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COMPTON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

                                     

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

 
DATE: November 1, 2017    FROM: Compton Unified School District  
TO: See Attached Distribution List   Facilities Department 

      429 South Oleander Avenue 
Compton, CA 90220 

      Contact: Nathaniel Holt, Chief Facilities Officer 
      

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

The Compton Unified School District (CUSD) as Lead Agency (per California Environmental Quality Act 

[CEQA] Guidelines Section 15052) has determined that an environmental impact report (EIR) should be 

prepared for the proposed Compton High School Reconstruction Project (“proposed Project”) as 

described below. As part of the CEQA process, the CUSD solicits the views of your agency as to the scope 

and content of the environmental information that is applicable to your agency’s responsibilities in 

connection with the proposed Project pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Sections 21082.2(a) and (d).  

PROJECT TITLE: Compton High School Reconstruction Project  

PROJECT LOCATION: As shown in Figure 1, Project Location Map, the Project site is in the central portion 

of the City of Compton, approximately 1 mile north of State Route 91, 2 miles west of Interstate 710, 3 

miles east of Interstate 110, and 2.5 miles south of Interstate 105. The Project site is generally bound by 

W. Myrrh Street to the north, S. Acacia Avenue to the east, W. Alondra Boulevard to the south, and 

Compton Creek to the west. The private street S. Oleander Avenue bisects the Project site, connecting to 

W. Myrrh Street on the north and W. Alondra Boulevard on the south. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: CUSD is proposing to reconstruct the Compton High School (CHS) campus. The 

proposed Project would consist of the demolition of all existing buildings, facilities, and athletic fields, and 

the construction of new, modern buildings, facilities, and athletic fields with a design that supports a free-

flowing campus. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide CUSD with the range of updated 

and modern school facilities for CHS to meet current standards and to meet the immediate and long-term 

educational needs of the community. The reconstructed campus would be able to accommodate a total 

of 2,500 seats.  

The anticipated opening of the reconstructed CHS campus is by the 2021–2022 school year.  

Two different development options have been identified for the proposed Project as follows: 



Option A: Reconstruction within the Existing Campus Boundaries 

As shown in Figure 2, Conceptual Site Plan—Option A, Option A of the proposed Project would consist of 

the demolition of all existing uses on the Project site and the reconstruction of the new campus facilities 

within the existing boundaries of the current CHS campus.  

The reconstruction of the eastern portion of the Project site under Option A would include the 

construction of two 3-story academic buildings for a total of approximately 191,600 square feet; a 2-story, 

approximately 79,900-square-foot gymnasium and aquatic center; and a 1-story, approximately 14,900-

square-foot administration building. The southeastern portion of the Project site would include a 

community park with a basketball court at Cocoa Street and Acacia Avenue. The southwestern portion of 

the Project site under Option A would include the construction of a 34,400-square-foot performing arts 

center adjacent to W. Alondra Boulevard. 

The reconstruction of the western portion of the Project site under Option A would involve the addition 

of two softball fields, one soccer field, six tennis courts, and five basketball courts; upgrades to the existing 

baseball field; the relocation of the football stadium from the southeastern portion of the CHS campus to 

the northern portion, adjacent to the baseball field; and the relocation of the existing parking lot farther 

north of its present location, adjacent to the facilities building. Option A also would include various 

softscape, hardscape, and other associated outdoor improvements throughout the Project site, including 

the incorporation of bioswale and water-retention features.  

Primary access to the Project site under Option A would be provided within a main parking lot along 

S. Acacia Avenue.  

Option B: Reconstruction with the Inclusion of Additional Parcels  

As shown in Figure 3, Conceptual Site Plan—Option B, Option B of the proposed Project would include 

the acquisition of the 10 parcels southeast of the existing CHS campus. Under Option B, the demolition of 

all existing uses on the Project site would still occur, as would the reconstruction of the new CHS campus, 

which would include the additional parcels. 

The reconstruction of the eastern portion of the Project site under Option B would include two 3-story 

academic buildings consisting of approximately 151,400 square feet; an approximately 58,000-square-

foot gymnasium and outdoor, Olympic-size swimming pool; an approximately 58,500-square-foot 

performing arts center; and the addition of eight tennis courts.  

Under Option B, the reconstruction of the western portion the Project site also would provide for three 

softball fields, two soccer fields, and four basketball courts; upgrades to the existing baseball field; the 

relocation of the football stadium from the southeast of the CHS campus to the north, adjacent to the 



baseball field; and the relocation of the existing north parking to a location slightly farther north. 

Development under Option B would also include various softscape, hardscape, and other associated 

outdoor improvements throughout the Project site, including the incorporation of bioswale and water-

retention features. 

Primary access to the Project site under Option B would be provided along a one-way access roadway 

within and along S. Acacia Avenue. Option B will not include the community park with basketball courts 

at Coco Street and Acacia Ave.  

Utilities and Street Vacations 

To facilitate construction of the proposed Project, both Options A and B would involve street vacations 

and potential relocations of existing utility infrastructure. Option A would only involve the vacation of 

S. Oleander Avenue, while Option B would involve the vacation of S. Oleander Avenue as well as W. Cocoa 

Street as part of the acquisition area. The potential relocations of existing utility infrastructure would be 

associated with these proposed street vacations.  

