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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

LEAD AGENCY 
Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) 

COUNCIL DISTRICT 
Council District 11 

DATE 
February 8, 2013  

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles International Airport Board of Airport Commissioners, Federal 
Aviation Administration  
PROJECT TITLE/NO. 
Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Midfield Satellite Concourse  

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 (SCH#1997061047) 

 DOES have significant changes from previous actions. 

 DOES NOT have significant changes from previous actions. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The West Satellite Concourse was approved in 2004 as part of the Master Plan for Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) and 
was analyzed at a programmatic level in the certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and in the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA)-approved Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The overall MSC Program, as documented in the LAX 
Master Plan, includes the following facilities: 
 

• A Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC); 
• A new Central Terminal Processor (CTP) in the Central Terminal Area (CTA); 
• A connector/conveyance system between the MSC and the CTP: and 
• Construction of new taxiways/taxilanes, apron areas, and utilities to service the MSC. 

 

The 2004 LAX Specific Plan required that the West Satellite Concourse be included in the LAX Specific Plan Amendment 
Study.  However, in the 2006 Stipulated Settlement, the relevant parties agreed to remove the West Satellite Concourse and 
associated Automated People Mover from the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study, allowing for a separate review and 
approval process. Subsequent to the release of the Final EIR/EIS, the West Satellite Concourse was renamed the Midfield 
Satellite Concourse (MSC). 
 

The MSC Program approved in 2004 consists of a new multi-level concourse located within the western portion of the airfield 
west of the existing Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT) and associated passenger processing space in a proposed Central 
Terminal Processor (CTP) that would be located in the Central Terminal Area (CTA) of LAX.  The MSC Program also includes 
conveyance systems connecting the MSC and CTP as well as a new taxilane, taxiway, and apron and utilities required to serve 
the MSC. The facility would be capable of serving both international and domestic flights, and would provide LAWA with the 
flexibility to accommodate existing demand for aircraft gates while modernizing other terminals at LAX and reducing reliance on 
the West Remote gates. Upon completion of the MSC Program, the concourse could accommodate up to 29 aircraft gates for 
Aircraft Design Group (ADG) III to ADG VI aircraft.  ADG III aircraft correspond to narrowbody jets (for example the Boeing 
737) and ADG VI aircraft correspond to the largest jet aircraft, often referred to as new large aircraft (NLA) such as the Boeing 
747-800 and the Airbus A380.  The full MSC Program concourse would occupy a footprint with approximate dimensions of 
2,400 feet in length (north-south) by 140 to 160 feet in width (east-west).  The MSC Program, including the concourse building 
and associated apron areas, would encompass approximately 60 acres in the western portion of the airfield and 6 acres in the 
CTA for the CTP. 
 

Due to the size and scale of the MSC Program, LAWA proposes to develop the MSC Program in independent phases. Phase I 
(“MSC North Project”) of the MSC Program is the construction of the northern portion of the multi-story MSC facility and 
associated improvements.  The MSC North Project is intended to improve the terminal operations, concessions facilities, and 
overall passenger experience at LAX.  The facility would be designed to serve both domestic and international traffic.  The MSC 
North Project would provide LAWA with the flexibility to accommodate demand for aircraft gates while modernizing other 
terminals at LAX and reduce reliance on the West Remote gates.  Later phase(s) would involve the development of the remaining 
components of the MSC Program described above and are referred to herein as the future phase(s) of the MSC Program.     
 

Components associated with the MSC North Project include: 1) a concourse of up to 11-gates and associated facilities; 2) 
improvements to taxiways and taxilanes; 3) ramp tower or FAA supplemental airport traffic control tower to control aircraft 
movement around the concourse facility and associated airfield;  and 4) utilities that support the MSC North Project.  The MSC 
North Project site, including the concourse building and associated apron areas, would encompass approximately 36 acres in the 
western portion of the airfield.   
 

Enabling projects to implement the MSC North Project include demolition of existing structures, removal of five remain 
overnight (RON) aircraft parking spaces, removal and relocation of FAA navigational aids (beacon and antenna array), and 
removal and/or relocation of existing utility lines.  Please see Section 1 for a more detailed description of the proposed Project. 
 

The MSC North Project will be subject to project-level analysis in the EIR; the future phase(s) of the MSC Program will be 
analyzed at a programmatic level in the EIR. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: 
The MSC Program includes a proposed midfield satellite concourse located in the western portion of the airfield within the Air 
Operations Area (AOA) west of the TBIT, and the proposed CTP generally located east of TBIT in the CTA.  Current uses of the 
MSC site include aircraft maintenance hangars, aircraft aprons, and aircraft parking areas; current uses of the CTP site include 
parking garages and terminal roadway connectors.  Uses immediately surrounding the MSC site include taxiways and runways to 
the north (North Airfield); taxiways and terminals to the east; taxiways and runways to the south (South Airfield); and taxiways, 
U.S. Coast Guard facilities, support facilities, and airfield-related uses to the west.  Uses immediately surrounding the CTP site 
include World Way and passenger terminals (north, west, and south) and parking garages and the Central Utility Plant to the east. 
The Airport itself is located within a highly developed, urbanized area consisting of airport, commercial, transportation (i.e., 
interstate highways), and residential uses. 
PROJECT LOCATION: 
Elements of the MSC Program would be located east and west of TBIT at LAX.  The proposed MSC facility would be located in 
the western portion of the LAX airfield within the AOA west of TBIT, while the proposed CTP would be located east of TBIT in 
the CTA.  Connectors between the two facilities would run below or above TBIT. 
PLANNING DISTRICT 
Los Angeles International Airport Plan 
Los Angeles International Airport Specific Plan 

STATUS: 
 PRELIMINARY 
 PROPOSED 
 ADOPTED   December 14, 2004 

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

MAX. DENSITY ZONING 
 
N/A (No residential proposed) 

 DOES CONFORM TO PLAN 
 DOES NOT CONFORM TO  PLAN 
 NO DISTRICT PLAN 

PLANNED LAND USE & ZONE 
Airport related landside uses 

MAX. DENSITY PLAN 
N/A 

 
 

SURROUNDING LAND USES 
 
North – Airport Airfield (LAX North 
Airfield Complex, specifically Taxilane D 
and service road) 
East – Airport Airfield  and Landside 
(taxiways, gates, and terminals) 
South – Airport Airfield  (LAX South 
Airfield Complex, specifically Taxilane C) 
West – Airport Airside (U.S. Coast Guard, 
maintenance, fuel farm and other airport-
related uses) 

PROJECT DENSITY 
 
N/A 
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

 BACKGROUND 

PROPONENT NAME 
 
Los Angeles World Airports 

PHONE NUMBER 
 
800.919.3766 

PROPONENT ADDRESS 

 

1 World Way, Room 218, Los Angeles, CA 90045 
 
PROPONENT NAME 
 
Los Angeles World Airports 
  

DATE SUBMITTED 
 
February 8, 2013 

PROPOSAL NAME 

Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Midfield Satellite Concourse 
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Potentially  

Significant  

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
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 within a state 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 would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

    

     
II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. 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 in 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 
individually or cumulatively result in loss of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 

    

     
III. AIR QUALITY. Would the project: 
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air-quality plan?     

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

    

 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (Explanations of all potentially and less than significant impacts are 

required to be attached on separate sheets) 
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Potentially  

Significant  

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

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

    

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 modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or 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 local or regional plans, policies, 
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 a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

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

Significant  

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a historical resource as defined in 
Section 15064.5? 

    

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to Section 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 would 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?   
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Potentially  

Significant  

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

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? 

    

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions involving the likely 
release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

    

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

    

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment? 

    

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, 
would 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, would 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 the 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?     
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Less Than 
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with 
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Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (i.e., the production rate of pre-existing 
nearby wells would drop to a level which would 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 
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site? 

    

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

    

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

    

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
g. Place housing within a 100-year floodplain as 

mapped on federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

    

h. Place within a 100-year floodplain structure that
would impede or redirect flood flows?     

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, inquiry 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 any applicable land use plan, policy 

or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over 
the project (including, but not limited to, the 
general plan, specific plan, local 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?     
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Less Than 
Significant 

with 
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Incorporated 

 
 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

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

resource that would be of value to the region and 
the residents of the state? 

    

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated 
on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land 
use plan? 

    

     
XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:     
a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels 

in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

    

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, 
would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

    

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would 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? 
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Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES.     
Would the project result in substantial adverse physical 
impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new 
or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
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 public facilities?     

     
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 would occur or be 
accelerated? 

    

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

    

     
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. 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? 

    

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? 
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Less Than 
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No Impact 

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 AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. 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 storm
water 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?     
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Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
 
 

No Impact 

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? 

    

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a 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 that 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

1.1. INTRODUCTION 

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) is in the midst of a multi-billion dollar modernization program at Los 
Angeles International Airport (LAX or the Airport).  LAX is the nation’s third busiest airport in terms of total 
annual passengers and in terms of total annual aircraft operations.1  Although it has functioned as an airport since 
1928, the main terminal complex at LAX was constructed in 1961 and its facilities are in need of modernization. 

The LAX Master Plan, approved by the City of Los Angeles City Council in December 2004, is the strategic 
framework for future development at LAX.  The main components of the LAX Master Plan include the 
modernization of the runway and taxiway system, redevelopment of the terminal area, access improvements to the 
Airport, and enhancement of passenger safety, security, and convenience.  The LAX Master Plan was the subject 
of a joint Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) completed in December 
2004.2  The City of Los Angeles City Council certified the Final EIR as complying with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) issued a Record of Decision 
on the Final EIS in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

The approved LAX Master Plan includes the development of the “West Satellite Concourse”.  The 2004 LAX 
Specific Plan required that the West Satellite Concourse be included in the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study.  
However, in the 2006 Stipulated Settlement, the relevant parties agreed to remove the West Satellite Concourse 
and associated Automated People Mover from the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study, allowing for a separate 
review and approval process. Subsequent to the release of the Final EIR/EIS, the West Satellite Concourse was 
renamed the Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC).  The LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR assessed the MSC at a 
programmatic level under CEQA, meaning that additional project level CEQA review is required before LAWA 
can construct and operate one or more components of the MSC Program.  The overall MSC Program, as 
documented in the LAX Master Plan, includes the following facilities: 

 A Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC); 

 A Central Terminal Processor (CTP) in the Central Terminal Area (CTA); 

 A connector/conveyance system between the MSC and the CTP: and 

 Construction of new taxiways/taxilanes, apron areas, and utilities to service the MSC. 

Due to the size and scale of the MSC Program, LAWA proposes to implement the program in phases. Phase I 
(“MSC North Project”) of the MSC Program is the construction of the northern portion of the multi-story MSC 
facility and associated improvements.  Future phase(s) will include the remainder of the MSC Program.  The 
MSC North Project is intended to improve the terminal operations, concessions facilities, and overall passenger 
experience at LAX.  The facility would be designed to serve both domestic and international traffic.  The MSC 
North Project would provide LAWA with the flexibility to accommodate demand for aircraft gates while 
modernizing other terminals at LAX and reduce reliance on the West Remote gates. 

                                                      
1		 Airports	Council	International	–	North	America,	Air	Traffic	Reports,	available	at:	http://www.aci‐na.org/content/airport‐traffic‐

reports.	Accessed	on	February	4,	2013.	
2		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	and	FAA,	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Statement/Final	Environmental	

Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	International	Airport	Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	April	2004.	
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The MSC North Project is analyzed at greater detail in this Initial Study in order to assess and disclose the 
project-level environmental effects of constructing and operating the MSC North Project to LAWA, affected 
agencies and jurisdictions, and the general public, in compliance with CEQA.  This Initial Study also examines 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program at a programmatic level3, as documented and assessed in the LAX Master 
Plan EIS/EIR, focusing on updated plans, if any, for the MSC Program and changes to CEQA requirements that 
have occurred since certification of the LAX Master Plan Final EIR.     

1.2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Los Angeles International Airport is located at the western edge of the City of Los Angeles (see Figure 1).  The 
MSC Program includes a proposed midfield satellite concourse located in the western portion of the airfield 
within the Air Operations Area (AOA) west of the Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT), and CTP 
generally located east of TBIT in the CTA.  Current uses of the MSC site include aircraft maintenance hangars, 
aircraft aprons, and aircraft parking areas; current uses of the CTP site include parking garages and terminal 
roadway connectors.  Uses immediately surrounding the MSC site include taxiways and runways to the north 
(North Airfield); taxiways and terminals to the east; taxiways and runways to the south (South Airfield); and 
taxiways, U.S. Coast Guard facilities, support facilities, and airfield-related uses to the west.  Uses immediately 
surrounding the CTP site include World Way and passenger terminals (north, west, and south) and parking 
garages and the Central Utility Plant to the east. 

The Airport itself is located within a highly developed, urbanized area consisting of airport, commercial, 
transportation (i.e., interstate highways) and residential uses.  To the north of LAX is the City of Los Angeles 
community of Westchester, to the east is the City of Inglewood, to the south is the City of El Segundo, and to the 
west is the Pacific Ocean.  Regional access to LAX is provided by the San Diego Freeway (Interstate 405), which 
is a north-south freeway east of LAX, and the Century Freeway (Interstate 105), which is an east-west freeway 
south of LAX.  Major roadways serving LAX include Sepulveda Boulevard, Century Boulevard, Imperial 
Highway, and Lincoln Boulevard. 

1.3. RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING PLANS AND DOCUMENTS 

The environmental review process of the LAX Master Plan was conducted as a joint EIS/EIR and approved in 
2004.  The EIS/EIR provided descriptions of the environmental conditions in and around LAX, analyzed the 
potential impacts of the proposed improvements on the physical environment, and recommended mitigation 
measures to address potential impacts.  The main elements of the MSC Program, including the addition of new 
aircraft gates and the addition of an adjacent taxilane, are on the approved Airport Layout Plan. As indicated 
above, the MSC Program was assessed at a programmatic level in compliance with CEQA in the LAX Master 
Plan EIS/EIR.     

 

  

                                                      
3		 Project‐level	analysis	 is	 conducted	 on	 those	 elements	 that	LAWA	plans	 to	 implement	 in	 the	 short‐term;	greater	detail	 of	 these	

project	 elements	 is	 known	and	 can	be	 environmentally	 evaluated.	 	A	programmatic	 level	analysis	will	be	performed	 on	 future	
phases	because	the	plans	for	those	facilities	are	less	well	known	and	the	timing	for	those	future	facilities	has	not	been	determined.	
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The FAA issued a Record of Decision4 on the LAX Master Plan EIS that included environmental approval of the 
construction and operation of the full MSC Program as depicted on the Airport Layout Plan.5  Because the MSC 
Program has not substantively changed as documented and assessed in the LAX Master Plan EIS, no additional 
NEPA analysis of the MSC North Project is required.  However, as stated in the Introduction, additional project-
level CEQA analysis of the MSC North Project is required to assess the specific effects of constructing and 
operating the MSC North building, which is separate and independent of the later phase or phases of the MSC 
Program.  This first phase of the MSC Program serves a unique and independent function, and it can occur even if 
there is no future phase(s) of the MSC Program (i.e., it is not dependent upon the later phase(s) of the MSC 
Program or vice versa).  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program will continue to be examined at a programmatic 
level, focusing on any updates to the MSC Program from that assessed in the LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR. 

1.4. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS 

1.4.1. MSC North Project 

Project components associated with the MSC North Project include:  1) a concourse for up to to 11-gates and 
associated facilities; 2) improvements to taxiways and taxilanes; 3) a ramp tower or FAA supplemental airport 
traffic control tower to control aircraft movement around the concourse facility and associated airfield; and 4) 
utilities that support the MSC North Project (see Figure 2).  In addition, there are enabling projects, discussed in 
detail below, which would be required for project implementation. 

MSC North Project Components 

1) Midfield Satellite Concourse North and Associated Facilities 

The MSC North building would be constructed from the north limit of the concourse6 to a point just south of 
World Way West (see Figure 2 and Figure 3).  The MSC North building would have the ability to serve both 
international and domestic flights and could accommodate up to 11 gates for Airplane Design Group (ADG) III to 
ADG VI aircraft.  ADG III aircraft correspond to narrowbody jets (e.g., the Boeing 737), while ADG VI aircraft 
correspond to the largest jet aircraft, often referred to as new large aircraft (NLA), such as the Boeing 747-800 
and the Airbus A380.  The MSC North Project site including the concourse building and associated apron areas 
(see Figure 2 and Figure 3) encompass approximately 36 acres in the western portion of the airfield.   

 

  

                                                      
4		 U.S.	Department	of	Transportation,	Federal	Aviation	Administration,	Record	of	Decision,	Proposed	LAX	Master	Plan	Improvements,	

Los	Angeles	International	Airport,	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	County,	California,	May	20,	2005.	
5		 An	Airport	Layout	Plan	(ALP)	is	an	FAA‐approved	plan	that	depicts	both	existing	facilities	and	planned	development	for	an	airport.	

By	 definition,	 the	 ALP	 is	 a	 plan	 for	 a	 specific	 airport	 that	 shows:	 boundaries	 and	 proposed	 additions	 to	 all	 areas	 owned	 or	
controlled	by	the	sponsor	for	airport	purposes;	the	location	and	nature	of	existing	and	proposed	airport	facilities	and	structures;	
and	the	location	on	the	airport	of	existing	and	proposed	non‐aviation	areas	and	improvements	thereon.	

6		 The	north	 limit	of	the	proposed	MSC	would	be	south	of	the	Alt	D	 line	defined	by	Alternative	D	of	the	2004	LAX	Master	Plan	EIR.	
Alternative	D	includes	the	relocation	of	Runway	6R‐24L	by	340	feet	to	the	south.		It	also	includes	the	provision	of	a	new	centerfield	
taxiway	(between	Runway	6L‐24R	and	Runway	6R‐24L)	and	relocation	and	improvements	to	Taxiway	E	and	Taxilane	D.		The	Alt	D	
line	was	established	by	the	FAA‐required	object	free	area	limit	line	south	of	Taxilane	D.		The	centerfield	taxiway	would	meet	ADG	VI	
standards;	the	realigned	Taxiway	E	and	Taxilane	D	would	meet	ADG	V	standards.		The	MSC	North	Project	would	not	impact	the	Alt	
D	line	or	any	of	the	improvements	associated	with	Alternative	D.	
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Figure 2
Midfield Satellite Concourse North 

Project Components

SourCe: ricondo & Associates, Inc., January 2013.
PrePAred By: ricondo & Associates, Inc., January 2013.
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The MSC North building would have a horizontal footprint of 200,000 square feet, with approximate dimensions 
of 1,400 feet in length (north-south) and between 140 feet and 160 feet in width (east-west).  The floor space of 
the MSC North building, which would consist of four levels, would provide up to 800,000 square feet of floor 
space for facilities such as passenger holdrooms, concessions, restrooms, airline space, utility rooms, and 
circulation.  The MSC North Project would include space for airline operations, baggage handling, concourse 
circulation, holdrooms, concessions, airline lounges, office space, building support spaces, bus station(s), 
automated people mover system, and utilities.  Apron areas associated with the MSC North Project would also 
include service facilities such as aircraft parking locations, fuel pits, potable water, 400Hz power, and pre-
conditioned air. 

Passengers would access the MSC North building by airfield buses powered by clean fuel, traveling between 
existing CTA terminal facilities and the MSC North building.  Passengers would obtain tickets, check luggage, 
and be screened by security at the existing passenger terminals within the CTA7 and would be bused to and from 
existing bus gates located within these terminals.  One or more new bus stations would be constructed as part of 
the MSC North building (see Figure 2).   

Existing busing operations at the Airport mainly consist of passenger trips from the Central Terminal Area to the 
West Remote Gates (a distance ranging between 7,500 and 12,500 feet), and from Terminal 4 to the American 
Eagle Commuter Terminal (a distance of approximately 5,200 feet).  The current fleet consists of 15 diesel-
powered articulated buses, 12 compressed natural gas “Co-buses”, and 5 ADA trucks and shuttle vans.  Each 
articulated bus has a capacity of 66 passengers.  There are two Co-bus models in use at the Airport; one has a 
capacity of 77 passengers and the other has a capacity of 99 passengers.   

For the MSC North Project, each bus would have to travel a minimum of 1,300 feet and up to 6,000 feet between 
the MSC and the CTA, which is substantially shorter distance than bus trips today out to the West Remote Gates 
and Commuter Terminal.  Gates at the MSC North building could potentially accommodate 4 ADG VI aircraft, 5 
ADG V aircraft, and 2 ADG III aircraft.  Anticipating a heavy load factor, approximately 3-4 buses are expected 
to serve each flight out of the MSC North building.  As stated above, the MSC North Project would provide 
LAWA with greater operational flexibility and is intended to reduce existing busing operations to the West 
Remote gates.  

Baggage transport between the MSC North building and existing CTA terminals is anticipated to be 
accommodated by airside baggage carts and tugs.   

The MSC North Project could also include a connection between the proposed concourse facility and TBIT and/or 
the CTA to accommodate baggage and/or passengers (see Figure 2).  Landside access for employees, services, 
and deliveries would be provided through a secured AOA post located on World Way West (see Figure 2).  
Reconfiguration of World Way West would be required to maintain secured landside access to the MSC North 
building. 

  

                                                      
7		 Passengers	would	check‐in	at	 the	 terminal	where	 their	airline’s	passenger	processing	 facilities	are	 located	 (e.g.,	Terminal	1	 for	

Southwest	Airlines,	Terminal	4	 for	American	Airlines,	Terminal	5	 for	Delta	Air	Lines,	etc.).	 	Once	passengers	clear	 security	 they	
would	be	directed	to	a	bus‐gate	where	they	would	board	a	bus	to	access	the	MSC	North	building.	
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2) Improvements to Taxiways and Taxilanes 

A new taxilane will be needed to provide aircraft access to the west side gates of the MSC North building from 
the airfield.  Airside improvements associated with the MSC North Project include the construction of Taxilane 
C12 on the west side of the concourse facility and apron (see Figure 2).  Taxilane C12 would be designed to be 
75 feet wide and approximately 2,000 feet long to provide connections to existing Taxilane D and Taxiway E.  
ADG V aircraft correspond to airplanes such as the Boeing 747 and Boeing 787.  Taxilane T, located on the east 
side of the MSC concourse facility and apron, is currently under construction and already approved as part of the 
Bradley West EIR8, will provide aircraft access to the eastern MSC North gates and airfield.  

