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1. Introduction
1.1 INTRODUCTION
This document includes the public comments received on the Initial Study prepared for the James A. Garfield
High School Major Modernization Project (Project) and provides Los Angeles Unified School District’s
(LAUSD’s) responses to these comments.

Under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code, Division 13, Sections 21000
et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of  Regulations [CCR] Section 15000 et seq.), a lead agency
has no affirmative duty to prepare formal responses to comments on an Initial Study. The lead agency, however,
should have adequate information on the record explaining why the comments do not affect the conclusion of
the Initial Study. In the spirit of  public disclosure and engagement, LAUSD – as the lead agency for the Project
– has responded to all written comments submitted during the 30-day public review period.

1.2 PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT
Notice of  Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). Per CEQA Guidelines Section
15072 and 15073, LAUSD determined that an MND would be appropriate for the Project and circulated a
Notice of  Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (NOI) and the Initial Study. The public review
period for this CEQA-compliant document was from April 17, 2024 to May 17, 2024. Public outreach included
the following methods:

1.2.1 Newspaper Publications
 NOI published in the legal announcement section of  the Daily News (English) on April 17, 2024.

 NOI published in the legal announcement section of  the La Opinión (Spanish) on April 17, 2024.

1.2.2 Mailings
 NOI sent to eight State and local agencies, five elected officials, the Los Angeles Registrar-Recorder /

County Clerk, and the State Clearinghouse.

 NOI sent to student / parent guardian addresses and all addresses within a 0.25-mile radius of  the
Project site and – 2,979 mailings.
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1.2.3 Document Availability
The NOI and Initial Study were available for review at the following locations:

 Garfield High School (Main Office) (5101 E 6th St, East Los Angeles, CA 90022)

 LAUSD Office of  Environmental Health and Safety website (https://www.lausd.org/ceqa)

 California State Clearinghouse (https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/)

1.2.4 Community Outreach
A virtual public meeting was held via Zoom on May 8, 2024 at 6:00 PM. The meeting provided agencies and
the public with an opportunity to comment on the Project and the Initial Study. The meeting included a
presentation of  the proposed Project, a summary of  findings for CEQA and the Preliminary Environmental
Assessment-Equivalent (PEA-E), and a question and answer (Q&A) session. During the Q&A session,
commenters had inquiries on the following topics:

 Design (including questions regarding the architect selection process, classroom and support spaces,
Americans with Disabilities Act of  1990 (ADA) improvements, parking, athletics facilities, landscaping
etc.)

 Construction (including questions regarding schedule, safety precautions, traffic control, interim
housing)

 Public engagement process

Those comments that were received (listed above) were addressed by LAUSD during the meeting. No other
formal comments were received via letter or e-mail from community members. Additionally, none of  the Zoom
comments pertained to the adequacy of  the environmental analyses contained in this Initial Study. As such,
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(b), Zoom comments from the May 8, 2024 meeting are not
included in this document and do not warrant additional written responses.

1.2.5 Document Format
This document is organized as follows:

Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and the content of  this document.

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of  agencies and interested persons
commenting on the Initial Study, copies of  comments received during the public review period, and individual
responses to written comments. To facilitate review of  the responses, each comment has been reproduced and

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__www.tafthigh.org_&d=DwMFAg&c=ZWY66qCYUTYUcOev9C2GlDEcKuYKzoWDVNR_L93Z9mQ&r=dxtdxzYm6t877EuyPCsKsuDTnn6RqBH8aw3PekszlPA&m=70AlQny3AMqDEdK7KyToVWzmdopLddz9qv2ZcsE5mwE&s=FkBRS-HSmMK__Tlm_Q9RRXidYONwovbD3LGWlp1Y7vo&e=
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assigned an alphabetical letter. Individual comments have been provided, followed by responses from LAUSD
with references to the corresponding comment number.

1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(b) outlines parameters for submitting comments on an Initial Study and
reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review and comment should be “on the proposed
findings that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.” If  the commenter believes that
the project may have a significant effect, they should: (1) identify the specific effect; (2) explain why they believe
the effect would occur; and (3) explain why they believe the effect would be significant.

Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional specific alternatives or mitigation measures that
would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers
should be aware that the adequacy of  an Initial Study is determined in terms of  what is reasonably feasible.
CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(c) advises, “[re]viewers should explain the basis for their comments, and
should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion
supported by facts in support of  the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered
significant in the absence of  substantial evidence.”

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(d) also states, “[e]ach responsible agency and trustee agency shall focus its
comments on environmental information germane to that agency’s statutory responsibility.” CEQA Guidelines
Section 15204(e) states, “[t]his section shall not be used to restrict the ability of  reviewers to comment on the
general adequacy of  a document or of  the lead agency to reject comments not focused as recommended by
this section.”

Finally, CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform all research, study, and
experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. Written responses to comments are not required;
however, it is LAUSD’s policy to respond in writing to all comments. When responding to comments, lead
agencies need only respond to potentially significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all
information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the environmental
document.
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2. Response to Comments
This section provides all written comments received on the Initial Study and LAUSD’s response to each
comment.

Table 1
Summary of Comments Received

Reference Commenting Person / Agency Date of Comment Page
Number

Written Comment Letters

A California Department of Transportation May 17, 2024 6

B Department of Toxic Substances Control May 10, 2024 9
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COMMENT A – Miya Edmonson, California Department of  Transportation (Caltrans) (2 pages)
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A. Response to Comments from Miya Edmonson, Caltrans, dated May 17, 2024

A-1 Comment noted. The proposed Project involves ADA accessibility improvements and increases
the number of  parking stalls on-campus (refer to Section 3.2.3, Site Access; Circulation, and
Parking). However, the proposed Project does not include any off-site improvements.

A-2 Comment noted. LAUSD would obtain an Encroachment Permit for work performed within the
State Right-of-Way and comply with all requirements for State highways. Additionally, the
District’s Standard Conditions of  Approval (Standard Conditions or SCs), limits construction-
related trucks to off  peak commute periods (refer to SC-T-4 in Section 4.18, Transportation and
Circulation of  the Initial Study).

A-3 Comment noted. Refer to the Response to Comment A-2.
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COMMENT B – Tamara Purvis, Department of  Toxic Substances (DTSC) (3 pages)
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B. Response to Comments from Tamara Purvis, DTSC, dated May 10, 2024

B-1 Comment noted. LAUSD intends to remove arsenic-contaminated soils south of  Building 100
(SB-13), north of  portable AA-336 (SB-25), and near the northeast corner of  portable AA-2254
(SB-36). Additionally, LAUSD intends to remove lead-contaminated soils surrounding Building
200 (SB-14, SB-22, and SB-34) and northeast of  portable AA-2254 (SB-36). For soil sample
locations, refer to Section 4.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials of  the Initial Study and Appendix
H, Preliminary Environmental Assessment Equivalent (PEA-E) Report of  the Initial Study. Lead and
arsenic impacted areas would be managed in accordance with the Soil Removal Plan (SRP),
which has been included as Appendix I for reference. This plan would govern delineation,
excavation, segregation, and proper handling of  soil with arsenic and lead exceedances
discovered during the PEA-E.

B-2 Comment noted. Prior to any demolition, remodeling, and/or renovation activities at the Project
site, untested suspect asbestos-containing materials (ACMs), lead-based paints (LBP) and other
lead-containing materials (LCMs), and potential Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB)-containing
building material that may be disturbed would be sampled and analyzed in accordance with
applicable regulations. Abatement of  known and suspect ACMs, LBP and other LCMs, and
potential PCB-containing caulk and paints and any adjacent PCB-impacted building or
construction materials should be performed prior to any demolition, remodeling, and/or
renovation activities (that would disturb the ACMs and LBP and other LCMs) in accordance
with applicable regulations.

B-3 Comment noted. Any soil that is imported or exported must be chemically tested in accordance
with specific written procedures as outlined in LAUSD Specifications, Section 01 4524,
Environmental Import/Export Materials Testing. This specification has the requirements for the
sampling, testing, transporting, and certifying of  imported fill materials or exported fill materials
from school sites.
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