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 Council District: 7 Date: November 5, 2009 

   
 
 Lead City Agency: Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
 
Responsible Agencies: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and California State Mountains 

Recreation and Conservation Authority. 
 
 Project Title: Hansen Dam Recreation Improvements Project  

(Parking Lot/Restoration /BMP and Kids Campground) 
 
I. INTRODUCTION: NEPA & CEQA 
 
This document is a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).  Consistent with the provisions 
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Article 14, Section 15221, 
notice is provided to the public that the attached Environmental Assessment (EA), prepared 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), will be used in place of an Initial 
Study to satisfy CEQA requirements.  The EA was circulated for public review as required 
by state and local law, and in conjunction with the Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP), meets 
the requirements of CEQA.  Approval of the MND, including the Mitigation and Monitoring 
Plan, and filing a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk will satisfy CEQA 
requirements.  A fee must be paid to the State Department of Fish and Game when certain 
notices required by CEQA are filed with the County Clerk. 
 
An Environmental Assessment was prepared for the project pursuant to requirements of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).  The process is described below.  
This document describes the proposed project, evaluates the potential environmental 
effects, and describes the mitigation measures necessary to avoid potentially significant 
environmental effects from the project.  
 
The purpose of the MND is to assess the potential environmental effects of implementing the 
Hansen Dam Recreation Improvements project (proposed action/proposed project) and to 
determine if approval of the requested discretionary actions and subsequent development 
would have a substantial adverse effect on the environment.  The action is proposed by the 
City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering as the lead agency 
under CEQA to be implemented on federal land administrated by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (the Corps), which is the lead agency under NEPA.  In accordance with both NEPA 
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and CEQA, this draft MND is subject to a 30-public review period. 
 
The environmental review record for this project is available for viewing by the public 
during regular business hours at the Los Angeles City Department of Public Works 
Building, Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group, located at 1149 South 
Broadway, 6th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90015.  Contact William Jones at (213) 485-5760. 
 
NEPA 
The draft Environmental Assessment, pursuant to NEPA, determines if the proposed project, 
with conditions, will qualify for a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).  Following 
consultation with appropriate agencies and local stakeholders, and subsequent public review, 
the draft document will be revised to a final version, including answers to all comments 
received.  Once the EA process is complete, the Corps will either issue a FONSI or decide to 
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under NEPA.  
 
For the Hansen Dam Recreation Improvements Project Environmental Assessment, the 
public review period closed on September 28, 2009.  Letters were received from two 
sources, one from Bureau of Land Management, and another from the California State 
Clearinghouse, both stated that they had no comments.  The state Clearinghouse  provided 
various state agencies with a copy.  These letters will be included in the final document.  
The FONSI is currently pending certification.   
 
Differences exist in the way adverse effects of a proposed project are addressed between 
NEPA and CEQA.  Under NEPA, the discussion focuses upon potentially “adverse effects” 
whereas CEQA is concerned with “significant impacts.” Here “adverse effect” is used to 
distinguish between a potentially beneficial effect or impact and deleterious ones. Additionally, 
while CEQA requires environmental analyses to determine whether an impact is expected to 
be nonexistent (“no impact”), “less than significant,” “less than significant with mitigation 
incorporated,” or “potentially significant,” NEPA does not require this categorization.  
 
According to NEPA, the EA discusses the degree to which a resource is adversely affected 
and this is used to determine which subsequent document is necessary (e.g., an EIS or 
FONSI). Once the applicable federal agency (in this case, the Corps) has determined the 
magnitude of the action’s adverse effects and the level of environmental documentation 
required, it is the magnitude of the adverse environmental effects that is evaluated in the 
environmental document and no judgment of its degree of significance is recognized in its 
analysis. Here, determinations regarding significance are made in the context of CEQA and are 
included as the Initial Study Checklist. 
 
CEQA 
The CEQA process, established by state law, requires the review of proposed projects in order 
to identify and address potential environmental effects.  A public agency must comply with 
CEQA when it undertakes an activity defined as a "project." In accordance with CEQA, a 
project is an activity undertaken by a public agency or a private activity which must receive 
some discretionary approval (whereby the agency has the authority to deny the requested 
permit or approval) from a government agency which may cause either a direct physical 
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change in the environment or a reasonably foreseeable indirect change in the environment. 
Once a public project or a project requiring discretionary approval is identified, a determination 
must be made regarding whether the project is exempt from CEQA.   
 
Projects, which are not exempt from CEQA, require a Negative Declaration or an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  When a project does not result in any significant 
environmental effects, or project modification and/or mitigation measures reduce these impacts 
to a less-than-significant level, a Mitigated Negative Declaration is prepared.  An EIR must be 
prepared if a project may have one or more potentially significant environmental effects that 
cannot be mitigated to a less-than-significant level. The appropriate level of environmental 
documentation required for a project can be determined using an Initial Study Checklist 
(Section IV). 
 
The Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and Initial Study Checklist (Section IV) contained 
herein have been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code §21000), the 
State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, §15000), and the City of Los 
Angeles CEQA Guidelines (1981, amended July 31, 2002).  
 
City Process 
This MND document is required for the following discretionary actions for the proposed project: 
funding under the City’s Proposition O Program and other State and City implementing actions 
or approvals (advertising for bids, award of contracts, encroachment permits, federal 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) permits, utility connection permits, fire 
code compliance, etc.).   
 
Prior to approving the project, the decision-making body of the lead agency must consider this 
document together with any comments received during the public review process. The 
decision-making body will adopt the document only if it finds based on the whole record before 
it that there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the 
environment and that the document reflects the lead agency’s independent judgment and 
analysis. 
 
Upon completion of the public review period, the environmental document will be evaluated via 
a governmental decision-making process. Initially, the City’s Board of Public Works will 
consider the environmental document along with any comments received during the public 
review process. Ultimately, the Los Angeles City Council will do final consideration and 
adoption of the environmental document and project approval.  During the decision-making 
process, opportunities to address the decision-makers concerning the project will be provided 
through public hearings, which are announced at least 72 hours in advance. Notification of 
hearings can be obtained from the Council and Public Services Division of the Office of the City 
Clerk at City Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Suite 395, by telephoning (213) 978-1047, (213) 
978-1048, or TDD/TTY (213) 978-1055, or online at http://www.lacity.org/CLK/index.htm. 
 
