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NOTICE OF PREPARATION

Date:

November 25, 2008

To:

Interested Persons

Subject: Notice of Preparation/Notice of Intent of a Joint Feasibility Study/ Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report for the Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility
Study, Los Angeles, California
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Lead Agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and the
City of Los Angeles, the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), will prepare a site
specific Feasibility Study/ Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (FS/EIS/EIR), for the Los
Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope
and content of the environmental information that is relevant to your agency's statutory responsibilities in
connection with the proposed project. Your agency may need to use the FS/EIS/EIR when considering your permit
or other approval for the project. The project description, location, and the potential environmental effects are
contained in the attached materials.
Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date but not later
than 30 days after receipt of this notice. A public scoping meeting is scheduled. It will be held on Thursday,
December 4, 2008 from 7:00-8:30 p.m. at the Metropolitan Water District, 700 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles,
CA 90012.
Please send your response, and the name of a contact person in your agency, to:

Tiffany Bostwick, Environmental Coordinator,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District,
915 Wilshire Boulevard, 14th Fl., Los Angeles, CA 90017
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SUMMARY
Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA), and the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended (CEQA), the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), and the City of Los Angeles
intend to prepare a Feasibility Study/Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (FS/EIS/EIR)
to examine alternatives and address the potential environmental benefits and consequences from implementing
ecosystem restoration measures for the Los Angeles River. This report will function as a site specific FS/EIS/EIR
for the Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study. The Corps will serve as the Lead Agency under
NEPA, and the City of Los Angeles will be the Lead Agency under CEQA.

lead Agencies Proposed and Connected Actions
The Corps and the City of Los Angeles are proposing to study alternatives for ecosystem restoration along 32 miles
of the Los Angeles River within the City of Los Angeles, from the Canoga Park area of the northwest San Fernando
Valley, to the southwestern quadrant of Los Angeles, near the border with the City of Vernon. The study will
determine whether there is a federal interest in constructing ecosystem restoration features within this area, and if so,
to determine the optimum project for recommendation to Congress for authorization. The FS/EIS/EIR will
recommend a plan that will provide for long-term restoration for riparian and aquatic habitat while maintaining
flood protection. Additional benefits associated with recreation components may be included, if these actions are
justified under Federal criteria.
·

SCOPING PROCESS
The Corps and the City of Los Angeles request your written comments on the scope and content of the draft
FS/EIS/EIR. A public scoping meeting will be held to solicit comments on the environmental effects of the range of
potential actions and the appropriate scope of the FS/EIS/EIR. The public is invited to comment on environmental
issues to be addressed in the FS/EIS/EIR during this meeting. Public input and comments received during the
scoping meeting will be considered during preparation of the FS/EIS/EIR.

Dates
Written comments from all interested parties are encouraged and must be received no later than 30 days after receipt
of this notice. A public scoping meeting is scheduled for Thursday, December 4, 2008 from 7:00-8:30 p.m. at the
Metropolitan Water District, 700 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

