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1.0 INTRODUCTION
The Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) are preparing an
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) to address the potential
environmental effects associated with three alternative proposals from implementation for the Los Angeles
International Airport (LAX) Master Plan.  This report has been prepared as a supporting appendix for the
EIS/EIR.

1.1 Applicable Regulatory Requirements
The purpose of this Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f) and Department of Interior (DOI) Land
and Water Conservation Fund Act (L&WCF) Act Section 6(f) evaluation is to identify and evaluate the
potential impacts to Section 4(f) and 6(f) resources resulting from implementation of the proposed LAX
Master Plan build alternatives.  This evaluation addresses direct and indirect impacts to public parks,
recreation areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites within the study area.  The study area
for the analysis includes Section 4(f) and L&WCF 6(f) resources within and adjacent to existing and
proposed LAX boundaries as well as areas within the Master Plan build alternatives’ combined 65 decibel
(dB) community noise equivalent level (CNEL) noise contour.

1.1.1 DOT Section 4(f)
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation (DOT) Act of 1966, (recodified as amended at 49 USC
Section 303(c)) permits use of land from a publicly-owned park, recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl
refuge, or public or privately-owned historic site of national, state, or local significance1 for a transportation
project only when the Secretary of Transportation has determined that there is no feasible and prudent
alternative to such use and the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the property
resulting from such use.

If it is determined that LAWA’s Preferred Alternative (Alternative C) would result in a use or constructive
use of a Section 4(f) resource, then a Section 4(f) evaluation would be completed.  If it is determined that
use of Section 4(f) resources would occur, the FAA must then determine that no feasible and prudent
alternatives exist and that all possible mitigation has been incorporated into the project.  “Use,” within the
meaning of Section 4(f), occurs when a project requires a physical taking or other direct control of the land
for the purpose of the project.  For example, acquiring and developing a portion of a park to build a
transportation improvement would be considered a use.

Use also includes adverse indirect impacts, or “constructive use.”2  A constructive use may occur when
impacts substantially impair the activities, features or attributes of the resource that contribute to its
significance or its enjoyment.3  Substantial impairment occurs when the activities, features or attributes of
a resource are substantially diminished.  For example, if building a roadway in the area would significantly
increase noise levels at a park with an outdoor amphitheater and would substantially impair the use of the
amphitheater, the roadway may represent a constructive use, even though there would be no acquisition
or development within the park.

1.1.2 DOI Section 6(f)
This evaluation also addresses the potential for the project to result in the conversion of park and
recreation lands funded through the Department of the Interior (DOI) Land and Water Conservation Fund
Act of 1965 (L&WCF Act). The fund, which is managed by the Director of the National Park Service (NPS)
on behalf of the Secretary of the Interior, provides money to Federal agencies, states, or a state’s
designee to purchase land and develop outdoor recreation resources and facilities for public use.  Section
6(f) of the L&WCF Act requires that all properties acquired or developed with L&WCF Act assistance be
maintained in public outdoor recreation use in perpetuity or be suitably replaced.  If such a change, from
recreational to non-recreational use were to occur, it would be a “conversion” under the L&WCF Act.

                                                     
1 For purposes of this analysis, publicly-owned parks, recreation areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and public or privately-

owned historic sites of national, state, or local significance are collectively referred to as “Section 4(f) resources.”
2 Federal standards regarding “use” and “constructive use” are set forth in agency regulations and guidelines as well as federal

case law.
3 FAA Order 1050.1D, Change 4, Attachment 2, Paragraph 5(b)(4).
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1.2 The Proposed Action
LAX is located in the southwest portion of Los Angeles County adjacent to the Santa Monica Bay and
fourteen miles southwest of downtown Los Angeles.  It is bounded by the communities of Westchester
and Playa del Rey on the north; on the south by Imperial Highway and the City of El Segundo and the
community of Del Aire; on the east by Aviation Boulevard, the City of Inglewood and the community of
Lennox; and on the west by Vista del Mar Street, Dockweiler State Beach and the Santa Monica Bay.
Encompassing 3,641 acres within the City of Los Angeles, LAX constitutes a large industrial district
presently made up of the following facilities and uses:

♦ 4 runways;
♦ 4 million square feet of passenger terminal space, occupied by 9 terminals and 133 aircraft gates;
♦ 197 acres of cargo area including 2 million feet of building space;
♦ 364 acres of ancillary space including 30 acres of Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) and Federal

Aviation Administration (FAA) administrative and support facilities;
♦ 28,000 on-airport parking stalls; and
♦ 900 acres of open space, including 307 acres of LAX/El Segundo Dunes.

Land uses surrounding the airport are primarily residential (both single and multi-family), commercial,
industrial (largely airport-related), recreational, or transportation-related.  The cities of Los Angeles,
Inglewood, and El Segundo, and the County of Los Angeles have jurisdiction over various portions of the
project area.

The purpose and objectives of the LAX Master Plan are to provide, in an environmentally sound manner
that is compatible with surrounding land uses, sufficient airport capacity for passengers and freight in the
Los Angeles metropolitan area to sustain and advance the economic growth and vitality of the
Los Angeles region.

Federal funding for airfield and other public-use improvements may be requested from the Airport
Improvement Program, a federal grant-in-aid program authorized by the Airport and Airway Improvement
Act of 1982, as amended,4 administered by the FAA and financed from the Aviation Trust Fund.  FAA
approval may also be requested for authority to use Passenger Facility Charges collected by the airlines
directly from passengers using LAX.

1.3 Master Plan Alternatives
The FAA and LAWA are in the process of preparing an EIS/EIR to identify the potential environmental
effects associated with the implementation of the proposed Master Plan improvements to LAX.  Prior to
preparing the EIS/EIR, a range of alternatives to the proposed project were analyzed to determine which
alternatives might feasibly meet the Purpose and Need of the proposed project.  As a result, the FAA and
LAWA identified three alternative airfield concepts, Alternative A, Alternative B, and Alternative C, as
representative of the range of reasonable; prudent; and feasible alternatives for LAX.

1.3.1 No-Action/No Project Alternative
Under the No Action/No Project Alternative, which is required to be evaluated under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), New development
would be limited to projects with existing environmental approval or projects in the airport’s capital
improvement program.

1.3.2 Alternative A - Added Runway North
A new runway would be added to the north airfield complex.  Existing runways would be lengthened and
further separated from one another.  New roadways, cargo facilities, and passenger terminal uses would
be developed.

                                                     
4 Recodified at Title 49 USC 47107 et seq.
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1.3.3 Alternative B - Added Runway South
A new runway would be added to the south airfield complex and other runways would be lengthened and
further separated from one another.  New roadways, cargo facilities, and passenger terminal uses would
be developed.

1.3.4 Alternative C - No Additional Runway
The existing four runways would be lengthened and further separated from one another.  New roadways,
cargo facilities, and passenger terminal uses would be developed, but the terminal facilities would be less
extensive than under Alternatives A and B.

Alternative C has been selected as the Preferred Alternative as it is seen as providing the best balance
between meeting aviation demand and minimizing impacts to the community and the environment.

