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Chapter 1

Introduction
The City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering (LABOE) has prepared this Notice of Preparation
(NOP)/Initial Study (IS) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated with the
construction and operation of the Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant (VAPP or proposed Project). As
part of the permitting process for LABOE, the proposed Project is required to undergo an
environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
One of the main objectives of CEQA is to disclose the potential environmental effects of proposed
activities to the public and decision‐makers. Under CEQA, LABOE as the lead agency has prepared
an IS and determined that an environmental impact report (EIR) is needed. CEQA requires that
the potential environmental effects of a project be evaluated prior to implementation. This IS
includes a discussion on the proposed Project’s effects on the existing environment, and identifies
potential avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures.

Authority
CEQA was enacted in 1970 and is codified in the California Public Resources Code (Sections 21000
et.al.). The CEQA statute contains detailed rules governing the content of environmental
documents and the environmental review process by State and local agencies. It also provides
decision‐makers and the public with information regarding environmental effects of a proposed
project; identifying means of avoiding environmental damage; and disclosing to the public the
reasons behind a project’s approval even if it leads to environmental impacts. LABOE has
determined the proposed Project is subject to CEQA, and no exemptions apply.
This IS has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code §21000 et seq.) and
the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, §15000 et seq.).

Lead, Responsible and Trustee Agencies
LABOE is the lead agency for the proposed Project, pursuant to Section 15367 of the CEQA
Guidelines, because it has the greatest degree of discretion to approve or deny the proposed
Project. Approvals of permits include, but are not limited to, final design of public facilities and
construction contracts.
In addition to the lead agency, several other agencies have special roles with respect to the
proposed Project as responsible or trustee agencies. These agencies will use the EIR once
prepared as the basis for their decisions to issue any approvals and/or permits that may be
required. Permits and approvals noted in Table 1 are anticipated to be required to implement the
proposed Project.
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Scope of the Initial Study
This IS evaluates the project’s effects on the following resource areas:


Aesthetics



Transportation & Traffic



Agriculture & Forestry Resources



Utilities & Service Systems



Air Quality



Mandatory Findings of Significance



Biological Resources



Cultural Resources



Geology/Soils



Greenhouse Gas Emissions



Hazards & Hazardous Materials



Hydrology & Water Quality



Land Use & Planning



Mineral Resources



Noise



Population & Housing



Public Services



Recreation

Impact Terminology
The following terminology is used to describe each impact’s level of significance:
Potentially Significant Impact. This category is only applicable if there is substantial
evidence that an effect may be significant, and no feasible mitigation measures can be
identified to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.
Less than Significant After Mitigation Incorporated. This category applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures would reduce an effect from a “Potentially Significant
Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measure(s), and briefly explain how it would reduce the effect to a less than significant level
(mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be cross‐referenced).
Less than Significant Impact. This category is identified when a proposed project would
result in impacts below the threshold of significance, and no mitigation measures are
required.
No Impact. This category applies when a proposed project would not create an impact in the
specific environmental issue area. “No Impact” answers do not require a detailed explanation
if they are adequately supported by the information sources cited by the lead agency, which
show that the impact does not apply to the specific project (e.g., the project falls outside a fault
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rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project‐specific
factors as well as general standards (e.g., a proposed project would not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project‐specific screening analysis).
LABOE and other public agencies have identified applicable “thresholds of significance” for
certain types of environmental impacts, such as traffic, noise, and air quality impacts.
Thresholds of significance for the proposed Project are based on the City of Los Angeles CEQA
Thresholds Guide (2006), and are identified in this IS where applicable.

Document Format
This IS contains eight sections:
Chapter 1. Introduction. This section provides an overview of the proposed Project and the
CEQA environmental documentation process.
Chapter 2. Project Description. This section provides a detailed description of the proposed
Project objectives and components.
Chapter 3. Initial Study Environmental Checklist. This section presents the CEQA checklist
for all impact areas and mandatory findings of significance.
Chapter 4. References. This section provides a list of reference materials used during the
preparation of the IS.
Chapter 5. Preparers and Contributors. This section provides a list of key personnel involved
in the preparation of the IS.
Chapter 6. Acronyms and Abbreviations. This section provides a list of acronyms and
abbreviations used throughout the IS.

CEQA Process & Availability of the Initial Study
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The CEQA process is initiated when the lead agency identifies a proposed Project. The lead agency
then normally prepares an IS to identify the preliminary environmental impacts of the proposed
Project. The IS for the VAPP project determined that the proposed Project could have significant
environmental impacts that would require further study and the need to implement mitigation
measures. Therefore the lead agency has decided to prepare an EIR. A Notice of Preparation (NOP) is
prepared to notify public agencies and the general public that the lead agency is starting the
preparation of an EIR for the proposed Project. The NOP and IS are circulated for a 30‐day review
and comment period. During this review period, the lead agency requests comments from agencies,
interested parties, stakeholders, and the general public on the scope and content of the
environmental information to be included in the Draft EIR.
After the close of the 30‐day review and comment period, the lead agency continues the preparation
of the Draft EIR and associated technical studies (if any). Once the Draft EIR is complete, a Notice of
Availability (NOA) is prepared to inform agencies and the general public of the document and the
locations where the document can be reviewed. The Draft EIR and NOA are circulated for a 45‐day
review and comment period to provide agencies and the general public an opportunity to review
and comment on the adequacy of the analysis and the findings regarding potential environmental
impacts of the proposed Project.
After the close of the 45‐day review and comment period, responses to all comments received on the
Draft EIR are prepared. The lead agency prepares a Final EIR, which incorporates the Draft EIR or a
revision to the Draft EIR, Draft EIR comments and list of commenters, and a response to comments
discussion. In addition, the lead agency must prepare the findings of fact for each significant effect
identified, a statement of overriding considerations if there are significant impacts that cannot be
mitigated, and a mitigation monitoring and reporting program to ensure that all proposed
mitigation measures are implemented.
The Board of Public Works will consider the Final EIR and make a recommendation to the Los
Angeles City Council, as the governing body of the City of Los Angeles, regarding certification of the
Final EIR and project approval. The City Council may certify and approve the Final EIR or may
choose to not approve the project.
During the environmental review and project approval process, people and/or agencies may
address the Board of Public Works and City Council regarding the proposed Project. Public
notification of agenda items for the Board of Public Works is available here:
http://bpw.lacity.org/Agendas.html
City Council agenda items are posted 72 hours prior to the public meeting. The City Council agenda
can be obtained by visiting the City Council:
City Hall
200 North Spring Street
John Ferraro Council Chamber, Room 340
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Alternatively, agendas can also be accessed via the internet at the following location:
http://lacity.org/city‐government/elected‐official‐offices/city‐council/council‐calendar
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Within five days of project approval, the LABOE will file a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the
County Clerk. The NOD will be posted by the County Clerk within 24 hours of receipt. This begins a
30‐day statute of limitations on legal challenges to the CEQA approval by the lead agency. The ability
to challenge the approval in court may be limited to those persons who objected to the approval of
the proposed Project and to issues that were presented to the lead agency by any person in writing
during the public review and comment periods regarding the EIR.

Availability of the Initial Study
In accordance with the CEQA statutes and Guidelines, the IS is being circulated for a minimum of 30
days for public review and comment. The public review period for this IS is scheduled to begin on
November 12, 2015, and will conclude on December 18, 2015. The IS has been distributed to
interested or involved public agencies, organizations, and private individuals for review. The IS is
available for general public review at the following locations:


Venice‐Abbot Kinney Memorial Library, 501 South Venice Boulevard, Venice, CA 90291



W Lloyd Taber‐Marina del Rey Library, 4533 Admiralty Way, Marina del Rey, CA 90292



Playa Vista Branch Library, 6400 Playa Vista Drive, Los Angeles, CA 90094

In addition, the IS is available online at:
http://eng.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/venice_aux_pumping_plant.htm
Approximately 1,290 notices were sent to community residents, stakeholders, and local agencies
about the availability of the IS and the opportunity to attend a public meeting to learn more about
the project and provide comments on the IS.
Scoping Meetings
Public scoping meetings will be held to obtain input on the IS and the scope and contents of the EIR:


December 3, 2015, 6:00 p.m., Venice Foursquare Church, 1400 Riviera Avenue, Venice, CA 90291



December 8, 2015, 6:00 p.m., Abbot Kinney Memorial Library, 501 South Venice Boulevard,
Venice, CA 90291

During the scoping period, the public has the opportunity to provide written comments on the
information contained within this IS or provide comments at a public meeting. Comments on the IS
and responses to comments will be included in the record and considered by LABOE during
preparation of the EIR.
In reviewing the IS, responsible and trustee agencies and interested members of the public should
focus on the sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing potential project impacts on
the environment, and ways in which the potential significant effects of the proposed Project could be
avoided or mitigated. Comments on the IS should be submitted in writing by December 18, 2015.
Please submit written comments to:
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
Initial Study
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Written comments may also be sent via email to jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org. Comments sent via
email should include the project title in the subject line and a valid mailing address in the email.
If you have any questions regarding the environmental review process for the proposed Venice
Auxiliary Pumping Plant Project, please contact:
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
213.485.5761
Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org
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Chapter 2

Project Description
Introduction and Overview
The proposed Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant (VAPP) Project (proposed Project) would include the
construction of an auxiliary pumping facility that would provide additional reliability and
supplement capacity to the existing Venice Pumping Plant (VPP), located at 140 Hurricane Street in
the City of Los Angeles (City) community of Venice. The proposed VAPP facility would be sized to
supplement the pumping capacity of the VPP (Pump Station No. 646), for a combined ultimate peak
flow capacity of 87 million gallons per day (mgd), reflecting wet weather flows of a 10‐year storm
event. Major project components of the VAPP would include:


One electrical building approximately 30‐feet in height



Three pumps constructed below ground level



Utility connections, transformers and generators



A 17‐feet x 17‐feet submerged diversion structure, the top of which will be below the lowest
elevation of the Grand Canal



A 66‐inch sewer to connect VAPP to the new diversion structure



Vacation (closure) of Hurricane Street east of Canal Court to the Esplanade (pedestrian
walkway) along the Grand Canal



Landscaping and benches, green open space and public viewing areas



Fencing with blinds and vegetation for screening



Two sites for temporary construction laydown and staging areas:




Vacant lot at Hurricane Street and Canal Court, immediately west of the existing VPP and
adjacent to Ballona Lagoon
Vacant lot immediately east of and across the Grand Canal at Via Dolce

Location and Existing Conditions
Figure 1 (Project Vicinity Map), shows the location of the proposed VAPP in relation to the City and
adjacent cities and communities. As noted in Figure 2 (Project Location Map), the proposed VAPP
would be located on two existing vacant lots (Assessor Parcel Numbers [APN]: 4225008904 and
4225008904) at the northeast corner of Hurricane Street and Canal Court across and immediately
north of the existing VPP. These two parcels are owned by the City of Los Angeles and would be used
to construct the VAPP. Combined, these parcels are approximately 90‐feet in length and 70‐feet in
width (approximately 6,300 square feet). The site is surrounded on the north and west by
residential land uses and to the east by the Grand Canal and associated Esplanade. Residential land
uses are also located immediately east of the Grand Canal.
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The project site is located within the Venice Community Planning Area and Council District 11 as
well as within the Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan area. The two parcels are currently zoned RW2‐
1, with a land use designation of Residential/Medium Residential. The site is located within the
Coastal Zone and therefore within the jurisdiction of the California Coastal Commission. Adjacent to
the site is a Los Angeles County designated Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (ESHA)
associated with the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon. The Venice Canal System is also part of the City
of Los Angeles’ Historic Cultural Monument No. 270 and Venice Historic Canal District (ZI‐2370).
Currently the project site is an undeveloped set of two parcels that contain chain‐link fencing to
limit access; most recently the site was used as a portion of the construction staging area for the
now constructed VPP Manifold Replacement Project (VPPMRP). Pedestrian access along the
Esplanade is available at multiple locations and at the current easterly terminus of Hurricane Street.
The project site is classified as being within a liquefiable zone, a tsunami inundation zone, and a
methane zone. The site is also located within the designated Playa del Rey Oil/Gas Field, and within
proximity to now plugged and/or abandoned oil wells.

