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1.0

INTRODUCTION

The City of Los Angeles (City) is proposing to rehabilitate the Wilmington Drain and
Machado Lake located adjacent to and within the Ken Malloy Harbor Regional Park
(Harbor Regional Park - located at 25820 Vermont Avenue) in the communities of
Wilmington and Harbor City.
The Wilmington Drain Multi-use and Machado Lake Ecosystem Rehabilitation Project
(proposed project) is composed of two components referred to individually as the
Wilmington Drain Multi-use Project (Wilmington Drain component) and the Machado
Lake Ecosystem Rehabilitation Project (Machado Lake component). Because all of the
water that is conveyed through the Wilmington Drain flows into the Machado Lake, the
two components are being evaluated as one project.
All discretionary “projects” within the State of California are required to undergo
environmental review to determine the environmental impacts associated with the
implementation of the project in accordance with the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA). CEQA was enacted in 1970 by the California Legislature to disclose to
decision makers and the public the potential significant environmental effects of
proposed activities and the ways to avoid or reduce the environmental effects by
requiring implementation of feasible alternatives or mitigation measures. CEQA applies
to all California government agencies at all levels, including local agencies, regional
agencies, and state agencies, boards, commissions, and special districts. As such, the
City is required to conduct an environmental review to analyze the potential
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environmental effects associated with the proposed project. The environmental review
process findings are disclosed in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).
In accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, this Initial Study (IS) will be
distributed to public agencies and other interested parties and organizations. The City
of Los Angeles needs to know the views of public agencies and interested parties
regarding the scope and content of the environmental information that should be
contained in the EIR. The EIR should include any information necessary for agencies to
meet any statutory responsibilities related to the proposed project.
2.0 PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The broad goal of the Wilmington Drain Multi-use and Machado Lake Ecosystem
Rehabilitation Project is to improve the water quality conditions, visual aesthetics, and
the biological diversity of the ecosystem to attain and sustain its desired uses and
characteristics (i.e., wildlife habitat, environmental education, recreational fishing in
Machado Lake), and to help meet Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDL) requirements
and other water quality targets.
The project objectives of the Wilmington Drain Multi-use and Machado Lake Ecosystem
Rehabilitation Project are to:
Improve the water quality conditions and help the City meet the existing and future
TMDL requirements mandated by the LARWQCB.
Improve the flood control capacity of Wilmington Drain to convey the flow from a 50
year storm event.
Improve the biological diversity of the Machado Lake ecosystem by restoring and
enhancing native habitat for threatened and sensitive species and by removing
invasive plant species.
Improve visual aesthetics of the Wilmington Drain, Machado Lake, and Harbor
Regional Park.
Enhance the provision of open green space, public-use facilities, and recreational
and educational amenities.
Meet the requirements of available funding sources (Proposition O – a $500-million
bond measure approved in 2004 to improve water quality for water bodies within the
City, and Proposition 50 – Chapter 8, of the State of California’s Integrated Regional
Water Management Plan Implementation Grant Program), which are instrumental in
bringing the project to fruition.
The broad goal and project objectives would be accomplished through integrated
ecological and engineering strategies and solutions involving watershed-based
management approaches, in-lake rehabilitation and streambed assessment techniques,
wetland and riparian system enhancements, and treatment BMPs at strategic areas in
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the park. Long-term success will require the promotion of a lasting stewardship of the
ecosystem through community education programs and public and private partnerships.
3.0

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project is located in the Wilmington and Harbor City communities of the
City, approximately 15 miles south of downtown Los Angeles and just west of the
Harbor Freeway (I-110).
The Wilmington Drain is a 150-foot wide and approximately one-half mile long Los
Angeles County Flood Control District soft-bottom stormwater drainage channel
managed by the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works. The portion within
the project area, located within the City or County of Los Angeles, extends south from I110 to Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) where it then empties into the Harbor Regional
Park riparian woodland. The Wilmington Drain component is bounded on the north by I110, on the east by I-110 and residential development, on the west by commercial and
residential development, and on the south by PCH.
Machado Lake is located within Harbor Regional Park in the City of Los Angeles. Harbor
Regional Park is a 231-acre park that is owned, operated and maintained by the Los
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks (Recreation & Parks). Bordering Harbor
Regional Park to the north is PCH with residential and commercial development
(immediately north of PCH), Harbor Park Municipal Golf Course and commercial
development borders the northeast perimeter of the park and the Los Angeles Harbor
College borders the southeast perimeter and portions of the park’s freshwater marsh, to
the west is Vermont Avenue and the Kaiser Permanente Harbor City facility, and to the
south is open space along with Anaheim Street and Conoco-Phillips Oil Refinery (see
Figure 1). A residential development is under construction adjacent to the park at the 5way intersection of Anaheim Street, Vermont Avenue, Gaffey Street and Palos Verdes
Drive North.
The Machado Lake ecosystem, which includes Wilmington Drain and adjacent riparian
and wetland habitats, is one of the largest remaining coastal freshwater wetland
ecosystems in Southern California. However, it has been negatively impacted by trash,
proliferation of invasive plant species, eutrophication, and sediment, which has resulted
in degraded water quality, the loss of fish and wildlife habitat, and diminished hydraulic
capacity. To address these problems, the City is proposing to implement a variety of
measures designed to improve water quality; meet adopted and future TMDLs criteria;
enhance riparian, wetland, and upland habitats; improve