2.0 DETERMINATION OF APPLICABILITY OF
SECTION 4(F) RESOURCES

To identify potentially affected Section 4(f) resources within the study area, an inventory and evaluation of
parks, recreation areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites was conducted.  Initially,
32 potential park and recreation areas, one wildlife refuge, and seven historic sites were identified within
the study area (see Figure 1, Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources Within Study Area).  However, two
recreational facilities within the study area that are owned by LAWA were not included in the inventory
pursuant to FAA Order 5050.4A (Paragraph 47(e)(7)(3)), which exempts property from a Section 4(f)
evaluation that is owned by and is currently designated for use by a transportation agency and is used as
a park or recreation area on an interim basis.  The two properties screened out of the Section 4(f)
evaluation based on the exemption cited above are Carl E. Nielson Youth Park5 and Westchester Golf
Course.6  Bikeways that are located along roadways that would be only temporarily affected during Master
Plan construction activities were also excluded from this Section 4(f) analysis.  As stated in the Federal
Highway Administration’s Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) does not apply to temporary construction
easements.7  The names of each park within the study area by jurisdiction are listed in Table 1, Section
4(f) and 6(f) Park and Recreation Area Inventory, and keyed to Figure 1, Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources
Within Study Area.

                                                     
5 Per Replacement Lease between the City of Los Angeles and the Westchester-Playa Del Rey Youth Foundation, Inc., signed

May 19, 1997.
6 Per Lease Number LAA-6410, as amended, between the City of Los Angeles and American Golf.
7 U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Section 4(f) Policy Paper, September 2, 1987 (Revised

June 7, 1989).  Furthermore, it is unclear whether these bikeways would qualify for the protection of Section 4(f) as “recreation
areas.”
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Table 1

Section 4(f) and 6(f) Park and Recreation Area Inventory

Number1 Name Jurisdiction
1 Acacia Park City of El Segundo
2 Ashwood Park City of Inglewood
3 Center Park City of Inglewood
4 Circle Park City of Los Angeles
5 Constitution Park City of El Segundo
6 Darby Park City of Inglewood
7 Del Aire Park County of Los Angeles
8 Del Rey Lagoon City of Los Angeles
9 Dockweiler Beach State Park2 County of Los Angeles

10 Eucalyptus Park City of Hawthorne
11 Grevillea Park City of Inglewood
12 Hilltop Park City of El Segundo
13 Holly Valley Park City of El Segundo
14 Imperial Strip City of El Segundo
15 Jesse Owens County Park2 County of Los Angeles
16 Kansas Park City of El Segundo
17 Lennox Park County of Los Angeles
18 Library Park City of El Segundo
19 Little Green Acres Park City of Los Angeles
20 Maggie Hathaway Golf Course County of Los Angeles
21 Queen Park City of Inglewood
22 Recreation Park City of El Segundo
23 Rogers Park City of Inglewood
24 Siminski Park City of Inglewood
25 South Bay Bicycle Trail2 County of Los Angeles
26 St. Andrews Recreation Center City of Los Angeles
27 Sutton Algin Recreation Center City of Los Angeles
28 Sycamore Park City of El Segundo
29 Vista del Mar Park City of Los Angeles
30 Westchester Park Recreation Center City of Los Angeles

1 Numbers are keyed to Figure 1, Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources Within Study Area.
2 Has received L&WCF assistance.

Source: PCR, 2000.
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Parks and recreation areas within the study area were identified through information obtained from agency
correspondence, local street maps, and a tax assessor parcel-level Geographic Information System (GIS)
database.8  A general park site inventory form was completed for each of the 30 sites.  A detailed park site
inventory form was completed for each site potentially affected by the proposed alternatives.  The detailed
form includes such information as the types of recreational uses and facilities, unusual characteristics
(e.g., steep slopes, flooding), types of improvements in process and/or proposed improvements, park
size, estimated number of visitors, types of access, and functional classification (e.g., neighborhood,
community, or regional park).  The completed general and detailed park inventory forms for each site are
included in Attachment 1 of this evaluation.

As shown in Figure 1, there is one site within the study area considered to fall under the Section 4(f)
definition of a wildlife refuge.  This resource is the 203-acre El Segundo Blue Butterfly Habitat Restoration
Area (Habitat Restoration Area).  Located on the western edge of the LAX property, the City of Los
Angeles set aside the area to protect and restore habitat that supports the federally endangered El
Segundo blue butterfly.9  The Habitat Restoration Area is further described in Section 4.10, Biotic
Communities and Section 4.11, Endangered and Threatened Species of Flora and Fauna, of the EIS/EIR.

Table 2, Section 4(f) Historic Resources Inventory, lists historic resources within the study area that are
either on or have been identified as listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places
(keyed to Figure 1).  The FAA’s determination of historic properties and consultation with the California
State Historic Preservation Officer and the Federal Highway Administration is currently ongoing and the
results of the consultation will be included in the Final EIS/EIR.  Section 4.9, Historic/Architectural,
Archaeological/Cultural, and Paleontological Resources, of the EIS/EIR contains a detailed description of
each of these historic resources.

Table 2

Section 4(f) Historic Resources Inventory

Number1 Type Jurisdiction National Register Status
31 Merle Norman Headquarters Complex City of Los Angeles (LAX) Eligible2

32 Academy Theatre City of Inglewood Eligible2

33 Hangar One City of Los Angeles (LAX) Listed
34 Theme Building City of Los Angeles (LAX) Eligible2

35 WW II Munitions Storage Bunker3 City of Los Angeles (LAX) Eligible2

36 Centinela Adobe City of Inglewood Listed
37 Randy’s Donuts City of Inglewood Eligible2

1 Numbers are keyed to Figure 1, Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources Within Study Area.
2 Subject to concurrence with State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).
3 As a contributor to a thematic district.

Source: PCR, 2000.

One archaeological site, CA-LAN-2345, is located within the study area, but is not included in Figure 1
because archaeological sites are not subject to public disclosure pursuant to Title II Section 304 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, to prevent harm and unauthorized disturbance of
the sites.  A description of this site is included in Section 4.9, Historic/Architectural,
Archaeological/Cultural, and Paleontological Resources, of the EIS/EIR.

2.1 Methodology
The determination of use of Section 4(f) resources involved consideration of direct and indirect impacts
associated with each of the Master Plan build alternatives with respect to the definitions of use and
constructive use discussed below.  In undertaking the analysis, the characteristics of the resources, and
the types of activities and facilities potentially affected were considered.  Direct effects were determined by

                                                     
8 GIS database provided by Psomas, April 2000.
9 City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, Los Angeles Airport/El Segundo Dunes Specific Plan (Ordinance No.

167,940), June 28, 1992, Amended by Ordinance No. 169,767, April 6, 1994.
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evaluating land acquisition and the physical development of airport facilities proposed under the three
build alternatives.  The evaluation of indirect effects focused on projected noise, visual intrusions, or other
effects that substantially impair the value or the site in terms of its environmental, recreational, ecological,
or historical significance.

2.2 Direct Effects
The Master Plan alternatives were evaluated to determine whether use of Section 4(f) resources would
occur.  If it is determined that LAWA’s Preferred Alternative (Alternative C) would result in a use or
constructive use of a Section 4(f) resource following implementation of all possible measures to minimize
harm, then a final Section 4(f) evaluation would be completed.

“Use,” within the meaning of Section 4(f), occurs when the project requires a physical taking or other direct
control of the land for the purpose of the project.  For example, acquiring and developing a portion of a
park or a historic site to build a road would be considered a “use.”  Another example of “use” is temporary
occupancy of a property resulting in a change in use from a park or recreation area to a different type of
use.