ENVIRONMENTAL TOPICS TO BE ADDRESSED IN EIR: Aesthetics (Visual Character/View and Light/Glare), 

Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources (Historical & Archaeological Resources), Geology & 

Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards & Hazardous Materials, Hydrology & Water Quality, Land Use 

& Planning, Noise, Transportation & Traffic, and Tribal Cultural Resources. 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING DATE, TIME, AND LOCATION: The Scoping Meeting will be held on November 

16, 2017, at 6:00 PM at the Compton High School Auditorium, located in the Administration Building. The 

purpose of the Scoping Meeting is to solicit public comments regarding issues to be addressed in the EIR. 

The Scoping Meeting will provide information regarding the proposed Project and the anticipated scope 

of analyses to be contained in the EIR. CUSD encourages all interested individuals and organizations to 

attend this meeting. Written comments may be submitted at the Scoping Meeting. 

 Date:  November 16, 2017 

 Time:  6:00 PM 

 Location: 601 S. Acacia Avenue 

Compton High School Auditorium, located in the Administration Building  

 

COMMENTS: The period for agencies and members of the public to submit comments will be for 30 days 

commencing on November 1, 2017, and ending at 5:00 PM on December 1, 2017.  

Written comments only need to be sent to the CUSD at the following address:  



Compton Unified School District 

Facilities Department 

429 South Oleander Avenue 

Compton, CA 90220 

Contact: Nathaniel Holt, Chief Facilities Officer 

Comments may also be sent by facsimile to (310) 631-9871 or by email to eroaro@compton.k12.ca.us. 

Please put "Compton High School Reconstruction Project" in the subject line. 

Date: ____./_D_-"'5_/_- J_=--o_( _9-

_ 

��� 
Nathaniel Holt 

Chief Facilities Officer 

Compton Unified School District 



Terminal Island

Los Angeles County

Kern County

V
e
n
tu

ra
 C

o
u
n
ty

L
o
s
 A

n
g
e
le

s
 C

o
u
n
ty

Sherman Oaks

Calabasas

Malibu

S
a
n
 B

e
rn

a
rd

in
o
 C

o
u
n
ty

 L
o
s
 A

n
g
e
le

s
 C

o
u
n
ty

Santa Monica

Santa Clarita

Chatsworth

Warner Center

Granada Hills

Porter Ranch
Mission Hills

Sun Valley

Woodland Hills Encino

Culver City

Pasadena

South
Pasadena

Hollywood

Beverly Hills

Inglewood

Huntington
Park

Los
Angeles

El Monte

Montbello

Whittier

Santa Fe Springs
Downey

Monterey Park

La MiradaParamountCompton
Cerritos

Gardena

CarsonTorrance
Lakewood

Rancho Palos
Verdes

San Pedro

Long Beach

US

66

US

101

US

101

US

101

10
INTERSTATE

210
INTERSTATE

210
INTERSTATE

10
INTERSTATE

10
INTERSTATE

605
INTERSTATE

710
INTERSTATE

605
INTERSTATE

105
INTERSTATE

5
INTERSTATE

5
INTERSTATE

5
INTERSTATE

5
INTERSTATE

405
INTERSTATE

405
INTERSTATE

405
INTERSTATE

405
INTERSTATE

90
CALIFORNIA

91
CALIFORNIA

47
CALIFORNIA

110
CALIFORNIA

110
CALIFORNIA

107
CALIFORNIA

1
CALIFORNIA

1
CALIFORNIA

1
CALIFORNIA

1
CALIFORNIA

2
CALIFORNIA

23
CALIFORNIA

27
CALIFORNIA

118
CALIFORNIA118

CALIFORNIA

126
CALIFORNIA

126
CALIFORNIA

14
CALIFORNIA

14
CALIFORNIA

27
CALIFORNIA

2
CALIFORNIA

2
CALIFORNIA

2
CALIFORNIA

138
CALIFORNIA

138
CALIFORNIA

138
CALIFORNIA

138
CALIFORNIA

18
CALIFORNIA

90
CALIFORNIA

42
CALIFORNIA

213
CALIFORNIA

39
CALIFORNIA

60
CALIFORNIA

60
CALIFORNIA

57
CALIFORNIA

72
CALIFORNIA

134
CALIFORNIA

170
CALIFORNIA

19
CALIFORNIA

71
CALIFORNIA

30
CALIFORNIA

39
CALIFORNIA

California Aqueduct

P a c i f i c  O
c e a

n
North

HollywoodBurbank

Glendale

APPROXIMATE SCALE IN MILES

1260 24

N

Project Location Map

FIGURE  1

181-001-17

Project
Location

Century City



Myrrh Street

O
le

an
de

r A
ve

nu
e

Laurel Street

A
ca

ci
a 

A
ve

nu
e

Alondra Boulevard

Com
pton Creek

Cocoa Street
N

Legacy 
Markers

Bus Drop O�

North Quad

South 
Quad

Formal 
Lawn

Admin-
istration/ 
Student 
Support

Main 
Parking

Students/Visitors

& Olympic Size 
Swimming Pool 

North Parking
Sta� Parking

Ramsaur Stadium and 
Athletic Field

(Competition Soccer is 
Planned on the 
Football Field ) 