CEQA Initial Study

Page 3

Wilmington Drain Multi-use and Machado Lake Ecosystem Rehabilitation Project

August 2009

PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING
hydrologic and hydraulic conditions; and restore existing recreational amenities as well
as develop new ones.
The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) established
beneficial uses for Machado Lake, formerly known as Bixby Slough and Harbor Lake, in
the “Los Angeles Region Basin Plan for the Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles and
Ventura Counties”, which include Water Contact Recreation (REC-1), Non-Contact
Water Recreation (REC-2), Warm Freshwater Habitat (WARM), Wildlife Habitat (WILD),
Biological Habitats of Special Significance (BIOL), Rare, Threatened or Endangered
Species (RARE), Wetland Habitat (WET), and potentially Municipal and Domestic
Supply (MUN). Beneficial uses were not established for Wilmington Drain in the Basin
Plan. Both Wilmington Drain and Machado Lake are listed on the Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) 303(d) list of impaired water bodies. Wilmington Drain is
listed for copper, lead, ammonia, and coliform bacteria, and Machado Lake is listed for
algae, ammonia, Chem A (fish tissue), chlordane, dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane
(DDT), dieldrin, eutrophic, odor, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and trash.
Wilmington Drain Component
Trash, widespread growth of invasive plant species, and sediment accumulation have
degraded water quality, habitat diversity, and the hydraulic capacity of the Wilmington
Drain. Despite these conditions, endangered and sensitive plant and wildlife species
inhabit the area. The proposed project seeks to improve water quality, enhance habitat
for endangered and sensitive species, and improve flood capacity, while providing new
recreational opportunities for the public.
Refer to Figure 2 Wilmington Drain
Recommended Alternative and Figure 3 Recommended Park Plan, Wilmington Drain
Multi-use Project.
The Wilmington Drain component of the proposed project includes the following
elements:
Habitat and Park Design
As part of design, an invasive species removal program would be developed for
Wilmington Drain that addresses the removal of invasive plant species from the channel
banks and in-channel island. A natural park featuring walking trails and educational
opportunities would be constructed on the west bank of the channel and south of Lomita
Boulevard in an area that is currently undeveloped. Interpretive signage would be
installed at the major park access areas located in the new parking lot south of Lomita
Boulevard, and at the trail heads on Lomita Boulevard and PCH.
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Channel Improvements and Bank Stabilization
Wilmington Drain would be excavated and re-graded to provide increased hydraulic
capacity. A total of approximately 15,500 cubic yards of sediment would be removed.
The box culverts under Lomita Boulevard and PCH would be cleaned and the transition
zone in the channel above and below the box culverts would be graded. Sediment
would be removed from the channel (along the northeast side of the island) to improve
flow, but the island would be preserved in its current condition. Access roads would be
constructed as needed for Los Angeles County Flood Control District maintenance
activities.
Streambank stabilization measures would be incorporated into the channel design to
reduce the adverse effects of flow velocities. Existing rock support (bank support) on
the west channel bank, near PCH, would be stabilized, as needed.
Best Management Practices (BMPs)
Two trash netting systems would be installed, one north of Lomita Boulevard at the
outlet of the concrete lined portion of the Wilmington Drain and the other in the Project
510 storm drain entering Wilmington Drain from the east. Porous paving could be
utilized in the new parking lot immediately south of Lomita Boulevard. Pedestrian trails
would be developed in the new passive recreation park, and along the west side of the
channel. Litter receptacles would be provided at the major park access areas located in
the new parking lot south of Lomita Boulevard, and at the trail heads on Lomita
Boulevard and PCH. Smart irrigation controllers would be utilized for the irrigation
system installed in the newly created nature park.
The combination of in-channel/end of pipe BMPs, source control/site design BMPs and
the excavation associated with the recommended alternative would have a positive
effect on water quality in Wilmington Drain and Machado Lake. These BMPs would
reduce trash, sediment and metals loadings from wet weather flows to Machado Lake.
They may also provide slight reductions in bacteria concentrations in Wilmington Drain.
Machado Lake Component
Eutrophication and other water quality impairments in Machado Lake, including the
accumulation of sediment, have degraded habitat, impaired water quality, and
prevented safe recreational fishing. The proposed project seeks to restore lake water
quality to meet water quality standards and to improve the health and diversity of the
ecosystem. Refer to Figure 4 Machado Lake Recommended Alternative.
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The Machado Lake Component of the proposed project includes the following elements:
Habitat and Park Design
As with the Wilmington Drain, during design, an intensive program would be developed
to address the removal of invasive plant species throughout Harbor Regional Park.
Invasive plant species like water primrose (Ludwigia) would be removed, while native
plant species such as the the Southern Tarplant and the Coastal Sage Scrub
communities would be enhanced. Park improvements include smart irrigation, new
trails, fishing piers, and other site amenities. Lake edge treatments, or planted
bioinfiltration areas, would be constructed. These buffers would be designed and
constructed to encourage pedestrians to utilize the park trails and designated access
points to walk to the lake shoreline and to intercept irrigation runoff before it enters the
lake. Schematics of the lake edge treatment concepts are shown at right of Figure 4.
BMPs
BMPs were evaluated for each of the major storm drain outfalls to remove trash and
sediment from runoff before discharging to Machado Lake or the Freshwater Marsh.
BMPs include pretreatment units (i.e. hydrodynamic separators) at Storm Drain D24010
and at the Figueroa Drain/Project 643, as shown in Figure 4; a Gross Solid Removal
Device (GSRD) at Project 77; a bioengineered vegetative swale for dry weather
treatment at Project 77; and a bioengineered vegetative swale at Project 510 Line C
(see Figure 4). The golf course maintenance yard would contain site BMPs.
Lake Options
A suite of lake rehabilitation options would be implemented in the recommended
alternative. This includes lake dredging, (e.g., hydrodredging is the likely method), and
lake augmentation with supplemental water. Dredging the lake would remove sediment
that is currently over-enriched with nutrients and contributes to the internal nutrient
loading problem. Recycled water from the Terminal Island Water Reclamation Plant
(TIWRP) would be used for lake augmentation, while potable water would be used as a
backup supply. Both of these measures are needed to achieve and maintain a lake
depth of approximately 8 feet, which is important in order to minimize internal nutrient
loading. An offline-treatment wetland, an aeration system, and alum injection1 (as
necessary) would also help satisfy the water quality objectives by removing elevated
nutrient levels from the water and increasing dissolved oxygen. In-lake sediment basins
would be constructed in the northern portion of the lake just south of the riparian
woodland and near the Project 77 storm drain outfall to promote localized sediment
1

Alum injection is the addition of alum (an aluminum sulfate salt) solution to stormwater, causing fine
particles to flocculate (i.e., gather together to form larger particles) and settle out. Other pollutants also
can be scavenged. Alum injection can be used in lakes like Machado Lake to help meet downstream
pollutant concentration loads by reducing the concentrations of fine particles and soluble phosphorus.
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deposition. Floating and/or terrestrial islands would also be created within the lake.
The dam at the southern end of the lake would also be modified so that the lake level
can be adjusted as desired.
Wetlands
In addition to the offline-treatment wetland adjacent to the lake, changes in water
distribution would be made in the wetlands (both the riparian woodland and lower
freshwater marsh) to increase the removal of storm water contaminants. Riparian
woodland improvements may include a runoff capture area and secondary flow channel.
In the lower freshwater marsh, various methods would be used to increase flow
dispersal, including a series of swales and berms at Storm Drain D7223. In addition,
three acres of new emergent wetlands would be created.
Recreational Improvements
The propsed project would include improvements to the Camp Machado area of Harbor
Regional Park, in particular, possible restroom replacement, trail improvements, and
campsite improvements. The project may also include other improvements such as
interpretive/educational signage (possibly audio/visual), and an outdoor amphitheatre.
4.0

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The IS Checklist form in this section follows closely the form prepared by the Governor’s
Office of Planning and Research and was used in conjunction with the City’s CEQA
Thresholds Guide and other sources to screen and focus upon potential environmental
impacts resulting from this project. Impacts are separated into the following categories:
•

No Impact. This category applies when a project would not create an
impact in the specific environmental issue area. A “No Impact” finding
does not require an explanation when the finding is adequately supported
by the cited information sources (e.g., exposure to a tsunami is clearly not
a risk for projects not near the coast). A finding of “No Impact” is
explained where the finding 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).

•

Less Than Significant Impact. This category is identified when the project
would result in impacts below the threshold of significance, and would
therefore be less than significant impacts.

•

Less Than Significant After Mitigation. This category applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures would reduce a “Potentially
Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The mitigation
measures are described briefly along with a brief explanation of how they
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would reduce the effect to a less than significant level. Mitigation
measures from earlier analyses may be incorporated by reference.
•

Potentially Significant Impact. This category is applicable if there is
substantial evidence that a significant adverse effect might occur, and no
feasible mitigation measures could be identified to reduce impacts to a
less than significant level. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant
Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

All sources referenced are available for review at the offices of the Bureau of
Engineering, 1149 South Broadway, Suite 600, Los Angeles, California 90015. For an
appointment to view the reference sources, please call Maria Martin at (213) 485-5753
or James Doty at (213) 485-5759.