“Use” of an archaeological site would occur if a site has value for preservation in place were disturbed or
destroyed.  If it is determined that the archaeological resource is important chiefly because of what can be
learned by data recovery and has more than minimal value for preservation in place, then a use would not
occur under Section 4(f).

2.2.1 Land Acquisition
The proximity of each potential Section 4(f) resource to the proposed acquisition areas was evaluated to
determine whether or not a Section 4(f) resource property acquisition would occur under each build
alternative.  Section 4(f) resources located within the area of proposed acquisition would be directly
affected by the project.  Local street maps and a GIS database along with the Master Plan project
description (see Chapter 3, Alternatives (Including Proposed Action), of the EIS/EIR) were used in the
analysis to determine the extent of land acquisition and the potential direct impacts.10

2.3 Indirect Effects
“Use,” pursuant to Section 4(f), also includes adverse indirect impacts or what is termed “constructive
use.”  When applied to transportation projects developed near Section 4(f) resources, a constructive use
may occur when impacts, due to proximity of the project, substantially impair the activities, features or
attributes of the resource that contribute to its significance or enjoyment.11  Substantial impairment occurs
when the protected activities, features or attributes of a resource are substantially diminished.  For
example, if building a roadway in the areas would significantly increase noise levels at a park with an
outdoor amphitheater and would substantially impair the use of the amphitheater, the roadway may
represent a constructive use, even though there would be no acquisition or development within the park.

Based on FAA Order 5050.4A, paragraph 47e(7)(b), constructive use is defined as:

When there is no physical taking but there is the possibility of use of or adverse impacts
to section 4(f) land, the FAA must determine if the activity associated with the proposal
conflicts with or is compatible with the normal activity associated with this land.  The
proposed action is compatible if it would not affect the normal activity of aesthetic value of
a public park, recreation area, refuge, or historic site.  When so construed, the action
would not constitute use and would not, therefore, invoke section 4(f) of the DOT Act.

2.3.1 Noise
FAA Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Airport Noise Evaluation, as referenced in Federal Aviation
Regulation (FAR) Part 150, are used to determine acceptable noise levels over those Section 4(f) lands
involved that are dedicated to traditional recreation uses as categorized in FAR Part 150.

                                                     
10 Based on preliminary engineering plans proposed for the LAX Expressway and improvements to State Route 1, it is possible

that additional land acquisition may occur.  The environmental consequences of these proposed transportation improvements
are discussed in Appendix K, Supplemental Environmental Evaluation for LAX Expressway and State Route 1 Improvements.

11 FAA Order 1050.1D, Change 4, Attachment 2, Paragraph 5(b)(4).
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A constructive use to Section 4(f) resources due to aircraft noise may occur when:

♦ Noise exposure levels due to the proposed project exceed the FAA Land Use Compatibility Guidelines
contained in FAR Part 150 (see Table 3, Land Use Compatibility Guidelines FAR Part 150), such that
the value or normal use of the resource is substantially impaired.

♦ A determination is made through the Section 106 consultation process that the project will have an
“effect” or an “adverse effect” upon sites that are listed, or eligible for listing, in the National Register of
Historic Places.

FHWA, who has jurisdiction relating to major transportation components of the project, provides guidance
indicating that constructive use of a historic site may occur when the “projected noise level increase
attributable to the project substantially interferes with the use and enjoyment of a noise sensitive facility of
a resource protected by section 4(f).”  This includes the “enjoyment of a historic site where a quiet setting
is a generally recognized feature or attribute of the site’s significance”.12  FAA Order 5050.4A, also
indicates that constructive use could occur if the aesthetic value of an historic site is significantly impaired.
Additionally, a Section 4(f) use of historic properties could occur as a result of noise Mitigation Measures
that involve replacement of windows and/or elements of a structure, such that it no longer retains the
qualities which make it eligible for listing in the National Register.

Projected noise levels for each Master Plan alternative were evaluated to determine if Section 4(f)
resources would be adversely affected by future aircraft noise levels within the study area.13  This
evaluation was based on the noise contours and grid point noise levels contained in Technical Report 1,
Land Use Technical Report, and Appendix D, Aircraft Noise Technical Report, of the EIS/EIR.

2.3.2 Access
Potential changes to access were evaluated by comparing the existing roadway network and pedestrian
routes with the proposed surface transportation system.  Possible permanent changes in vehicle access
to park facilities and pedestrian access to parks were evaluated to determine the potential for constructive
use.  Pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular access to parks and recreation areas is further evaluated in
Section 4.14, Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers, of the EIS/EIR.

2.3.3 Visual
Visual impacts were evaluated by comparing existing visual conditions with projected future conditions
expected with implementation of the proposed Master Plan build alternatives, at each park and historic
site location.  (Section 4.21, Design, Art and Architectural Application/Aesthetics, of the EIS/EIR contains a
detailed discussion of the LAX viewsheds and potential visual intrusions.)  Changes in views attributable to
the implementation of the Master Plan build alternatives that would substantially impair the value of park or
historic sites were evaluated to identify the potential for constructive use.

2.3.4 User Demand
User demand effects were evaluated by noting land acquisition of residential properties in the vicinity of
each park and considering the function and the current sufficiency/deficiency of facilities to serve the local
residential population.  Parks and recreation areas that would experience a substantial change in potential
user demand as a result of the implementation of the Master Plan build alternatives such that the value or
normal use of the site would be substantially impaired, would constitute a use.

User demand for parks and recreation areas would decrease as a result of implementation of the Master
Plan alternatives as well as the No Action/No Project Alternative because up to approximately 160 acres
of residential land would be acquired; thus, reducing the demand for park and recreation resources in an
area currently considered deficient in those resources.  Furthermore, there are no Section 4(f) parks or
recreation areas with service areas currently encompassing the proposed residential acquisition areas.
Therefore, no adverse effects to user demand would occur as a result of implementation of any of the
Master Plan build alternatives or the No Action/No Project Alternative.  (Section 4.26.3, Parks and
Recreation, of the EIS/EIR contains a detailed discussion of user demand effects on parks and recreation
facilities in the immediate LAX vicinity.)

                                                     
12 Federal Highway Administration, Technical Advisory T6640.8a, Guidance for Preparing and Processing Environmental and

Section 4(f) Documents, Environmental Guidebook, Tab 2, Section (p)(4)(i).
13 Noise contours are illustrated in Section 4.2, Land Use.
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Table 3

Land Use Compatibility Guidelines
FAR Part 150

Yearly Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) in Decibels
Land Use Below 65 65-70 70-75 75-80 80-85 Over 85