The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the project will be 
designed, constructed and operated following all applicable laws, regulations, ordinances and 
formally adopted City standards (e.g., Los Angeles Municipal Code and Bureau of Engineering 
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Standard Plans). Construction will follow the uniform practices established by the Southern 
California Chapter of the American Public Works Association (e.g., Standard Specifications for 
Public Works Construction and the Work Area Traffic Control Handbook) as specifically 
adapted by the City of Los Angeles (e.g., The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works 
Additions and Amendments to the Standard Specifications For Public Works Construction 
(a.k.a., "The Brown Book," formerly Standard Plan S-610)). 
 
As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles 
does not discriminate based on disability and, upon request, will provide reasonable 
accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and activities. 
 
The subsequent sections of this document contain a discussion of the proposed project, its 
potential environmental impacts, and recommendations regarding necessary environmental 
documentation.   
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    II.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION
 

A. Location  
The project site is within at the Hansen Dam Recreational Area in the Community of 
Lake View Terrace, City of Los Angeles, California 91040.   

 
The proposed project site is located within the Hansen Dam Park Flood Control Basin and 
Recreation Area, approximately 22 miles (35.41 km) north/northwest of downtown Los 
Angeles.  The site is located near the intersection of Osborne Street and Dronfield 
Avenue.  The Dronfield Avenue entrance provides the westernmost public vehicular 
access into the Recreation Area.  The site falls within the western portion of Section 7 (T. 
2 N., R. 15 W), S.B.B.M., of the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) San Fernando (7.5-
minute series) Quadrangle Map.  Site elevation is approximately 1,000 feet (340.8 m) 
above mean sea level (Figure 1, Proposed Project Vicinity Map).  The site is located 
approximately 0.7 mile (1.1 km) southwest of the Foothill (I-210) Freeway, 1.5 miles (2.5 
km) southeast of the Simi Valley (CA SR118) Freeway, and 2.2 miles (3. 4 km) northeast 
of the Golden State (I-5) Freeway.  The land is owned by the federal government and is 
administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  Moreover, the land is leased to the 
City of Los Angeles and is utilized as parkland, and is administered by the City 
Department of Recreation and Parks, Valley Region. 
 
The site is located entirely within the boundaries of the Los Angeles City Council 
District 7, as well as the 28th (California) Congressional District.  The project site also 
lies within the jurisdiction of the Pacoima Neighborhood Council, as well as within the 
North Valley Area Planning Commission and Arleta-Pacoima Community Plan areas. 
 
The Hansen Dam Recreational Area contains a 40-acre water recreation facility 
located on the northwest side of Hansen Dam Recreation Area.  The facility consists 
of a 9-acre recreational lake and a 1.5-acre swimming lake.  The parking lots to be 
incorporated in the project are near Osborne and Foothill Blvd.  

 
 

B. Purpose  
The proposed project is funded by Proposition O, which was passed by the voters of 
the City of Los Angeles in 2004.  Proposition O authorized the City of Los Angeles to 
issue a series of general obligation bonds for up to $500 million for projects to protect 
public health by cleaning up pollution, including bacteria and trash, in the City's 
watercourses, beaches and the ocean, in order to meet Clean Water Act 
requirements.  In addition, the measure provides funds for improvements to protect 
water quality, provide flood protection, and increase water conservation, habitat 
protection, and open space.  The main purpose of the proposed project is to reduce 
the amount of pollutants (including bacteria, oil and grease, and suspended solids) 
during wet-weather periods and to improve water quality in the receiving waters.  
Project goals include increasing the beneficial and recreational uses of the receiving 
waters, reducing potential risks to human health and safety, and preserving aquatic 
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habitat. 
 

The primary goal of the Hansen Dam Wetlands Restoration project is to reduce 
storm water pollution entering the Hansen Lake riparian wetlands, which provide 
habitat for the federally-endangered least-Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus).  Currently, 
storm water runoff flows untreated into the wetlands from on-site parking lots, access 
roads, and contributing residential areas.  The proposed project would result in the 
construction of a series of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to provide treatment of 
storm water runoff. 
 
C. Description  
The Hansen Dam Recreation Improvements Project consists of three components: 1) 
Kids Campground; 2) Parking Lot/Restoration/BMP (AKA: Green Parking Lot); and, 3) 
Ranger Station/Visitor Center and Exterior Amenities.  The campground (1) and 
parking lot (2) components are subjected to CEQA environmental review under this 
Initial Study.  Meanwhile, the ranger station/visitor center (3) component of this project 
was previously covered under a separate Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH # 
2008061125), which was adopted by the City of Los Angeles, Recreation and Parks 
Commission on June 17, 2009.  

 
Kids Campground  
The Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA) and the City propose 
to build a nature- and science-based campground on a two-acre site at the Hansen 
Dam Recreation Area in the general area of the former Holiday Lake.  The 
Campground would provide educational opportunities, highlighting environmental 
education programs.  Programming would consist of day hikes, nature games, 
campfires, and night sky programs in the evening.  Future operation, maintenance, 
and additional development would be by the City. 
 
This campground component includes construction of decomposed granite pads, 
twelve temporary tent cabins as well as portable dining and kitchen facilities.  The 
temporary cabins will accommodate up to 60 campers and 8 to 10 staff members.  A 
permanent restroom facility will also be constructed, which includes installation of 
2,700 feet of new, four-inch diameter sewer line and a new sewer lift station.  Also 
included are an amphitheater, and campfire circle, as well as a small staff parking lot 
and drop-off area.  A shade structure is a planned, future improvement, but is not 
presently part of the current project scope of work.  For security, the perimeter will be 
fenced using approximately 750-feet of concrete rail fencing.  A (two-inch diameter) 
potable water supply, drinking fountains, and misters would also be included in the 
design.  Electrical lines and water services are available on-site; however, these 
facilities would have to be replaced or upgraded to meet current codes.   
 
The campground would be operated daily during the summer months, accommodating 
up to 60 users and 8 to 10 staff members.  During the rest of the year, the 
campground would be limited to weekend use for over-night camping with possibly 
some programs during the weekdays.  Construction is expected to begin late winter of 
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2010, to be completed and operational by July 1, 2010.  
 
Parking Lot/Restoration/BMP  
In conjunction with the MRCA, the City is proposing a Parking Lot/Restoration 
component, which is designed to improve water quality at Hansen Lake wetlands 
through construction of several Best Management Practices (BMP) to treat runoff from 
adjacent (upper and lower) parking lots, as well as from upstream residential areas.  
The lower parking lot is closest in proximity to Hansen Lake.  Hansen Lake provides a 
valuable wetland habitat for wildlife, including the Least Bell’s Vireo (Vireo bellii 
pusillus), an endangered avian species.  The project would provide additional habitat 
for the Vireo and other sensitive species.   
 