CEQA Initial Study

Page 12

Wilmington Drain Multi-use and Machado Lake Ecosystem Rehabilitation Project

August 2009

PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

X

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

X

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

X

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

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Potentially Significant Impact. Scenic vistas of Machado Lake are available
from view points in the southern portion of Harbor Regional Park. Views of
Wilmington Drain are limited to adjacent properties. Construction activities would
temporarily degrade the scenic quality of the Wilmington Drain and the Machado
Lake from vantage points within and outside of the park. Operation of the
proposed project is anticipated to enhance views. This issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.

b.

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
Less Than Significant Impact. There are no eligible or officially designated
state scenic highways within the project area. Portions of PCH are designated
as a California Scenic Highway; however, no segments in Los Angeles County,
including the vicinity of the project site, are designated as such. In addition to
officially designated and eligible state scenic highways, the City of Los Angeles
has City-designated scenic highways that are considered for local planning and
development decisions. The nearest City-designated highway is John S. Gibson
Boulevard, approximately 0.70 mile south of the project site. No project element
would be implemented south of Anaheim Street, with the exception of a potential
recycled water pipeline that would extend from the project site eastward;
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therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated. Although a less than significant
impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
c.

Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?
Potentially Significant Impact. The features within Harbor Regional Park as
well as the refineries and port to the south are the primary contributors to the
visual character and quality of the area. The visual quality of Harbor Regional
Park has become degraded over time as a result of non-native vegetation such
as water primrose (Ludwigia), trash, and debris. One of the objectives of the
proposed project is to restore habitat and enhance the aesthetic quality of the
site.
The proposed improvements would include removal of non-native
vegetation in Wilmington Drain and Machado Lake, rehabilitating Machado Lake
and
associated
wetland
areas.
Native
vegetation
would
be
reestablished/enhanced throughout the park and drainage channel; public
amenities would be improved; and trash nets would be installed to collect trash
before it enters the channel and lake.
Construction of the proposed project would temporarily detract from the visual
quality of Wilmington Drain and Machado Park/Harbor Regional Park; however,
this would be temporary in nature and subsequent improvements to aesthetic
quality would be substantial. Although the proposed improvements are intended
to enhance the site’s aesthetic quality, potentially significant impacts may occur;
therefore this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

d.

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
Potentially Significant Impact. The majority of construction activities are
anticipated to occur during daylight hours and, therefore, will not require lighting.
However, should nighttime construction be necessary, the amount of on-site
lighting may temporarily increase in the Wilmington Drain and/or Harbor Regional
Park. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
Solar powered security lighting would be installed for operation in the Wilmington
Drain area and along the recreational trails in Harbor Regional Park. New
lighting sources would be minimized where feasible, and would comply with City
lighting ordinances. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

II. AGRICULTURE
AND
FOREST
RESOURCES. Would the project:
a. Convert
Prime
Farmland,
Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?

X

b. Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use or conflict with a
Williamson Act contract?

X

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
PRC Section 12220(g)) or timberland (as
defined in PRC Section 4526)?

X

d. Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

X

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?

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
No Impact. The California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program (FMMP) develops maps and statistical data to be used for
analyzing impacts on California’s agricultural resources. The FMMP categorizes
agricultural land according to soil quality and irrigation status; the best quality
land is identified as Prime Farmland. According to the FMMP, the proposed
project site is an area designated as Urban and Built-Up Land, which is
described as land occupied by structures that has a variety of uses including
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industrial, commercial, railroad or other transportation yards. There is no Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Farmland of
Local Importance in the project vicinity. No Farmland currently exists on the
proposed project site; therefore, none would be converted to accommodate the
proposed project. No impact is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in
the EIR.
b.

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a
Williamson Act contract?
No Impact. According to ZIMAS, the majority of the project site is zoned Open
Space (OS-1XL-O), however, the northern portion of the Wilmington Drain
(beginning to the north of 255th Street) is zoned Agricultural (A1-1XL-O). The A11XL-O zoning classification allows uses that include agricultural operations,
parks, one-family dwelling units, and community centers. Under the proposed
project, Wilmington Drain would retain its functions as a storm drain and flood
control facility, and a natural park featuring walking trails and educational
opportunities would be established on the west bank of the channel and south of
Lomita Boulevard. The existing use and the proposed park use would be
consistent with the A1-1XL-O zoning. Further, while agricultural uses would
continue to be an allowed use, given the parcel's small size and linear shape,
use as a flood control facility, and location within a highly urbanized area, it is not
a suitable site for the establishment of agricultural operations. There are no
other agricultural zoning designations or agricultural uses within the project area
or vicinity. The Williamson Act applies to parcels consisting of at least 20 acres
of Prime Farmland or at least 40 acres of land not designated as Prime
Farmland. The project site is not located within a Prime Farmland designation,
nor does it consist of more than 40 acres of farmland. No Williamson Act
contracts apply to the project site and no conflict with the Agricultural zoning
would occur as part of the proposed project. Therefore, no impact is anticipated
and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

c.

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in PRC Section 12220(g)) or timberland (as defined
in PRC Section 4526)?
No Impact. The project site is zoned Open Space (OS-1XL-O) and Agricultural
(A1-1XL-O), and therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with existing
zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land or timberland. Therefore, no impact
is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

d.

Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?
No Impact. The proposed improvements would occur within the existing
Wilmington Drain area and Harbor Regional Park and would not result in the loss
of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impact
is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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e.

Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment that,
due to their location or nature, could individually or cumulatively result in
loss of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use?
No Impact. As discussed above, no farmland or forest land is located within the
surrounding area or at the project site. As discussed under II b) above, while a
portion of the Wilmington Drain is zoned Agricultural (A1-1XL-O), the site is not
currently farmed, and while the proposed project would not preclude the
establishment of agricultural uses in the future, the site is not suitable for farming
operations. The proposed project would not involve the disruption or damage of
the existing environment that would result in the loss of Farmland to nonagricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no
impact is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

III. AIR QUALITY. Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

X

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

X

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

X

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

X

e. Create objectionable odors
substantial number of people?

X

affecting

a

Discussion:
a.

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plans?
Potentially Significant Impact. Project construction would likely result in
increases in air emissions compared with current levels of activity from the
project site. These emissions may exceed applicable thresholds for air quality
that could obstruct implementation of the applicable Air Quality Management
Plan (AQMP), which is a comprehensive air pollution control program for
attaining state and federal ambient air quality standards. This issue will be
further evaluated in the EIR.
Operation emissions would be primarily generated by vehicle trips associated
with the proposed project. Although not anticipated to increase significantly,
depending upon proposed trip generation, the proposed project may increase
vehicular traffic in the vicinity of the project site that could result in increase in air
emissions. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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b.

Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project is located in the South
Coast Air Basin (SCAB), within the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD). The SCAQMD has established standards for air quality constituents
generated by construction and by operational activities for such pollutants as
ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide (SO2),
and particulate matter (PM). The SCAQMD maintains an extensive air quality
monitoring network to measure criteria pollutant concentrations throughout
SCAB. The SCAB is designated a severe non-attainment area for O3, a serious
non-attainment area for particulate matter less than 10 microns in size (PM10),
and a non-attainment area for particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in size
(PM2.5). The SCAB is a maintenance area for CO and nitrogen dioxide (NO2)
and is in attainment for SO2. In determining attainment and maintenance of air
quality standards, the SCAQMD has established thresholds of significance for
these and other criteria pollutants. A significant impact would occur if the
proposed project results in substantial emissions during construction or operation
which would exceed the established thresholds.
The construction of proposed project could potentially violate an air quality
standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation
by contributing to an increase in air quality emissions. Construction emissions
may be generated by grading/dredging activities, construction workers traveling
to and from the project site, delivery and hauling of construction supplies and
debris, and fuel combustion by on-site construction equipment. Construction
emissions would be short-term in nature and would be limited only to the time
period when construction activity is taking place. However, an evaluation is
needed to determine if construction-related emissions are potentially significant.
This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
Operation emissions would be primarily generated by vehicle trips associated
with the proposed project. Although not anticipated to increase significantly,
depending upon proposed trip generation, the proposed project may increase
vehicular traffic in the vicinity of the project site. An increase in daily vehicular
emissions may exceed SCAQMD daily emissions thresholds. An increase in
emissions from stationary sources associated with natural gas and electrical
consumption may also result due to the proposed project. This issue will be
evaluated further in the EIR.

c.

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emission which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
Potentially Significant Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed
project could potentially result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
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criteria pollutant for which the project region is in non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. The SCAB is currently in
non-attainment for several criteria pollutants. This issue will be evaluated further
in the EIR.
d.

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
Potentially Significant Impact. Construction activities may expose nearby
sensitive receptors to air pollution conditions in the form of dust and equipment
emissions. Sensitive receptors are land uses such as residential, schools,
daycare centers, and medical and recreational facilities that are more susceptible
to the effects of air pollution than are the population at large. Construction
emissions, although temporary, could result in a significant increase to existing
ambient air pollutant concentrations. Operational impacts could also cause
localized impacts. Therefore, the proposed project could emit air pollutants in
substantial concentrations that would affect both off-site and on-site receptors.
This impact will be evaluated further in the EIR.
Also, the proposed project could potentially create or contribute to a nonstationary source of CO “hotspot.” A CO hotspot, or areas of high CO
concentration, can occur at traffic congested roadway intersections as a result of
accumulating vehicle emissions. The SCAQMD has established concentration
thresholds to asses proposed project impacts associated with CO hotspots that
would be created by vehicle trips. Depending upon proposed project trip
generation, the proposed project could increase vehicular traffic in the vicinity of
the proposed project site beyond levels currently generated. CO hotspots could
result at nearby intersections. This impact will be evaluated further in the EIR.

e.

Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?
Potentially Significant Impact. Short-term odors from the use of diesel
powered heavy equipment, paving, asphalting, and temporary storage/stockpiling
of dredged sediments from Wilmington Drain and Machado Lake would likely
occur at the proposed project site during construction. In addition, there could be
potential odors during dredging. Operation of the project is not anticipated to
result in odor impacts. Potential for the proposed project to create objectionable
odors will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

X

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?

X

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?

X

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?

X

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

X

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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Discussion:
a.

Would the project have a substantial adverse impact, 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 the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?
Potentially Significant Impact. Numerous biological studies have been
conducted at the project site, including general site surveys and focused
surveys. Special-status species identified as having a potential to occur within
the study area based on historical presence, presence of appropriate habitat, and
documented sightings are listed below:
•
•

•

•
•

Threatened and Endangered Plant Species
o Salt marsh bird’s-beak
o Lyon’s Pentachaeta
Sensitive Plant Species
o South Coast Saltsbush
o Parish’s Brittlescale
o Davidson’s Saltbush
o Southern Tarplant
o Coulters Goldfields
o Prostrate Navarretia
o Estuary Seablite
Threatened and Endangered Wildlife Species
o least Bell's vireo
o Southwestern Willow Flycatcher
o California Least Tern
o California Brown Pelican
o Coastal California Gnatcatcher
State Fully Projected Species:
o White-Tailed Kite
Sensitive Wildlife Species
o Southwestern Pond Turtle
o Tricolored Blackbird
o Least Bittern
o Yellow Warbler
o Yellow-breasted Chat
o Cooper’s Hawk
o Double-Crested Cormorant
o Black-Crowned Night Heron
o San Diego Coast Horned Lizard
o Monarch Butterfly
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Construction of the proposed project, including dredging of sediments, removal of
non-native plant species, and other improvements, has the potential to
significantly impact special-status species. However, an objective of the
proposed project is to improve the biological diversity of the Wilmington Drain
and Machado Lake ecosystems by restoring and enhancing native habitat for
threatened and sensitive species, and therefore project operation is anticipated
to ultimately have beneficial impacts for sensitive species. These issues will be
further evaluated in the EIR.
b.

Would the project have a substantial adverse impact 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 the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
Potentially Significant Impact. Fourteen plant community categories were
identified and mapped, including 10 within Wilmington Drain and 14 within Harbor
Regional Park. Of the 14 categories within the park, only three are dominated by
native plants (mulefat scrub, southern willow scrub, and coastal valley freshwater
marsh). The remaining categories include un-vegetated areas and vegetated
areas dominated by non-native plant species.
As discussed under item IV a above, while an objective of the proposed project is
to improve the biological diversity of the project site and reduce the presence of
non-native plant species, the native habitats could be disturbed during project
construction such as removal of invasive species and dredging of the lake and
channel. This will be evaluated further in the EIR.

c.

Would the project 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?
Potentially Significant Impact. Waters of the U.S. subject to U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (USACE) pursuant to section 404 of the Clean Water Act was
determined to total 4.4 acres of non-wetland (water course) and 0.3 acres of
vegetated wetland within Wilmington Drain. The Wilmington Drain, as well as all
adjacent riparian vegetation, are subject to the jurisdiction of the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) pursuant to Section 1600-1616 of the
Fish and Game Code. Adjacent riparian vegetation includes southern willow
scrub and coastal valley freshwater marsh.
CDFG jurisdiction totals
approximately 12 acres within Wilmington Drain. Waters of the United States
subject to USACE jurisdiction within Machado Lake was determined to total
approximately 39 acres of non-wetland (lake) and approximately 34 acres of
vegetated wetland.
CDFG jurisdiction of the lake and adjacent riparian
vegetation totals approximately132 acres, subject to agency verification.
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Although project operation is not anticipated to adversely impact federally
protected wetlands, the jurisdictional area could be significantly impacted by
dredging, vegetation removal, and other construction activities. This issue will be
evaluated further in the EIR.
d.

Would the project 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 wildlife
nursery sites?
Potentially Significant Impact. The study area does not overlap a documented
regional wildlife corridor and is located in a heavily urbanized area of Los
Angeles. Patches of habitat in this urban landscape are not linked together with
similar habitat, but are mostly isolated. Therefore, the project site does not
function as if it links one significant habitat area to another in the way a regional
wildlife corridor would. On a smaller scale, various sensitive species would
complete movements from foraging, nesting, rearing, and wintering habitat within
the study area. Additionally, a large number of migratory species rely on the
habitat within the study area during fall and spring migrations (Machado Lake is
located along the Pacific Flyway). It is also locally important for migratory avian
species due to the lack of undeveloped land in this area. Additionally, the study
area supports an abundance of suitable nesting bird habitat. All the plant
communities present, except open water, provide some form of habitat that could
be utilized by nesting birds. While operation of the project would enhance wildlife
movements, and may provide additional nesting and forage areas on terrestrial
and floating wetlands in open water areas, the construction of the proposed
project could result in significant impacts on wildlife movement and bird nesting
sites. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

e.

