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Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project

SECTION 1
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1.1 Overview of the Project

To help ensure the quality, reliability, and stability of the City of Los Angeles drinking water supply,
and to ensure compliance with updated United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
water quality standards, the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) proposes to
replace the uncovered Elysian Reservoir with two concrete tanks, which would be sited within the
existing reservoir and buried (proposed project). These tanks would provide an equal amount of
potable water storage (55 million gallons [MG]) as is available in the existing reservoir. The area
atop the tanks would be developed for recreational uses. A shallow wildlife pond of not less than
0.5-acres would also be created at the northern end of the project site, but not atop the tanks.
After completion of project construction, the site would be open to the public as part of Elysian
Park. Other than facilities related to water storage and transmission, the site would be maintained
and operated by the Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks (LADRP).

1.2 California Environmental Quality Act

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) applies to proposed projects initiated by,
funded by, or requiring discretionary approvals from state or local government agencies. The
proposed changes at Elysian Reservoir constitute a project as defined by CEQA (California
Public Resources Code 8821000 et seq.). LADWP is the lead agency responsible for
compliance with CEQA because pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 815367, “Lead Agency’ means
the public agency which has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project.”

As the lead agency for this project, LADWP must complete an environmental review to
determine if the proposed project would create significant adverse environmental impacts. To
fulfill the purpose of CEQA, this Initial Study has been prepared to assist in making that
determination. Based on the nature and scope of the proposed project, the evaluations
contained in the Initial Study environmental checklist (included herein), and the comments
received from agencies and members of the public during review of the Notice of Preparation
(NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), factors that have potential to involve significant
adverse environmental impacts will be determined. Such factors will become the focus of more
detailed analysis in an EIR to determine the nature and extent of any potential environmental
impacts and establish appropriate mitigations for those impacts determined to be significant.
Based on the Initial Study analysis and NOP review, factors for which no significant adverse
environmental impacts are expected to occur will be eliminated from further evaluation in the
EIR. A preliminary evaluation of the potentially affected factors is included in the Initial Study
checklist in Section 2.

1.3 Project Location

Elysian Reservoir is located approximately 1.5 miles north of downtown Los Angeles. The
Elysian Reservoir property is owned by the City of Los Angeles and operated by LADWP, but it
is essentially surrounded by Elysian Park, which is also owned by the City of Los Angeles and
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Section 1: Project Description

operated by LADRP. It is the oldest and second largest park in the City of Los Angeles. The
reservoir itself lies northwest of and immediately adjacent to the Pasadena Freeway (State
Route [SR] 110), between Dodger Stadium to the southwest and the Golden State Freeway
(Interstate [I] 5) to the northeast. Elysian Reservoir is accessed off of Grand View Drive, which
is a road located in the interior of Elysian Park. Figure 1 shows Elysian Reservoir in relation to
the region, and Figure 2 shows the vicinity of the reservoir.

14 Historical Perspective and Current Operations of Elysian Reservoir

Dating back to the late nineteenth century, property that is located near or within the boundaries
of what is now Elysian Park has played a role in the water supply of the City of Los Angeles. In
1869, the privately owned Los Angeles City Water Works Company constructed a reservoir to
draw and store water from the adjacent Los Angeles River in Buena Vista Meadows, southeast
of the present-day Pasadena Freeway. In 1873, the company built a one-MG reservoir on a hill
west of the original reservoir, above present-day Dodger Stadium, at the site of the existing
Solano Reservoir. In 1903, shortly after the City of Los Angeles acquired the Water Works
Company, the original Elysian Reservoir was constructed at its current location. In 1908, a
timber roof was added to the reservoir, and in 1914 the roof was replaced with a structure
supported by concrete columns. Although the original reservoir, at 10.5 MG, was considered
enormous for its day, by 1940 demand for water in the surrounding area had exceeded the
reservoir's capacity. The reservoir was enlarged to a capacity of 55 MG and the downstream
slope of the reservoir dam was incorporated into the SR 110 embankment. The high water
elevation of the reservoir was raised from 443 feet to 462 feet, providing improved water
pressure to the reservoir service area. In June 1943, the present-day Elysian Reservoir was put
in service as an uncovered treated water storage facility.

Treated drinking water has been supplied to Elysian Reservoir primarily by pipelines originating
at the Los Angeles Aqueduct Filtration Plant (LAAFP) located in Granada Hills and groundwater
wells located near the North Hollywood area. In an action unrelated to the proposed project,
Elysian Reservoir was recently drained because higher than normal levels of bromate were
detected in reservoir water during routine testing. The bromate, a chemical compound that has
been linked, when present at elevated levels in laboratory tests, to increased risks of certain
types of cancer, is believed to have formed in the open reservoir when bromide contained in the
source groundwater interacted with chlorine in the presence sunlight. This is the first time an
occurrence like this has been observed. The wells that supplied the groundwater have been
removed from service and the reservoir has been cleaned.

Elysian Reservoir serves approximately 285,000 people in the greater Los Angeles area. The
service area is approximately 23.8 square miles, including Chinatown, a large portion of
Downtown, Echo Park, Boyle Heights, Lincoln Heights, and Mount Washington. The reservoir
provides crucial storage capacity that allows for the operational flexibility necessary to meet
daily peaks in demand that could not be satisfied long-term through the use of water distribution
pipelines alone.

15 Existing Facility and Site Description

Elysian Reservoir continues to operate with a storage capacity of 55 MG. It has a maximum depth
of 50 feet, a high water elevation of 462 feet, and a surface area of approximately 6 acres at the
high water elevation. The reservoir is approximately 900 feet long and approximately 400 feet
wide at the maximum width near the dam at the southeastern end, tapering to approximately
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Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project

170 feet wide near the inlet at the northwestern end. The bottom and sides of the reservoir are
paved with asphaltic concrete. A concrete parapet wall approximately 1.5 to 3.0 feet in height is
located several feet outside the upper edge of the reservoir side walls. The parapet wall is topped
with a 7-foot tall chain link fence that encloses the entire reservoir. An approximately 12- to 16-foot
wide paved road is located around the perimeter of the reservoir. The remainder of the 14-acre
reservoir property is vegetated. The property is currently segregated from Elysian Park by a chain
link fence. Figure 3 shows the Elysian Reservoir site. Along with the surrounding parkland, the
Elysian Reservoir land use designation is Open Space. Land uses in the vicinity of the Elysian
Park are primarily devoted to single- and multi-family residential uses, with some small-scale
commercial uses. Dodger Stadium, also an Open Space land use designation, is located
southwest of and adjacent to Elysian Park.

1.6 Project Description

The primary goal of the proposed project is to help improve the quality of the City of Los Angeles
drinking water, including compliance with updated EPA water quality standards contained in the
Stage 2 Disinfectants and Disinfection Byproducts Rule and the Long Term 2 Enhanced Surface
Water Treatment Rule, while at the same time maintaining the water supply system reliability and
stability provided by Elysian Reservoir. To accomplish this goal, two buried prestressed concrete
storage tanks would be constructed in place of the existing uncovered reservoir to protect the
stored water from exposure to microbial pathogens and reduce the application of certain types of
disinfectants used to treat the water. The tanks would provide total storage (55 MG) and basic
operational capabilities equivalent to the existing Elysian Reservoir. Figure 4 is a conceptual site
plan of the proposed project.

Elysian Reservoir would initially be drained by normal consumption through the drinking water
distribution system until the water level reached an elevation of 440 feet, which is the lower limit of
the normal operating range of the reservoir. Below this elevation, the reservoir water would need
to be drained into the storm water system and/or used for irrigation. To maintain the stability of the
reservoir dam, the rate at which the water level would be lowered would be carefully controlled. At
the controlled rate, the existing storm water structures and system are adequately sized to
accommodate the reservoir draining.

An approximately 0.3-acre area adjacent to the north end of the reservoir would be used as a
lay down area. Additional lay down areas would be required for construction staging and have
yet to be identified. The lay down areas would be required for the duration of project
construction. To accommodate construction vehicles and equipment and to ensure public
safety, Grand View Drive from Park Row Drive (to the west of the reservoir) to Point Grand View
(to the east of the reservoir) would be closed to public access. This road segment essentially
surrounds the reservoir. It is located outside the reservoir property but entirely within the
boundaries of Elysian Park. Permission from LADRP would be necessary to temporarily close
this segment of Grand View Drive.

The existing reservoir, including the intake and outlet towers, reservoir sides and bottom,
bypass pipeline, portions of the dam, walls, and roads, would then be demolished. The site of
the reservoir would be excavated to accommodate the proposed underground tanks, and a new
bypass line would be constructed and tied into the existing distribution system. The prestressed
concrete tanks would be poured in place, and supply lines, including tank inlet and outlet
structures, would be installed. The tanks would be buried, with a maximum of 3 feet of cover
over the highest point of the top of the tanks.
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Section 1: Project Description

In addition to the buried tanks and appurtenant facilities, an existing 36-inch water supply conduit
that interconnects the reservoir and the Riverside Trunk Line would be replaced with a 54- to 66-
inch line. This new conduit would provide improved distribution system capacity, which would
otherwise be limited based on the diameter of the existing line. The new conduit would connect to
the Riverside Trunk Line south of the I-5 bridge crossing of the Los Angeles River, approximately
0.25 miles northeast of the reservoir. This work would be located primarily within the boundaries
of Elysian Park, but largely outside the Elysian Reservoir property boundaries. It would entail
primarily subterranean tunneling and construction, but some areas of surface disturbance would
be required to facilitate construction operations, including in the area of Riverside Drive. This
conduit upgrade will eventually be required, and it would be undertaken as a component of the
proposed project to minimize additional future disruptions of service and to avoid potential
damage to the newly constructed underground storage tank inlet structures.

A shallow, not less than 0.5-acre wildlife pond would be constructed at the north end of the
Elysian Reservoir property, north of the existing reservoir. The area above the buried tanks would
be developed according to a program established by LADRP to meet community recreation
needs. This program is yet to be defined, but may include passive or active recreation uses.
Active recreation may include several soccer and/or baseball/softball fields and other active
recreation facilities including a concession stand and athletic equipment storage building and a
playground area. Passive recreation may include trails and outdoor fithess areas. For active or
passive recreation, a picnic area, restrooms, roads, and a parking lot, a small maintenance yard,
and trash enclosures would be included. The site would be appropriately landscaped, including
necessary irrigation systems. For the purposes of the EIR analysis, the development of an active
recreation facility will be considered because such a facility would, in relative terms, possess the
greatest potential to create environmental impacts.

After the above construction is complete, the existing perimeter fence surrounding the Elysian
Reservoir property would be removed, providing public access to the site. The Elysian Reservoir
property would remain under the ownership of LADWP, but the recreation function and the
property maintenance (other than the water supply and distribution facilities) would be the
responsibility of LADRP. Recreation functions would be conducted during daylight hours only,
and no night lighting other than minimal parking lot security lighting would be provided.

The total duration of construction would be approximately four to five years. Because of the
limited area available within the Elysian Reservoir property, the material excavated from the
reservoir to accommodate the tanks would need to be hauled off site and stockpiled until
required to bury the tanks. A stockpile area has not yet been identified, but it is anticipated that
the cut and fill quantities for the proposed project would ultimately be balanced (i.e., the amount
removed during excavation would be used to bury the tanks). Based on the trips related to
hauling the excavated material, the delivery of concrete for the tanks, and the delivery of other
materials and supplies necessary for construction of the tanks and the recreation area, it is
anticipated that the proposed project may involve a total of approximately 30,000 truck trips to
the site. In addition, there would be daily worker commute trips to the site. After completion of
construction, operation of the water storage facilities on site would not generate additional
traffic. However, significant additional traffic may be generated in association with the public
recreation use of the site, depending on the actual program established for the recreation area
(i.e., passive or active).