Background
The City owns and operates the VPP near the Ballona Lagoon and Grand Canal. The facility collects
sewage from the coastal areas of the City through an existing 48‐inch pipeline (force main) and
transports it to south to the Hyperion Treatment Plant in Playa Del Rey. The VPP is the City’s largest
pumping plant and is considered a critical facility to convey sewage from the tributary area, as there
are currently no diversions to bypass the pumping plant.
The current pump station includes five (5) 400‐horsepower pumps each designed for 18 mgd at 100
feet total dynamic head (TDH). The pumps have had several maintenance issues in the past, and
there are times where two pumps have been out of service for extended periods of time during wet
weather flows. To provide the required capacity at the pumping plant during such events, the City
has rented additional portable pumps to supplement the existing pumps. Since solids handling
pumps in this size are uncommon and difficult to rent, there is a significant cost to the City when
renting additional pumps. These temporary, portable, aboveground pumps have also been known to
cause noise and odor impacts to the surrounding neighborhood when in operation.
The VPP is served by a 48‐inch force main with a second 54‐inch planned for construction (known
as the Venice Dual Force Main Project [VDFM]). Both the 48‐ and 54‐inch force mains would be used
to convey flows from VPP and VAPP to a discharge vault nearly 2 miles to the southeast near the
intersection of Vista Del Mar and Gills Street. The manifold connecting the existing VPP and the
planned VDFM project within Hurricane Street was recently replaced; construction was completed
in August 2015. To minimize impacts to the surrounding community, streamline construction
activities, and minimize overall project cost, the City is planning to schedule construction of the
VAPP immediately following completion of the VDFM project, which is planned to start construction
in Fall 2016.
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Project Objectives
The proposed VAPP project is intended to meet the following project objectives:


During extreme wet‐weather events, prevent potential impacts to human and environmental
health that could occur due to risk of sewage spills from the existing VPP;



Provide redundancy to pumping capacity to improve system reliability and allow regular service
and maintenance activities to take place without compromising the City’s ability to address the
risk of sewage overflows; and



Address the future risks of climate change, which include increased storm intensities and sea
level rise, with the potential to result in flows beyond the capacity of the existing VPP.

Construction
Construction is anticipated to begin in February 2018 and last approximately two years.
Construction phasing will occur in six distinct stages for two separate areas as outlined below, and
shown in Figure 2. Figure 2 shows the locations in which access would be temporarily restricted
and/or permanently closed to the public.

Stage 1
Prior to initiating construction, security fencing would be erected around Laydown Area 2 (APNs:
4225013153 and 4225013904) located across and to the east of the Grand Canal (the project site
and Laydown Area 1 [APN: 4225010016] are currently fenced). A portion of Hurricane Street and
Canal Court would be temporarily closed off. Shoring would be installed around the project site, and
then excavation would occur to a depth of approximately 25 feet. Following installation of shoring,
excavation and dewatering of would occur. The proposed Project would require the excavation of
approximately 10,000 cubic yards of soil of which approximately 2,300 cubic yards would be
exported off‐site and disposed of in an approved area landfill. Excavated materials would be hauled
from the site and disposed of at an appropriate facility. Water pumped from the site would be
disposed of in a manner consistent with Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
regulations. At this stage of construction, pedestrian access along the Esplanade and along Ballona
Lagoon and the Grand Canal would be maintained at Canal Court; however, pedestrian access on
Hurricane Street to the Grand Canal would be eliminated, and pedestrians would be diverted to
Galleon Street to the north (see Figure 2).

Stage 2
Upon completion of excavation, the bottom of the excavated site would be sealed and prepared for
the above and below ground structure and related facilities.

Stage 3
Construction of the underground facilities associated with the proposed VAPP, including the three
new pumps, the wet well, valve vault, meter vault and piping, would occur. These facilities would be
constructed at a maximum depth of approximately 25 feet below ground. Upon installation of the
underground features, the site would be backfilled and compacted.
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Stage 4
Within the Grand Canal, a diversion structure approximately 23‐feet by 95‐feet would be excavated
to a depth of approximately 18 feet below ground and then sealed. Excavated materials would be
hauled from the site and disposed of at an appropriate location. Water flowing in the Grand Canal
would be diverted around a cofferdam structure by the presence of the dam itself. The diversion
structure would then be constructed around the in‐service CIS pipe. Ultimately the diversion
structure would be constructed entirely below ground within the Grand Canal. Construction of the
cofferdam, placement of the diversion structure, and backfill and soil compaction within the Grand
Canal would last approximately three months. During that time, the Esplanade on the west side of
the Grand Canal would be closed between the northern boundary of the project site and
approximately 95 feet south to the existing VPP.

Stage 5
During this step, the CIS pipe would be cut so that the modular insert could be installed. The pipes
would then be connected and a seal would be inserted into the shell. Backfill and soil compaction
would be completed, and the Grand Canal channel bottom would be restored to its original elevation

Stage 6
This final step would involve sealing the diversion structure, removing all shoring steel, and
allowing flows to resume to pre‐construction conditions within the Grand Canal. The Esplanade
would be re‐opened to pedestrian access on the west side of the Grand Canal. Construction of the
surface improvements at the site would then occur. This work would include constructing an
approximately 30‐feet high electrical building, installing two new 480‐volt City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power transformers, and landscaping and public access improvements,
including the pocket park.
Two construction laydown sites are being considered, as shown in Figure 2:


Area 1 ‐ Vacant lot at Hurricane Street, immediately west of the existing VPP, and adjacent to the
Ballona Lagoon. This site is approximately 4,345 square feet and would be utilized as a
construction laydown area.



Area 2 ‐ Vacant lot across and east of the Grand Canal at Via Dolce. This site is approximately
6,150 square feet, accessed from Via Dolce, and would potentially be used for materials and
equipment storage.

Operation
Once operational, the VAPP would support the existing capacity of the VPP as well as enhance
capacity such that a combined ultimate peak flow of 87 mgd could be processed through the VPP
and VAPP. This would accommodate wet weather flows of a 10‐year storm event. The VAPP would
rely on the existing exhaust fan and stack from the VPP for odor control. Hurricane Street between
Canal Court and Esplanade would be permanently vacated and incorporated into the existing VPP.
Additionally, as part of the project, green open space would be incorporated into the project design
in the form of a pocket park.
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Permits and Approvals
Table 1, Anticipated Permits for Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant Project, lists the permits that most
likely will be required for the proposed Project. The need for these permits will be verified through
agency correspondence during the CEQA process.

Table 1 – Anticipated Permits for Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant Project
Agency

Permit/Requirement

Issue

City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Local Coastal Development
Permit

City of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Street Vacation

City of Los Angeles
Planning Department

Zone Change

City of Los Angeles
Department of Cultural Affairs

Design Review

Coastal access, construction within coastal
zone, habitat disturbance, parking and
traffic during construction
Vacation of Hurricane Street segment
between Canal Court and Grand Canal
Esplanade
Conditional Use Permit or change
property from existing RW2‐1 zone to PU
zone
Aesthetic features of design, building and
landscaping

Local

Regional
Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board
(RWQCB)

RWQCB

National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES)
Construction Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) Permit
401C Section Certification

South Coast Air Quality
Management District

Permit to construct and
operate

Water quality and placement of discharges
associated with dewatering activities; No
permit required for discharges to sewer;
General Permit saves time with RWQCB

State Water Quality certification prior to
an issuance of US Army Corps of Engineers
Nationwide permit
Air quality, additional portable
generator(s) and any modifications to
odor dispersion stack

State
California Coastal Commission

State Coastal Development
Permit

California Department of
Conservation, Division of Oil,
Gas and Geothermal Resources

A construction notification
form should be submitted
to the Division prior to any
activity
Project Review for
compliance with Title 22,
Section 64630 (Conducted
through County
Environmental Services
Division)
Consultation

State of California Department
of Health Services

California Office of Historic
Preservation
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Coastal access, construction within coastal
zone, habitat disturbance, parking and
traffic during construction
Project is within boundaries of the Playa
Del Rey Oil field, which contains numerous
plugged and abandoned oil wells
Separation of water and sewer mains

Historic status of Grand Canal

November 2015
ICF 00476.15

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

Agency

Chapter 2. Project Description

Permit/Requirement

Issue

Section 10 permit

Pipeline construction under navigable
waters
Could fall under nationwide permit, NWP
12 Utility Line Activities; requiring a pre‐
Construction Notification (PCN)
Impacts to aquatic and marine life

Federal
US Army Corp of Engineers
(USACE)
USACE

National Marine Fisheries
Service
US Fish and Wildlife Service

Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
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Section 404

Consultation Notification
Notification through
Section 10 process

2‐6

Impacts to habitat (i.e. least tern)
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Initial Study Environmental Checklist
1.

Project Title:

Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, Ste. 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II
Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
213.485.5761
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
3813 & 3901 S. Esplanade, Venice, CA

2.

Lead Agency Name and Address:

3.

Contact Person and Phone Number:

4.

Project Location:

5.

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

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

6.

General Plan Designation:

Residential/Medium Residential

7.

Zoning:

RW2‐1

8.

Description of Project:
Construction of an auxiliary pumping plant and associated facilities in support of the existing
Venice Pumping Plant. The proposed Project would provide additional reliability and critical
redundancies necessary to support the City of Los Angeles’ wastewater conveyance and processing
system. The proposed Project would require the temporary and permanent closure (vacation) of
Hurricane Street between Canal Court and Esplanade. A portion of Canal Court (between the
VAPP’s northern property boundary and Hurricane Street) would also be temporarily closed to
vehicles and pedestrians during construction. Two laydown areas located immediately southwest
and east of the proposed VAPP would be utilized. Once completed, a pocket park would be
constructed and benches and other amenities provided.

9.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
Residential, including single and multi‐family and Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area
associated with the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon.

10.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:
See Table 1.
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each
question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained if it is based on
project‐specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project‐specific screening analysis).
2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including offsite as well as onsite,
cumulative as well as project‐level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.
3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with
mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) is required.
4. “Negative Declaration: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies when the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from a “Potentially Significant
Impact” to a “Less‐than‐Significant Impact”. The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less‐than‐significant level.
(Mitigation measures from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses”, may be cross‐referenced.)
5. Earlier analyses may be used if, pursuant to tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration [Section
15063(c)(3)(D)]. In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:
a.

Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where earlier analyses are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within
the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on
the earlier analysis.
c.

Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site‐specific conditions for the
project.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously
prepared or outside document should, when appropriate, include a reference to the page or
pages where the statement is substantiated.
7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead
agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected.
9. The explanation of each issue should identify:
a.

the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to a less‐than‐significant level.
Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
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Impacts and Mitigation Measures

I. Aesthetics

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

b.

Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings along a
scenic 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 daytime or
nighttime views in the area?

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections A.1 and A.2); Venice Community Plan; and Venice
Local Coastal Program.
Comment: A scenic vista generally provides focal views of objects, settings, or features of visual
interest; or panoramic views of large geographic areas of scenic quality, primarily from a given vantage
point. A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project either introduced incompatible visual
elements within a public field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially altered a view of a scenic
vista.
Potentially Significant Impact. The study area is highly urbanized and contains a mixture of residential
(single‐ and multi‐family), open space (Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon), and public facility (Venice
Pumping Plant) land uses. The Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon are designated by the Venice
Community Plan and Venice Local Coastal Program as scenic coastal areas. Views from the project site of
the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon are limited due to intervening buildings including the Venice
Pumping Plant (located to the south) and residential land uses (located to the north and west). Direct
views of the Grand Canal from on‐site are limited to areas to the east, while views of the Ballona Lagoon
are generally limited to a small area along the Canal Court, which forms the proposed Project site’s
western boundary. Off‐site views (including those to and from the VAPP) are accessible from Esplanade,
Via Dolce, and Pacific Avenue, and from the Ballona Lagoon area. These pathways and streets provide
motorist, bicyclists and pedestrians with brief to extensive views of these scenic resources and the
proposed VAPP. Views of these resources from existing residences vary and are influenced by adjacent
buildings and landscaping.
Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
Initial Study