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
Potentially Significant Impact. The City of Los Angeles has a Native Tree
Projection Ordinance that protects all native oak species, black walnut, California
bay and the California sycamore. A tree removal permit is required from the
Board of Public Works for removal of protected trees of any size. The California
sycamore is the only protected species identified at the project site. While an
objective of the project is to increase the presence of native habitat at Wilmington
Drain and Harbor Regional Park, including sycamores, there is the potential for
sycamore trees to be impacted during construction activities. This issue will be
evaluated further in the EIR.

f.

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat
conservation plan, natural communities conservation plan, or any other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. Neither the project site nor any adjacent areas
are included as part of an adopted Natural Communities Conservation Plan
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(NCCP) or Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Harbor Regional Park is identified
as a Significant Ecological Area (SEA) in the County of Los Angeles General
Plan. SEAs are intended to be preserved in an ecologically viable conditions for
the purposes of public education, research, and other non-disruptive outdoor
uses. An objective of the proposed project is to improve biological diversity, and
therefore, no conflict with the SEA designation is anticipated. However, this
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

V. CULTURAL
project:

RESOURCES.

Would

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

the

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 California Code of Regulations
Section 15064.5?

X

X

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?

X

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a
historical resource as defined in State CEQA §15064.5?
Less Than Significant Impact. A majority of the proposed improvements would
occur within Wilmington Drain and Harbor Regional Park, where no eligible or
listed historical resources have been identified. Further, the project would not
include the demolition or other disturbance to potentially historic or culturally
significant buildings or structures. Although a less than significant impact is
anticipated, a cultural resources survey would be conducted as part of the
project. Therefore, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

b.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA §15064.5?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project is located in an area
considered archeologically sensitive and there is a potential for historical
archaeological resources to be encountered during construction. An evaluation
is needed to determine the potential for the site to include archaeological
resources. Therefore, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

c.

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
Less Than Significant Impact. The geologic formation within the project area
consists of Quaternary-age Alluvium, which has a low-to-high probability of
containing paleontological resources, with probability increasing with depth of
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excavations. The proposed project is not anticipated to excavate to a level that
would come in contact or damage unique paleontological resources or unique
geologic features. Although no paleontological resources are expected to be
encountered, and a less than significant impact is anticpated, this issue will be
evaluated further in the EIR.
d.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?
Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is in an area considered
archaeologically sensitive, and important to Native American tribes.
No known cemeteries or burials are believed to have occurred at the project site;
however, there remains the potential that construction activities could unearth
previously unknown human remains. Although no human remains are expected
to be encountered, in the event that such resources are found during
construction, mitigation will be discussed to reduce any potential impacts to a
less than significant level. Therefore, this issue will be evaluated further in the
EIR.
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Potentially
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with
Mitigation

Less Than
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Impact
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:
a. Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
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?

X

ii.) Strong seismic ground shaking?

X

iii.) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

X

iv.) Landslides?

X

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 on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?

X
X

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?

X

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?

X
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Discussion:
a.

Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
(i.)

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not located within a State of
California Earthquake, or Alquist-Priolo Zone. However, the Harbor area, as is
most of southern California, is a seismically active area. The risk of seismic
hazards such as ground-shaking cannot be avoided. The active Palos Verdes
fault, located approximately 0.7 miles southwest of the southern end of the lake,
is the closest fault to the proposed project. The construction and operation of the
proposed project is not anticipated to expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death. Although
the impact is anticipated to be less than significant, this issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.
(ii.)

Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. Although the project site is not located within a
State of California Earthquake, or Alquist-Priolo Zone, the Harbor area, as is
most of southern California, is a seismically active area. The risk of seismic
hazards such as ground-shaking cannot be avoided. As noted above, the active
Palos Verdes fault, located approximately 0.7 miles southwest of the southern
end of the lake, is the closest fault to the proposed project. However,
construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to expose
people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects from strong seismic
ground-shaking. Although the impact is anticipated to be less than significant,
this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
(iii.)

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project area may be impacted by seismicrelated ground failure, including liquefaction per the State of California Seismic
Hazards Zones map. According to the City of Los Angeles Safety Element
Exhibit B, the proposed project is located within a known liquefaction area. The
project would be required to comply with applicable measures of California
Building Code and Bureau of Engineering Standard Project Specifications
regarding construction in a liquefaction zone and other seismic safety measures,
which are anticipated to reduce impacts to less than significant. Regardless, this
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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(iv.)

Landslides?

No Impact. The proposed project would be constructed and operated in an area
not mapped as susceptible to landslides according to the City of Los Angeles
Safety Element Exhibit C. No impact is anticipated and this issue will not be
discussed in the EIR.
b.

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed improvements would require the
temporary exposure of soils from ground-surface disruption activities, which
could result in the potential for erosion to occur during construction. The
proposed project would be required to comply with applicable regulations to
control runoff and erosion from construction activities such the National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program.
Although a less than
significant impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

c.

Is the project 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-site or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project area consists of fill
material, alluvium deposits, and compacted/graded soils that are not anticipated
to have the potential to be unstable. However, a preliminary geotechnical
evaluation recommended further evaluation of potential slope failures and
existing distressed gabion wall improvements within the Wilmington Drain.
Therefore, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

d.

Is the project located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
Less Than Significant Impact. Expansive soils may exist within the project
area that may require removal and replacement with import of non-expansive
material for structures, or require compaction according to approved engineering
standards. Although a less than significant impact is anticipated, this issue will
be evaluated further in the EIR.

e.

Would the project have soils that are incapable of supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are
not available for the disposal of wastewater?
Less Than Significant Impact.
The proposed project may include
improvements to the campground in the freshwater marsh area (Camp
Machado), including upgrades to existing restroom facilities, which are on a
septic tank system. The upgrades may include replacement of the existing septic
tank(s) with newer septic systems that would include bio-filters. Although a less
than signficant impact is expected due to improved technology over the current
septic system, this issue will be further discussed in the EIR.
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Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would
the project:
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions,

either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the
environment?

X

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

X

Discussion;
a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
Potentially Significant Impact. Greenhouse gas emissions may be generated
by grading/dredging activities, construction workers traveling to and from the
project site, delivery and hauling of construction supplies and debris, and fuel
combustion by on-site construction equipment. Construction emissions would be
short-term in nature and would be limited only to the time period when
construction activity is taking place. However, an evaluation is needed to
determine if construction-related greenhouse emissions would be potentially
significant. Therefore, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
Operation emissions would be primarily generated by vehicle trips associated
with the proposed project. Depending upon proposed trip generation, the
proposed project may increase vehicular traffic in the vicinity of the project site
beyond levels currently generated which could result in an increase in
greenhouse gas emissions. There is also a possibility for the restored wetland
and riparian areas to reduce greenhouse gasses. An evaluation is needed to
determine if impacts from operation would be potentially significant. This issue
will be evaluated further in the EIR.
b) Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of
an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?
Less Than Significant Impact. Both the state and the City have adopted
targets for limiting greenhouse gas emissions over the next few decades. The
proposed project is not expected to conflict with any of these targets or other
applicable plans, policies or regulations related to reducing the emissions of
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greenhouse gas. Although a less than signinfcant impact is anticipated, this
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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Potentially
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Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.
Would the project:
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

X

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?