Page 1-6 Initial Study
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Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project

1.7 Land Use Consistency

City of Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.04.05 states that the purpose of the Open
Space (OS) zone is to provide regulation for publicly owned land in order to implement the City’s
adopted General Plan. No building, structure, or land shall be used and no building or structure
shall be erected, moved onto the site, enlarged or maintained, except as specified. The primary
purpose of this zone is to protect and preserve natural resources and natural features of the
environment; to provide outdoor recreation opportunities and advance the public health and
welfare; to enhance environmental quality; to encourage the management of public lands in a
manner which protects environmental characteristics; and to encourage the maintenance of
open space uses on all publicly owned park and recreation land, and open space public land
which is essentially unimproved. Uncovered public water supply reservoirs and accessory uses
that are incidental to the operation and continued maintenance of such reservoirs are permitted
within the OS zone. The proposed project would remove the existing open reservoir and replace
it with buried tanks and provide a hew recreational area as part of Elysian Park. Operation of the
recreation area may require construction of accessory structures, such as restroom facilities,
concession stand, and equipment storage building. These facilities are conditionally permitted
accessory structures within the OS zone, under the provisions of a Conditional Use Permit
(CUP). The proposed project would therefore be consistent with the OS zone.

1.8 Required Permits and Approvals

Numerous approvals and/or permits would be required to implement the Elysian Reservoir
Water Quality Improvement project. The environmental documentation for the proposed project
would be used to facilitate compliance with federal and state laws and the granting of permits by
various state and local agencies having jurisdiction over one or more aspects of the proposed
project. These approvals and permits may include the following.

City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

e Certification by the Board of Commissioners that the EIR was prepared in accordance
with CEQA and other applicable codes and guidelines

e Approval by the Board of Commissioners of the proposed project

City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks

e Approval by the Board of Commissioners of an agreement between LADWP and LADRP
for the lease, operations, maintenance, and security for the recreation aspects of the
reservoir property.

e Approval to temporarily close and use a segment of Grand View Drive in Elysian Park
during project construction.

City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

e [Excavation Permits
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City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation

e Approval to close a portion of Riverside Drive

City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety

e Grading Permit
¢ Haul Route Permits

e Building Permit

City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning

e Conditional Use Permit

City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Flood Control

o Discharge Permit for construction dewatering and hydrostatic test water discharge in
storm system and channel

State of California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams

e Application for approval of plans and specifications for the removal of a dam and
reservoir

State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

¢ Encroachment Permit for work in the vicinity of I-5 and SR 110

State of California Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety
and Health, Mining and Tunneling Unit

e Underground Classification Permit for tunneling and jacking locations

State of California Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

e National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for Construction
Dewatering

e NPDES Permit for Hydrostatic Test Water Discharge

Page 1-10 Initial Study
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SECTION 2
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The following discussion of potential environmental effects was completed in accordance with
§15063(d)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines (2008) to determine if the proposed project may have a
significant effect on the environment.

A brief explanation is provided for all determinations in Section 3, Environmental Impact
Assessment, of this document. A "No Impact” or "Less than Significant Impact" determination is
made when the proposed project would not have any impact or would not have a significant
effect on the environment for that issue area based on a project-specific analysis.

Project Title:
Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project

Lead Agency Name and Address:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Services

111 North Hope Street, Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Sarah Easley Perez

Environmental Specialist

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(213) 367-1276

Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Water Engineering and Technical Services
111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Project Location:
Elysian Reservoir is located off of Grand View Drive in Elysian Park, north of downtown Los
Angeles.

Council District:
District 1

Neighborhood Council Districts:
Greater Echo Park Elysian
Historic Cultural
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General Plan Designation:

The proposed project site is designated as Open Space in the City of Los Angeles General
Plan. The proposed project site is located within the Silver Lake-Echo Park-Elysian Valley
Community Plan area.

Zoning:

[Q]OS-1XL (Open Space)

Description of Project:

To help ensure the quality, reliability, and stability of the City of Los Angeles drinking water supply,
LADWP proposes to replace the uncovered Elysian Reservoir with two concrete tanks, which
would be sited within the existing reservoir and buried (proposed project). These tanks would
provide an equal amount of potable water storage (55 MG) as is available in the existing reservoir.
The area atop the tanks would be developed as a recreation area by covering the tanks with soil
and providing landscaping and irrigation, as appropriate. A shallow wildlife pond of not less than
0.5-acres would be created at the northern end of the project site, but not atop the tanks. After
completion of project construction, the site would be open to the public as part of Elysian Park.
The recreation area would be operated and maintained by LADRP.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The approximately 14-acre Elysian Reservoir property is located within Elysian Park. Along with
the surrounding parkland, the reservoir land use designation is Open Space. Land uses in the
vicinity of the Elysian Park are primarily devoted to single- and multi-family residential uses, with
some small-scale commercial uses. Dodger Stadium, also an Open Space land use
designation, is located southwest of and adjacent to Elysian Park. The reservoir property is
located northwest of and immediately adjacent to the SR 110, and the downstream slope of the
reservoir dam is incorporated into the freeway embankment. The reservoir itself has a surface
area of approximately 6 acres at the high water elevation. The reservoir is surrounded by a
paved road and vegetation. The reservoir property is segregated from Elysian Park by a chain
link fence.

Agencies That May Have an Interest in the Proposed Project:

CEQA Lead Agency

e Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

Responsible/Trustee Agencies

e Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks
e California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams

e California Division of Occupational Safety and Health, Mining and Tunneling Unit
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e Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

Reviewing Agencies

e California Department of Transportation

e California Department of Public Health

e City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning

o City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
e City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Flood Control

e City of Los Angeles Fire Department

o City of Los Angeles Police Department

o City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation

o City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
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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 Environmental
Impacts discussion in Section 3.

X Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture Resources DX Arr Quality

X] Biological Resources Cultural Resources [ Geology/Soils

[ ] Hazards & : [ ] HydrologyWater Quality [ ] Land Use Planning
Hazardous Materials

] Mineral Resources X Noise _ L1 Population/Housing

:] Public Services Recreation P4 Transportation/Traffic

] Utilities/Service Systems X Mandatory Findings of Significance

" DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:
[7] |find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
| MEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
environmental impact report is required.

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

[] 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentiaily significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant o that earier
EiR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project,
nothing further is required.

O

O X

o O Aol ¢y fox

Signature /Date/
Charles Holloway

Manager of Environmental Assessment

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
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Impact After Mitigation

Less than Significant
Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Potentially Significant
Impact

Impact
No Impact

I AESTHETICS. Would the project:
Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

X

b.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic X
highway?

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

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

e. Create a new source of substantial shade or shadow that would
adversely affect daytime views in the area?

II.  AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would
the project:

a.  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b.  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson act
contract?

C. Involve other changes in the existing environment that, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non- X
agricultural use?

. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

X

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

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

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? X

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?
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Potentially Significant

Impact

Less than Significant

Impact After Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Impact
No Impact

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident
or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

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

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

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5?

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

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

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

VL.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
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Impact After Mitigation

Less than Significant
Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Potentially Significant
Impact

Impact
No Impact

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

X

i)  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

X

iv)  Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion, loss of topsoil, or changes in
topography or unstable soil conditions from excavation, grading, or fill?

C. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in
on-or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or X
property?

e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are X
not available for the disposal of wastewater?

VIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project:

a.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

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

X

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

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

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

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

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?
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Potentially Significant

Impact

Less than Significant

Impact After Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Impact
No Impact

VILI.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

X

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level
(e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a
level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of stream or river, in a
manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site?

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

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

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would
impede or redirect flood flows?

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

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

Physically divide an established community?

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

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

Page 2-8

Initial Study



Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project

Potentially Significant

Impact

Less than Significant

Impact After Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Impact

No Impact

MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

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

XI.

NOISE. Would the project result in:

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

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

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

XIl.

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

X1,

PUBLIC SERVICES.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
any of the public services:

i) Fire protection?

June 20, 2008
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Potentially Significant

Impact

Less than Significant

Impact After Mitigation

Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Impact

ii) Police protection?

i)  Schools?
iv)  Parks?

v)  Other public facilities?

X [ X[ X | X | No Impact

XV,

RECREATION.

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

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

XV.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume
to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

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

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?
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Impact After Mitigation

Less than Significant
Incorporated

Less Than Significant

Potentially Significant
Impact

Impact
No Impact

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded
entittements needed?

X

e. Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments?

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

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

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

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

b.  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? “Cumulatively considerable” means that
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in X
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.

C. Does the project have environmental effects that will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or X
indirectly?
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SECTION 3
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

INTRODUCTION

The following discussion addresses impacts to various environmental resources, per the Initial
Study checklist questions contained in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, as summarized
above in Section 2.0, Initial Study Checklist. It was prepared in accordance with 815070 and
815071 of the CEQA Guidelines (2008).

l. AESTHETICS
Would the project:

a)

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located on the eastern
edge of Elysian Park and is segregated from the park by a chain link fence. There
are no residential or other uses with views of the reservoir. Minimal views are
provided from the southwest corner of the reservoir property at the security gate as
seen through a chain link fence. Due to the lower relative elevation of the freeway,
no views of the reservoir are offered from the SR 110. Public views of a portion of the
reservoir are available from Grand View Point, a scenic overlook within the park
boundaries that provides views of downtown Los Angeles. The current view is of the
open reservoir in the middle ground and the buildings of downtown Los Angeles in
the background. Partial views of the reservoir are also offered along Grand View
Drive. The proposed water quality improvement project involves replacing the
reservoir with underground tanks. Following construction of the buried concrete
tanks, the project site would be developed for recreational use. The proposed project
would alter the views from the scenic overlook above the site by removing the open
reservoir from the visual environment. As such, the proposed project could create
potentially significant impacts to a scenic vista. This issue will be examined further in
the EIR.

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. Roadways that provide scenic views within and around the City of Los
Angeles are classified by the County of Los Angeles and State of California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as officially designated scenic highways or
corridors. The closest officially designated scenic highway to the proposed project is
SR 110, the Arroyo Seco Parkway, which is located approximately 0.5 miles
northeast of the project site to the east of I-5. The reservoir is not visible from the
Arroyo Seco Parkway because terrain, intervening development, and distance. There
are no locally designated scenic roads within the project vicinity. Thus, no impact
would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.
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c)

d)

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project would involve replacing the
reservoir with two underground tanks and developing the site for recreational use.
The surface of the reservoir is visible from the Grand View Point overlook, located
within Elysian Park, above the reservoir and along Grand View Drive. Removing the
reservoir would eliminate views of open water. As such, the proposed project could
potentially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings. This issue will be examined further in the EIR.

Create new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would involve replacing the
existing reservoir with underground tanks. The site would be developed for
recreational use. During the construction phase, all activities would occur during
daylight hours; no lighting would be used. During operation of the proposed project,
only minimal lighting for parking lot security at the recreation area would be provided.
This lighting would be consistent with other parking lot lighting located in Elysian
Park. All lighting would be focused onto the site and downward so as not to shed
light on adjacent areas. No residential uses are located immediately adjacent to the
proposed parking area. As such, lighting levels at the closest residences would
remain unchanged. There would be no significant sources of light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. The impact would be less than
significant, and no further study of this issue is required.

Create new source of substantial shade and shadow that would adversely
affect daytime views in the area?

No Impact. The proposed project would involve replacing the existing reservoir with
underground tanks and developing the site for recreational use. The only
aboveground structures, depending on the nature of the recreation development,
would be restroom facilities, a concession stand, and equipment storage building. As
such, there is no potential to create significant shade and shadow. No impact would
occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. See discussion in item c, below.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
No Impact. See discussion in item c, below.
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c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in the conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. There is no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland) on or in the vicinity of the proposed project site.
Therefore, there would be no potential for construction or operation of the proposed
project to convert farmland, either directly or indirectly, to non-agricultural use.
Elysian Reservoir is located within Elysian Park in central Los Angeles in an area
that is zoned [Q]OS-1XL (Open Space). The proposed project is located at an
existing urban area on a site owned by the City of Los Angeles and operated by
LADWP and used for drinking water storage. The project site not zoned for
agricultural purposes and is not used for agricultural purposes. No Williamson Act
contract applies to the site. Thus, the proposed project would not conflict with
existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. Replacing the
reservoir with underground tanks would not result in the conversion of farmland to
non-agricultural use. No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is
required.

Il AIR QUALITY
Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan (e.g.,
the SCAQMD Plan or Congestion Management Plan)?

