Blvd. #1950 Long Beach CA 90802 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Payless Rent A Car 10121 Glasgow Place Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Pedus Building Service 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Philippine Airlines 380 World Way, Room 4117 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Polar Air Cargo 6041 W. Imperial Hwy. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Powerline Oil Company 12354 Lakeland Road. Santa Fe Springs CA 90670 1 USPS 3/26/2013

PRAXAIR INC. 7500 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Prime Time Shuttle 6060 W. Manchester Ave. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

PS Trading (Fuel) 4370 La Jolla Village Dr.  #1050 San Diego CA 92122 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Qantas Airways, Ltd. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Quality Hotel Los Angeles Airport 5249 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Quick Aid Terminal Information 

Monitors ‐ TTMC

2437 Durant Ave, Suite  #207 Berkeley CA 94704 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Radisson Hotel at LAX 6225 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Radisson Hotel Westside 6161 Centinela Avenue Culver City CA 90230 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ramada Limited 4300 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Ramada Plaza Hotel Airport South 5250 W. El Segundo Blvd. Hawthorne CA 90250 1 USPS 3/26/2013

RAYTHEON COMPANY 7265 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Redondo Beach Brewing Co. 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Regency Plaza L.A. Airport Hotel 6161 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Reliant Immediate Care Medical  9601 South Sepulveda Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Renaissance Hotel 9620 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Residence Inn by Marriott 2135 East El Segundo Blvd El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Riscomp Industries 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Roadrunner Shuttle 537 Constitution Ave.  "G" Camarillo CA 93010 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Rock‐It Air Charters, Inc. 6201 W. Imperial Hwy. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

ROLLS ROYCE 7000 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Royal Century Hotel 4330 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013Royal Century Hotel 4330 W. Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ruby's 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Santa Barbara Airbus 5755 Thornwood Dr. Goleta CA 93117 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Santa Monica Big Blue Bus 1660 7th St. Santa Monica CA 90401 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SCAG Inter‐

governmental 

Review

818 W. 7th Street 12th Floor Los Angeles CA 90017 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SCAQMD Ian MacMillan 21865 Copley Drive Diamond Bar CA 91765   1 D10010564656713 3/28/2013

See's Candies 400 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SERVISAIR MANAGER OF  DAVID MEDINA 7025 WEST IMPERIAL HWY Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Sheraton Gateway Hotel 6101 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Shield Security Inc. 200 N. Westmoreland Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Shute Mihaly & Winberger LLP Representing Osa Wolff 396 HAYES STREET San Francisco CA 94102 1 D10010564656945 3/28/2013Shute, Mihaly & Winberger LLP Representing 

the City of El 

Segundo

Osa Wolff 396 HAYES STREET San Francisco CA 94102 1   D10010564656945 3/28/2013

Shuttle One 9800 S. Sepulveda Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Singapore Airlines, Ltd. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SITA Corporation Sasta Verma 2250 E. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SKYCHEF INC. 7051 WORLD WAY WEST Los Angeles CA 90044 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Smart Carte Jorge  Menchaca 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Societe Air France SA Ziya Akbas 200 World Way, Suite 3058 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Soto & Sanchez Manuel  Soto 5777 Century Blvd. Ste 1665 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Southwest Airlines Co. 9851 Coast Guard Rd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Southwest Airlines Co. 9601 Coast Guard Rd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Spirit Airlines C/O Delta Airlines Thom Sunshine 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Spirit Airlines C/O Delta Airlines Thom Sunshine 500 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SSP Selective Service Partners LLP Celia Hernandez 5 River Rd. , #327 Wilton CT 06897 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Stakeholder Liaison Office STAKEHOLDER 

LIAISON

Brenda Martinez‐Sidhom 1 World Way, Ste. 208 Los Angeles CA 90045   1 D10010564657175 3/28/2013

Starbucks 800 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Sun Country 600 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Super 8 Motel ‐ Inglewood 4238 Century Blvd. Inglewood CA 90304 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Super 8 Motel ‐ LAX 9250 Airport Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Superior Airline Services 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

SuperShuttle 531 Van Ness Ave. Torrance CA 90501 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Sushi Boy 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Suzuki Enterprises 9410 S. La Cienega Blvd. Inglewood CA 90301 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Swiss International Airlines 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Swissport Corporation Dion  Fatafehi  7007 W. Imperial Highway Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

TACA Carlos Olmedo 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Tammy's Catering 2535 Fairview Road Fullerton CA 92633 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Terminal One Fuels Corporation 3225 N. Harbor Drive San Diego CA 92101 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Texaco Inc. 10 Universal City Plaza Universal City CA 91608 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Thai Airways International SA, Ltd. 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

/ /The Body Shop 700 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Thrifty Rent A Car 5630 Arbor Vitae Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

T‐Mobile Michael Allen 4120 International Prkwy, Ste 

1000

Carrolton TX 75007 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Torrance Transit 20500 Madrona Ave. Torrance CA 90005 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Transportation Security 

Administration (TSA)

1 World Way    Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Travelers Aid 203 World Way  #100 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Travelodge ‐ LAX Century Blvd. 5547 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Travelodge ‐ LAX South 1804 E. Sycamore Avenue El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Travelodge ‐ Sunset & La Brea 7051 Sunset Blvd. Hollywood CA 90028 1 USPS 3/26/2013

