COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
. ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
DONALD L. WOLFE, Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100

www.ladpw.org ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

IN REPLY PLEASE
REFER TO FILE:

August 4, 2005

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

RIO HONDO CHANNEL - PARCELS 21, 32, 120, 139, 165, ET AL.

LOS ANGELES RIVER - PARCELS 8, 41, 76, 83, 91, ET AL.

GRANT OF EASEMENTS - CITIES OF LONG BEACH, PARAMOUNT, SOUTH GATE,
BELL GARDENS, DOWNEY, AND PICO RIVERA

SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICTS 1, 2, AND 4

3 VOTES

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD ACTING AS THE GOVERNING BODY
OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT:

1. Consider the eight enclosed Negative Declarations and subsequent
Notices of Determination prepared for the Joint Outfall B and Joint
Outfall H Trunk Sewers Replacement Projects by the County Sanitation
District No. 2 of Los Angeles County; determine that the documents
adequately address the environmental impacts of the proposed projects
and that the grants of easements are within the scope of the proposed
projects; find that these actions reflect the independent judgment of the
Los Angeles County Flood Control District; find that your Board has
complied with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) with respect to the process for a responsible agency; and adopt
by reference the Sanitation District's Negative Declarations.

2. Approve the grant of easements for sewer line purposes from the Flood
Control District to the Sanitation District along the Los Angeles River and
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Rio Hondo Channel from south of Long Beach Boulevard in the City of
Long Beach to north of Whittier Boulevard in the City of Pico Rivera for
approximately $1,023,700.

3. Instruct the Chair to sign the enclosed Easement documents for
Los Angeles River Parcels 41, 76, and 83, et al., and Rio Hondo Channel
Parcels 21, 32, 120, 139, and 165, et al., and authorize delivery to the
Grantee.

4, Instruct the Chair to sign Easement documents for Los Angeles River
Parcels 8 and 91, upon presentation by Public Works, and authorize
delivery to the Grantee.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

These actions will allow the Flood Control District to grant easements for sewer line
purposes to the Sanitation District for its Joint Outfall B and Joint Outfall H Trunk
Sewers Replacement Projects. The granting of these easements is not considered
adverse to the Flood Control District's purposes. Moreover, the instruments reserve
paramount rights for the Flood Control District's interest.

Implementation of County Strateqgic Plan Goal

These actions are consistent with the Strategic Plan Goal of Fiscal Responsibility. The
revenues from these transactions will be used for flood control purposes.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

The Sanitation District paid $1,023,700 for the permanent and temporary rights required
for the Sanitation District's project. This amount will be applied towards the final sales
price for these easements. This amount has been deposited into the Flood Control
District Fund. The final sales price will be determined after construction of the entire
sewer line is completed, the legal descriptions are prepared, and the actual square foot
areas are calculated. There remains one segment of the Sanitation District's project
(known as Project No. 6) that needs to be constructed.



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
August 4, 2005
Page 3

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

The granting of these easements will not hinder the use of the channel for possible
transportation, utility, or recreational corridors. The Easement documents have been
approved by County Counsel and will be recorded.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

CEQA requires public agency decision makers to document and consider the
environmental impacts of their actions. The Sanitation District is the lead agency for
these projects.

The Notices of Determination for the Joint Outfall B and Joint Outfall H Trunk Sewers
Replacement Projects were filed by the Sanitation District on various dates from
February 13, 1997, to April 11, 2003. The recommended findings are in accordance
with CEQA and are required prior to your Board's granting of these easements.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTYS)

None.

CONCLUSION

These actions are in the Flood Control District's best interest. Enclosed are an original
and two duplicates of each Easement. Please have the original and one duplicate of
each signed by the Chair and acknowledged by the Executive Officer of the Board.
Please return the executed original and one duplicate of each to Public Works, retaining
one duplicate of each for your files.

Upon presentation of the Easement documents for the Los Angeles River Parcels 8 and
91, please authorize and instruct the Chair to sign the original and duplicates of each
document and have them acknowledged by the Executive Officer of the Board. Return
the executed originals and one duplicate of each document to Public Works, retaining
one duplicate of each for your files.
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One adopted copy of this letter is requested.

Respectfully submitted,

DONALD L. WOLFE
Director of Public Works

WDS:psr

P6:\BD LTR LA RIVER RIO HONDO CHANNEL

Enc.

cc: Auditor-Controller (Accounting Division - Asset Management)
Chief Administrative Office
County Counsel



OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY
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County Sanitation District No. 2 of MAR 26 1999
Los Angeles County
1955 Workman Mill Road
Whittier, CA 90601

G. MORLA

To:

Subject:
Project Title:

Project Location:

Project Description:

Contact Person:

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

County Clerk, County of Los Angeles

" 12400 East Imperial Highway

Room 1101
Norwalk, CA 92650

Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance with Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code

Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street and Susana Road,
then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los Angeles River, then northerly in
private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately 500 feet south of Artesia
Boulevard, then easterly to the east side of the Los Angeles River, then northerly in private right of
way along the Los Angeles River to approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all
within the City of Long Beach and unincorporated County of Los Angeles.

The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-inch diameter
rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.

Basil A. Hewitt
Telephone (562) 699-7411, extension 2720

This is to advise that on March 24, 1999, the Board of Directors of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles
County approved the above project and made the following determinations regarding the above described project:

1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment and that there is no evidence that the
proposed project will individually or cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources
or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends.

2. A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to fhe provisions of CEQA, and reflects the
independent judgement of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County.

The Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the District Office, 1955 Workman Mill

Road, Whittier, California 90601. THIS NOTICE wAS POgTRD

March 25. 1999

Date Received for Filing Charles W. Carry

Chief Engineer and General Manager



Project Title/Location:

Project Description:

Findings of Exemption:

Certification:

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION

De Minimis Impact Finding

Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street and
Susana Road, then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los Angeles
River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to
approximately 500 feet south of Artesia Boulevard, then easterly to the east side of the
Los Angeles River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River
to approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all within the City of
Long Beach and unincorporated County of Los Angeles. '

The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-
inch diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.