No Impact. The project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin),
which is bounded by the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains to
the north and east, and the Pacific Ocean to the south and west. The air quality in
the Basin is managed by the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD). The Basin has a history of recorded air quality violations and is an area
where both state and federal ambient air quality standards are exceeded. Because of
the violations of the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), the
California Clean Air Act requires triennial preparation of an Air Quality Management
Plan (AQMP). The AQMP analyzes air quality on a regional level and identifies
region-wide attenuation methods to achieve the air quality standards, including:
regulations for stationary-source polluters; facilitation of new transportation
technologies, such as low-emission vehicles; and capital improvements, such as
park-and-ride facilities and public transit improvements. The most recently adopted
plan is the 2007 AQMP, adopted on June 11, 2007. This plan is the SCAQMD'’s
portion of the State Implementation Plan (SIP).

The SCAQMD accepts that southern California is growing. As such, the AQMP
accommodates population growth and transportation projections based on the
forecasts made by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG).
Projects that are consistent with employment and population forecasts are
considered by the SCAQMD to be consistent with the AQMP. The proposed project
involves replacing a reservoir with underground tanks and developing the site for
recreational use. Covering or burying the reservoir is required by the EPA to meet
water quality regulations. The storage capacity of the reservoir and the service area
would not change. The proposed project would not involve new residential or other
uses that could generate population growth. No population growth would be
generated as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, the project is consistent
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b)

with the growth expectations for the region, and it would not conflict with the AQMP.
No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Demolition of the existing reservoir and construction
of the underground tanks would generate short-term construction emissions.
Emissions would be generated from demolition, site grading, tank construction, and
worker vehicle exhaust. Construction activities would be short-term in nature and
would not add to long-term air quality degradation. However, these emissions may
exceed the SCAQMD daily emissions thresholds. Temporary construction emissions
would, therefore, be considered potentially significant and will be analyzed further in
the EIR.

Following construction of the underground tanks, no additional vehicle trips to and
from the project site would be generated in relation to the water storage function, and
the operation of the buried tanks would not require the use of pollutant-generating
equipment. However, depending on the type of recreation developed at the site,
additional vehicle trips beyond those currently generated by Elysian Park may occur.
As such, operational air quality impacts would be considered potentially significant
and will be analyzed further in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is located in the Basin, which is a
non-attainment area for ozone (O3), fine particulate matter (PM,s), and respirable
particulate matter (PMjo). Construction activities for the proposed project would
contribute to an increase in air quality emissions for which the region is non-
attainment. As such, air quality impacts from construction of the underground tanks
will be evaluated using the thresholds of significance established by the SCAQMD.
Construction activities associated with implementation of the proposed project could
result in increases in air pollutant emissions, which individually or cumulatively,
would exceed established thresholds for these criteria pollutants. The impact is
potentially significant and will be analyzed in the EIR.

Following construction of the underground tanks, no additional vehicle trips to and
from the project site beyond what currently occurs for the existing reservoir would be
generated, and the operation of the buried tanks would not require the use of
pollutant-generating equipment. However, depending on the type of recreation (i.e.,
passive or active) developed at the site, additional vehicle trips beyond those
currently generated by Elysian Park may occur. This activity could result in increases
in air pollutant emissions, which individually or cumulatively, would exceed
established thresholds for the identified criteria pollutants. The impact is potentially
significant and will be analyzed in the EIR.

Currently there are no adopted thresholds of significance or specific methodologies
established for determining impacts in CEQA documents in relation to a project’s
potential contribution to global climate change. As such, the proposed project’s
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contribution to global climate change will be addressed within the context of
cumulative impacts until further guidelines, methodologies, and thresholds of
significance are established. Therefore, this issue will be analyzed as a potentially
significant cumulative impact in the EIR.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project would be bordered by
sensitive receptors, namely park users and nearby residences. Since daily
construction emissions could exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds, the
impact is potentially significant and will be analyzed in the EIR.

Following construction of the underground tanks, no additional vehicle trips to and
from the project site beyond what currently occurs for the existing reservoir would be
generated, and the operation of the buried tanks would not require the use of
pollutant-generating equipment. However, depending on the type of recreation (i.e.,
passive or active) developed at the site, additional vehicle trips beyond those
currently generated by Elysian Park may occur. This activity could result in increases
in air pollutant emissions, which could expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations. The impact is potentially significant and will be analyzed in
the EIR.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Any odors (e.g., odors from construction vehicle
emissions) would be controlled in accordance with SCAQMD Rule 402 (Nuisance
Emissions). Other than construction vehicle operation, no activities are anticipated to
occur that would have the potential to cause odor impacts during the construction of
the proposed project. Because use of construction vehicles would be temporary and
no objectionable odors would remain after project construction, impacts would be less
than significant. During project operation, there would be no odor-generating
equipment or other activities. The impact would be less than significant, and no further
analysis of this issue is required.

V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion in item d, below.
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and

regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion in item d, below.
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c)

d)

f)

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion in item d, below.

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery/breeding sites?

Potentially Significant Impact. Based on a review of the California Native Plant
Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants and the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB), there is a the potential for some sensitive wildlife and plant species to be
located on or use portions of the project site. Several biological reconnaissance
surveys were conducted at the project site between 2005 and 2008 for the purpose
of describing the vegetation types and evaluating the potential of habitats on the
project site to support special status plant and wildlife species. No state- or federally-
listed threatened or endangered wildlife species were observed during the
reconnaissance surveys. In addition, no wildlife species of special concern were
observed. No sensitive natural community, including riparian habitat, was observed
within the project site. No federally protected or other wetland habitat (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) has been identified or is known to
exist on or in the vicinity of the proposed project site. The proposed project site is
currently fenced, which would impede the migration of large terrestrial species, but
the proposed project contains habitat that could be used by migratory bird species.
While these surveys did not indicate the potential for significant impacts to biological
resources, due to the relative age of the previous surveys and because some areas
related to project construction (e.g., lay down areas) have yet to be defined,
additional surveys and a detailed technical report will be undertaken for the project to
fully characterize the existing biological conditions and evaluate the potential impacts of
the proposed project. The technical report will be included as an appendix to the EIR,
and the results of the biological resource surveys will be summarized and incorporated
into the EIR.

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance (e.g., oak trees or California
walnut woodlands)?

Potentially Significant Impact. There are no known sensitive biological resources
on the project site. However, several areas that may contain mature trees would be
disturbed during project construction. The impacts to mature trees may represent a
potentially significant impact. This issue will be analyzed further in the EIR.

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is not part of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further
study of this issue is required.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. Elysian Reservoir was constructed in the early
1940s and is more than 45 years of age. Due to the age of the reservoir and its role
in the development of Los Angeles, it could potentially be eligible for listing as a
historic resource. This issue will be analyzed in detail in the EIR.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. A cultural resource records search for the project
was completed on November 16, 2004. According to the records search, there are
no known archeological resources within the project site. However, there are areas
with native topsoil located adjacent to the reservoir, and there are a range of
recorded historic resources in the vicinity. As such, there is the potential to uncover
buried archaeological resources during project construction. This issue will be
analyzed further in the EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact. A paleontological resources records search and
literature review was completed November 18, 2004, by a qualified paleontologist in
the Vertebrate Paleontology Division of the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County. Bedrock in the project site and surrounding area is represented by the
Monterey Formation, a marine-oriented fossiliferous rock unit of the Late Miocene
age (roughly 10 to 15 million years). Fossil locality LACM 4967, previously recorded
in Elysian Park, may be located within the boundaries of the project site. This locality
is important because it produced holotype fossil specimens (hame-bearing specimen
of a species previously unknown to science) of extinct fish and whale species from
the Monterey Formation. The area is, therefore, highly sensitive for important fossil
resources. This issue will be analyzed further in the EIR.

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

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not impact known
cemeteries, and no evidence of burials exists in the proposed project site or in
surrounding areas. Should any remains be discovered during project construction,
LADWP would be required to stop excavation or disturbance of the affected site until
satisfying the steps outlined in CEQA 815064.5(e). Compliance with existing
regulations would ensure a less than significant impact, and no further study of this
issue is required.
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

b)

)

i)

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

Less than Significant Impact. See discussion in item ii, below.

Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impact. Active faults do not cross through the proposed
project site, and active faults are not located in the immediate vicinity of the
proposed project site. The proposed project site is not located within an Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or within a Fault Rupture Study Area, as mapped
by the City of Los Angeles and the California Geological Survey. The closest
known fault to the proposed project site, the Elysian Park Fault, is located
approximately 1,500 feet to the east. Therefore, as with all of Los Angeles
County, the project area is susceptible to high-intensity ground shaking that
affects all structures in the City. Thus, the underground tanks and recreation
support structures, such as restrooms, would be constructed in accordance with
seismic requirements of the California Building Code and the standards of the
California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams for
seismic safety. Compliance with established standards would reduce risks of
structural failure or collapse to a less than significant level, and no further study
of this issue is required.

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. Liguefaction, essentially the transformation of the soil into a liquid
state, results in lateral spreading, ground settlement, sand boils, and soil falls.
Liguefaction typically occurs in areas with a high groundwater table. According to
the City of Los Angeles Safety Element, the project site is not located in a
liquefaction zone. As such, no impact would occur, and no further study of this
issue is required.

Landslides?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the City of Los Angeles Safety
Element, the project site is located in area that is subject to landslides. Any work
in hillside areas would comply with the City Hillside Grading Ordinance, and the
slopes would be stabilized as necessary to prevent landslides. Compliance with
established standards would reduce risks associated with landslides to a less
than significant level, and no further study of this issue is required.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not result in substantial
soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Construction of the proposed project would result in
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ground surface disturbance during excavation and grading that could create the
potential for erosion to occur. However, most ground disturbing activities would be
limited to the existing reservoir. Since the proposed project site is greater than one
acre, LADWP’s construction contractor must prepare and comply with a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which would include erosion control measures.
In addition, LADWP’s construction contractor must comply with the Storm Water
Construction Activities General Permit and obtain a National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit. Compliance with existing regulations would
reduce impacts due to soil erosion to a less than significant level. After construction
of the buried tanks, the project site would be stabilized and landscaped to provide a
recreation area, and no significant soil erosion or loss of topsoil is expected to occur.
No further study of this issue is required.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed above, the proposed project is located
in an area identified as having the potential for landslides. The proposed site is not
located within an area identified as having a potential for liquefaction. Lateral
spreading generally occurs where soils are susceptible to soil liquefaction. As stated
above, the underground tanks and recreation support structures, such as restrooms,
would be constructed in accordance with the requirements of the California Building
Code. Any work in hillside areas would comply with the City Hillside Grading
Ordinance, and the slopes would be stabilized as necessary to prevent landslides.
Compliance with established standards would reduce risks associated with
landslides to a less than significant level, and no further study of this issue is
required.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

No Impact. Expansive soil is defined as soil that expands to a significant degree
upon wetting and shrinks upon drying. Generally, expansive soils contain a high
percentage of clay particles. The proposed project is not located on soils that are
expansive, as described in Table 18-1B of the Uniform Building Code. No impact
would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

No Impact. The proposed project would include restroom facilities in relation to the
recreation function. However, these facilities would not use a septic system or similar
systems. No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.
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VIl.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than Significant Impact. See discussion under item b, below.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Although construction may involve the transport,
storage, use, or disposal of some hazardous materials, such as onsite
fueling/servicing of construction equipment, construction activities would be short-
term. Such transport, use, storage, and disposal would not be expected to create a
significant hazard to workers or the community. In addition, all construction activities
involving hazardous materials would be subject to federal, state, and local health and
safety requirements involving the transport, use, storage, and disposal.

As under current conditions, the underground tanks would be used for the storage of
treated water. Under unusual circumstances, if additional disinfection is required,
chemicals would be added to the tanks. Similarly, chemicals would be applied to the
tanks when they are cleaned. These water treatment operations would be subject to
federal, state, and local health and safety requirements. Operation of the proposed
recreation area may involve the use of pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers, which
would be subject to federal, state, and local health and safety requirements as
currently occurs throughout Elysian Park. No reasonably foreseeable upset or
accident conditions that could involve the release of hazardous materials into the
environment are anticipated during construction or operation of the proposed project.
The impact would be less than significant, and no further study of this issue is
required.