4‐1

November 2015
ICF 00476.15

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

Chapter 4. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project would include the construction of both temporary and permanent above and
belowground facilities. During construction, two laydown areas are proposed (see Figure 2). These
locations would be used for storing construction material, machinery, and soil stockpiling and would be
fenced and screened. Construction of the diversion structure within a portion of the Grand Canal would
require the use of a temporary cofferdam. Once constructed, above ground buildings and facilities
associated with the proposed Project would include a 2,500 square feet, 30 feet high electrical building,
perimeter security fencing, overhead power lines, and pocket park. The two laydown areas would be
restored to their pre‐existing site conditions, pending completion of the project. Implementation of the
proposed Project would also introduce a new public facility use within two parcels currently designated
for residential, thereby requiring land use and zoning changes in order to make the proposed Project
consistent with the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code, Venice Community Plan, and Venice Local
Coastal Program. The proposed structures will also need to be evaluated for compatibility with the
existing setting and applicable design standards.
Based upon the analysis provided above, the proposed Project could have a potentially significant
impact on a scenic vista. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings,
and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections A.1 and A.2); City of Los Angeles General Plan; Venice
Community Plan; Venice Local Coastal Program; and California Department of Transportation, California
Scenic Highway Mapping System website
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic_highways/index.htm).
Comment: A significant impact may occur where scenic resources within a state scenic highway would
be damaged or removed as a result of the proposed Project.
Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project does not contain historic buildings within a state
scenic highway or rock outcropping and there are no trees located either on the proposed Project site or
adjacent laydown areas. However, the Venice Community Plan and Venice Local Coastal Program
designate the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon as scenic coastal areas. In addition, the City of Los
Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission declared the Venice Canal System a Los Angeles City Historic‐
Cultural Monument (HCM No. 270, August 2, 1983). The proposed Project would include the
construction of a temporary cofferdam within a portion of the Grand Canal that is needed to construct
the VAPP’s diversion structure (proposed be constructed below the lowest elevation (bottom) of the
Grand Canal). Although the cofferdam would be a temporary structure and would be removed once the
diversion structure is constructed, machinery and equipment have the potential to adversely affect it, by
modifying the western slope of the canal. Once completed, the slope would be restored to its pre‐
construction grade. Operation of the proposed Project would not result in impacts to scenic resources
since none would be disturbed once the VAPP is operational.
Based upon the analysis provided above, the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact
and would not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway or on a scenic vista. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections A.1 and A.2).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project introduced incompatible visual
elements to the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character of the area
surrounding the project site.
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is currently located adjacent to the VPP, a
two‐story sewage pumping plant built in the 1950s. The surrounding uses are comprised of single‐ and
multi‐family residences and two vacant and unimproved parcels. As discussed above in Section I.a), the
proposed Project site is located adjacent to the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon, two scenic coastal
resources.
Construction activities associated with the proposed Project would result in short‐term potentially
significant impacts to the existing visual character and quality of the site and surrounding land uses. The
proposed Project site and associated laydown areas are currently vacant and unimproved and provide
some views of the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon to pedestrian, residents, and motorists. During
construction, these areas would be used for materials, equipment, and machinery storage and would be
fenced and screened. In addition, in order to construct the VAPP’s diversion structure, a cofferdam
would be temporarily erected and would occupy a portion of the Grand Canal’s western bank. Once the
proposed Project is completed, the two laydown areas would be restored to their pre‐existing site
conditions.
The proposed Project is planned adjacent to an existing public facility (i.e., VPP). The VAPP would
include the construction of above and below ground facilities. Above ground facilities would include a
two‐story electrical building approximately 2,500 square feet and 30‐feet in height, utility connections
(including transformers), security lighting, and screened fencing. Because a minimal amount of open
area will be present at the VAPP, landscaping may largely be limited to three‐quarter‐inch gravel or
crushed stone to provide erosion and dust control. The proposed Project would also include
construction of a pocket park.. The provision of the park would assist the community in increasing its
number of “small parks,” thereby increasing its overall acreage. However, because the proposed Project
and planned facilities are not permitted under the project site’s current general plan and zoning
designations, they would need to be changed in order to be consistent with the Los Angeles Municipal
Code, Venice Community Plan, and Venice Local Coastal Program. They would also be required to be
consistent with the design guidelines and policies of these applicable plans, while ensuring that they are
also able to meet the technical and safety requirements of the VAPP.
Based upon the analysis provided above, the proposed Project could substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings and result in a potentially significant impact.
This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section A.4).
Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project caused a substantial increase in
ambient illumination levels beyond the property line or caused new lighting to spill‐over onto light‐
sensitive land uses such as residential, some commercial and institutional uses that require minimum
illumination for proper function, and natural areas.

Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
Initial Study

4‐3

November 2015
ICF 00476.15

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

Chapter 4. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project site and laydown areas are unimproved and
contain no on‐site lighting sources. Nighttime lighting adjacent to the proposed Project site is limited to
security lighting associated with the Venice Pumping Plant, residential interior and porch lights, and
street lights associated with Via Dolce and Marquesas Way. Similarly, there are no lighting sources
located along Esplanade or the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon within the vicinity of the proposed
Project. During construction, it anticipated that some perimeter lighting may be required both on the
proposed Project site and laydown areas to deter theft. Lighting would however, be directed on‐site and
away from sensitive receptors (residences) and would be required to ensure that any spillover effect
was minimized. Similarly, on‐site and perimeter security lighting would also be needed during
operation. It is anticipated that nighttime lighting sources would be similar to those of the adjacent VPP
and would be required to adhere to applicable plans and ordinance.
There are also no glare sources located on‐site, although some of the adjacent residences are likely
capable of generating sources of glare during certain periods of the day (e.g., sunrise and sunset). The
proposed VAPP is currently in the preliminary design phase and as such, the identification of specific
building materials has not been undertaken. As noted in Section I.c) above, the building plan, design, and
materials would be subject to review and adherence to the Venice Community Plan, Venice Local Coastal
Program, and applicable City of Los Angeles codes.
It is unclear if the construction and operation of the VAPP could create a new source of substantial light
or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area and result in a potentially
significant impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

In determining whether impacts on 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. In
determining whether impacts on forest resources,
including timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the California Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy
Assessment Project, and forest carbon measurement
methodology provided in the Forest Protocols
adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
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 conflict with a Williamson Act contract?

c.

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code Section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
Section 51104(g))?

d.

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non‐forest use?

e.

Involve other changes in the existing
environment that, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland
to non‐agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non‐forest use?
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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?
Reference: California State Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
website (http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/FMMP/Pages/Index.aspx); City of Los Angeles General
Plan Conservation Element; Zone Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to result in the conversion of
state‐designated agricultural land from agricultural use to a non‐agricultural use.
No impact. The proposed Project site and laydown areas and surrounding areas are urbanized and
contain no farmland or parcels designated for farming. In addition, a review of the California State
Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program map for Los Angeles County
(Los Angeles County Important Farmland, 2012) indicates that there are no lands identified as
Important Farmland.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project would not 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 and as such, no impact would result and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
Reference: California State Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
website (http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/FMMP/Pages/Index.aspx) and California State
Department of Conservation Land Conservation Act
(ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/wa/LA_12_13_WA.pdf); City of Los Angeles General Plan
Conservation Element, ZIMAS.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to result in the conversion of
land zoned for agricultural use, or indicated under a Williamson Act contract, from agricultural use to a
non‐agricultural use.
No impact. The proposed Project and laydown areas are vacant and unimproved and have a general
plan and zoning designation of Residential/Medium Residential and RW2‐1. Parcels located adjacent
have similar urban land use designations, including open space and public facility. A review of the
California Department of Conservation’s Los Angeles County Williamson Act Map (2012/2013) indicates
that there are no parcels currently designated as Williamson Act.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract and as such, no impact would result and no mitigation is
required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)) or timberland (as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 4526)?
References: City of Los Angeles General Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to conflict with an existing
zoning classification of forest land or timberland, or cause rezoning of an area classified as forest land or
timberland.
No impact. The proposed Project site and laydown areas and surrounding areas are urbanized and
contain no forestland or timberland. As indicated above, the project site and laydown areas have a
general plan and zoning designation of Residential/Medium Residential and RW2‐1, respectively. No
impact to forestland or timberland would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed
for further analysis in the EIR.
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐forest use?
References: See II (c) above.
Comment: See II (c) above.
No impact. See Response II (c) above. The proposed Project site and laydown areas and surrounding
areas are urbanized and contain no forestland or timberland. Construction and operation of the
proposed Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐forest
use. No impact to forestland or timberland would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of farmland, to non‐agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
non‐forest use?
Reference: See II (a) and II (c) above.
Comment: See II (a) and II (c) above.
No impact. See Responses (II a. and c.) above. The proposed Project site and laydown areas and
surrounding areas are urbanized and contain no forestland or agricultural uses. Construction and
operation of the proposed Project would not involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to non‐agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non‐forest use and as such, no impacts would result and no mitigation
measures are required. This issue not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

When 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?

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 a nonattainment area for an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions that
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d.

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

e.

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); South Coast Air Quality Management
District, Final 2012 Air Quality Management Plan, February 2013; City of Los Angeles General Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan.
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project is located in the South Coast Air Basin (Basin),
which is regulated by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) under the Clean Air
Act. During the construction period, criteria pollutant and toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions would
result from the use of construction equipment and the transport of workers and materials to and from
the project site. Operation of the proposed Project would result in criteria pollutant and TAC emissions
primarily associated with motor vehicle travel to and from the site and natural gas combustion for
energy supplies. Therefore, the proposed Project could have a potentially significant impact related to
conflict or obstructing implementation of an applicable air quality plan. This issue will be further
analyzed in the EIR.
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b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); South Coast Air Quality Management
District, Final 2012 Air Quality Management Plan, February 2013, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 1993.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would violate any air quality standard
or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.
Potentially Significant Impact. As stated above for response III (a), the proposed Project would result
in the emissions of criteria and TAC pollutants. These emissions may exceed the regional or localized
significance thresholds for criteria pollutants established in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.
Therefore, the proposed Project could violate air quality standards or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation and impacts are considered potentially significant. This issue
will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2); 2013 State Area Designation Maps
(http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm).
Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project’s incremental air quality effects are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past, present, and future projects.
Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above in responses III (a) and (b), project‐related
construction and operational activities would emit criteria pollutants (and precursor emissions) for
which the Basin is not in attainment. Therefore, the proposed Project could 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) and therefore, impacts may be potentially
significant. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1, B2, and B3).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if construction or operation of the proposed Project
generated pollutant concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive receptors.
Sensitive receptors include residences, board and care facilities, schools, playgrounds, hospitals, parks,
child care centers, and outdoor athletic facilities.
Potentially Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors in close proximity to the project site include
residential uses adjacent to the project site to the north, east, and west. In addition, project
implementation would involve the creation of a pocket park. Criteria pollutant and TAC emissions would
occur during the project construction and operation, potentially exposing sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Therefore, the proposed Project could expose sensitive receptors
to substantial pollutant concentrations and result in a potentially significant impact. This issue will be
further analyzed in the EIR.
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections B1 and B2).
Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project created objectionable odors during
construction or operation that would affect a substantial number of people.
Potentially Significant Impact. According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses
associated with odor complaints typically include wastewater treatment facilities. The proposed Project
would expand capacity/throughput at an existing wastewater conveyance facility that is located in close
proximity to existing residential uses. During operation of the backup pumps associated with the VPP,
odor complaints have been made by local residents. Implementation of the VAPP is intended to reduce
the potential for odors associated with VPP operations. Nevertheless, the proposed Project could create
objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people and result in a potentially significant
impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

IV. Biological Resources

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?

b.

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

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, marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

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?

e.