Addresses
Written comments should be sent to Tiffany Bostwick, Environmental Coordinator, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Los Angeles District, 915 Wilshire Boulevard, 14th Fl., Los Angeles, CA 90017. Written comments may also be
sent by facsimile to (213) 452-4204. All comments received, including names and addresses, will become part of the
administrative record and available to the public.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
The City of Los Angeles and Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, have prepared and published a
Programmatic Environmental Impact Report/Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIR/PEIS, April
2007) for the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan (LARRMP). The PEIR/PEIS may be accessed on the
web at http://www.lariverrmp.org/eireis/eireis download.htm. The LARRMP is intended to serve as a blueprint for
restoring some of the River's ecological functions and toward improving the overall health of the watershed by
implementing a variety of projects, including channel modifications, improvements to the River corridor, revitalized
riverfront communities in key opportunity areas, recreational amenities, such as parks and open space, pedestrian
and bicycle trails, bridges, enhanced connector streets, and green space networks in River adjacent neighborhoods.
Implementing LARRMP recommendations over the near-term planning period (5 to 20 years) and the long-term
period (20 to 50 years) constitutes the proposed action evaluated in the Programmatic EIR/EIS. However, since the
PEIR/PEIS did not evaluate site specific ecosystem restoration opportunities, it will not serve as a decision
document for the Corps (i.e., result in a project action).
Although components of the LARRMP include opportunities for restoring a more natural riverine environment
along the Los Angeles River, the FS/EIS/EIR to be prepared for the Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration
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Feasibility Study will provide the necessary site specific evaluations and detailed analysis for ecosystem restoration,
including various alternatives for restoration of riparian and aquatic habitats and functions, and increased habitat
values. The FS/EIS/EIR will also consider the goals and objectives identified in the LARRMP and where they might
meet the requirements of the Corps of Engineers Federal planning guidance for ecosystem restoration.
The Corps and City of Los Angeles conducted a public scoping meeting on Apri118, 2007 for both the Feasibility
Study and the LARRMP PEIR/PEIS. Public input and comments received during the scoping meeting as well as
other comments received during public outreach efforts associated with the LARRMP will be considered during
preparation of the FS/EIS/EIR.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project location
The general study area includes approximately one-half mile on each side ofthe 32-mile Los Angeles River corridor
that begins near Owensmouth Avenue in Canoga Park (at the confluence of Bell Creek and Arroyo Calabasas) and
continues downstream to Washington Boulevard, near the northern boundary of the City of Vernon. The entire Los
Angeles River travels through a highly urbanized area covering a distance of 51 miles beginning at the headwaters
of Bell Creek and Arroyo Calabasas in the San Fernando Valley community of Canoga Park, located approximately
35 miles northwest of downtown Los Angeles. The River flows through the San Fernando Valley and the Los
Angeles Basin, in a southeasterly direction until it empties into the Pacific Ocean at Long Beach.
Within the general study area, the City and Corps have identified potential locations where alternative restoration
actions could be implemented to meet the study's purposes. These sites may include, but may not be limited to:
portions of the Los Angeles State Historic Park, Glendale Narrows/Taylor Yard reach, Sepulveda Basin, and Reseda
Park. Alternatives will be developed for these sites as well as for additional sites that may be identified during the
course of the study. The Recommended Plan, or Proposed Action, may include all or a combination or selection of
the identified areas.

Background
The Los Angeles River is subject to flooding and experienced two major floods in the 1930's that caused both a
substantial loss oflife and property damage. During the latter 1930's and 1940's, the Federal Government
constructed the concrete flood control channel in the Los Angeles River to expedite movement of stormwater flows
to the ocean for flood prevention, causing a complete loss of the natural hydrologic and hydraulic regime and the
natural riparian environment. Development along most of the River is a mix ofhousing, industrial and commercial
land uses that contribute to the overall degradation of the ecosystem. The City of Los Angeles, city residents, and
other local agencies have expressed interest and support for a feasibility study that would evaluate the potential for
restoration of the Los Angeles River's aquatic ecosystem.

Proposed Objectives and Constraints
The overarching goal of the Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study is to restore, where
feasible, elements of the riparian and aquatic ecosystem of the Los Angeles River while providing for flood risk
management, public access, and recreation.
The Project will identify opportunities to: 1) evaluate and assess the problems and needs associated with loss of
riparian habitat; 2) formulate alternative measures for environmental restoration, develop viable alternatives, and
identify the National Ecosystem Restoration (NER) Plan, which will provide maximum ecosystem benefits and, 3)
identify opportunities for Corps involvement in restoring the functions and values of the River's ecosystem.
Secondary benefits would include associated recreational, water quality, and community revitalization opportunities.
The following planning objectives were identified to direct formulation and evaluation of alternative plans that may
be implemented within and/or adjacent to the Los Angeles River:
1. Restore riparian and aquatic habitat within the 32-mile reach of the Los Angeles River within the City of
Los Angeles.
2. Support the restoration of more natural hydrologic processes within significant reaches of the study area.
3. Support the restoration of habitat in reaches contiguous to existing habitat corridors where connectivity
can be reestablished. (Note: these existing habitat corridors will be specifically identified in later
iterations ofplanning objectives).
4. Support the modification of hydrology and stream hydraulics to maximize infiltration and inflow,
decrease peak discharges, and identify storage where available.
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5. Provide recreation where appropriate along the 32-mile river corridor.
The Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Study is being conducted in a watershed context. While not a
watershed study, this Feasibility Study is attempting to identify opportunities to engage in collaborative efforts with
others who are addressing ecosystem restoration and other related water resources needs within the watershed.
Planning objectives that could be affected by collaborative efforts within the watershed include:
1. Identify opportunities to store or redirect flood waters within the watershed to reduce water surface
elevations and support the reestablishment ofbaseflow within the mainstem;
2. Identify opportunities to reestablish riparian corridors on tributary streams and to link sites to mainstem
restoration sites;
3. Identify areas for open space and recreation;
4. Identify opportunities for groundwater recharge;
5. Identify opportunities for water quality treatment/enhancement ofmainstem inflows.
Consistent with these planning objectives, the Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Project will be formulated
in recognition of a variety ofplanning constraints, which include:
Restoration alternatives cannot degrade the existing Corps' flood risk management project.
Velocity reductions in the main river channel must be offset with measures that will provide additional
flood storage capacity or the means to reduce flood flows to a level that will allow for riparian and/or
aquatic restoration.
The highly urbanized nature of the floodplain, competing land uses, and Corps policies limiting land
acquisition costs (as a percentage of total project costs) will constrain the opportunities for acquisition
of additional lands for floodplain restoration. Potential restoration locations will need to be identified
opportunistically, based in large part on the availability oflands and the ability to acquire significantlysized parcels of floodplain lands.
Existing infrastructure (roads, highways, utilities) adjacent to the waterway limits the physical extent
of restoration activities.
Potential restoration sites with unresolved hazardous, toxic and radioactive waste (HTRW) problems
would be avoided.
Public safety is of primary concern for persons living adjacent to the Los Angeles River.
Avoid conflicts with other legitimate uses ofre-developable floodplain lands (e.g., active recreation).