California State Water Quality regulations do not allow for the placement of storm 
water treatment facilities in waters of the United States.  Consequently, treatment of 
runoff from the upper parking lots and residential areas must be achieved by directing 
the first flush - water volumes, from initial and subsequent seasonal rainfall events - 
into the storm water BMPs.  
 
BMP treatment facilities (diversionary structures, infiltration/detention basins, trash 
racks, and vegetated-swales) would be constructed to accept and filter the runoff.  
Small diversionary structures would be constructed in two existing arroyos, tributary to 
Hansen Lake.  The BMP inlet structures will likely be created by excavating a shallow 
(approximately 6-inch deep) pool to act as a sump, then diverting water into a small 
pipe that leads to the shallow, vegetated inlet swale.  From the swales, runoff would 
then be conveyed to the respective infiltration/detention basins.  Steel trash racks 
would also be placed at strategic locations within both diversion swales to filter trash 
and debris and allow for easy disposal.  
 
Of the two (upper and lower) parking lots, only the lower (336-space) parking lot would 
be redesigned.  Portions of the lower parking lot, at the southern end and along the 
eastern edge, would be removed to make room for a vegetated filter strip, vegetated 
swale, and infiltration/detention basin.  The center berm of the parking lot would be 
removed to allow runoff to cross the lot in a southwesterly direction (as currently 
graded).  Berms around the outside of the lot would be removed to allow for greater 
overland sheet flow and infiltration of runoff.  Asphalt grindings (of an undetermined 
amount) generated from parking lot demolition would be hauled to a local recycler.  A 
parallel access road would be removed.  The remaining parking lot area would be re-
stripped to accommodate existing capacity.  As stated previously, the upper parking lot 
would not be modified; however, the upper lot would be served by a separate, but 
similar inlet/vegetated swale and infiltration/detention basin system.   
 
The project also includes eradication of invasive non-native plant species, and their 
replacement with appropriate California native plant species.  A temporary irrigation 
system, along with protective anti-pest devices, would also be installed to aide in 
establishment of the vegetation.  Depending upon available funding, the project scope 
may include parking lot resurfacing, installation of wheel-stops or simple barrier 
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fencing to deter vehicles from encroaching upon the wetland habitat.   
 
The attached, Environmental Assessment discussed an alternative design for the 
parking lot, which differs from project description provided herein.  Although the 
components (diversions, vegetated swales, and infiltration basins) are similar in size 
and location, the main difference is that the new alternative does not involve grading, 
or reversing the drainage gradient of Parking Lot #2.  As a result, the overall 
environmental impact would be narrowed.  Except for the discussion of impacts to 
drainage, as well as geologic and mineral resources, other issue areas, such as 
Biological Resources, Aesthetics, or Air Quality, remain unaffected or less affected that 
the previous alternative.      
 
Construction is expected to begin September 15, 2010, and to be completed and 
operational by March 15, 2011. 
 
Ranger Station/ Visitor Center Exterior Amenities 
In the attached Environmental Assessment, several exterior amenities were 
attributed to the Ranger Station/Visitor Center project.  The amenities included 
remediation of petroleum-contaminated soil, removal of mature trees as well 
as construction of trails and an overlook; however, these amenities were not 
treated in the adopted MND.   
 
The Recreational Improvement project includes construction of 2,250 linear 
feet of new trails, accessible to the ranger station.  The trails were originally 
planned for a knoll adjacent to the proposed campground.  Since onsite 
cultural resources were found to be eligible for protection under the National 
Historic Preservation Act, the trails will be constructed elsewhere in the project 
area.    
 
 

   
III. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT 

 
See Attached NEPA Environmental Assessment (Attachment B) for a discussion on the 
existing environment. 
 
  IV.  ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
 
This section documents the screening process used to identify and focus upon 
environmental impacts that could result from this project.  The following Initial Study 
Checklist form follows the recommendations of the governor's Office of Planning and 
Research and was completed, based upon an analysis of the attached NEPA Environmental 
Assessment, as well as other sources, including the City's CEQA Thresholds Guide, to 
screen and focus upon potential environmental impacts resulting from this project.  
Information Sources that adequately support findings of this Initial Study are cited by 
number in parentheses following each question and are listed in the References section. 

Hansen Dam Wetlands-Kids Campground CEQA Draft MND IS.doc (EW40016B and E1906542)  
Page 8 of 32 11/05/2009 



INITIAL STUDY 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 

The attached Environmental Assessment and all other referenced sources are available for 
review at the offices of the Bureau of Engineering, 1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, Los 
Angeles.  Answers to other questions (as well as answers of "no impact" that need further 
explanation) are discussed within the comment section of each issue. 
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1. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:     
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

Reference: (19) Sections A1 & A2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.7. 

 

Comment:  The proposed project site does not contain any identified 
scenic vistas; the 210 Freeway to the northeast is considered an 
“eligible state scenic highway” that is not officially designated; however, 
the proposed project is not expected to interfere with the view from this 
highway given its considerable distance, and at a relatively lower 
elevation below street level.  Any street-level views would be buffered 
by existing trees along both Osborne Street and Dronfield Avenue 
(which will not be disturbed by the proposed project).  The land across 
Osborne Street from the proposed project is currently vacant and is 
intended for future recreational use as part of the same 1991 Hansen 
Dam Master Plan that governs use of the proposed project site.  Other 
views to the area would be largely obscured by existing, full-grown 
trees that are not expected to be disturbed by the project’s 
construction.  Therefore, impacts to scenic vistas are not expected to 
be significant. 

  Moreover, the project will not affect any ridgelines or cliffs. 

 

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

    

Reference: (19) Sections A1 & A2   
Comment:  City designated heritage trees are present within the project 

site; however, no existing trees will be removed as part of this project.  
Moreover, no historic structures or rock outcrops are present and the site 
is outside of any scenic corridor. 

 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site 
and its surroundings?     
Reference: (19) Sections A1 and A3  
Comment:  The site’s visual character will be impacted temporarily from 

grubbing and construction activity.  To minimize impacts from 
construction, the site will be replanted with native California plant 
species representative of the existing flora.  Exotic, non-native plant 
species will be eradicated. 