The MSC North Project also includes the construction of a new crossfield taxiway – C14.  Taxiway C14 would be 
located west of existing Taxiway R (see Figure 2).  Taxiway C14 would be designed to be 82 feet wide9 by 
approximately 3,600 feet long to provide connections to existing Taxiway B, Taxilane C, and Taxiway E. 

3) Ramp Control Tower or Supplemental Airport Traffic Control Tower 

To ensure that the LAX airport traffic control tower (ATCT) has a clear unobstructed and direct view of aircraft 
located on runways and taxiways in the vicinity of the MSC North Project, supplemental aircraft movement 
control, such as a ramp control tower and/or supplemental FAA ground-control of taxiways from a second ATCT 
is included as a project component (see Figure 2).  It is assumed that a ramp control tower would be integrated 
into the MSC North building; however, if the FAA determines that a supplemental ATCT is required, it could be 
located at an alternative location within the western portion of the airfield. 

4) MSC North Project Utilities  

The MSC North Project would also include the provision of utilities to serve the proposed concourse facility (see 
Figure 2), including: domestic water; electrical and communication systems; chilled water and heating hot water; 
natural gas and fuel systems; and waste water systems. In compliance with the LAWA Sustainability Guidelines, 
the MSC North Project would meet the energy efficiency and water efficiency and conservation requirements of 
the Los Angeles Green Building Code (Chapter IX, Article 9 of the Los Angele Municipal Code). 

Enabling Projects 

Enabling projects needed to implement the MSC North Project include:  E1) demolition of American Airlines 
maintenance (non-power) shop; E2) demolition of American Airlines leasehold parking; E3) relocation and 
demolition of electrical substation; E4) demolition of US Airways maintenance facility; E5) demolition of 
electrical vault #2; E6) demolition of U.S. Coast Guard facility; E7) demolition of a water deluge tank and pump 
station; E8) removal of five RON (remain overnight) aircraft parking spaces; E9) removal and/or relocation of 
FAA navigational aids (beacon and antenna array); and E10) removal and/or relocation of existing utility lines 
(see Figure 4).   

                                                      
8		 City	 of	 Los	Angeles,	 Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report	 (Final	EIR)	 for	 Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	 (LAX)	Bradley	West	

Project,	September	2009.	
9		 Taxiway	C14	is	being	designed	to	be	82	feet	wide,	which	is	the	current	FAA	criteria	for	taxiways	planned	to	accommodate	ADG	VI	

aircraft.	 	Taxilane	T	 is	being	 constructed	 to	be	100	 feet	wide;	at	 the	 time	 this	project	was	designed	and	approved	by	FAA,	 the	
criteria	 for	ADG	VI	 taxilanes	was	 100	 feet	wide,	which	was	 reduced	 to	 82	 feet	 upon	 the	 release	 of	 FAA	AC	 150/5300‐13A	 on	
September	28,	2012.		
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1.4.2. Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program 

The MSC Program components that are not part of the MSC North Project have only been conceptually planned; 
thus, only an update of the program-level analysis of these components presented in the certified LAX Master 
Plan EIR is possible.  For those MSC Program components receiving only programmatic environmental review in 
the MSC EIR, further project-level environmental review under CEQA will be required in the future before they 
can be implemented.  Project-level environmental documents for future phase(s) of the MSC Program will be 
initiated at such time as LAWA determines that they are needed. 

Components associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program include:  1) extension of MSC North Project 
to up to 18 additional gates and associated facilities; 2) extension of Taxilane C12; 3) utilities that support the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program; and 4) Central Terminal Processor (see Figure 5). 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program Components 

1) Midfield Satellite Concourse and Associated Facilities 

The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would extend the MSC North Project concourse facility in one or more 
phases (see Figure 5).  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would expand the MSC North building with up 
to 18 additional aircraft gates and an additional footprint with approximate dimensions of 1,000 feet in length 
(north-south) by 140 to 160 feet in width (east-west).  The extension(s) to the MSC North building could have up 
to four levels and approximately 560,000 square feet in floor space for facilities such as passenger holdrooms, 
concessions, restrooms, airline space, utility rooms, and circulation.  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program, 
including the concourse building and associated apron areas (see Figure 5), would encompass 24 acres in the 
western portion of the airfield and 6 acres in the CTA for the CTP.   

The approved LAX Master Plan also included a conveyance system to move passengers and baggage between the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program and the CTP, and vice versa.  The conveyance system for the future phase(s) 
of the MSC Program is being planned for passenger and baggage circulation in both a sterile and secure/non-
sterile format (see Figure 5). A vertical circulation element and an airside automated people mover (APM) are 
anticipated to convey checked-in passengers to the MSC.  A maintenance facility to service the airside APM 
would also need to be constructed on Airport property (see Figure 5). 

2) Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program Taxilanes 

The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would include the extension of Taxilane C12 south to connect to 
Taxilane C (see Figure 5).  

3) Utilities Supporting Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program  

The future phase(s) of the MSC Program also require utilities to accommodate the additional gates, the CTP, the 
automated people mover and baggage handling system, and facilities (see Figure 5), including: domestic water; 
electrical and communication systems; chilled water and heating hot water; natural gas and fuel systems; and 
waste water systems. Utility relocations and connections to the MSC concourse facility will mostly be completed 
as part of the MSC North Project.  Additional relocations and connections may be necessary for the Central 
Terminal Processor. 
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SourCE: ricondo & Associates, Inc., January 2013.
PrEPArEd By: ricondo & Associates, Inc., January 2013.
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4) Central Terminal Processor (CTP) 

The approved LAX Master Plan included a dual level CTP in the CTA to provide (in part) MSC passenger 
processing facilities that cannot be fully accommodated in the existing CTA terminals.  The CTP would process 
departing and arriving passengers from a facility that would be centrally positioned within the CTA where 
parking garages are currently located (see Figure 5).  The CTP would be constructed in the area immediately east 
of parking structures P3 and P4 and extend between World Way North and World Way South.  As part of the 
CTP, roadway modifications along World Way and the associated terminal roadway network would be required.  
The future phase(s) of the MSC Program assumes that passengers could use common-use airline counters and 
electronic check-in facilities, and would be able to both check and claim baggage at the CTP.  Other passenger 
services and amenities, as well as airline tenant operations space, could also be provided within the CTP. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program Enabling Projects 

Enabling projects that may be required for the future phase(s) of the MSC Program include:   E1) demolition of 
the American Airlines High Bay Hangar and American Airlines maintenance shed; E2) additional utility plant; 
and E3) relocation and demolition of parking garages P3 and P4. 

MIDFIELD SATELLITE CONCOURSE EIR 

Consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, Public Resources Code §21000 et seq.) and the 
CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations title 14, §15000 et seq.), LAWA is preparing an EIR to 
evaluate the environmental impacts of the MSC North Project at a project level and the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program at a programmatic level.  This Initial Study Checklist has been prepared to focus the issues that 
will be studied in further detail in the EIR by identifying the resource areas that could be subject to significant 
impacts from the MSC North Project and future phase(s) of the MSC Program, and that would require 
incorporation of mitigation measures where feasible.  The Initial Study also identifies resource areas where the 
environmental effects of the MSC North Project and future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated, less than significant, or where no impacts are anticipated.  These 
resource areas will not be evaluated further in the EIR.  Based on a preliminary review of the Project site and in 
consideration of the proposed activities, LAWA has determined that potentially significant effects may occur in 
Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Public Services, Transportation/Traffic, and Mandatory Findings of 
Significance.  As a result, these issues will be evaluated further in the MSC EIR.  

LAWA has determined that no significant impacts would occur to Aesthetics, Agricultural and Forestry 
Resources, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and Housing, 
Recreation, and Utilities and Service Systems.  Therefore, these topics will not be evaluated further in the MSC 
EIR unless identified as necessary through public comments during the 30-day scoping period associated with 
circulation of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for this EIR. 

1.5. REQUIRED APPROVALS/CONSULTATIONS 

LAWA proposes to implement the MSC North Project as soon as the required CEQA environmental review is 
completed and environmental approvals are obtained.  Future phase(s) of the MSC Program will require project-
level environmental review in compliance with CEQA. 
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1.5.1. Federal 

 U.S. Department of Transportation, FAA approval of a Notice of Construction or Alteration to ensure 
safe and efficient operations during the construction of the MSC. LAWA and its selected contractor 
would submit FAA Form 7460-1 “Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration.” 

 FAA approval of NEPA documentation associated with the relocation of FAA facilities. 

 U.S. Coast Guard approval of NEPA documentation associated with relocation of U.S. Coast Guard 
facilities. 

1.5.2. State and Regional Actions 

 South Coast Air Quality Management District review for proposed project conformity with the State 
Implementation Plan and any permits required under the Clean Air Act for stationary sources. 

 The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards 
(RWQCBs) administer regulations regarding water quality in the State.  Permits or approvals required 
from the SWRCB and/or RWQCB may include but are not be limited to: (1) General Construction Storm 
Water Permit; (2) Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan; and (3) Submittal of a Recycled Water 
Report to the RWQCB for the use of recycled water as a dust control measure for construction. 

1.5.3. Local 

 Certification of the Final EIR for the MSC Program (MSC North Project and future phase(s) of MSC 
Program). 

 LAX Plan Compliance Review in accordance with Section 7 of the LAX Specific Plan. 

 Preparation of a Project-specific Storm Water Management Plan or Standard Urban Storm Water 
Mitigation Plan for approval by the Bureau of Sanitation, Watershed Protection Division. 

 Los Angeles Fire Department approval. 

 Grading permits, building permits, and other permits issued by the Department of Building and Safety for 
the project and any associated Department of Public Works permits for infrastructure improvements. 

 Other federal, state, or local approvals, permits, or actions that may be deemed necessary for the project. 
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2. EXPLANATION OF INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST DETERMINATIONS 

The following analysis supports the determinations presented in the Initial Study Checklist.  Each response 
evaluates how the MSC North Project and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program, as defined in the Project 
Description, may affect existing environmental conditions at the Project site and in the surrounding area. The EIR 
will further evaluate topics where the potential for a significant impact has been identified and will, where 
appropriate, identify mitigation measures and explain how such measures would reduce significant impacts. 

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, within a state scenic highway? 
 
a-b. No Impact.  

No significant impacts to scenic vistas or scenic resources would occur and no further analysis of these issues is 
required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, the MSC North Project site is in the middle of the 
Airport and is in a highly disturbed area surrounded by airport uses. The site is currently being used for aircraft 
maintenance hangars, an aircraft apron and parking area, and FAA navigational equipment, with no landscaping 
or other features of aesthetic value.  Although the MSC North Project site may be visible from areas off-Airport, 
the MSC North Project site is not located adjacent to or within the viewshed of a designated scenic highway or 
scenic vista.     

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As stated above, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is in the 
middle of the Airport and is in a highly disturbed area surrounded by airport uses.  The Central Terminal 
Processor site is currently occupied by airport roadways and parking garages.  Neither site has any landscaping or 
other features of aesthetic value, nor are they located adjacent to or within the viewshed of a designated scenic 
highway or scenic vista.   

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

c. Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Implementation of mitigation measures would ensure that potential aesthetic impacts would be reduced to a less 
than significant level.  As such, no further analysis of potential aesthetic impacts is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  As indicated above, the MSC North Project site is in a highly disturbed area surrounded by 
airport uses.  The site is currently being used for aircraft maintenance hangars, an aircraft apron and parking area, 
and FAA navigational equipment, with no landscaping or other features of aesthetic value.  The operation of the 
MSC facility would be consistent in visual character with existing airport-related uses, including TBIT, which is 
located immediately to the east of the MSC site.  As the MSC North Project will be constructed as a modern state-
of-the-art concourse facility, it should improve the visual character and be more consistent with the new TBIT 
facility than existing conditions.  Thus, the MSC North Project would be compatible with the existing visual 
character.   
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Construction staging for the MSC North Project would occur on the project site and within LAWA Construction 
Staging Area A.  This construction staging area is located within the Airport boundary in the northwestern portion 
of the Airport, immediately south of Westchester Parkway between Pershing Drive and Lincoln Boulevard, and 
accommodates construction staging for several on-going LAX Master Plan projects including the Bradley West 
Terminal project.  The western half of Construction Staging Area A currently contains construction trailers, 
storage areas, loading areas, etc., and over 30-pole mounted lights in the interior.  The eastern half of the staging 
area has been graded and a portion of it is currently being used as a stockpile area.  It has over 40 pole-mounted 
perimeter fence lights running along the entire northern boundary.  Portions of this area have been designated for 
construction staging for the MSC North Project.  Construction staging for the MSC North Project would also 
occur in an area located on the southwest side of the Airport along the east side of Pershing Drive, just north of 
Imperial Highway.  This area is currently used as construction employee parking. 

Construction staging activities would be subject to mitigation measures contained in the LAX Master Plan 
Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP). 10  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As stated above, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is in a highly 
disturbed area surrounded by airport uses.  The Central Terminal Processor site is currently occupied by Airport 
roadways and parking garages.  The operation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be consistent in 
visual character with existing airport-related uses, including TBIT, which is located between the MSC site and the 
Central Terminal Processor site.   

Similar to the MSC North Project, it is assumed that construction staging for the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would occur on the project site or on existing construction staging or employee parking areas.  These 
areas would also be subject to mitigation measures contained in the LAX Master Plan MMRP.   

Mitigation Measure DA-1. Provide and Maintain Airport Buffer Areas:  Along the northerly and southerly 
boundary areas of the airport, LAWA will provide and maintain landscaped buffer areas that will include 
setbacks, landscaping, screening or other appropriate view-sensitive improvements with the goals of avoiding 
land use conflicts, shielding lighting, enhancing privacy, and better screening views of Airport facilities from 
adjacent residential uses.  Use of existing facilities in buffer areas may continue as required until LAWA can 
develop alternative facilities.   

Mitigation Measure MM-DA-1.  Construction Fencing.  Construction fencing and pedestrian canopies shall be 
installed by LAWA to the degree feasible to ensure maximum screening of areas under construction along major 
public approach and perimeter roadways, including Sepulveda Boulevard, Century Boulevard, Westchester 
Parkway, Pershing Drive, and Imperial Highway west of Sepulveda Boulevard.  Along Century Boulevard, 
Sepulveda Boulevard, and in other areas where the quality of public views are a high priority, provisions shall be 
made by LAWA for treatment of the fencing to reduce temporary visual impacts. 

  

                                                      
10		 City	 of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	LAX	Master	Plan	Alternative	D	Mitigation	Monitoring	and	Reporting	

Program,	September	2004.	
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d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

d. Less Than Significant Impact.  

No significant impacts related to lighting and glare would occur, and no further analysis of potential light and 
glare impacts is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is in an urban area with existing sources of ambient lighting of 
the existing airfield and Airport facilities.  New lighting associated with the MSC North Project would be 
consistent with the type of lighting found in the west airfield area and would be in compliance with applicable 
FAA standards and in conformance with relevant LAWA guidelines.  Lighting of the MSC North building and 
associated facilities would not materially increase exterior light sources or change light or glare effects in the area.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is in an urban area with 
existing sources of ambient lighting, such as street lights and lighting of the airfield and Airport facilities.  
Lighting associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be consistent with the type of lighting 
found in the west airfield area and CTA and would be in compliance with applicable FAA standards and in 
conformance with relevant LAWA guidelines.  Lighting of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program facilities 
would not materially increase exterior light sources or change light or glare effects in the area.  

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 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 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program in the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b. Conflict with 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.   

No impacts to agriculture or forestry resources would occur with implementation of the MSC North Project or the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program, and no further analysis of potential impacts to agriculture and forestry 
resources is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is located within a developed airport and is surrounded by 
airport uses.  As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, no agriculture or forestry resources or agricultural 
operations currently exist, or have existed in the recent past, at the Project site or in surrounding areas.  Further, 
there are no Williamson Act contracts in effect for the Project site or surrounding areas.11  The MSC North Project 
represents a continuation of the current airport-related and urban uses and would not convert farmland to non-
agricultural use, nor would it result in any conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 
contract.  Similarly, it would not result in the conversion of forest land to non-forest use.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is within a developed airport 
and surrounded by airport uses.  No agriculture or forestry resources or agricultural operations currently exist, or 
have existed in the recent past, at the MSC Program site or in surrounding areas.  Further, there are no Williamson 
Act contracts in effect for the MSC Program site or surrounding areas.12  The MSC Program facilities represent a 
continuation of the current airport-related and urban uses and would not convert farmland to non-agricultural use, 
nor would it result in any conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract.  
Similarly, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not result in the conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use. 

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 air quality plan? 

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 
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

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

 

  

                                                      
11		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.16,	April	2004.	
12		 Ibid.	
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a-e. Potentially Significant Impact.  

The MSC EIR will evaluate the potential for the MSC North Project and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
to have significant air quality impacts that were not addressed in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) which is 
under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  At the federal level, the 
Basin is designated as a nonattainment area for ozone (O3), respirable particulate matter (PM10), fine particulate 
matter (PM2.5), and lead (Pb).  At the state level, the Basin is designated as nonattainment for O3, PM10, PM2.5, Pb, 
and nitrogen dioxide (NO2).  The LAX Master Plan EIR evaluated the air quality impact of the Master Plan 
alternatives, including their potential to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the South Coast Air Quality 
Management Plan, violate air quality standards or contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation, result 
in a cumulatively considerable adverse net increase in air pollutants, and expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations or odors.  However, while the MSC North Project would implement a first phase that is a 
smaller facility than was analyzed for the entire MSC Program in the LAX Master Plan, it also includes passenger 
access details that vary from those assumed in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  Specifically, passengers will access the 
MSC North building via clean fuel buses rather than by an automated people mover.  This access and operation 
will be evaluated at a project-level analysis in the MSC EIR.  Because the MSC North Project has the potential to 
create new or different/increased air quality impacts than addressed in the LAX Master Plan EIR, it will be 
studied further in the MSC EIR.  Additionally, changes and updates to the regulatory setting for air quality have 
occurred since completion of the LAX Master Plan EIR, such as changes to the National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs) and the SCAQCMD air quality significance thresholds.  Project air 
emissions will be modeled and compared to applicable quantified air quality thresholds. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program is/are generally consistent with 
the assumptions and analysis contained in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  However, changes and updates to the 
regulatory setting for air quality have occurred since completion of the LAX Master Plan EIR and additional 
changes to the MSC Program are being considered as part of the ongoing planning for the MSC; thus the air 
quality effects of the MSC Program will be evaluated against current air quality criteria established by the 
SCAQMD.  Therefore, the MSC Program also has the potential to create new or different/increased air quality 
impacts than addressed in the LAX Master Plan EIR and will be studied further in the MSC EIR.     

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 local or regional plans, policies, 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 
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native wildlife nursery sites? 

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

 
a-e. Less Than Significant Impact.  

No significant impacts to biological resources would occur with implementation of the MSC North Project or the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program, and no further analysis of potential impacts to biological resources is 
required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project would be developed within the AOA, which is highly developed 
and devoid of relevant biological resources.  There are no riparian/wetland areas, trees, or wildlife movement 
corridors at or adjacent to the site for the MSC North Project.   

Construction staging for the MSC North Project would occur on the Project site and within LAWA Construction 
Staging Area A. This construction staging area is located in the northwestern portion of the Airport property, 
immediately south of Westchester Parkway between Pershing Drive and Lincoln Boulevard, and accommodates 
construction staging for several on-going LAX Master Plan projects including the Bradley West Terminal project.  
The western half of Construction Staging Area A currently contains construction trailers, storage areas, loading 
areas, etc.  Portions of this area have been designated for construction staging for the MSC North Project.  
Construction staging for the MSC North Project could also occur in an area located on the southwest side of the 
Airport along the east side of Pershing Drive, just north of Imperial Highway.  This area is currently used as 
construction employee parking.  Because all construction staging areas would occur in the midfield area on 
currently paved property, in LAWA Construction Staging Area A that is currently being used for construction 
staging of the Bradley West Terminal project, or in the existing construction employee parking area, the 
construction of the MSC North Project would have no significant effect on biological resources.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be developed within the 
AOA and the CTA, which are both highly developed and devoid of relevant biological resources.  There are no 
riparian/wetland areas, trees, or wildlife movement corridors at or adjacent to the site for the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program.   

Similar to the MSC North Project, it is assumed that construction staging for the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would occur on the project site or on existing construction staging or employee parking areas.  
Therefore, the construction of future phase(s) of the MSC Program would have no significant effect on such 
biological resources.  

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? 

f. No Impact.   

No impacts related to conflicts with approved habitat conversation plans would occur, and no further analysis of 
potential impacts to an adopted habitat conservation plan is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  As indicated above, the site for the MSC North Project is in a highly developed area.  There 
is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
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regional, or state habitat conservation plan that includes any part of the MSC North Project site or its immediate 
vicinity.  The Los Angeles/El Segundo Dunes Specific Plan Area is located at the far western boundary of LAX in 
the land bordered by Pershing Drive to the east, Vista Del Mar Boulevard to the west, Imperial Highway to the 
south, and Waterview Street and Napoleon Street to the north. This area also includes the 200-acre El Segundo 
Blue Butterfly Habitat Restoration Area.  This area is well removed from the MSC North Project site with more 
than a mile of separation; the MSC North Project would not affect these areas.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As indicated above, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is in a 
highly developed area.  There is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or 
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan that includes the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program site.  The Dunes Specific Plan Area, including the El Segundo Blue Butterfly Habitation Restoration 
Area, is located at the far western boundary of LAX and is well removed from the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program site.  

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in 

Section 15064.5? 
 
a. No Impact.  