Alternatives
The FS/EIS/EIR will consider a range of alternatives and their impacts, including the No Action Alternative. The
range of alternatives may include a locally preferred alternative or features that are improvements or measures
desired by the project non-Federal sponsor (City of Los Angeles) that is not part of the Federal project. The Scoping
will be an early and open process designed to determine the issues and alternatives to be addressed in the Report.
Four initial sites within the general study area have been identified by the City and Corps: portions ofthe Los
Angeles State Historic Park, Glendale Narrows/Taylor Yard reach, Sepulveda Basin, and Reseda Park. These initial
sites appear to have the greatest likelihood at this time to be readily-implementable, where alternative plans could be
developed and implemented to meet the study's purposes. Additional sites may be identified during the scoping
process and development of the draft FS/EIS/EIR. A range of alternatives will be developed for the sites identified
and may include (but not be limited to) the following:
Water Storage
Widen Channel
Offline Channel
Create Pervious Surfaces in Watersheds
Tributary Reconfiguration/Restoration
Remove Concrete
Reconfigure Concrete
Connect Riparian Corridors to Existing Corridors
Create Riparian Corridors to Woodlands
Daylight Outfalls
In-channel Vegetation
Habitat Wetlands
Water Treatment Wetlands
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Bio-engineering Channel Walls
Real Estate Acquisition (non-structural measure)
Local Water Conservation Program.
Community Education Programs.
Establish Community Programs
Habitat Management Plan

CONTENT OF THE REPORT
The FS/EIS/EIR will identify the anticipated effects of the project alternatives (negative and beneficial) and describe
and analyze direct, indirect, and cumulative potential environmental impacts of the project alternatives, including the
No Action Alternative, in accordance with NEPA (40CFR1500-1508) and CEQA. For each issue listed below, the
FS/EIS/EIR will include a discussion of the parameters used in evaluating the impacts as well as recommended
mitigation, indicating the effectiveness ofmitigation measures proposed to be implemented and what, if any,
additional measures would be required to reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant level. The list of issues
presented below is preliminary both in scope and number. These issues are presented to facilitate public comment on
the scope of the FS/EIS/EIR, and are not intended to be all-inclusive or to be a predetermination of impact topics to
be considered.

Biological Resources
The Report will address the following issues and potential detrimental and beneficial effects related to biological
resources:
Increased habitat for all organisms that use multiple wetland and/or aquatic habitats, including birds,
mammals, and fish;
Improved habitat connectivity within the riparian habitat and adjacent upland habitats;
Effects on habitat potentially supporting populations of endangered species and other species of
concern;
Shifts in geographic distribution of populations and effects on population sizes of migratory waterfowl
and shorebirds;
Effects of flood control structures on existing ecosystem attributes and functions including aquatic and
terrestrial species; and
Effects of public access and recreation on aquatic and terrestrial species.

Hydrology and Flood Protection
The FS/EIS/EIR will address the following issues and potential detrimental and beneficial effects related to
hydrology and flood protection:
Existing and future without-project flood hazards;
Changes in channel geometry and characteristics as a result of ecosystem restoration alternative
measures; and
Effects on flood flow conveyance as a result of ecosystem restoration alternative measures.