TripTel 1525 Van Ness Avenue Los Angeles CA 94109 1 USPS 3/26/2013

UNITED AIR LINES 6020 AVION DRIVE Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013UNITED AIR LINES 6020 AVION DRIVE Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

United Cab 900 N. Alvarado St Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

UNITED PARCEL SERVICE 5720 AVION DRIVE Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

United Parcel Service 5800 Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

UNOCAL 2141 Rosecrans Avenue,  Suite 4000 El Segundo CA 90245 1 USPS 3/26/2013

US AIR CARGO 10080 INTERNATIONAL ROAD Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

US AIRWAYS 100 WORLD WAY Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

US AIRWAYS INC. 9700 COAST GUARD ROAD Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

U.S. Customs & Border Protection  380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

USDA Plant Protection 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

USO Los Angeles Area, Inc. 203 World Way  #200  Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Ventura County Airporter P.O. Box 3542 Ventura CA 93006 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Via Voyage 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013Via Voyage 380 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Virgin America Susan Sinclair 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Virgin Australia 300 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Wackenhut Corporation 765 The City Drive South Suite 360 Orange CA 92868 1 USPS 3/26/2013

Westchester‐Loyola Village Branch 

Library

Librarian 7114 W. Manchester Avenue Los Angeles CA 90045 1 Hand DLVR 3/27/2013

Westin Los Angeles Airport 5400 W. Century Blvd. Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

WestJet Mike Ehrentraut 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013



Wolfgang Puck Express 200 World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

World Airways Joanne Stover 5777 Century Blvd, #235 Los Angeles CA 90045 1 USPS 3/26/2013

World Service West/LA Inflight 

Service Company, LLC

Rudy  Barba Jr. 13721 Gramercy Place Gardena CA 90249 1 USPS 3/26/2013

El Segundo Library Librarian 111 W. Mariposa Avenue El Segundo CA 90245 1 Hand DLVR 3/27/2013

Inglewood Library Librarian 101 W. Manchester Blvd. Inglewood CA 90301 1 Hand DLVR 3/27/2013

LAWA Copies Lisa Trifiletti One World Way Los Angeles CA 90045 10 D10010564315989 3/27/2013

TOTALS 377 21 22

NOI NOI/CD NOI/HC
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1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:59 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564665904

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564665904 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : ARSAC 
POD Signature : schnider 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:57 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 8:01 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564665392

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564665392 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : BOAC 
POD Signature : john mail room 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 07:59 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 10:03 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564658347

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564658347 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : BUCHALTER NEMER 
POD Signature : LORRAINE 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 10:02 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 10:26 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564658587

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564658587 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CHATTEN‐BROWN & CARSTENS POD Signature : cynthia Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 
10:24 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 8:54 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564666374

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564666374 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF CULVER CITY 
POD Signature : Vargas 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 08:52 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:08 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564658107

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564658107 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF EL SEGUNDO 
POD Signature : rojas 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:06 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:08 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564666762

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564666762 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF EL SEGUNDO 
POD Signature : rojas 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:06 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:29 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564667231

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564667231 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF INGLEWOOD DPW 
POD Signature : rivas 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:26 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:30 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564657670

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564657670 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF INGLEWOOD 
POD Signature : lopez 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:29 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 2:44 PM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564660326

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564660326 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
POD Signature : mike 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 02:42 PM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 3:05 PM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564660912

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564660912 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
POD Signature : a yenko 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 03:03 PM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 3:09 PM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564661639

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564661639 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
POD Signature : stacy munos 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 03:07 PM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 10:07 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564667588

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564667588 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
POD Signature : mary 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 10:04 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:50 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564660631

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564660631 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : COUNCIL DISTRICT 11 
POD Signature : valerie 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:47 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 12808‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:52 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564657399

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564657399 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : LA DOT 
POD Signature : pedro 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 09:49 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 8:01 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564656101

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564656101 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS POD Signature : john mail room Delivery Time : 
03/28/2013 07:59 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 7:53 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564315989

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564315989 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : LAWA 
POD Signature : manny mail room 
Delivery Time : 03/27/2013 07:50 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 9:50 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564668221

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564668221 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : LAX COMMUNITY LIASION, CD #11 POD Signature : valerie Delivery Time : 
03/28/2013 09:47 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 8:43 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564656713

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564656713 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : SOUTH COAST AQMD 
POD Signature : javier 
Delivery Time : 03/28/2013 08:41 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 7:51 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564656945

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564656945 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : SHUTE, MIHALY & WINBERGER LLP POD Signature : mail slot Delivery Time : 
03/28/2013 07:50 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 



1

Meyer, Dorothy

From: webcustomerservice@ontrac.com
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 8:01 AM
To: Meyer, Dorothy
Subject: OnTrac Package Delivery Confirmation: D10010564657175

Hello, 
This is an automated email response from OnTrac.  The package tracking number D10010564657175 
has been confirmed as delivered. 
 
Delivery Name : STAKEHOLDER LIAISON OFFICE POD Signature : john mail room Delivery Time : 
03/28/2013 07:59 AM 
Status Code   : DELIVERED 
Reference     : 128082‐94001 
 
For more information please visit us at our website at http://www.ontrac.com or call us at 
800‐334‐5000. 
 
Thank you for using OnTrac! 
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