Residential
Residential, other than Mobile Homes and Transient Lodgings Y N1 N1 N N N
Mobile Home Parks Y N N N N N
Transient Lodgings Y N1 N1 N1 N N
Public Use
Schools, Hospitals, Nursing Homes Y 25 30 N N N
Churches, Auditoriums, and Concert Halls Y 25 30 N N N
Governmental Services Y Y 25 30 N N
Transportation Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N4
Parking Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
Commercial Use
Offices, Business and Professional Y Y 25 30 N N
Wholesale and Retail—Building Materials, Hardware, and
Farm Equipment Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
Retail Trade, General Y Y 25 30 N N
Utilities Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
Communication Y Y 25 30 N N
MANUFACTURING AND PRODUCTION
Manufacturing, General Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
Photographic and Optical Y Y 25 30 N N
Agriculture (except livestock) and Forestry Y Y6 Y7 Y8 Y8 Y8
Livestock Farming and Breeding Y Y6 Y7 N N N
Mining and Fishing, Resource Production, and Extraction Y Y Y Y Y Y
Recreational
Outdoor Sports Arenas and Spectator Sports Y Y Y5 N5 N N
Outdoor Music Shells, Amphitheaters Y N N N N N
Nature Exhibits and Zoos Y Y N N N N
Amusement Parks, Resorts, and Camps Y Y Y N N N
Golf Courses, Riding Stables, and Water Recreation Y Y 25 30 N N

The designations contained in this table do not constitute a Federal determination that any use of land covered by the program is
acceptable under Federal, State, or local law.  The responsibility for determining the acceptable and permissible land uses and the
relationship between specific properties and specific noise contours rests with the local authorities.  FAA determinations under Part 150
are not intended to substitute federally determined land uses for those determined to be appropriate by local authorities in response to
locally determined needs and values in achieving noise compatible land uses.
Note:  Nursing Homes and Hospitals, Convalescent are used interchangeably throughout this analysis.
Y (Yes)  Land Use and related structures compatible without restrictions.
N (No)Land Use and related structures are not compatible and should be prohibited.
NLRNoise Level Reduction (outdoor to indoor) to be achieved through incorporation of noise attenuation into the design and construction
of the structure.
25, 30, 35Land Use and related structures generally compatible; measures to achieve or NLR of 25, 30, or 35dB must be incorporated into
design and construction of structure.

1 Where the community determines that residential or school uses must be allowed, measures to achieve outdoor to indoor Noise Level
Reduction (NLR) of at least 25dB and 30dB should be incorporated into building codes and be considered in individual approvals.
Normal residential construction can be expected to provide a NLR or 20dB, thus, the reduction requirements are often stated as 5, 10,
or 15dB over standard construction and normally assume mechanical ventilation and closed windows year round.  However, the use of
NLR criteria will not eliminate outdoor noise problems.

2 Measures to achieve NLR of 25dB must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these buildings where the
public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas, or where the normal noise level is low.

3 Measures to achieve NLR of 30dB must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these buildings where the
public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas, or where the normal noise level is low.

4 Measures to achieve NLR of 35dB must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these buildings where the
public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas, or where the normal noise level is low.

5 Land use compatible provided special sound reinforcement systems are installed.
6 Residential buildings require a NLR of 25.
7 Residential buildings require a NLR of 30.
8 Residential buildings not permitted.

Source: FAR Part 150
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2.3.5 Vibration
Generally, fixed-wing, subsonic aircraft do not generate vibration levels of the frequency or intensity to
result in damage to structures.  It has been found that exposure to normal weather conditions, such as
thunder and wind, usually have more potential to result in significant structural vibration than aircraft.14

Recent studies on aircraft operation vibration effects upon sensitive historic structures concluded that
aircraft operations do not result in significant structural vibration.  Based on these conclusions, damage to
historic structures in the study area as a result of vibration from aircraft is not expected.

2.3.6 Ecological
Constructive use of a wildlife or waterfowl refuge may occur when the “ecological intrusion of the project
substantially diminishes the value of wildlife habitat in a wildlife or waterfowl refuge adjacent to the project
or substantially interferes with the access to a wildlife or waterfowl refuge, when such access is necessary
for established wildlife migration or critical life cycle process.”15  The only resource within the study area
identified as a wildlife or waterfowl refuge is the El Segundo Blue Butterfly Habitat Restoration Area
(Habitat Restoration Area).

The Habitat Restoration Area, encompassing 203 acres, is located adjacent to the western boundary of
and within the LAX property.  The City of Los Angeles set aside the area to protect and restore habitat that
supports the federally endangered El Segundo blue butterfly.16  Further information regarding the butterfly
is contained in Section 4.10, Biotic Communities, and Section 4.11, Endangered and Threatened Species
of Flora and Fauna, of the EIS/EIR.

No other wildlife or waterfowl refuges are within the study area.

3.0 IMPACTS TO SECTION 4(F) RESOURCES
Table 4, Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Effects—Alternative C, summarizes the direct and indirect effects
for each potentially affected Section 4(f) park, recreation area, and historic site under the Preferred
Alternative, Alternative C.

                                                     
14 Federal Aviation Administration, Report No. FAA-EE-85-2, Aviation Noise Effects, 1985.
15 Federal Highway Administration, Technical Advisory T6640.8a, Guidance for Preparing and Processing Environmental and

Section 4(f) Documents, Environmental Guidebook, Tab 2, Section (p)(4)(i).
16 City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, Los Angeles Airport/El Segundo Dunes Specific Plan (Ordinance No.

167,940), June 28, 1992, Amended by Ordinance No. 169,767, April 6, 1994.
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Table 4

Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) Effects—Alternative C

No. Name Jurisdiction 4(f) 6(f)
Acqui-
sition Access Visual

Existing
Noise

Noise
2005

(CNEL)

Noise
2015

(CNEL)

1.5 dB
Noise

Increase
1 Acacia Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
2 Ashwood Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
3 Center Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
4 Circle Park City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No
5 Constitution Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
6 Darby Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
7 Del Aire Park County of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No
8 Del Rey Lagoon City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No
9 Dockweiler Beach State

Park
County of Los Angeles Yes Yes No No No Yes (75+) Yes (75+) Yes (75+) No

10 Eucalyptus Park City of Hawthorne Yes No No No No No No No No
11 Grevillea Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
12 Hilltop Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
13 Holly Valley Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
14 Imperial Strip City of El Segundo Yes No No No No Yes(75+) No No No
15 Jesse Owens County

Park
County of Los Angeles Yes Yes No No No No No No No

16 Kansas Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
17 Lennox Park County of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No
18 Library Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
19 Little Green Acres Park City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No
20 Maggie Hathaway Golf

Course
County of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No

21 Queen Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
22 Recreation Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
23 Rogers Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
24 Siminski Park City of Inglewood Yes No No No No No No No No
25 South Bay Bicycle Trail County of Los Angeles Yes Yes No No No No No No No
26 St. Andrews Recreation

Center
City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No

27 Sutton Algin Recreation
Center

City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No

28 Sycamore Park City of El Segundo Yes No No No No No No No No
29 Vista del Mar Park City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No Yes (75+) Yes (75+) Yes (75+) No
30 Westchester Park

Recreation Center
City of Los Angeles Yes No No No No No No No No

31 Merle Norman
Headquarters Complex

City of Los Angeles Yes N/A Yes No No Yes (70) Yes (70) Yes (70) No

32 Academy Theatre
Building

City of Inglewood Yes N/A No No No No Yes (65) Yes (65) No

33 Hangar One City of Los Angeles Yes N/A No No No Yes (75+) Yes (70) Yes (70) No
34 Theme Building City of Los Angeles Yes N/A No No No Yes (70) Yes (70) Yes (70) No
35 WW II Munitions Storage

Bunker
City of Los Angeles Yes N/A No No No Yes (75+) Yes (75+) Yes (75+) No

36 Centinela Adobe City of Inglewood Yes N/A No1 No No1 No No No No
37 Randy’s Donuts City of Inglewood Yes N/A No No No1 No No No No

1 Use or constructive use of these Section 4(f) resources would occur if the Split Viaduct rather than the Single Viaduct option is developed for
the LAX Expressway.  Effects on historic properties associated with the LAX Expressway are more fully described in Appendix K, Supplemental
Environmental Evaluation for LAX Expressway and State Route 1 Improvements.