 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area?     
Reference: (19) Section A4  
Comment:   

 2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES – Would the project: 
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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? 

    

Reference:  (5)  
Comment:  The project site is not currently used as farmland.  

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract?     
Reference:  (5)  
Comment:  The project site is not zoned for agricultural use.  

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to non-agricultural 
use? 

    

Reference:  (5)  
Comment:  The project site is not currently used as farmland.  

3. AIR QUALITY -- Would the project:  

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?      
Reference:  (24); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.3 and Appendix 

C. 
 

Comment:   
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 

projected air quality violation?     
Reference: (19) Sections B1, B2, and B3; (13); Environmental Assessment 

(30) Section 4.3 and Appendix C. 
 

Comment:  Construction activity, such as grading, trenching, digging, or other 
minor construction, may generate dust subject to SCAQMD Rule 403.  The 
project may involve a small, yet undetermined, number of diesel-powered 
construction vehicles and equipment.  Usage may generate PM-10 and PM-
2.5, CO, Ozone, NOx, or other emissions.  Nevertheless, contractors will be 
required to follow all applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations to minimize 
any impacts to air quality during construction.  Operators will apply 
additional precautions to water dusty areas and minimize the tracking of soil 
from unpaved dirt areas to paved roads.  Construction impacts will be 
temporary and dust control measures will be implemented as part of  the 
standard specifications. 

 

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

    

Reference:  (24) Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.3 and Appendix 
C. 

 

Comment:    Hansen Dam Recreation Area lies within the Los Angeles Basin.  
According to the U.S.E.P.A., this basin is designated as a non-attainment 
area for CO, NO2, and PM10.  Because of the limited amount of grading, use 
of equipment and term of construction.  The project will not significantly 
contribute  a cumulatively considerable net increase of critical pollutants.  

 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?     
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Reference: (19) Sections B1, B2 and B3; Environmental Assessment (30) 
Section 4.3 and Appendix C. 

 

Comment: Sensitive receptors (residences, parkland, or sensitive species) are 
present within 200 feet of the project.  The project will meet all appropriate 
emissions standards established by SCAQMD.  Because of the limited 
amount of grading, use of equipment and term of construction.  The project 
will not significantly expose sensitive receptors to substantial air pollutant 
concentrations. 
 

 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?     
Reference: (19) Section B2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.3 

and Appendix C. 
 

Comment:  
 4. 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section C; (11); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.5 and Appendix E. 

 

Comment:  
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 US 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

Reference: (19) Section C; (25); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.5 and Appendix A. 

 

Comment:   
c) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section C; (26) ; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.5 and Appendix A. 

 

Comment:     
d) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section C; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.5 and 
Appendix A. 

 

Comment:  
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 

resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?      
Reference: (19) Section C; (15); (11), (16) ; Environmental Assessment (30) 

Section 4.5 and Appendix A. 
 

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

    

Reference: (19) Section C; (18) Conservation Element; (10); (11); (12); (24); 
Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.5 and Appendix A. 

 

Comment:    
 5. 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?     
Reference: (4); (19) Section D; (20); Environmental Assessment (30) 

Section 4.6  and Appendix B. 
 

Comment:  See 5(b). 
 

 

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

    

Reference:  (4); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.6 and Appendix 
B. 

 

Comment:   
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

unique geologic feature?     
Reference: (1) Section 6-3.2; (35); (28); Environmental Assessment (30) 

Section 4.6 and Appendix B. 
 

Comment:    
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 

cemeteries?     
Reference:  Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.6 and Appendix B.  
Comment  

 6. 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: 
 

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?  

    

References: (7); (8); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.1.  
Comment:   

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     
Reference: (19) Section E1; (7); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.1. 
 

Comment:    

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?     
Reference: (19) Section E1; (7); (8); (9); (28); Environmental 

Assessment (30) Section 4.1. 
 

Comment:   

iv) Landslides?     
Reference: (19) Section E1; (8); (9); (28); Environmental Assessment 

(30) Section 4.1. 
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Comment:   
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?     

Reference: (19) Section E2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.1.  
Comment:    

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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section E2, (14); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.1. 

 

Comment: See  6(b) and 6(c).  
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?     
Reference: (3); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.1.  
Comment:   

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

    

Reference: (9); (1); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.1.  
Comment:   

 7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project: 
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may 

have a significant impact on the environment?     
Reference: (34); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.3 and Appendix 
C. 

 

Comment:  
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 

adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?     
Reference: (27); (33); (34); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.3 and 
Appendix C. 

 

Comment:  
 8. 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?     
Reference:  (19) Section F1; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:    

b) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section F1; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:.  

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

    

Reference: (19) Section F1; (25); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.8. 

 

Comment:   
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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? 

    

Reference: (29); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:   

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? 

    

Reference: (19); (25); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:   

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?     
Reference:  (25); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:    

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?     
Reference: (19) Section F1; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:    

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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section K2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.8.  
Comment:    

 9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?     
Reference: (19) Section G2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.2.  
Comment:   

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)? 

    

Reference: (19) Section G3; (23); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.2. 

 

Comment:   
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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section G1; (25); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.2. 

 

Comment:   
d) 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? 
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Reference: (19) Section G1; (25); (27); Environmental Assessment (30) 
Section 4.2. 

 

Comment:    
e) 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? 

    

Reference:  
Comment:   

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
Reference: (19) Section G2; (25); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.2. 
 

Comment:   
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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section G1; (27); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.2. 

 

Comment:   
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede 

or redirect flood flows?     
Reference: (19) Section G1; (27); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.2. 
 

Comment:   
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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section G1; (27); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.2. 

 

Comment:   
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     

Reference: (19) Section E1; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.2.  
Comment:   

 10. LAND USE AND PLANNING -- Would the project: 

 a) Physically divide an established community?     
Reference: (19) Section H2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.7.  
Comment:   

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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section H1; (18); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.7. 

 

Comment:   
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 

community conservation plan?       
Reference:  (18); (19) Section C; (11); Environmental Assessment (30) 

Section 4.7. 
 

Comment:   
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 11. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project: 
a) 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?     
Reference: (19) Section E4; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.1.  
Comment:   

b) 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? 

    

Reference:    
Comment: Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.1.  

 12. NOISE – Would the project result in: 
a) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Sections I1, I2, I3, and I4; (14); (18); Environmental 
Assessment (30) Section 4.4. 