Water Quality
The Report will address the following issues and potential detrimental and beneficial effects related to water quality:
Engineering design and techniques to improve water quality in segments and throughout the project
area;
Effects of proposed ecosystem restoration alternative measures on base flow water quality.

Recreation and Public Access
The Report will address the effects of ecosystem restoration alternative measures on existing recreation facilities and
their use as well as the potential effects of ecosystem restoration measures on planned or new facilities. The benefits
and impacts of increased or decreased public access on biological resources and achievement of other project
objectives will also be addressed.
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Economics
The Report will evaluate the economic effects ofthe alternatives, including a cost effectiveness and incremental cost
analysis of proposed restoration features, and a benefit-cost analysis of any flood control or recreation features.

Cumulative Impacts
The Report will examine the cumulative impacts of past, ongoing, and reasonably foreseeable future projects
affecting the Los Angeles River riparian corridor, as well as effects on adjacent urban and rural lands and
communities.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PROCESS
The FS/EIS/EIR will be prepared in compliance with NEPA and Council on Environmental Quality Regulations,
contained in 40 CFR parts 1500 -1508; and with CEQA, Public Resources Code Sec 21000 et seq., and the State and
City CEQA Guidelines as amended. The Corps will be the Lead Agency for the NEP A process and the City of Los
Angeles will be the Lead Agency for the CEQA process. In accordance with both CEQA and NEPA, these Lead
Agencies are responsible for the scope, content, and legal adequacy of the document.
The scoping process will include the opportunity for public input through written comments submitted during the
30-day scoping period. A public scoping meeting will also be held to solicit comments on the environmental effects
ofthe range of potential actions and the appropriate scope ofthe FS/EIS/EIR.
The draft FS/EISIEIR will incorporate public concerns associated with the project alternatives identified in the
scoping process and will be distributed for at least a 45-day public review and comment period. During this time,
both written and verbal comments will be solicited on the adequacy of the document. The final FS/EIS/EIR will
address the comments received on the draft during public review and will be made available to all commenters on
the draft Report. Copies of the draft and fmal reports will be posted on the Internet as part of the public review
process.
The fmal step in the Federal EIS process is the preparation of a Record of Decision (ROD), a concise summary of
the decisions made by the Corps. The ROD will identify the alternative selected and other alternatives that were
considered. It also will discuss the mitigation measures that were adopted. The ROD may be published no earlier
than 30 days after publication of the Notice of Availability of the final EIS. The fmal step in the State EIR process is
certification of the EIR, which includes preparation of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan and adoption of
its findings, should the project be approved.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING
IGR/CEQA BRANCH
100 SOUTH MAIN STREET
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606
PHONE (213) 897-3747
FAX (213) 897-1337

Flex your power!
Be energy efficient!

December 22, 2008
Dr. Ara J. Kasparian
City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Division
1149 South Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Los Angeles River ecosystem restoration
Feasibility Study
Notice ofPreparation (NOP) of intent for
Environmental Impact Report I Statement
SCH Number 2008121014
Vicinity LOS/5/ LOS/101/ LOS/134/ et. al.
IGR/CEQA # 081223/EK
Dear Dr. Kasparian:
We have received a Notice of Preparation and Project Description for the program referenced
above right. The proposed program is to examine alternatives and address potential benefits
and consequences from ecosystem restoration in the vicinity of the Los Angeles River channel
where it runs through the area of Los Angeles city. For the California State Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), we have the following comments related to the Notice.
Restoration might sometimes involve transport of large amounts of materials to or from sites.
We ask that the applicant consider measures to avoid excessive or poorly timed platooning
(caravans oftrucks). We offer to discuss such measures as might be desirable. Platooning on
State Highways could reduce traffic speeds and delay turns, even leading to queue-backup into
roadway travel lanes. Capacity of traffic controls for local-street off-take from freeway offramps might be considered. Please also note that over-size or -weight vehicles, such as those
used for carrying special materials or equipment, would require Caltrans permits. We advise
allowing time for review as might be needed by the Caltrans Transportation Permits Office in
San Bernardino [telephone (909) 383-4637].
With local construction, opportunities might occur for Caltrans to make needed improvements
in facilities like freeway interchange configurations or connections to local roads. We ask for
sufficient advance notification and planning to allow use of such opportunities as might occur.