X

c. Emit hazardous emissions or involve handling
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an
existing or proposed school?

X

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?

X

e. Be located within an airport land use plan
area or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, be within 2 miles of a public airport
or public use airport, and result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

X

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?

X

g. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
h. Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?
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Discussion:
a.

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?
Less Than Significant Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed
project would not require extensive or on-going use of acutely hazardous
materials or substances. Construction activities would be short-term and onetime in nature, and could possibly involve the limited transport, storage, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials, including the use of aquatic and/or terrestrial
pesticides to remove invasive plant species. The transport, use, and disposal of
hazardous materials would be handled in accordance with existing regulations.
Although a less than significant impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.

b.

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the likely release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is not anticipated to
create a hazard through upset or accident conditions involving hazardous
materials. However the project site is located within a designated methane zone
and is located along the edge of the Torrance Oil Field. Although a less than
significant impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

c.

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an
existing or proposed school?
Potentially Significant Impact. The nearest primary and secondary schools to
the site are Normont Elementary School (approximately 0.23 mile from the
project site) and Harbor City Elementary School (approximately 0.6 miles away
from project site). The Los Angeles Harbor City College, a public community
college, is located adjacent to the eastern boundary of the Harbor Regional Park.
The proposed project is not anticipated to emit hazardous emissions or handle
acutely hazardous materials. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

d.

Is the project located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous
material 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?
Potentially Significant Impact. Preliminary sampling of lake sediments found
concentrations of metals, organics, and pesticides that increased with depth
down to the depth of 2.5 feet at sampling locations in the lake. Several of the
samples exceeded acceptable screening levels. This issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.
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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 2 miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
No Impact. The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan
or within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport. The closest airport
is Torrance Municipal Airport which is over two miles west of the project site. No
impact is anticipated. This issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

f.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?
No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip and will not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
project area. No impact is anticipated. This issue will not be discussed in the
EIR.

g.

Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project area is currently used for
recreational/open space and flood control purposes. Project construction would
occur primarily within Wilmington Drain and Harbor Regional Park, and is not
expected to affect emergency response or evacuations. As is standard
procedure for activities occurring on City property, the contractor would
coordinate with emergency and fire protection/service providers, as appropriate,
on traffic management issues. Traffic control equipment would be in place to
direct local traffic around the work area. During project implementation,
emergency access would be maintained to all surrounding facilities. Although a
less than significant impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in
the EIR.

h.

Would the project expose people or structures to the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
Potentially Significant Impact. The City's Zone Information & Map Access
System (Zimas) identifies the project site as being within a high fire severity
zone. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.
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 on- or offsite?

X

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?

X

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?

X

f.

Otherwise
quality?

X

g.

Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area, as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary, 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
flood flows?
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i.

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

j.

Contribute to inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow?

X

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?
Potentially Significant Impact. An objective of the proposed project is to
improve water quality and help the City meet the TMDL requirements mandated
by the LARWQCB. The proposed project includes modifications to the existing
storm drainage system, including the implementation of water quality BMPs at
Wilmington Drain and the major outfalls into the Machado Lake. Construction of
the project would comply with the NPDES requirements regarding discharges,
including complying with City Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) requirements. In addition, the proposed project would include dredging
in Wilmington Drain and Machado Lake, which would cause temporary water
quality impacts associated with turbidity and resuspension of sediments.
Therefore, although the proposed project would implement BMPs designed to
improve water quality, there is a potential to affect water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

b.

Would the project 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
(i.e., 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)?
Less Than Significant Impact. Recycled water from TIWRP would be used for
lake augmentation, while potable water would be used as a backup supply. The
potential use of potable water is not anticipated to substantially deplete
groundwater supplies. Further, the amount of impervious surface area would not
substantially change and, therefore, the proposed project is not anticipated to
affect groundwater recharge. Development of additional wetland areas and
increased dispersion of stormwater flows would enhance water infiltration and
recharge of the local shallow aquifer. Although a less than significant impact is
anticipated, these issues will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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c.

Would the project 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 off-site?
Potentially Significant Impact. With implementation of the proposed project,
Machado Lake would continue to receive flows from the area storm drain outfalls,
including the Wilmington Drain. The proposed modifications to the Wilmington
Drain and Harbor Regional Park, such as re-grading the channel, improving
wetlands and companion erosion control measures, are anticipated to improve
the drainage pattern and not result in substantial erosion or siltation off-site. This
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

d.

Would the project 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-site or off-site?
Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed under item IX (c) above, the
proposed project is anticipated to increase the capacity of the Wilmington Drain
and Machado Lake to accommodate storm flows and improve the flow of
stormwater runoff into the lake and the enhanced wetlands. Additionally,
dispersion of storm water to wetland areas is expected to improve the removal of
storm water contaminants to take advantage of and improve the natural water
quality treatment functions of wetlands. Drainage patterns on areas outside of
the project site would not be affected or changed. Therefore, the drainage
pattern is expected to improve and not increase risk of flooding. This issue will
be evaluated further in the EIR.

e.

Would the project 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?
Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed under items IX (a), (c) and (d)
above, the proposed project is anticipated to improve the capacity of the existing
stormwater drainage system and improve water quality. However, there may be
a potential runoff quality issue associated with construction activities. This issue
will be evaluated further in the EIR.

f.

Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed above, an objective of the
proposed project is to improve water quality. However, construction of proposed
improvements could potentially degrade water quality temporarily. This issue will
be evaluated further in the EIR.
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g.

Would the project place housing within a 100-year floodplain, as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary, Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map?
No Impact. No housing is proposed within the project area.
anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

h.

No impact is

Would the project place within a 100-year floodplain structures that would
impede or redirect flood flows?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located within the 100-year
flood zone as identified by Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) on
Flood Insurance Rate Map community panel number 061037C1945F. The
proposed project does not include the placement of major structures within the
floodplain. However minor structures to redirect and control flood flows to
improve natural treatment of storm water contaminants would be placed within
the project site. Although a less than significant impact is anticipated, this issue
will be evaluated further in the EIR.

i.

Would the project 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?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not within a potential dam or
levee inundation area as identified in the Los Angeles General Plan Safety
Element, but is within a 100-year flood zone as identified by FEMA. Although a
less than significant imoact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in
the EIR.

j.

Would the project contribute to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?
No Impact. The proposed project would not contribute to inundation by seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow. According to the City of Los Angeles Safety Element of the
General Plan, the project site is not within an area susceptible to impacts from a
tsunami, nor is the project site within an area of hilly terrain that could be subject
to mudflow. Seiches are long-period standing waves generated in enclosed
bodies of water in response to ground-shaking. At 45 acres, Machado Lake is
too small to generate a seiche based on studies that have occurred for other
lakes in southern California, and the proposed project would not increase the risk
of a seiche. No impact is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the
EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the
project:
a. Physically divide an established community?

X

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?

X

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

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project physically divide an established community?
No Impact. The proposed improvements would be confined to the Wilmington
Drain and Harbor Regional Park, and would not physically divide an existing
community. No impact is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the
EIR.

b.

Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to, the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is primarily zoned Open Space
(OS-1XL-O), with the exception of the northern portion of Wilmington Drain,
which is zoned Agricultural (A1-1XL-O).
Both the OS and A1 zoning
classifications allow parks. The project site, as shown in the Wilmington-Harbor
City Community Plan designates the land use as Open Space.. The proposed
improvements, and subsequent operations, would be consistent with the zoning
classifications and the land use designation. Although a less than significant
impact is anticipated, the consistency of the proposed project with applicable
plans and policies will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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c.

Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural communities conservation plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. An objective of the proposed project is to
improve the existing Wilmington Drain and Machado Lake ecosystem. Further,
the project site does not fall within an area covered by a habitat conservation
plan or natural communities conservation plan; however, Harbor Regional Park is
identified as a Significant Ecological Area (SEA) in the County of Los Angeles
General Plan. Although a less than significant impact is anticipated, this issue
will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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Potentially
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Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

X

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?

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the
state?
No Impact. The proposed project is located within and adjacent to Harbor
Regional Park, and no known valuable mineral resources would be impacted by
the proposed project. According to the California Department of Conservation
Division of Mines and Geology, the nearest mineral resources area is located in
the San Gabriel Valley. According to the City of Los Angeles General Plan
Safety Element Exhibit E and the California Department of Conservation, Division
of Oil, Gas, and Geothermic Resources, the Torrance Oil Field is located at the
northeastern edge of the project site. However, the project site is an existing
public park and stormwater drainage channel and as such would not be a
feasible location for future oil exploration or extraction.
Existing oil
pumpjacks/rigs are located in the northern portion of the Wilmington Drain
(located within the northwest portion of the site, just south of Lomita Boulevard,
and immediately to the east of Wilmington Drain north of Lomita Boulevard, near
I-110). In addition, there is an existing oil extraction facility within Harbor
Regional Park, immediately east of the riparian woodland. The proposed project
would not disturb the existing operation nor would it preclude future excavations
within the vicinity of the project site. No impact is anticipated. This issue will not
be discussed in the EIR.

b.

Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan?
No Impact. As described in XI (a) above, the proposed project would not result
in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site. No
impact is anticipated. This issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Less Than
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with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XII. NOISE. 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?

X

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

X

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

X

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

X

e. Be located within an airport land use plan
area, or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or
public use airport and expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?

X

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

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies?
Potentially Significant Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed
project could potentially expose nearby sensitive uses (residences, schools, and
hospitals) to noise levels above established noise standards. The proposed
project would create noise on a short-term basis during construction due to the
use of construction equipment.
Long-term operational impacts could be
associated with increased traffic in the area. Analysis of the proposed project’s
consistency with local noise ordinances and guidelines based on existing and
proposed land uses within and surrounding the sites will be completed. This
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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b.

Expose persons to or generate excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project may result in excessive
exposure of persons to, or generation of, groundborne vibration or noise levels,
especially during excavation activities during construction and shoring associated
with the pretreatment unit. However, the construction of the proposed project is
not expected to require blasting or pile driving, which could potentially cause
significant vibration impacts at close distances. This issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.

c.

Result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Potentially Significant Impact. The majority of operational noise would be
generated by vehicular traffic, which could potentially increase existing ambient
noise levels depending upon additional number of vehicles and proximity to
sensitive receptors. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

d.

Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?
Potentially Significant Impact. Construction activities could potentially expose
nearby sensitive uses (residences, schools, and hospitals) to noise levels above
established noise standards. The proposed project could create noise due to
increased vehicular traffic during operation. This issue will be evaluated further
in the EIR.

e.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?
No Impact. The proposed project is not within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport. The closest airport, Torrance Airport, is located over two miles
west of the project site. The proposed project is not located within an airport land
use plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted. No impact is anticipated.
This issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

f.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?
No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip. No impact is anticipated. This issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. 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)?

X

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

X

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

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and business) or indirectly (e.g.,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
No Impact. The proposed project involves ecosystem/habitat, flood control, and
recreational improvements that would not induce population growth in the area
either directly or indirectly. Since no growth-inducing impacts of the project are
expected, no impact is anticipated. This issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

b.

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact. There is no housing within the proposed project boundaries that
would be displaced as a result of this project. No impact is antipcated. This
issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

c.

Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact. There is no housing within the proposed project boundaries that
would be displaced as a result of this project. No impact is anticipated. This
issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Potentially
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Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project:
i) Fire protection?

X

ii) Police protection?

X

iii) Schools?

X

iv) Parks?

X

v) Other public facilities?

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project 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 public services:
i) Fire Protection
Less Than Significant Impact. The operation and construction of the proposed
project would not result in adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios for fire
protection. First response for fire and paramedic services to the project site is
currently provided by, and would continue to be provided by the Los Angeles Fire
Department’s Station No. 85 at 1331 West 253rd Street. This station is
approximately 0.6 miles from the project site.
Based on the distance of the nearby fire station to the proposed project site, fire
protection at the proposed project site would be considered adequate. Fire
Department fire flow requirements and standard design requirements would be in
accordance with Title 24 of the California Building Code. Construction and
operation of the proposed project would not required any additional
improvements to existing fire facilities. However, the project site is within a high
fire severity zone. Although the potential impacts to fire protection is anticipated
to be less than significant, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
ii) Police Protection
Less Than Significant Impact. The Los Angeles Department of General
Services Office of Public Safety (OPS) maintains a police staff that patrols the
City’s more than 400 parks, and coordinates with the Los Angeles Police
Department (LAPD). The LAPD Harbor Community Police Station provides
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emergency support for the project area, and is located at 2175 John S. Gibson
Boulevard, less than one mile south of the project site. Public safety is currently
an issue within the park due to a reportedly large transient population and illicit
activities. The proposed project would not increase the demand for police
services and in fact, the proposed improvements, such as removal of overgrown
vegetation and trail lighting, could assist in increasing safety. Although a less
than significant impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in the
EIR.
iii) Schools
Potentially Significant Impact. The project area is served by the Los Angeles
Unified School District (LAUSD). The demand for new schools is generally
associated with increases in the school-aged population or decreases in the
accessibility and availability of existing schools. The proposed project consists of
recreational and habitat restoration elements, and would not include residential
uses that could increase school age population in the area; therefore, the
proposed project would not increase the demand on schools. Los Angeles
Harbor College, a public community college, is located adjacent to the Harbor
Regional Park. This issue will be evaluated further in the noise and traffic
sections of the EIR.
iv) Parks
Potentially Significant Impact. An objective of the proposed project is to
enhance the provision of open green space, public-use facilities, and recreational
and educational amenities. As such, the proposed project would improve
existing park facilities, and create new recreational and educational resources
within the Wilmington Drain and Harbor Regional Park area. Potential impacts
associated with construction at the park will be evaluated further in the EIR.
v) Other Public Facilities
No Impact. The proposed project would not promote population growth, either
directly or indirectly. It would not include new residential or educational
development and would not have physical impacts associated with the provision
of other new or physically altered governmental facilities such as libraries. No
impact is anticipated. This issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Potentially
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Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XV. RECREATION. 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?