Source: PCR, 2000.

3.1 Parks and Recreation Areas
Vista del Mar Park (Site No. 29) is a small, 1.8-acre, passive recreation park located immediately west of
the North Runway Complex on the west facing slope of the El Segundo Dunes.  Its primary feature is a
grassy knoll, with a few picnic tables and playground equipment. The park has ocean views and is a prime
location for viewing aircraft arriving and departing LAX.  Under 1996 baseline conditions, the park has a
noise level that is greater than 75 CNEL.  Despite its high noise levels, the park is frequently used.  With
the implementation of Alternative A, the park would experience a 3.6 CNEL increase in noise by 2015.
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The 3.6 CNEL noise level increase represents a substantial increase in noise to a currently noncompatible
Section 4(f) resource.  However, as Vista del Mar Park has been and is currently exposed to high noise
levels from both aircraft and vehicular traffic and is a prime location for viewing aircraft overhead, this
increase in noise would not interfere with the normal use of the park.  Therefore, if Alternative A were
adopted, the 3.6 CNEL increase in noise at the park would not constitute a constructive use.

No other park or recreation area would experience a substantial increase in noise levels that would
interfere with its normal use.  Additional information regarding noise levels is provided in Appendix H,
Section 4.1, Noise, and Section 4.2, Land Use, of the EIS/EIR.

Development of cargo facilities, fuel farm relocation (under Alternative A only), and development of other
ancillary facilities near the southern boundary of the airport would alter views from Imperial Strip, a passive
recreational park that serves as a buffer between the City of El Segundo and LAX.  From Imperial Strip,
views would include new and replacement cargo facilities, a parking structure on the corner of Imperial
Highway and Pershing Drive, and portions of the relocated (under Alternative A only) fuel farm tanks.
Also, with the development of the Westchester Southside project site, views from the Westchester Park
Recreation Center toward the south would change.  While open areas of the Southside project site would
become urbanized and new development would occur along Imperial Highway, these areas would be
attractively designed and would incorporate landscaping and landscaped buffer areas.  As concluded in
Section 4.21, Design, Art, and Architectural Application/Aesthetics, these changes in views/aesthetic
conditions would not result in significant impacts.  Therefore, constructive use of parks or recreation areas
due to changes in views/aesthetic conditions would not occur under the build alternatives.

Vehicular access to Dockweiler Beach State Park via Imperial Highway would be inhibited with
implementation of the build alternatives.  Although this change would extend travel times for some
residents, access would still be available via alternate routes, and access to Dockweiler Beach State Park
would not be significantly degraded.  In addition, bicycle path use and access to Dockweiler Beach State
Park via Imperial Highway and Westchester Parkway would be temporarily inhibited with development of
the ring road under the build alternatives.  Use of the bicycle lanes along Imperial Highway and
Westchester Parkway would be temporarily restricted during construction activities associated with
development of the ring road.  This would temporarily inhibit bicycle access to Dockweiler Beach State
Park via Imperial Highway and Westchester Parkway.  Master Plan Commitment ST-16, Detour Plan,
would ensure that notification regarding alternate routes is provided during the construction period for the
roadways.  Furthermore, implementation of Master Plan Commitment LU-3, Support City of Los Angeles
Transportation Element Bicycle Plan, would ensure that new replacement bicycle lanes are provided along
Imperial Highway and incorporation of a bicycle path into the Westchester Southside development would
maintain bicycle access to Dockweiler Beach State Park, as currently provided along Westchester
Parkway (see Section 4.14, Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers, in the EIS/EIR).  In
summary, no use of a bicycle path or constructive use associated with restricted access would occur.

Effects on Section 4(f) parks and recreation areas associated with the LAX Expressway and State Route 1
improvements under Alternatives A and C are described in Appendix K, Supplemental Evaluation for LAX
Expressway and State Route 1 Improvements.

User demand for parks and recreation areas would decrease as a result of implementation of the Master
Plan alternatives as well as the No Action/No Project Alternative because up to approximately 160 acres
of residential land would be acquired; thus, reducing the demand for park and recreation resources in an
area currently considered deficient in those resources.  Furthermore, there are no Section 4(f) parks or
recreation areas with service areas currently encompassing the proposed residential acquisition areas.
Therefore, no adverse effects to user demand would occur as a result of implementation of any of the
Master Plan build alternatives or the No Action/No Project Alternative.  (Section 4.26.3, Parks and
Recreation, of the EIS/EIR contains a detailed discussion of user demand effects on parks and recreation
facilities in the immediate LAX vicinity.)

No use or physical taking of any park or recreation area would occur with implementation of any of the
Master Plan build alternatives.

3.2 Historic, Architectural, and Archaeological
Resources

As presently portrayed in the Master Plan, Alternative B would result in a physical taking or use as defined
by Section 4(f) that would affect two of the four historic sites listed in Table 4.8-2, Section 4(f) Historic
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Resources Inventory, the Merle Norman Headquarters Complex and Hangar One.  As described in
greater detail in Section 4.9, Historic/Architectural, Archaeological/Cultural and Paleontological Resources,
of the EIS/EIR, the Merle Norman Headquarters Complex meets the criteria for eligibility for the National
Register of Historic Places under Criterion C for its distinctive architectural style and design utilized in an
industrial building.  Alternative B shows that this property would be acquired, with its historic buildings and
cleared to secure right of way for a proposed ring road.  If Alternative B were adopted, this action would
constitute a use under Section 4(f).

If Alternative B were adopted, redevelopment of the Imperial Cargo Complex for additional cargo space,
taxiways and aprons would involve the relocation of Hangar One (Site No. 33).  Hangar One is currently
listed in the National Register, the California Register, and is designated as a City of Los Angeles Historic-
Cultural Monument.  The property would be moved approximately 1,100 feet to the southwest within the
original 640 acres established as Mines Field, but within proximity to the southern most runway, taxiways,
aircraft tarmac, and hangar apron.  As described in greater detail in the Relocation Document for Hangar
One, application of National Register Criterion B: Moved Properties, indicates that the property should
retain its National Register listing and eligibility (under Criterion C, architecture).  Although National
Register status would be retained, relocation of Hangar One would, if Alternative B were adopted, be
considered a use under DOT, Section 4(f).

Under Alternatives A, B, and C, the National Register eligible Academy Theatre falls within the 65 CNEL
noise contour and could qualify for noise mitigation.  If sound insulation is undertaken, the process could
result in the loss or alteration of significant character-defining elements such as windows or doors.
Implementation of Master Plan Commitment HR-1, Preservation of Historic Resources, commits LAWA to
undertake sound insulation for historic properties under the supervision of a qualified architectural
historian or a historic architect in keeping with recommended approaches to rehabilitation as set forth in
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings.  On the basis of that commitment, constructive use of the Academy Theatre would be avoided.