 

Comment: Construction of facilities and structures requires the use of 
equipment, which may generate high noise levels.  Stationary and 
mobile vehicular noise sources associated with the operation of a 
project may also increase existing noise levels.  A significant impact 
would occur if the project resulted in or exposed people to noise levels 
in excess of standards established in the general plan and/or noise 
ordinance of the municipal code.  
 
The proposed project would likely result in temporary higher-than-
average noise levels in the local community during construction.  
However, the Bureau of Engineering Standard Project Specifications 
for public works construction are designed to comply with the City’s 
General Plan Noise Element and related Municipal Code Noise 
Ordinance and, given that the proposed project would be implemented 
in accordance with these, significant adverse impacts to noise levels 
are not expected.  There are no permanent sensitive receptors within 
the vicinity of the proposed project site, since the land within the project 
site and the area across Osborne Street both remain undeveloped.  
However, park visitors, including trail users, and wildlife, may be 
temporarily exposed to noise during construction.  A noise control 
policy would be developed and implemented in order to control noise 
during operation of the proposed project, which would reduce the noise 
impacts on those receptors (and local wildlife) to less than significant 
levels: 
Nighttime construction is not proposed for this project due to the 
proximity to sensitive wildlife habitat, worker safety and the attendant 
increased costs of construction.  As a result, all of the above-mentioned 
codes will be included in the project plans and specifications along with 
the corresponding bid package. 
Mitigation can include several parts: construction of a temporary 
sound wall  or baffling.  Restriction of construction activities to daylight 
hours from 7 a.m. to dusk (since there will be no nighttime 
construction). These measures should reduce the noise impact to less 
than significance.  See Section VI for Mitigation Measures. 
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration 
or ground borne noise levels?     
Reference: (19) Sections I1, I2, I3, and I4, (14); Environmental Assessment 

(30) Section 4.4. 
 

Comment:   
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 

vicinity above levels existing without the project?     
Reference: (19) Sections I1, I2, I3, and I4; Environmental Assessment (30) 

Section 4.4.  
Comment:    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in 
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?     
Reference: Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.4.  
Comment:   

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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section I4; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.4.  
Comment: Construction personnel shall comply with Cal OSHA requirements 

for hearing protection. 
 

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? 

    

Reference:  (19); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.4.  
Comment:  No private airstrips are located within the immediate vicinity of 
the project area. 

 

 13. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project: 
a) 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)? 

    

Reference: (19) Section J2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.9.  
Comment:   

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?     
Reference: (19) Section J2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.9.  
Comment:   

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere?     
Reference: (19) Section J2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.9.  
Comment:   
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 14. PUBLIC SERVICES --  
a) 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?     

Reference: (19) Section K2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.11. 

 

Comment:   

ii) Police protection?     
Reference: (19) Section K1; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.11. 
 

Comment:   
iii) Schools?     

Reference: (19) Section K3; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 
4.11. 

 

Comment:   

iv) Parks?     
Reference: (19) Section K4; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.11. 
 

Comment:   

v) Other public facilities?     
Reference: (19) Section K5; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.11. 
 

Comment:   
 15. RECREATION --  

a) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section K4; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.7.  
Comment:   

b) 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? 

    

Reference: Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.7.  
Comment:   

 16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project: 
a) 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)? 

    

Reference: (19) Sections L1, L2, L3, L4, and L8; Environmental 
Assessment (30) Section 4.10. 
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Comment:   
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard 

established by the county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

    

Reference: (19) Section L1, L2, L3 & L4; Environmental Assessment (30) 
Section 4.10. 

 

Comment:   
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in 

traffic levels or a change in location those results in substantial safety 
risks? 

    

Reference:   
Comment: Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.10.  

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves 
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?     
Reference: (19) Section L5; (18); Environmental Assessment (30) Section 

4.10. 
 

Comment:   
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

Reference: (19) Sections L5, L8, and K2; Environmental Assessment (30) 
Section 4.10. 

 

Comment:    

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?     
Reference: (19) Sections L5 and L7; Environmental Assessment (30) 

Section 4.10. 
 

Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project resulted in 
insufficient parking capacity onsite or offsite by spillover of project 
parking demands to nearby streets or parking facilities or neighborhoods. 
 The lower parking lot will be closed during construction, resulting in a 
temporary loss of 366 parking spaces.  However, since adequate 
parking is available elsewhere in the vicinity, and since the impact to 
parking capacity is both short-term and temporary  Moreover, the parking 
lot will be reconfigured, such that there will be no net loss of parking 
capacity.  Therefore, any adverse impact is considered to be less than 
significant. 

 

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?     
Reference:   
Comment: Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.10.  

 17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project: 
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional 

Water Quality Control Board?     
Reference: (19) Section K2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.12.  
Comment:   

b) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Sections M1 and M2; Environmental Assessment (30) 
Section 4.12. 

 

Comment:   
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c) 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? 

    

Reference: (19) Section M2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.12.  
Comment:   

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

    

Reference: (19) Section M1; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.12.  
Comment:   

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

    

Reference: (19) Section M2; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.12.  
Comment:   

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate 
the project’s solid waste disposal needs?     
Reference: (19) Section M3; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.12.  
Comment:   

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to 
solid waste?     
Reference: (19) Section M3; Environmental Assessment (30) Section 4.12.  
Comment:   

 18. 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, 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? 

    

Reference: Environmental Assessment (30) Sections 4.14 and 4.15.  
Comment: The project may have potential significant impacts to aesthetic,  

biological, and cultural resources.  Site, geology, noise, and hydrology 
may also be significantly affected.  However, with the implementation of 
mitigation measures as summarized under Section (V), the impacts 
would be less than significant. 

 

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 
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

    

Reference:  
Comment: Environmental Assessment (30) Sections 4.14  

c) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?      
Reference:  
Comment: Environmental Assessment (30) Sections 4.15  
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   V.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT EVALUATION  
 

As identified in Section IV of this IS/MND, the proposed project has the potential to result in 
significant impacts to air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and 
soils, hydrology and water quality, noise, transportation and traffic, utilities and service 
systems.  With application of the recommended mitigation measures provided in section VI, 
potential impacts would be reduced to levels considered less than significant.  Impacts having 
the potential to degrade the environment or adversely affect humans would be avoided with 
implementation of the mitigation measures. 
 