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

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?
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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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General Plan; Venice
Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would remove or modify habitat for
any species identified or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the state or federal regulatory agencies cited.
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is located in a highly urbanized area.
Although the proposed Project site does not contain sensitive plant communities, habitats or species, the
adjacent areas, including the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon are designated as Environmentally
Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHAs) by the County of Los Angeles. Both the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon
are also considered wetlands and waters of the United States and California and are under the
jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and California Department of Fish
and Wildlife (CDFWS), respectively.
A query of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and California Native Plant Society (CNPS)
databases conducted for the proposed Project site and surrounding topographic quadrangles indicates
that there are 12 plants and 22 listed animals that are either considered threatened and/or endangered
under the Federal Endangered Species Act and/or California Endangered Species Act that have been
recorded and/or are known to occur within the areas queried.
A preliminary field assessment of the Biological Survey Area (BSA), which included the proposed Project
site and 500‐foot buffer area indicates that there are three sensitive plant communities present in the
immediate area (i.e., Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon) and which include coastal salt marsh, coastal
strand, and coastal sage scrub. There are also a number of known sensitive plant species including, red
sand‐verbena (Abronia maritima), southwestern spiny rush (Juncus acutus ssp. leopoldii), and woolly
sea‐blight (Suaeda taxifolia), which are sensitive species found in small populations of limited
distribution. Three other plants, south coast saltbush (Atriplex pacifica), pink sand‐verbena (Abronia
umbellata), and California sea‐blight (Suaeda californica) are considered to be rare, threatened or
endangered in California. Sensitive avian species known to occur in the area include the California least
tern (Sterna antillarum browni) and western snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus). The Grand
Canal and Ballona Lagoon serve as foraging habitat for these species. In addition, there are a number of
benthic organisms, crustaceans, and fish that are present within the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon
including the California horn snail (Cerithidea californica), striped shore crab (Pachygrapsus crassipes),
and topsmelt (Atherinops affinis) which are used for foraging by many species.
Construction of the proposed Project would require the use of construction workers, materials, and
machinery. In addition, as shown in Figure 2, work within the Grand Canal would be required in order to
construct the VAPP diversion structure. The proposed Project site and adjacent laydown areas may also
require nighttime lighting to deter theft. These activities could result in substantial temporary direct
and/or indirect adverse effects through habitat modifications (related to the Grand Canal only) on
sensitive species known to occur within the area. In addition, the proposed Project site and its
associated 500‐foot BSA have the potential to support nesting birds protected by the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA).
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The proposed Project would include the development of urban land uses similar to those currently
present and which include the VPP and residential land uses. Although operation of the proposed
Project is not anticipated to result in substantial adverse effects related to habitat modification or
sensitive species, nighttime security lighting would be required. It is unclear if this new lighting source
could adversely affect sensitive species known to occur within the adjacent Grand Canal and Ballona
Lagoon.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on a 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 and therefore, could result in a potentially significant impact.
This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
b) 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 US Fish and Wildlife Service?
Reference: See IV. (a) above.
Comment: See IV. (a) above.
Potentially Significant Impact. Construction of the VAPP diversion structure would require a
temporary coffer dam (see Figure 2) and would necessitate work within the Grand Canal, a designated
ESHA and wetland and waters of the United States and California. Construction of the coffer dam would
require work along a portion of the western slope and within the Grand Canal. Although the coffer dam
is not expected to impede tidal flow associated with the Grand Canal and/or Ballona Lagoon, this work
could result in temporary sediment and habitat disturbance, including direct modification of sensitive
plant communities and associated benthic organisms contained within these areas. Once completion of
the diversion structure is finalized, the coffer dam would be removed and the western slope of the Grand
Canal would be restored to its original grade and replanted with native vegetation.
As noted in Section IV.a above, land uses associated with the proposed Project, once constructed, would
be consistent with the urban environment in which it is located. However, it is unclear if the proposed
nighttime security lighting could adversely affect the adjacent riparian habitat or ESHAs.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
result in a potentially significant impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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: City of Los Angeles General Plan; L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); Venice
Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act, would be modified or removed.
Potentially Significant Impact. As noted in Sections IV.a) and b), both the adjacent Grand Canal and
Ballona Lagoon are considered wetland and waters of the United States and California and are under the
jurisdiction of the USACE and CDFWS. During construction of the VAPP diversion structure, a temporary
coffer dam would need to be built. These activities would require disturbance of a portion of the Grand
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Canal’s west slope and direct removal of sediment of the canal bottom to install the diversion structure.
Sediment derived from the Grand Canal during construction of the coffer dam may be reused, if needed
to cover the diversion structure once constructed. A preliminary hydrological analysis indicates that
construction of the temporary coffer dam would not substantially impede the tidal flow of either the
Grand Canal and/or Ballona Lagoon.
Once constructed, the diversion structure would be sealed and submerged below the lowest elevation of
the Grand Canal. A preliminary hydrological analysis indicates that the presence of the diversion
structure is not anticipated to impede the tidal flow of either the Grand Canal and/or Ballona Lagoon.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could 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 and result in a potentially significant impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); Venice Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project interfered or removed access to a
migratory wildlife corridor or impeded the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
Potentially Significant Impact. A review of the South Coast Missing Linkages and the Los Angeles
County’s Regional Habitat Linkages and Wildlife Corridors resources indicates that the proposed Project
site and laydown areas are not located within an established and/or important native resident or
migratory wildlife corridor. Both the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon are utilized by resident and
migratory bird species for foraging and nesting and may be used as nursery sites. Similarly, some fish
species likely utilize these water resources for foraging and as juvenile nurseries.
Construction activities associated with the project site, laydown areas, and coffer dam would include the
use of construction workers, use and transport of materials and machinery and could result in short‐
term impacts related to native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species and associated nursery
areas (if present) related to noise and other disturbances.
Although operation of the VAPP is not anticipated to interfere substantially with the movement of native
resident or migratory fish, wildlife corridors or impede the use of a native wildlife nursery site, it is
unclear if the proposed nighttime security lighting could have indirect impacts to these resources or
species.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could 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 and result in a potentially significant
impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); City of Los Angeles General Plan; Venice
Community Plan; Venice Local Coastal Program.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would cause an impact that was
inconsistent with local regulations pertaining to biological resources.

Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
Initial Study

4‐14

November 2015
ICF 00476.15

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

Chapter 4. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potentially Significant Impact. Both the Venice Community Plan and Venice Local Coastal Program
identify the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon as sensitive biological resources and include policies and
guidelines intended to preserve these resources and the habitats and species present. It is unclear at this
time if either construction and/or operation of the proposed Project could result in conflicts with these
plans.
There are no trees located on the proposed Project site or laydown areas or within the Grand Canal
where the coffer dam would be constructed. However, there is an existing tree located immediately
adjacent to Esplanade and the northeast property line of the proposed Project, which may need to be
removed and/or trimmed. This non‐native tree species is not subject to the City of Los Angeles’
Protected Tree Ordinance.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could conflict with local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance and result in a
potentially significant impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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: City of Los Angeles General Plan; L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C); Venice
Community Plan; and CDFW: https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=68626&inline.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would be inconsistent with the
provisions of the adopted local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans.
Potentially Significant Impact. A review of the CDFWS’s California Regional Conservation Plans
(August 2015) indicates that the proposed Project is not located within or adjacent to a Natural
Community Conservation Plan or a Habitat Conservation Plan.
As noted above in Section IV. a), the proposed Project site and laydown areas are located immediately
adjacent to the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon, resources identified as ESHAs. Construction of the
temporary coffer dam, required for the VAPP’s diversion structure, would be constructed within the
Grand Canal ESHA. In addition, the laydown area located adjacent to Canal Court (see Figure 2)
immediately fronts a Habitat Protection Buffer Strip (see Exhibit 22c of the Venice Local Coastal
Program).
Based upon the analysis above, it is unclear if the proposed Project could conflict with the provisions of
an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan and result in a potentially significant impact. This issue will
be further analyzed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

V. Cultural Resources

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

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

b.

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

c.

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

d.

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

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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.3); Venice Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may result if the proposed Project caused a substantial adverse change
to the significance of a historical resource.
Potentially Significant Impact. There are historical resources in the vicinity, but it is unknown at this
time whether or not these historical resources would be adversely affected by the proposed Project. The
Venice Canal Historic District, listed in the National Register of Historic Places and listed as City of Los
Angeles Historic‐Cultural Monument #2370, is in close proximity to the project site. Construction of the
proposed VAPP diversion structure would require use of a temporary coffer dam which would be
constructed within a portion of the Grand Canal and adjacent to its western slope and therefore, could
result in a potentially significant impact to historic resource, as defined in Section 15064.5. This issue
will be further analyzed 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?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.3); Venice Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an archaeological resource, which falls under the CEQA Guidelines section
cited above.
Potentially Significant Impact. No archaeological resources have been recorded in the project area.
Survey of the project area for the current project located no archaeological resources. On September 01,
2015, Michael D. Richards of ICF, conducted a records search at the South Central Coastal Information
Center (SCCIC) located at California State University Fullerton. SCCIC is a branch of the California
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Historical Resources Information Center, which maintains the State of California’s official records of
previously recorded cultural resource studies and recorded archaeological sites for Los Angeles and
Orange Counties. The SCCIC records search included the project study areas of potential effect (APE) and
a 0.5‐mile buffer surrounding the APE.
A review of Information Center’s records indicates that 15 previous cultural resource studies have been
conducted within a 0.5‐mile radius of the APE. Of these, two studies were conducted in the project area;
no resources were recorded within the APE boundaries. Most studies observed no prehistoric or historic
archaeological resources or isolated artifacts. Moreover, the 13 studies, within the 0.5‐buffer area,
produced positive results for just two cultural resources. However, the search indicates that no
prehistoric archaeological sites are listed on the Archaeological Determination of Eligibility (DOE) list.
The two historic cultural resources included in the 0.5‐mile buffer area consist of the Venice Canal
Historic District, and the Warren Wilson Beach House. The Venice Canal Historic District, LAn 19‐
167310 (HRI‐021273), is comprised of the public right of way, the Carroll Canal, the Linnie Canal, the
Howland Canal, the Sherman Canal, the Eastern Canal, and portions of Canal Street and the Grand Canal.
This area was originally marshland adjacent to the outlet of Ballona Creek at the Pacific Ocean. Site LAn‐
19‐174098, the Warren Wilson Beach House at #15 Thirtieth Avenue, was built in 1911. It represents
the distinctive characteristics of the Craftsman method of construction and is associated with both
Warren Wilson and Abbot Kinney.
Michael D. Richards, of ICF International, conducted a comprehensive archaeological pedestrian survey
of the APE on August 20, 2015. This area was surveyed in order to inspect for and identify any
previously undiscovered cultural resources. The pedestrian survey consisted of walking transects in an
east/west orientation, that were 3 meters apart. Documentation of artifacts was to focus on items
having a probability of being older than 50 years. All items that could be observed that fit this
description were to be photographed, briefly described, and geographically recorded using a Garmin®
Etrex Legend Global Positioning System (GPS) Receiver. Ground surface visibility was fair with the
surface somewhat obscured by vegetation resulting in approximately 80% surface visibility. No cultural
resources were identified during the field survey.
Although based on the setting (an area once containing beach sand dunes), the potential for impacts on
unknown archaeological resources is considered low, the proposed Project could cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to California Code of
Regulations Section 15064.5 and result in a potentially significant impact. This issue will be further
analyzed in the EIR.
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.1); Venice Community Plan; Standard Specification
for Public Works Construction (“Greenbook”).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the
proposed Project would disturb unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features.
No Impact. The project area is on the western margin of the boundaries of Ballona Lagoon, a broad
swampy marsh that existed in the area until 20th Century development (United States Geological Survey
1896, 1924, 1934). A search of the vertebrate paleontological records of the Los Angeles County Natural
History Museum indicated that nearest fossil locality, LACM 7879, is more than two miles to the
northeast and inland from the filled beach area.
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The geologic formation underlying the project area is tentatively identified as clay and sand of existing
marshlands (Dibblee 2007). These sediments are Holocene in age, and are less than 10,000 years in age.
Sediment in the project area may also be derived from beach dune sands deposited along the lee side of
the Pacific Ocean, which are also Holocene in age (Dibblee 2007). Both of these sediments are too young
to contain fossil resources. Any grading and excavation for the project would affect these Holocene and
fill sediments, and therefore would not adversely affect unique paleontological resources or geologic
features and as such, no impacts would result and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed
for further analysis in the EIR.
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section D.2); Venice Community Plan; Standard Specification
for Public Works Construction (“Greenbook”).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the
proposed Project would disturb interred human remains.
Less than Significant Impact. No human remains are known to exist in the project area, and the
location does not encompass any formal cemeteries. Because the project site is situated on beach sands
and marshland clays, there is a very low potential for prehistoric human remains to be present.
However, it should be noted that the City will also comply with all requirements related to AB 52 and
Native American coordination.
While the uncovering of human remains is not anticipated, if they are discovered, State Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that further disturbances and activities shall cease in any area or
nearby area suspected to overlie remains, and the County Coroner contacted. Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98, if the remains are thought to be Native American, the coroner shall
notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), who shall then notify the Most Likely
Descendent (MLD). Further provisions of Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 are to be followed as
applicable. Therefore, through compliance with existing regulations, the construction and operation of
the proposed Project would not disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries and impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Potentially
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VI. Geology and Soils
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Significant
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No
Impact

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? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii.

Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii.

Seismic‐related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv.

Landslides?

b.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

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 an
onsite or offsite 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 property?

e.