The proposed project is located in an urban setting which has already been disturbed.
County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County has approved a negative
declaration for the project and found that there is no evidence that the proposed project
will individually or cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife
resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends. :

I hereby certify that County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County has made the above findings
and that based upon the initial study and hearing record the project will not individually or cumulatively have an
adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

Date: March 24, 1999

by

Charles W. Carry SN
Chief Engineer and General Manager



WASTEWATER 3 B . - . .
RECLAMATION
‘ COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY |

NOTICE OF PROPOSED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

‘\BOLID WASTE MamaDEMENT

Name of Project: Joint Qutfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street and
Susana Road, then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los Angeles
River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately
500 feet south of Artesia Boulevard, then easterly to the east side of the Los Angeles River,
then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately 700
feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all within the City of Long Beach and
unincorporated County of Los Angeles.

Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description: The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN ‘THAT County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County proposes to issue
a Negative Declaration for the captioned project. Such Negative Declaration is based upon a finding that the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment. The reasons to support such finding are documented
by an initial study prepared by the District. Copies of the initial study and the Proposed Negative Declaration may
be obtained from;: . ‘

NAME: Basil A. Hewitt

TITLE: Project Engineer
Planning and Property Management Section

ADDRESS: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
P. O. Box 4998 '
Whittier, CA 90607-4998

[N

Date: February 17, 1999 éw é AMAAN
Sagar K \R§ksit \

Supervising3Engineer

Planning & Property Management Section



90LID WASTE MAMAOEMENT

WASTEWATER
RACLAMATION

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

NOTICE OF PROPOSED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Name of Project: - Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street and
Susana Road, then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los Angeles
River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately
500 feet south of Artesia Boulevard, then easterly to the east side of the Los Angeles River,
then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately 700
feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all within the City of Long Beach and
unincorporated County of Los Angeles. ‘

Entity or Person _
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description:  The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County proposes to issue
a Negative Declaration for the captioned project. Such Negative Declaration is based upon a finding that the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment. The reasons to support such finding are documented
by an initial study prepared by the District. Copies of the initial study and the Proposed Negative Declaration may
be obtained from:

NAME.: Basil A. Hewitt

TITLE: Project Engineer
Planning and Property Management Section

ADDRESS: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
P. O. Box 4998 '
Whittier, CA 90607-4998

In accordance with the State Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act, any
comments concerning the finding of the Proposed Negative Declaration must be received by the District by
March 19, 1999, in order to be considered prior to the District Board's final determination on the project. Please
send your comments, if any, to the address shown above.

Date: February 17. 1999 | é v R‘QW

Sagar K. Raksit
Supervising Engineer
Planning & Property Management Section




WASTEWATER ’
RECLAMATION

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(X) PROPOSED

() FINAL

Name of Project: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Praject Location: The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street and
Susana Road, then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los Angeles
River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately
500 feet south of Artesia Boulevard, then easterly to the east side of the Los Angeles River,
then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately 700
feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all within the City of Long Beach and
unincorporated County of Los Angeles.

Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description:  The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.

Findings: 1t is hereby found that the above named project will not have a significant effect on the environment and
having considered the record as a whole, there is no evidence that the proposed project will individually or
cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife
depends. These findings are based upon the independent judgement of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los
Angeles County.

Initial Study: An initial study of this project was undertaken and prepared in accordance with the Local Procedures
Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of
Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining whether this project might have a significant effect on the
environment. A copy of such initial study is attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein. The initial
study documents the reasons supporting the above findings.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been included in the project to avoid potentially
significant effects.

None are required.

Date: February 17. 1999 <M &W

Sagar aksit
Superv g Engineer
Planning & Property Management Section




WASTEWATER
RECLAMATION
. . . .

SOLID WASTE MAMAOCEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Name of Project: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street and
Susana Road, then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los Angeles
River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately
500 feet south of Artesia Boulevard, then easterly to the east side of the Los Angeles River,
then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River to approximately 700
feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all within the City of Long Beach and
unincorporated County of Los Angeles.

Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description: The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.

Staff Determination: The District's staff, having undertaken and completed an initial study of this project in
accordance with the Local Procedures Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted
by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining whether the proposed
project might have a significant effect on the environment, has reached the following conclusion:

[X] 1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment; therefore, a negative declaration
should be prepared.

[] 2. The project, if modified in accordance with certain mitigation measures set forth in the initial study
and enumerated in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein will not have
a significant effect on the environment. Upon completion of such procedures as may be necessary
to assure such modification, a negative declaration should be prepared.

[] 3. The project may have a significant effect on the environment; therefore, an EIR will be required.

Date: February 17, 1999 gM &M

Sagar K@aksit ‘
Supervising Engineer
Planning & Property Management Section



SOLID WASTE MANAOEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

INITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study has been prepared pursuant to the Local Procedures Implementing the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County

1. Project Title

2. Description of Project

3. Lead Agency Name
and Address

4. Contact Person Name
and Phone Number

5. Zoning

6. Project Location

7. Surrounding Land
Uses and Setting

8. Public Agencies Which
Must Approve or Give
a Permit for the Project

Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1A Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

The project consists of the construction of approximately 9,500 feet of 96- and 114-
inch diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant
structures.

County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County
1955 Workman Mill Road.
Whittier, CA 90601

Basil A. Hewitt
(562) 699-7411, extension 2720

The project is consistent with local zoning and general plans of the area.

The project begins approximately 400 feet east of the intersection of Maria Street
and Susana Road, then easterly in private right of way to the west side of the Los
Angeles River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los Angeles River
to approximately 500 feet south of Artesia Boulevard, then easterly to the east side
of the Los Angeles River, then northerly in private right of way along the Los
Angeles River to approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia (91) Freeway, all
within the City of Long Beach and unincorporated County of Los Angeles.

The project is located in an urban area along the Los Angeles River.