Growth Inducing Impacts 
The proposed project is intended as a public service improvement project to 
accommodate existing demands of the local population.  The proposed project does 
not include construction of any new, permanent housing or commercial activities, 
and is not expected to induce any new residential or commercial growth.  
Improvements are intended to meet the needs of the current population, including 
the existing residential community—to provide recreational amenities, such as a 
children’s campground, and to protect natural resources, such as water quality 
improvements.  The project would provide recreational and water quality 
improvement functions to a public recreational area and is not expected to result in 
any growth-inducing impacts. 

 
     VI.  MITIGATION MEASURES

Mitigation measures are required in the following CEQA issue areas (air quality, 
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water 
quality, noise, transportation and traffic, utilities and service systems) where 
potentially significant impacts have been identified, and where those impacts can be 
mitigated to a less than significant level.  Some Mitigation Measures are drawn from 
Environmental Commitments, as listed in the NEPA Environmental Assessment, and 
have been modified to conform with the requirements of CEQA.   
 

Table 1: MITIGATION MEASURES 
Impact/s Measure Description 

Air Quality 
Expose 
sensitive 
receptors to 
air emissions 
during 
construction 
of facility and 
campground. 

AQ-01  Develop and Implement a Fugitive Dust Emission Control Plan.  The 
project developer shall develop and implement a Fugitive Dust Emission 
Control Plan (FDECP) for construction work.  Measures to be incorporated 
into the plan shall include, but are not limited to the following: 

 Water the unpaved road access and other disturbed areas of the 
active construction sites at least three times per day, or apply CARB 
certified soil binders. 

 Install wheel washers/cleaners or wash the wheels of trucks and 
other heavy equipment where vehicles exit the site or unpaved 
access roads.  

 Increase the frequency of watering, or implement other additional 
fugitive dust mitigation measures, to all disturbed fugitive dust 
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Table 1: MITIGATION MEASURES 
Impact/s Measure Description 

emission sources when wind speeds (as instantaneous wind gusts) 
exceed 25 miles per hour (mph). 

 Travel route planning shall be completed to identify required travel 
routes to minimize unpaved road travel to each construction site to 
the extent feasible. 

 
Restrict engine idling.  Diesel engine idle time shall be restricted to no 
more than 10 minutes duration.  This is not required for trucks that require 
engines to be on while waiting onsite, such as concrete trucks. 

AQ-02 

Use on-road vehicles that meet California on-road standards.  All on-road 
construction vehicles operating within California shall meet all applicable 
California on-road emission standards and shall be licensed in the State of 
California.  This does not apply to construction worker personal vehicles. 

AQ-03 

Activities and operations on unpaved roads areas should be minimized to 
the extent feasible during high wind events to minimize fugitive dust. 

AQ-04 

Unpaved areas shall be watered as needed (or other measures 
implemented) to control dust on a continual basis. 

AQ-05/ 
BR-03 

Biological Resources 
Qualified biologist(s) shall be retained to review grading and re-vegetation 
plans, to supervise all grading and planting, excavation, and other ground 
disturbing activities and to oversee all aspects of construction monitoring 
that pertain to biological resource protection.   

BR-01 

BR-02 Construction shall occur only during daylight hours, if possible, to minimize 
disturbances to any urban wildlife species that are primarily active at night. 
  

BR-03 See AQ-05. 
BR-04 Wherever possible, construction personnel shall utilize existing access 

roads or previously disturbed areas to reach the project area or to stage 
their vehicles and equipment.   

Disturbance 
of existing 
biological 
resources: 
flora, fauna, 
and/or habitat 
conditions 

BR-05 The Least Bell’s Vireo is known to inhabit areas upstream from the dam 
face and adjacent to the project area.  Construction work within 250 ft 
(76.2 m) of suitable habitat for the vireo will occur outside the vireo-
breeding season between March 15 and September 15.  If work is 
necessary within 250 ft (76.2 m) of suitable vireo habitat during the 
breeding season, the project biologist shall perform weekly surveys in the 
area to determine whether any nesting vireos are present.  If no nesting 
activity is observed, work may continue.  If a nest is present, the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service shall be notified of the location of the nest, a 250-ft 
(76.2-m) buffer around the nest shall be clearly demarcated, and 
construction in the area shall be avoided until the nest is no longer active.  
A project biologist with authority to stop construction shall be present on 
site during breeding-season construction to ensure the limits of 
construction do not encroach into suitable vireo habitat or within 250 ft 
(76.2 m) of a nesting vireo.   
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Table 1: MITIGATION MEASURES 
Impact/s Measure Description 

Pre-construction surveys shall be performed for Federal and State-listed 
threatened and endangered species with the potential to be within the 
project area.  Territories shall be delineated on aerial photographs, using 
GPS hand-held equipment, using northings and eastings to demarcate 
locations.   

BR-06 

The contractor shall be prohibited from harassing, killing, collecting, or 
intentionally harming any species of wildlife, fish, or vertebrate. 

BR-07 

All project landscaping shall include native vegetation that requires minimal 
irrigation and safe care (e.g., no pesticides or fertilizers), designed to 
assist in filtration of runoff from natural and artificial sources.  The latter 
contribution includes runoff from installation of new impervious surfaces 
from the project (e.g., the maintenance yard and vehicle parking areas)). 

BR-08 

During construction or operation of the proposed project, no existing 
mature trees shall be disturbed, or removed. 

BR-09 

Additional native trees shall be planted in perimeter areas to provide 
expanded habitat for species that might avoid the area due to expected 
human encounters (e.g., sight, noise, odors). 

BR-10 

During construction, contractors shall keep construction and staging areas 
orderly, free of trash and debris.  For operations, new trash receptacles 
shall be placed in convenient areas (with adequate signage) to prevent 
wildlife access and to minimize habitat contamination. 

BR-11 

During project construction, activities that coincide with the avian, 
biological breeding season shall require temporary sound walls to shield 
the adjacent willow woodlands from construction noise.  During operation 
of the campground, a noise control policy shall be publicized, monitored, 
and enforced by park rangers to avoid adverse impacts to wildlife.   

BR-12 

A lighting control policy shall be publicized, monitored, and enforced by 
park rangers to avoid adverse impacts to wildlife. 

BR-13 

Should campsite fire pits be developed in the future, a fire-pit use policy 
shall be developed, publicized, and enforced that prohibits the collection of 
any native vegetation, felled wood, or other resources for use in cooking 
fires. 

BR-14 

Signage describing local flora and fauna shall be erected that will 
enunciate appropriate conduct expected of visitors to preserve and protect 
existing wildlife resources. 