X

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

X

Discussion:
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?
Less Than Significant Impact. An objective of the proposed project is to
enhance the provision of open green space, public-use facilities, and recreational
and educational amenities. As such, the proposed project would improve
existing park facilities, and create new recreational and educational resources
within the Wilmington Drain and Harbor Regional Park area. The facilities would
accommodate existing and future regional growth, and would not adversely affect
existing recreational opportunities or increase the demand for neighborhood or
regional parks or other recreational facilities. Impacts to the existing recreational
facilities would occur temporarily during construction activities.
Staged
construction would allow portions of the park to remain open while others are
temporarily closed. Although a less than significant impact is anticipated, this
issue will be evaluated further 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?
Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed previously, the proposed project
would rehabilitate the existing habitat, and enhance aesthetics of the park. The
proposed project includes enhancement of the existing recreational facilities.
Although a less than signifncant imoact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.
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Potentially
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Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. 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?

X

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?

X

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?

X

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

X

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

X

f. Result in inadequate parking capacity?

X

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

Would the project 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?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project would result in increase
vehicular trips during construction and operation which could have potentially
significant impacts on the capacity of the existing circulation system. During
construction, these would primarily be the private vehicles of construction
workers, and the use of heavy trucks and equipment for earthwork and other
activities. Operation of the proposed project could also increase the number of
trips to the project site. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

b.

Would the project 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 could generate traffic that
may significantly impact, either cumulatively or individually, levels of service
(LOS) established by the Los Angeles County Congestion Management Agency.
This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

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?
No Impact. The proposed project would not impact air traffic patterns.
impact is anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

d.

No

Would the project substantially increase hazards because of a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would occur within the
boundaries of the Wilmington Drain and Harbor Regional Park and would not be
expected to substantially increase hazards because of a design feature.
Stormwater BMPs would be installed within the existing parking areas; however,
any changes to the parking lot configuration would need to be reviewed and
approved by the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT).
Although, with compliance to existing regulations, a less than significant impact is
anticipated, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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e.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
Less Than Significant Impact. Coordination would occur with the City’s Fire
Department and LAPD related to emergency access in and around the project
area, particularly during construction. Traffic control plans would also be
developed and approved by LADOT to maintain adequate emergency access to
all surrounding facilities during construction, including access to the Kaiser
Hospital located to the west of Harbor Regional Park. With compliance to existing
regulations, the potential impact is considered less than significant. However, this
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

f.

Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?
Less Than Significant Impact. Parking areas already exist at Harbor Regional
Park and are expected to be adequate for the proposed project. However, a
limited number of on-site parking spaces will be eliminated to provide for the
installation of several pockets of landscaped areasto serve as stormwater BMPs.
The number of parking spaces to be reduced would be minimal and it is
anticipated that adequate parking would remain for the project site. Although a
less than significant impact on parking for Harbor Regional Park is anticipated,
this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR. A small parking lot will be
constructed and operated as part of the Wilmington Drain component (near
Lomita Boulevard). Although the addition of parking associated with the
Wilmington Drain would be beneficial, this issue will also be evaluated further in
the EIR.

g.

Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
No Impact. The proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans
or programs supporting alternative transportation. No impact is anticipated and
this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would
the project:
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable regional water quality control
board?

X

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?

X

X

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

X

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?

X

X

X

Discussion:
a.

Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable regional water quality control board?
No Impact. the proposed project would not involve an increase in wastewater or
exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the LARWQCB. No impact is
anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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b.

Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?
Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Los Angeles, Department of Public
Works Bureau of Sanitation (Bureau of Sanitation) provides sewer service to the
project site. The Bureau of Sanitation maintains sewer lines in the project area.
Potable water is provided to the project area by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP). LADWP is responsible for supplying,
conserving, treating, and distributing water for domestic, industrial, agricultural,
and firefighting purposes within the City of Los Angeles. It is not anticipated that
the proposed project would require, or result in the need for development of new
water and wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities;
however, the existing on-site water system may need to be altered to
accommodate additional water needs. The proposed project includes the use of
recycled water from TIWRP approximately two miles south of the project site for
lake augmentation, with potable water as a backup supply. This would require a
new pipeline that would extend eastward from the project site along Anaheim
Street and southward along Figueroa Street to connect to an existing pipeline. In
addition, a LADWP related recycled water project, the Harbor Refineries Pipeline
Project, would install a recycled water pipeline to the Harbor Golf Course. The
proposed project would also utilize recycled water for irrigation from this pipeline.
Minimal or no modifications to the existing sewer system is anticipated. Although
a less than significant impact is anticpated, this issue will be evaluated further in
the EIR.

c.

Would the project 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?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project involves modifications to
the existing on-site stormwater drainage infrastructure, and would include the
implementation of BMPs and other improvements designed to more effectively
manage current stormwater flows. Potential environmental impacts associated
with the construction and operation of these facilities will be evaluated further in
the EIR.

d.

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project includes the use of
recycled water for lake augmentation with potable water as a backup supply.
Although a less than significant impact is anticipated, this issue will be evaluated
further in the EIR.
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e.

Has the wastewater treatment provider that serves or may serve the project
determined that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
No Impact. There is existing sewer service in the area provided by the Bureau
of Sanitation. Any increases in wastewater treatment service requirements are
anticipated to be minimal, if any, and not exceed existing capacity. No impact is
anticipated and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

f.

Is the project served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?
Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed project would
generate construction debris, such as asphalt and vegetative debris, that would
require disposal; however, the contractor would minimize the generation of
landfill waste by maximizing recycling of vegetative and demolition debris.
Further, whenever feasible, dredged sediment from Wilmington Drain and
Machado Lake would be used on-site for creation of berms or swells, or other
changes in topography. Disposal or reuse options for remaining dreged materials
is currently unknown and will be discussed in the EIR. Operation of the proposed
project may result in minor increases in solid waste generation by expanding
recreational uses and solid materials collected from the trash net structures near
Wilmington Drain. Solid waste generated during both construction and operation
is not expected to significantly affect landfill capacity, and would be served by a
landfill with sufficient permitted capacity (such as the Chiquita Canyon and
Sunshine Canyon Landfills). Although a less than significant is anticipated, this
issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.

g.

Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?
No Impact. The proposed project would comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid waste. No impact is anticipated and this
issue will not be discussed in the EIR.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No 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, 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?

X

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.

X

c.

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

X

Discussion:
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?
Potentially Significant Impact. As set forth, the proposed actions have the
potential to degrade the quality of the environment during construction with
regard to several resource areas. These issues will be evaluated further 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.)
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project, in conjunction with other
related projects, has the potential to result in significant cumulative impacts. The
potential for cumulative impacts will be evaluated further in the EIR.

c.

Does the project have environmental effects that would cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed project could have environmental
effects that have the potential to cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either indirectly or directly. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR.
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5.0

PREPARATION AND CONSULTATION

5.1 Preparer
Camp Dresser & McKee, Inc.
111 Academy, Suite 150
Irvine, CA 92617
Dorothy Meyer, Project Manager
Kathleen Owston, Environmental Planner
Davey Dobbs, Environmental Planner
Wendy Katagi, Principal
Heather Van Meter, Principal
EnviCraft LLC
3315 Glendale Boulevard, Suite 2
Los Angeles, CA 90039
Louis Utsumi, Principal

5.2

Coordination and Consultation

City of Los Angeles:
Department of Public Works
Bureau of Engineering
1149 South Broadway
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Maria E. Martin
Alfred L. Mata
Department of Recreation and Parks
221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 100
Los Angeles, CA 90012
David Attaway
Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works
900 S.Fremont Avenue
Alhambra. CA 91803
Randall Davis
Jemelee Cruz
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