Memorial ParkwayMemorial
Garden

Eddie Thomas 
Gymnasium

O.S. Thompson 
Performing Arts 

Center 

Entry 
Plaza

Academic 
Boulevard 

Keystone Collaborative 
Learning Suites 

Keystone 
Collaborative Learning 

Suites 

Parent Drop O�

Baseball Field 

Softball 
Fields 

Soccer Field 

Tennis Courts 
Basketball 

Courts

Community 
Park with 

Basketball 
Court

Conceptual Site Plan—Option A

FIGURE  2

181-001-17

APPROXIMATE SCALE IN FEET

2001000 400

N

Legend

SOURCE:  DLR Group – October 2017

Project Site



Baseball Field

Stadium

Basketball

Academic Building

Pool

Soccer
Field

Softball

Softball

Softball

North Parking

Performing 

Arts Center

Gym

South Parking

East 
Parking

Ve
hi

cu
la

r D
ro

p 
O

�

Academic Building

Bus Drop-O�

Soccer
Field

Tennis

Scale 1” = 200’

C onceptu al  S ite Pl an— O ption B

FIGURE  3

181-001-17

APPROXIMATE SCALE IN FEET

2001000 400

N

Leg end

SOURCE:   DLR Group –  September 2 017

Proj ect Site



APPENDIX A.2 
Comment Letters 























South Coast
Air Quality Management District

...... 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
f.i1!1ld!J (909) 396-2000· www.aqmd.gov

SENTVIAUSPSANDE-MAIL:
eroaro@compton.kI2.ca.us
ComptonUnified SchoolDistrict
FacilitiesDepartment
Attention:NathanielHolt, Chief FacilitiesOfficer
429 SouthOleanderAvenue
Compton,CA 90220

November 17,2017

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Compton High SchoolReconstruction Project

South Coast Air QualityManagementDistrict (SCAQMD) staff appreciatesthe opportunity to comment
on the above-mentioned document. SCAQMD staffs comments are recommendations regarding the
analysis of potential air quality impacts from the Proposed Project that should be included in the Draft
EnvironmentalImpactReport (EIR). Please send SCAQMDa copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion.
Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to
SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMDat the address shown in the
letterhead. In addition, please send with the Draft EIR all appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality, health risk, and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air
quality modeling and health risk assessment files'. These include emission calculation spreadsheets
and modeling input and output files (not PDF files). Without all files and supporting
documentation, SCAQMD staff will be unable to complete our review of the air quality analyses in
a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting documentation will require additional
time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis
SCAQMDadopted its California EnvironmentalQualityAct (CEQA)Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to
assist other public agencieswith the preparationof air quality analyses. SCAQMDstaff recommendsthat
the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidancewhen preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the
Handbookare available from SCAQMD's SubscriptionServicesDepartment by calling (909) 396-3720.
More recent guidance developed since this Handbookwas published is also available on SCAQMD's
website at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cegalair-guality-analysis-handbook!cega-air-guality
handbook-(1993). SCAQMD staff also recommendsthat the Lead Agency use the CalEEMod land use
emissions software. This software has recently been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and locally
approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating pollutant emissions from typical land use
development. CalEEMod is the only softwaremodelmaintainedby the CaliforniaAir Pollution Control
OfficersAssociation (CAPCOA)and replaces the now outdatedURBEMIS.This model is available free
of chargeat: www.caleemod.com.

SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. SCAQMD staff
requests that the Lead Agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to

I Pursuant to the CEQAGuidelinesSection 15174,the informationcontained in an EIR shall include summarizedtechnical data,
maps, plot plans, diagrams, and similar relevant information sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental
impactsby reviewingagencies andmembersof the public. Placementof highly technical and specializedanalysis and data in the
body of an EIR should be avoided through inclusionof supporting informationand analyses as appendices to the main body of
the EIR. Appendices to the EIR may be prepared in volumes separate from the basic EIR document, but shall be readily
availablefor public examinationand shall be submittedto all clearinghouseswhich assist in public review.
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SCAQMD's CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine air quality impacts.
SCAQMD's CEQA regional pollutant emissions significance thresholds can be found here:
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqalhandbooklscaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf.
In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts, SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized
air quality impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LSTs can be
used in addition to the recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality
impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the
Proposed Project, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a localized analysis by either using
the LSTs developed by SCAQMD staff or performing dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for
performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqalair-quality-analysis-handbookllocalized-significance
thresholds.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all
phases of the Proposed Project and all air pollutant sources related to the Proposed Project. Air quality
impacts from both construction (including demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated.
Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of
heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road
mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction
worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are
not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings),
and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust).