City of Long Beach, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, and
Caltrans
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

[ 1 Land Use and Planning [ 1 Biological Resources [] Aesthetics

[ ] Population and Housing [ 1 Energy/Mineral Resources [ 1 Cultural Resources

[ 1 Geological Problems [ 1] Hazards [ 1 Recreation

[ 1 Water [ 1 Noise [ ] Mandatory Findings of
[ 1 Air Quality [ 1 Public Services : Significance

[ 1 Transportation/Circulation [ ] Utilities and Service Systems

‘

STAFF DETERMINATION:

The District's staff, having undertaken and completed an initial study of this proposed project in accordance
with the Local Procedures for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining
whether the proposed project might have a significant effect on the environment, has reached the following
conclusion: '

[X]

[]

[]

[]

[]

Date:

The proposed project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

Although the proposed pfoject could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not
be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet
have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at least one effect
(1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and
(2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets, if the effect is a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless
mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL
NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects (a) have been
analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed on the proposed project.

February 17. 1999

Planning & Property Management Section

2



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

CLASSIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

" Potentially Significant Impact: There is substantial evidence that an effect is significant. An Environmental Impact Report is
required. Significant effect on the environment means a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical
conditions within the area affected by the project including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. An economic or social change by itself is not considered a significant effect on the environment. A social or
economic change related to a physical change may be considered in determining whether the physical change is significant. (§15382 CEQA
Guidelines)

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated: This classification applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has

reduced an effect from a "Potentially Significant Impact” to a "Less-than-Significant Impact."

Less-than-Significant Impact: Less-than-significant effect on the environment means an effect which is not significant as defined by
§15382 of the CEQA Guidelines. N

“—“—“—\
. POTENTIALLY .

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT
_—“\“%
I LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the proposal:
.a)  Conflict with general plan designation or zoning? [ 1 [] [1 [X]
b)  Conflict with applicable environmental plans or [1 [' ] ' [1] [X]
policies adopted by agencies with jurisdiction
over the project?
¢ Be incompatible‘ with existing land use in the [] [] [] [X]
vicinity? '
d)  Affect agricultural resources or operations (e.g., [1] [1 [1] [X]
impacts to soils or farmlands, or impacts from
incompatible land uses)?
e)  Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an [1] [] [] [X]

established community (including a low-income
Or minority community)?

EXPLANATION :  The proposed project involves construction of an underground sewer. As all pre-project
conditions will be restored upon completion, the project will not have any impacts on land use,
zoning, or the physical arrangement of the community.

II. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the proposal:

a)  Cumulatively exceed official regional or local [1 [1 [] [X]
population projections?

b)  Induce substantial growth in an area either [] [1] [X] [1
directly or indirectly (e.g., through projects in an
undeveloped area or extension of major
infrastructure)?



POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT  NO
: : IMPACT INCORPORATED  IMPACT IMPACT
m
¢)  Displace existing housing, especially affordable [1] [] [1 X1
housing?

EXPLANATION:  The proposed project will not displace any existing housing. Although the proposed project will
: provide additional capacity for the conveyance of wastewater, the impact on population growth
will be less-than-significant. The wastewater flow to be conveyed by the proposed sewer is
limited by the treatment capacity of the wastewater treatment plants which have been sized to a
level that is consistent with the locally adopted regional growth forecast. The impacts associated
with this growth are addressed in local and regional environmental assessments previously
prepared for planned growth in the District's service area, including the City of Long Beach and
adjacent areas of unincorporated Los Angeles County.

I11. GEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS. Would the proposal result in or expose people to potential involving:

a)  Fault rupture? [] [] [] [X]
b)  Seismic ground shaking? [] [1] [1] X1
c) ~ Seismic ground failure, including liquefaction? [1 [1 [ ]' [X]
d)  Seiche, tsunami, or volcanic hazard? [1 [1] [] [X]
¢)  Landslides or mudflows? | [] | [] [] [X]
f) Erosion, changes in topography or imstable soil [1] [ 1] [1 [X]
conditions from excavation, grading, or fill?
g)  Subsidence of land? [1] [] XI ]
h)  Expansive soils? [] [] [] [X]
i) Unique geologic or physical features? | [1 [1] [] [X]

EXPLANATION: The proposed project is located in areas which already have been significantly altered through
development. After construction, all existing surface conditions will be restored. The subbedding
and backfilling have been designed to prevent any subsidence.

Iv. WATER. Would the proposal result in:

a)  Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or [1] [] [] X1
the rate and amount of surface runoff? '

b)  Exposure of people or property to water related L1 [] [1] [X]
hazards such as flooding?

¢)  Discharge into surface waters or other alteration [1] [1 [1] X]
of surface water quality (e.g., temperature,
dissolved oxygen or turbidity)?

d)  Changes in the amount of surface water in any [] [1] [1] [X]
water body?



POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT .
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT

Changes in currents, or the course or direction of [] [T [1 [X]
water movements?

Change in the quantity of ground waters, either [1 [1] [] [X]
through direct additions or withdrawals, or

through interception of an aquifer by cuts or

excavations or through substantial loss of

groundwater recharge capability?

Altered directions or rate of flow of [1 [ [ 1. [X]
groundwater? ' ”

Impacts to groundwater quality? [1] [] [] [X]
Substantial reduction in the amount of [1] [] [] [X]
groundwater otherwise available for public water

supplies?

EXPLANATION: The proposed project will not result in discharges to surface waters or affect groundwater quality.

<

AIR QUALITY. Would the proposal:

a)

b)
c)

d)

Violate any air quality standard or contribute to [1] [1] {X] [1

an existing or projected air quality violation?
Expose sensitive receptors to pollutants? [1 L1 11 [X]
Alter air movement, moisture, or temperature, or 11 [1] [1] [X]

cause any change in climate?

Create objectionable odors? . [] [1] X1 [1]

EXPLANATION: The proposed construction will comply with all applicable air quality standards and will not

produce significant quantities of pollutants. The project is not large enough to alter air movement
or the local climate. Minimal odors, only at the construction site, may be released during the
connection of the replacement sewer to the existing sewer. The connection will be completed in
a concrete structure which will be covered at the end of the working day to prevent emission of
odors, therefore, the impact will be less-than-significant.