BR-15 

BR-16 This mitigation ensures compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.  
Bird Nesting Survey: If any project construction activity (including staging 
and grading) is to be initiated during the bird breeding season (February 1 
through September 15), a qualified ornithologist shall determine whether 
any active bird nest is within 500 feet (152.4 m) of the intended activity, no 
more than 30 days and no less than 7 days prior to initiation of the activity. 
 Bird nesting surveys conducted prior to March 1 may be conducted in a 
manner primarily intended to identify active nests of special-status bird 
species (particularly raptors). All reasonable measures shall be taken to 
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Table 1: MITIGATION MEASURES 
Impact/s Measure Description 

avoid construction activity within 500 feet of an active nest of a special-
status bird species or within 300 feet of an active nest of any other bird 
species.  (This measure has been broadened to include the entire project 
site; and provides compliance with Section 3503 and 3503.5 of the 
California Fish and Game Code.)   
During construction, All ground disturbances, stockpiling of materials, 
storage of construction equipment, construction and grading activities, and 
vegetation removal shall be prohibited outside of the project area.  Fencing 
and signage prohibiting activities within the adjacent Hansen Dam shall be 
installed during all grading and construction activities in order to avoid 
disturbance to, or removal of, habitat. 

BR-17 

To minimize impacts to native habitat, non-native plants - such as giant 
reed (Arundo donax), black mustard (Brassica nigra), and caster bean 
(Ricinus communis) - shall be eradicated from the project area.   

BR-18 

Cultural Resources 
A qualified archeologist who meets the Secretary of Interior’s Standards 
for an Archeologist (see 36 CFR Part 61) shall monitor any earthmoving 
that will involve previously undisturbed soil.  Earthmoving includes 
grubbing and ground clearing, grading, and excavation activities.  If a 
previously unidentified cultural resource (i.e., property) that may be eligible 
for the National Register of Historic Places is discovered, all earthmoving 
activities in the vicinity of the discovery shall be diverted until the Corps 
complies with 36 CFR § 800.13(a)(2). 

CR-01 

CR-02 The previously recorded, Callity Ranch House site (CA-LAN-2089H), shall 
be fenced, or surveyed for cultural resources and the Callity Ranch House 
site be evaluated for eligibility for the National Register and the California 
Register.  If found eligible, the Callity Ranch House site would be of value 
only for it’s potential contribution to archaeological or historical research, 
which would be preserved through appropriate research.  This would 
reduce the effects to less than significant under NEPA and CEQA.  Under 
Section 106 of National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), a Memorandum 
of Agreement would be required to identify appropriate mitigation.   

CR-03    Park rangers shall offer regular educational presentations to campers and 
other visitors regarding the area’s history and culture, and will offer advice 
on how to behave in a manner that preserves and protects existing 
resources. 

CR-04 Exclusionary fencing and signage shall help prevent recreational patrons 
from accessing the former, Callity Ranch site area, adjacent knoll, and the 
base of Hansen Dam. 

Disturbance 
of existing 
cultural 
resources 

CR-05 In the event that archaeological resources are unearthed during project 
construction, all earth disturbing work shall be temporarily suspended 
within the project's archaeological area of potential effect (APE) until a 
qualified archaeologist has evaluated the nature and significance of the 
find.  As deemed necessary by the project archaeologist, a 
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Tongva/Gabrielino representative should monitor any mitigation excavation 
associated with Native American materials.  After the find has been 
appropriately mitigated, work in the area may resume.  If human remains 
are unearthed, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 require that 
no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the 
necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98.  If the remains are determined to be of 
Native American descent, the coroner has 24 hours to notify the Native 
American Heritage Commission. 

Geology and Soils  
All facilities shall be designed to accommodate the natural 
filtration/attenuation of runoff to the maximum extent possible—with 
vegetated buffers and swales—in order to prevent erosion and to preserve 
more stable soil conditions. 

GS-01/ 
HWQ-
05 

GS-02 During construction, erosion and siltation may impact adjacent wetland 
areas.  Appropriate Best Management Practices shall be utilized to 
minimize such impacts. 

Construction 
and operation 
activities  
potentially 
contributing 
to excessive 
runoff and 
soil erosion 

GS-03/ 
HWQ-
04 

During the rainy season, the project construction shall cease during rain 
events. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 
The construction contractor shall obtain a National Pollution Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) construction storm water permit. 

HWQ-
01 

HWQ-
02 

The construction contractor shall prepare a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to reduce the potential for accidental release of 
fuels, pesticides, and other materials.  The construction contractor shall 
submit a Notice of Intent (NOI) to the California Water Resources Board in 
Sacramento.  The SWPPP would be reviewed and approved by the Corps 
team members, including ERB and Engineering.  This plan shall include 
the designation of refueling locations, emergency response procedures, 
and definition of reporting requirements for any spill that occurs.  
Equipment for immediate cleanup will be kept at the staging area for 
immediate use.  This plan shall also include pesticide application activities 
such as storage, handling of herbicides, and application methods. 

HWQ-
03 

Construction contractors shall prevent erosion and sedimentation to avoid 
significant adverse impacts to surface water quality.   

HWQ-
04  

See GS-03. 
HWQ-
05 

See GS-01. 

Water usage 
in drought-
prone area, 
potential 
runoff into 
riparian 
habitat, and 
expose 
people to 
flooding risk.   

HWQ-
06 

All project landscaping shall include native vegetation, that requires 
minimal irrigation (drought-tolerant xeriscaping if possible) and safe care 
(e.g., no harmful pesticides or fertilizers).  Landscaping should be 
designed to assist in filtration of runoff from natural artificial sources.  The 
latter contribution includes runoff from installation of new impervious 
surfaces from the project. 
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Impact/s Measure Description 

New trash receptacles shall be placed in convenient areas (with adequate 
signage) to prevent wildlife access and habitat contamination. 

HWQ-
07/ 
BIO-04 

All water fountains and restroom facilities shall be conservation-oriented in 
design and use policy and shall be regularly monitored for malfunctions by 
park staff. 

HWQ-
08 

All toilet facilities shall be conservation-oriented in design and use policy 
and shall be regularly monitored for malfunctions by park staff. 

HWQ-
09 

All shower facilities shall be conservation-oriented in design and use policy 
and shall be regularly monitored for malfunctions by park staff. 

HWQ-
10 

All bathroom facilities and campground areas shall be designed to 
accommodate drainage in such a manner that water is conserved and 
erosion is prevented (e.g. by the use of vegetated buffers around facilities 
where appropriate). 