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

No Impact. Solana Avenue Elementary School is located approximately 0.2 miles to
the southwest of the Elysian Reservoir property. Although project construction may
involve activities such as onsite fueling and servicing of construction equipment,
construction activities would not create a significant hazard or involve hazardous
emissions. Based on site history, excavation activities are not expected to encounter
contaminated soils or soils that would be considered hazardous. Operation of the
proposed project would not involve hazardous emissions or materials. As under
current conditions, the underground tanks would be used for the storage of treated
water. Under unusual circumstances, if additional disinfection is required, chemicals
would be added to the tanks. Similarly, chemicals would be applied to the tanks
when they are cleaned. These water treatment operations would be subject to
federal, state, and local health and safety requirements. Operation of the proposed
recreation area may involve the use of pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers, which
would be subject to federal, state, and local health and safety requirements as
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currently occurs throughout Elysian Park. No impact would occur, and no further
study of this issue is required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not contained on lists compiled pursuant to
Section 65962.5 of the Government Code. The proposed project, which is the
replacement of Elysian Reservoir with underground tanks for drinking water storage
and development of the site for recreational use, would not create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment relative to hazardous materials. No impact
would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

No Impact. See discussion under item f, below.

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

No Impact. The closest public airport to the project site is Bob Hope Airport located
approximately 11 miles to the northwest in Burbank. The closest general aviation
field to the proposed project site is EI Monte Airport, located approximately 11 miles
to the west. As such, the proposed project is not located within an airport land use
plan or within 2 miles of a public airport or a private airstrip such that it would pose a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area. No impact would
occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not impair or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or a local, state, or federal
agencies emergency evacuation plan. The proposed project is the replacement of
Elysian Reservoir with underground tanks and the development of the site for
recreational use. During project construction, a portion of Grand View Drive
surrounding the project site would be closed to public traffic. Because this segment
of Grand View Drive is located entirely within Elysian Park and alternate routes within
the park would remain available, this temporary closure is not anticipated to interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan. During project operation, Grand View
Drive would again be open to access. However, construction activities related to the
installation of the new water supply conduit connecting the Riverside Trunk Line to
the Elysian buried tanks may significantly interfere with traffic on Riverside Drive, to
the northwest of the reservoir. Construction of the conduit, including the exact
alignment of the tunnel, would be closely coordinated with the realignment of
Riverside Drive at the Los Angeles River crossing, currently proposed by the City of
Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering. This tunneling
activity at Riverside Drive may interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan. As such, LADWP would coordinate with the City of Los

June 20, 2008 Page 3-11



Section 3: Environmental Impact Assessment

h)

Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering, Police Department,
and Fire Department to create alternative routes for emergency response and
emergency evacuation. The impact would be less than significant, and no further
study of this issue is required.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the City of Los Angeles General Plan
Safety Element, no Fire Hazard Districts or Fire Buffer Zones occur within the project
site. As such, construction and operation of the proposed project would not expose
any people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires. The undeveloped portion of the project site contains vegetation that could catch
fire. In accordance with the Los Angeles Public Safety Code, fire prevention
procedures during project construction would include such measures as fire safety
training of all construction workers, onsite water truck for rapid response, equipping
construction equipment with spark arresters, and stopping construction during red
flag alert conditions at the site. Following completion of the underground tanks, the
project site would be developed for recreational use. The project site would continue
to be maintained to comply with and the Los Angeles Public Safety Code to minimize
the risk of fire. Compliance with existing regulations would ensure a less than
significant impact, and no further study of this issue is required.

VIIl.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:

a)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed project
would not generate significant amounts of wastewater or significantly increase urban
runoff entering existing storm drains. The objective of the proposed project is to
improve drinking water quality in accordance with updated EPA rules regarding
surface water treatment and water disinfection and disinfection byproducts. To
convert the reservoir to buried tanks, the reservoir would be drained of all water,
which has been treated with chlorine. To achieve this, the reservoir water level would
first be drawn down by normal consumption through the drinking water distribution
system. Once the water level in the reservoir reaches an elevation of 440 feet (from
a maximum operating level of 462 feet), the remaining water would be diverted to the
storm water system located in Figueroa Street. Prior to draining the reservoir into the
storm water system, any chlorine residual in the water would be allowed to dissipate,
and the discharge would be conducted pursuant to NPDES requirements or
exemptions.

In the event that dewatering of the site is required during project construction, all
dewatering discharges would be carried out in accordance with applicable
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, including compliance with
the NPDES permit regulations.

During project operation, rain that currently falls on the reservoir surface and enters
the drinking water distribution system would fall on the ground surface above the
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buried tanks. Much of the rain water, along with any irrigation water applied to the
proposed recreation site, would percolate into the soil. Any runoff would discharge
into the existing storm water system, which collects in the Buena Vista Tunnel near
the southeast corner of the reservoir property. The Buena Vista Tunnel in turn
discharges into the Los Angeles River. The proposed project would be required to
maintain water quality from storm water runoff in accordance with NPDES
requirements. As such, construction and operation of the proposed project would not
violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Compliance with
existing regulations would ensure a less than significant impact to water quality, and
no further analysis of this issue is required.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

No Impact. The proposed project is the construction and operation of underground
tanks in place of Elysian Reservoir and development and operation of the site for
recreational use. During construction, the reservoir would be drained for a period of
approximately four to five years. However, the existing reservoir is paved with
asphaltic concrete, which does not allow percolation to the groundwater supply.
Thus, draining the reservoir would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere with groundwater recharge. Completion of the project would create more
permeable surface area than is currently located at the project site because the
asphaltic concrete reservoir would be removed and the site would be landscaped for
recreation uses.

Construction of the underground tanks would not increase the amount of water
storage located at Elysian. It would convert it from aboveground storage in the
reservoir to underground storage in concrete tanks. Thus, the proposed project
would not indirectly deplete groundwater supplies. No impact to groundwater
recharge or groundwater supply would occur, and no further study of this issue is
required.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project involves the conversion of
Elysian Reservoir from an open reservoir to underground storage tanks and
developing the site for recreational use. It would not substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the project site or the area. Rain that currently falls on the
reservoir surface and enters the drinking water distribution system would fall on the
ground surface above the buried tanks. Much of the rain water, along with any
irrigation water applied to the proposed recreation site, would percolate into the soil.
Any runoff would discharge into the existing storm water system. To maintain water
quality during project operation, the proposed project must comply with NPDES
requirements related to storm water runoff.

As discussed above, all construction activities would comply with applicable
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, including compliance with
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d)

NPDES permit regulations. Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be employed
during project construction to control any potential erosion or siltation impacts related
to construction activities. LADWP and LADRP would also comply with BMPs during
project operation to prevent erosion and siltation. Compliance with NPDES
requirements would ensure a less than significant impact, and no further study is
required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project would not substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the project site or the area. As discussed above, the proposed project
would continue to discharge storm water runoff into the existing storm drainage
system. The amount of storm water runoff during construction or operation of the
proposed project would not be expected to exceed the capacity of the existing storm
water system. To maintain the stability of the reservoir dam, the rate at which the
water would be drained would be limited to approximately 5.75 MG per day. This water
would be drained into an existing 16-inch line that connects to the storm drainage
system in Figueroa Street. The volume and rate of flow would be carefully controlled to
remain within the capacity of the Figueroa Street storm drainage system. During
project operation, rain that currently falls on the reservoir surface and enters the
drinking water distribution system would fall on the ground surface above the buried
tanks. Much of the rain water, along with any irrigation water applied to the proposed
park site, would percolate into the soil. Any runoff would discharge into the existing
storm water system, which collects in the Buena Vista Tunnel near the southeast
corner of the reservoir property. Based on the surface area of the proposed
recreation site relative to the area of the current surface drainage tributary to the
Buena Vista Tunnel, any additional runoff would not exceed the capacity of the
tunnel, which can accommodate a flow of 152 cubic feet per second (cfs) and a
volume of approximately 98.25 MG per day. No flooding would result on or off site.
No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project involves replacing Elysian
Reservoir with underground tanks and developing the site for recreational use. To
convert the reservoir to buried tanks, it would be drained of all water, which has been
treated with chlorine. To achieve this, the reservoir water level would first be drawn
down by normal consumption through the drinking water distribution system. Once
the water level in the reservoir reaches an elevation of 440 feet (from a maximum
operating level of 462 feet), the remaining water would be diverted to the storm
drainage channel in Figueroa Street via a drain at the base of the reservoir outlet
tower. Prior to draining the reservoir into the storm water system, any chlorine
residual in the water would be allowed to dissipate and the discharge would be
conducted pursuant to NPDES requirements or exemptions.

To maintain the stability of the reservoir dam, the rate at which the water would be
drained would be limited to approximately 5.75 MG per day. This volume and rate of
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flow would be carefully controlled to remain within the capacity of the Figueroa Street
storm drainage channel.

During project operation, rain that currently falls on the reservoir surface and enters
the drinking water distribution system would fall on the ground surface above the
buried tanks. Much of the rain water, along with any irrigation water applied to the
proposed park site, would percolate into the soil. Any runoff would discharge into the
existing storm water system, which collects in the Buena Vista Tunnel near the
southeast corner of the reservoir property. To maintain water quality during project
operation, the proposed project must comply with NPDES requirements for storm
water runoff. Based on the surface area of the proposed recreation site relative to the
area of the current surface drainage tributary to the Buena Vista Tunnel, any
additional runoff would not exceed the capacity of the tunnel, which can
accommodate a flow of 152 cfs and a volume of approximately 98.25 MG per day.

Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would not create or
contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm
water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff.
The impact would be less than significant, and no further study of this issue is
required.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less than Significant Impact. Potential short-term erosion effects could occur
during construction activities that could affect water quality with runoff. However, as
discussed above, all construction activities would comply with applicable
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, including compliance with
NPDES permit regulations. BMPs would be employed during project construction to
control any potential erosion or siltation impacts related to construction activities.
After construction, storm water runoff would be collected and discharged into the
existing storm water channel. LADWP and LADRP would also comply with BMPs
during project operation to prevent erosion and siltation. Compliance with NPDES
requirements would ensure a less than significant impact, and no further study of this
issue is required.

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

No Impact. See discussion in item h, below.

h) Place within a 100-year flood area structures to impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on the federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map. No impact would occur, and no further
study of this issue is required.
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i)

)

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

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located in an area susceptible to
inundation from failure of upstream dams as none are located in the project vicinity.
The proposed project would remove an open reservoir, replace it with underground
tanks, and remove the existing dam from service, thereby reducing the potential for
inundation of downstream areas. As such, the construction and operation of the
proposed project would not increase the risk from flood or inundation. No impact
would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The proposed project is not subject to tsunami-related inundation as it is
not located within the range of a tsunami hazard zone. The project site is subject to
seiche from the reservoir. However, replacement of the open reservoir with
underground tanks would reduce the risk of seiche at the proposed project site. The
project does not involve alteration of the hillsides surrounding the reservoir basin and
as such would not increase the risk of hazard associated with mudflows. Therefore,
no impacts from inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow would occur. No further
study of this issue is required.

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located on the
southeast edge of Elysian Park. The site is currently used and has historically been
used as a reservoir. Removal of the existing reservoir to replace it with underground
storage tanks and developing the site for recreational use would not divide an
established community. The proposed project would not create a physical barrier.
Project implementation would increase the amount of recreation area at Elysian
Park.