If Alternative A or C is adopted, one of two development options would be implemented for the LAX
Expressway, as described in Appendix K, Supplemental Environmental Evaluation for LAX Expressway
and State Route 1 Improvements.  The LAX Expressway Split Viaduct alignment, as described in
Appendix K, would result in a use and constructive use of the Centinela Adobe, a National Register listed
historic property, due to encroachment of the roadway onto the property.  The LAX Expressway would also
result in a constructive use of Randy’s Donuts, a historic property that appears eligible for the National
Register at the local level, due to visual and possible vibration impacts.  Although the Split Viaduct
alignment would result in a use and constructive use of these properties, the Single Viaduct alignment,
which is also an option under Alternatives A and C, would avoid these historic properties.  Effects on
historic properties associated with the LAX Expressway are more fully described in Appendix K.

None of the historic resources evaluated have features or attributes that contribute to their significance
that are an integral part of a quiet setting, therefore, no constructive use associated with this aspect of
increased noise levels would occur.

Under Alternatives A, B, and C, the archaeological record searches and other literature received and
reviewed for the proposed action indicate that the likelihood of discovering archaeological/cultural
resources within or near the study area is relatively high, particularly given the record of sites recorded in
the vicinity of the airport.  This conclusion suggests unanticipated discoveries may occur from
construction-related activities such as grading and excavation.  The disturbance or destruction of
potentially significant undiscovered archaeological/cultural sites by these activities would be considered a
use under Section 4(f), if these sites have more than minimal value for preservation in place.

Alternative C, LAWA’s Preferred Alternative, would have no direct or indirect effect on the National
Register listed Hangar One property or on the following National Register eligible properties: Theme
Building, WWII Munitions Storage Bunker, Merle Norman Headquarters Complex, and archaeological site
CA-LAN-2345.  Therefore, no use of these resources would occur under Alternative C.

3.3 Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges
Alternative A or B, if adopted, would result in the use of 320 square feet (Alternative A) or 704 square feet
(Alternative B) of the Habitat Restoration Area due to the installation of navigational aids for Runway
24L/6R.  Implementation of Mitigation Measure MM-BC-8, Replacement of State-Designated Sensitive
Habitats for Alternative A, or MM-BC-9, Replacement of State-Designated Sensitive Habitats for
Alternative B, would provide for replacement of the lost 320 or 704 square feet of habitat.  Although there
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would be no net loss of habitat, the loss of 320 or 704 square feet of habitat would, if Alternative A or B
were adopted, constitute a use under Section 4(f).  No constructive use or indirect effects due to
increased ambient light, glare, or exhaust emissions on the Habitat Restoration Area would occur, as
discussed further in Section 4.11, Endangered and Threatened Species of Flora and Fauna, of the
EIS/EIR.

3.4 Findings
The Preferred Alternative, Alternative C, would not involve the use or constructive use of any public parks,
recreation areas, or wildlife or waterfowl refuges.  If the Split Viaduct alignment for the development of the
LAX Expressway were implemented with the Preferred Alternative (Alternative C), then, for historic
resources, a use and constructive use of the Centinela Adobe and a constructive use of Randy’s Donuts
would occur.  However, the Single Viaduct alignment for the development of the LAX Expressway would
avoid use and constructive use of these historic properties.

The only other potential use that applies to the Preferred Alternative (Alternative C) is the potential for
discovering archaeological/cultural sites within or near the study area during construction-related activities
such as grading and excavation.  The disturbance or destruction of an archaeological site would, however,
only be considered a use if a discovered site is determined to be significant at the National Register level,
has value for preservation in place, and if adverse effects cannot be mitigated.

4.0 IMPACTS TO SECTION 6(F) RESOURCES
Land and Water Conservation Fund (L&WCF) resources are lands planned, acquired, or developed using
the U.S. Department of Interior (DOI) L&WCF Act monies.  The L&WCF Act of 1965 established a funding
source for both Federal acquisition of park and recreation lands and matching grants to state and local
governments for recreation planning, acquisition, and development.  It set forth requirements for state
outdoor recreation planning and provides a formula for allocating annual L&WCF appropriations to states
and territories.

The L&WCF Act of 1965 (Public Law 88-578) and 16 USC Section 4601-8(f)3, more commonly referred to
as Section 6(f), requires that all properties acquired or developed with L&WCF assistance be perpetually
maintained for public outdoor recreation use.  The L&WCF Act requires that property acquired or
developed with the assistance under Section 6(f) not be converted to other than public outdoor recreation
use without the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.  The Secretary of the Interior shall approve such
conversion only if the conversion is found to be in accordance with the current statewide comprehensive
outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as deemed necessary to assure the substitution of
other recreation properties of at least equal fair market value and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and
location.

The replacement with property of equal value and equivalent usefulness and location requirement applies
to all parks and sites that have been the subject of L&WCF grants of any type, for acquisition of a park,
development, or rehabilitation of facilities.  Commonly, a relatively small L&WCF grant for a park of a
significant size provides protection from conversion for the entire park site.  The authority to approve
Section 6(f) conversions has been delegated to the regional directors of the National Park Service (NPS).

L&WCF resources potentially affected by the Master Plan alternatives were identified through a search of
a California Department of Parks and Recreation (CPDR) listing of projects they have funded through
grant programs.  The list of “All Projects Funded by Agency,” most recently updated by the CDPR on
April 13, 1999, identifies, by jurisdiction, a project or recreational facility name, the fiscal year the project
was funded, the grant program, and the grant amount.  The portion of the list that includes the Cities of
Los Angeles, El Segundo, Inglewood, Hawthorne, and unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County was
reviewed to identify L&WCF resources within the study area and are included in Appendix 2.  Three
recreational facilities within the study area were identified as having been acquired or developed with
funding from the L&WCF.

4.1 Site No. 10 - Dockweiler Beach State Park
Isidore B. Dockweiler Beach State Park (Dockweiler Beach State Park) is the only State of California park
or recreation area within the study area.  Located directly west of LAX, Dockweiler Beach State Park is
maintained by the Los Angeles County Department of Beaches and Harbors and is approximately
4.05 miles long and 550 feet wide, encompassing approximately 288 acres.  Due to its shape, multiple
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facilities such as entries, restrooms, parking lots, and concession stands are spread out along its length to
accommodate beach visitors along the oceanfront.  There are also showers, playground and volleyball
facilities, and fire pits on the beach.  The main beach entrance is located at the western end of Imperial
Highway.  Dockweiler Beach State Park received L&WCF assistance in fiscal year 1972-73.  The amount
funded is not shown on the CDPR list of grants to parks.

4.2 Site No. 19 - Jesse Owens County Park
Jesse Owens County Park is 20-acre regional park that is located at the northwest corner of Western
Avenue and Century Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles.  Recreational facilities at the park include a
gymnasium, indoor pool, playground equipment, softball fields, tennis courts, picnic shelters, and a
recreation center.  Jesse Owens County Park received $101,600 from the L&WCF during fiscal year
1983-84.

4.3 Site No. 29 - South Bay Bicycle Trail
The South Bay Bicycle Trail traverses Dockweiler Beach State Park.  The South Bay Bicycle Trail is
extends along Santa Monica Bay from Torrance County Beach to Will Rogers State Beach, with benches
and bicycle racks along its path.  It is maintained by the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works,
with the exception of a short section between Culver Boulevard and the Marina Del Rey entrance channel,
which is under the control of the Los Angeles County Department of Beaches and Harbors.  The South
Bay Bicycle Trail received $626,918 from the L&WCF in fiscal year 1971-72.