In the event that the Proposed Project generates or attracts vehicular trips, air quality impacts from
indirect sources should be included in the analysis. In the event that the Proposed Project generates or
attracts heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles, it is recommended that the Lead Agency perform a mobile
source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk assessment ("Health
Risk Assessment Guidancefor Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling Emissionsfor
CEQAAir Quality Analysis") can be found at: http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqalair-quality
analysis-handbooklmobile-source-toxics-analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to
the use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be
found in the California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Health Perspective,which can be found at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/chihandbook.pdf. CARB's Land Use
Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with
new projects that go through the land use decision-making process. Guidance/ on strategies to reduce air
pollution exposure near high-volume roadways can be found at:
https:llwww.arb.ca.gov/chird technical advisory final.PDF.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires
that all feasible mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project
construction and operation to minimize these impacts. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4
(a)(l)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several resources are

2 In April 2017, CARB published a technical advisory, Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume
Roadways: TechnicalAdvisory, to supplement CARB's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective.
This technical advisory is intended to provide information on strategies to reduce exposures to traffic emissions near high-volume
roadways to assist land use planning and decision-making in order to protect public health and promote equity and environmental
justice. The technical advisory is available at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/chllanduse.htm.
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available to assist the Lead Agency with identifying potential mitigation measures for the Proposed
Project, including:

• Chapter 11 ofSCAQMD's CEQAAir QualityHandbook
• SCAQMD's CEQA web pages available at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/regulations/cegalair

guality-analysis-handbooklmitigation-measures-and-controI-efficiencies
• SCAQMD's Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling

construction-related emissions and Rule 1403 - Asbestos Emissions from DemolitionlRenovation
Activities

• SCAQMD's Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) for the 2016 Air Quality
Management Plan (2016 AQMP) available at (starting on page 86):
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/ Agendas/Governing-Board/20 17/2017 -mar3-035 .pdf

• CAPCOA's Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures available at:
http://www.capcoa.org!wp-content/uploads/201 0111ICAPCOA -Ouantification-Report-9-14-
Final.pdf

Alternatives
In the event that the Proposed Project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires
the consideration and discussion of alternatives to the Proposed Project or its location which are capable
of avoiding or substantially lessening any of the significant effects of the project. The discussion of a
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives, including a "no project" alternative, is intended to
foster informed decision-making and public participation. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(d), the Draft EIR shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful
evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the Proposed Project.

Permits
In the event that the Proposed Project requires a permit from SCAQMD, SCAQMD should be identified
as a responsible agency for the Proposed Project. For more information on permits, please visit
SCAQMD webpage at: http://www.agmd.gov/home/permits. Questions on permits can be directed to
SCAQMD's Engineering and Permitting staff at (909) 396-3385.

Data Sources
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling SCAQMD's Public
Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information
Center is also available at SCAQMD's webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project air quality impacts are
accurately evaluated and any significant impacts are mitigated where feasible. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at Isun@agmd.gov or call me at (909) 396-3308.

Sincerely,

~~
Lijin Sun, J.D.
Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LS
LAC171107-03
Control Number











 

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County 

 
 
Important Notice to User:  This section provides detailed travel statistics for the Los 
Angeles area which will be updated on an ongoing basis.  Updates will be distributed to all 
local jurisdictions when available.  In order to ensure that impact analyses reflect the best 
available information, lead agencies may also contact MTA at the time of study initiation.  
Please contact MTA staff to request the most recent release of “Baseline Travel Data for 
CMP TIAs.” 
 
D.1 OBJECTIVE OF GUIDELINES 
 
The following guidelines are intended to assist local agencies in evaluating impacts of land 
use decisions on the Congestion Management Program (CMP) system, through 
preparation of a regional transportation impact analysis (TIA).  The following are the basic 
objectives of these guidelines: 
 
Promote consistency in the studies conducted by different jurisdictions, while 

maintaining flexibility for the variety of project types which could be affected by these 
guidelines. 

 

Establish procedures which can be implemented within existing project review 
processes and without ongoing review by MTA. 

 

Provide guidelines which can be implemented immediately, with the full intention of 
subsequent review and possible revision. 

 
These guidelines are based on specific requirements of the Congestion Management 
Program, and travel data sources available specifically for Los Angeles County.  References 
are listed in Section D.10 which provide additional information on possible methodologies 
and available resources for conducting TIAs. 
 
D.2 GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
Exhibit D-7 provides the model resolution that local jurisdictions adopted containing CMP 
TIA procedures in 1993.  TIA requirements should be fulfilled within the existing 
environmental review process, extending local traffic impact studies to include impacts to 
the regional system.  In order to monitor activities affected by these requirements, Notices 
of Preparation (NOPs) must be submitted to MTA as a responsible agency.  Formal MTA 
approval of individual TIAs is not required. 
 
The following sections describe CMP TIA requirements in detail.  In general, the 
competing objectives of consistency & flexibility have been addressed by specifying 
standard, or minimum, requirements and requiring documentation when a TIA varies 
from these standards. 
 

APPENDIX  
GUIDELINES FOR CMP TRANSPORTATION 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

D   



APPENDIX  D - GUIDELINES  FOR  CMP TRANSPORTATION  IMPACT  ANALYSIS PAGE D-2 

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County 

D.3 PROJECTS SUBJECT TO ANALYSIS 
 
In general a CMP TIA is required for all projects required to prepare an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) based on local determination.  A TIA is not required if the lead agency 
for the EIR finds that traffic is not a significant issue, and does not require local or regional 
traffic impact analysis in the EIR.  Please refer to Chapter 5 for more detailed information. 
 