No historical resources impacts exist within the MSC Project or future phase(s) of the MSA Program area, thus, 
no further analysis of potential impacts to historical resources is required for the MSC EIR 

MSC North Project:  The LAX Master Plan EIR included historical resources surveys. Previously identified 
historical resources at LAX include the following:13 

 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 (approximately 1.7 miles from MSC 
North Project Site); 

 Theme Building (eligible for the National Register of Historic Places) in the center of the LAX terminals 
(approximately 3,600 feet from MSC North Project Site); 

 WWII Munitions Storage Bunker (eligible for the National Register of Historic Places) near the western 
boundary of LAX (approximately 1.4 miles from MSC North Project Site); 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 (approximately 1.4 
miles from MSC North Project Site). 

Construction and operation of the MSC North Project would not affect any of the historical resources identified 
above.  A cultural resource survey of the MSC North Project site was conducted in December 2012; a total of nine 
new buildings or structures were recorded in the proposed Project property as a result of the Phase I survey. None 
of these buildings or structures was determined to be historical resources; thus, no historical resources would be 
affected by the MSC North Project (see Appendix A).   

                                                      
13		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	(LAWA),	Final	Environmental	Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.9.1,	April	2004.	
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Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Construction and operation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
would not affect any of the historical resources identified above.  The proposed CTP would be located 
approximately 800 feet west of the Theme Building; however, the proposed CTP would be similar in scale and 
size to the existing parking garages in this area and would not affect this historical resource.  A cultural resource 
survey of the MSC Program site was conducted in December 2012 and determined that no historical resources 
would be affected by the MSC Program (see Appendix A). 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to Section 15064.5? 

 
b. Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Implementation of mitigation measures would ensure that potential impacts associated with archaeological 
resources would be reduced to a less than significant level.  As such, no further analysis of potential impacts to 
archeological resources is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The LAX Master Plan EIR identified 36 previously recorded archaeological sites within a 
radius of approximately 2 miles of LAX, including 8 sites located on LAX property.14  None of these eight sites 
are located within the boundaries of the MSC North Project site or in its immediate vicinity.  The MSC North 
Project site is in a highly disturbed area that has historically been and is currently being used for aircraft 
maintenance and parking.  Any resources that may have existed on the MSC North Project site at one time are 
likely to have been displaced and, as a result, the potential for the MSC North Project to impact buried resources 
is low.  However, excavation into native soils is necessary to construct the MSC North Project, which could 
potentially result in the destruction of archaeological resources.  Because a significant impact to archaeological 
resources could occur, mitigation measures contained in the LAX Master Plan Mitigation and Monitoring 
Reporting Program (MMRP) will be required.15,16 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The LAX Master Plan EIR identified 36 previously recorded 
archaeological sites within a radius of approximately 2 miles of LAX, including 8 sites located on LAX 
property.17  None of these eight sites are located within the boundaries of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
site or in its immediate vicinity.  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is in a highly disturbed area that 
has historically been and is currently being used for aircraft maintenance and parking, and passenger parking.  
Any resources that may have existed on the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site at one time are likely to have 

                                                      
14		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.9.1,	April	2004.	
15		 LAX	Master	Plan	EIR	Mitigation	Measure	MM‐HA‐4	requires	preparation	of	an	Archaeological	Treatment	Plan	(ATP)	to	ensure	the	

long‐term	protection	and	proper	treatment	of	archaeological	discoveries	of	federal,	state,	and/or	local	significance	found	during	
LAX	Master	 Plan	 implementation.	 Subsequent	 to	 the	 publication	 of	 the	 LAX	Master	 Plan	 EIR,	 the	 ATP	was	 prepared,	 thereby	
satisfying	the	requirements	of	MM‐HA‐4.	The	ATP	provides	additional	information	and	guidance	for	understanding	the	conditions	
and	 implementation	of	Mitigation	Measures	MM‐HA‐4	 through	MM‐HA‐10	and,	 in	effect,	 supersedes	 these	mitigation	measures.	
Thus,	Mitigation	Measure	MM‐HA	 (MSC)‐1,	 applicable	 to	 the	 LAX	Midfield	 Satellite	 Concourse,	 has	 been	 developed	 to	 ensure	
compliance	with	the	ATP,	which	incorporates	the	requirements	of	Master	Plan	Mitigation	Measures	MM‐HA‐4	through	MM‐HA‐10.	

16		 City	 of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	LAX	Master	Plan	Alternative	D	Mitigation	Monitoring	and	Reporting	
Program,	September	2004.	

17		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	
Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.9.1,	April	2004.	
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been displaced and, as a result, the potential for the future phase(s) of the MSC Program to affect buried resources 
is low.  However, excavation into native soils is necessary to construct the future phase(s) of the MSC Program, 
which could potentially result in the destruction of archaeological resources.  Because a significant impact to 
archaeological resources could occur, mitigation measures contained in the LAX Master Plan Mitigation and 
Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP) will be required.   

Mitigation Measure MM-HA-5.  Archaeological Monitoring.  Any grading and excavation activities within 
LAX proper or the acquisition areas that have not been identified as containing redeposited fill material or having 
been previously disturbed shall be monitored by a qualified archaeologist.  The archaeologist shall be retained by 
LAWA and shall meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards.  The project 
archaeologist shall be empowered to halt construction activities in the immediate area if potentially significant 
resources are identified.  Test excavations may be necessary to reveal whether such findings are significant or 
insignificant.  In the event of notification by the project archaeologist that a potentially significant or unique 
archaeological/cultural find has been unearthed, LAWA shall be notified and grading operations shall cease 
immediately in the affected area until the geographic extent and scientific value of the resource can be reasonably 
verified.  Upon discovery of an archaeological resource or Native American remains, LAWA shall retain a Native 
American monitor from a list of suitable candidates obtained from the Native American Heritage Commission. 

Mitigation Measure MM-HA-6.  Excavation and Recovery.  Any excavation and recovery of identified 
resources (features) shall be performed using standard archaeological techniques and the requirements stipulated 
in the Archaeological Treatment Plan (ATP).  Any excavations, testing, and/or recovery of resources shall be 
conducted by a qualified archaeologist selected by LAWA. 

Mitigation Measure MM-HA-7.  Administration.  Where known resources are present, all grading and 
construction plans shall be clearly imprinted with all of the archaeological/cultural mitigation measures.  All site 
workers shall be informed in writing by the on-site archaeologist of the restrictions regarding disturbance and 
removal as well as procedures to follow should a resource deposit be detected. 

Mitigation Measure MM-HA-8.  Archaeological/Cultural Monitor Report.  Upon completion of grading and 
excavation activities in the vicinity of known archaeological resources, the Archaeological/Cultural monitor shall 
prepare a written report.  The report shall include the results of the fieldwork and all appropriate laboratory and 
analytical studies that were performed in conjunction with the excavation.  The report shall be submitted in draft 
form to the FAA, LAWA, and City of Los Angeles-Cultural Affairs Department.  City representatives shall have 
30 days to comment on the report.  All comments and concerns shall be addressed in a final report issued within 
30 days of receipt of city comments. 

Mitigation Measure MM-HA-9.  Artifact Curation.  All artifacts, notes, photographs, and other project-related 
materials recovered during the monitoring program shall be curated at a facility meeting federal and state 
requirements. 

Mitigation Measure MM-HA-10.  Archaeological Notification.  If human remains are found, all grading and 
excavation activities in the vicinity shall cease immediately and the appropriate LAWA authority shall be 
notified: compliance with those procedures outlined in Section 7050.5(b) and (c) of the State Health and Safety 
Code, Section 5097.94(k) and (i) and Section 5097.98(a) and (b) of the Public Resources Code shall be required.  
In addition, those steps outlined in Section 15064.5(e) of the CEQA Guidelines shall be implemented. 
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Mitigation Measure MM-HA (MSC)-1. Conformance with LAX Master Plan Archaeological Treatment 
Plan:  Prior to initiating grading and construction activities, LAWA will retain an on-site Cultural Resource 
Monitor (CRM), as defined in the LAX Master Plan Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Archaeological Treatment Plan (ATP), who will determine if the proposed project area is subject to 
archaeological monitoring.  As defined in the ATP, areas are not subject to archaeological monitoring if they 
contain redeposited fill or have previously been disturbed.  The CRM will compare the known depth of 
redeposited fill or disturbance to the depth of planned grading activities, based on a review of construction plans. 
If the CRM determines that the project site is subject to archaeological monitoring, a qualified archaeologist (an 
archaeologist who satisfies the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards [36 CFR 61]) shall 
be retained by LAWA to inspect excavation and grading activities that occur within native material.  The extent 
and frequency of inspection shall be defined based on consultation with the archaeologist.  Following initial 
inspection of excavation materials, the archaeologist may adjust inspection protocols as work proceeds. 

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

 

c. Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.  

Implementation of mitigation measures would ensure that potential impacts associated with paleontological 
resources would be reduced to less than significant. As such, no further analysis of potential impacts to 
paleontological resources is required for the MSC EIR. 
 
MSC North Project:  The records search conducted for the LAX Master Plan EIR identified the discovery of two 
vertebrate fossils within LAX boundaries, three more in the immediate vicinity of LAX, and one within 
approximately 2 miles of LAX.  These fossils were found at depths ranging from 13 to 70 feet.  The Phase I 
Cultural Resources Survey conducted in 2012 for the MSC North Project found no fossil localities recorded 
within the Project site (see Appendix A).  As discussed for archaeological resources above, the MSC North 
Project site is in a previously disturbed area but the need for substantial excavation of native soils could result in 
the potential for the destruction of paleontological resources during construction.  Because a significant impact to 
paleontological resources could occur, mitigation measures are required. 18 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As discussed for archaeological resources above, the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program site is in a previously disturbed area but the need for substantial excavation of native soils could 
result in the potential for the destruction of paleontological resources during construction.  Because a significant 
impact to paleontological resources could occur, mitigation measures are required.19 

 

                                                      
18		 LAX	Master	Plan	EIR	Mitigation	Measure	MM‐PA	(MSC)‐1	requires	preparation	of	a	monitoring	and	fossil	remains	treatment	plan	

(a	Paleontological	Management	Treatment	Plan	or	PMTP)	for	construction‐related	activities	that	could	disturb	potential	unique	
paleontological	 resources	within	 the	 project	 area.	 Subsequent	 to	 the	 publication	 of	 the	 LAX	Master	 Plan	 EIR,	 the	 PMTP	was	
prepared	for	the	LAX	Master	Plan,	thereby	satisfying	the	requirements	of	MM‐PA‐1.	The	PMTP	provides	additional	information	and	
guidance	 for	understanding	the	conditions	and	 implementation	of	Master	Plan	Mitigation	Measures	MM‐PA‐1	through	MM‐PA‐7	
and,	in	effect,	supersedes	these	mitigation	measures.	Thus,	Mitigation	Measures	MM‐PA	(MSC)‐1	and	MM‐PA	(MSC)‐2,	applicable	to	
the	 LAX	 Midfield	 Satellite	 Concourse,	 have	 been	 developed	 to	 ensure	 compliance	 with	 the	 PMTP,	 which	 incorporates	 the	
requirements	of	Master	Plan	Mitigation	Measures	MM‐PA‐1	through	MM‐PA‐7.	

19		 City	 of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	LAX	Master	Plan	Alternative	D	Mitigation	Monitoring	and	Reporting	
Program,	September	2004.	
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Mitigation Measure MM-PA-2. Paleontological Authorization:  The paleontologist shall be authorized by 
LAWA to halt, temporarily divert, or redirect grading in the area of an exposed fossil to facilitate evaluation and, 
if necessary, salvage.  No known or discovered fossils shall be destroyed without the written consent of the 
project paleontologist. 

Mitigation Measure MM-PA-3. Paleontological Monitoring Specifications:  Specifications for paleontological 
monitoring shall be included in construction contracts for all LAX projects involving excavation activities deeper 
than six feet. 

Mitigation Measure MM-PA-4. Paleontological Resources Collection:  Because some fossils are small, it will 
be necessary to collect sediment samples of promising horizons discovered during grading or excavation 
monitoring for processing through fine mesh screens.  Once the samples have been screened, they shall be 
examined microscopically for small fossils.  

Mitigation Measure MM-PA-5. Fossil Preparation:  Fossils shall be prepared to the point of identification and 
catalogued before they are donated to their final repository. 

Mitigation Measure MM-PA-6. Fossil Donation:  All fossils collected shall be donated to a public, nonprofit 
institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the Los Angeles County Museum of Natural History. 

Mitigation Measure MM-PA-7. Paleontological Reporting:  A report detailing the results of these efforts, 
listing the fossils collected, and naming the repository shall be submitted to the lead agency at the completion of 
the project. 

Mitigation Measure MM-PA (MSC)-1. Conformance with LAX Master Plan Paleontological Management 
Treatment Plan:  Prior to the initiation of grading and construction activities, LAWA will retain a professional 
paleontologist, as defined in the LAX Master Plan Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Paleontological 
Management Treatment Plan (PMTP), who will determine if the project site exhibits a high or low potential for 
subsurface resources.  If the project site is determined to exhibit a high potential for subsurface resources, 
paleontological monitoring will be conducted in accordance with the procedures stipulated in the PMTP.  If the 
project site is determined to exhibit a low potential for subsurface deposits, excavation need not be monitored as 
per the PMTP.  In the event that paleontological resources are discovered, the procedures outlined in the PMTP 
for the identification of resources will be followed. 

Mitigation Measure MM-PA (MSC)-2. Construction Personnel Briefing:  In accordance with the PMTP, 
construction personnel will be briefed by the consulting paleontologist in the identification of fossils or 
fossiliferous deposits and in the correct procedures for notifying the relevant individuals should such a discovery 
occur.  
 

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

d. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Implementation of the steps outlined below would ensure that potential impacts associated with human remains 
would be less than significant, and further analysis is not required in the MSC EIR. 
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MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is in a highly developed area dedicated to aviation-related uses.  
Within LAX, any traditional burials would likely be associated with the Native American group known as the 
Gabrielino.  Based on previous surveys conducted at LAX and the results of record searches completed in 1995, 
1997, and 2000 for the LAX Master Plan EIR and a Phase I Cultural Resources Survey conducted for the MSC 
North Project in 2012 (see Appendix A), no traditional burial sites have been identified within the LAX 
boundaries or in the vicinity of the Airport.  However, if human remains were encountered, all grading and 
excavation activities in the vicinity would cease immediately, and the appropriate LAWA authority would be 
notified.  Compliance with the procedures outlined in Section 7050.5(b) and (c) of the State Health and Safety 
Code, Section 5097.94(k) and (i) and Section 5097.98(a) and (b) of the Public Resources Code is required. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is in a highly developed area 
dedicated to aviation-related uses.  As stated above, no traditional burial sites have been identified within the 
LAX boundaries or in the vicinity of the Airport.  However, if human remains were encountered, all grading and 
excavation activities in the vicinity would cease immediately, and the appropriate LAWA authority would be 
notified.  Compliance with the procedures outlined in Section 7050.5(b) and (c) of the State Health and Safety 
Code, Section 5097.94(k) and (i) and Section 5097.98(a) and (b) of the Public Resources Code 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. 

 
a.i. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Impacts to people or structures resulting from rupture of a known earthquake fault would be less than significant, 
and no further analysis of potential impacts related to fault rupture is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Fault rupture is the displacement that occurs along the surface of a geologic fault during an 
earthquake.  As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, while the MSC North Project site is located within the 
seismically active Southern California region, it is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone.20  
Geotechnical literature indicates that the Charnock Fault, a potentially active fault, may be located near or run 
through the eastern portions of LAX.  However, as stated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, subsequent evaluation 
  

  

                                                      
20 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.22,	April	2004.	
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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 LAX.21 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, while the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program site is located within the seismically active Southern California region, the site is not located 
within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone.22  The closest fault, 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 LAX.23  

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? 
 
a.ii. Less Than Significant Impact.   
 
All construction would comply with the Uniform Building Code (UBC) and City of Los Angeles Building Code 
(LABC) requirements; thus, potential impacts associated with strong seismic ground shaking would be less than 
significant, and no further analysis of potential impacts associated with seismic ground shaking is required in the 
MSC EIR. 
 
MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is located in the seismically active Southern California region; 
however, there is no evidence of faulting at the project site, and it is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Special 
Study Zone.24  Nevertheless, structures and people (relative to existing conditions) would be exposed to 
seismically induced ground shaking throughout the design life of the MSC North Project.  As noted in the LAX 
Master Plan EIR, this is a condition that exists throughout the Los Angeles region.  All construction associated 
with the MSC North Project would be designed in accordance with the provisions of the UBC and the LABC. 
   
Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is located in the seismically 
active Southern California region; however, there is no evidence of faulting at the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program site, and the site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone.25  All construction 
associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be designed in accordance with the provisions of 
the Uniform Building Code (UBC) and the City of Los Angeles Building Code (LABC).  

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 
 
a.iii. Less Than Significant Impact.   
 
Because all construction would comply with UBC and LABC requirements, potential impacts associated with 
seismic-related ground failure would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this issue is required for 
the MSC EIR. 
                                                      
21 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	(LAWA),	Final	Environmental	Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.22,	April	2004.	
22 Ibid.	
23 Ibid.	
24 Ibid.	
25 Ibid.	
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MSC North Project:  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.  As indicated in the LAX Master 
Plan EIR, the depth to groundwater at LAX is generally greater than 90 feet, which would indicate that the MSC 
North Project site has a very low susceptibility to liquefaction.  However, perched groundwater26 conditions have 
been noted in the upper 20 to 60 feet at some locations at LAX, and the density of sand deposits in the upper 30 
feet is generally considered medium to low.  Liquefaction could, therefore, occur in localized areas; however, the 
overall potential for liquefaction at LAX is considered low.27 
 
Strong ground shaking also could affect partially saturated granular soils and could result in seismic settlement of 
foundations and the ground surface at LAX.  Due to variations in material type, seismic settlements could differ 
across LAX, but are generally estimated to be between negligible and 0.5-inch; the overall potential for damaging 
seismically induced settlement is considered low.28 

Seismically induced ground shaking also can cause slope-related hazards through various processes including 
slope failure, lateral spreading,29 flow liquefaction, and ground lurching.30  Because there are no existing slopes at 
the MSC North Project site, there is no potential for such failures associated with the proposed project.  

The California Department of Conservation (CDC) is mandated by the Seismic Hazards Act of 199031 to identify 
and map the state's most prominent earthquake hazards in order to help avoid damage resulting from earthquakes. 
The CDC's Seismic Hazard Zone Mapping Program charts areas prone to liquefaction and earthquake-induced 
landslides throughout California's principal urban and major growth areas.  According to the Seismic Hazard Map 
for the Inglewood Quadrangle, no potential liquefaction zones are located within the vicinity of LAX.  Isolated 
zones of potential seismic slope instability are identified near the western edge of LAX, within the dune area to 
the west of the MSC North Project site.32   

In summary, the potential for seismic-related ground failure at the MSC North Project site is considered low.  In 
addition, all construction would be designed in accordance with the provisions of the UBC and the LABC.   

  

                                                      
26		 Perched	groundwater	is	groundwater	that	is	generally	shallow	and	is	isolated	and	not	connected	to	an	aquifer.	
27		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.22,	April	2004.	
28		 Ibid.	
29 Lateral	Spreading	is	deformation	of	very	gently	sloping	ground	(or	virtually	flat	ground	adjacent	to	an	open	body	of	water)	that	

occurs	when	cyclic	shear	stresses	caused	by	an	earthquake	induce	liquefaction.	This	reduces	the	shear	strength	of	the	soil,	causing	
failure	and	"spreading"	of	the	slope.	

30 Ground	 lurching	 (and	related	 lateral	extension)	 is	 the	horizontal	movement	of	 soil,	 sediments,	or	 fill	 located	on	relatively	 steep	
embankments	or	scarps	as	a	result	of	earthquake‐induced	ground	shaking.	Damage	includes	lateral	movement	of	the	slope	in	the	
direction	of	the	slope	face,	ground	cracks,	slope	bulging,	and	other	deformations.	

31	 California	Public	Resources	Code,	§2690‐2699.6	(Seismic	Hazards	Mapping	Act	of	1990).	
32	 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.22,	April	2004.	
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The Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site would have no different 
risk of seismic ground failure or liquefaction.  The potential for seismic-related ground failure at the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program site is considered low.  In addition, all construction would be designed in 
accordance with the provisions of the UBC and the LABC. 

iv. Landslides? 
 
a.iv. No Impact.  

No impacts resulting from landslides would occur, and no further analysis of potential impacts associated with 
landslides is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site and surrounding areas are relatively flat, 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 MSC North Project site that contain unstable 
slopes prone to seismically produced landslides.33  Implementation of the MSC North Project would not result in 
the exposure of people or structures to the risk of landslides during a seismic event.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site would have no different risk 
of landslides.  Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not result in the exposure of 
people or structures to the risk of landslides during a seismic event.  

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 
 
b. Less Than Significant Impact.   

No impacts resulting from soil erosion would occur, and no further analysis of potential impacts associated with 
soil erosion is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The potential for soil erosion on the MSC North Project site is low due to its level 
topography.  In addition, the MSC North Project site is developed with buildings and/or covered with impervious 
surfaces.  The MSC North Project would result in excavation and use of fill during construction.  Conformance 
with LABC Sections 91.7000 through 91.7016, which include construction requirements for grading, excavation, 
and use of fill, would reduce the potential for wind or waterborne erosion.  In addition, the LABC requires an 
erosion control plan that is reviewed by the Department of Building and Safety prior to construction if grading 
exceeds 200 cubic yards and occurs during the rainy season (between November 1 and April 15).  LAWA would 
be required to prepare an erosion control plan to reduce soil erosion.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is currently developed with 
buildings and/or covered with impervious surfaces on level topography.  Similar to the MSC North Project, 
LAWA would be required to prepare an erosion control plan to reduce soil erosion.   