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

Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); California Geological Survey
(ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/fer/71/Maps/PLATE2.pdf); Venice Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were located within a state‐
designated Alquist‐Priolo Zone or other designated fault zone and appropriate building practices were
not followed.
No impact. There are no Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones located within the project site; the
closest Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone (Newport‐Inglewood) is located about five miles to the east
of the proposed Project site. Therefore, no impact associated with 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 would result and no
mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); Venice Community Plan; California Department of
Conservation (ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/fer/71/Maps/PLATE1.pdf).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project design did not comply with building
code requirements intended to protect people from hazards associated with strong seismic ground
shaking.
Less than Significant Impact. Similar to all land uses in California, strong ground shaking has the
potential to occur in the project area. The Newport Inglewood Fault is capable of generating magnitude
6.8 maximum credible earthquake. Structures (e.g., electrical building) associated with the proposed
Project would be built to current State of California seismic design standards and in accordance with
project‐specific geotechnical and engineering report recommendations to withstand ground shaking.
Although the seismic design standards would include measures to minimize the risk of loss, injury or
death resulting from strong ground shaking, a less than significant impact could result. This issue will be
further analyzed in the EIR.
iii. Seismic‐related ground failure, including liquefaction?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); General Plan Safety Element; California Geological
Survey (http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/download/quad/VENICE/maps/ozn_veni.pdf); Venice
Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would be located in an area identified
as having a high risk of liquefaction and appropriate design measures required within such designated
areas were not incorporated into the project.
Potentially Significant Impact. The possibility of liquefaction occurring at the project site is dependent
upon the occurrence of a significant earthquake in the project vicinity, sufficient groundwater to cause
high pore pressures, grain size, plasticity, relative density, and confining pressures of the soils present at
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the site. Liquefaction usually occurs when the underlying groundwater table is less than 50 feet below
ground surface. The proposed Project site is shown on the State Seismic Hazards Zone Map, Venice
Quadrangle (State of California, 1999) as being potentially susceptible to liquefaction. Because the
potential for seismic activity exists and the proposed Project is located in a liquefaction zone, seismic‐
related ground failure, including liquefaction‐related impacts could be potentially significant. This issue
will be further analyzed in the EIR.
iv. Landslides?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); City of Los Angeles General Plan (Landslide
Inventory and Hillside Areas in the City of Los Angeles Map); Venice Community Plan; California
Department of Conservation
(http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would be located in an area identified
as having a high risk of landslides and appropriate design measures required within such designated
areas were not incorporated into the project.
No Impact. The proposed Project site and western laydown area are flat, while the eastern laydown
area is relatively level although some elevational difference exists on the eastern slope along Via Dolce.
Although the proposed Project would not require major grading activities that would cut into a hillside,
some minor grading of the project site would be required. The proposed Project would be constructed
within an existing unimproved level lot and therefore, would not result in or increase the potential for
landslides and as such, no impacts would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed
for further analysis in the EIR.
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.2).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to expose large areas to the
erosion effects of wind or water for a prolonged period of time.
Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is relatively flat to gently sloping. Laydown
Area 2, located across from and east of the project site and the Grand Canal, includes a slope adjacent to
the Grand Canal. Standard best management practices would be implemented prior to construction to
ensure that erosion, runoff, and/or siltation would not enter adjacent areas or the Grand Canal. Security
fencing would be erected around this laydown area prior to construction activities. Although the
proposed Project would not result in the loss of topsoil, it could result in soil erosion associated with site
grading activities. With the implementation and monitoring of both temporary and permanent soil
erosion best management practices (BMPs) in accordance with the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System General Permit (NPDES) for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction
and Land Disturbance Activities (Order No. 2009‐0009‐DWQ), the proposed Project would result in less‐
than‐significant impacts related to substantial soil erosion of the loss of topsoil and no mitigation is
required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section C1); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project was built in an unstable area without
proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings, thus
posing a hazard to life and property.
Potentially Significant Impact. See response to items VI.a.iii and VI.a.iv. Although the proposed
Project’s structures (e.g., electrical building) would be built to current State of California and local design
standards and in accordance with project‐specific geotechnical report recommendations for
construction within areas that are susceptible to unstable geologic or soil conditions, if such conditions
exist on‐site, the potential for significant impacts related to its location 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 may exist. This issue will be further
analyzed in the EIR.
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: Uniform Building Code; City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would be built on expansive soils
without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project
buildings, thus posing a risk to life and property.
Potentially Significant Impact. Expansive soils generally have a substantial amount of clay, which has a
high shrink/swell potential with varying water content. It is unclear if the proposed Project is underlain
by expansive soils and as such, impacts are potentially significant. This issue will be further analyzed in
the EIR.
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: None applicable.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were built on soils that were
incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal system,
and such a system were proposed.
No Impact. The proposed Project would not affect any existing or proposed septic tanks or wastewater
disposal systems since it does not entail and/or propose such systems. Therefore, the proposed Project
have no impacts related to 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. This issue
is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

VII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

b.

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
Reference: SCAQMD (http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air‐quality‐analysis‐
handbook/ghg‐significance‐thresholds); and CEQA Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Significance Threshold,
October 2008.
Comment: There are currently no established quantitative thresholds of significance for greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions on a local, state, or national basis. However, SCAQMD has developed a recommended
interim threshold for assessing the significance of potential GHG emissions that uses a tiered approach
to determining significance. At this time, the interim GHG significance threshold that would apply to
stationary source/industrial projects only for which the SCAQMD may be the lead agency or projects
that require air quality permits from the SCAQMD. The preferred significance threshold for GHG
emissions from industrial project is < 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) per year,
which includes construction emissions amortized over 30 years and then added to operational GHG
emissions. The screening level for significance for residential/commercial projects is 3,000 MTCO2e per
year, which also includes construction emissions amortized over 30 years and then added to operational
GHG emissions to determine total project GHG emissions. SCAQMD staff is in the process of determining
a final significance threshold for residential and commercial projects.
Potentially Significant Impact. GHG emissions would be generated as a result of on‐site construction
equipment usage, off‐site vehicle trips by construction workers, and travel to and from the project site
by haul/delivery trucks. Following the completion of construction, GHG emissions would result from
energy consumption necessary to operate the VAPP and from employee commute and maintenance
vehicle trips. Therefore, the proposed Project could generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly
or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment. This issue will be further analyzed
in the EIR.
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
Reference: California Air Resources Board, The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
(AB32), 2006; City of Los Angeles, Green LA ‐‐ An Action Plan to Lead the Nation in Fighting Global
Warming, 2007; City of Los Angeles, Climate LA – Municipal Program Implementing the Green LA
Climate Action Plan, 2008.
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Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHG.
Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Item VII a), above, GHG emissions would occur as a
result of project construction and operation. Implementation of the proposed Project could therefore,
result in potentially significant impacts by conflicting with an applicable plan, policy or regulation of an
agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. This issue will be further
analyzed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

VIII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

c.

Emit hazardous emissions or involve handling
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one‐quarter mile 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.

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

f.

Be located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip and result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project 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?

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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections F.1 & F.2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project utilizes substantial amounts of
hazardous materials as part of its routine operations and could potentially pose a hazard to the public
under accident or upset conditions.
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Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would not create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials. Construction of the proposed project is expected to last approximately 24 months, during
which time routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials such as fuel, solvents, paints, oils,
grease, and caulking would occur. Such transport, use, and disposal must be compliant with applicable
regulations such as the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), Department of Transportation
Hazardous Materials Regulations, and the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) regulations.
Although small amounts of solvents, paints, oils, grease, and caulking would be transported, used, and
disposed of during the construction phase, these materials are typically used in construction projects
and would not represent the transport, use, and disposal of acutely hazardous materials.
Fuels and new/waste oil are expected to be handled, stored and disposed of offsite (in the case of waste
oil) as part of routine project operations. Although this is the case, transportation of these materials in
and out of the proposed project area would not be part a routine project activity. Additionally, the site
would be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local ordinances including those of
the local of the Los Angeles Fire Department Hazardous Materials Unit CUPA requirements, such as the
development of a Chemical Inventory and Business Emergency Plan. The Chemical Inventory and
Business Emergency Plan would contain information on the location, type, quantity, and health risks of
hazardous materials stored, used, or disposed of onsite. Adherence to CUPA requirements would ensure
proper handling, storage, and usage of hazardous materials in order to safeguard life and property and
would ensure that the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials would not create a significant
hazard to the public or environment during project operation.
Based upon the analysis contained above, the proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials
therefore, impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections F1 and F.2); California Code of Regulations, Title 8,
Sections 1529 and 1532.1, available at http://www.dir.ca.gov/title8/1529.html and
http://www.dir.ca.gov/title8/1532_1.html respectively; SCAQMD Rule 1403
(www.aqmd.gov/rules/reg/reg14/r1403.pdf).
Comment: Refer to Section VIII (a) above.
Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project is not expected to 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. In fact, one of the purposes
of the proposed Project is to reduce the potential for a sewage spill by providing an auxiliary pumping
facility, which would support the existing VPP and improve system reliability during heavy rain events.
Regarding the construction phase, as mentioned above in Section VIII a.), construction‐related
hazardous materials would be used during construction of the proposed Project, including fuel, solvents,
paints, oils, grease, and caulking. It is possible that any of these substances could be released during
construction activities. However, compliance with federal, state, and local regulations, would ensure that
all hazardous materials are used, stored, and disposed properly, which would minimize potential
impacts related to a hazardous materials release during the construction phase of the project. As
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discussed above, hazardous materials handled and stored on site during normal project operations
would be done in full compliance with local CUPA agency regulations and any accidental releases would
be addressed as appropriate.
Regarding exposure from historic operations, research conducted during a records review via the
Environmental Data Resources (EDR) report identified the proposed Project site in several databases. A
violation record from 2012 included a release of 94 gallons of raw sewage into the canals; this was due
to a small hole in the pressure transducer pipe at the VPP. The leak was fixed the same day it was
identified. The Los Angeles County Department of Public Health, which was notified immediately,
determined that no beach closures were required. Although cleanup details were not provided in the
EDR, this incident is not expected to affect implementation of the proposed Project. No other violations
were noted. The EDR report identified several hazardous materials sites within a 1‐mile radius of the
proposed Project area. Upon review of the environmental history of these sites, it was determined that
the sites in question have a low probability of impacting implementation of the proposed Project. Thus,
the likelihood of encountering contamination in the proposed Project site resulting from the
surrounding sites’ historical activities is considered low.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project would not 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 and therefore, impacts would be less than significant and
no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were located within one‐quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school site and were projected to release toxic emissions which pose a hazard
beyond regulatory thresholds.
Less than Significant Impact. Westside Global Awareness Magnet School is located 104 Anchorage
Street about 0.25‐mile to the northwest of the project site. Hazardous materials that would be used in
connection with the proposed Project would be typical of those used for residential, community, office,
and retail uses. In addition, potentially hazardous materials used during construction would be used,
stored, and disposed of in accordance with manufacturers’ instructions and in compliance with
applicable federal, State, and local regulations. Therefore, with proper handling and storage, the impact
with regard to the release of hazardous materials within 0.25 mile of a school would be less than
significant and no mitigation is be required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were 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.
Less than Significant Impact. As discussed under Section VIII b. above, research conducted during a
records review via EDR report identified the proposed Project site in several databases. Records
indicated a raw sewage spill occurring on‐site in 2012. According to information obtained, the leaking
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pipeline was secured and was scheduled for repair. Cleanup details were not provided, but this incident
is not expected to affect implementation of the proposed Project as the material was released into
nearby waterways. No other violations were noted.
Based upon the analysis above, impacts would be less than significant related to a site which is included
on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, it would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment and as such, no
mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: General Plan, L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); Venice
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project site were located within a public airport land
use plan area, or within two miles of a public airport, and would create a safety hazard.
No impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area because the project area is not located within an airport land use
plan area or within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport. The closest airports include the
Santa Monica Municipal Airport and Los Angeles International Airport, which are located approximately
2.4 miles to the north and 2.5 miles to the southeast, respectively of the site. No impact would occur and
no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); Venice Community Plan
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project is in the vicinity of a private airstrip
and would result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area.
Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area because the project area is not located within
the vicinity of a private airstrip. No impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety Element
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to substantially interfere with
roadway operations used in conjunction with an emergency response plan or evacuation plan or would
generate sufficient traffic to create traffic congestion that would interfere with the execution of these
plans.
Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would not impair
implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan. The proposed Project is not identified on the City of Los Angeles General Plan’s Safety
Element (Exhibit H: Critical Facilities and Lifeline Systems).The proposed Project would not result in any
substantial traffic queuing along Hurricane Street or Canal Court, and would not allow any construction
vehicles or equipment to park or remain stationary within the roadway. Moreover, the project does not
include any characteristics (e.g., permanent road closures, long‐term blocking of road access) that would
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physically impair or otherwise interfere with emergency response or evacuation in the project vicinity.
All large construction vehicles entering and exiting the site would be guided by the use of personnel
using signs and flags to direct traffic. During construction activities, the proposed Project would be
required to comply with applicable requirements set forth by the Office of Emergency Management
(OEM). The OEM has the responsibility for organizing and directing the preparedness efforts of the
Emergency Management Organization of Los Angeles County. OEM is the day‐to‐day Los Angeles County
Operational Area coordinator for the entire geographic area of the county. The proposed Project would
also be required to comply with City of Los Angeles Fire Department emergency access requirements
during both construction and operation.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project would not impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan and therefore,
impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for
further analysis in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section F.1); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were located in a wildland area and
poses a significant fire hazard, which could affect persons or structures in the area in the event of a fire.
No impact. The proposed Project is not located within a Selected Wildfire Hazard Area, as designated in
Exhibit D (Selected Wildfire Hazard Areas) of the City of Los Angeles’ General Plan Safety Element.
Additionally, the proposed Project is located within a fully developed area of Los Angeles and is not
intermixed or adjacent to wildland areas. Furthermore; the site is surrounded by water bodies; the
Venice Canals to the north and east and Pacific Ocean to the south and west.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project would not 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 and therefore, no impact would
occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

b.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge, resulting in 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 that
would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?

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 that would result in substantial erosion
or siltation onsite or offsite?

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 onsite or offsite?

e.

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

f.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

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?

h.

Place within a 100‐year flood hazard area
structures that would impede or redirect
floodflows?

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?

j.