CMP TIA guidelines, particularly intersection analyses, are largely geared toward analysis 
of projects where land use types and design details are known.  Where likely land uses are 
not defined (such as where project descriptions are limited to zoning designation and 
parcel size with no information on access location), the level of detail in the TIA may be 
adjusted accordingly.  This may apply, for example, to some redevelopment areas and 
citywide general plans, or community level specific plans.  In such cases, where project 
definition is insufficient for meaningful intersection level of service analysis, CMP arterial 
segment analysis may substitute for intersection analysis. 
 
D.4 STUDY AREA 
 
The geographic area examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum: 
 
All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on- or off-ramp 

intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the 
AM or PM weekday peak hours (of adjacent street traffic). 

 

If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections (see Section D.3), 
the study area must include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or 
more peak hour trips (total of both directions).  Within the study area, the TIA must 
analyze at least one segment between monitored CMP intersections. 

 

Mainline freeway monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more trips, in 
either direction, during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours. 

 

Caltrans must also be consulted through the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process to 
identify other specific locations to be analyzed on the state highway system. 

 
If the TIA identifies no facilities for study based on these criteria, no further traffic analysis 
is required.  However, projects must still consider transit impacts (Section D.8.4). 
 
D.5 BACKGROUND TRAFFIC CONDITIONS 
 
The following sections describe the procedures for documenting and estimating 
background, or non-project related traffic conditions.  Note that for the purpose of a TIA, 
these background estimates must include traffic from all sources without regard to the 
exemptions specified in CMP statute (e.g., traffic generated by the provision of low and very 
low income housing, or trips originating outside Los Angeles County.  Refer to Chapter 5, 
Section 5.2.3 for a complete list of exempted projects). 
 
D.5.1 Existing Traffic Conditions.  Existing traffic volumes and levels of service (LOS) on 
the CMP highway system within the study area must be documented.  Traffic counts must 
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be less than one year old at the time the study is initiated, and collected in accordance with 
CMP highway monitoring requirements (see Appendix A).  Section D.8.1 describes TIA 
LOS calculation requirements in greater detail.  Freeway traffic volume and LOS data 
provided by Caltrans is also provided in Appendix A. 
 
D.5.2 Selection of Horizon Year and Background Traffic Growth.  Horizon year(s) 
selection is left to the lead agency, based on individual characteristics of the project being 
analyzed.  In general, the horizon year should reflect a realistic estimate of the project 
completion date.  For large developments phased over several years, review of intermediate 
milestones prior to buildout should also be considered. 
 
At a minimum, horizon year background traffic growth estimates must use the generalized 
growth factors shown in Exhibit D-1.  These growth factors are based on regional modeling 
efforts, and estimate the general effect of cumulative development and other socioeconomic 
changes on traffic throughout the region.  Beyond this minimum, selection among the 
various methodologies available to estimate horizon year background traffic in greater 
detail is left to the lead agency.  Suggested approaches include consultation with the 
jurisdiction in which the intersection under study is located, in order to obtain more 
detailed traffic estimates based on ongoing development in the vicinity. 
 
D.6 PROPOSED PROJECT TRAFFIC GENERATION 
 
Traffic generation estimates must conform to the procedures of the current edition of Trip 
Generation, by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE).  If an alternative 
methodology is used, the basis for this methodology must be fully documented. 
 
Increases in site traffic generation may be reduced for existing land uses to be removed, if 
the existing use was operating during the year the traffic counts were collected.  Current 
traffic generation should be substantiated by actual driveway counts; however, if infeasible, 
traffic may be estimated based on a methodology consistent with that used for the proposed 
use.   
 
Regional transportation impact analysis also requires consideration of trip lengths.  Total 
site traffic generation must therefore be divided into work and non-work-related trip 
purposes in order to reflect observed trip length differences.  Exhibit D-2 provides factors 
which indicate trip purpose breakdowns for various land use types. 
 
For lead agencies who also participate in CMP highway monitoring, it is recommended that 
any traffic counts on CMP facilities needed to prepare the TIA should be done in the 
manner outlined in Chapter 2 and Appendix A.  If the TIA traffic counts are taken within 
one year of the deadline for submittal of CMP highway monitoring data, the local 
jurisdiction would save the cost of having to conduct the traffic counts twice. 
 
D.7 TRIP DISTRIBUTION 
 
For trip distribution by direct/manual assignment, generalized trip distribution factors are 
provided in Exhibit D-3, based on regional modeling efforts.  These factors indicate 
Regional Statistical Area (RSA)-level tripmaking for work and non-work trip purposes.  
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(These RSAs are illustrated in Exhibit D-4.)  For locations where it is difficult to determine 
the project site RSA, census tract/RSA correspondence tables are available from MTA. 
 
Exhibit D-5 describes a general approach to applying the preceding factors.  Project trip 
distribution must be consistent with these trip distribution and purpose factors; the basis 
for variation must be documented. 
 