                                                      
33		 	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 would become unstable as a result 
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction, or collapse? 

 
c. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Impacts related to unstable soils are anticipated to be less than significant, and no further analysis of potential 
impacts associated with unstable soils is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Settlement of soils beneath engineered structures or fills typically results from the 
consolidation and/or compaction of foundation soils in response to the increased load induced by the structure or 
fill.  As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, the presence of undocumented and typically weak artificial fill at 
LAX creates the potential for settlement.  The Lakewood Formation also includes some silt and clay layers prone 
to settlement.  However, foundation design features and construction methods will be in accordance with the UBC 
and with LABC Sections 91.7000 through 91.7016, which include construction requirements for grading, 
excavation, and foundation work.			This will reduce the potential for excessive settlement beneath the MSC North 
Project facilities; the overall potential for damaging settlement is considered low.34  See also Responses VI.a.iii 
and VI.a.iv, above.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Implementation of facilities associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program will be required to incorporate the same foundation design features and construction methods in 
accordance with the UBC and with LABC Sections 91.7000 through 91.7016.  This will reduce the potential for 
excessive settlement beneath the MSC Program facilities; the overall potential for damaging settlement is 
considered low.35 

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? 

d. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Impacts related to expansive soils are anticipated to be less than significant, and no further analysis of potential 
impacts associated with expansive soils is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  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.  As indicated in 
the LAX Master Plan EIR, fill materials located in the vicinity of LAX could be prone to expansion, and some 
portions of the Lakewood Formation found beneath the eastern portion of LAX may also be susceptible, due to 
their higher content of clay and silt.36 

 

                                                      
34		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.22,	April	2004.	
35		 Ibid.	
36		 Ibid.	
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Facilities associated with the MSC North Project could be subject to the effects of expansive soils.  However, 
because construction of these facilities would occur in accordance with LABC Sections 91.7000 through 91.7016, 
which include construction requirements for grading, excavation, and foundation work, the potential for hazards 
to occur as a result of expansive soils would be minimized.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Facilities associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program could be 
subject to the effects of expansive soils. However, because project construction of these facilities would occur in 
accordance with LABC Sections 91.7000 through 91.7016, which include construction requirements for grading, 
excavation, and foundation work, the potential for hazards to occur as a result of expansive soils would be 
minimized. 

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? 

e. No Impact.   

No impacts related to septic systems would occur, and no further analysis of potential impacts associated with 
septic systems is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is located in an urbanized area where wastewater infrastructure 
is currently in place.  The MSC North Project would not use septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems.  Therefore, the ability of on-site soils to support septic tanks or alternative wastewater systems is not 
relevant, and no mitigation measures are required.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is located in an urbanized 
area where wastewater infrastructure is currently in place.  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not 
use septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems.  Therefore, the ability of on-site soils to support septic 
tanks or alternative wastewater systems is not relevant, and no mitigation measures are 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? 
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 

emissions of greenhouse gases? 
 
a, b. Potentially Significant Impact.   

The MSC EIR will evaluate the potential for the MSC North Project and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
to have significant greenhouse gas emission impacts or to conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.  Because analysis of greenhouse gas 
emissions was not required at the time the LAX Master Plan EIR was prepared, these impacts were not addressed 
in the LAX Master Plan EIR. 
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MSC North Project:  Construction and operation of the improvements being considered for the MSC North 
Project would generate greenhouse gas emissions, which were not evaluated in the LAX Master Plan EIR. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:   Construction and operation of the improvements being considered for the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program would generate greenhouse gas emissions, which were not evaluated in the 
LAX Master Plan EIR. 

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? 
 

a. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Construction and operation of the MSC North Project or the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not create 
a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials.  As such, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Construction and operation of the MSC North Project would involve some use of hazardous 
materials, including vehicle fuels, oils, transmission fluids, and cleaning solvents.  These types of materials are 
not acutely hazardous, and all storage, handling, and disposal of these materials are regulated.  As indicated in the 
LAX Master Plan EIR, compliance with existing federal, state, and local regulations and routine precautions 
would reduce the potential for accidental releases of a hazardous material and would minimize the impact of an 
accident, should one occur.37  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Construction and operation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
would involve similar use of hazardous materials and would be subject to compliance with existing federal, state, 
and local regulations, as well as routine precautions to reduce the potential for accidental releases of hazardous 
materials to minimize the impact of an accident, should one occur.  

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions involving the likely release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

 
b. Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.   

Implementation of mitigation measures would ensure that potential hazardous materials impacts would be reduced 
to a less than significant level.  As such, no further analysis of potential hazardous materials impacts is required 
for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  A Phase I environmental site assessment to determine the potential for the presence of 
hazardous materials contamination of soil and/or groundwater at the MSC North Project site was conducted in 

                                                      
37		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.22,	April	2004.	
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January 2013 (see Appendix B).  While no specific hazardous waste sites were located within the Project site, 
due to the aircraft maintenance and other activities that have historically and are currently occurring in this 
portion of the airfield, the Phase I environmental site assessment noted several areas of potential concern.  
Demolition of structures built prior to 1980 may result in the exposure of the public and/or the environment to 
asbestos-containing material (ACMs) and or lead-based paint (LBP).  During construction, previously 
unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs), hazardous materials, petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous or 
solid wastes may be encountered and may result in the exposure of the public and/or the environment to 
hazardous materials.  Additionally, construction activities, including demolition, may encounter or generate 
hazardous or solid wastes and debris and may result in the exposure of the public and/or the environment to 
hazardous materials.  Because a significant impact could occur, mitigation measures contained in the LAX Master 
Plan Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP) will be required.38   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  There is the potential that previously unidentified contaminated soils at the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program site could be encountered during construction of the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program.  A Phase I environmental site assessment to determine the potential for the presence of hazardous 
materials contamination of soil and/or groundwater at the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site was conducted 
to identify any known issues (see Appendix B).  While no specific hazardous waste sites were located within the 
MSC Program site, due to the aircraft maintenance and other activities that have historically and are currently 
occurring in this portion of the Airport, the Phase I environmental site assessment noted several areas of potential 
concern.  Because a significant impact could occur, mitigation measures contained in the LAX Master Plan 
Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP) will be required.39 

Mitigation Measure MM-HM-2.  Handling of Hazardous Materials Encountered During Construction.  
Prior to the initiation of construction, LAWA will develop a program to coordinate all efforts associated with the 
handling of contaminated materials encountered during construction.  The intent of this program will be to ensure 
that all contaminated soils and/or groundwater encountered during construction are handled in accordance with all 
applicable regulations. 
 
Mitigation Measure MM-HM (MSC)-1.  Asbestos-Containing Materials and Lead Based Paint.  Prior to 
construction activities, LAWA, or its contractors, will conduct an evaluation of all buildings (built prior to 1980) 
to be demolished to evaluate the presence of asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint.  Remediation 
will be implemented in accordance with the recommendation of these evaluations. 
 
Mitigation Measure MM-HM (MSC)-2.  Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan.  LAWA or its contractors 
will prepare a hazardous materials contingency plan addressing the potential for discovery of unidentified USTs, 
hazardous materials, petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous or solid wastes encountered during construction.  The 
contingency plan will address UST decommissioning, field screening and materials testing methods, mitigation 
and contaminant management requirements, and health and safety requirements. 
 
Mitigation Measure MM-HM (MSC)-3.  Hazardous and Solid Waste Disposal.  Construction contractors will 
dispose of all hazardous or solid wastes and debris encountered or generated during construction and demolition 
activities in accordance with all federal, state, and local laws and regulations. 
   

                                                      
38		 City	 of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	LAX	Master	Plan	Alternative	D	Mitigation	Monitoring	and	Reporting	

Program,	September	2004.	
39		 Ibid.	
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c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

c. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would emit hazardous emissions or 
involve the handling of acutely hazardous materials. Also, there are no schools located within one-quarter mile of 
the proposed sites; thus, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project would not cause hazardous emissions to be emitted.  Construction 
and operation of the MSC North Project would result in the handling of hazardous, but not acutely hazardous, 
materials.  However, there are no existing or proposed schools located within one-quarter mile of the MSC North 
Project site. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not cause hazardous 
emissions to be emitted.  Construction and operation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in 
the handling of hazardous, but not acutely hazardous, materials.  However, there are no existing or proposed 
schools located within one-quarter mile of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site. 

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

 
d. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program are located on hazardous waste and 
substance sites pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5; thus, this issue does not require any further 
analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Government Code Section 65962.5 requires that the California Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC) compile and maintain a list of all hazardous substance release sites pursuant to 

Section 25356 of the Health and Safety Code.  DTSC’s list of sites that meet the criteria of HSC § 25356 has been 
compiled into a “Cortese” list.  A review of this list has determined that the MSC North Project site is not located 
on a DTSC hazardous waste and substance site.40   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  A review of the DTSC “Cortese” list has determined that the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not located on a DTSC hazardous waste and substance site.41   

  

                                                      
40		 California	 Department	 of	 Toxic	 Substances	 Control,	 available	 at:	 www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp?basic=True.	

Accessed	November	12,	2012.	
41		 Ibid.	



Initial Study 

Los Angeles World Airports  Midfield Satellite Concourse 
February 2013 55 

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, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

 
e. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in a significant impact 
with regard to safety for people working in the project area.  As such, this issue does not require any further 
analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North 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 established by the Los Angeles 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 improvements associated with the MSC North Project would meet all applicable safety related design 
standards.     

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  All of the areas associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
site are located within a public airport.  All of the components of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would 
comply with FAA design standards, City of Los Angeles’ ordinances, and applicable safety related design 
standards. 

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

 
f. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC Project nor future phase(s) of the MSC Program are located in the vicinity of a private airstrip.  
Thus, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip but rather 
within a public airport (see Response VIII.e, above).   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not located within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip but rather within a public airport (see Response VIII.e, above). 
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g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

 
g. Less Than Significant Impact.   
 
Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would significantly impair 
implementation or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.  
As such, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 
 
MSC North Project:  LAWA and tenants of LAX maintain Emergency Response Evacuation Plans to minimize 
the potential for and the effects of an accident, should one occur.  Construction of the MSC North Project may 
result in temporary closures to local Airport circulation roads at LAX.  However, this possible obstruction would 
be temporary and occur only at limited access points at any one time.  Other areas of the Airport would be kept 
clear and unobstructed at all times during construction in accordance with FAA, State Fire Marshal, and Los 
Angeles Fire Code regulations.   
 
Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be required to adhere to 
FAA, State Fire Marshal, and Los Angeles Fire Code regulations.  Coordination of any temporary closures to 
local Airport circulation roads would be made with the City of Los Angeles Fire Department to ensure no 
interference with emergency response or emergency evacuation plans. 

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? 

 
h. No Impact.   

Implementation of the MSC North Project or the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not result in the 
exposure of people or structures to hazards associated with wildland fires; thus, this issue does not require any 
further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site and surrounding areas are predominantly paved and/or 
developed.  There are no fire hazard areas containing flammable brush, grass, or trees on the MSC North Project 
site.  Furthermore, the MSC North Project site is not within a City of Los Angeles Wildfire Hazard Area, as 
delineated in the Safety Element of the General Plan.42   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site and surrounding areas are 
predominantly paved and/or developed.  There are no fire hazard areas containing flammable brush, grass, or trees 
and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not within a City of Los Angeles Wildfire Hazard Area, as 
delineated in the Safety Element of the General Plan.  

  

                                                      
42		 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,	November	1996.	
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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 substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local 
groundwater table level (i.e., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a 
level which would 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 would result in substantial 
erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

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

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

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

a-f. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Implementation of the MSC North Project or the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not result in 
significant adverse impacts to water quality, stormwater, and groundwater, and no further analysis of potential 
impacts associated with water quality, stormwater, or groundwater is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Construction of the MSC North Project would occur in areas that are currently developed 
and paved.  In addition, the existing drainage system at LAX is sized to accommodate runoff from all impervious 
surfaces in the vicinity of the MSC North Project site.  As such, the MSC North Project would not materially alter 
existing drainage patterns or surface water runoff rates or quantities. 

The agency with jurisdiction over water quality at LAX is the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(LARWQCB).  The Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of pollutants to waters of the U.S. from any point 
source unless the discharge is in compliance with a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permit.  In accordance with the Clean Water Act, LAX is within the area covered by NPDES Permit No. 
CAS004001 issued by the LARWQCB, and construction and operation of the MSC North Project would be in 
compliance with the LAX NPDES permit.43  

According to utility plans for the MSC Program, the site for the MSC North Project is within two drainage 
watersheds, the Pershing sub-basin and the Imperial sub-basin.  The utility plans recommend a new drainage 
system within the Pershing sub-basin similar to the existing drainage system; however, the new drainage system 
would reroute runoff north and south around the MSC North Project site and be connected to the existing trunk 
line in World Way West, which can readily accommodate it. 

                                                      
43		 Los	Angeles	County	Municipal	Storm	Water	National	Pollutant	Discharge	Elimination	System	(NPDES)	Permit	(Order	No.	01‐182;	

NPDES	No.	CAS0041	as	Amended	by	Regional	Order	R4‐2007‐0042	on	August	9,	2007).	
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Construction of the MSC North Project could result in the potential for short-term impacts to surface water (i.e., 
stormwater) quality, due to grading and other temporary surface disturbance.  The Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the MSC North Project would address construction-related surface water quality 
impacts and delineate water quality control measures to address those impacts.  Control measures such as best 
management practices are specified in LAWA's existing Construction SWPPP for LAX.  These include, but are 
not limited to, the following:  soil stabilization (erosion control) techniques; sediment control methods; contractor 
training programs; material transfer practices; waste management practices; roadway cleaning/tracking control 
practices; vehicle and equipment practices; and fueling practices. 

As part of the MSC North Project, implementation of the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) 
would occur.  Although the MSC North Project would not change the quantity or pattern of stormwater runoff 
from the Project site to any notable degree, LAWA would be required to incorporate source control and treatment 
control measures in the form of best management practices to improve surface water quality discharge compared 
to existing conditions, including collecting stormwater runoff in a clarifier before being discharged.  SUSMP 
requirements include, but are not limited to, the following:  minimizing stormwater pollutants of concern; 
providing storm drain system stenciling and signage; containing properly designed outdoor material storage areas; 
containing properly designed trash storage areas; and providing proof of ongoing BMP maintenance.   

As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, LAX is located within the West Coast Groundwater Basin. 
Groundwater beneath LAX is not used for municipal or agricultural purposes.44  Construction and operation of the 
MSC North Project would not require the use of groundwater and, thus, would not deplete groundwater supplies.  
In addition, since the MSC North Project site is paved/improved, no notable adverse change in the amount of 
permeable areas would occur. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Construction of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would occur in 
areas that are currently developed and paved.  In addition, the existing drainage system at LAX is sized to 
accommodate runoff from all impervious surfaces in the vicinity of the MSC Program sites.  As such, the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program would not materially alter existing drainage patterns or surface water runoff rates or 
quantities. 

The construction and operation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be in compliance with the LAX 
NPDES permit.45  Drainage would be accommodated through existing features in the CTP and through the system 
constructed for the MSC North Project.  A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program would address construction-related surface water quality impacts and delineate 
water quality control measures to address those impacts.  Implementation of the SUSMP would also occur under 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program.  Construction and operation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
would not require the use of groundwater and, thus, would not deplete groundwater supplies.  In addition, since 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is paved/improved, no notable adverse change in the amount of 
permeable areas would occur. 

                                                      
44		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.7,	April	2004.	
45		 Los	Angeles	County	Municipal	Storm	Water	National	Pollutant	Discharge	Elimination	System	(NPDES)	Permit	(Order	No.	01‐182;	

NPDES	No.	CAS0041	as	Amended	by	Regional	Order	R4‐2007‐0042	on	August	9,	2007).	
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g. Place housing within a 100-year floodplain 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 hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

g-h. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would place housing or structures within a 
100-year floodplain; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is located within the boundaries of the LAX Master Plan study 
area, and as indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, no 100-year floodplain areas are located within the LAX 
Master Plan boundaries.46  Further, the MSC North Project does not involve the construction of housing.     

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is located within the 
boundaries of the LAX Master Plan study area, and as indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, no 100-year 
floodplain areas are located within the LAX Master Plan boundaries.47  Further, the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program does not involve the construction of housing. 

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

i. No Impact.   

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 would occur, and no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC 
EIR. 

MSC North Project: As delineated on the City of Los Angeles Inundation and Tsunami Hazard Areas map,48 the 
MSC North Project site is not within a boundary of an inundation area from a flood control basin.  Further, the 
MSC North Project site is not located within the downstream influence of any levee or dam.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not within a boundary of 
an inundation area from a flood control basin or located within the downstream influence of any levee or dam.   

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

j. No Impact.   

No impacts resulting from inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow are anticipated to occur, and no further 
analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

                                                      
46		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.13,	April	2004.	
47		 Ibid.	
48		 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,	November	1996.	
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MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is located approximately two miles east of the Pacific Ocean 
and is not delineated as a potential inundation or tsunami affected area on the City of Los Angeles Inundation and 
Tsunami Hazard Areas map.49  Seiches and mudflows are not a risk as the MSC North Project site is located on, 
and is surrounded by, relatively level terrain and urban development.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not delineated as a 
potential inundation or tsunami affected area and the MSC and CTP sites are located on, and are surrounded by, 
relatively level terrain and urban development.   

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING.  

Would the project: 
 

a. Physically divide an established community? 
 
a. No Impact. 

No division of an established community would occur, and no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC 
EIR. 

MSC North Project: The MSC North Project site is located entirely within the boundaries of a developed Airport 
in an urbanized area and development of the MSC North Project would not disrupt or divide the physical 
arrangement of an established community. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is located entirely within the 
boundaries of a developed Airport in an urbanized area and development of the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community.   

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction 
over the project (including, but not limited to, the general plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

 
b. Less Than Significant Impact.   

No conflicts with any land use would occur, and no further analysis of potential impacts associated with land use 
conflicts is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Land use designations and development regulations applicable to LAX are set forth in the 
LAX Plan50 and LAX Specific Plan,51 both approved by the Los Angeles City Council in December 2004.  The 
MSC North Project would be located within an area designated as "Airport Airside" in the LAX Plan.  In the LAX 
Specific Plan, the MSC North Project is in an area designated as "LAX - A Zone: Airport Airside Sub-Area."  

                                                      
49		 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,	November	1996.	
50		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	(LAWA),	LAX	Plan,	September	29,	2004.	
51		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	(LAWA),	Los	Angeles	International	Airport	Specific	Plan,	September	29,	2004.	
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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 relate most directly to the MSC North Project: 

 Airline clubs, retail uses, and restaurants; 
 Aircraft under power; 
 Runways, taxiways, aircraft parking aprons, and service roads; 
 Passenger handling facilities, including but not limited to baggage handling and processing, passenger 

holdrooms, boarding gates, ticketing, and passenger check-in functions; 

 Automated People Mover System, its stations and related facilities; and 
 Security-related equipment and facilities. 

Based on the above, the MSC North Project – which includes taxiways and gates for aircraft, passenger and 
baggage handling facilities, passenger holdrooms, security-related equipment and facilities, ticketing and 
passenger check-in functions, and passenger convenience facilities such as lounges and concessions – is 
consistent with all applicable land use plans, including the LAX Plan and LAX Specific Plan. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be located within an area 
designated as "Airport Airside" in the LAX Plan.  In the LAX Specific Plan, the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program is in an area designated as "LAX - A Zone: Airport Airside Sub-Area."   

The CTP site is in an area designated as "Airport Landside (Central\Terminal Area)" in the LAX Plan.  In the 
LAX Specific Plan, the CTP site is in an area designated as "LAX - L Zone: Airport Landside Sub-Area."  Section 
10.B. of the LAX Specific Plan delineates the permitted uses within the Airport Landside Sub-Area.  Of the 
numerous uses listed, the following permitted uses relate most directly to the CTP: 

 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;  

 Service roads; 

 Automated People Mover System, its stations and related facilities; and 

 Security-related equipment and facilities. 

Based on the above, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program – which include taxiways and gates for aircraft, 
passenger and baggage handling facilities, passenger holdrooms, security-related equipment and facilities, 
ticketing and passenger check-in functions, and passenger convenience facilities such as lounges and concessions 
– are consistent with all applicable land use plans, including the LAX Plan and LAX Specific Plan.   
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c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation 
plan? 

c. No Impact.   

No conflicts with any habitat conservation plan would occur, and no further analysis of potential impacts 
associated with conflicts with a habitat conservation plan is required for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The Los Angeles/El Segundo Dunes Specific Plan Area is located to the west of the MSC 
North Project site and west of Pershing Drive.  Also located within this site is the El Segundo Blue Butterfly 
Habitat Restoration Area.  However, the MSC North Project would be located within an urbanized airport area 
within and adjacent to existing airport uses, and would not affect the Dunes Specific Plan Area.  There is no 
adopted or approved habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan that includes the MSC 
North Project site.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be located within an 
urbanized airport area within and adjacent to existing airport uses, and would not affect the Los Angeles/El 
Segundo Dunes Specific Plan Area.  There is no adopted or approved habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan that includes the site of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program. 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the 

region and the residents of the state? 

a. No Impact.   

No impacts to the availability of mineral resources would occur, and no further analysis of this issue is required in 
the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The State Mining and Geology Board classifies mineral resource zones throughout the State.  
As indicated in the LAX Master Plan EIR, the MSC North Project site is contained within an MRZ-3 zone, which 
represents areas with mineral deposits whose significance cannot be evaluated from available data.52  The MSC 
North Project site is within the boundaries of LAX and surrounded by airport-related uses.  There are no actively 
mined mineral or timber resources on the MSC North Project site, nor is the site available for mineral resource 
extraction given the existing airport uses.  

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is contained within an MRZ-
3 zone and are located within the boundaries of LAX, surrounded by airport-related uses.  There are no actively 
mined mineral or timber resources on the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site, nor is the future phase(s) of 
the MSC Program site available for mineral resource extraction given the existing airport uses.  

                                                      
52		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (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? 

b. No Impact.   

No impacts to the availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site would occur, and no further 
analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North 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.53  Furthermore, the MSC 
North Project site is disturbed and in an area that is not available for mineral resource extraction due to the 
existing Airport uses.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not within an area 
delineated on the City of Los Angeles Oil Field & Oil Drilling Areas map, is located in developed areas, and is 
not available for mineral resource extraction due to the existing Airport uses. 