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would the proposal result in:

Increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion? [1 [1] X1 [1

Hazards to safety from design features (e.g., [1] [1 [1 [X]
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or :
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby [1] [ 1] | Xl []
uses?
Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? [1 [] [T [X]



POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
: SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT  NO
: - . IMPACT INCORPORATED  IMPACT IMPACT

m

e)  Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? [1] [] [X] []

D Conlflicts with adopted policies supporting [1 [1] [1 [X]

transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

g) ‘Rail, waterborne, or air traffic impacts? [ 1 [] [] X1

EXPLANATION:  Since the project is located along the Los Angeles River in secluded rights of way, construction

of the sewer will not affect emergency access or policies supporting transportation; will not result
in the loss of parking capacity; and will not impact rail, waterborne, and air transportation.
During construction, the project may cause some traffic congestion because of the movement of
construction-related vehicles to and from the project site. This impact will be temporary, and
consequently, it will be less-than-significant. Additionally, during construction, this project will
impact access to the nearby flood control channel, an equestrian trail, and an adjacent bike path.
Since access to the flood control channel, the equestrian trail, and the bike path will be maintained
at all times, these impacts will be less-than-significant. Any needed control measure will be
coordinated with the responsible agencies. The contractor will be required to follow all permit
requirements regarding traffic and pedestrian movement in accordance with the final plans and
specifications, and, if necessary, submit a traffic control plan.. Alternate access to adjoining
properties will be maintained at all times.

VII.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal result in impacts to:

a)  Endangered, threatened or rare species or their [1 [1] [1] [X]
habitats (including but not limited to plants, fish,
insects, animals, and birds)?

b)  Locally designated species (e.g., heritage trees)? [1] [1] [1 [X]

¢)  Locally designated natural communities (e.g., [1 [ 1] [1 . X
oak forest, coastal habitat, etc.)? '

d)  Wetland habitat (e.g., marsh, riparian, and vernal [ 1 [] [1 [X]
pool)?

e)  Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors? [1 [ ] 11 [X]

EXPLANATION: The project is located in an urban setting that has already been disturbed. As such, there will be

no impact to endangered, threatened, rare, or locally designated species, nor to important
habitats.

VIII.

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:

a)  Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans? [1] [1 [1] X]

b) Usé non-renewable resources in a wasteful and [] [1 [1 [X]
inefficient manner?

c)  Result

in the loss of availability of a known [1 [] [1 [X]

mineral resource that would be of future value to
the region and the residents of the State?
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POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT

EXPLANATION: Sewer construction does not require significant amounts of energy. There are no known mineral
resources in the area impacted by the project.

IX. HAZARDS. Would the proposal involve:

a) A risk of accidental explosion or release of [1 [1 [1 X1
hazardous substances (including, but not limited
to: oil, pesticides, chemicals or radiation)?

b)  Possible interference with an emergency response [] [1 [X] []
plan or emergency evacuation plan? '

c)  The creation of any health hazard or potential [] [1 . [1] X1
health hazard? ' .

d)  Exposure of people to existing sources of [1 [1] [1] [X]

potential health hazards?

€) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable (1 [1] [1 X1
brush, grass, or trees?

EXPLANATION: Due to its nature, this project will not result in any risk of accidental explosion, release of
hazardous substances, fire hazard, or health hazard. Although direct contact with wastewater
could be considered a potential health hazard, all Districts sewer installation projects are
conducted in 2 manner that prevents public exposure to untreated wastewater. The project will
not have an impact on emergency response since the construction will be in private rights of way
along the Los Angeles River.

X. NOISE. Would the proposal result in:

a)  Increases in existing noise levels? [1] [] [X] []

b)  Exposure of people to severe noise levels? [1 [] [1 [X]
EXPLANATION: There will be a temporary increase in ambient noise levels during construction. This increase will

not be severe, and will be restricted to normal working hours. The impact will be less-than-
significant.

XI. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered
government services in any of the following areas:

a)  Fire protection? [] [] [] [X]
b)  Police protection? [1] [] [] [X]
c)  Schools? | [] [] [] [X]



POTENTIALLY

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT  INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT
d)  Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? [1 [ ] X] [1
€)  Other governmental services? ‘ [] [1] [ 1 X]

EXPLANATION: The project will not result in a need for any additional public services. However, during
construction, the project will have a temporary impact on a Los Angeles County Department of
Public Works Flood Control Division service road. Since access to the flood control channel will
be maintained at all times, this impact will be less-than-significant.

XII.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the proposal result in a need for new systems or supplies,
or substantial alterations to the following utilities:

a)  Power or natural gas? [1] [1] [] [X]
b)  Communications systems? [1] [1] [1] X}
c)  Local or regional water treatment or distribution (] [1] [] X]
facilities?
d)  Sewer or septic tanks? ' [] [1] [] X1
e)  Storm water drainage? | [1] | [1] [] [X]
f)  Solid waste disposal? [1] [] [] [X]
g)  Local or regional water supplies? [1] [1 [1] [X]

EXPLANATION: The project does not create the need for any additions or alterations to any of the above systems.
It replaces a portion of a deteriorated sewer, but does not in itself create the need for new
systems.

XIII. AESTHETICS. Would the proposal:

a)  Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway? [] [] [] X1
b)  Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? [] [] [X] [1
¢)  Create light or glare? [1 [] [] [X]

EXPLANATION: Because all pre-project conditions will be restored, the project will not have any permanent
impacts on aesthetics. During construction, there may be a negative aesthetic effect, but this will
be minor since the construction will be subsurface and temporary. No light or glare impacts will
occur as a result of the project or of its construction which will be restricted to daytime hours.