Local agency travel demand models disaggregated from the SCAG regional model are 
presumed to conform to this requirement, as long as the trip distribution functions are 
consistent with the regional distribution patterns.  For retail commercial developments, 
alternative trip distribution factors may be appropriate based on the market area for the 
specific planned use.  Such market area analysis must clearly identify the basis for the trip 
distribution pattern expected. 
 
D.8 IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
CMP Transportation Impact Analyses contain two separate impact studies covering 
roadways and transit.  Section Nos. D.8.1-D.8.3 cover required roadway analysis while 
Section No. D.8.4 covers the required transit impact analysis.  Section Nos. D.9.1-D.9.4 
define the requirement for discussion and evaluation of alternative mitigation measures. 
 
D.8.1 Intersection Level of Service Analysis.  The LA County CMP recognizes that 
individual jurisdictions have wide ranging experience with LOS analysis, reflecting the 
variety of community characteristics, traffic controls and street standards throughout the 
county.  As a result, the CMP acknowledges the possibility that no single set of 
assumptions should be mandated for all TIAs within the county. 
 
However, in order to promote consistency in the TIAs prepared by different jurisdictions, 
CMP TIAs must conduct intersection LOS calculations using either of the following 
methods: 
 
The Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method as specified for CMP highway 

monitoring (see Appendix A); or 
 

The Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) / Circular 212 method. 
 
Variation from the standard assumptions under either of these methods for circumstances 
at particular intersections must be fully documented. 
 
TIAs using the 1985 or 1994 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) operational analysis must 
provide converted volume-to-capacity based LOS values, as specified for CMP highway 
monitoring in Appendix A. 
 
D.8.2 Arterial Segment Analysis.  For TIAs involving arterial segment analysis, volume-to-
capacity ratios must be calculated for each segment and LOS values assigned using the V/
C-LOS equivalency specified for arterial intersections.  A capacity of 800 vehicles per hour 
per through traffic lane must be used, unless localized conditions necessitate alternative 
values to approximate current intersection congestion levels. 
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D.8.3 Freeway Segment (Mainline) Analysis.  For the purpose of CMP TIAs, a simplified 
analysis of freeway impacts is required.  This analysis consists of a demand-to-capacity 
calculation for the affected segments, and is indicated in Exhibit D-6. 
 
D.8.4 Transit Impact Review.  CMP transit analysis requirements are met by completing 
and incorporating into an EIR the following transit impact analysis: 
 
Evidence that affected transit operators received the Notice of Preparation. 
 

A summary of existing transit services in the project area.  Include local fixed-route 
services within a ¼ mile radius of the project; express bus routes within a 2 mile radius 
of the project, and; rail service within a 2 mile radius of the project. 

 

Information on trip generation and mode assignment for both AM and PM peak hour 
periods as well as for daily periods.  Trips assigned to transit will also need to be 
calculated for the same peak hour and daily periods.  Peak hours are defined as 7:30-
8:30 AM and 4:30-5:30 PM.  Both “peak hour” and “daily” refer to average weekdays, 
unless special seasonal variations are expected.  If expected, seasonal variations should 
be described. 

 

Documentation of the assumption and analyses that were used to determine the 
number and percent of trips assigned to transit.  Trips assigned to transit may be 
calculated along the following guidelines: 

 

Multiply the total trips generated by 1.4 to convert vehicle trips to person trips;  

For each time period, multiply the result by one of the following factors: 
 

3.5% of Total Person Trips Generated for most cases, except: 
 
10% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center 
15% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center 
  7% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation 

center 
  9% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation 

 center 
  5% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor 
  7% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor 
  0% if no fixed route transit services operate within one mile of the project 

 
To determine whether a project is primarily residential or commercial in nature, please 
refer to the CMP land use categories listed and defined in Appendix E, Guidelines for 
New Development Activity Tracking and Self Certification.  For projects that are only 
partially within the above one-quarter mile radius, the base rate (3.5% of total trips 
generated) should be applied to all of the project buildings that touch the radius 
perimeter. 

 
Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated in the development 

plan that will encourage public transit use.  Include not only the jurisdiction’s TDM 
Ordinance measures, but other project specific measures. 
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Analysis of expected project impacts on current and future transit services and proposed 
project mitigation measures, and; 

 

Selection of final mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the local 
jurisdiction/lead agency.  Once a mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-
monitors implementation through the existing mitigation monitoring requirements of 
CEQA. 

 
D.9 IDENTIFICATION AND EVALUATION OF MITIGATION 
 
D.9.1 Criteria for Determining a Significant Impact.  For purposes of the CMP, a 
significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand on a CMP 
facility by 2% of capacity (V/C ≥ 0.02), causing LOS F (V/C > 1.00); if the facility is already 
at LOS F, a significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand 
on a CMP facility by 2% of capacity (V/C ≥ 0.02).  The lead agency may apply a more 
stringent criteria if desired. 
 
D.9.2 Identification of Mitigation.  Once the project has been determined to cause a 
significant impact, the lead agency must investigate measures which will mitigate the 
impact of the project.  Mitigation measures proposed must clearly indicate the following: 
 
Cost estimates, indicating the fair share costs to mitigate the impact of the proposed 

project. If the improvement from a proposed mitigation measure will exceed the impact 
of the project, the TIA must indicate the proportion of total mitigation costs which is 
attributable to the project.  This fulfills the statutory requirement to exclude the costs of 
mitigating inter-regional trips. 