"Caltrans improves mobility across California"

Dr. Ara J. Kasparian
April 22, 2008
Page 2 of 2 Pages

We are interested in effects on wildlife movement resulting from the Los Angeles River
ecosystem restoration. Could the natural areas to be developed provide corridors for
dispersion of wildlife between other natural areas? Corridor linkage has been identified as
important for the dispersal of wildlife and plants, important in maintaining biological diversity.
Caltrans occasionally has made provisions for State facilities that run across or along wildlife
corridors. Beyond the well-known construction of crossing or protective-channeling facilities,
other provisions might be involved such as shielding at some places against headlights or
emphasizing compatible kinds of plantings along adjacent freeways. Local protection of
wildlife corridors generally could facilitate and enhance effectiveness of Caltrans efforts.
Therefore we ask for examination of cumulative impacts of any potentially significant new
wildlife corridors as well as of possible roles for Caltrans in promoting their functioning
through developing and managing its facilities. We also ask for consideration of sources of
funding to finance any additional Caltrans corridors-related efforts.
Because State Route highways run throughout the program area, Encroachment Permits from
Caltrans might be needed for some activities such as natural area reconstructions or access
facilities. Any kind of encroachment (or effect) into, on, over or under State right-of-way,
permanent or temporary, needs such a Permit. All work to be performed within Caltrans rightof-way, whether for benefit to Caltrans facilities or for other purpose, would require a Permit.
Action resulting in any current or future restriction or modification activities in the Caltrans
right-of-way (such as in landscape maintenance or choice of vegetation types) would need a
Permit. If any kind of encroachment might possibly be involved, please submit plans as soon
as possible to the Caltrans District Seven Permits Office, including water drainage plans if
relevant, so that the Office could at least check on the need for issuance of a Permit.
If you have any questions on our comments, refer to our internal IGR/CEQA Record Number
for this letter of 081223 EK; and please do not hesitate to contact our review coordinator Edwin
Kampmann at (213) 897-1346 or to contact me at (213) 897-3747. Our E-mail addresses are
edwin_kampman@dot.ca.gov and elmer_alvarez@dot.ca.gov .
Sincerely,

!b~

Elmer Alvarez
IGR/CEQA Program Manager

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse

"Caltrans improves mobility across California"

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT
CYNTHIA BRYANT
DIRECTOR

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER
GoVERNOR

Notice of Preparation
December 2, 2008

To:

Reviewing Agencies

Re:

Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study, Los Angeles, California
SCH# 2008121014

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Los Angeles River Ecosystem
Restoration Feasibility Study, Los Angeles, California draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).
Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.
Please direct your comments to:
Dr. Ara Kasparian
City of Los Angeles, Public Works, Engineering
1149 S. :&roadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.
If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

C(~cott Morgan
"':14_}~

Assistant Deputy Director & Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 lOth Street P.O. Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base
SCH#
Project Title
Lead Agency
Type
Description

2008121014
Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study, Los Angeles, California
Los Angeles, City of
NOP

Notice of Preparation

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA), and the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended (CEQA), the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps),
and the City of Los Angeles intend to prepare a Feasibility Study/Environmental Impact
StatemenUEnvironmental Impact Report (FS/EIR!EIR) to examine alternatives and address the
potential environmental benefits and consequences from implementing ecosystem restoration
measures for the Los Angeles River. This report will function as a site specific FS/EIS/EIR for the Los
Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study. The Corps will serve as the Lead Agency
under NEPA, and the City of Los Angeles will be the Lead Agency under CEQA.

Lead Agency Contact
Name
Agency
Phone
email
Address
City

Dr. Ara Kasparian
City of Los Angeles, Public Works, Engineering

Fax

(213) 485-5729
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles

State CA

Zip 90015

Project Location
County
City
Region
Cross Streets
Lat!Long
Parcel No.

Los Angeles
Los Angeles, City of
11th Street

Township

Range

Section

Base

Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

110, 10

Various, residential, commercial, recreational, riparian

Project Issues

AestheticNisual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Drainage/Absorption; Flood
Plain/Flooding; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks;
Schools/Universities; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation;
Vegetation; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Landuse; Cumulative Effects

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; California Coastal Commission; Department of Conservation; Office of Historic
Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Department of
Fish and Game, Region 5; Office of Emergency Services; Native American Heritage Commission;
Caltrans, District 7; State Lands Commission; Santa Monica Bay Restoration; Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Region 4; Other Agency(ies); San Gabriel & Lower Los Angeles Rivers & Mountains
Conservancy