Contribute to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?
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Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.2);
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project discharged water which did not meet
the quality standards of agencies which regulate surface water quality and water discharge into
stormwater drainage systems such as the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).
These regulations include compliance with the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP)
requirements to reduce potential water quality impacts.
Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. During construction, site grading activities and
exposed soil could temporarily increase the amount of suspended solids (sediment) in sheet flow or
runoff into the existing storm drain system and Grand Canal. Thus, surface water quality could
potentially be temporarily affected by construction activities. However, the proposed Project would be
required to obtain and comply with the Construction General Permit (CGP) through the State Water
Resources Control Board. This permit and associated National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) requirements include development and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) with associated monitoring and reporting. Stormwater Best Management Practices
(BMPs) are required to control erosion, minimize sedimentation, and control stormwater runoff water
quality during construction activities. Additional source control BMPs would also be required to prevent
contamination of runoff by potentially hazardous materials and eliminate non‐storm water discharges.
Compliance with the CGP, SWPPP, NPDES requirements, and local regulations that require construction‐
phase BMPs would ensure that construction activities would not degrade the surface water quality of
receiving waters to levels below standards considered acceptable by the Los Angeles RWQCB or other
regulatory agencies or impair the beneficial uses of the receiving waters. Construction would not result
in a violation of any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, would not provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, and would not substantially degrade water quality.
Because the proposed coffer dam and diversion structure would be constructed within the Grand Canal
and would disrupt the bottom of the canal, a potential for construction‐phase impacts related to
disruption of sediments and sediment‐bound pollutants could result. Although the proposed Project
could violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, there are standard regulatory
compliance and mitigation measures that could be implemented to reduce impacts. Therefore, impacts
associated with construction would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. This issue will
be further analyzed in the EIR.
The project area, after undergoing construction and operation is in place, will experience a change in the
land use and have pollutants more similar to light industrial areas rather than open or vacant lots.
Pollutants typical of light industrial areas include sediment, hydrocarbons, oil, and grease as well as an
increase of heavy metals, fecal coliform bacteria, trash and a decrease of nutrients.
SUSMP requirements would be implemented post‐construction and include source control BMPs,
treatment control BMPs, and requirements regarding erosion control. Non‐structural BMPs may include:
providing storm drain stenciling and signage, containing properly designed outdoor materials storage
areas, containing properly designed trash storage areas, providing proof of on‐going BMP maintenance,
and other items relevant to operations of the site.
Low Impact Development (LID) features are also planned to meet requirements in the City of Los
Angeles Department of Public Works Development Best Management Practices Handbook Low Impact
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Development Manual, dated June, 2011. The quality of surface water runoff is improved by infiltration of
stormwater runoff and associated pollutants whereby the runoff and pollutants do not reach the
receiving waters (Grand Canal). Additionally, the LID features provide treatment control through
physical, biological, and chemical processes to remove pollutants from the stormwater runoff. However,
due to relatively low infiltration rates from the clay loam soil at the site and the potential for liquefaction
possibly limiting LID features, the exact performance is uncertain at this point. Therefore, impacts
associated with operation would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. This issue will be
further analyzed in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.2 and G.3)
Comment: A project would normally have a significant impact on groundwater supplies if it were to
result in a demonstrable and sustained reduction of groundwater recharge capacity or change the
potable water levels sufficiently that it would reduce the ability of a water utility to use the groundwater
basin for public water supplies or storage of imported water, reduce the yields of adjacent wells or well
fields, or adversely change the rate or direction of groundwater flow.
Less than Significant Impact. Groundwater impacts within the project limits would be less than
significant since the proposed Project entails the construction of an auxiliary pumping plant within an
existing urbanized area with limited impervious surfaces. In addition, it would not require the
construction of a groundwater well, use of groundwater supplies or interfere with recharge of a local
aquifer. In addition, groundwater dewatering is not anticipated. Although construction of the VAPP
would result in a minor increase in the overall amount of impervious surfaces due to the inclusion of on‐
site structures (within two currently unimproved lots) this would result in a minor reduction in
groundwater percolation. Moreover, this impact would be off‐set by the inclusion of LID improvements,
which would allow water to percolate into the soil, thereby contributing to groundwater regeneration.
Water needed for the project would be associated with dust suppression during grading and would be
obtained from available public or private sources (e.g., water trucks). As such, no impacts to the local
aquifer would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the
EIR.
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 that would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on‐ or off‐site?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 and G2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project resulted in a substantial alteration of
drainage patterns that resulted in a substantial increase in erosion or siltation during construction or
operation of the project.
Less than Significant Impact. There are no rivers or streams located on‐site or adjacent to the project
site, although the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon are water‐related features located immediately
adjacent. During construction, site grading activities and exposed soil could temporarily increase the
amount of suspended solids (sediment) in sheet flow or runoff into the existing storm drain system and
the Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon. Thus, surface water quality could potentially be temporarily
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affected by construction activities. However, the proposed Project would be required to obtain and
comply with the CGP through the SWRCB. This permit and associated NPDES requirements include
development and implementation of a SWPPP with associated monitoring and reporting. Stormwater
BMPs are required to control erosion, minimize sedimentation, and control stormwater runoff water
quality during construction activities. Additional source control BMPs would also be required to prevent
contamination of runoff by potentially hazardous materials and eliminate non‐storm water discharges.
Compliance with the CGP, SWPPP, NPDES requirements, and local regulations that require construction‐
phase BMPs would ensure that construction activities would not degrade the surface water quality of
receiving waters to levels below standards considered acceptable by the Los Angeles RWQCB or other
regulatory agencies.
A portion of the proposed VAPP site currently drains into the Grand Canal via overland sheet flow, while
the remainder drains towards Canal Court and then along Hurricane Street into an inlet located at
Esplanade and the Grand Canal, then discharging into the Grand Canal through a reinforced concrete
pipe outfall structure. Proposed discharges from the site are expected directly into the Grand Canal
through a single discharge post‐construction. Although this is a slight change in flow direction, it is not
expected to result in substantial erosion or siltation from the site post‐construction.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project would not 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 that would result in substantial erosion or siltation on‐ or off‐site and as such, impacts would be
less than significant. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.1)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project resulted in increased runoff volumes
during construction or operation of the proposed Project that would result in flooding conditions
affecting the project site or nearby properties.
Less than Significant Impact. See response IX c. above.
e) Create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section G.2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the volume of runoff were to increase to a level, which
exceeded the capacity of the storm drain system serving a project site. A significant impact may also
occur if the proposed Project would substantially increase the probability that polluted runoff would
reach the storm drain system.
Potentially Significant Impact. See responses IX a. and c., above. In addition, the capacity of the
conveyance facilities serving the proposed Project site is unknown and therefore, it is unclear if its
implementation would create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems and as such, impacts could be potentially significant. This issue
will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Reference: Refer to IX (a) above.
Comment: Refer to IX (a) above
Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. See response IX a. above.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 to G.3); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety
Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to 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.
Less than Significant Impact. The City of Los Angeles General Plan’s Safety Element indicates that the
project site is not located within a 100‐year flood plain, but is located within a 500‐year flood plain.
However, the proposed Project does not include the construction of housing and therefore, impacts are
less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the
EIR.
h) Place within a 100‐year flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood
flows?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections G.1 & G.3); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety
Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to place within a 100‐year flood
hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood flows.
Potentially Significant Impact. As noted above in response IX g., above, the proposed Project is not
located within a 100‐year flood plain, but is located within a 500‐year flood plain. It is unclear if the
proposed Project, including the diversion structure located in the Grand Canal could impede or redirect
flood flows and as such, a potentially significant impact could result. This issue will be further analyzed
in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections E.1 & G.3); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety
Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were located in an area where a dam
or levee could fail, exposing people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death.
No impact. The proposed Project is not located in a levee or dam inundation area, therefore, no impact
would result and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
j)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Reference: LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E.1); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety Element;
and California Department of Conservation
(http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps)
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Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would cause or accelerate geologic
hazards, which would result in substantial damage to structures or infrastructure, or expose people to
substantial risk of injury.
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project is located about 1,200 feet east of the Pacific
Ocean. A review California Department of Conservation’s Tsunami regulatory maps and the City of Los
Angeles’ Safety Element, indicates that the proposed Project site is located within a Tsunami Hazard
Zone. In addition, the proposed Project is located adjacent to a large body of water (e.g., Grand Canal and
Ballona Lagoon) and may be subject to a seiche. The Venice area, including the proposed Project site has
been identified as an area potentially affected by sea level rise. The Coastal Development Permit for the
project will be required to evaluate and address potential issues related to sea level rise. There are no
hillside slopes that could be subject to a mudflow. Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project
could be subject to inundation by a tsunami, seiche, or sea level rise and therefore, impacts would be
considered potentially significant. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

X. Land Use and Planning

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Physically divide an established community?

b.

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

c.

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

Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?
Reference: LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section H.2); City of Los Angeles General Plan and Municipal
Code; Venice Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project includes features such as a highway, above‐
ground infrastructure, or an easement that would cause a permanent disruption to an established
community or would otherwise create a physical barrier within an established community.
No Impact. The proposed Project would entail the construction of an additional public facility (an
auxiliary pumping plant) within an already developed residential area and containing an existing
pumping plant (i.e., VPP) within the City of Los Angeles community of Venice. Therefore, the proposed
Project would not physically divide an established community and no impact would result and no
mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections H.1 & H.2); City of Los Angeles General Plan; ZIMAS.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were inconsistent with the General
Plan, or other applicable plan, or with the site’s zoning if designated to avoid or mitigate a significant
potential environmental impact.
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is vacant and comprised of two unimproved
parcels currently zoned as RW2‐1 and with a general plan land use designation of Residential/Medium
Residential. Implementation of the proposed Project would require several discretionary approvals
including general plan and zone changes for the two parcels from their current designations to a zoning
designation of RW1‐1 (Residential Waterways Zone) and general plan designation of Public Facilities in
order to be consistent with the Los Angeles Municipal Code, Venice Community Plan, and Venice Local
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Coastal Program, based upon their proposed use. Both the Venice Community Plan and Venice Local
Coastal Program include general guidelines and policies related to development within the Venice
community to ensure consistency with the California Coastal Act.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project may conflict with an 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 and therefore, impacts would be potentially significant.
This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation
plan?
Reference: LA CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections H.1 & H.2); City of Los Angeles General Plan; Los
Angeles County Draft General Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were located within an area governed
by a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan and would conflict with such
plan.
No Impact. The proposed Project is urbanized, although it is located adjacent to the Grand Canal and
Ballona Lagoon, two areas designated as ESHAs. However, there are no Habitat Conservation Plans
(HCPs) or Natural Communities Conservation Plans (NCCPs) in the vicinity of the project and therefore,
no impact would result and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in
the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?

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?

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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section E4); City of Los Angeles General Plan; California
Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/#close)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project is located in an area used or available
for extraction of a regionally important mineral resource, if the project converts a regionally important
mineral extraction use to another use, or if the project affects access to such use.
No Impact. The project site is located within the Playa del Rey Oil Field. The peninsula area of Venice
has historically been utilized for petroleum extraction. Although no existing and/or abandoned oil wells
currently exist on the project site or the laydown area located adjacent to Canal Court, a review of
Department of Oil, Gas, & Geothermal Resources’ Well Finder indicates that a now plugged oil and gas
production well is located on‐site of the laydown area located adjacent to the Grand Canal and Via Dolce.
The proposed Project would be limited to construction of an auxiliary pumping plant and associated
improvements. The work would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region or the residents of the state, and therefore, no impact would result and
no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: Refer to XI (a) above.
Comment: Refer to XI (a) above.
No Impact. Refer to XI (a) above.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Expose persons to or generate noise levels in
excess of standards established in a local
general plan or noise ordinance or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b.

Expose persons to or generate excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

c.

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

d.

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

e.

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

f.