4.4 Findings
None of the Section 6(f) resources are located within the acquisition areas proposed under the Master
Plan build alternatives and none are subject to indirect effects such that they would be converted to non-
recreational use by any of the Master Plan build alternatives.  As no conversion of L&WCF properties
would occur under any of the Master Plan build alternatives, the requirements of Section 6(f) of the
L&WCF Act would not apply.

5.0 AVOIDANCE ALTERNATIVES
As the Preferred Alternative, Alternative C, would not involve the use or constructive use of any public
parks, recreation areas, or wildlife or waterfowl refuges, no avoidance of potential impacts to these
Section 4(f) resources would be required.  Concerning historic resources, the Single Viaduct alignment for
the development of the LAX Expressway would avoid use and/or constructive use of the Centinela Adobe
and Randy’s Donuts under Section 4(f).  Furthermore, if currently undiscovered archaeological resources
are found during implementation of the project, use would be avoided through the implementation of
Mitigation Measures MM-HA-3 through MM-HA-9, which are included in Section 4.9, Historic,
Architectural, Archaeological/Cultural Resources, of the EIS/EIR.

If Alternative A or B is chosen as the Preferred Alternative, avoidance alternatives for potential uses, such
as use of the Habitat Restoration Area, would be analyzed through an additional Section 4(f) evaluation.

6.0 MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM/MITIGATION
No Section 4(f) parks, recreation areas, wildlife refuges, or historic sites would be directly or indirectly
affected by the Preferred Alternative, Alternative C.   If currently undiscovered archaeological resources
and/or human remains are found, they would be mitigated through the implementation of Mitigation
Measures MM-HA-3 through MM-HA-9 (see Section 4.9.1, Historic/Architectural, Archaeological/Cultural
Resources, of the EIS/EIR).  Therefore, no measures to minimize harm are required.

7.0 COORDINATION
A public involvement program was conducted for the EIS/EIR to ensure that information was provided to
the general public and public agencies from the early stages of the project planning and input was
received from interested parties and reviewed throughout the EIS/EIR process.  This program included a
scoping meeting, public workshops, and a public hearing.  Press releases, newspaper advertisements,
and direct mailings were used to inform the public of changes, progress, and the status of the study.
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Coordination has been conducted with various public agencies and officials throughout the preparation of
the EIS/EIR.
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LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Acacia Park No. 1 

Location: 616 W Imperial Ave El Segundo 90245 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: o Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

o Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

o Nature exhibits/zoos 

o Amusements 

n Parks 

o Public assembly 

o Resorts and group camps 
o Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
o Golf course 
o Riding stables 

 
o

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

o
 Community 

n Vehicular 

o
 Regional 

Access: 

 

o
 Other: 

  

Type: 

  
 

Size (acres): 0.78 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Existing noise level is 75 CNEL.  Less than 70 CNEL for 
all alternatives.  Threshold is 75 CNEL.  No 1.5 CNEL increases under any alternatives. 
 

 

Photos: 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Ashwood Park No. 2 

Location: Ash Avenue, Inglewood 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: n Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters  

r Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

n Swimming Pool Wading Pool 

n Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

r Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

n Other: Mini Details:  street parking only    

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.3 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Directly adjacent to 405 Freeway (loud vehicle noise); train  

tracks nearby (also loud); park is gated.   

1.5 CNEL increase under Alternatives A, B, and C 2015 and Alt. C 2005. 
 

Photos:  

Disc 2 / Photo 2:  courts and playground, looking south. 
 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Center Park No. 3 

Location: 3656 W 111Th St Inglewood 90303 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.2 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Play fields.   
 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 
 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Circle Park No. 4 

Location: 8300 Fifth Ave Inglewood 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.3  

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Play field. 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Constitution Park No. 5 

Location: Washington St / Palm Ave El Segundo 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  r Pedestrian 

r
 Community  r

 Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.02 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Play area. 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Darby Park No. 6 

Location: 3400 West Arbor Vitae Street, Inglewood 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: n Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

n Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters (benches only) 

n Playground Equipment 

n Recreation Center  

r Soccer Fields 

n Softball/Baseball Fields (with bleachers and lights) 

n Swimming Pool (Wading Pool) 

n Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

n Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

n Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:  Parking lot. 

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 14.0 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Varied terrain.   

1.5 CNEL increase under Alternative A 2015. 

 

 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 22:  field and courts; north from rec. center; 

Disc 1 / Photo 23:  south toward rec. center from field 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Del Aire Park No. 7 

Location: Isis Avenue 

Jurisdiction: County of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 
Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

n
 Other: Local  

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 7.0                      

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Recreation building; courts, playground, play fields 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Del Rey Lagoon No. 8 

Location: 6660 Esplanade Place Playa Del Rey 90292 

Jurisdiction: City of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

r Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
n

 Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

n
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 12.0 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Courts; play area; small water craft safety program 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives.  

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Dockweiler Beach State Park No. 9 

Location: Between Vista Del Mar and the ocean 

Jurisdiction: State owned; maintained by Los Angeles County 

Facilities: n Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

r Picnic Area/Shelters 

n Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

r Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

n Volleyball Courts 

n Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
nn Other: See below 

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

n Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:  Parking for fee, much is fenced, with 

Type: 

  some pedestrian trails to beach. 

Size (acres): 288 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Recipient of L&WCA funds.  No view of airport or street from 

Beach.  Site includes lifeguard operations building and beach rental and snack bar building with outdoor eating  

area. 

Greater than 75 CNEL under 1996 baseline conditions.  1.5 CNEL increase 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 9: from Vista Del Mar, looking south 

Disc 1 / Photo 10: bike trail, looking south 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Eucalyptus Park No. 10 

Location: Inglewood Ave./Gale Ave. 

Jurisdiction: City of Hawthorne 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

n
 Other: Local   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 6.15 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Play fields; courts 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Grevillea Park No. 11 

Location: 231 S. Grevillea Avenue, Inglewood 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

r Picnic Area/Shelters 

r Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

r Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

n Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

n Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:   Street parking only   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.5 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Passive recreation. No benches. Located in civic center area. 

1.5 CNEL increase under all alternatives. 
 

 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 24:  looking north from just south of Nutwood 

Disc 1 / Photo 25:  looking north from just north of Nutwood 

Disc 2 / Photo 1:  same as 25 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Hilltop Park No. 12 

Location: E Grand Ave/Maryland Street El Segundo  

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
n

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.13 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Pool  

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Holly Valley Park No. 13 

Location: Holly Ave/Valley 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 0.13 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics:  

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives.  

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Imperial Strip No. 14 

Location: 
Between Imperial Highway and Imperial Avenue. Between Hillcrest Street and Center Street 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

r Picnic Area/Shelters 

r Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

r Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

r Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

n Other: Open space, corridor, Details:  Street parking only 

Type: 

 buffer  

Size (acres): 7.35 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Western portion is lower than Imperial Highway.  

All other portions are higher.  Sloping terrain (south to north), clear view of airport.  Benches only. 

Less than 70 CNEL for all alternatives (Threshold is 75 CNEL). Noise level decreases with all  

alternatives.  