Date Received

12/02/2008

Start of Review

12/02/2008

End of Review 12/31/2008

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou
Dept. of Boating & Waterways
David Johnson
California Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A. Fuchs
Colorado River Board
Gerald R. Zimmerman
Dept. of Conservation
Sharon Howell
California Energy
Commission
Dale Edwards

Office of Historic
Preservation
Wayne Donaldson
Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section
Central Valley Flood
Protection Board
Mark Herald
Dev't. Comm.
Steve McAdam

Dept. of Water Resources
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Nadell Gayou
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J
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D
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and Game

Depart. of Fish & Game
Scott Flint
Environmental Services Division
Fish & Game Region 1
Donald Koch
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Jeff Drongesen
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D

Fish & Game Region 4
Julie Vance
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State Lands Commission
Marina Brand

Fish & Game Region 6
Gabrina Gatchel
Habitat Conservation Program
Fish & Game Region 6 liM
Gabrina Getchel
lnyo/Mono, Habitat Conservation
Program
Dept. of Fish & Game M
George Isaac
Marine Region

D

Depart of General Services
Public School Construction
Dept. of General Services
Anna Garbeff
Environmental Services Section
Dept. of Public Health
Veronica Malloy
Dept. of Health/Drinking Water

Independent
Commissions,Boards
Delta Protection Commission
Debby Eddy

!I Office of Emergency Services
Dennis Castrillo

D
II

Governor's Office of Planning
& Research
State Clearinghouse
Native American Heritage
Comm.
Debbie Treadway

Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency (TRPA)
Cherry Jacques

D Caltrans, District 8
Dan Kopulsky
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D

D
D

D

Caltrans • Division of
Aeronautics
Sandy Hesnard

D Caltrans • Planning

D

Dept. of Transportation

D
D

D

D
D

D Caltrans, District 5
David Murray
D Caltrans, District 6
Michael Navarro

1IJI Caltrans, District 7
Elmer Alvarez

Caltrans, District 12
Ryan P. Chamberlain

Airport Projects
Jim Lerner

D
D
D
D

Caltrans, District 3
Bruce de Terra
Caltrans, District 4
Lisa Carboni

Caltrans, District 11
Jacob Armstrong

D

Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman
Caltrans, District 2
Marcelino Gonzalez

D

Caltrans, District 10
Tom Dumas

Air Resources Board

California Highway Patrol
Shirley Kelly
Office of Special Projects
Housing & Community
Development
CEQA Coordinator
Housing Policy Division

Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Rosander

Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB)

D
D

Cal EPA

Terri Pencovic

D
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Business, Trans & Housing

Steve Shaffer
Dept. of Food and Agriculture

D

Public Utilities Commission
Ken Lewis
Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Guangyu Wang
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Other DeQartments

D
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Fish & Game Region 3
Robert Floerke

Fish & Game Region 5
Don Chadwick
Habitat Conservation Program

D
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D

Cal Fire
Allen Robertson

::J S.F. Bay Conservation &
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D
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D
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RWQCB1
Cathleen Hudson
North Coast Region (1)
RWQCB2
Environmental Document
Coordinator
San Francisco Bay Region (2)
RWQCB3
Central Coast Region (3)
RWQCB4
Teresa Rodgers
Los Angeles Region (4)

D

Transportation Projects
Ravi Ramalingam

RWQCBSS
Central Valley Region (5)

D

Industrial Projects
Mike Tollstrup

D
California Integrated Waste
Management Board
Sue O'Leary

D

State Water Resources Control
Board
Regional Programs Unit
Division of Financial Assistance
State Water Resources Control
Board
Student Intern, 401 Water Quality
Certification Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resouces Control Board
Steven Herrera
Division of Water Rights

D
D

Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
CEQA Tracking Center
Department of Pesticide Regulation
CEQA Coordinator
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 653-6251
Fax (916) 657-5390
Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov
e-mail: ds_nahc@pacbell.net