Construction of the proposed project would require the temporary closure of a portion
of Grand View Drive surrounding the project site to public traffic. Because this
segment of Grand View Drive is located entirely within Elysian Park and alternate
routes within the park would remain available, the temporary closure would not divide
an established community. During project operation, Grand View Drive would again
be open to access. Similarly, construction activities related to the installation of the
new water supply conduit connecting the Riverside Trunk Line to the Elysian buried
tanks may require the temporary closure of a portion or all of Riverside Drive, to the
northwest of the reservoir. The closure would be temporary and alternative routes
would be provided during construction activity to allow access to and within the
adjacent community. Construction of the conduit, including the exact alignment of the
tunnel, would be closely coordinated with the realignment of Riverside Drive at the
Los Angeles River crossing, currently proposed by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering. During operation, Riverside
Drive would return to normal operation. Thus, temporary road closures would not
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physically divide an established community. The impact would be less than
significant, and no further study of this issue is required.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is designated as Open
Space in the City of Los Angeles General Plan. The proposed project site is located
within the Silver Lake-Echo Park-Elysian Valley Community Plan area. The zoning
designation for the Elysian Reservoir is [Q]OS-1XL (Open Space). The City of Los
Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.04.05 states that the purpose of the Open Space
(OS) zone is to provide regulation for publicly owned land in order to implement the
City’'s adopted General Plan. No building, structure, or land shall be used and no
building or structure shall be erected, moved onto the site, enlarged or maintained,
except as specified. The primary purpose of this zone is to protect and preserve
natural resources and natural features of the environment; to provide outdoor
recreation opportunities and advance the public health and welfare; to enhance
environmental quality; to encourage the management of public lands in a manner
which protects environmental characteristics; and to encourage the maintenance of
open space uses on all publicly owned park and recreation land, and open space
public land which is essentially unimproved. Uncovered public water supply
reservoirs and accessory uses which are incidental to the operation and continued
maintenance of such reservoirs are permitted within the OS zone. The proposed
project would bury the existing open reservoir and provide new recreational space as
part of Elysian Park. Operation of the proposed project site as a recreation area may
require construction of accessory structures, such as restroom facilities, a
concession stand, and equipment storage building. Such facilities are conditionally
permitted accessory structures within the OS zone, under the provisions of a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Thus, the proposed project would not conflict with an
applicable land use plan upon obtaining a CUP. The impact would be less than
significant, and no further study of this issue is required.

Construction of the proposed project may require removal of mature trees that are
protected under the City of Los Angeles Tree Protection Ordinance. This impact is
described in Section 1V(e) and will be analyzed further as part of the EIR.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

No Impact. The proposed project would not conflict with any habitat conservation
plan. The site is not within a habitat conservation community or a natural community
conservation area. No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is
required.
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. See discussion in item b, below.

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

No Impact. The proposed project would not result in the loss of a locally important
mineral resource. The project site is not located on significant mineral or energy
deposits. The proposed project site is located in an area where urban development
has already occurred and the surrounding recreation and residential uses would
likely preclude mining in the area. Locally important mineral resources are not
located on or near the site. No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue
is required.

XI. NOISE

Would the project result in:

a)

b)

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Noise from construction activities would include
noise from heavy equipment, pavement removal, excavation and grading, tunneling,
and tank installation. Construction of the proposed project is expected to last
approximately four to five years. Construction activities would generally occur within
delineated work areas Monday through Friday between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. and
Saturday between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. However, project construction could
potentially expose nearby sensitive receptors (including Elysian Park and residential
uses) to noise levels above established standards. Further analysis of construction
noise impacts will be included in the EIR.

During project operation, there would be no additional noise-generating pieces of
equipment or personnel at the project site in relation to the water storage functions.
The proposed recreation uses would be generally compatible with the setting within
Elysian Park. As such, no impacts would occur, and no further study of operational
noise would be required.

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project may result in excessive
exposure of persons to or generation of groundborne vibration or noise levels.
Excavation and grading activities could result in minor amounts of groundborne
vibration for limited durations. Typical construction equipment, such as bulldozers,
loaded trucks, and jackhammers would generate certain levels of groundborne
vibration. Thus, nearby sensitive receptors may be subjected to vibration attributable
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to construction activities in excess of applicable standards. This impact is potentially
significant and will be analyzed in the EIR.

During project operation, there would be no additional heavy equipment, truck traffic,
or other activities at the project site that could create vibration impacts. No impact
would occur during project operation, and no further study of this issue is required.

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impact. As described above, noise from construction
activities would include noise from heavy equipment, pavement removal, excavation,
and grading. Construction activities could generate substantial increases in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity through the duration of construction, but these will
be temporary in nature and occur only during the construction period.

During project operation, there would be no additional noise-generating pieces of
equipment or personnel at the project site in relation to the water storage functions.
Depending on the actual program established for the recreation area, recreation
activities may create an increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project. However, these recreation uses would be
generally compatible with the setting within Elysian Park. As such, no impacts would
occur, and no further study of operational noise is required.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above, noise impacts associated with
project construction could potentially result in temporary or periodic increases in
daytime noise levels. This issue is potentially significant and will be analyzed in the
EIR.

During project operation, there would be no additional noise-generating pieces of
equipment or personnel at the project site in relation to the water storage functions.
As discussed above, depending on the actual program established for the recreation
area, recreation activities may create an increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project. However, these recreation
uses would be generally compatible with the setting within Elysian Park. As such, no
impacts would occur, and no further study of operational noise would be required.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

No Impact. See discussion in item f, below.
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or
within 2 miles of an airport. The closest public airport to the project site is Bob Hope
Airport located approximately 11 miles to the northwest in Burbank. The closest
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general aviation field to the proposed project site is the ElI Monte Airport, located
approximately 11 miles to the west. As such, the proposed project would not expose
people residing or working the project area to excessive noise levels associated with
airport uses. No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

Xll.  POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:

a)

b)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

No Impact. The proposed project involves the replacement of Elysian Reservoir with
underground tanks in order to meet water quality standards. The proposed project is
intended to ensure the reliability and safety of the existing water supply. The project
does not involve increasing the amount of water that can be stored on site such that
additional water supply would be available. As such, the project would not induce
substantial population growth in the area, either directly or indirectly. No impact
would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. See discussion in item c, below.

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed project would occur within
and adjacent to the LADWP Elysian Reservoir property. There is no existing housing
within the reservoir property or on adjacent areas within Elysian Park, and the project
does not require the removal of housing. Therefore, construction and operation of the
proposed project would not impact the number or availability of existing housing in
the area and would not necessitate the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere. No impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

Xlll.  PUBLIC SERVICES

a)

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public
services:

i) Fire protection?

No Impact. See discussion in item ii, below.

ii) Police protection?

No Impact. The proposed project is the replacement of Elysian Reservoir with
underground tanks and development of the site for recreational use. Fire service
to the project site is provided by the City of Los Angeles Fire Department. Police
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protection services are provided by the City of Los Angeles Police Department. In
addition, LADWP currently has security staff stationed on site at all times.
Operation of the proposed project would not require additional fire or police
protection. As such, no new or expansion of existing fire or police protection
facilities would be required, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts. No further study of this issue is required.

iil) Schools?

No Impact. See discussion in item v, below.

iv) Parks?

No Impact. See discussion in item v, below.

v) Other public facilities?

No Impact. The primary objective of the proposed project is to ensure the safety
and reliability of the drinking water supply in accordance with updated EPA rules
regarding surface water treatment and water disinfection and disinfection
byproducts. No population increase in the project area would result from
construction and operation of underground tanks. No new housing or businesses
would be constructed as part of the project to induce population growth. The
proposed project would have the beneficial impact of increasing the amount of
recreation space available in Elysian Park. No substantial adverse physical
impact to local schools, parks, or other public facilities would occur, and no
further study of this issue is required.

XIV. RECREATION
Would the project:

a)

b)

Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

No Impact. The proposed project is the replacement of Elysian Reservoir with
underground tanks and development of the site for recreational use. The proposed
project would have the beneficial impact of increasing the amount of recreation
space available in Elysian Park. It would not increase the use of existing park areas
or other recreation facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of Elysian
Park or other nearby parks would occur or be accelerated. No impact would occur,
and no further study of this issue is required

Include recreational facilities or require construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project is the replacement of Elysian
Reservoir with underground tanks and development of the site for recreational use.
Construction and operation of the recreation area could result in impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, noise, and traffic,
which are addressed in their respective sections of this document and will be further
analyzed in the Draft EIR.
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XV.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

Potentially Significant Impact. See discussion in item b, below.

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

Potentially Significant Impact. Based on the trips generated by construction
activities, including the delivery of materials and supplies to the reservoir site, hauling
of excavated material to and from the site, and worker commutes, the proposed
project could result in increased traffic that could be substantial in relation to existing
traffic load and street capacity and could, individually or cumulatively, exceed
established level of service standards for roads in the vicinity. Construction is
anticipated to take four to five years to complete. In addition, construction activities
related to the installation of the new water supply conduit connecting the Riverside
Trunk Line to the Elysian buried tanks may significantly interfere with traffic on
Riverside Drive, to the northwest of the reservoir. Construction of the conduit,
including the exact alignment of the tunnel, would be closely coordinated with the
realignment of Riverside Drive at the Los Angeles River crossing, currently proposed
by the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering.
Impacts to traffic from project construction are potentially significant and will be
analyzed in the EIR.

Following construction of the buried tanks, no additional vehicle trips to and from the
project site in relation to the water storage function would be generated beyond what
currently occurs for the existing reservoir. Depending on the actual program
established for the recreation area (i.e., passive or active), significant additional
traffic may be generated in association with the public recreation use of the site.
Impacts to traffic from project operation are potentially significant and will be
analyzed in the EIR.

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed project would not generate
air traffic. The project would not include any high-rise structures that could act as a
hazard to aircraft navigation. No impact would occur, and no further study of this
issue is required.

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

No Impact. Because no new roads or changes to existing roads would result from
the proposed project, no design features (i.e., sharp curves or dangerous
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intersections) or incompatible uses would occur. No impact would occur, and no
further study of this issue is required.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is the replacement of Elysian
Reservoir with underground tanks and the development of the site for recreational
use. During project construction, a portion of Grand View Drive surrounding the
project site would be closed to public traffic. Because this segment of Grand View
Drive is located entirely within Elysian Park and alternate routes within the park
would remain available, this temporary closure is not anticipated to result in
inadequate emergency access. During project operations, Grand View Drive would
again be open to access. Similarly, construction activities related to the installation of
the new water supply conduit connecting the Riverside Trunk Line to the Elysian
buried tanks may significantly interfere with traffic on Riverside Drive, to the
northwest of the reservoir. Construction of the conduit, including the exact alignment
of the tunnel, would be closely coordinated with the realignment of Riverside Drive at
the Los Angeles River crossing, currently proposed by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering. This tunneling activity at
Riverside Drive may temporarily interfere with emergency access. As such, LADWP
would coordinate with the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau
of Engineering, Police Department, and Fire Department to create alternative routes
for emergency response vehicles. When construction is complete and the site is
opened for public use, adequate emergency access would be provided in
accordance with Fire Department requirements. The impact would be less than
significant, and no further study of this issue is required.

f) Resultin inadequate parking capacity?

Potentially Significant Impact. All construction equipment and worker vehicle
parking would be located within either the Elysian Reservoir property proper or in an
area within Elysian Park along Grand View Drive (to the west of the reservoir) that
would be temporarily used for staging during project construction. No construction
related parking would occur on public streets. The proposed closure of Grand View
Drive during construction would eliminate access to approximately 10 public parking
spaces. There are no active recreation facilities in the vicinity of this unpaved parking
area, but it provides parking for an adjacent informal picnic/open recreation area and
hiking trail access. However, in the context of the total humber of parking spaces
available within Elysian Park, the temporarily removal of approximately 10 parking
spaces would not result in a significant short-term impact. The construction impact
would be less than significant.

Recreational parking within the reservoir property boundaries would be designed to
accommodate the expected number of recreational users. However, a parking supply
analysis will be conducted as part of the traffic study that will be prepared for the
proposed project. This issue will be analyzed further in the EIR.

g) Would the project conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

No Impact. The proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies supporting
alternative transportation. Construction activity and staging would occur primarily
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within the Elysian Reservoir property or portions of Elysian Park temporarily closed
to public access during project construction. Construction activities related to the
installation of the new water supply conduit connecting the Riverside Trunk Line to
the Elysian buried tanks would occur on a small segment of Riverside Drive, to the
northwest of the reservoir. None of these construction activities would require the
removal or relocation of alternative transportation facilities (i.e., bus stops and bike
lanes). Post-construction operations of the water storage facilities and the recreation
area within the Elysian Reservoir property boundaries would not impact alternative
transportation facilities. No further study of this issue is required.

XVI.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:

a)

b)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board?

No Impact. The proposed project would not result in changes to facilities or
operations at existing wastewater treatment facilities. The primary objective of the
proposed project is to ensure the safety and reliability of the drinking water supply in
accordance with updated EPA rules regarding surface water treatment and water
disinfection and disinfection byproducts. Consequently, no modification to a
wastewater treatment facility’'s current wastewater discharges would occur. No
impact to wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed project
would generate only minor amounts of wastewater. The proposed project involves
replacing Elysian Reservoir with underground tanks and developing the site for
recreational use. Restroom facilities would be constructed at the site. However, the
relatively small volume of wastewater generated at these facilities would not require
the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities. The impact would be less than significant, and no further study of
this issue is required.