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 11:  looking west from just west of Main 

Disc 1 / Photo 12:  looking north (toward airport) from just west of Main 

Disc 1 / Photo 13:  looking west at Virginia (note topography) 

Disc 1 / Photo 14:  looking north from McCarthy Court (east of Main) 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Jesse Owens County Park No. 15 

Location: 9637 S. Western Avenue 

Jurisdiction: County of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters 

n Playground Equipment - 2 

n Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

n Softball/Baseball Fields – 2, with bleacher and stadium lights 

n Swimming Pool 

n Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

r Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

n Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:   Parking lot. 

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 20.0 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Gym; indoor pool, play fields, courts, archery.  

Park police substation in Rec. Center building.  Utility lines throughout property. 

1.5 CNEL increase with Alternative B 2015.  Less than 65 CNEL under other alternatives. 
 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 17:  from front steps of rec. center towards fields (Century) 

Disc 1 / Photo 20:  from parking looking south (towards Century) 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Kansas Park  No. 16 

Location: E Holly Ave/Kansas Street  

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 0.42 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics:  

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Lennox Park No. 17 

Location: Lennox Boulevard / Condon Avenue 

Jurisdiction: County of Los Angeles 

Facilities: n Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters 

n Playground Equipment 

n Recreation Center – day care 

r Soccer Fields 

n Softball/Baseball Fields with bleachers 

n Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

r Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
nn Other: Senior Citizens Center 

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

n Other: Local Details:   Parking lot. 

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 5.4 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Recreation building, pool, play fields, courts, archery. 

1.5 CNEL increase for Alternative B 2015.  

 

 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 15:  playground area 

Disc 1 / Photo 16:  baseball diamond, towards Lennox 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Library Park No. 18 

Location: W Mariposa Ave/Main Street 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 3.14 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Rose garden 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Little Green Acres Park No. 19 

Location: S Vermont Ave/W 104th Street  

Jurisdiction: City of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  r Pedestrian 

r
 Community  r

 Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

n
 Other: Garden  

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 0.2 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Garden plots. 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Maggie Hathaway Golf Course No. 20 

Location: 9637 S. Western Avenue, Los Angeles (next to Jesse Owens County Park) 

Jurisdiction: County of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

n Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters 

r Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

r Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

r Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:  parking combined with Jesse 

Type: 

  Owens Park 

Size (acres):  

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Formerly, Jack Thompson Golf Course.  Nine-hole golf course. 

1.5 CNEL increase for Alternative B 2015. 

 

 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 18:  golf course from west side of rec. center, looking west 

Disc 1 / Photo 19:  golf course from Jesse Owens Park, looking west 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Queen Park No. 21 

Location: 652 E Queen Street Inglewood 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
n

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.1 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Wading pool 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Recreation Park No. 22 

Location: E Pine Ave/Eucalyptus Drive 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

n
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 20.10 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics:  

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Rogers Park No. 23 

Location: 400 W Beach Ave 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
n

 Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

n
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 10.0 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Gym; pre-school rooms; play fields; wading pool 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Siminski Park No. 24 

Location: 9717 Inglewood Ave Inglwood 

Jurisdiction: City of Inglewood 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 1.9 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Multi-purpose building 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: South Bay Bicycle Trail No. 25 

Location: Along Dockweiler Beach State Park 

Jurisdiction: County of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

r Picnic Area/Shelters 

r Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

r Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

n Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
r Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

n Bicycle 

n Other: Bike Trail  

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 19 miles long 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Bicycle racks. 

Greater than 75 CNEL under existing conditions.  1.5 CNEL increase 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: St. Andrews Recreation Center No. 26 

Location: 8701 St. Andrews Place, Los Angeles 

Jurisdiction: City of Los Angeles 

Facilities: n Basketball Courts (with lights) 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters 

n Playground Equipment 

n Recreation Center (includes indoor stage) 

r Soccer Fields 

n Softball/Baseball Fields (with bleachers and lights) 

r Swimming Pool 

n Tennis Courts with lights 

r Volleyball Courts 

n Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails (dirt around periphery of field) 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:  Parking lot. 

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 8.5 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics:  

1.5 CNELCNEL increase under Alternatives A and B 2015.   

 

 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 21:  looking south at baseball field and picnic area 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Sutton Algin Recreation Center No. 27 

Location: 8800 S Hoover Street Los Angeles 90044 

Jurisdiction: City of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
n

 Water recreation  

r
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 16.0 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Auditorium; gym; play fields; courts; pool 

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN 4(F) PARK INVENTORY - GENERAL 
 

Name: Sycamore Park No. 28 

Location: E Sycamore Ave/California Street El Segundo 

Jurisdiction: City of El Segundo 

Facilities: r Outdoor sports arenas/spectator sports 

r Outdoor music shells/amphitheaters 

r Nature exhibits/zoos 

r Amusements 

n Parks 

r Public assembly 

r Resorts and group camps 
r Other cultural, entertainment and recreation 
r Golf course 
r Riding stables 

 
r

 Water recreation  

n
 Neighborhood  n Pedestrian 

r
 Community  n Vehicular 

r
 Regional  

Access: 

 

r
 Other:   

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 0.77 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics:  

Less than 65 CNEL for all alternatives. 

 

 

Photos:  

 

 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Vista Del Mar Park No. 29 

Location: Century / Vista Del Mar Boulevard, Los Angeles 

Jurisdiction: City of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

n Picnic Area/Shelters 

n Playground Equipment 

r Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

r Softball/Baseball Fields 

r Swimming Pool 

r Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

r Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
r Other:  

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:  Street parking only; no cross-walk from 

Type: 

  beach side. 

Size (acres): 1.8 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Sloping terrain (east to west). 

Greater than 75 CNEL under existing conditions and all alternatives. 

3.6 CNEL increase under Alternative A. 
 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 7:  from north side of park looking southwest 

Disc 1 / Photo 8:  looking east 

 

 

 

 



LAX MASTER PLAN EIS/EIR PARK INVENTORY - DETAILED 
 

Name: Westchester Recreation Center No. 30 

Location: 7000 W. Manchester Avenue, Los Angeles 

Jurisdiction: City of Los Angeles 

Facilities: r Basketball Courts 

r Golf Course 

r Handball/Multi-Use 

r Outdoor Amphitheater 

r Picnic Area/Shelters 

r Playground Equipment 

n Recreation Center 

r Soccer Fields 

n Softball/Baseball Fields (with bleachers and lights) 

n Swimming Pool 

n Tennis Courts 

r Volleyball Courts 

n Walking/Biking/Fitness Trails 

r Zoo/Nature Exhibit 
nn Other: See below 

    

r Neighborhood (5-10 acres) 
n Pedestrian 

r Community (15-20 acres) 
n Vehicular 

r Regional (>50 acres) 

Access: 

 

r Other:  Details:  Parking lots. 

Type: 

   

Size (acres): 22.0 

Estimated Number of Visitors:  

Planned Facilities:  

 

Notes/Unusual Characteristics: Senior Center (off Lincoln), library (east of municipal building 

on Manchester), Municipal building (on corner), outdoor shuffle board, Recreation Center (just west of golf  

course on Manchester). 

1.5 CNEL increase for Alternatives B and C 2015??? 

Photos:  

Disc 1 / Photo 2:  overview of park from Sr. Center (near Manchester and Lincoln (SE) 

Disc 1 / Photo 3:  from north end of park, towards airport 

Disc 1 / Photo 4:  looking north (away from airport) near center of park 
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