December 26, 2008

Dr. Ara Kasparian
CITY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, ENGINEERING
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Re: SCH#2008121014: CEQA Notice of Preparation CNOP); draft Environmental Impact Report CDEIR) for the Los
Angeles River Ecosytem Restoration Feasibility Study Proiect: City of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works/Engineering;; Los Angeles Countv. California
Dear dr. Kasparian:
The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the state 'trustee agency' pursuant to Public
Resources Code §21070 designated to protect California's Native American Cultural Resources. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource, that includes archaeological resources, is a 'significant effect' requiring the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the California Code of Regulations §15064.5(b)(c )(f) CEQA
guidelines). Section 15382 ofthe 2007 CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the environment as "a
substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within an area affected by the
proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic significance.» In order to comply with this provision,
the lead agency is required to assess whether the project 1.-'Jill have an adverse impact on these resources within the
'area of potential effect (APE)', and if so, to mitigate that effect To adequately assess the project-related impacts on
historical resources, the Commission recommends the following action:
-J Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS) for possible 'recorded sites' in
locations where the development will or might occur.. Contact information for the Information Center nearest you is
available from the State Office of Historic Preservation (916/653-7278}/ http:/lwww.ohp.parks.ca.gov. The record
search will determine:
•
If a part or the entire APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
•
If any known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.
..
ff the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
..
If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.
-J If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing
the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
•
The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the planning department All information regarding site locations, Native American human
remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made
available for pubic disclosure.
'"
The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate
regional archaeological Information Center.
.J The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) performed:
*
A Sacred Lands File (SLF} search of the project 'area of potential effect (APE)': The results: No known
Native American Cultural Resources were identified.; However the NAHC SLF is not exhaustive and local
tribal contacts should be consulted from the attached list.
•
The NAHC advises the use of Native American Monitors, also, when professionAL archaeologists or the
equivalent are employed by project proponents, in order to ensure proper identification and care given cultural
resources that may be discovered. The NAHC, FURTHER, recommends that contact be made with Native
American Contacts on the attached list to get their input on potential IMPACT of the project (APE) on cultural
resources.. In some cases, the existence of a Native American cultural resources may be known only to a local
tribe(s) or Native American individuals or elders.
.J Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not prec:iude their subsurface existence.
'"
Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA) § 15064.5 (f).
In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native
American, with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.
..
Again, a culturally-affiliated Native American tribe may be the only source of information about a Sacred
Site/Native American cultural resource.

"

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in
consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.
'<! Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked cemeteries
in their mitigation plans.
*
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified
by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human
remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American, identified by the
NAHC, to assure the appropriate and dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated
grave liens.
'<! Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d) of the California Code
of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed, including that construction or excavation be
stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery
until the county coroner or medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American.
Note that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries is a felony.
'<! U~fd agencies should consider avoidance. as defined in §15370 of the California Code of Regulations {CEQA
Gyidelinesl. when significant cultyra! resources are dispgvered during the course of project planning and
implementation

to contact me at (916} 653~6251 if you have any questions.

Attachment Ust of Native American Contacts
Cc:

State Clearinghouse

Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
December 26, 2008

Charles Cooke
32835 Santiago Road
Acton
, CA 9351 0
(661) 733-1812- ceU
suscol@intox.net

Chumash
Fernandeno
Tataviam
Kitanemuk

Beverly Salazar Folkes
1931 Shadybrook Drive
Thousand Oaks , CA

91362

805 492-7255
(805) 558-1154- cell
folkes9@msn.com

Chumash
Tataviam
Fetmandeno

Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation
John Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin.
Gabrielino Tongva
tattnlaw@gmail.com
310-570-6567

Gabrielenoffonava San Gabriel Band of Mission
Anthony Morales, Chairperson
PO Box 693
Gabrielino Tongva
San Gabriel
, CA 91778
(626} 286-1632
(626) 286-1758- Home
(626) 286-1262 Fax

Femandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
William Gonzalaes, Cultural/Environ Depart
601 South Brand Boulevard, Suite 102
Fernandeno

San Fernando , CA 91340
ced @tataviam.org
(818) 837~0794 Office
(818) 581-9293 Celt
(818) 837-0796 Fax
Ti'At Society
Cindi AMtre
6515 E. Seaside Walk, #C
Long Beach
, CA 90803
calvitre@yahoo.com
(714) 504-2468 Cell

Tataviam

Randy Guzman - Folkes
4577 Alamo Street, Unit C

CA 93063
ndnrandy@hotmail.com
(805) 905~ 1675 - cell
Simi Valley

,

Chumash
Fernandeno
Tataviam
Shoshone Paiute
Yaqui

Gabrielino Tongva Nation

Gabrielino

Sam Dunlap, Tribal Secretary
P.O. Box 86908
Los Angeles , CA 9oosa
samdunlap@earthlink.net
(909)

262~9351 ~

Gabrielino Tongva

cell

This list is current only as of the date of this document.
Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5007.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.
This list is on~ applicable for contacting focal Nat~ve Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2008121014; CEQA Notice of Preparation {NOP); draft Environmental Impact Report {DEIR) for the Los Angeles
River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study; City of Los Angeles Department of Engineering, Public Works;
Los Angeles County, California.