XIV. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:
a)  Disturb paleontological resources? [1] [1] ] [X]

b)  Disturb archaeological resources? [1 [] [] X1



POTENTIALLY
: SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT.  NO
IMPACT INCORPORATED  IMPACT IMPACT
c¢)  Affect historical resources? [1 [1 [1] X]
d)  Have the potential to cause a physical change [1 [1] [1 [X]
which would affect unique ethnic cultural values?
e)  Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within [1 [1] [1] » [X]

the potential impact area?

EXPLANATION: Because the project is located in areas which have already undergone significant disturbance, it
will not result in any of the above impacts.

XV. RECREATION. Would the proposal:

a) Increase the demand for neighborhood or [1 [1] [1 [X]
regional parks or other recreational facilities?

b)  Affect existing recreational opportunities? [1] [1 [X] [1]

EXPLANATION: The project will not increase the demand for additional recreational facilities. However, the
project will have a temporary impact on the equestrian trail and the bike path which runs along
the Rio Hondo Channel. During construction, the contractor will provide, as necessary,
equestrian trail and bike path detours; therefore, the impact will be less-than-significant.

XVI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a)  Does the project have the potential to degrade the [1] [] [] [X]
quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal
or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

b)  Does the project have the poteﬁtial to achieve [ ] [] [1] X]
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals?

c)  Does the project have impacts that are [1] [1] [T . X
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
-considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects.)



POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT

d)  Does the project have environmental effects [ 1] [ 1] [ ] [X]
which will cause substantial adverse effects on '
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

XVII. EARLIER ANALYSES.

No earlier analyses have been used in the preparation of this initial study.

MITIGATION

No mitigation measures are required for this project.

LANEGDEC\MERGE\JOHU1A.INS.wpd 10
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

County Sanitation District No. 2 of
Los Angeles County
1955 Workman Mill Road -

Whittier, CA 90601 {/ M 1 3 w ‘-f_
f’w\cu(s g AL g’ S LA

NOTICE OF DETERMINATIOI%\‘}O

] ‘:g},.»"

To: County Clerk, County of Los Angeles §,

12400 East Imperial Highway . Y

Room 1101 &

Norwalk, CA 92650 N
Subject: Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance with Sectibn 21152 of the Public Resources Code
Project Title: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2K
Project Location: The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River approximately 700 feet

north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and private properties along the Los
Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long
Beach, Paramount and Compton.

Project Description: ~ The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-inch diameter
rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures. This sewer replaces a
deteriorated sewer.

Contact Person: Basil A. Hewitt
Telephone (562) 699-7411, extension 2720

This is to advise that on April 26, 2000, the Board of Directors of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles
County approved the above project and made the following determinations regarding the above described project:

1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment and that there is no evidence that the
proposed project will individually or cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources
or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends.

2. A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA, and reflects the
independent judgement of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County.

The Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the District Office, 1955 Workman Mill

Road, Whittier, California 90601.
THIS NOTICE WAS POSTEDZDDU

2
U JUN 0 1 2000
y\/jx April 27,2000 / ECORDER/COUNTY CLERK

Date Receiyed for Filing Charles W. Carry \Y

'_ L ‘/1 Chief Engineer and General Manager
LTl&_ g t .
505 10 mwdnes A ED




SOLID WASTRE MANAGEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
' OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY MAY 02 2000

- FILED

County Sanitation District No. 2 of %UHMACK, LUONT Y CLERK
Los Angeles County ‘ % ~
1955 Workman Mill Road GMA ‘ﬁﬁuw

Whittier, CA 90601

To:

Subject:
Project Title:

Project Location:

Project Description:

Contact Person:

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

County Clerk, County of Los Angeles
12400 East Imperial Highway

Room 1101

Norwalk, CA 92650

Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance with Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code
Joint Qutfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River approximately 700 feet
north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and private properties along the Los
Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long
Beach, Paramount and Compton.

The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-inch diameter
rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures. This sewer replaces a
deteriorated sewer.

Basil A. Hewitt
Telephone (562) 699-7411, extension 2720

This is to advise that on April 26, 2000, the Board of Directors of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles
County approved the above project and made the following determinations regarding the above described project:

1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment and that there is no evidence that the
proposed project will individually or cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources
or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends.

2. A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA, and reflects the
independent judgement of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County.

The Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the District Office, 1955 Workman Mill
Road, Whittier, California 90601.

April 27, 2000

THIS NOTICLE WAS POSTED2000

2
~ ON MAY 0
//UNTIL :
Dt

JUN 0 1 2000

‘ECORDER/COUNTY CLERK

; Date Receiyed for Filing Charles W. Carry N

ol

% L\-. f (/6 [[ Chief Engineer and General Manager
62 2050 Jo8 -9 A F U0
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MAY 022000

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION . G.MORLA

De Minimis Impact Finding

Project Title/Location: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River
approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and
private properties along the Los Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of
Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long Beach, Paramount and Compton.

Project Description: The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-
' - inch diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures.
This sewer replaces a deteriorated sewer.

Findings of Exemption:  The proposed project is located in an urban setting which has already been disturbed.
County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County has approved a negative
declaration for the project and found that there is no evidence that the proposed project
will individually or cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife
resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends.

Certification:

I'hereby certify that County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County has made the above findings
and that based upon the initial study and hearing record the project will not individually or cumulatively have an
adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

THIS NOTICkE WAS POSTED

0 2 2000
OoN Mj\leN 012
NTIL . JUN 01 2000

REG/ S/'I?AR— CORDER/COUNTY CLERK
Date: April 26, 2000

Charles W. Carry
Chief Engineer and General Manager
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SOLID WASTE MANAOEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF L0OS ANGELES COUNTY

A A

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

( ) PROPOSED

(X) FINAL

Name of Project: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River
' approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and
private properties along the Los Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of

Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long Beach, Paramount and Compton.

Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description: The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures. This
sewer replaces a deteriorated sewer.

Findings: It is hereby found that the above named project will not have a significant effect on the environment and
having considered the record as a whole, there is no evidence that the proposed project will individually or
cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife
depends. These findings are based upon the independent judgement of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los
Angeles County.