Be located in the vicinity of a private airstrip
and expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

Would the project:
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: City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (Chapter IV, Article 1, Section 41.40; Section 112.05 of
Chapter IX, Article 2).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to exposure persons to or
generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies.
Potentially Significant Impact. The closest existing noise‐sensitive receivers to the project site are
homes immediately to the northwest, homes to the southwest across Canal Court, and homes to the
northeast across Grand Canal. The primary existing noise sources in the project area are traffic on local
streets, occasional aircraft overflights, and general neighborhood activities such as landscaping and
home improvements
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Short‐ and long‐term noise measurements conducted at five locations in the vicinity of the project site
indicate that existing hourly average noise levels (i.e., 1‐hour Leq1) range from approximately 48 to 55
dBA during the weekday daytime hours (i.e., 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.).
The exact construction equipment schedule and phasing is not currently known, but construction will
require multiple pieces of heavy equipment such as bulldozers, graders, excavators, cranes, and haul
trucks. Based on data provided by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Roadway
Construction Noise Model (RCNM), these items typically generate average noise levels (Leq) of 73 to
81 dBA at a distance of 50 feet. The closest noise‐sensitive receptors (homes) are located within
50 feet of the project site. Comparing the estimated noise levels of 73 to 81 dBA with the existing
ambient levels of 48 to 55 dBA indicates temporary potential increases of 18 to 33 dBA, which
would be considered a significant impact. It is also likely that that pile driving will be required as part
of the project construction; this activity also has the potential to cause temporary significant noise
impacts.
Operation would introduce a new auxiliary pumping plant and associated equipment, including an
electrical building, pumps, and generators, which would be operated indoors to reduce noise levels.
Because design of the VAPP is currently under way, it is not clear if these facilities would generate
noise levels in excess of existing standards and therefore, impacts could be potentially significant.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could 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 and as such, impacts could be potentially
significant. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section I); City of Los Angeles General Plan, City of Los
Angeles Municipal Code.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project were to expose persons to or generate
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.
Potentially Significant Impact. The City of Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guidelines do not provide any
specific thresholds by which to assess construction‐generated groundborne vibration. The California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) however, provides guideline vibration criteria in its
Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual (Caltrans, 2013). The criteria indicate
that groundborne vibration is barely perceptible to humans when the peak particle velocity (PPV2)
reaches 0.01 to 0.04 inches per second (in/s) and becomes distinctly perceptible at levels in the range
of 0.04 to 0.25 in/s. Heavy earthmoving equipment generates a PPV of approximately 0.089 in/s at a
distance of 25 feet (Caltrans, 2013). Because such equipment could be used intermittently within 25
feet of the closest sensitive receptors (homes), the vibration would likely be perceptible to nearby
residents, and could cause a significant impact. Pile driving, if used as part of project construction,
would generate a PPV of approximately 0.65 at a distance of 25 feet (Caltrans, 2013). The actual pile
driving vibration levels at sensitive receptors would depend on the details of the pile driving
equipment and the exact distance involved, but the activity would nonetheless have the potential to
1 Leq = equivalent sound level,

the average of the sound energy occurring over the measurement period. In this
case, the measurement period is one hour.
2 PPV = peak particle velocity; the maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak amplitude of the vibration
velocity, measured in inches per second (in/s).
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cause significant vibration impacts. Operation of the proposed Project would include the use of
rotating machinery (pumps and motors) and as such, there is the possibility of perceptible vibration
from project operations, which could cause a significant impact.
Based upon the analysis above, the proposed Project could result in exposure of persons to excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels from construction activities and there could result
in a potentially significant impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (I.2).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project were to substantially and permanently increase
the ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the proposed Project.
Potentially Significant Impact. As noted previously, the closest existing noise‐sensitive receivers in the
vicinity of the project are homes immediately to the northwest, homes to the southwest across Canal
Court, and homes to the northeast across Grand Canal. A long‐term noise measurement conducted at
one location in the vicinity of the project site (at the northwest fence line of the project site) indicates
that the existing CNEL3 ranges from 53 to 57 dB on weekdays and from 53 to 54 dB on weekends. These
noise levels are typical of a suburban residential area or quiet urban residential area. Therefore, any
noise increase of 5 dB CNEL or greater due to project operations would constitute a significant impact.
Operation of the proposed Project would involve several noise sources including: generator(s),
transformers, pumps, and Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) equipment. Some of the
noise sources (such as the pumps) would be contained below ground or within the proposed building,
which would help to control noise propagation into the surrounding community, but others sources
would be located at exterior areas of the project site or on the rooftop of the proposed electrical
building. Because the project is in the early stages of design, the details of the project design and
equipment are currently not fully known. However, because of the proximity of the proposed Project to
the neighboring residences, the relatively low existing noise levels, and the fact that the project could
operate at any time (24 hours a day, 7 day a week), the project has the potential to increase ambient
noise levels by 5 dB CNEL or more, which would be a significant impact. As a result, operation of the
proposed Project could result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project and as such, could result in a potentially significant
impact. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?
Reference: City of Los Angeles Municipal Code.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to create a substantial increase
in the ambient noise levels that conflicts with the noise conditions allowed in the City’s Noise Ordinance.
Potentially Significant Impact. See Responses VII a. & b. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.

3 CNEL = Community Noise Equivalent Level; the average A‐weighted noise level during a 24‐hour day, which is
obtained by adding 5 decibels (dB) to noise levels in the evening from 7 p.m. to 10 p.m. and 10 dB to noise levels
between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m.
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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: None
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels due to the project site being located within an
airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport where such a plan has not been adopted.
No Impact. The closest airports to the project site are Santa Monica Municipal Airport and Los Angeles
International Airport, which are located approximately 2.4 miles to the north and 2.5 miles to the
southeast, respectively. Referring to the most recent noise contour maps for each of these airports (Los
Angeles World Airports, 2015; City of Santa Monica, 2014), the project site is well outside the noise
contours for each of these airports. Therefore, the proposed Project would not expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels and no impact would result and no mitigation is
required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: Google Earth, 2015
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels due to the vicinity to a private airstrip.
No Impact. The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip and therefore, no
impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the
EIR.
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Potentially
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XIII. Population and Housing

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
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Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

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

b.

Displace a substantial number of existing
housing units, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

c.

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

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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section J.1); City of Los Angeles General Plan; Venice
Community Plan.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project induced substantial population and
housing growth through new development in undeveloped areas or by introducing unplanned
infrastructure that was not previously evaluated in the adopted community plan or general plan.
No Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of an auxiliary pumping facility that
would provide additional reliability and supplement capacity to the existing VPP. No housing or
businesses would be constructed as part of the proposed Project. Construction and operation of the
proposed auxiliary pumping facility would not cause growth (i.e. new housing or employment
generators) or accelerate development in an undeveloped area. Operation of the proposed auxiliary
pumping facility would result in three new full‐time jobs. It is assumed that employees would travel
from within the southern California region and would not necessarily relocate to the area as a result of
employment associated with the proposed Project. Therefore, the proposed Project would not 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) and no
impact would result and as such, no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further
analysis in the EIR.
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections J.1 and J.2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project displaced substantial numbers of
existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.
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No Impact. See Response XIII (a) above. The proposed Project would include the construction of an
auxiliary pumping facility that would provide additional reliability and supplement capacity to an
existing pumping plant. No housing is located on the project site and none is proposed. The proposed
Project would not remove housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere
and therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for
further analysis in the EIR.
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?
Reference: See XIII (b) above.
Comment: See XIII (b) above.
No Impact. See Response XIII (b) above. No people or housing are located on the project site. The
proposed Project would not displace people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere and therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Would the project:
a.

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities or a
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 following public
services:
Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?
Other public facilities?

Would the project:
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.2); City of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the project required the addition of a new fire station or the
expansion, consolidation or relocation of an existing facility to maintain service.
No Impact. The project site is served by LAFD Battalion 4 at Station No. 63, located at 2230 Shell
Avenue, approximately 1.7 miles to the northeast. The proposed Project would not result in an increase
in substantial population and thus would not generate a need for new or altered fire protection facilities.
The proposed Project would be constructed in accordance with all applicable fire codes set forth by the
state Fire Marshall and LAFD. Therefore, the proposed Project would not be considered a fire hazard
and would not exceed the capacity of LAFD with respect to serving the site or other areas with existing
fire protection services. The nearest local fire responders would be notified, as appropriate, of traffic
control plans during construction so as to coordinate emergency response routing during construction
work. Construction and operation of the proposed Project would not create hazards that would increase
the need for fire protection. Therefore, no impact would result with implementation of the proposed
Project and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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ii. Police protection?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.1); City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element.
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to result in an increase in
demand for police services that would exceed the capacity of the police department responsible for
serving the site.
No Impact. The project site is served by the Los Angeles Police Department's (LAPD’s) West Division,
Pacific Community Police Station, located at 12312 Culver Boulevard, approximately 3.5 miles to the
east. Typically, demand for additional police protection is created when there is an increase in the
residential, commercial, or industrial population in an area. The proposed Project would not require
additional police protection beyond what is currently provided in the area because there would be no
population growth and the proposed Project would only add three new employees. The nearest local
police station would be notified, as appropriate, of traffic control plans to coordinate emergency
response routing during construction work. During construction, the project site and areas would be
fenced and screened, nighttime lighting provided, and access controlled to deter theft. Similarly, during
project operation, an increase in calls to police is not anticipated since the VAPP would be fenced and
screened, contain security lighting and cameras, and have restricted access. Therefore, no impact would
occur as a result of construction or operation of the project and no mitigation is required. This issue is
not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
iii. Schools?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.3).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project included substantial employment or
population growth that could generate demand for school facilities that exceeded the capacity of the
school district responsible for serving the project site.
No Impact. The proposed Project would not include a housing component, and it would not increase
employment beyond the three full‐time employees discussed previously. The proposed Project would
not induce growth directly or indirectly and therefore would not increase the demand for schools in the
area. Construction and operation of the proposed Project would not directly or indirectly increase
student enrollment levels at any nearby schools. Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of
construction or operation of the proposed Project and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
iv. Parks?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.4).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the recreation and park services available could not
accommodate the population increase resulting from the implementation of the proposed Project and
new or physically altered facilities were needed.
No Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of a pocket park. The provision of the
park would assist the community in increasing its number of “small parks” thereby, increasing its overall
acreage. The proposed Project would not induce growth and would not strain park services through
direct or indirect means since it does not entail the construction of residential, commercial, or industrial
land uses that are normally associated with such impacts. Therefore, no impact would result from
construction or operation of the proposed Project and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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v. Other public facilities?
Reference: None applicable.
Comment: A significant impact would occur if the project results in the need for new or altered public
facilities, such as libraries, due to population or housing growth.
No Impact. Typically, demand for new or altered public facilities such as libraries, is created when there
is an increase in the residential population in an area. The project would not result in an increase of
residential units. Construction and operation of the proposed Project would result in no impact on other
public facilities and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

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?

b.

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

Would the project:
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section K.4)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project included substantial employment or
population growth that generated demand for public park facilities that exceed the capacity of existing
parks or that substantially affected the level or service of existing park facilities.
No Impact. As previously stated, the proposed Project would not result in substantial employment or
population growth under construction or operation. Implementation of the proposed Project would not
generate demand for public park facilities that would exceed capacity of existing parks. Additionally, as
described in the Project Description, the proposed Project would include the construction of a pocket
park along the eastern property boundary, fronting Esplanade and extending from approximately
Hurricane Street north to project site’s northern property boundary. The provision of the park would
assist the community in increasing its number of “small parks” thereby, increasing its overall acreage.
The proposed Project would not induce growth and would not strain park services through direct or
indirect means. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: None
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.
No Impact. See Response XV (a). The proposed Project would not require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities. As described, the proposed Project would include the provision of a proposed
pocket park intended to assist the community by increasing the overall acreage of small parks. No
impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the
EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

XVI. Transportation/Traffic

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation,
including mass transit and non‐motorized travel
and relevant components of the circulation
system, including, but not limited to,
intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

b.

Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not limited
to, level‐of‐service standards and travel demand
measures or other standards established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c.

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?

d.

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

e.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

f.