XII. NOISE 

Would the project result in: 
 

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

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, would the project expose 
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

 

a-e. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Due to the location of the MSC North Project and future phase(s) of the MSC Program construction site, 
construction noise is considered to have a less than significant noise impact, and no mitigation measures are 
required.  Because neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in 
increased operations at LAX, minimal change in operational noise is anticipated.  Thus, these issues do not 
require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

                                                      
53		 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.	
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MSC North Project:  Noise levels from outdoor construction activities, independent of background ambient noise 
levels, indicate that the noisiest phases of construction are typically during excavation and grading, and that the 
noise level from equipment with mufflers is typically 86 dBA54 Leq

55 at 50 feet from the noise source.  As 
described in Section 4.1.2.4 of the LAX Master Plan EIR, this type of sound typically dissipates at a rate of 4.5 
dBA to 6.0 dBA for each doubling of distance.  For the noise analysis of the MSC North Project, the more 
conservative attenuation rate of 4.5 dBA has been used.  Utilizing this conservative attenuation rate, a sound level 
of 86 dBA at 50 feet from the noise source would be approximately 81.5 dBA at a distance of 100 feet, 77 dBA at 
a distance of 200 feet, and so on.  That sound drop-off rate does not take into account any intervening shielding or 
barriers such as structures or hills between the noise source and noise receptor.  

Development and operation of the MSC North Project would occur in an area generally removed from the 
communities near LAX.  The nearest noise-sensitive land use is residential development approximately 3,000 feet 
to the south in El Segundo.  Based on a noise attenuation rate of 4.5 dBA per doubling of distance, the noise 
levels from construction activities within the MSC North Project site would be approximately 59.2 dBA Leq at the 
residential area in El Segundo.  The existing daytime ambient noise level at the nearest sensitive receptor (i.e., 
residential development in El Segundo south of Imperial Avenue) is approximately 72 dBA Leq or higher,56 with 
the nighttime ambient noise level being approximately 5 dBA lower.  Thus, the noise level from construction 
activity in the MSC North Project site would be below the ambient noise levels.  The CEQA threshold for a 
significant impact is a 5 dBA increase over ambient noise levels.   

Construction staging for the MSC North Project would occur on the project site and within LAWA Construction 
Staging Area A. This construction staging area is located in the northwestern portion of the Airport property, 
immediately south of Westchester Parkway between Pershing Drive and Lincoln Boulevard, and accommodates 
construction staging for several on-going LAX Master Plan projects including the Bradley West Terminal project.  
Construction staging for the MSC North Project could also occur in an area located on the southwest side of the 
Airport along the east side of Pershing Drive, just north of Imperial Highway.  This area is currently used as 
construction employee parking.  Based on a typical mix of construction equipment anticipated to be used for the 
MSC North Project, noise levels at Construction Staging Area A would be expected to be approximately 69 dBA 
Leq.  Noise levels associated with construction traffic parking at these sites would be lower.57  These noise levels 
would not exceed ambient noise levels by 5 dBA or more at a sensitive noise use.  

No significant impact on noise levels is expected from MSC North Project-related construction traffic on area 
roads.  To reach the CEQA threshold of significance of a 5 dBA increase, traffic volumes on roads with good 
operating conditions (i.e., Level of Service of B or better) would have to increase more than three-fold; they 
would need to increase even more on roads with poor operating conditions (i.e., Level of Service C or worse).  

                                                      
54		 dbA:	A‐weighted	decibels	are	an	expression	of	the	relative	loudness	of	sounds	as	perceived	by	the	human	ear.	
55		 Leq	(Equivalent	Noise	Level)	is	a	measure	used	to	express	the	average	sound	level	(typically	expressed	in	dBA)	over	a	given	period	

of	time.	
56		 City	 of	 Los	 Angeles,	 Los	 Angeles	World	 Airports	 (LAWA),	 LAWA	Noise	Management,	 California	 State	 Airport	Noise	 Standards	

Quarterly	Report.	3Q11,	available	at:	http://lawa.org/uploadedFiles/LAX/pdf/lax3Q11	noise	contour	map.pdf.	Accessed	on	August	
27,	2012.	

57		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Draft	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	
(LAX)	Bradley	West	Project,	Section	4.8,	May	2009.	
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Based on similar analyses conducted for other LAX construction projects,58,59 the anticipated levels of 
construction traffic would not result in a significant noise level increase.    

Implementation of the MSC North Project would not affect the overall Airport noise contours reflected in the 
LAX Master Plan EIR.  Those contours are defined primarily by the number of aircraft takeoff and landing 
operations, which would not be increased by the proposed Project.  Nor would the proposed Project affect the 
flight paths of aircraft taking off and landing at the Airport.  However, there will be a redistribution of airfield 
noise based on a modified taxiing path; some aircraft now going to the West Remote Gates or other gates in the 
CTA would operate in and out of the MSC instead.  Approximately 9 percent of total Airport operations in 2018 
could be operating out of the MSC North building.  The MSC North Project site is well removed from noise-
sensitive uses, and the nature of the proposed activities, being similar to other activities occurring throughout the 
Airport, would not change. The noise associated with aircraft taxiing to and from the MSC North building is not 
anticipated to cause a noticeable change in the noise environment.   

The MSC North Project would not affect the overall noise contours or increase operational noise; thus, this issue 
does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Noise levels associated with construction of the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program would be similar to that of the MSC North Project.  Development and operation of the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program would occur in an area generally removed from the communities near LAX.  The 
nearest noise-sensitive land use is residential development approximately 3,000 feet to the south in El Segundo.  
The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would also be approximately 4,000 feet removed from existing 
residential development in Westchester.  Based on a noise attenuation rate of 4.5 dBA per doubling of distance, 
the noise levels from construction activities within the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site would be 
approximately 59.2 dBA Leq at the residential area in El Segundo.  The existing daytime ambient noise level at the 
nearest sensitive receptor (i.e., residential development in El Segundo south of Imperial Avenue) is approximately 
72 dBA Leq or higher,60 with the nighttime ambient noise level being approximately 5 dBA lower.  Thus, the noise 
level from construction activity in the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site would actually be below the 
ambient noise levels.  The CEQA threshold for a significant impact is a 5 dBA increase over ambient noise levels.  
Similar to the MSC North Project, it is assumed that construction staging for the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would occur on the project site or on existing construction staging or employee parking areas.  Noise 
impacts from construction are not anticipated to result in a significant noise impact. 

Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not affect the overall Airport noise contours, 
which are defined primarily by the number of aircraft takeoff and landing operations, reflected in the LAX Master 
Plan EIR.  However, there will be a redistribution of airfield noise based on a modified taxiing path; some aircraft 
now going to the West Remote Gates or other gates in the CTA would operate in and out of the MSC instead.  
Approximately 19 percent of total Airport operations in 2025 could be operating out of the MSC.  The MSC 

                                                      
58		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.1,	April	2004.	
59		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Draft	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

(LAX)	Bradley	West	Project,	Section	4.8,	May	2009.	
60		 City	 of	 Los	 Angeles,	 Los	 Angeles	World	 Airports	 (LAWA),	 LAWA	Noise	Management,	 California	 State	 Airport	Noise	 Standards	

Quarterly	Report.	3Q11,	available	at:	http://lawa.org/uploadedFiles/LAX/pdf/lax3Q11	noise	contour	map.pdf.	Accessed	on	August	
27,	2012.	
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Program site is well removed from noise-sensitive uses, and the nature of the proposed activities, being similar to 
other activities occurring throughout the Airport, would not change.  The noise associated with aircraft taxiing to 
and from the MSC facility is not anticipated to cause a noticeable change in the noise environment.     

Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not affect the overall noise contours or increase 
operational noise; thus, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

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

f. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would affect a private airstrip; thus, 
this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, but rather 
within a public airport.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is not located within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip, but rather within a public airport. 

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)? 

a. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Less than significant impacts associated with population growth would occur, and no further analysis of potential 
impacts associated with population growth is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project does not include residential development.  The proposed 
improvements would not increase existing passenger capacity or aircraft operations at LAX.  The MSC North 
Project would, however, increase building square footage within LAX with a resulting modest increase in long-
term employment opportunities.  These opportunities include airline personnel, maintenance and janitorial staff, 
concessionaires, and bus operators.  The MSC North Project would not increase employment opportunities for 
security screening, baggage claim or ticketing/check-in, as these processes would continue to take place in the 
existing terminals.   The potential increase in employment is not expected to be sufficient enough to result in any 
adverse impacts related to population and housing.  With only a modest increase in employment and no increase 
in passenger capacity or aircraft operations, the MSC North Project would have a less than significant impact on 
population growth.  Furthermore, the site for the MSC North Project is located within a developed airport, and no 
new public roads or extensions of existing public roads or other growth-accommodating infrastructure are 
proposed.   
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Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program does not include residential 
development.  The proposed improvements would not increase existing passenger capacity or aircraft operations 
at LAX.  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would, however, increase building square footage within LAX 
with a resulting modest increase in long-term employment opportunities.  These opportunities include airline 
personnel, maintenance and janitorial staff, concessionaires, and bus operators.  Future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would also include the CTP which would provide employment opportunities for security screening, 
baggage claim, and ticketing/check-in personnel.   However, the potential increase in employment is not expected 
to be sufficient enough to result in any adverse impacts related to population and housing.  With only a modest 
increase in employment, no increase in passenger capacity and no increase in aircraft operations, the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program would have a less than significant impact on population growth.  Employment 
growth at LAX with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program was assessed as part of the LAX Master Plan EIR.  
Furthermore, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program site is located within a developed airport, and no new 
public roads or extensions of existing public roads or other growth-accommodating infrastructure are proposed. 

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.   

No impacts on housing would occur, and no further analysis of potential impacts associated with housing is 
required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  There are no existing residential properties on the MSC North Project site or within the 
boundaries of LAX.  Implementation of the MSC North Project would not displace housing. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  There are no existing residential properties on the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program site or within the boundaries of LAX.  Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program 
would not displace housing.   

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
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? 

a. Potentially Significant Impact.  

The MSC EIR will evaluate the potential for significant impacts related to fire protection services. 

MSC North Project:  The City of Los Angeles Fire Department provides fire protection services throughout LAX, 
including the MSC North Project site.  Three fire stations are located at LAX (Fire Station Nos. 80, 51, and 95).  
Fire Station No. 80 is located approximately 0.15 miles southwest of the MSC North Project site; Fire Station No. 
51, located at 10435 South Sepulveda Boulevard, is approximately 1.7 miles east of the MSC North Project site; 
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and Fire Station No. 95, located at 10010 International Road, is about 2 miles east of the MSC North Project 
site.61  Access to the Project site during construction would 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 a building and its relationships to other structures and 
property lines.  The MSC North Project site is currently developed and the MSC North Project would not extend 
beyond the current Airport boundary.  Although the MSC North Project would comply with all applicable city, 
state, and federal codes and ordinances, and although architectural plans would be reviewed and approved by the 
City of Los Angeles Fire Department prior to Project implementation, the increase in the square footage 
associated with the MSC North Project and potential construction of tunnels could result in the need for additional 
fire protection facilities.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Fire Station No. 80 is located approximately 0.15 miles southwest of the 
MSC Program facility site; Fire Station No. 51, located at 10435 South Sepulveda Boulevard, is approximately 
1.5 miles east of the CTP site; and Fire Station No. 95, located at 10010 International Road, is about 2 miles east 
of the CTP site.62  Construction of the CTP may result in temporary full or partial closures to local Airport 
circulation roads.  However, access to the CTP site during construction would 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 a building and its relationships to other structures and 
property lines.  The MSC Program sites are currently developed and the elements of the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program would not extend beyond the current Airport boundary.  Although the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would comply with all applicable city, state, and federal codes and ordinances, and although 
architectural plans would be reviewed and approved by the City of Los Angeles Fire Department prior to project 
implementation, the increase in the square footage associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program could 
result in the need for additional fire protection facilities.   

b. Police protection? 

b. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Less than significant impacts on airport police protection services are expected to occur, and no further analysis of 
this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The Los Angeles World Airports Police Division (LAWAPD), the City of Los Angeles 
Police Department LAX Detail (LAPD LAX Detail), and the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) provide 
police protection services to LAX, including the MSC North Project site.  The LAWAPD and LAPD LAX Detail 
stations are located approximately 1 mile east of the MSC North Project site.  Demand for on-Airport police 
protection services is typically determined by increases in aircraft activity and employees.  As discussed in 
Response XIII.a, above, the proposed improvements would not increase existing passenger capacity or aircraft 
operations at LAX, and would only modestly increase long-term employment.  However, the MSC North building 
would provide additional square footage at LAX that the LAWAPD, the LAPD LAX Detail, and the LAPD would 

                                                      
61		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	World	Airports	 (LAWA),	Final	Environmental	 Impact	Report,	Los	Angeles	 International	Airport	

Proposed	Master	Plan	Improvements,	Section	4.26.1,	April	2004.	
62		 Ibid.	
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need to patrol.  As a result, the LAWAPD, the LAPD LAX Detail, and the LAPD would potentially need to add 
personnel to patrol the MSC North building; however, this would be a less than significant impact.  As discussed 
in Section 1.4.1, passengers would be screened by TSA at the existing terminals prior to being transported by bus 
to the MSC North building. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The LAWAPD and LAPD LAX Detail stations are located approximately 
1 mile east of the MSC Program facility site and 0.75-mile east of the CTP site.  Demand for on-Airport police 
protection services is typically determined by increases in aircraft activity and employees.  As discussed in 
Response XIII.a, above, the proposed improvements would not increase existing passenger capacity or aircraft 
operations at LAX, and would only modestly increase long-term employment.  Employment growth at LAX with 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program was assessed as part of the LAX Master Plan EIR.  However, any future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program would provide additional square footage at LAX that the LAWAPD, the LAPD 
LAX Detail, and the LAPD would need to patrol.  As a result, the LAWAPD, the LAPD LAX Detail, and the 
LAPD would potentially need to add personnel to patrol the MSC North building; however, this would be a less 
than significant impact.  As discussed in Section 1.4.2, the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would include a 
CTP, where passengers would be screened by TSA prior to accessing the MSC building. 

c. Schools? 

c. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Both the MSC North Project and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program are anticipated to have a less than 
significant impact to school facilities.  Thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project does not include residential development.  As discussed in 
Response XIII.a, above, the proposed improvements would not increase existing passenger capacity and would 
only modestly increase long-term employment, such that indirect growth would not result in significant 
enrollment increases that would adversely affect schools.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program does not include residential 
development.  As discussed in Response XIII.a, above, the proposed improvements would not increase existing 
passenger capacity and would only modestly increase long-term employment, such that indirect growth would not 
result in significant enrollment increases that would adversely affect schools.  Employment growth at LAX with 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program was assessed as part of the LAX Master Plan EIR.   

d. Parks? 

d. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Both the MSC North Project and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program are anticipated to have a less than 
significant impact to parks.  Thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project does not include residential development.  As discussed in 
Response XIII.a, above, the proposed improvements would not increase existing passenger capacity and would 
only modestly increase long-term employment such that no significant additional demand for parks would occur.  
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Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program does not include residential 
development.  As discussed in Response XIII.a, above, the proposed improvements would not increase existing 
passenger capacity and would only modestly increase long-term employment such that no significant additional 
demand for parks would occur.   Employment growth at LAX with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program was 
assessed as part of the LAX Master Plan EIR.   

e. Other public facilities? 

e. No Impact.   

No impacts to, or need for, other public facilities would occur, and no further analysis of this issue is required in 
the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Other than emergency access as described in Responses VIII.g and XVI.e, the MSC North 
Project would have no impacts on other public facilities. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Other than emergency access as described in Responses VIII.g and XVI.e, 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would have no impacts on other public facilities. 

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 would 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.   

No impacts to, or need for, recreation facilities would occur, and no further analysis of these issues are required 
for the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project does not include development of recreational facilities nor does it 
include residential development.  As discussed in Response XIII.a, above, the MSC North Project would not 
increase existing passenger capacity at LAX and would not materially increase long-term employment such that 
increased demand for neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities would occur.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program does not include development of 
recreational facilities nor does it include residential development.  As discussed in Response XIII.a, above, the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not increase existing passenger capacity at LAX and would not 
materially increase long-term employment such that increased demand for neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities would occur.  
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

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. Potentially Significant Impact.   

The MSC EIR will evaluate the potential for the MSC North Project to have significant construction traffic 
impacts that were not addressed in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  The MSC EIR will also evaluate operational traffic 
impacts associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program, because these were not addressed in the LAX 
Master Plan EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Construction of the MSC North Project would generate vehicle traffic associated with 
workers traveling to and from the construction employee parking areas, associated shuttle trips between the 
parking areas and the construction site, haul/delivery trips, and miscellaneous construction-related travel.  These 
trips could result in traffic impacts on the local roadway system during the construction period. 

The MSC North Project would have minimal effect on operational traffic within the Central Terminal Area 
because passengers would access airline terminals the same way they do today.  Passengers would check-in, drop 
off baggage, and go through security screening at one of the existing terminals in the CTA before boarding a bus 
to access an aircraft gate at the MSC North building.  Similarly, arriving passengers would board a bus at the 
MSC North building, claim their bags at one of the existing terminals in the CTA, and then exit to World Way as 
they do today.  These operations would be distributed throughout the existing terminals, thus, no significant 
change in surface traffic is anticipated to occur under the MSC North Project. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would generate 
vehicle traffic associated with workers traveling to and from the construction employee parking areas, associated 
shuttle trips between the parking areas and the construction site, haul/delivery trips, and miscellaneous 
construction-related travel.  These trips could result in traffic impacts on the local roadway system during the 
construction period.  However, these construction trips were analyzed in the LAX Master Plan EIR at a program 
level and would not be substantively different. 

The LAX Master Plan EIR assumed that no private vehicles would circulate through the CTA.  However, the 
future phase(s) of the MSC Program assumes that circulation by private vehicles through the CTA remain and that 
passengers would access the CTP via private vehicle or commercial vehicle.    Trips associated with operation of 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would be analyzed at a program level in the MSC EIR.  

  



Initial Study 

Los Angeles World Airports  Midfield Satellite Concourse 
February 2013 72 

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? 

c. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would impact air traffic patterns; 
thus, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project would not increase the number of flights or type of aircraft utilizing 
the Airport.  The MSC North Project will only change the location of aircraft gates, where passengers will board 
and de-board.  This will not result in changes to air traffic patterns or an increase in airport operations.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not change air traffic 
patterns or increase airport operations. 

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

d. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would substantially increase hazards 
related to a design feature or incompatible use; thus, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC 
EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project would not involve roadway design features that would substantially 
increase hazards.  Construction equipment would be required to use local roadways; however, this is not 
anticipated to create a safety hazard.  When necessary, travel lanes would be closed or restricted to allow for 
construction access and activities.  Signage and/or flaggers would be provided to ensure safe movement of traffic 
when closures are required.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not involve roadway 
design features that would substantially increase hazards.  Construction equipment would be required to use local 
roadways; however, this is not anticipated to create a safety hazard.  When necessary, travel lanes would be 
closed or restricted to allow for construction access and activities.  Signage and/or flaggers would be provided to 
ensure safe movement of traffic when closures are required. 

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? 

e. No Impact.  

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in inadequate 
emergency access; thus, this issue does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  As discussed in Response VIII.g, above, the MSC North Project would not significantly 
impair implementation or physically interfere with adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plans.  
According to the Los Angeles Fire Department, the access that is currently provided for each of the stations in the 
LAX vicinity would not be affected by the construction of the MSC North Project.  The fire department does not 



Initial Study 

Los Angeles World Airports  Midfield Satellite Concourse 
February 2013 73 

anticipate the need to use World Way West to provide emergency access to the MSC North Project.63  Therefore, 
any changes to World Way West would not affect emergency access. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As discussed in Response VIII.g, above, the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program would not significantly impair implementation or physically interfere with adopted emergency response 
or emergency evacuation plans.  According to the Los Angeles Fire Department, the access that is currently 
provided for each of the stations in the LAX vicinity would not be affected by the construction of the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program.64  The fire department does not anticipate the need to use World Way West to 
provide emergency access to the future phase(s) of the MSC Program.  Therefore, any changes to World Way 
West would not affect 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? 

f. No Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would have significant impacts 
related to potential conflicts with transportation-related policies, plans, or programs that were not addressed in the 
LAX Master Plan EIR; thus, this issue requires no further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  Construction of the MSC North Project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities.  As the MSC North Project is located entirely 
on the airfield, there will be no impact to public transit/access.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not 
conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities.  The 
majority of any future phase(s) of the MSC Program will be located on the airfield, except for the proposed CTP.    
The CTP does not conflict with or otherwise decrease the performance or variety of facilities related to existing 
public transit policies, plans, and programs. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

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? 

a-b. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in significant impacts to 
water supply or wastewater treatment facilities; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

                                                      
63		 City	of	Los	Angeles,	Los	Angeles	Fire	Department,	MSC	Discussion,	September	19,	2012.	
64		 Ibid.	
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MSC North Project:  The LAX Master Plan EIR evaluated the impacts on water and wastewater conveyance and 
treatment facilities from implementation of the Master Plan alternatives.  The improvements associated with the 
MSC North Project are consistent with the LAX Master Plan; therefore, water demand and wastewater generation 
are not expected to differ from those identified in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  However, an updated description of 
current conditions relative to 1) water supply and 2) wastewater treatment capacity is provided below. 