Initial Study: An initial study of this project was undertaken and prepared in accordance with the Local Procedures
Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of
Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining whether this project might have a significant effect on the
environment. A copy of such initial study is attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein. The initial
study documents the reasons supporting the above findings.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been included in the project to avoid potentially
significant effects.

None are required.

Date: April 26, 2000 /

Charles W. Carry V
Chief Engineer and General Manager




COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

SOLID WASTE MAMAGEMENT

NOTICE OF PROPOSED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Name of Project; Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River
approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and
private properties along the Los Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of
Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long Beach, Paramount and Compton.

Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description: The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures. This
sewer replaces a deteriorated sewer.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County proposes to issue
a Negative Declaration for the captioned project. Such Negative Declaration is based upon a finding that the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment. The reasons to support such finding are documented
by an initial study prepared by the District. Copies of the initial study and the Proposed Negative Declaration may
be obtained from:

NAME: Basil A. Hewitt

TITLE: Project Engineer
Planning and Property Management Section

ADDRESS: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
P. O. Box 4998
Whittier, CA 90607-4998

In accordance with the State Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act, any
comments concerning the finding of the Proposed Negative Declaration must be received by the District by
May 24, 1999, in order to be considered prior to the District Board's final determination on the project. Please
send your comments, if any, to the address shown above.

Date: April 23, 1999 gm@v—(. (W
Sagar IQIal_(sit ' N

Supervising Engineer

Planning & Property Management Section
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
(X) PROPOSED

() FINAL

Name of Project: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River
approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and
private properties along the Los Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of
Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long Beach, Paramount and Compton.

~ Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description: The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures. This
sewer replaces a deteriorated sewer.

Findings: 1t is hereby found that the above named project will not have a significant effect on the environment and
having considered the record as a whole, there is no evidence that the proposed project will individually or
cumulatively have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife
depends. These findings are based upon the independent judgement of County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los
Angeles County.

Initial Study: An initial study of this project was undertaken and prepared in accordance with the Local Procedures
' Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of
Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining whether this project might have a significant effect on the
environment. A copy of such initial study is attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein. The initial
study documents the reasons supporting the above findings.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been included in the project to avoid potentially
significant effects.

None are required.

Date: April 23, 1999




CEEEN

SOLID WASTE MANAOEMENTY

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Name of Project: Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

Project Location: The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River
approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public and
private properties along the Los Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet north of
Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long Beach, Paramount and Compton.

Entity or Person
Undertaking Project: County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County

Project Description:  The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-inch
diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant structures. This
sewer replaces a deteriorated sewer.

Staff Determination: The District's staff, having undertaken and completed an initial study of this project in
accordance with the Local Procedures Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted
by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining whether the proposed
project might have a significant effect on the environment, has reached the following conclusion:

[X] 1. The project will not have a significant effect on the environment; therefore, a negative declaration
should be prepared.

[] 2. The project, if modified in accordance with certain mitigation measures set forth in the initial study
and enumerated in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein will not have
a significant effect on the environment. Upon completion of such procedures as may be necessary
to assure such modification, a negative declaration should be prepared.

[1] 3. The project may have a significant effect on the environment; therefore, an EIR will be required.

Date:  April 23, 1999 ngA/‘)/ ZW
Sagar K. \Ruksit N
' Supervising Engineer

Planning & Property Management Section
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RECLAMATION

SOLID WASTE MANAOEMENT)

COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

INITTIAL STUDY

This Initial Study has been prepared pursuant to the Local Procedures Implementing the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County

1. Project Title

2. Description of Project

3. Lead Agency Name
and Address

4. Contact Person Name
and Phone Number

5. Zoning

6. Project Location

7. Surrounding Land
Uses and Setting

8. Public Agencies Which
Must Approve or Give
a Permit for the Project

Joint Outfall "H" Unit 1B Replacement Trunk Sewer, Sections 1 and 2

The project consists of the construction of approximately 11,500 feet of 90- and 96-
inch diameter rubber gasket reinforced concrete pipe sewer and appurtenant
structures. This sewer replaces a deteriorated sewer.

County Sanitation District No. 2 of Los Angeles County
1955 Workman Mill Road
Whittier, CA 90601

Basil A. Hewitt

(562) 699-7411, extension 2720

The project is consistent with local zoning and general plans of the area.

The project begins in public property on the east side of the Los Angeles River
approximately 700 feet north of the Artesia Freeway (91), then northerly in public
and private properties along the Los Angeles River to approximately 1,600 feet
north of Rosecrans Avenue, all within the cities of Long Beach, Paramount and
Compton.

The project is located in an urban area along the Los Angeles River.

Caltrans, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Southern California
Edison, City of Compton, and City of Paramount
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

[ ] Land Use and Planning [ 1 Biological Resources [ ] Aesthetics

[ 1 Population and Housing [ 1 Energy/Mineral Resources [ 1 Cultural Resources

[ 1 Geological Problems [ 1 Hazards [ 1 Recreation

[ ] Water [ 1 Noise [ 1 Mandatory Findings of
[ 1 Air Quality [ 1 Public Services Signifiéance

[ ] Transportation/Circulation [ 1 Utilities and Service Systems

s

STAFF DETERMINATION:

The District's staff, having undertaken and completed an initial study of this proposed project in accordance
with the Local Procedures for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
as adopted by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County for the purpose of ascertaining
whether the proposed project might have a significant effect on the environment, has reached the following
conclusion:

[X]

[]

[1]

[]

[]

Date:

The proposed project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the ehvironment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not
be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet
have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at least one effect
(1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and
(2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets, if the effect is a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless
mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL
NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects (a) have been
analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed on the proposed project.

April 23, 1999

Planning & Property Management Section

2



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

CLASSIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Potentially Significant Impact: There is substantial evidence that an effect is significant. An Environmental Impact Report is
required. Significant effect on the environment means a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical
conditions within the area affected by the project including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. An economic or social change by itself is not considered a significant effect on the environment. A social or
economic change related to a physical change may be considered in determining whether the physical change is significant. (§15382 CEQA
Guidelines)

Potentiglly Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated: This classification applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has
reduced an effect from a "Potentially Significant Impact” to a "Less-than-Significant Impact.”