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

No Impact. The proposed project involves replacing Elysian Reservoir with
underground tanks and developing the site for recreational use. To convert the
reservoir to buried tanks, it would be drained of all water. To achieve this, the
reservoir water level would first be drawn down by normal consumption through the
drinking water distribution system. Once the water level in the reservoir reaches an
elevation of 440 feet (from a maximum operating level of 462 feet), the remaining
water would be diverted to the storm water channel in Figueroa Street via a drain at
the base of the reservoir outlet tower. To maintain the stability of the reservoir dam,
the rate at which the water would be drained would be limited to approximately 5.75
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MG per day. This volume and rate of flow would be carefully controlled to remain
within the capacity of the storm drainage system.

During project operation, rain that currently falls on the reservoir surface and enters
the drinking water distribution system would fall on the ground surface above the
buried tanks. Much of the rain water, along with any irrigation water applied to the
proposed park site, would percolate into the soil. Any runoff would discharge into the
existing storm water system, which collects in the Buena Vista Tunnel near the
southeast corner of the reservoir property. Based on the surface area of the
proposed recreation site relative to the area of the current surface drainage tributary
to the Buena Vista Tunnel, any additional runoff would not exceed the capacity of the
tunnel, which can accommodate a flow of 152 cfs and a volume of approximately
98.25 MG per day. As such, construction and operation of the project would not
require the construction of new storm drainage facilities. No impact would occur, and
no further analysis of this issue is required.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project includes the replacement of
Elysian Reservoir with underground tanks and the development of the site for
recreational use. The underground tanks would have the same storage capacity as
the existing reservoir. During project construction, the reservoir would be out of
service for approximately four to five years. Potable water would be supplied to the
Elysian Reservoir service area through a bypass line. LADWP would supplement its
water supply with additional purchased water during the construction period to
ensure that there would be adequate supply to meet peak demand. No shortage of
water supply would be expected.

During operation, the proposed project would require increased water supply for the
wildlife pond, irrigation of the recreation area, and operation of the restroom facilities.
This water would be supplied from a 6-inch main Park Row Street. According to
LADWP, the increase in water demand would be minimal in relation to the total
available supply. The impact would be less than significant, and no further study of
this issue is required.

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

No Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed project would generate only
minor amounts of wastewater. The proposed project involves replacing Elysian
Reservoir with underground tanks and developing the site for recreational use.
Restroom facilities would be constructed at the site. However, the relatively small
volume of wastewater generated at these facilities would not result in a determination
by the wastewater treatment provider that it lacked adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments. No
impact would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.
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f)

9)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction debris would be recycled or
transported to a landfill site and disposed appropriately. In accordance with AB 939,
LADWP’s construction contractor would work to ensure that source reduction
techniques and recycling measures are incorporated into project construction and
operation. The amount of debris generated during project construction is not expected
to significantly impact landfill capacities. Operation of the proposed project would not
result in an increase in personnel at the project site in relation to the water storage
functions. The site would be used for recreation, which would generate relatively small
additional quantities of waste that would not significantly impact landfill capacities. The
impact would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this issue is required.

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

No Impact. During construction and operation of the proposed project, LADWP
would comply with all City and state solid waste diversion, reduction, and recycling
mandates, including compliance with the County-wide Integrated Waste
Management Plan (IWMP) and the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code. No impact
would occur, and no further study of this issue is required.

XVIl.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

b)

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially 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?

Potentially Significant Impact. The analysis conducted in this Initial Study results in
a determination that the proposed project could potentially degrade the quality of the
environment by reducing the habitat of wildlife species, or eliminating a plant or
animal community or important examples of a major period of California history, as
discussed in Sections IV and V, above. The impact is potentially significant, and
further analysis of this issue will be included in the EIR.

Does the project have environmental effects that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are significant 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 Impact. As discussed Section Il (b, ¢, and d), the proposed
project could contribute to cumulative air quality impacts with a region that is non-
attainment for O3, PMyo, and PM,s. Cumulative noise and traffic impacts could also
occur during project construction. The impact is potentially significant. These issues
will be discussed further in the EIR.
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c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in the respective issue areas, project
construction could have adverse effects on human beings related to aesthetics, air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, noise, and traffic. These issues will
be discussed further in the EIR.
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SECTION 4
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ACRONYMS

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan

Basin South Coast Air Basin

BMPs Best Management Practices

CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards

CDFG California Department of Fish and Game
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CNDDB California Natural Diversity Database

CNPS California Native Plant Society

CupP Conditional Use Permit

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
GHG greenhouse gases

I-5 Interstate 5, Golden State Freeway

IWMP Integrated Waste Management Plan

LAAFP Los Angeles Aqueduct Filtration Plant

LADRP Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks
LADWP Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act

MG million gallon

MWD Metropolitan Water District

NOP Notice of Preparation

NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
O3 ozone

PMyq respirable particulate matter

PM, 5 fine particulate matter

SCAG Southern California Association of Governments
SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District
SIP State Implementation Plan

SR 110 State Route 110, Pasadena Freeway

SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
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June 20, 2008

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project
SCH# 2008061109

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP} for the Elysian Reservoir Water Quality
Improvement Project draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit theii comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the

environmental review process.

Please direct your comments {o:

Sarah Easley Perez

City of Los Angeles

Departmient of Water and Power
111 North Hope Street, Rm 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90012

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in al] correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please cali the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse:

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street 7.0, Box 3044  Sacramento, California 95812-3044
{916) 445-0613  FAX {916} 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2008061109
Project Title  Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project
Lead Agency Los Angeles, City of
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description  To help ensure the quality, refiability, and stability of the City of Los Angeles drinking water suppiy,

including compliance with updated US EPA water quality standards, LADWE proposes to replace the
uncovered Elysian Reservoir with two concrete tanks, which would be sited within the existing reservoir
and buried. These tanks would provide an equal amount of potable water storage (55 million galions
[MG]) as is available in the existing reservoir, The area atop the tanks would be developed for
recreation uses. A shallow wildiife pond no less than 0.5 acre would also be created at the northern
end of the project site, but not atop the tanks. After completion of project construction, the site woulld
be developed according to a program established by the Los Angeles Department of Recreation and
parks and opened to the public as part of Elysian Park.

Lead Agency Contact

Name Sarah Easley Perez
Agency City of Los Angeles
Phone 213-367-1276 Fax
email
Address Depariment of Water and Power
111 North Hope Street, Rm 1044
City Los Angeles State CA  Zip 90012
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Los Angeles, City of
Region
Cross Streefs  Grand View Drtive and Park Row Drive
Lat/Long 34°4'41.2"N/-118° 13'40.5"W
Parcel No. 5415004601
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

5R-110, 15

Los Angeles River

Solano Elementary School

Present Land Use: reservoir

Zoning: [QJOS-1XL {open Space); General Plan Designation: Open Space

Project Issues

Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic: Biological Resources;
Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic, Minerals,
Noise; Public Services; Population/Housing Balance; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Seplic
System; Sewer Capacity; Soil Erosion/Gompaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous;
Traffic/Circulation: Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Landuse

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Department of Boating and Waterways; Department of Parks and Recreation;
Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5: Department of Health
Services; Native American Heritage Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; State
Water Resources Control Board, Division of Loans and Grants; State Water Resources Control Board,
Division of Water Rights; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Waler Quality Control
Board, Region 4

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Date Received (06/20/2008 Start of Review 06/20/2008 End of Review 07/21/2008

Note: Branks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA--BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOGLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, OFFICE OF PUBLIC
TRANSPORTATION AND REGIONAL PLANNING
IGR/CEQA BRANCH

100 SOUTH MAIN STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 20012

PHONE (213) 897-6696

FAX  (213)897-1337 Flex your power!
Be energy efficient!
June 30, 2008
IGR/CEQA NOP CS8/080640
City of Los Angeles

Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement
Vic, LA-5-21.9, LA-110-24.7, SCH# 2008061109
Ms. Sarah Easley
City of Los Angeles -
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (DWP)
111 North Hope Street, Room 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Easley:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation {Caltrans) in the environmental
review process for the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement
Project. DWP proposes to replace the uncovered Elysian Reservoir with two concrete tanks.
Construction is expected to take approximately 4 years to complete and is anticipated to involve
approximately 28,000 truck trips. Based on the information received, we have the following comments:

A construction management related traffic study would be needed to evaluate truck traffic on the State
transportation system. The traffic study should include, but not be limited to:

. Trip generation, trip distribution, and trip assignment.

. Traffic volumes and level-of-service calculations will be needed for major intersections and for
affected freeway on/off-ramps. The traffic analysis will need to include existing, project,
cumulative, and project plus cumulative traffic analysis. HCM 2000 analysis should be used for
level-of-service analysis and HCM methodology shouid be used for operational analysis on State
highways. Passenger Car equivalence will need to be used for heavy-duty trucks.

Local freeways in the vicinity of the project are heavily congested during peak commute periods. Any
identified traffic mitigation measures will need to be fully discussed.

The identification of haul trips using State highways will need to be included in the traffic study.
We recommend that construction related truck trips on State Highways be limited to off-peak commute
periods. Daily truck trips to and from the construction site should avoid platooning of vehicles on

mainline freeways or at freeway ramps.

Transport of over-size or over-weight vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans Transportation
Permit.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



Ms. Sarah Easley
June 30, 2008
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If you have any questions, you may reach me at (213) 897-6696 and please refer to our record number
080640/CS.

Sincereiy,

ELMER ALVAREZ
IGR/CEQA Program Manager
Office of Regional Planning

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



State of California - The Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

i DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
| http://www.dfg.ca.gov
J South Coast Region
¥ 4949 Viewridge Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123
(858) 467-4201

July 15, 2008

Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
Department of Water and Power
City of Los Angeles

111 N. Hope Street, Rm. 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Notice of Preparation of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement Project
SCH # 2008061109, Los Angeles County

Dear Ms. Perez:

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the above-referenced Notice
of Preparation (NOP), for a Draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR) relative to impacts to
biological resources. The proposed project consists of replacing the uncovered 6.0 —acre
Elysian Reservoir with two concrete tanks, which would be sited within the existing reservoir and
buried. The tanks would provide potable water in the same volume that currently exists in the
reservoir. The area on top of the tanks would be developed for recreational uses, and a 0.5-
acre wildlife pond would be created at the northern end of the project site.

To enable Department staff to adequately review and comment on the proposed project we
recommend the following information, where applicable, be included in the Draft Environmental
Impact Report: :

1. A complete, recent assessment of flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project
area, with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, and locally
unique species and sensitive habitats (Attachment 1). This should include a complete
floral and faunal species compendium of the entire project site, undertaken at the
appropriate time of year.

a. A thorough recent assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities, following
the Department's Guidelines for Assessing Impacts to Rare Plants and Rare Natural
Communities.

b. A complete, recent assessment of sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and amphibian
species. Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be addressed.
Recent, focused, species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year
and time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are
required. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in



Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
July 15, 2008

Page 2

consultation with the Department and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

. Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should include all those

which meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definition (see CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15380).

. The Department's Wildlife Habitat Data Analysis Branch in Sacramento should be

contacted at (916) 322-2493 to obtain current information on any previously reported
sensitive species and habitats, including Significant Naturat Areas identified under
Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. Aiso, any Significant Ecological Areas
(SEAs) or Environmentally Sensitive Habitats (ESHs) or any areas that are considered
sensitive by the local jurisdiction that are located in or adjacent to the proiect area
must be addressed.

A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely
affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts. This
discussion should focus on maximizing avoidance, and minimizing impacts.

a.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the regional setting is
critical to an assessment of environmental impacts and that special emphasis should
be placed on resources that are rare or unique fo the region.

Project impacts should also be analyzed relative to their effects on off-site habitats
and populations. Specifically, this should include nearby public lands, open space,
adjacent natural habitats, and riparian ecosystems. Impacts to and maintenance of
wildlife corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitat in adjacent
areas are of concern to the Department and should be fully evaluated and provided.
The analysis should also include a discussion of the potential for impacts resulting
from such effects as increased vehicle traffic, outdoor artificial lighting, noise and
vibration.