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

Would the project:
a) Exceed the capacity of the existing circulation system, based on an applicable measure of
effectiveness (as designated in a general plan policy, ordinance, etc.), taking into account all
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L).
Comment: A project would have a significant traffic impact if the traffic volume to roadway capacity
ratio (V/C) is increased, as follows:


V/C ratio increase >0.080 if final Level of Service (LOS)* is C



V/C ratio increase >0.040 if final LOS* is D



V/C ratio increase >0.020 if final LOS4 is E or F

4

“Final LOS” is defined as projected future conditions including project, ambient, and related project growth but
without project traffic mitigation.
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Potentially Significant Impact. Both Pacific Avenue, Hurricane Street, Via Dolce, and Marquesas Way
provide access to the proposed Project site and are residential collector streets that experience
moderate to low traffic volumes during both day and evening peak‐periods. During weekends and
summer months, these levels are elevated, but do not exceed the capacity of the local circulation system,
including intersections, streets, highways, and freeways. Similarly, there are no known exceedance
capacities for pedestrian, bicycle paths, or the mass transit system associated with these streets or areas.
During construction of the proposed Project, personnel, materials, and machinery would utilize the
freeway system and local street system to access the site. Since project design is currently underway, it
is unclear how many project‐related construction trips (e.g., materials and workers) would be generated
by the project during the construction period. Preliminary analysis indicates that some 2,300 cubic
yards of soil would need to be exported off‐site, resulting in some 328 truck trips during construction‐
related excavation activities. Although these trips would not be expected to exceed the existing system
capacity, it is unclear if these trips could result in potentially significant impacts. This issue will be
further analyzed in the EIR.
During operations, the proposed Project would require a total of three fulltime employees, working
three consecutive eight‐hour shifts. It is assumed that these employees would generally arrive to the job
site via their personal automobiles. The addition of these new operation‐related trips to the circulation
and/or intersection or highway/freeway network would not generate levels that would exceed the
capacity of these systems. Similarly, these trips would not exceed the capacity of the existing mass
transit, pedestrian, or bicycle path system since adequate capacity currently exists and they would not
generate sufficient workers to overwhelm these systems. As such, implementation of the proposed
Project would not exceed the capacity of the existing circulation system, based on an applicable measure
of effectiveness (as designated in a general plan policy, ordinance, etc.), taking into account all relevant
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit and therefore, no impact would result and no
mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
On‐street parking within the project area is very limited. Although the proposed Project would
permanently eliminate five parking spaces along Hurricane Street, between Canal Court and Esplanade, a
parking analysis for the approximate 0.3‐mile radius around the project site conducted in September 2015
determined that an adequate number of parking spaces exists on nearby streets. However, it was
acknowledged in the analysis that residents and beachgoers would be inconvenienced by having to circle
through the neighborhood to find additional parking. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to
level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by
the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project does not include the arterial monitoring stations
identified in Appendix A of the Metro 2010 Congestion Management Program (CMP) (Metro, 2010). As
noted previously, the proposed Project would require three fulltime employees during operation, which
would not generate a substantial amount of traffic. However, during construction, an estimated 328
truck trips related to soil disposal during the excavation phase of the proposed Project would be
generated. Moreover, since the proposed Project is currently in the design phase, it is unclear how many
material and worker‐related trips would be generated. As such, implementation of the proposed Project
could result in a potentially significant impact related to an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways. This issue
will be further analyzed in the EIR.
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c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that result in substantial safety risks?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project results in a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that result in substantial
safety risks.
No impact. The proposed Project entails the construction of an auxiliary pumping plant. The proposed
Project site is not located within the vicinity of any private or public airport or planning boundary of any
airport land use plan. In addition, the proposed Project’s maximum height of 30 feet would not create
increased levels of risk with respect to air traffic. Neither its construction or operation would involve
changes in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or change in the location that
results in substantial safety risks and therefore, no impact would result and no mitigation is required.
This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
d) Substantially increase hazards because of a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L.5).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project substantially increased road hazards
due to a design feature or incompatible uses.
No impact. The proposed Project entails construction of an auxiliary pumping plant and does not entail
roadway‐related improvements. Although Hurricane Street from Canal Court east to Esplanade is
proposed for closure (vacation), this action would not create a roadway design feature or other
incompatible use. The closure of Hurricane Street would include an access‐controlled entry/exit gate
denoting (via signage) the area closed to the public and associated traffic. As such, implementation of the
proposed Project would not substantially increase hazards because of a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment) and therefore, no impact
would result and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L.5 and L.8).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project resulted in inadequate emergency access.
Potentially Significant Impact. Both Hurricane Street and Canal Court are narrow roadways that do
not allow two vehicles to pass at the same time. This condition creates the need for drivers to wait to
pass one another. Although during construction of the proposed Project, procedures would be taken to
ensure that all construction equipment, machinery, and construction personnel vehicles are kept off of
these roadways, there is the potential for access to be blocked temporarily during loading and unloading
activities or transport. As such, construction‐related activities have the potential to result in temporary
and periodic inadequate emergency access. However, standard avoidance and/or mitigation measures
are available that would reduce impacts related to inadequate emergency access. This issue will be
further analyzed in the EIR.
Operation of the proposed Project would be required to adhere to mandatory City of Los Angeles safety
requirements, including ingress and egress. Therefore, no impact related to inadequate emergency
access would result and no mitigation is required. Operational issues are not proposed for further
analysis in the EIR.
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f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section L).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project were to conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation.
No impact. The proposed Project entails the construction of an auxiliary pumping plant. It does not
include features or facilities related to transportation, including those supporting alternative
transportation. As such, the proposed Project is not anticipated to conflict with any adopted policies,
plans or programs supporting alternative transportation and therefore, no impact would occur and no
mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

XVII. Utilities and Service Systems

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

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

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?

c.

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?

d.

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

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’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?

Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.2)
Comment: A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project discharges wastewater, which
would exceed the regulatory limits established by the LARWQCB.
No Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of an auxiliary pumping facility that
would provide additional reliability and supplement capacity to the existing VPP. One of the project
objectives is to provide redundancy to pumping capacity to improve system reliability and allow regular
service and maintenance activities to take place without compromising the City’s ability to address the
risk of sewage overflows. The proposed Project would have no impact on the wastewater treatment
requirements of the Los Angeles RWQCB. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is
required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant
Initial Study

4‐53

November 2015
ICF 00476.15

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

Chapter 4. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Sections M.1 and M.2)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project resulted in the need for new
construction or expansion of water or wastewater treatment facilities that could result in an adverse
environmental effect that could not be mitigated.
No Impact. See Response to XVII (a) above. The proposed Project would include the construction of an
auxiliary pumping facility that would provide additional reliability and supplement capacity to the
existing VPP. The proposed Project does not entail the construction of land uses that would 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 and as such, no impact
would result and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.2).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the volume of stormwater runoff from the proposed Project
increases to a level exceeding the capacity of the storm drain system serving the project site.
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project site and laydown areas are currently
unimproved. During storm events runoff either percolates on‐site or flows off‐site via sheet flow to the
existing storm drain system or to the Grand Canal or Ballona Lagoon. New storm water drainage
facilities associated with the proposed Project will be constructed entirely within the project site and
may include storm drain pipes, inlets, downspouts, catch basin, overland sheet flow, and LID features.
Since it is unclear if the existing storm drain system could support these additional flows, a peak
discharge and runoff volume analysis is needed in order to determine the nature and extent of impacts.
Therefore, the proposed Project could 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 and as such, impacts are potentially significant. This issue will be further analyzed
in the EIR.
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.1).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project’s water demands would exceed the
existing water supplies that serve the site.
No Impact. The proposed Project would entail construction of an auxiliary pumping plant. Water would
be required during project construction for fugitive dust control. The amount of water used during
construction would be minimal and would not result in insufficient existing entitlements or resources or
require new or expanded entitlements. Minimal water would be required for proposed Project
landscaping, although drought tolerant plant species would be utilized in the landscaping design.
Therefore, no new or expanded water entitlements would be needed. Existing water supplies are
sufficient to serve the project. No impact on water entitlements would occur and no mitigation is
required. This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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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’s projected demand in addition to
the provider’s existing commitments?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.2).
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project results in 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.
No Impact. The proposed Project would entail construction of an auxiliary pumping plant. As noted in
response XVII (a), the proposed Project does not include the construction of residential, commercial, or
industrial land uses that would generate wastewater. During construction, portable toilets would be
provided for construction workers and the waste disposed of off‐site via a certified waste hauler. The
addition of three fulltime employees associated with the VAPP would not exceed the capacity of the
existing wastewater conveyance and/or treatment facility since adequate capacity exists to meet this
additional demand. There would be no impacts to wastewater treatment capacity by the local
wastewater treatment provider and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further
analysis in the EIR.
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.3); California Department of resources Recycling
and Recovery (2010), Solid Waste Information System
(http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/); City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Integrated
Resources Plan (http://www.zerowaste.lacity.org) and Bureau of Sanitation
(http://www.lacitysan.org/solid_resources/recycling); California Integrated Waste Management Act of
1989 (Assembly Bill 939)
Comment: The management of solid waste in the City involves public and private refuse collection
services as well as public and private operation of solid waste transfer, resource recovery, and disposal
facilities. A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project results in solid waste generation of
five tons or more per week.
Less than Significant Impact. As noted previously, during construction the proposed Project would
require the export of about 2,300 cubic yards of soil, which would be transported to an approved
landfill. Depending on its condition, this soil may be used as daily landfill cover. In addition, incidental
construction waste would also be generated and would be required to be disposed of in an approved
landfill and would be anticipated to be below five tons per week. Similarly, during operation solid waste
from employees would be generated, but this is anticipated to be minimal since a total of three fulltime
employees would be required to operate the VAPP and could be accommodated by the City of Los
Angeles’ existing waste collection system. As such, the proposed Project would be expected to be able to
be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs and therefore, impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This
issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
Reference: L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (Section M.3)
Comment: A significant impact may occur if the proposed Project would generate solid waste that was
in excess of or was not disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations.
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Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of an auxiliary
pumping facility that would provide additional reliability and supplement capacity to the existing VPP.
Disposal of all solid waste generated by the proposed Project would comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid waste. The project would be designed, constructed, and
operated to follow all applicable laws, regulations, ordinances, and formally adopted city standards and
therefore, impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required. This issue is not
proposed for further analysis in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

XVIII. 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, 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?

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.)

c.

Does the project have environmental effects that
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less‐than‐
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less‐than‐
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
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: Preceding analyses.
Comment: None
Potentially Significant Impact. The project would entail the construction of an auxiliary pumping plant
to support the adjacent and existing VPP. The study area and the surrounding area are built out with
residential and public facility uses. The Grand Canal and Ballona Lagoon are designated Environmentally
Sensitive Habitat Areas and contain sensitive species and associated habitats. The proposed Project site
is located adjacent to the Venice Canal Historic District, listed in the National Register of Historic Places
and listed as City of Los Angeles Historic‐Cultural Monument #2370 and proposes temporary
construction activities within the Grand Canal. The proposed Project has the potential to 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, and reduce the number or restrict
the range of rare or endangered plants or animals, and has the potential to affect important examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory. These issues would be further discussed in the EIR.
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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: Preceding analyses.
Comment: None
Potentially Significant Impact. Although the proposed Project would include the construction of a
public facility (auxiliary pumping plant), the impacts relevant to the proposed Project are localized and
confined to the immediate study area. However, there could be significant impacts to aesthetics, air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions,
hydrology/water quality, noise, and transportation/traffic issues, and utilities/services. These impacts
could potentially contribute to cumulatively impacts. These issues would be further discussed in the EIR.
c) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Reference: Preceding analyses.
Comment: None
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of a public facility
(auxiliary pumping plant) and no potentially significant impacts are expected with respect to
agricultural and forestry, hazards and hazardous materials, land use/planning, mineral resources,
population/housing, public services, or recreation. However, it is unclear if potentially significant
impacts associated aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology/soils,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology/water quality, transportation/traffic, and utilities/service systems
can be reduced to less than significant levels through the use of standard regulatory requirements
and/or the implementation of mitigation measures. As such, until the impacts are fully evaluated and
appropriate mitigation is determined, a final conclusion cannot be made. Therefore, implementation of
the proposed Project may result in a potentially significant impact and could result in significant adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. These issues will be evaluated in the EIR.
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Acronyms and Abbreviations
AB32

California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006

AP

areas of potential effect

APN

Assessor Parcel Numbers

Basin

South Coast Air Basin

BMPs

best management practices

BMPs

Best Management Practices

BSA

Biological Survey Area

Bureau or LABOE

Bureau of Engineering

Caltrans

California Department of Transportation

CDFWS

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

CEQA

California Environmental Quality Act

CGP

Construction General Permit

City

City of Los Angeles

CMP

Congestion Management Program

CNDDB

California Natural Diversity Database

CNPS

California Native Plant Society

CO2e

carbon dioxide equivalent

CUPA

Certified Unified Program Agency

DOE

Determination of Eligibility

EDR

Environmental Data Resources

EIR

environmental impact report

ESHA

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area

ESHAs

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas

Farmland

Farmland of Statewide Importance

FHWA

Federal Highway Administration

GHG

greenhouse gas

GPS

Global Positioning System

HCPs

Habitat Conservation Plans

HVAC

Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning

IS

Initial Study

LABOE

City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
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Chapter 7. Acronyms and Abbreviations

LAPD’s

Los Angeles Police Department's

LID

Low Impact Development

MBTA

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

mgd

million gallons per day

MLD

Most Likely Descendent

MND

mitigated negative declaration

NAHC

Native American Heritage Commission

NCCPs

Natural Communities Conservation Plans

ND

negative declaration

NOA

Notice of Availability

NOD

Notice of Determination

NPDES

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

NPDES

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System General Permit

NPDES

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

OEM

Office of Emergency Management

PCN

pre‐Construction Notification

PPV

peak particle velocity

RCNM

Roadway Construction Noise Model

RCRA

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RWQCB

Regional Water Quality Control Board

SCAQMD

South Coast Air Quality Management District

SUSMP

Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan

SWPPP

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

TDH

total dynamic head

USACE

US Army Corp of Engineers

USACE

United States Army Corps of Engineers

VAPP or proposed Project

Venice Auxiliary Pumping Plant

VDFM

Venice Dual Force Main Project

VPP

Venice Pumping Plan

VPPMRP

VPP Manifold Replacement Project

ZIMAS

Zone Information & Map Access System
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