Implementation responsibilities.  Where the agency responsible for implementing 
mitigation is not the lead agency, the TIA must document consultation with the 
implementing agency regarding project impacts, mitigation feasibility and 
responsibility. 

 
Final selection of mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the lead agency.  The 
TIA must, however, provide a summary of impacts and mitigation measures.  Once a 
mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-monitors implementation through the 
mitigation monitoring requirements contained in CEQA. 
 
D.9.3 Project Contribution to Planned Regional Improvements.  If the TIA concludes that 
project impacts will be mitigated by anticipated regional transportation improvements, 
such as rail transit or high occupancy vehicle facilities, the TIA must document: 
 
Any project contribution to the improvement, and 
 

The means by which trips generated at the site will access the regional facility. 
 
D.9.4  Transportation Demand Management (TDM).  If the TIA concludes or assumes that 
project impacts will be reduced through the implementation of TDM measures, the TIA 
must document specific actions to be implemented by the project which substantiate these 
conclusions. 
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Sent via electronic mail to eroaro@compton.k12.ca.us 
 
November 6, 2017 
 
Nathaniel Holt 
Chief Facilities Officer 
Compton Unified School District Facilities Department 
4269 South Oleander Avenue 
Compton CA 90220 
 
RE: Notice of Preparation for Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Compton High 
School Reconstruction Project 
 
Dear Mr. Holt: 
 
Southern California Edison (SCE) is pleased to submit the following comments on the proposed 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Compton High School Reconstruction Project. 
The Project is proposing to reconstruct the Compton High School campus through demolition of 
all existing buildings, facilities, and athletic fields. Construction of new, modern buildings, facilities, 
and athletic fields will be designed to support a free-flowing campus and provide updated and 
modern school facilities to meet current standards and the immediate and long-term educational 
needs of the community. 
 
SCE’s Electrical Facilities 
SCE provides electric service to the City of Compton and maintains electrical transmission and 
distribution facilities, as well as substations and supporting appurtenances in the City. Please note 
that “potential relocation of existing utility infrastructure (NOP page 3)” should be included in the 
DEIR and construction activities analyzed for impacts to resources included but not limited to 
aesthetics, air quality, biology (i.e., nesting birds), noise, transportation and traffic and utilities to 
avoid a separate California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review with the California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC). 
 
Development within SCE’s Rights-of-Way and Access Roads 
The proposed project should not unreasonably interfere with SCE’s ability to access, maintain, 
and operate its current and future facilities. Additionally, if any development which includes 
permanent, temporary or grading within the right-of-way (such as bike lanes and landscaping) are 
planned within SCE’s corridors a written consent agreement signed between the developer and 
SCE is required. Any parkways or pathways (either by foot, bicycles, or other means) that invite 
the public onto SCE’s right-of-way will require the installation of fencing and/or Climbing 
Discouragers on each transmission line tower at the customer’s expense. 
 
SCE’s rights-of-way and fee-owned properties are used by SCE to operate and maintain its 
present and future facilities. SCE will review any proposed use on a case-by-case basis. 
Approvals or denials will be in writing based upon review of the maps provided by the developer 
and compatibility with SCE right-of-way constraints and rights. Please forward five (5) sets of 
plans depicting SCE's facilities and associated land rights to the following location: 
 
Real Properties Department 
Southern California Edison Company 
2 Innovation Way 
Pomona, CA 91768 
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General Order 131-D 
The construction, modification, and relocation of transmission lines, or electrical facilities that are 
designed to operate at or above 50 kilovolts (kV) may be subject to the California Public Utilities 
Commission’s (CPUC) General Order 131-D1. If the construction, modification, or relocation of 
transmission lines results in significant environmental impacts, they should be identified and 
discussed in the draft environmental impact report. If not, and as noted earlier, SCE may be 
required to pursue a separate, mandatory CEQA review through the CPUC, which could delay 
approval of the SCE portion of the project for two years or longer.  
 
General Order 95 
SCE must comply with General Order (GO) 95, which establishes rules and regulations for the 
overhead line design, construction, and maintenance. GO 95 also includes vertical clearance 
requirements from thoroughfares, ground, and railroads, as well as specific minimum clearances 
from tree branches and vegetation around overhead wires. The project’s landscaping should not 
conflict with SCE’s existing and proposed transmission line designs.  
 
Method of Service 
In order to determine electrical infrastructure necessary to support the proposed project, the 
project proponent must submit a signed Method of Service agreement to SCE and pay 
engineering fees for an electric service study to be completed. Infrastructure necessary to support 
this project is subject to licensing and permitting authority of the CPUC. 
 
Permit to Construct (PTC) & Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) 
In addition, please note that SCE is subject to California Public Utilities Commission General 
Order 131-D (GO 131-D). Electric facilities between 50kV and 200kV are subject to the CPUC’s 
Permit to Construct (PTC) review. For facilities subject to PTC review, or for over 200kV electric 
facilities subject to Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) requirements, the 
CPUC reviews utility PTC or CPCN applications pursuant to CEQA and serves as Lead Agency 
under CEQA. 
 