A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15130. Generat and specific plans, as well as past, present, and
anticipated future projects, should be analyzed refative to their impacts on similar
plant communities and wildlife habitats.

impacts to migratory wildlife affected by the project should be fully evaluated
including proposals to removal/disturb native and ornamental landscaping and other
nesting habitat for native birds. Impact evaluation may also include such elements
as migratory butterfly roost sites and neo-tropical bird and waterfowl stop-over and
staging sites. All migratory nongame native bird species are protected by
international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (50
C.F.R. Section 10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513 of the California Fish and
Game Code prohibit take of birds and their active nests, including raptors and other
migratory nongame birds as listed under the MBTA.

impacts to all habitats from City or County required Fuel Modification Zones (FMZ).
Areas slated as mitigation for loss of habitat shall not occur within the FMZ.

Proposed project activities (including disturbances to vegetation) should take place
outside of the breeding bird season (February 1- September 1) to avoid take
(including disturbances which would cause abandonment of active nests containing
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eggs and/or young). If project activities cannot avoid the breeding bird season, nest
surveys should be conducted and acfive nests should be avoided and provided with a
minimum buffer as determined by a biological monitor (the Department recommends
a minimum 500-foot buffer for ali active raptor nests).

A range of alternatives should be analyzed to ensure that alternatives to the proposed
project are fully considered and evaluated. A range of alternatives which avoid or
otherwise minimize impacts fo sensitive biological resources including wetlands/riparian
habitats, alluvial scrub, coastal sage scrub, Joshua tree woodlands, etc. should be
included. Specific alternative locations should also be evaluated in areas with lower
resource sensitivity where appropriate.

a. Mitigation measures for project impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats
should emphasize evaluation and selection of alternatives which avoid or otherwise
minimize project impacts. Compensation for unavoidable impacts through acquisition
and protection of high quality habitat elsewhere should be addressed with offsite
mitigation locations clearly identified.

b. The Department considers Rare Natural Communities as threatened habitats having
both regional and local significance. Thus, these communities should be fully
avoided and otherwise protected from project-related impacts (Attachment 2).

c. The Department generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species.
Department studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and
largely unsuccessful.

A California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit must be obiained, if the project has
the potential to result in “take” of species of plants or animals listed under CESA, either
during construction or over the life of the project. CESA Permits are issued to conserve,
protect, enhance, and restore State-listed threatened or endangered species and their
habitats. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification to the proposed
project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a CESA Permit.
Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, require that the
Department issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance of a CESA permit uniess
the project CEQA document addresses all project impacts to listed species and specifies
a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the requirements of a CESA
permit. For these reasons, the following information is requested:

a. Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of sufficient detail
and resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA Permit.

b. A Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan are required for
plants listed as rare under the Native Plant Protection Act.

The Department opposes the elimination of watercourses (including concrete channels)
and/or the canalization of natural and manmade drainages or conversion to subsurface
drains. All wetlands and watercourses, whether intermittent, ephemeral, or perennial,
must be retained and provided with substantial setbacks which preserve the riparian and
aquatic habitat values and maintain their value to on-site and off-site wildlife populations.
The Department recommends a minimum natural buffer of 100 feet from the outside
edge of the riparian zone on each side of a drainage.
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a. The Department requires a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA), pursuant to
Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code, with the applicant prior to any
direct or indirect impact to a lake or stream bed, bank or channel or associated
riparian resources. The Department's issuance of a SAA may be a project that is
subject to CEQA. To facilitate our issuance of the Agreement when CEQA applies,
the Department as a responsible agency under CEQA may consider the local
jurisdiction’s (Lead Agency) document for the project. To minimize additional
requirements by the Department under CEQA the document should fully identify the
potential impacts to the lake, stream or riparian resources and provide adequate
avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting commitments for issuance of the
Agreement. Early consultation is recommended, since modification of the proposed
project may be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment. Questions regarding this letter and
further coordination on these issues should be directed to Ms. Kelly Schmoker, Staff
Environmental Scientist, at (626) 335-4369.

Sincerely,

Kbty Oleles

Terri Dickerson
Senior Environmental Scientist

cc:  Ms. Helen Birss, Los Alamitos
Ms. Terri Dickerson, Laguna Niguel
Ms. Kelly Schmoker, Glendora
Mr. Scott Harris, Pasadena
HabCon-Chron
Department of Fish and Game

State Clearinghouse, Sacramento



Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposed Projects on Rare, Threatened, and

Endangered Plants and Natural Commumities
State of California
THE RESOURCES AGENCY
Department of Fish and Game
December 9, 1983
Revised May 8, 2000

The following recommendations are intended to help those who prepare and review
environmental documents determine when a botanical survey is needed, who should be
considered qualified to conduct such surveys, hew field surveys should be conducted,
and what information should be contained in the survey report. The Department may
recommend that lead agencies not accept the results of surveys that are not conducted
according to these guidelines.

1. Botanical surveys are conducted in order to determine the environmental effects of proposed projects on all
rare, threatened, and endangered plants and plant communities. Rare, threatened, and endangered plants are not
necessarily limited to those species which have been "listed" by state and federal agencies but should include any
species that, based on all available data, can be shown to be rare, threatened, and/or endangered under the
following definitions:

A species, subspecies, or variety of plant is "endangered” when the prospects of its survival and reproduction are
in immediate jeopardy from one or more causes, including loss of habitat, change in habitat, over-exploitation,
predation, competition, or disease. A plant is “threatened” when it is likely to become endangered in the
foreseeable future in the absence of protection measures. A plant is "rare" when, although not presently
threatened with extinction, the species, subspecies, or variety is found in such smwall pumbers throughout its range
that it may be endangered if its environment worsens.

Rare natural communities are those communities that are of highly limited distribution. These communities may
or may not contain rare, threatened, or endangered species. The most current version of the California Natural
Diversity Database's List of California Terrestrial Natural Communities may be used as a guide to the names and
status of communities.

2. It is appropriate to conduct a botanical field survey to determine if, or to the extent that, rare, threatened, or
endangered plants will be affected by a proposed project when:

a. Natural vegetation occurs on the site, it is unknown if rare, threatened, or endangered plants or habitats occur
on the site, and the project has the potential for direct or indirect effects on vegetation; or

b. Rare plants have historically been identified on the project site, but adequate information for impact
assessment is lacking.

3. Botanical consultants should possess the following qualifications:

a. Experience conducting floristic field surveys;

b. Knowledge of plant taxonomy and plant community ecology;

¢. Familiarity with the plants of the area, including rare, threatened, and endangered species;

d. Familiarity with the appropriate state and federal statutes related to plants and plant collecting; and,
e. Experience with analyzing impacts of development on native plant species and communities.

4, Field surveys should be conducted in a manner that will locate any rare, threatened, or endangered species that
may be present. Specifically, rare, threatened, or endangered plant surveys should be:

a. Conducted in the field at the proper time of year when rare, threatened, or endangered species are both evident
and identifiable. Usually, this is when the plants are flowering.

When rare, threatened, or endangered plants are known to occur in the type(s) of habitat present in the project

vii



area, nearby accessible occurrences of the plants (reference sites) should be observed to determine that the
species are identifiabie at the time of the survey.

. Floristic in nature. A floristic survey requires that every plant observed be identified to the extent necessary
to determine its rarity and listing status. In addition, a sufficient number of visits spaced throughout the growing
season are necessary to accurately determine what plants exist on the site. In order to properly characterize the
site and document the completeness of the survey, a complete list of plants observed on the site should be
included in every botanical survey report.

c. Conducted in a manner that is consistent with conservation ethics. Collections (voucher specimens) of rare,
threatened, or endangered species, or suspected rare, threatened, or endangered species should be made only
when such actions would not jeopardize the continued existence of the population and in accordance with
applicable state and federal permit requirements. A collecting permit from the Habitat Conservation Planning
Branch of DFG is required for collection of state-listed plant species. Voucher specimens should be deposited at
recognized public herbaria for future reference. Photography should be used to document plant identification and
habitat whenever possible, but especially when the population cannot withstand collection of voucher specimens.

d. Conducted using systematic field techniques in all habitats of the site to ensure a thorough coverage of
potential impact areas.

e. Well documented. When a rare, threatened, or endangered plant (or rare plant community) is located, a
California Native Species (or Community) Field Survey Form or equivalent written form, accompanied by a copy
of the appropriate portion of a 7.5 minute topographic map with the occurrence mapped, should be completed
and submitted to the Natural Diversity Database. Locations may be best documented using global positioning
systems (GPS) and presented in map and digital forms as these tools become more accessible.

5. Reports of botanical field surveys should be included in or with environmental assessments, negative
declarations and mitigated negative declarations, Timber Harvesting Plans (THPs), EIR's, and EIS's, and should
contain the following information:
a. Project description, including a detailed map of the project location and study area.
b. A written description of biological setting referencing the community nomenclature used and a
vegetation map.
¢. Detailed description of survey methodology.
d. Dates of field surveys and total person-hours spent on field surveys.
e. Results of field survey including detailed maps and specific location data for each plant population found.
Tnvestigators are encouraged to provide GPS data and maps documenting population boundaries.
f. An assessment of potential impacts. This should include a map showing the distribution of plants in
relation to proposed activities.
g. Discussion of the significance of rare, threatened, or endangered plant populations in the project area
considering nearby populations and total species distribution.
h. Recommended measures to avoid impacts.
i. A list of all plants observed on the project area. Plants should be identified to the taxonomic level
necessary to determine whether or not they are rare, threatened or endangered.
j. Description of reference site(s) visited and phenological development of rare, threatened, or endangered
plant(s).
k. Copies of all California Native Species Field Survey Forms or Natural Community Field Survey Forms.
1. Name of field investigator(s)-
m. References cited, persons contacted, herbaria visited, and the location of voucher specimens.

viii



Sensitivity of Top Priority Rare Natural
Communities in Southern California

Sensitivity rankings are determined by the Department of Fish and Game, California Natural Diversity
Data Base and based on either number of known occurrences (locations) and/or amount of habitat
remaining (acreage). The three rankings used for these top priority rare natural communities are as
follows:

S1.# Fewer than 6 known locations and/or on fewer than 2,000 acres of habitat remaining.

$2.4#  Oceurs in 6-20 known locations ahd/or 2,000-10,000 acres of habitat remaining.

$3.4#  Occurs in 21-100-known locations and/or 10,000-50,000 acres of habitat remaining.

The number to the right of the decimal point after the ranking refers to the degree of threat posed to that
natural community regardless of the ranking. For example:

S1.1 = very threatened
S2.2 = threatened

$3.3 = no current threats known

|

Sensitivity Rankings (February 1992)

Rank Community Name

S1.1 Mojave Riparian Forest
Sonoran Cottonwood Willow Riparian
Mesquite Bosque
Elephant Tree Woodland
Crucifixion Thorn Woodland
Allthorn Woodland
Arizonan Woodland
Southern California Walnut Forest
Mainland Cherry Forest
Southern Bishop Pine Forest
Torrey Pine Forest
Desert Mountain White Fir Forest
Southern Dune Scrub
Southern Coastal Bluff Scrub
Maritime Succulent Scrub
Riversidean Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub
Southern Maritime Chaparral
Valley Needlegrass Grassland
Great Basin Grassland
Mojave Desert Grassland
Pebble Plains
Southern Sedge Bog
Cismontane Alkali Marsh

CDFG Attachment for NOP Comment Letters Page 1 of 2



S51.2 Southern Foredunes
Mono Pumice Flat
Southern Interior Basalt Flow Vernal Pool

S2.1 Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub
Riversidean Upland Coastal Sage Scrub
Riversidean Desert Sage Scrub
Sagebrush Steppe
Desert Sink Scrub
Mafic Southern Mixed Chaparral
San Diego Mesa Hardpan Vernal Pool
San Diego Mesa Claypan Vernal Pool
Alkali Meadow
Southern Coastal Salt Marsh
Coastal Brackish Marsh
Transmontane Alkali Marsh
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest
Southern Willow Scrub
Modoc-Great Basin Cottonwood Willow Riparian
Modoc-Great Basin Riparian Scrub
Mojave Desert Wash Scrub
Engelmann Oak Woodland
Open Engelmann Oak Wocedland
Closed Engelmann Ozk Woodland
Island Oak Woodland
California Walnut Woodland
Island Ironwood Forest
Island Cherry Forest
Southern Interior Cypress Forest
Bigcone Spruce-Canyon Oak Forest