1) Water Supply: 

Water use for the MSC North Project was calculated by applying a generation factor to the building area, as 
described below. For purposes of this analysis, water use is estimated for passenger-related facilities (i.e., 
terminals, passenger facilities, and passenger-serving ground access facilities) and thus the square footage of the 
MSC North passenger related facilities was used.  Since passengers engage in the same types of activities as retail 
visitors (e.g., food service, sanitary, and cleaning) and, consequently, use similar quantities of water on average 
per square foot of building area, this analysis uses the retail factor for potable water use that was used in the LAX 
Master Plan EIR and SPAS EIR, which originated from the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 
(LADWP).  The water use factor used in this analysis is 8.96 x 10-5 AF/year and represents average usage for this 
land use type.65 

The MSC North Project water demand from passenger-related facilities would be 67.34 AF/year in 2020. This 
would represent 0.01 percent of anticipated LADWP water demand in 2020, for which LADWP forecasts 
sufficient water supplies, as explained below. This increase in demand would not be significant compared to the 
total future regional water supply.  

The Water Supply Assessment (WSA) prepared by LADWP for the LAX Master Plan indicates that "adequate 
water supplies will be available to meet the water demands of the project." The WSA for the LAX Master Plan is 
based on the 2001 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), which projected water demand to 2020. The WSA 
was based on a projected activity level at LAX of 78.9 MAP.66   

LADWP's current UWMP was adopted on April 11, 2011 (2010 UWMP) and uses a service-area-wide method in 
developing City water demand projections.  This methodology does not rely on individual development demands 
to determine area-wide growth but, instead, looks at the growth in water use for the entire service area.  The 
UWMP provides demand projections in five-year increments through 2035 and includes demographics, weather, 
and water conservation.  The 2010 UWMP demographic projections are based on the 2008 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) forecast generated by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG).  
The 2008 RTP assumed a future passenger activity level at LAX of 78.9 MAP.  The passenger activity level for 
LAX in the most recent 2012-2035 RTP/Sustainable Communities Strategy is also 78.9 MAP.  Therefore, the 
UWMP plan projections account for growth at LAX to 78.9 MAP.  Los Angeles’ citywide water use was 555,477 
AF in the 2009-2010 fiscal year, while water use for 2020 is projected to be 652,000 AF.  The 2010 UWMP 
indicates that supply will be sufficient to meet projected demand through 2035.67  

2) Wastewater Capacity: 
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Wastewater generation for the MSC North building was estimated for passenger-related facilities (i.e., terminals, 
passenger facilities, and passenger-serving ground access facilities).  Since passengers engage in the same types 
of activities as retail visitors (e.g., food service, sanitary, and cleaning) and, consequently, generate similar 
quantities of wastewater on average per square foot of building area, this analysis uses the retail factor for 
wastewater generation that is included in the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide.  Wastewater generation from 
passenger-related facilities at the MSC North building was calculated to be 60,123 gpd (0.06 mgd). 

The City of Los Angeles operates four wastewater treatment facilities; the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP) treats 
sanitary wastewater generated by activities at LAX.  The HTP had baseline wastewater flows of 299 mgd in 2010 
and a design capacity of 450 mgd.  The Hyperion Service Area (HSA), which includes the HTP and additional 
facilities, has a combined capacity of 550 mgd.  Historical data shows a significant decrease in wastewater flow 
within the HSA; future trendlines show continued declines in wastewater flows through 2020, where there will be 
substantial available capacity within the HSA to treat projected flows.68  Therefore, the increased wastewater 
generation from the MSC North Project could be accommodated by the existing wastewater treatment facilities at 
HTP and within the HSA.   

For these reasons, wastewater generation related to the MSC North building would not exceed the existing or 
future capacity of regional wastewater treatment facilities, and the impacts from increased wastewater generation 
would be less than significant. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program: It is anticipated that the future phase(s) of the MSC Program will result in 
an increase of water usage increase approximately the same as the MSC North Project.  Therefore, demand 
associated with the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would not be significant compared to the total future 
regional water supply.  Likewise, wastewater generation from passenger-related facilities constructed as part of 
any future phase(s) of the MSC Program can be accommodated by the existing wastewater treatment facilities at 
HTP and within the HSA. 

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

c. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in significant impacts to 
storm water facilities; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project: Please see Response IX.a, above. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program: Please see Response IX.a, above. 
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d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

d. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in significant impacts to 
water supply; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR.   

MSC North Project:  As noted above in Response XVII.a-b., the improvements associated with the MSC North 
Project are consistent with the LAX Master Plan and the 2010 UWMP indicates that supply will be sufficient to 
meet projected demand through 203569; therefore, no significant impact on water demand would occur.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  As noted above in Response XVII.a-b., the improvements associated with 
the future phase(s) of the MSC Program are consistent with the LAX Master Plan and the 2010 UWMP indicates 
that supply will be sufficient to meet projected demand through 203570; therefore, no significant impact on water 
demand would occur.   

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? 

e. Less Than Significant Impact.  

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in significant impacts to 
wastewater treatment capacity; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR.   

MSC North Project: Please see Response XVII.a-b, above. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program: Please see Response XVII.a-b, above. 

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

f. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Neither the MSC North Project nor the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would result in significant impacts to 
landfill capacity; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

The issue of impacts to inert solid waste disposal capacity does not require any further analysis in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The LAX Master Plan EIR evaluated the impacts on solid waste generation and disposal 
from implementation of the Master Plan alternatives.  The improvements associated with the MSC North Project 
are consistent with the LAX Master Plan; therefore, solid waste generation is not expected to be different from 
that identified in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  However, an updated description of current conditions relative to 
landfill capacity is provided below. 
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The most recent waste characterization study for LAX was conducted in 2000.  The 2000 study concluded that 
passenger-related solid waste disposal at LAX in 2000 was 431 tons per MAP, or 0.862 pounds per passenger.  
However, LAWA’s goal is to divert 70 percent of waste by 2015.  This diversion rate results in a factor of 0.784 
pounds per passenger, for which passenger-related activity would generate a total of 84.7 tpd (30,928 tpy) of 
waste at 78.9 MAP.71   

All solid waste from LAX is transferred to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill for disposal. Landfill capacity is 
evaluated in terms of total disposal capacity as well as daily throughput rate.  Sunshine Canyon Landfill has a 
maximum permitted daily throughput of 12,100 tpd, with 5,500 tpd allotted for City use and 6,600 for County use. 
As of July 31, 2007, this facility had a remaining total disposal capacity of 80,805,000 tons, and currently has an 
estimated closure date of 2031.72  The types of waste accepted at this facility include construction and demolition 
debris, green materials, industrial, inert, and mixed municipal wastes. 

Maximum passenger activity levels at LAX are forecasted to be 78.9 MAP as a result of projected natural growth. 
This increase in passenger activity is expected with or without the development of the MSC North Project.  As 
noted above, the municipal solid waste generation factor used for this analysis is 0.784 pounds per passenger, 
which accounts for a future diversion rate of 70 percent.  Using this methodology, passenger-related activity 
would generate a total of 84.7 tpd (30,928 tpy) of passenger-related solid waste at 78.9 MAP.  This would be an 
increase of 15 tpd compared to 2010 baseline conditions.  Sunshine Canyon Landfill, which handles all solid 
waste from LAX, is permitted to accept 12,100 tpd of solid waste, but only averages 7,845 tpd.73  Therefore, 
Sunshine Canyon Landfill has sufficient capacity to accommodate the increase in solid waste associated with the 
MSC North Project without using any other regional landfills; therefore, impacts to solid waste disposal capacity 
would be less than significant.   

There is expected to be no negative impact from the MSC North Project on the disposal capacity of inert solid 
waste (e.g., concrete and asphalt from construction and demolition activities).  As indicated in the SPAS Draft 
EIR, the total remaining permitted inert waste capacity in Los Angeles County was estimated to be approximately 
60.2 million tons in 2010.  Based on the average countywide disposal rate in 2010, this capacity would not be 
exhausted for approximately 41 years.74   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Sunshine Canyon Landfill has enough capacity to accommodate the 
increase in solid waste associated with the entire MSC Program without using any other regional landfills. 
Sunshine Canyon Landfill is estimated to close in 2031, which is well beyond the MSC Program planning 
horizon. The solid waste generated by passenger activity in 2020 is projected to be within the capacity of 
Sunshine Canyon Landfill, an existing/permitted regional landfill; therefore, impacts to solid waste disposal 
capacity would be less than significant.   
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There is expected to be no negative impact from the future phase(s) of the MSC Program on the disposal capacity 
of inert solid waste (e.g., concrete and asphalt from construction and demolition activities).   

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

g. Less Than Significant Impact.   

Both the MSC North Project and the future phase(s) of the MSC Program would comply with all federal, state and 
local regulations related to solid waste; thus, no further analysis of this issue is required in the MSC EIR. 

MSC North Project:  The LAX Master Plan EIR evaluated the impacts on solid waste generation and disposal 
from implementation of the Master Plan alternatives.  The improvements associated with the MSC North Project 
are consistent with the LAX Master Plan.  As such, the MSC North Project will comply with federal, state, and 
local statutes and regulations related to solid waste that were included in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  The MSC 
North Project will also comply with any statutes and regulations adopted after the compilation of the LAX Master 
Plan EIR.  In December 2010, the Los Angeles City Council adopted Ordinance No. 181519 (signed by the 
Mayor in January 2011) to assist in meeting the diversion goals of AB 939.  Ordinance No. 181519 amended 
sections of the City's municipal code to require that construction and demolition waste generated within the City 
of Los Angeles be taken to a City-certified construction demolition waste processing facility.75 

The MSC North Project would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The LAX Master Plan EIR evaluated the impacts on solid waste generation 
and disposal from implementation of the Master Plan alternatives.  The improvements associated with the future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program are consistent with the LAX Master Plan. As such, the future phase(s) of the MSC 
Program will comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste that were 
included in the LAX Master Plan EIR.  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program will also comply with any 
statutes and regulations adopted after the compilation of the LAX Master Plan EIR.   

The future phase(s) of the MSC Program would comply with all 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 a 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? 

a. Potentially Significant Impact.   

MSC North Project:  The MSC North Project has the potential to degrade the quality of the environment with the 
potential to have an effect on air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, public services, and transportation/traffic.   
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Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  The future phase(s) of the MSC Program has the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment with the potential to have an effect on air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, public 
services, and transportation/traffic.   

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?  
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 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). 

b. Potentially Significant Impact.   

MSC North Project:  Implementation of the MSC North Project may result in cumulative impacts when 
considered with other past, present, and probable future projects at the Airport and in the surrounding area.   

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program may result in 
cumulative impacts when considered with other past, present, and probable future projects at the Airport and in 
the surrounding area.   

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

c. Potentially Significant Impact.   

MSC North Project:  Implementation of the MSC North Project may result in adverse environmental effects 
which could potentially result in substantial adverse effects on humans. 

Future Phase(s) of the MSC Program:  Implementation of the future phase(s) of the MSC Program may result in 
adverse environmental effects which could potentially result in substantial adverse effects on humans.   
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING  
MEETING FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 
 
PROJECT NAME: Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)  Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC) 
 
PROJECT LOCATION/ADDRESS: Elements of the MSC Program would be located east and west of 
the Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT) at LAX.  The MSC facility would be located in the 
western portion of the LAX airfield within the Air Operations Area (AOA) west of TBIT, while the 
Central Terminal Processor (CTP) would be located east of TBIT in the Central Terminal Area (CTA).  
Connectors between the two facilities would run below or above TBIT, see Figures 1 through 4. 
 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AREA: LAX Plan 
 
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 11- Rosendahl 
 
DUE DATE FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS: March 11, 2013 
 
Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA), a proprietary department of the City of Los Angeles, will be the 
lead agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project identified below 
(proposed Project).  LAWA requests your comments as to the scope and content of the EIR.  The purpose 
of the scoping meeting is to receive input from the public as to what areas the EIR should study.  No 
decisions about the proposed Project are made at the scoping meeting.  
 
The Project description, requested permits and approvals, and the potentially significant environmental 
effects of the proposed Project are set forth below.  Also included below are the date, time, and location 
of the scoping meeting that will be held in order to solicit input regarding the content of the Draft EIR.  
The scoping meeting will be in an open house format.  A copy of the Initial Study prepared for the 
proposed Project is available for review at the LAX website at:  http://www.lawa.org/mscnorth and at the 
locations listed below: 
 
Westchester-Loyola    Dr. Mary McLeod Bethune  Culver City Library 
Village Branch Public Library  Regional Branch Library  4975 Overland Avenue 
7114 West Manchester Avenue   3900 S. Western Avenue  Culver City, CA 90230 
Los Angeles, CA 90045    Los Angeles, CA 90062 
 
El Segundo Library   Hawthorne Library   Inglewood Library 
111 W. Mariposa Avenue   12700 Grevillea Avenue  101 W. Manchester Blvd. 
El Segundo, CA 90245   Hawthorne, CA 90250  Inglewood, CA 90301 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  
 
The West Satellite Concourse was approved in 2004 as part of the Master Plan for Los Angeles 
International Airport (LAX) and was analyzed at a programmatic level in the certified Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) and in the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)-approved Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS).  The 2004 LAX Specific Plan required that the West Satellite Concourse be included in 



 
 

  

the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study.  However, in the 2006 Stipulated Settlement, the relevant 
parties agreed to remove the West Satellite Concourse and associated Automated People Mover from the 
LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study, allowing for a separate review and approval process.  Subsequent 
to the release of the Final EIR/EIS, the West Satellite Concourse was renamed the Midfield Satellite 
Concourse (MSC). 
 
The MSC Program approved in 2004 consists of a new multi-level concourse located within the western 
portion of the airfield west of the existing Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT) and associated 
passenger processing space in a proposed Central Terminal Processor (CTP) that would be located in the 
Central Terminal Area (CTA) of LAX (see Figure 1).  The MSC Program also includes conveyance 
systems connecting the MSC and CTP as well as a new taxilane, taxiway, and apron and utilities required 
to serve the MSC. The facility would be capable of serving both international and domestic flights, and 
would provide LAWA with the flexibility to accommodate existing demand for aircraft gates while 
modernizing other terminals at LAX and reducing reliance on the West Remote gates. Upon completion 
of the MSC Program, the concourse could accommodate up to 29 aircraft gates for Aircraft Design Group 
(ADG) III to ADG VI aircraft.  ADG III aircraft correspond to narrowbody jets (for example the Boeing 
737) and ADG VI aircraft correspond to the largest jet aircraft, often referred to as new large aircraft 
(NLA) such as the Boeing 747-800 and the Airbus A380.  The full MSC Program concourse would 
occupy a footprint with approximate dimensions of 2,400 feet in length (north-south) by 140 to 160 feet 
in width (east-west).  The MSC Program facility, including the concourse building and associated apron 
areas, would encompass approximately 60 acres in the western portion of the airfield and 6 acres in the 
CTA for the CTP. 
 
Due to the size and scale of the MSC Program, LAWA proposes to develop the MSC Program in phases. 
Phase I (“MSC North Project”) of the MSC Program is the construction of the northern portion of the 
multi-story MSC facility and associated improvements.  The MSC North Project is intended to improve 
the terminal operations, concessions facilities, and overall passenger experience at LAX.  The facility 
would be designed to serve both domestic and international traffic.  The MSC North Project would 
provide LAWA with the flexibility to accommodate demand for aircraft gates while modernizing other 
terminals at LAX and reduce reliance on the West Remote gates.  Later phase(s) would involve the 
development of the remaining components of the MSC Program described above and are referred to 
herein as the future phase(s) of the MSC Program.     
 
Components associated with the MSC North Project include:  1) a concourse of up to 11-gates and 
associated facilities; 2) improvements to taxiways and taxilanes; 3) ramp tower or FAA supplemental 
airport traffic control tower to control aircraft movement around the concourse facility and associated 
airfield; and 4) utilities that support the MSC North Project (see Figure 2).  The MSC North Project site, 
including the concourse building and associated apron areas, would encompass approximately 36 acres in 
the western portion of the airfield.  
 
Enabling projects needed to implement the MSC North Project include demolition and relocation of 
existing structures, removal of five remain overnight (RON) aircraft parking spaces, removal and 
relocation of FAA navigational aids (beacon and antenna array), and removal and/or relocation of 
existing utility lines (see Figure 3).   
 
The MSC North Project will be subject to project-level analysis in the EIR; the future phase(s) of the 
MSC Program will be analyzed at a programmatic level in the EIR (see Figure 4). 
 



 
 

  

REQUESTED PERMITS/APPROVALS:  The City of Los Angeles has principal responsibility for 
approving and carrying out the proposed Project.  Approvals required for implementation of the proposed 
Project may include, but are not limited to, the following: U.S. Department of Transportation Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) approval of an FAA Notice of Construction or Alteration; FAA approval 
of NEPA documentation associated with relocation of the beacon; U.S. Coast Guard approval of NEPA 
documentation associated with relocation of U.S. Coast Guard facilities; South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) review; Permits or approvals from the State Water Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) and/or Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) which may include (1) 
General Construction Storm Water Permit; (2) Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan; and (3) 
Submittal of a Recycled Water Report to the RWQCB for the use of recycled water as a dust control 
measure for construction; Certification of the Final EIR and associated Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program; LAX Plan Compliance Review; Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, Watershed 
Protection Division approval of a Project-Specific Storm Water Management Plan or Standard Urban 
Storm Water Mitigation Plan; Los Angeles Fire Department approval; Los Angeles Bureau of 
Engineering (BOE) “B” Permit, sewer and storm drain permits; Los Angeles Department of Building and 
Safety grading and building permits; Los Angeles Department of Public Works permits for infrastructure 
improvements; and other Federal, State, or local approvals, permits, or actions that may be deemed 
necessary for the proposed Project.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, Public Services, Transportation/Traffic, and Mandatory Findings of Significance have been 
found to have potentially significant impacts and will be analyzed in an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) prepared for this proposed project.  Impacts to Aesthetics, Agricultural and Forestry Resources, 
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise, Population and 
Housing, Recreation, and Utilities and Service Systems have been found to be less than significant 
through the analysis in the Initial Study and are not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.  
 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING DATE AND LOCATION: A public scoping meeting in an open 
house format will be held to receive public comment regarding the scope and content of the 
environmental information to be included in the EIR. LAWA encourages all interested individuals and 
organizations to attend the meeting.  The location (see Figure 5), date, and time of the scoping meeting 
for this proposed Project is as follows: 
 

Dates and Times:  February 21, 2013, 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
     Arrive any time to speak one-on-one with LAWA staff and Project 
     consultants. 
 

 Location:  Flight Path Museum 
    6661 West Imperial Highway 
    Los Angeles, California 

 
LAWA welcomes all comments regarding the content and scope of environmental issues to be addressed 
in the EIR. All comments will be considered in the preparation of the EIR. Written comments must 
be submitted to this office by March 11, 2013. Written comments will also be accepted at the scoping 
meeting described above. 
 
Please direct your comments to: 



 
 

  

 
 Lisa Trifiletti, Capital Programming and Planning Group 
 City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles World Airports 
 1 World Way, Room 218B 
 Los Angeles, CA 90045 
 Phone: (800) 919-3766 
 Email: mscnorthinfo@lawa.org 
 
 
 
LISA TRIFILETTI 
Capital Programming and Planning Group 
 
 
Enclosures:  
 
Figure 1: MSC Program Location 
Figure 2: MSC North Project Components 
Figure 3: MSC North Enabling Projects 
Figure 4:  MSC Program Components and Enabling Projects 
Figure 5: Scoping Meeting Location  
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Flight Path Learning Center-Museum
6661 W. Imperial Highway

Los Angeles, CA 90009

SOURCE: Environmental Systems Research Institute, 2009 (street map).
PREPARED BY: Ricondo & Associates, Inc., January 2013.

Scoping Meeting Location
Flight Path Learning Center-Museum

Midfield Satellite Concourse Project

Figure 5

NORTH 0 2,500 ft.



 



 

Attachment A.3 
Public Scoping Meeting Materials 

 

 
Public Scoping Meeting Sign In Sheets 

Public Scoping Meeting Notice 

Public Scoping Meeting – Argonaut Proof of Publication 

Public Scoping Meeting – Daily Breeze Proof of Publication 

Public Scoping Meeting Boards 

Public Scoping Meeting Fact Sheet 

Public Scoping Meeting FAQ 

Public Scoping Meeting Comment Card 
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HEALTH & NUTRITION
CANADA DRUG CENTER. Safe and 
affordable medications. Save up to 90% 
on your medication needs. Call 1-888-
734-1530 ($25.00 off your first prescrip-
tion and free shipping.) (CADnet)

Do you know your Testosterone 
Levels? Call 888-904-2372 and ask 
about our test kits and get a FREE Trial 
of Progene All-Natural Testosterone 
Supplement. (Cal-SCAN)

Medical Alert for Seniors - 24/7 
monitoring. FREE Equipment. FREE 
Shipping. Nationwide Service. $29.95/
Month CALL Medical Guardian Today 
866-944-5935. (Cal-SCAN)

Over 30 Million Women Suffer 
From Hair Loss! Do you? If So 
We Have a Solution!  CALL 
KERANIQUE TO FIND OUT MORE 
888-690-0395. (Cal-SCAN)

SWEDISH, DEEP TISSUE 
BODYWORK. Great rate. Call 
Shelley: 310-936-3436.

THERAPEUTIC & DEEP TISSUE 
Bodywork by CMT. In & Out call. 
Joanna: 310-482-1123.