Less-than-Significant Impact: Less-than-significant effect on the environment means an effect Which is not significant as defined by
§15382 of the CEQA Guidelines.

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT  NO
iIMPACT INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT

%

I. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the proposal:
a)  Conflict with general plan designation or zoning? [ 1] [1] [1 [X]
b)  Conflict with applicable environmental plans or [ 1 [1] [1] [X]

policies adopted by agencies with jurisdiction
over the project?

¢)  Be incompatible with existing land use in the [ 1 [1] [1 [X]
© vicinity?
d)  Affect agricultural resources or operations (e.g., [] [ 1] [1 [X]

impacts to soils or farmlands, or impacts from
incompatible land uses)?

e)  Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an [ 1 [ 1] [ 1 [X]
established community (including a low-income '
or minority community)?

EXPLANATION: The proposed project involves construction of an underground sewer. As all pre-project
conditions will be restored upon completion, the project will not have any impacts on land use,
zoning, or the physical arrangement of the community.

II. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the proposal:

a) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local [ 1 [1 [] [X]
population projections?

b) - Induce substantial growth in an area either [1] [] X] [ 1]
directly or indirectly (e.g., through projects in an
undeveloped area or extension of major
infrastructure)?



.

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

[]

NO
IMPACT

[X]

POTENTIALLY
SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION
IMPACT INCORPORATED
§
¢)  Displace existing housing, especially affordable [] [ ]
housing?
EXPLANATION: The proposed project will not displace any existing housing. Although the proposed project will

provide additional capacity for the conveyance of wastewater, the impact on population growth
will be less-than-significant. The wastewater flow to be conveyed by the proposed sewer is
limited by the treatment capacity of the wastewater treatment plants which have been sized to a
level that is consistent with the locally adopted regional growth forecast. The impacts associated
with this growth are addressed in local and regional environmental assessments previously
prepared for planned growth in the District's service area, including the cities of Long Beach,

.Paramount, and Compton.

1.

GEOLOGICAL PROBLEMS. Would the proposal result in or expose people to potential involving:

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)_

f

g9

h)
i)

Fault rupture? ’ [ 1
Seismic ground shaking? [1]
Seismic ground failure, including liquefaction? [1]
Seiche, tsunami, or volcanic hazard? : []
Landslides or mudflows? : [1]
Erosion, changes in topography or unstable soil []
conditions from excavation, grading, or fill?

Subsidence of land? [ 1
Expansive soils? [1]
Unique geologic or physical features? [1]

[]
[]
[]
[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]

[1

[]
[]

[X]
(]
[]

[X]
[X]
[X]
[X]
[X]
[X]

]
[X]
(X]

EXPLANATION: The proposed project is located in areas which already have been significantly altered through
development. After construction, all existing surface conditions will be restored. The subbedding

and backfilling have been designed to prevent any subsidence.

Iv.

WATER. Would the proposal result in:

a)

b)

c)

d)

Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or [1]
the rate and amount of surface runoff?

Exposure of people or property to water related [1]
hazards such as flooding?

Discharge into surface waters or other alteration [1]
of surface water quality (e.g., temperature,
dissolved oxygen or turbidity)?

Changes in the amount of surface water in any [ 1]
water body?

[]

[1]

[]

[1]

[]

[]

[]

[]

[X]

[X]

(X]

[X]
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’ . POTENTIALLY

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION  SIGNIFICANT NO
IMPACT INCORPORATED  IMPACT IMPACT
§
e)  Changes in currents, or the course or direction of [] _ [1] [] [X]
water movements?
f) Change in the quantity of ground waters, either [ ] [] [1] [X]
through direct additions or withdrawals, or .
through interception of an aquifer by cuts or
excavations or through substantial loss of
groundwater recharge capability?
g)  Altered directions or rate of flow of [1] [ 1] [] [X]
groundwater?
h)  Impacts to groundwater quality? [1] [1] [' ] - X]
i) Substantial reduction in the amount of [ ] [1] [ ] [X]
groundwater otherwise available for public water
supplies?

EXPLANATION: The proposed project will not result in discharges to surface waters or affect groundwater quality.

V. AIR QUALITY. Would the proposal:

a)  Violate any air quality standard or contribute to [] [] [X] ‘ [1
an existing or projected air quality violation? '

b)  Expose sensitive receptors to pollutarits? - [] [ ] - [] X]

¢)  Alter air movement, moisture, or temperature, or [1] [1] [1] X]

cause any change in climate?

d)  Create objectionable odors? [1 [1 [X] [1]

EXPLANATION: The proposed construction will comply with all applicable air quality standards and will not
produce significant quantities of pollutants. The project is not large enough to alter air movement
or the local climate. Minimal odors, only at the construction site, may be released during the
connection of the replacement sewer to the existing sewer. Each connection will be completed
within a day, therefore, the impact on the environment will be less-than-significant.

VI. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would the proposal result in:
a)  Increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion? [1] [] (X} [1]

b)  Hazards to safety from design features (e.g., [1] [1] [] - [X]
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

¢)  Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby [1] [1] [X] [1]
uses?

d) Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? [] [1] [] [X]

e)  Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? [] [ 1] O X] [1]
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§
f)  Conflicts with adopted policies supporting [] [] [] X1
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

g)  Rail, waterborne, or air traffic impacts? [1] [ ] [ ] X1

EXPLANATION:

Since the project is located along the Los Angeles River in secluded rights of way, construction
of the sewer will not affect emergency access or policies supporting transportation; will not result
in the loss of parking capacity; and will not impact rail, waterborne, and air transportation.
During construction, the project may cause some traffic congestion because of the movement of
construction-related vehicles to and from the project site. This impact will be temporary, and
consequently, it will be less-than-significant. Additionally, during construction, this project will
impact access to the nearby flood control channel, an equestrian trail, and an adjacent bike path.
Since access to the flood control channel, the equestrian trail, and the bike path will be maintained
at all times, these impacts will be less-than-significant. Any needed control measure will be
coordinated with the responsible agencies. The contractor will be required to follow all permit
requirements regarding traffic and pedestrian movement in accordance with the final plans and
specifications, and, if necessary, submit a traffic control plan. Alternate access to adjoining
properties will be maintained at all times.