Catenary Wires 
Existing heights of the 66kV and subsequently the 220kV above any overhead catenary wires 
used to power trains will also likely not meet GO 95 vertical clearance standards and will require 
SCE to increase the height of several towers along the adjacent right-of-way as well as possibly 
several towers down-line. Further, based on drawings and plans provided to SCE it is not clear if 
there is sufficient horizontal clearance for the 220kv towers. Accordingly, this may require the 
relocation of 66kV or 220kV towers or realignment of the proposed track. As a separate but no 
less significant issue to SCE, 24-hour access must be provided to SCE employees to repair and 
maintain all structures and facilities. 
 
SCE appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Compton High School Reconstruction 
Project. SCE looks forward to working and collaborating with the City. If you have any questions 
regarding this letter, please contact me at heather.neely@sce.com or 626.476.7839. 
 
Regards, 
 
Heather Neely 
Southern California Edison 
General Office A#1 Quad 2C 
2244 Walnut Grove   
Rosemead CA 91770 
                                                            
1 http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PUBLISHED/Graphics/589.PDF 





From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

ElianaRoaro
Friday,December 1,2017 7:40AM
RayCooper
Nathaniel Holt
RE:Compton High School ReconstructionProject

Nathaniel Holt

Importance: High

Good morning Mr. Cooper,

Facilities Dept. has received this electric correspondence and is pending review.

Eliana Roaro
Sr. Administrative Technician
Facilities, Maintenance, Operations &: Transportation
Compton Unified School nistrict
Phone (310) 63943.21 ext. ))350
fax (3]0) 631 9871

From: RayCooper [mailto:raymond.cooper@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 30,20179:25 PM
To: ElianaRoaro<eroaro@compton.k12.ca.us>
Subject: Compton HighSchool Reconstruction Project

Please acknowledge receipt of this email immediately.
Thank you.

You can not achieve an accurate EIR if you do not present the accurate and proper facts at the start
of the project. Some of the items that will have an adverse environmental impact are: lead paint and
pipes, asbestos, dust, noise, increased utilities usage, traffic disruption due to construction (work
crews, heavy and noisy trucks and equipment), plus the impact on the students, parents, teachers,
and staff due to relocation. Also, we need to ensure that the construction does not have an adverse
effect on the Compton Creek. Option A has 320,800 square feet of building space. Option B has only
267,900 square feet of building space, a decrease of <52,900> square feet. Also Option B does not
have an administration building. Where will the administrators be housed in Option B and why the big
difference in square footage between the two options?
The biggest concern is the additional traffic that will be generated by the new stadium, gym, pool and
the performing arts center. The performing arts center and the use of the stadium for competition
soccer suggests a large amount of new traffic flowing into the neighborhood, especially at night and
on weekends. This will also create new security issues. Are the parking lots large enough to handle
these extra cars? Is the community aware of these new activities that will be affecting their lives,
especially the lights at night and the added noise? Remember there is a senior citizen residential
building in the next block north of the school.
Also, where is the entrance to the maintenance yard? Will the maintenance staff and equipment need
to exit through the school parking lot? We need to ensure that there is adequate storm drainage and

1



proper sloping to eliminate the current flooding problem along Oleander Avenue near the music
rooms.
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Compton High School Reconstruction Project  
Environmental Impact Report Scoping Meeting Summary 
November 16, 2017, 6:00PM 
Compton High School Auditorium, 601 S. Acacia Avenue 

 
 
Agenda  
 

1. Introduction of meeting by Nathaniel C. Holt, CUSD Chief Facilities Officer 
• Discussion of the purpose of meeting and District’s status on the Project 

 Introduction of District staff and consultants 
2. Presentation by Kelene Strain, Meridian Consultants 

• Discussion of the Compton High School Reconstruction Project 
• Purpose of Scoping Meeting and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

process 
• Identification of issue areas that will be studied in the Environmental Impact 

Report (EIR) 
• Environmental review schedule 
• Overview of scoping and public comment period and direction on how to submit 

scoping comments to the District 
3. Questions/Public Comment (see summary below) 

 
Summary of Public Comments 
 
Speaker #1 
Travis Thompson 

• When will construction of the Project occur? Start date? 
 
Speaker #2 
John Thompson 
Alumni ’65, Former JV/Varsity CHS Baseball Coach 

• What is the anticipated student count for CHS? Does the District plan to readjust its 
attendance boundaries? 

• Will the District implement curriculum changes at CHS? 
• Surprised by the low turnout of the scoping meeting 
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Speaker #3 
Raymond A. Cooper, Community Activist 

• Components of the Project will have impacts on surrounding community, particularly 
impacts from the Performing Arts Center 

o Concerns with size and magnitude 
o What will the capacity be? How many seats? 
o Parking and traffic impacts associated with events during the week and weekends 

 Impacts along Alondra, Acacia, and Myrrh  
o Concerned that District is “kicking ball down the road” and will change the 

proposed use of the PAC in the future 
• When/how did the District advertise the scoping meeting? 

o Need full community input (not just people with children in the District)  
 i.e. send out mailers, signs, flyers? 