Therapeutic Body Work. 
Lymphatic, stress relief, home 
services, reflexology, licensed. 310-
663-4419

WANTED DIABETIC TEST STRIPS. 
Cash Paid. Unopened. Unexpired 
Boxes Only.  All Brands Considered.  
Help Others ñ donít throw boxes 
away.  For more information CALL 
(888) 491-1168 (Cal-SCAN)

HEALTH INSURANCE
AFFORDABLE HEALTHCARE 
COVERAGE. Prescriptions, 
Medical, Dental, Vision...! No 
restrictions! Guaranteed Approval. 
Checking account Required. Call 
Now! 877-787-8578. (CadNET)

INTERNET SERVICES
Highspeed Internet EVERY- WHERE 
By Satellite! Speeds up to 12mbps! 
(200x faster than dial-up.) Starting at 
$49.95/mo. CALL NOW & GO FAST! 
1-888-718-6268. (Cal-SCAN)

SAVE on Cable TV -Internet-Digital 
Phone. Packages start at $89.99/
mo (for 12 months.) Options from 
ALL major service providers. Call 
Acceller today to learn more! CALL 
1-888-897-7650. (Cal-SCAN)

MUSIC
Music Lessons for All Ages! Find 
a music teacher! TakeLessons offers 
affordable, safe, guaranteed music les-
sons with teachers in your area.  Our 
prescreened teachers specialize in sing-
ing, guitar, piano, drums, violin and more. 
Call 1- 866-974-5910! (Cal-SCAN)

MUSICAL  
INSTRUMENT REPAIR

PIANO TUNING & REPAIRS 
Quality work @ reasonable rates 
Bruce Kates: 323-481-0009

NOTARY PUBLIC
$5 PER SIGNATURE. No travel 
fees if within 12 miles. Bonded & 
Insured.  310-895-0121

SCHOOLS  
& INSTRUCTION

AIRLINE CAREERS begin here - 
Become an Aviation Maintenance 
Tech. FAA approved training. 
Financial aid if qualified - Housing 
available. Job placement assistance. 
Call AIM (866)453-6204. (CADnet)

ATTEND COLLEGE ONLINE 
from Home.  *Medical, *Business, 
*Criminal Justice, *Hospitality. 
Job placement assistance. 
Computer available. Financial Aid 
if qualified. Call 800-494-3586 www.
CenturaOnline.com. (CADnet)

ATTEND COLLEGE ONLINE 
100%. *Medical, *Business, 
*Criminal Justice, *Hospitality, 
*Web. Job placement assistance. 
Computer available. Financial Aid 
if qualified. SCHEV authorized. Call 
888-210-5162 www.CenturaOnline.
com (Cal-SCAN)

PIANO LESSONS:  Beginners 
& advanced. Member MTAC. Call 
Jasmine Keolian: 310-823-6066

SCHOOLS  
& INSTRUCTION

BASKETBALL for the rest of us. 
Adults. Enjoy playing but not great 
at it? Play w/people at your lvl. Thur 
7:15-8:15pm, 12 wks, starting Thur 
2/28-$79. SM College gym.Joe joe-
bock3@yahoo.com or Richard 310-
474-6164 (day); Register: http://com-
med.smc.edu or 310-434-3400 (day)

MEDICAL BILLING TRAINEES 
NEEDED! Train to become a Medical Office 
Assistant! NO EXPERIENCE NEEDED! 
Online training gets you Job ready ASAP! 
HS Diploma/GED & PC/Internet needed! 
1-888-407-7063.(Cal-SCAN)

SINGLES SERVICES
Meet singles right now! No paid 
operators, just real people like you. 
Browse greetings,    exchange mes-
sages and connect live. Try it free. 
Call now 1-888-909-9905. (CADnet)

Meet singles right now! No paid 
operators, just real people like you. 
Browse greetings, exchange mes-
sages and connect live. Try it free. 
Call now 1-888-866-3166 (Cal-SCAN)

TRAVEL
$399 CABO SAN LUCAS All 
Inclusive Special - Stay 6 Days In 
A Luxury BeachFront Resort with 
Unlimited Meals And Drinks For 
$399! www.luxurycabohotel.com 
888-481-9660 (Cal SCAN)

TUTORING
Tutors On The Go. Berkeley grad 
Master’s Ed. K-12. Math, English, 
SAT/ACT. Evan: 310-822-7997, or 
e-mail: adhdtutors@gmail.com

TV, VCR, STEREO REPAIR
Direct To Home Satellite TV 
$19.99/mo. Free Installation FREE 
HD/DVR Upgrade Credit/Debit Card 
Req. Call 1-800-795-3579. (CADnet)

WRITING SERVICES
Write Your Book With My Help. 

www.royaltyghostwriter.com 
Certified Ghost & Professional 
Script Consultation.  A luxury 
writing service: 818-538-6647

ASTROLOGY, PSYCHICS
CLAIRVOYANT LIFE COACH - To 
control your destiny call for appt. 
Call: 858-272-6463 or see: http://
www.superintuition.com/.

Intuitive Counseling & Numerol- 
ogy by Alexa. 20yrs exp. Accurate 
help & answers. 310-382-6435

DRIVER
HAPPY GENTLEMAN DRIVER will 
take you to medical appts, shopping 
and errands. $13/hr. Larry: 424-227-
8758

“I’LL DRIVE FOR YOU” 
 LARRY MILLER 

See My Web Page: 
ridesbylarry.wordpress.com 

Email: ridesbylarry@gmail.com 
or Call: 310-266-0716

ATTORNEY & LEGAL 
SERVICES

IN DEBT? Get a “fresh start” with 
a BANKRUPTCY. Low Rates. FREE 
consult @ (424) 204-6194, Law 
Office of Kathleen A. Kenne

MEDICAL AIDS
DIABETIC TEST STRIPS Wanted We 
Pay More! All Major Brands Bought 
Dtsbuyer.com 1-866-446-3009  (CADnet)

FOR SALE
CA$H PAID - up to $26/Box for 
unexpired, sealed DIABETIC TEST 
STRIPS. Hablamos Espanol. 1-800-
371-1136. (CADnet)

STEEL BUILDINGS: 5 only 
2(16x22), 30x48, 40x52, 60x82. Sell 
For Balance Owed! Free Delivery! 
1-800-462-7930x229 (CADnet)

Wants to purchase minerals and 
other oil and gas interests. Send 
details to P.O. Box 13557 Denver, 
Co. 80201. (CADnet)

MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS
KAWAI CONSOLE DIGITAL PIA- 
NO. Like new. Great sound. $800, 
obo. 626-755-4191.

$$OLD GUITARS WANTED$$ 
Gibson, Fender, Martin, Gretsch. 
1920’s to 1980’s. Top Dollar paid. 
Toll Free: 1-866-433-8277 (Cadnet)

CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING

CITY CLERK CASE #  NOP-13-003-AD
LEAD AGENCY:   Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA)
SUBJECT:    Notice of  Preparation of  a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
PROJECT TITLE:  Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC) 
PROJECT LOCATION: On the LAX property, elements of  the MSC Program would be located east and west of  

the Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT).  The MSC facility would be located in the 
western portion of  the LAX airfield within the Air Operations Area (AOA) west of  TBIT, 
while the Central Terminal Processor (CTP) would be located east of  TBIT in the Central 
Terminal Area.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The MSC Program consists of  a new multi-level concourse located within the western 
portion of  the airfield west of  the existing TBIT and associated passenger processing space in a proposed CTP that would 
be located in the Central Terminal Area (CTA) of  LAX.  The MSC was approved in 2004 as part of  the LAX Master Plan.  
The MSC Program also includes conveyance systems connecting the MSC and CTP as well as a new taxilane, taxiway, and 
aprons and utilities required to serve the MSC. The facility would be capable of  serving both international and domestic 
flights, and would provide LAWA with the flexibility to accommodate existing demand for aircraft gates while modernizing other 
terminals at LAX and reducing reliance on the West Remote gates. Upon completion of  the MSC Program, the concourse 
could accommodate up to 29 aircraft gates for Aircraft Design Group (ADG) III to ADG VI aircraft.  ADG III aircraft correspond 
to narrowbody jets (for example the Boeing 737) and ADG VI aircraft correspond to the largest jet aircraft, often referred to as 
new large aircraft (NLA) such as the Boeing 747-800 and the Airbus A380.  The full MSC Program concourse would occupy a 
footprint with approximate dimensions of  2,400 feet in length (north-south) by 140 to 160 feet in width (east-west).  The MSC 
Program facility, including the concourse building and associated apron areas, would encompass approximately 60 acres in 
the western portion of  the airfield and 6 acres in the CTA for the CTP.

Due to the size and scale of  the MSC Program, LAWA proposes to develop the MSC Program in phases. Phase I (“MSC 
North Project”) of  the MSC Program is the construction of  the northern portion of  the multi-story MSC facility and associated 
improvements.  The MSC North Project is intended to improve the terminal operations, concessions facilities, and overall 
passenger experience at LAX.  The facility would be designed to serve both domestic and international traffic.  The MSC North 
Project would provide LAWA with the flexibility to accommodate demand for aircraft gates while modernizing other terminals 
at LAX and reduce reliance on the West Remote gates.  Later phase(s) would involve the development of  the remaining 
components of  the MSC Program described above and would be known as the future phase(s) of  the MSC Program.    

Components associated with the MSC North Project include:  1) a concourse of  up to 11-gates and associated facilities; 2) 
improvements to taxiways and taxilanes; 3) ramp tower or FAA supplemental airport traffic control tower to control aircraft 
movement around the concourse facility and associated airfield; and 4) utilities that support the MSC North Project.  The MSC 
North Project site, including the concourse building and associated apron areas, would encompass approximately 36 acres 
in the western portion of  the airfield.  Enabling projects needed to implement the MSC North Project include demolition and 
relocation of  existing structures, removal of  five remain overnight (RON) aircraft parking spaces, removal and relocation of  
FAA navigational aids (beacon and antenna array), and removal and/or relocation of  existing utility lines.

Potentially significant environmental effects that may result from implementation of  the MSC Program include: Air Quality, 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Public Services, Transportation/Traffic, and Mandatory Findings of  Significance.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING:  As part of  the scoping process, a public scoping meeting will be held on:

Meeting Date:  February 21, 2013, 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM
   
Meeting Location: Flight Path Learning Center 

6661 West Imperial Highway
Los Angeles CA 90009

The NOP is available online at www.lawa.org/mscnorth and will be posted at the Los Angeles City Clerk’s office and the 
Los Angeles County Clerk Desk.  A copy of  the Initial Study prepared for the proposed Project is also available for review at 
www.lawa.org/mscnorth.  For more information, or to request a copy, please call LAWA at (800) 919-3766. Responses to the 
NOP should be sent at the earliest possible date and must be received by LAWA no later than 5:00 p.m. on March 11, 2013. 
Responses should be sent to Ms. Lisa Trifiletti, Airports and Facilities Planning, at mscnorthinfo@lawa.org or to the following 
address: 

City of  Los Angeles, Los Angeles World Airports 
1 World Way, Room 218B 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
Phone: (800) 919-3766

Si desea esta información en español, visite www.OurLAX.org o llame a (424) 646-7690

As a covered entity under Title II of  the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of  Los Angeles does not discriminate on 
the basis of  disability and, upon request, will provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, 
services and activities.

PUBLIC NOTICE

LEGAL ADVERTISING 







SCOPING MEETING
For Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC)

Thursday, February 21, 2013
6:00pm to 8:00pm

Flight Path Museum 
6661 West Imperial Highway

Los Angeles, California

MSC North Project

WELCOME



LAX Master Plan Green Light Project

MSC PROGRAM LOCATION



  Purpose is to inform decision-makers, 
agencies, organizations, and the public of the 
environmental effects of a project

  Applies to discretionary projects

  Identifies potential effects on the environment

   Identifies ways to avoid or reduce potential 
effects through mitigation measures or 
alternatives

MSC North Project

CEQA OVERVIEW



  Provide information about the Midfield  
Satellite Concourse North Project and future 
phase(s) of the MSC Program

  Provide information on the Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) Process

  Identify areas that will be further analyzed  
in the EIR

  Collect community input on issues they  
would like to see analyzed in the EIR

MSC North Project

SCOPING MEETING OBJECTIVES



  Public Comments
  — Leave written comment form
  —  Mail written comments to:

Lisa Trifiletti, Capital Programming and Planning 
Los Angeles World Airports 
1 World Way, Room 218B 
Los Angeles, CA 90045

  — Email comments to mscnorthinfo@lawa.org

   Comments accepted through March 11, 2013

MSC North Project

PUBLIC COMMENTS



  Project Purpose/Benefits
— Provide greater flexibility for modernizing existing terminals
—  Allow LAWA to close gates for renovation without reducing the 

number of existing gates
— Facilitate phased implementation of LAX Master Plan
— Maintain acceptable level of passenger service
— Reduce reliance on West Remote Gates

   MSC North Project Components
— 11-gate concourse
— Aircraft parking aprons
— Taxiways/lanes

— Utilities
—  Provisions for baggage  

and/or passenger conveyance

MSC North Project

MSC PROJECT SUMMARY



MSC North Project

EXISTING PASSENGER PROCESSING AT LAX
Passenger 
Processing at 
Terminal 1

Processing for  
American Airlines 
Passengers at 
Terminal 4

Processing for 
United Airlines 
Passengers at 

Terminals 6, 7, 8

Passenger 
Processing for 

Tom Bradley 
International 

Terminal



MSC Concourse 
(full build out)

MSC Aircraft Apron

Taxilane C12

Taxiway C14

Automated People 
Mover (APM)

Central Terminal 
Processor

MSC North Project

MSC PROGRAM STUDY AREA

Tom Bradley 
International 

Terminal



MSC North 
Concourse  
(11 gates)

Aircraft Apron

Taxilane C12

Taxiway C14

Connections for 
Baggage and/
or Passenger 
Conveyance

MSC North Project

MSC NORTH STUDY AREA

Tom Bradley 
International 

Terminal



MSC North Project

ONGOING MODERNIZATION PROJECTS AT LAX



Denver 
International 
Airport

Washington 
Dulles 
International 
Airport McCarran 

International 
Airport 

(Las Vegas)

MSC North Project

SATELLITE CONCOURSE EXAMPLES



MSC North Project

DISTANCE BENCHMARK
CVG  Cincinnati/Northern Kentucky  

International Airport

DTW   Detroit Metropolitan Wayne  
County Airport

FRA Frankfurt Airport

IAD Dulles International Airport

LAS  McCarran International Airport

LAX  Los Angeles International Airport

MIA  Miami International Airport

MSP  Minneapolis-St. Paul  
International Airport

ORD  O’Hare International Airport

TPA  Tampa International Airport



MSC North Project

MSC NORTH MODEL



NOTICE OF  
PR E PARATION OF E I R 

Released on February 8, 2013 

PU B LIC COM M E NT PE R IOD
ON NOP 

Ends on March 11, 2013 

E I R SCOPI NG M E ETI NG 
February 21, 2013 

D RAFT E I R R E LEAS E D 
Second/Third Quarter 2013 

FI NAL E I R R E LEAS E D 
Fourth Quarter 2013 

CE RTI FICATION OF E I R / 
PROJ ECT APPROVAL 

Fourth Quarter 2013/First Quarter 2014 

MSC North Project

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS (CEQA)



Less Than Significant Impacts 
(No further study)

Areas of Further Study  
in EIR

Aesthetics Air Quality

Agriculture and  
Forest Resources Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Biological Resources Public Services

Cultural Resources Transportation/Traffic

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials

Hydrology and  
Water Quality

Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise

Population and Housing

Recreation

Utilities and  
Service Systems

MSC North Project

INITIAL STUDY AREAS OF ANALYSIS



  Comments can be handwritten 
on comment cards and submitted 
at this Scoping Meeting

  Comments can be mailed or 
emailed to the following contact:

Lisa Trifiletti 
Capital Programming and Planning 
Los Angeles World Airports 
1 World Way, Room 218B 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
mscnorthinfo@lawa.org

   Comments must be received by  
(not postmarked by) 5:00pm 
Monday, March 11, 2013

MSC North Project

COMMENTS



Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) is the nation’s third busiest airport in annual passengers, 
and the third busiest in annual aircraft operations. Although it has functioned as an airport since 
1928, the main terminal complex at LAX was constructed in 1961. In order to continue to  
meet the needs of travelers and airlines in the 21st century, facilities at LAX must be continually 
updated and maintained. Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) has embarked upon a multi-billion 
dollar modernization program at LAX designed to provide improved, state-of-the-art facilities for 
travelers. The Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC) Program is a part of these improvements. 

TH E M SC PROG RAM 
The MSC Program includes a new passenger concourse facility approved as part of the LAX 
Master Plan in 2004. The MSC concourse would be located in the central area of the airfield, 
west of Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT). The MSC Program also includes a Terminal 
Processor, conveyance systems for passengers and baggage, and new taxiways/taxilanes and 
airport aprons. The MSC Program will permit greater flexibility in scheduling improvements at 
other facilities without disrupting day-to-day airline operations, reduce reliance on remote gates, 
and ensure a high level of service for LAX passengers during modernization upgrades, which 
may at times require the closure of existing gates. The MSC gates will not increase the total 
number of passengers or aircraft at LAX, but they will ensure that uninterrupted operations and 
schedules can be maintained during construction at other terminals.

M SC NORTH: TH E PROPOS E D PROJ ECT 
The MSC North Project is being phased to permit a construction process that is minimally 
disruptive to ongoing operations, and to get the first phase of the MSC Program completed 
as quickly as possible. The MSC North Project would consist of up to 11 gates in a multi-level 
concourse, associated aircraft parking aprons, taxilanes, utilities, provision for conveyance 
systems such as automated people movers and baggage tunnels, and activities related to 
clearing the site for construction. These facilities seek to accommodate day-to-day operations 
while the modernization of other terminals is underway, and to accommodate the larger aircraft 
currently operating at LAX. 

Improving Operations 
The MSC North Project will increase 
flexibility in scheduling terminal
improvements without interrupting 
daily operations and reduce reliance 
on remote gates.

MSC North Project Elements 
The MSC North Project consists of 
a 11-gate concourse, aircraft parking 
aprons, taxiways/lanes, utilities and 
provision for conveyance systems, 
including a potential automated 
people mover.

MSC North: Modernizing LAX

Midfield Satellite Concourse



MSC Traveler Benefits  
The MSC will help ensure more 
efficient airport operations and a high
level of service for LAX passengers.

State-of-the-Art Facilities  
The MSC will provide modernized
facilities for existing aircraft at
LAX to better accommodate
day-to-day airport operations.

The MSC North Project will comply with all elements of the Stipulated Settlement including 
jobs, construction practices, training, outreach activities, and limits on the total number of 
passenger gates and total annual passengers at LAX.

PROJ ECT STATUS AN D E STI MATE D SCH E D U LE
• Notice of Preparation for Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR):  First Quarter of 2013

• Draft EIR Released:  Second/Third Quarter 2013

• Final EIR Released:  Fourth Quarter 2013

• Certification of EIR/Project Approval:  Fourth Quarter 2013/First Quarter 2014

• Estimated Construction Start:  Third/Fourth Quarter 2014

G ET I NVOLVE D
LAWA has initiated a comprehensive public involvement effort for the MSC North Project, aimed 
to communicate information about the project and to provide opportunities for community input 
during the environmental review process. To get involved:

• Participate in public meetings.  Notices of upcoming meetings will be posted to the Web page.

•  Provide written comments on draft environmental documents when they become available for 
public review.  Draft documents will be posted on the Web site with instructions on how to 
submit comments.

•  Request a presentation by LAWA staff for your neighborhood association or civic group by  
contacting 800.919.3766 or mscnorthinfo@lawa.org.

MSC Project Area  
The MSC will be located

in the central area of
LAX, west of Tom

Bradley International
Terminal (TBIT).

Los Angeles World Airports, 1 World Way, Los Angeles, CA  90045  

Phone: 800.919.3766   Email: mscnorthinfo@lawa.org   Website: www.lawa.org/mscnorth



MSC North
FAQS

Midfield Satellite Concourse

The Midfield Satellite Concourse North Project is a  
part of the multi-billion dollar modernization program  
underway at Los Angeles International Airport (LAX). 
LAX is the nation’s third busiest airport in annual  
passengers, and the third busiest airport in annual  
aircraft operations. Although it has functioned as an  
airport since 1928, the main terminal complex at LAX 
was constructed in 1961 and its facilities must be  
continually updated and maintained to meet the needs 
of travelers and airlines in the 21st century.

1.  What is the Midfield Satellite Concourse  
(MSC) project? Where is it located?
The Midfield Satellite Concourse is a new terminal facility located 
in the central area of the airfield west of Tom Bradley International 
Terminal (TBIT) at Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).

2.  Will the MSC increase the number of flights  
or passengers at LAX?
No.  The new concourse will not affect the total number of 
passengers at LAX, or the number or frequency of aircraft flights.  
It will provide state-of-the-art facilities for existing aircraft and 
passengers at LAX, and flexibility for ongoing modernization needed 
at other LAX terminals which could include pavement rehabilitation 
and the provision of new passenger boarding bridges, that may 
require the closure of existing gates.

3.  What is the purpose of the MSC, and who will benefit?  
How is the public served by this project?
The MSC North Project is a part of the modernization program 
currently underway at LAX. Among the projects already completed 
are the Theme Building renovation and improvements at Terminal 
6, along with airfield safety measures. The new TBIT is under 
construction, as well as modernization of Terminal 5.  All of these 
projects are designed to provide improved, state-of-the-art facilities 
for travelers at LAX. Once completed, the gates at MSC North 
will permit greater flexibility in scheduling necessary improvements 
at other facilities without disrupting day-to-day airline operations, 
and ensure a high level of service for LAX passengers during the 
modernization updates. These gates will not increase travelers or 
aircraft at LAX, but they will ensure that uninterrupted operations and 
schedules can be maintained during construction at other terminals.

4.  It seems like there is a lot of existing construction at LAX. 
Why is this project necessary for airport operations?
Modernization is a continuing process at LAX as the needs of 
travelers and airlines change and as improved safety measures are 
implemented. The current program is designed to make LAX a premier 
destination for visitors and residents alike. All of the construction 
projects are coordinated to provide a seamless experience for 
travelers, and to minimize disruption while still adhering to rigorous 
completion schedules.

5.  How does the Stipulated Settlement relate to the MSC?
The MSC North Project is part of the approved LAX Master Plan, and it 
has been studied in the Master Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The project will comply  
with all of the elements of the Stipulated Settlement concerning jobs, 
construction practices, training, outreach activities, and limits on the 
total number of passenger gates and total annual passengers at LAX. 

6.  Is the MSC North Project part of the Specific Plan 
Amendment Study?
No, the MSC North Project is separate and independent from the 
Specific Plan Amendment Study (SPAS) process. The MSC North 
Project can move forward independently, similar to the modernization 
of TBIT, and is consequently known as a ‘green light’ project. 