HWQ-
11 

Water conservation signage shall be placed in all restroom facilities. HWQ-
12 

Regular, preventative maintenance shall be performed on all pumps, 
valves, and piping in the proposed project’s water system of the 
campground and restroom facility.   

HWQ-
13 

HWQ-
14 

An evacuation plan shall be developed, publicized, and enforced by park 
rangers for the campground area since it is located within a 100-year flood 
zone and the area is within a designated inundation zone. 
 

Noise 
Construction activities shall comply with local ordinances.  Any nighttime or 
weekend construction activities shall be coordinated with local ordinances 
and shall require the construction contractor to obtain a noise permit. 

N-01 

N-02 Surrounding residents shall be notified of the project construction. 
N-03 All equipment used during construction shall be muffled and maintained in 

good operating condition.  All internal combustion engine driven equipment 
shall be fitted with well-maintained mufflers in accordance with 
manufacturer’s recommendations. 

Noise 
generated 
during 
construction 
and 
operation. 

N-04 A noise control policy shall be publicized, monitored, and enforced by the 
park rangers to avoid adverse impacts to wildlife and other park visitors; 
the policy shall include restrictions regarding human, vehicular, and 
electronic (e.g., music, televisions, etc.) noises. 

Transportation and Traffic 
Public streets shall be kept operational during construction, particularly 
during the morning and evening peak hours of traffic.  Lane closures shall 
be minimized during peak traffic hours.   

TT-01 

TT-02 Roads shall be designated for truck traffic, and shall be used for truck 
traffic and movement of heavy equipment. 

Congestion 
during 
construction 
and 
operation. 

TT-03 The selected contractor shall coordinate with the Los Angeles City 
Department of Transportation in order to implement standard construction 
traffic controls, such as the posting of notices, signage, detours, flagmen, 
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Table 1: MITIGATION MEASURES 
Impact/s Measure Description 

and other appropriate measures as needed. 
For the  campground, a campsite reservation policy (including limitations 
on length of stay) shall be publicized, monitored, and enforced by the park 
rangers to avoid congestion within the campground area and on nearby 
streets. 

TT-04 

Utilities and Service Systems 
If utility service disruption is necessary, residents and businesses in the 
project area shall be notified a minimum of two to four days prior to service 
disruption through local newspapers, and direct mailings to affected 
parties. 

US-01 

US-02 The contractor shall be required to excavate around utilities, including 
hand excavation as necessary, to avoid damage and to minimize 
interference with safe operation and use.  Hand tools must be used to 
expose the exact location of buried gas or electric utilities. 

US-03 Prior to construction during the Plans and Specifications phase, utility 
locations shall be verified through field surveys. 

Impacts 
during 
construction 
and operation 

US-04 During construction, the contractor shall be required to provide a storage 
area for collection and storage of recyclable and green waste materials.  
The contractor shall be responsible for hauling recyclable materials to 
appropriate recycling centers.  Plant material removed during construction 
may be provided to the City to use as mulch at park sites or shall be 
removed to a landfill that accepts plant waste materials.  During operation, 
green waste material generated during landscaping maintenance shall 
either be recycled at a landfill accepting green waste or mulched and used 
on site or at another recreation area, as needed. 

 
These mitigation measures would form the foundation of a Mitigation Monitoring Plan 
(MMP) for the project.  CEQA requires public agencies to adopt a reporting or 
monitoring program for the changes to the project that have been adopted to mitigate or 
avoid significant effects on the environment (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6).  
The program must be adopted by the public agency at the time findings are made 
regarding the project.  The State CEQA Guidelines allow public agencies to choose 
whether its program will monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or both (14 CCR 
Section 15097(c)).  
 
The mitigation measures described herein are supplemental to those required as 
standard procedure for the City and its contractors.  The City and its contractors are the 
parties responsible for: (1) the necessary implementing actions; (2) verifying that the 
necessary implementing actions are taken; and (3) the primary record documenting the 
necessary implementing actions. 
 
The mechanisms for verifying that mitigation measures have been implemented include 
design drawings, project plans, and specifications, construction documents intended for 
use by construction contractors and construction managers, field inspections, field 
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reports, and other periodic or special reports.  All records pertaining to this mitigation 
program would be maintained and made available for inspection by the public in 
accordance with the City’s records management systems. 

 
 VII.  COMPATIBILITY WITH EXISTING ZONING AND PLANS
 

The project site lies within the 1991 Hansen Dam Master Plan area.  The proposed 
project has been designed to be compatible with the underlying zoning and land use 
designations. 
 

  VIII.  NAME OF PREPARER
 

William Jones  
Environmental Management Group 
Architectural and Engineering Services Division 
Bureau of Engineering 

 
IX.  DETERMINATION - RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION  
 
  A.  Summary
 

The proposed project is located within Council District 7 in the Hansen Dam 
Flood Control Basin and Recreation Area. The proposed project includes a Kids 
Campground; and Parking Lot/Restoration/BMP.  The facility is intended to serve 
a variety of functions, including a new campground and water quality 
improvements. Because the area is a regional ecological resource, water quality 
improvements would help conserve and preserve the existing flora and fauna.  
 

 B.  Recommended Environmental Documentation
 

Based on the attached NEPA Environmental Assessment and the CEQA review 
contained in this document, it has been determined that the project will not have 
a significant effect on the environment, provided that all suggested mitigation 
measures, derived from the separate CEQA review, are incorporated.  
 
The proposed project would potentially result in significant impacts to air quality, 
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water 
quality, and noise.  However, with application of the mitigation measures 
provided in this Initial Study, potential impacts would be reduced to levels 
considered less than significant. Several potentially significant impacts can be 
rendered insignificant with the required application of certain mitigation 
measures, as discussed in Section VI of the Initial Study.   
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation, I find that implementation of the proposed 
project with mitigation would not have a significant effect on the environment, 
and this Mitigated Negative Declaration should be adopted. 
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ATTACHMENT A 



Hansen Dam 
Recreation 
Improvements Project 

 
Figure 2 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The entire area is zoned as public open space. (See Figure 2, Land Use Map.) 
 

Figure 3. Proposed Project Vicinity Map 

Future Kids 
Campground 

Future Parking 
Lot Restoration 

Site 



 
Figure 4.  Photo of Parking Lot/Restoration Project Site 
    
 
 

 
Figure 5.  Photo of Kids Campground Site 
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