Native American Contacts
Los Angeles County
December 26, 2008
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council

Robert Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cultural Resources
P.O. Box490
Gabrielino Tongva
Bellflower
, CA 90707
gtongva @verizon.net
562-761-6417 - voice
562-925-7989 - fax

Carol A. Pulido
165 Mountainview Street
Oak View
, CA 93022
805-649-2743 (Home)

Chumash

This list Is current only as of the date of this document.
Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public: Resources Code and Section 0097.98 of the Public Resources Code.
This list is only applicabl& for contacting local Natlv& Americans with regard to cultural resources for til& proposed
SCH#2008t21014; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP}; draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the los Angeles
River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study; City of los Angeles Department of Engineering, Public Works;
Los Angeles County, California.
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENT
ALL\
Notice is hereby given to the general public of the availability for public review and
401
comment on the following environmental documents. Please call the telephone number
Ga;
listed in each particular item for information regarding the location where the document
TELE,
is available for the review and where written comments must be addressed. CD indicates
the City Council District. The publication is intended to serve as our Notice of Intent to Adverti
adopt the following Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) or·Negative Declara- sales in
lentins,
tion(ND).
.
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION -777-08-PL" ENV-2008-4509. 14628-14632 Syl- phone!
·van Street; Van Nuys-North Sherman Oaks. Counc!l bistrict 6. Tentative Tract Map No. hourly'
lent be
70791 and Density Bonus request to permit the construction of an 18 unit residential jar me1
condominium with a total of 39 parking spaces on an approximate 16,013 net square foot Office
site in the [Q]R3 1 Zone. The applicant is requesting a 35% Density Bonus, allowing an Spring::
additional five units, of which 2 units will be set aside for Very Low Income households
Raul
and in return is seeking the use of one incentive: 38' 7" increase in height in lieu of 30' as
permitted by the 'Q' in the zone. Please call Joni J .. Quinn a DAY in advance to review
!ile: (213) 473-9984. If person is not available, please leave message. Documents are available
for REVIEW by appointment only at: Los Angeles City Hall, 200 No. Spring St., Rooni 721,
Los Angeles, CA 90012. Comments can be faxed to (213) 978-4656. REVIEW /COMMENT
period ends: December 24, 2008.
DRAFTEIRS
.
It has. been determined that the following proposed pro1·ects have a significant effect on
the environment and draft Environmental linpact Reports EIRs) have been prepared.
~NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA). and the.
california Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended (CEQA), the U.S. Army €orps
of Engjneers (Corps), and the City of Los Angeles intend to. prepare a Feasibility
Study/Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (FS/EIS/EIR) to
examine alternatives and address the potential environmental benefits and consequence.s
from implementing ecosystem restoration measures for the Los Angeles River. This report
will function as a s1te specific FS/EIS/EIR for the Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration
Feasibility Study. The Cor2s will serve as the Lead Agency' under NEPA, and the City of
Los Angeles will be the Lead Agency under CEQA.
The general.study area includes approximately one-half mile on each side of the 32Cmile
Los Angeles River corridor that begins near Owensmouth Avenue in Canoga Park (at the
confluence of Bell Creek and Arroyo Calabasas) and continues downstream to Washington
Boulevard, near the .northern boundary· of the City of Vernon. The entire Los Angeles
River travels through a highly urbanized area covering a distance of 51 miles beginning
at the headwaters of Bell Creek and Arroyo Calabasas in the San Fernando Valley community
of Canoga Park, located approximately 35 miles northwest of downtown Los Angeles. The
River flows through the San Fernando Valley and the Los Angeles Basin, in a southeasterly
·
direction until it empties into the Pacific Ocean at Long Beach.
Within the general study area, the City and Corps have identified potential locations where
alternative restoration actions could be implemented to meet the study · s purposes. The
sites may include, but may not be limited to: portions of the Los Angeles State Historic
Park, Glendale Narrows/Taylor Yard reach, Sepulveda Basin, and Reseda Park. Alternatives
will be developed for these sites as well as for additional sites that may be identified during
the course of the study. The Recommended Plan, or Proposed Action, may include all or
a combination or selection of the identified areas.
Please send your response, and the name of.a contact person in ybur agency, to:
.
Tiffany Bostwick, Environmental.Coordi!lator, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles
District, 915 Wilshire Boulevard, 14th Fl., Los Angeles, CA 90017
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