$2.2 Active Coastal Dunes
Active Desert Dunes
Stabilized and Partially Stabilized Desert Dunes
Stabilized and Partially Stabilized Desert Sandfield
Moiave Mixed Steppe
Transmontane Freshwater Marsh
Coulter Pine Forest
Southern California Fellfield
White Mountains Fellfield

82.3 Bristlecone Pine Forest
Limber Pine Forest

CDFG Attachment 2 for NOP Comment Letters Page 2 of 2



STATE OF CALIRORNIA Arnold Schwarzenegger, Goyernor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95614

(916) 653-6251

Fax (916} 657-5390

wwir.naheca.gov
ds_nahc@pachel.net

June 24, 2008

Ms. Sarah Easley Perez

LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER & POWER
111 NORTH HOPE STHEET, BOOM 1044

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

—Rer SCH# 2008061108, CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) draft Environmental Impact Report ;DEIR} for
. Ihe Elysian Reservoir Water Quality improvement Project located 1.5 mifes north of Downtown Los
Angeles, near Dodger Stadium; L.os Angetes County, California

Dear Ms Perez:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document. The Native
Amaerican Heritage Commission is the state agency designated for the protection of California’s Native
American cultural resources. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that
causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes archeological
resources |s_a sngmﬁcent eﬁ‘ect’ requmng the preparatlon of an En\rlronmental Impact Repcrt {EIR per the

pro ,_,c,urces !nformatlon Center (CHRIS) Contag _
for the”® nformahc'n' Ceriter nearest ycu is available fiom the State Office of Historic Préservation in
Sacramento (916/653~727 ). The record search will determine; . ‘

» if a partorthe entire (APE) has been prewously surveyed for cultural resources ‘ .

«  ifany known cultural resources have aiready been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.

ifthe probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
If a survey is requrred to determine whether previousiy. unrecorded cultural resources are present.
¥ If an archaeological inventory sufvey is required, the final stage is the preparahon ofa pfofessmnai report
detailing the firidings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
= The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
: ‘:mmedlateiy to the planning depaftment. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerazy objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and
not be made available for pubic disclosure.
= The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after worl has been completed to the
epproprlate regional archaeoclogical Information Center. :
v Contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for: ‘
A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search of the pro;ect area and information on tribal contacts in the project
vicinity who may have rnformahon on cultural resources in or near the APE. Please provide us site . .
identification as foliows: USGS 7. 5-minute guadrgggle citation with name, township, range and section. This
will assist us with the SLF.
= Also, we recommend that you contact the Native American contacts on the attached list to get their
anput on the effect of potenttal project (eg. APE) impact. In many cases a culturally-affiliated Native
Amencan tnbe or person wail be the only source of information about the existence of a culturaE
Tesoufce.
\’ Lack of surfa _e ewdence of archeologicat resources does not preciude the:r subeurface existence

g 18|
' “knov.ﬁedge in. cultural resources shou!d monitor ail ground-d;sturbmg act;vmes
* " ‘Lead agehcies should include in their mitigation plai provisions for the disposition of recovered arttfacts
in consuitation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.



« Lead agencies should inchide provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked
cemeteries in their mitigations plans.

*  CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified by
this Commission if the Initial Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human
remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American groups,
identified by the NATIE, to ensure the appropriate and dignified treatment of Native American human
remains and any associated grave goods.

+  Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097_98 and CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(d)
mandate procedures to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a
location other than a dedicated cemetery.

\ Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in CEQA Guidelines §15370 when significant cultural
resources are discovered during the course of project planning or execution.

Please feel free to contact me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Program Analyst

Attachment: Native Arnerican Contact List.

Cc: State Clearinghouse



Native American Contacits
Los Angeles County

June 24, 2008

LA City/County Native American Indian Comm
Ron Andrade, Director

3175 West 6th Street, Rm. 403

Los Angeles . CA 90020

(213) 351-5324

(213) 386-3995 FAX

Ti'At Society

Cindi Alvitre

6515 E. Seaside Walk, #C Gabrielino
Long Beach . CA 90803

calvitre @yahoo.com
(714) 504-2468 Cell

Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation
John Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin.

’ Gabrielino Tongva
tattnlaw@gmail.com

310-570-6567

Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission
Anthony Morales, Chairperson

PO Box 693

San Gabriel . CA 91778
ChiefRBwife @aol.com
(626) 286-1632

(626) 286-1758 - Home
(626) 286-1262 Fax

Giabrielino Tongva

This list Is current only as of the date of this document.

Gabrielino/Tongva Council / Gabrielino Tongva Nation
Sam Dunlap, Tribal Secretary

761 Terminal Street; Bidg 1, 2nd floor Gabrielino Tongva
Los Angeles . CA 90021

office @tongvatribe.net
(213) 489-5001 - Office
(909) 262-9351 - cell
(213) 489-5002 Fax

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council
Robert Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cultural Resources

5450 Slauson, Ave, Suite 151 PMB  Gabrielino Tongva
Culver City » CA 90230

gtongva@verizon.net
562-761-6417 - voice
562-925-7989 - fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as deflned In Section 7050.5 of the Heatth and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cuitural resources for the propose
SCH#2008061109; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); dra#t Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Elysian
Reservolr Water Quality Improvement Project; Department of Water & Power; Los Angeles County, California,
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Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park

P.O. Box 26384
Los Annrplog.s A ONN2A

T e

July 28, 2008

Los Angecles Department of Water and Power

ATTN: Sarah Easley Perez

Environmental Services

111 North Hope Street, Rm 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Elysian Reservoir Water Quality Improvement
Project: Environmental Impact

Dear Sarah,

The Citizens Committee to Save Elysian Park (CCSEP) provides our comments
regarding your recent public scoping meeting for developing the Environmental Impact
Report (BIR) for the above named projeci.

Whiie the Department’s initial study and Checkiist appear 10 be adequate for the scope of
the EIR, there are a few additional items that CCSEP wishes you to include:

Project Deserintion

Tro e 1

Y BE&’,’U L"ff .

Paragraph 2 states that when Elysian Reservor is drained below the 440 elevation,

«  water would need to be drained into the storm water system and/or used for
irrigation.” CCSEP would like the study to address using the water for irrigation ONLY,
and delete any reference to the use of the storm water sy stem.

Paragraph 3 notes that ©... additional lay down areas would be required for construction
staging...” All lay down areas must be identified in the EIR. CCSEP recommends that
the area immediately north of the existing reservoir, which will eventually become a
pond, be identified as the primary staging area for the project. If some trees will need to

be removed to provide sufficient area for the lay down area, we expect appropriate tree
replacements, we recommend that the proposed water feature be enlarged

Page 1-6

Paragraph 1 states “...some areas of surface disturbance...” would be required for the
Riverside Trunk Line work. The study must address restoring all areas of surface
disturbance.

Paragraph 2 states that the EIR will address an “active recreation facility” 1o be located
over the two water tanks. While CCSEP bas never agreed to the installation of an active
recrediion facility, we recommend thai e study address four scenarios: (1) passive vnly,
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without any formally designated sports fields; (2) dominantly passive, with one defined
sporis field; (3) passive/active, with two defined sports fields; and (4) active, with three
defined sports fields. The four analyses should include considerations of aesthetics,
traffic, parking, noise, and emergency response (fire, smergency medical, police, etC. %

e, emergency medical
and also their impacts on plant and animat life.

Page 1-6{con’t)

Paragraph 4 states the need for a “stockpile area” for the construction project. Please
define what this stockpile area is for, and why it differs from the staging area. We see no
reason for the destruction of another area of Elysian Park for stockpiling of building
materials or equipment. This issue should be deleted from consideration.

Checklist

Page2-5

“I Aesthetics. Would the project
. Subsamisiiy damage scenic IESOUTCES, inciuding, but not fimired 1 wees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway?”

COSEP recommends that “Potentially Significant Impact” be checked.
L T T oIt T rvubn mdnandand 15 lud
i oL O BENYY JERFLEL WA UL S IURLLLIGL Llsllb

day or nighttime views in the area?”

Any new lighting to be installed under the project must be minimal, non-industrial, and
appropriate to the park. Further, any new lighting must be mitigated. We therefore
recommend that vou check the column titled “Less than significant impact after
mitigation is incorporated.”

Page 2-9
«xT. Noise. Would the project result in:

¢. A substantial permanent increase in arbient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?”

If consideration of active recreation is to be included in the project, then you must check
“potentially signiticant impact” under this item. Boih organized and “pick-up” sports will
increase the noise level. In addition, any active recreation will increase the traffic noise in
the arca.

Page 2-10
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“XV. Transportation/Traffic. Would the project:
e. Result in inadequate emergency access?”

Roads in Elysian Park are not built for access to emergency vehicles; in addition, they are
poorly marked, and maintained. We recommend that the checklist show that if active

recreation is provided over the tanks, there will be a “Potentially significant impact” for
emergency vehicle traffic.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments,

Sincerely, Z

Christine Peters, President

e T i s W LTt
333-270-32706



ELYSIAN RESERVOIR WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
SCOPING MEETING COMMENTS

(Please hand in, mail back, or fax to {213) _367-_47 10 by Tuesday, July 22, 2008}

Name: Fﬁm \%M

Organization (if any):
Address: Lﬁ%ﬁ/ oy 72, %WWW G2l
City, State, Zip: . e ?ﬁ@_g =

Phone (optional): 7/ 7. Y2470 - 2 &< |
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Yes No
~ Would you like to remain on our mailing list o receive future project updates? Y
Comments
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ELYSIAN RESERVOIR WA?ER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
SCOPING MEETING COMMENTS

(P!édse hand in, mail back, or fax to [213) 367-4710 by Tuesday, July 22, 2008)

Name: Darris T. QEZA”

Organization (if any); Seocevw e @ﬂw-jmu
Address; (822 Bprecsyy 241

City, State, Zip: __ 4.4, (04 Gowr 2

Phone (opfional): £/% (2 ©332-

E-mail (optional); /}M@M&n@/% Ly re v~

Yes

No

Would you like to remain on our mailing list fo receive future project updates? 4

Comments
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ELYSIAN RESERVOIR WATER QUALITY EMPROVEMENT PROJECT
SCOPING MEET[NG COMMENTS R

(Please hand in, mail back, or fax fo {2?3} 367-47 ?O by Tuesday, Ju!y 22 2008)

quﬁe: /oﬁq — 'A/g?e MQ k)\ﬁl

Organization (if any): ‘ _
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City, State, Zip: -Q./ 69,(4% - 9 Df).Z: /
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Phone (optional):

E-mail {optional}:
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Would you like fo remain on our mailing list to receive future project updates?

Comments
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Isa-Kae Meksin
1028 1/2 Laguna Ave

Los Angeles, CA 90026-6287

Please fold in thirds

sed, offix a 42-cent siomp and mat by July 22, 2008, ?honk yc}u;,~

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Services

111 North Hope Street, Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attn: Sarah Easley Perez
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Name:

ELYSIAN RESERVOIR WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
SCOP!NG MEETING COMMENTS *

(Pleose hand in, mail back, or fax to (213) 367-4710 by Tuesday, July 22, 2008)
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Elysian Reservoir Water Quality
Improvement Project

Scoping Meeting Comments
July 12, 2008

Sk whnE

9.

What is the current size of the reservoir?

Example of covered reservoir in Glendale?

Approximate number of truck trips per day?

Will you check the air quality and noise for existing conditions?

Will part of Riverside Drive be closed? Which part would be closed?
Pay particular attention to traffic on Stadium Way as part of the
traffic study. Looks like 6-lane highway but goes through the middle
of the Park

. See traffic calming measures in the Park Master Plan
. Intersection of Stadium Way and Gracie Simons Lodge should have a

stop light. No way for cars to get out due to fast speeds by
commuters on the road.

Also consider crossing light and sign that says you are traveling at a
particular speed to reduce driver speeds

10. Consider truck idling time for noise and air quality.
11. Why did LADWP pick the most expensive option for covering the

reservoir? Putting a lot of expense on the people. Where will the
money come from?

12. Any idea of what Rec & Park will do with the extra space?