VILI.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal result in impacts to:

a) Endangered, threatened or rare species or their [1] [ 1] [] X]
habitats (including but not limited to plants, fish,
insects, animals, and birds)?

b)  Locally designated species (e.g., heritage trees)? [ ] [ 1 [] [X]

¢)  Locally designated natural communities (e.g., [] [] [ 1] [X]
oak forest, coastal habitat, etc.)?

d)  Wetland habitat (e.g., marsh, riparian, and vernal [1] [1] [] [X]
pool)?

e)  Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors? [] [] [1] [X]

EXPLANATION: The project is located in an urban setting that has already been disturbed. As such, there will be

no impact to endangered, threatened, rare, or locally designated species, nor to important
habitats. v

VIII.

ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:

a) Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans? [] [] [ 1] [X]

b)  Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and [ 1] [] [ ] [X]
inefficient manner?

¢)  Result in the loss of availability of a known [ 1] [ ] [ 1] [X]

mineral resource that would be of future value to
the region and the residents of the State?



—_—_“_—_—-_'_-—-—_—__

POTENTIALLY

SIGNIFICANT
POTENTIALLY UNLESS LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT MITIGATION SIGNIFICANT NO

IMPACT INCORPORATED IMPACT IMPACT

——_“——__—_——__“——_—_

EXPLANATION: Sewer construction does not require significant amounts of energy. There are no known mineral
resources in the area impacted by the project.

IX. HAZARDS. Would the proposal involve:

a) A risk of accidental explosion or release of [] [] [] [X]
hazardous substances (including, but not limited
to: oil, pesticides, chemicals or radiation)?

b)  Possible interference with an emergency response [] [] [X] [1]
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

c)  The creation of any health hazard or potential [] ' [ ] [1 X]
health hazard?

d)  Exposure of people to existing sources of | [ 1 [ 1] [ ] - [X]

potential health hazards?

e) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable [] [ 1 [] [X]
brush, grass, or trees? ‘

EXPLANATION: Due to its nature, this project will not result in any risk of accidental explosion, release of
hazardous substances, fire hazard, or health hazard. Although direct contact with wastewater
could be considered a potential health hazard, all Districts sewer installation projects are
conducted in a manner that prevents public exposure to untreated wastewater. The project will
not have an impact on emergency response since the construction will be in private rights of way
along the Los Angeles River. :

X. NOISE. Would the proposal result in:
a)  Increases in existing noise levels? [ 1 11 [X] [1
b)  Exposure of people to severe noise levels? [1 [1 [ 1 [X]
EXPLANATION: There will be a temporary increase in ambient noise levels during construction. This increase will

not be severe, and will be restricted to normal working hours. The impact will be less-than-
significant.

XI. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered
government services in any of the following areas:

a)  Fire protection? | [] [1] [T - [X]
b)  Police protection? [] [] [] [X]
~¢)  Schools? . [] [] [] [X]
d)  Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? [1] [1] [X] []
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e)  Other governmental services? [] [1] [] [X]

EXPLANATION: The project will not result in a need for any additional public services. However, during
construction, the project will have a temporary impact on a Los Angeles County Department of
Public Works Flood Control District’s service road. Since access to the flood control channel will
be maintained at all times, this impact will be less-than-significant.

XII.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the proposal result in a need for new systems or supplies,
or substantial alterations to the following utilities:

a)  Power or natural gas? [] [] [] [X]
b)  Communications systems? [] [] [] [X]
c) Local or vregional water treatment or distribution [ ] [1 [1 [X]
facilities? |
d)  Sewer or septic tanks? [1] 1 [] [X]
e) Storhl water drainage? [1 [1 [] [X]
f)  Solid waste disposal? | [1] [1] [] [X]
g)  Local or regional water supplies? [1 [1] [] [X]

EXPLANATION: The project does not create the need for any additions or alterations to any of the above systems.
It replaces a deteriorated sewer, but does not in itself create the need for new systems.

XIII.  AESTHETICS. Would the proposal:

a)  Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway? ] [T [1] [X]
b)  Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? [1] | [] [X] [1]
¢)  Create light or glare? [] [] [1 X1

EXPLANATION: Because all pre-project conditions will be restored, the project will not have any permanent
impacts on aesthetics. During construction, there may be a negative aesthetic effect, but this will
be minor since the construction will be subsurface and temporary. No light or glare impacts will
occur as a result of the project or of its construction which will be restricted to daytime hours.

XIV. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:

a) Disturb paleontological resources? [ ] [] [] X1
b)  Disturb archaeological resources? ' [ ] [1 [] X]
¢)  Affect historical resources? [] [1] [ 1 [X]
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d)  Have the potential to cause a physical change [] [] [1] [X]
which would affect unique ethnic cultural values?

e)  Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within [1] [1] [1] [X]
the potential impact area?

EXPLANATION: Because the project is located in areas which have already undergone significant disturbance, it
will not result in any of the above impacts.

XV. RECREATION. Would the proposal:

a) Increase the demand for neighborhood or [1] [] [ ] [X]
regional parks or other recreational facilities?

b)  Affect existing recreational opportunities? [ 1] [ 1 [1 [X]

EXPLANATION: The project will not increase the demand for additional recreational facilities. However, the
project will have a temporary impact on the equestrian trail and the bike path which runs along
the Los Angeles River flood control channel. During construction, the contractor will provide,
as necessary, equestrian trail and bike path detours; therefore, the impact will be less-than-
significant. :

XVI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a)  Does the project have the potential to degrade the [1 [1] [ X1
quality of the environment, substantially reduce '
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal
or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

b)  Does the project have the potential to achieve [1] [] [] [X]
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals?

c)  Does the project have impacts that are [1] [ 1 [1] [X]
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
co