7.  Isn’t there a cap on the total number of gates at LAX? 
Does MSC add gates?
The gate cap in the Stipulated Settlement requires that by December 
31, 2015, the number of active gates at LAX will be no more than 153, 
with certain exceptions for peak passenger periods, and only if the 
total number of annual passengers exceeds 75 million. The MSC North 
Project is a first phase of the MSC Program that can accommodate 
up to 11 gates, and will adhere to the provisions of the Stipulated 
Settlement. At all times during the build-out of the MSC North 
Concourse and the MSC Program, LAX will be in compliance with the 
Stipulated Settlement. 

8.  Why is MSC North proposed now? Why is LAWA doing 
only one phase at a time?
The MSC North Project is being phased to permit a construction 
process that is minimally disruptive to ongoing operations, and to 
get the MSC North Concourse completed as quickly as possible.  
LAWA needs these facilities to accommodate day-to-day operations 
while the modernization of other terminals is underway, and to better 
accommodate the larger aircraft currently operating at LAX. LAWA 
projects, given their size and cost, are typically built out in phases.  
The MSC Program is extensive, and phasing was always intended,  
like the modernization project for TBIT. LAWA cannot afford to displace 
large areas in the landside and/or airside, and has become proficient 
in managing the phased nature of major projects. At this point, LAWA 
can only move forward on the first phase given all the modernization 
projects at LAX, the current capital estimate, and funding availability. 



9.  Will LAWA prepare an Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) for the MSC North Project?
The MSC was addressed in the certified program EIR prepared for 
the LAX Master Plan in 2005. LAWA will prepare a project EIR to 
analyze impacts specific to the first phase of the project.

10.  How can the Specific Plan Amendment Study (SPAS) 
assume a full build-out of MSC when only MSC North 
Project is currently proposed?
The SPAS EIR is a programmatic EIR and does not study all the 
program elements at the project level detail. The MSC is studied in 
the SPAS EIR as a related project, and it is considered as a whole 
so that all potential impacts are fully analyzed. The Draft EIR for the 
MSC North Project will analyze the specific project level impacts 
associated with its implementation and the remainder of the MSC 
Program at the program level. When the schedule for a subsequent 
phase or phases is determined, there will be further project level 
environmental review before it is implemented. The current schedule 
assumes that all phases will be completed by 2025.

11.  What’s the schedule for this project? How long will 
construction last, and when will it begin?
•  The Notice of Preparation for the Draft EIR is anticipated to be 

released in the First Quarter of 2013.

•  The Draft EIR is estimated to be completed and released for 
public comment in the Second/Third Quarter 2013.

•  The Final EIR is anticipated to be completed and released in the 
Fourth Quarter 2013.

•  LAWA deliberations on certification of the EIR and approval 
of MSC North are estimated in the Fourth Quarter 2013/First 
Quarter 2014.

•  Once approvals are secured, construction is estimated to begin 
in the Third/Fourth Quarter 2014 and is anticipated to take 
approximately 36 months.    

12.  What kinds of impacts can we expect from the  
MSC construction?
The DEIR will identify any potential significant impacts from the 
MSC North Project, such as construction duration, traffic, and haul 
routes, and it will also describe appropriate mitigation measures.  
LAWA projects comply with all Master Plan requirements, and all 
applicable City regulations on construction hours and activities.

13.  Who makes the final decision on MSC?
The Los Angeles City Council will make the final decision on the 
MSC North Project and EIR. The City Council must take actions 
to certify the EIR and to approve the project. The FAA must also 
approve the plan for purposes of safety and efficient operations.

14.  How can the airport justify spending money on this 
project when it claims it cannot afford to bring light rail to 
the airport?
LAWA is working with Metro to identify the best alternative for 
public transit access to LAX and the appropriate source of funding 
for the Metro project once it is planned and cleared environmentally.

15.  What are the environmental impacts of the MSC?
The Draft EIR will thoroughly analyze any potential environmental 
impacts which the project may have. The public will have an 
opportunity to provide comments on any areas of concern at a 
scoping meeting, and then again when the Draft EIR is completed 
and circulated for review and comment.

16.  Will there be local jobs created by the MSC? 
Construction or long-term? Who will do the work and how 
will they be selected?
Projects at LAX generate jobs throughout the region, for planning 
and construction, and for ongoing operations. Contractors are 
selected by the Board of Airport Commissioners through a public 
bidding process which examines capabilities, experience and cost 
effectiveness. 

17.  How can the public get involved in the MSC process?
The public will have the opportunity to get involved from the 
beginning of the process. There will be a public scoping meeting 
during the NOP comment period to gather comments on the 
areas of environmental review that the Draft EIR will analyze.  
Upon completion, the Draft EIR will be circulated to gather public 
comments on its findings. During the MSC EIR process, there will 
be many opportunities to attend meetings and provide input on  
the project. LAWA will hold public meetings to provide project 
updates and solicit community views and concerns.

18.  Where can I get further information or ask questions?
You can follow the progress of the MSC on the project website, 
email LAWA staff at mscnorthinfo@lawa.org or call 800.919.3766.

Los Angeles World Airports, 1 World Way, Los Angeles, CA  90045  

Phone: 800.919.3766   Email: mscnorthinfo@lawa.org   Website: www.lawa.org/mscnorth



Written Comment Form

Midfield Satellite Concourse

Name Organization

Address    City    Zip

Email    Phone

Los Angeles World Airports, 1 World Way, Los Angeles, CA  90045  

Phone: 800.919.3766   Email: mscnorthinfo@lawa.org   Website: www.lawa.org/mscnorth

Please drop completed form into the box marked    Lisa Trifiletti, Capital Programming and Planning
“COMMENTS” at the February 21, 2013 public meeting, Los Angeles World Airports 
or mail/email written comments to:  1 World Way, Room 218B 
 Los Angeles, CA 90015
 mscnorthinfo@lawa.org       

All comments must be received no later than 5:00pm, March 11, 2013.
This form can simply be folded and placed in a mailbox (see reverse side). Please remember to add postage.

Date

SCOPING MEETING FOR THE LAX MIDFIELD SATELLITE CONCOURSE PROJECT
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)
The purpose of the scoping process and the meeting is to hear from the public and responsible agencies what significant  
environmental issues and alternatives they think should be analyzed in the Draft EIR for the Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC) 
Project. Written comments can be submitted at the Public Scoping meeting on February 21, 2013 or mailed/emailed no later than 
5:00pm on March 11, 2013. In the space below (and on additional pages if necessary), please provide any written comments you 
may have concerning the scope of the Draft EIR for the proposed project. Your comments will then be considered during  
preparation of the Draft EIR.



 Lisa Trifiletti, Capital Programming and Planning
Los Angeles World Airports 
1 World Way, Room 218B 
Los Angeles, CA 90015

PLACE 
POSTAGE 

HERE

Tape Here

Tape Here
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South	Coast	Air	Quality	Management	District	
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Drollinger	Properties	
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Metropolitan	Transportation	Authority	
	
	

 
	



 







ARSAC Alliance for a Regional Solution to Airport Congestion
322 Culver Blvd., #231 Playa del Rey, CA 90293

www.regionalsolution.org 310-641-4199

ARSAC Comments for LAX Midfield Satellite Concourse EIR NOP Page 1

March 11, 2013 Via E-mail to mscnorthinfo@lawa.org

Ms. Lisa Trifiletti
Los Angeles World Airports
Capital Programming and Planning Group
1 World Way, Room 218E
Los Angeles, CA 90045

Reference: February 8, 2013, NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING
MEETING FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, PROJECT NAME: Los Angeles International
Airport (LAX) Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC)

Dear Ms. Trifiletti:

ARSAC has three areas of concern with the subject EIR:
1. Feasibility of design for long term operation such as the permanent check-in location and methodology
for getting to/from gates (including baggage retrieval).
2. Relationship of this project to other "approved" projects in the Master Plan.
3. Phased construction and availability of other approved projects to mitigate impacts if an approved
project is not yet built and not scheduled to be completed.

As LAWA prepares the Environmental Impact Report for this project level review it is expected that project
details will be revealed to properly assess impacts. ARSAC expects LAWA to show that the plan is feasible as
designed and that there are no overriding infrastructure issues.

LAWA has indicated that this project will be constructed in two separate phases – northern and southern
complexes which are essentially separate. The EIR must review each construction project separately for
final impacts because there is no assurance that the second half will be constructed within a reasonable
time after the first is completed, if ever.

One example of a design element of concern is controlled access to the gate area. The very high passenger
bridge which has been shown in concept drawings doesn't appear to be practical. We have heard that buses will
be used temporarily to ferry people from TBIT to the MSC gates, but we have not heard what the acceptable
long term resolution is to be. We agree that bussing should not be a long term solution. LAWA has described a
potential method of passenger access and baggage distribution as a massive tunnel with sanitized traffic to
control security starting in the CTA going under TBIT and to the MSC (see specific notes about the NOP
attachment). This element should be more completely described and evaluated for feasibility and impacts
including emergency evacuation procedures. If this is done, LAWA should provide construction phasing
impacts on traffic since it would significantly impact the CTA roadway flows. Will this tunnel also have shops
and other conveniences for passengers and visitors as we have suggested? This tunnel should be completely
identified in terms of size, employee access, and where they will park and how they will get into the CTA to
ensure traffic counts include these people.
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How will passengers get from check at a remote location to boarding gates and ultimately to another terminal
without going through security checks multiple times? Will Federal Inspection Service support be required for
these gates? How will it be provided? How will buses crossing the active airfield be controlled? As passenger
traffic increases is this disruptive to aircraft flow and even result in new safety issues as bus service increases?

LAWA has talked broadly about a supplemental control tower to address the increased amount of non-visibility
areas. Will LAWA provide enough detail to include this tower in the study to see how safety is properly
controlled and assessed? Since aircraft ground traffic will require special treatments in this area has LAWA
planned to incorporate any technological solutions in addition to full tower staffing?

ARSAC requests that time phasing of all program level Master Plan elements be presented with this EIR to
show the proper relationship to the subject project. What contributions to noise and pollution are dependent?

What has LAWA assumed about the construction and completion for all surrounding elements to be built and
completed for purposes of the EIR? The impacts are dramatically different during both MSC construction and
subsequent operation if not all planned items are constructed. What is the completion schedule for all items? If
the taxiways, for instance are incomplete for an extended period beyond MSC construction the times to gate
assumed in establishing air pollution levels will be severely divergent. Aircraft noise from taxiing or APU use
(if any) may face different areas and be for different durations. We ask that LAWA identify all elements that
will be delayed more than one year beyond MSC and what criteria are used as triggers to build the missing
elements. We also ask that alternatives be provided for any element relied upon which will be built greater than
five years after the MSC.

We have heard that LAWA would like to use the gates in the MSC as temporary fill in for other refurbishment
and expansion. Please identify what areas are impacted and show the interim environmental impacts of
anything greater than one year duration which will result.

We expect LAWA will be performing substantial refurbishments to the CTA parking lots and roadways. How
is this addressed in the EIR? LAWA has said that MSC and TBIT cannot be accessed on the same loop around
LAX (you won't be able to go from one directly to the other). Has LAWA fully accounted for the resulting
traffic patterns? Specifically, will traffic be better because international travelers will be more dispersed (less
crowded at TBIT)? Or will traffic be worse because of buses/shuttles having to complete a partial loop of the
CTA to go from MSC to TBIT?

If you have questions, then please contact us. We look forward to working more closely with you.

Sincerely,

Denny Schneider, President Robert Acherman, Vice President
denny@welivefree.com racherman@netvip.com
(213) 675-1817 (310) 927-2127
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ATTACHMENT WITH DETAIL QUESTIONS RELATED TO THE MSC NOP DOCUMENT.

Specific Questions on Initial Study Checklist

Figure 1- MSC Project Location.

Why isn’t the proposed tunnel between the Midfield Satellite Concourse (MSC) and the Central Terminal Processor (CTP)
shown in Figure 1?

Why is the passenger bridge between the MSC and CTP no longer being considered? Will the bridge be removed from
the scale model of the MSC and CTP on display in the lobby of the Clifton Moore Administration Building at LAX?

Page 19.

What would have to “change substantively” to trigger an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS / NEPA) re-review? It
appears that this section conflicts with Page 34, 1.5.1. Federal approvals. FAA approval would be required for relocation
of the beacon and antenna array and for the supplemental FAA tower on top of the MSC.

What are the triggers for adding MSC-south? Will this be determined by terminal redevelopment, an increase in flights
(by what number?) or other factors?

Figure 2- Project Components

Item 5- Ramp Tower. What is the height of the ramp tower? Has the FAA been consulted about the ramp tower? Are
there plans to place other towers on the LAX airfield as the current tower does not have visibility behind the Tom
Bradley International Terminal and the maintenance areas on the west side of the airfield?

Item 8- Landside Access from World Way West. ARSAC requests that no passenger access be permitted to the MSC or
other terminals from World Way West. ARSAC has strongly opposed any passenger access to the passenger terminals
from Pershing and World Way West.

Figure 3- Concourse and Apron

Why are the bus routes not shown from the MSC to the other terminals? How many bus gates will there be at the
MSC? Where will the MSC bus terminal be located on the MSC? What is the minimum safest distance between aircraft
parked at the MSC gates and the MSC bus gates?

Does the proposed tunnel between the MSC and the CTP go under aircraft gates? On the figure, it appears that the
tunnel goes under two Airbus A380 gates. Will the tunnel be able to withstand fully loaded A380’s sitting at the gate for
up to three hours?

At what depth will the proposed tunnel be dug? What are the dimensions of the tunnel? How will contamination toxics
be handled during and after construction?

Will the tunnel have a stop at the Tom Bradley International Terminal? How will the tunnel handle departing and
arriving passengers?
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Will there be a sterile corridor in the tunnel for arriving international passengers? Where will the Federal Inspection
Services (e.g. Customs, Immigration, Agriculture, etc.) facilities be for arriving international passengers at the MSC? In
the MSC? Tom Bradley International Terminal? Terminal 2? Terminal 5? Terminal 6? Other terminals?

Will the sterile corridor only allow passengers and airport workers to use the APM? Will there be a walkway in the
tunnel between the MSC and the CTP? Will speedwalks (flat escalators) be used?

Page 25- Footnote 7

Does the comment imply that other terminals will be redeveloped? What are the terminals proposed to be
redeveloped? What is the timeline for terminal redevelopments? If terminals are moved from current locations will
there be potential changes to the MSC already built in to accommodate connecting terminals?

Page 26- Item 3, Ramp Tower

Is FAA approval required for the ramp tower? Will an EIS (NEPA) need to be prepared for the ramp tower? Will a
complete safety review be conducted? What will be the traffic capacity of the new tower?

Page 26- Enabling Projects

Are the “E” numbered projects the actual numerical sequence of the order for these enabling projects? If the order for
the “E” projects is different, then what is that sequence?

Page 35- I. Aesthetics

Will the architecture of the MSC be similar to that of Bradley West?

Construction staging areas. ARSAC prefers that the construction staging areas and construction worker proposed south
of Westchester Parkway be moved closer to Pershing and World Way West away from homes.

Light and glare. ARSAC requests that lighting on MSC not point directly into Westchester/Playa del Rey or El Segundo. If
at all possible, lighting should be confined to spill over only into the MSC apron and adjoining taxilanes.

Page 38- III. Air Quality

ARSAC requests that the Air Pollution Apportionment Study be included in this EIR for the MSC.

Page 42- V. Cultural Resources

Theme Building view preservation. In the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study (SPAS) EIR, LAWA has committed to
protecting the surrounding views of the Theme Building to keep the Theme Building within its historical context. ARSAC
requests that photos be made of current conditions from the Theme Building to the current and future MSC project
locations (e.g. CTP, removal of Parking Structures 3 and 4.) ARSAC requests that the photos be used to assist architects
and engineers in designing MSC projects that preserve the Theme Building’s historical context surroundings.

Pages 46 to 47- VI. Geology and Soils

ARSAC is concerned about soil contamination in the American Airlines and former Trans World Airlines/current Qantas
maintenance sites. Please see comments under Section VIII, Hazards and Hazardous Waste.
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Page 51- VII. Green House Gas Emissions

Why is there is nothing in the Initial Study document to indicate how passengers will be loaded or unloaded from aircraft
at the MSC? Will there be electrically powered passenger loading bridges at the MSC? Will there be a passenger loading
bridge to provide upper deck access for Airbus A380 aircraft?

Will there be electrical power provided at the MSC gates so aircraft do not have to use Auxiliary Power Units (APU’s) at
the gates?

ARSAC requests that the MSC gates provide electrical power to aircraft and that the use of APU’s be banned at the
MSC. LAWA has already committed to 100% gate electrification in the LAX Master Plan and the Community Benefits
Agreement with the LAX Coalition.

Page 52- VIII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

ARSAC is extremely concerned about soil contamination in the American Airlines and former TWA/Qantas maintenance
areas. LAWA is already aware of soil contamination issues under the former Continental hangar immediately west of the
American Airlines High Bay hangar. These maintenance areas have been in use for almost 50 years. In that time span,
all kinds of lubricants, grease, oil, jet fuel, solvents, Skydrol, paint, coolant, wastewater and other toxics could have been
dumped or leaked into the soil. These facilities could also include industrial gases, lead based paint and
asbestos. ARSAC requests that LAWA study and inventory these hazardous materials and to develop an appropriate
clean-up program.

Page 56- g. Evacuation Plan

Unlike the other passenger terminals which have street access, the MSC is located in the middle of the Aircraft
Operating Area. In case of evacuation, where will people in the MSC go? ARSAC requests that LAWA set-up evacuation
areas for the MSC so that evacuees will not be dispersed into the AOA.

Page 57- Pollution discharge

Will there be any discharge or drainage from the MSC to the Argo Ditch?

Page 63- XII. Noise

ARSAC again requests electrically powered passenger loading bridges be used at the MSC. The gates should also provide
electricity to aircraft so that the APU’s do not need to be used. APU usage should be banned in the MSC.

Page 63- XII. Noise

ARSAC requests a noise study of taxiing aircraft around the MSC. Why does it state that there will not be a significant
increase in noise in Westchester/Playa del Rey and El Segundo due to the new MSC taxilanes and taxiways? This is not
the same as proving changes in noise levels with a noise study. How will LAWA monitor run-up activities? It has used
cameras in other parts of the airport. The projection of the MSC handing from 9% to 19% of LAX daily operations is
significant. In the LAX SPAS EIR, LAWA predicts 2,053 operations per day by the year 2025. This would yield 185 and 390
daily operations, respectively.

Page 67- XIV. Public Services, a. Fire Protection
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ARSAC is concerned about emergency evacuation plans and areas for the MSC, proposed Automated People Mover
(APM) and proposed tunnel. ARSAC requests that emergency evacuation scenarios be studied in the MSC EIR.

Page 68- XIV. Public Services, b. Police Protection

ARSAC requests that an Airport Police office be designated in the MSC.

Page 69- XIV. Public Services, d. Parks

ARSAC requests that an indoor park or green space be established in the MSC for the enjoyment of passengers and
airport workers.

Page 71- XVI- Transportation/Traffic

ARSAC requests that construction traffic trips be studied in the EIR. LAWA should encourage the use of ride sharing,
shared vans and buses for construction workers.

ARSAC requests that current private vehicle traffic be studied in this EIR today and again in future phases of the MSC. As
the Initial Study document notes, “The LAX Master Plan EIR assumed that no private vehicles would circulate through
the CTA.” LAWA needs to establish some kind of baseline now and using existing conditions would be helpful in that
regard when proposing future MSC projects such as the CTP which alter traffic flows in the CTA. Traffic flow will be
greatly affected in the CTA if the CTP is constructed as the ramps between the departure and arrivals levels will be
eliminated, two parking garages will be torn down and the recirculating lane from Terminal 4 to Terminal 3 will also be
likely removed.

If Parking 3 and 4 are torn down, then where the replacing parking spaces be located? How many parking spaces are in
Parking 3? How many parking spaces are in Parking 4? How many bus stalls are located between Parking 3 and 4? Will
these parking spaces be replaced on a one-to-one basis? Will the bus stalls be replaced on a one-to-one basis?

Since the CTP will change traffic flow in the CTA, where will the bus stops be located for LAX parking lot shuttles, LAX
FlyAway busses, shared vans, courtesy shuttles, taxis, etc.???

Page 72- XVI. Transportation/Traffic, c. Air Traffic

ARSAC requests that the EIR add a section to evaluate air traffic from 2025 to the year 2040.

Page 72- XVI. Transportation/Traffic, e. Emergency Access

ARSAC reiterates our request to include studying of emergency evacuation plans for the MSC and proposed APM and
proposed tunnel. This study should be expanded to include fire and disaster recovery access.

Page 77- XVII. Utilities

Where will LAX send its trash once the Sunshine Canyon Landfill closes in 2031? The MSC and other LAX buildings will
continue to be operation beyond 2031.

As stated on page 77, “LAWA’s goal is to divert 70 percent of waste by 2015.” How will LAWA accomplish diversion of 70
percent of waste? Will LAWA sort trash onsite to pull out recyclable items? Where will this trash sort facility
exist? How will LAWA handle disposal of left-over food from inbound international flights?
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ARSAC requests that the hazards of electrical vaults be included in the EIR. On the various drawings, there is an
electrical vault shown near an Airbus A380 capable gate on the west side of Bradley West. ARSAC is concerned that an
electrical vault explosion could occur at this location similar to the one that killed Los Angeles City Firefighter Brett
Lovrein at the Citibank building (Sepulveda and La Tijera) in Westchester, just north of LAX.

http://lafd.blogspot.com/2008/03/los-angeles-firefighter-killed-in-line.html

ARSAC’s concern about the electrical vault is even greater given the presence of jet fuel.

Page 78. XVIII- Mandatory Findings

ARSAC agrees with the ratings of Potentially Significant Impacts in this section.

ARSAC requests that LAWA provides more frequent disclosures for compliance with mitigation measures. ARSAC
requests that LAWA employ an independent third party to verify LAWA’s EIR mitigation compliance. ARSAC also
requests that LAWA provide penalties for itself when mitigation measures are not met.

END OF NOP Comment Letter.
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