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Council District:  4 and 13 Date: November 2012 
     
Lead City Agency:  Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
  
Project Title:  North Atwater Crossing Project 
 
I. INTRODUCTION 
 

A. Purpose of an Initial Study 
 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was enacted in 1970 for the purpose of 
providing decision-makers and the public with information regarding environmental effects of 
proposed projects; identifying means of avoiding environmental damage; and disclosing to the 
public the reasons behind a project’s approval even if it leads to environmental damage.  The 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group (EMG) has determined the proposed 
project is subject to CEQA and no exemptions apply.  Therefore, the preparation of an initial 
study is required. 
 
An initial study is a preliminary analysis conducted by the lead agency, in consultation with other 
agencies (responsible or trustee agencies, as applicable), to determine whether there is 
substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on the environment.  If the initial 
study concludes that the project, with mitigation, may have a significant effect on the 
environment, an environmental impact report should be prepared; otherwise the lead agency 
may adopt a negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration. 
 
This Initial Study (IS) has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code 
§21000 et seq.), the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, §15000 
et seq.), and the City of Los Angeles CEQA Guidelines (1981, amended July 31, 2002). 

 
B.  Document Format 

 
This Initial Study is organized into eight sections as follows:  
 
Section I, Introduction:  provides an overview of the project and the CEQA environmental 
documentation process.  
 
Section II, Project Description:  provides a description of the project location, project 
background, and project components.  
 
Section III, Existing Environment:  provides a description of the existing environmental setting 
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with focus on features of the environment which could potentially affect the proposed project or 
be affected by the proposed project.   
 
Section IV, Potential Environmental Effects:  provides a detailed discussion of the 
environmental factors that would be potentially affected by this project as indicated by the 
screening checklist in Appendix A.   
 
Section V, Mitigation Measures:  provides the mitigation measures that would be implemented 
to ensure that potential adverse impacts of the proposed project would be reduced to a less 
than significant level.  
 
Section VI, Preparation and Consultation: provides a list of key personnel involved in the 
preparation of this report and key personnel consulted.  
 
Section VII, Determination – Recommended Environmental Documentation:  provides the 
recommended environmental documentation for the proposed project; and,  
 
Section VIII, References:  provides a list of reference materials used during the preparation of 
this report.  

 
C.  CEQA Process 

 
Once the adoption of a negative declaration (or mitigated negative declaration) has been 
proposed, a public comment period opens for no less than twenty (20) days or thirty (30) days if 
there is state agency involvement.  The purpose of this comment period is to provide public 
agencies and the general public an opportunity to review the initial study and comment on the 
adequacy of the analysis and the findings of the lead agency regarding potential environmental 
impacts of the proposed project.  If a reviewer believes the project may have a significant effect 
on the environment, the reviewer should (1) identify the specific effect, (2) explain why it is 
believed the effect would occur, and (3) explain why it is believed the effect would be significant. 
 Facts or expert opinion supported by facts should be provided as the basis of such comments. 
 
After the close of the public review period, the Board of Public Works considers the negative 
declaration or mitigated negative declaration, together with any comments received during the 
public review process, and makes a recommendation to the City Council on whether to approve 
the project.  One or more Council committees may then review the proposal and documents 
and make its own recommendation to the full City Council.  The City Council is the decision-
making body and also considers the negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration, 
together with any comments received during the public review process, in the final decision to 
approve or disapprove the project.    
 
During the project approval process, persons and/or agencies may address either the Board of 
Public Works or the City Council regarding the project. Public notification of agenda items for 
the Board of Public Works, Council committees and City Council is posted 72 hours prior to the 
public meeting. The Council agenda can be obtained by visiting the Council and Public Services 
Division of the Office of the City Clerk at City Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Suite 395; by calling 
213/978-1047, 213/978-1048 or TDD/TTY 213/978-1055; or via the internet at 
http://www.lacity.org/CLK/index.htm .   
 
If the project is approved, the City will file a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk within 
5 days.  The Notice of Determination will be posted by the County Clerk within 24 hours of 
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receipt.  This begins a 30-day statute of limitations on legal challenges to the approval under 
CEQA.  The ability to challenge the approval in court may be limited to those persons who 
objected to the approval of the project, and to issues which were presented to the lead agency 
by any person, either orally or in writing, during the public comment period.   
 
As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles 
does not discriminate on the basis of disability and, upon request, will provide reasonable 
accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and activities.     

 
II.   PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

A.  Location 
 

The North Atwater Crossing Project (also known as the North Atwater Multi-Modal Bridge over 
the Los Angeles River or proposed project) would be located in the Atwater Village 
neighborhood of the City of Los Angeles Council District 4 and District 13. The crossing would 
connect between the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan Area (near existing equestrian 
facilities) on the Los Angeles River’s (LA River or River’s) eastern bank to an existing stretch of 
the LA River Bikeway on the River’s western bank, enabling safe, year-round passage into 
Griffith Park, which is in the Hollywood Community Plan Area. The proposed project would 
cross the LA River approximately one-half mile upstream of where Los Feliz Boulevard crosses 
the LA River. The proposed project would cross land that falls within the jurisdiction of the City 
of Los Angeles (or City), Los Angeles County Flood Control District, and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE). The proposed project would be located on land of the Rancho Los Feliz 
Tract that was purchased by Colonel Griffith J. Griffith and bequeathed to the City of LA in 1896, 
now known as Griffith Park.  
 
Refer to Figure1, Regional Map, and Figure 2, Project Vicinity Map, for the location of the 
proposed project. 

 
B.  Purpose 

 
The proposed project was initiated by the RRC consistent with its mission to support LA River 
revitalization by attracting external funds to further implement the City Council-adopted LA River 
Revitalization Master Plan. The proposed project is included in the Plan’s priority list as No. 147. 
As discussed in the “Background” section above, the purpose of the proposed project is to 
provide a safe, year-round, multi-modal crossing of the LA River between Atwater Village and 
Griffith Park for pedestrians, equestrians, and bicyclists. Providing such a crossing would meet 
expressed priorities of the City Council in achieving recreational, cultural, access, and water 
quality benefits. The proposed project would be the first privately-funded capital project resulting 
from the City’s LA River Revitalization Master Plan. The private donor intends to gift the finished 
project to the City, much like the land given by Colonel Griffith in the late 1800s that created 
Griffith Park. As prescribed in the LA River Revitalization Master Plan, the proposed project 
would be a “signature” bridge expressing a distinct design and artistic sensibility that would 
become a landmark for the River. 

 
C. Background 
 

In 1998, the City Council (Council File [C.F.] 98-1729) recognized the need for an equestrian 
bridge across the LA River in Atwater Village: 



INITIAL STUDY 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 

 Page 6 of 70 November 2012 

 
This page is intentionally left blank. 



INITIAL STUDY 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 

 Page 7 of 70 November 2012 

 
Figure1, Regional Map  
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Figure 2, Project Vicinity Map  
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In the last ten years park equestrian riders have had to contend with a possibly very 
dangerous condition in the Los Angeles River just north of Los Feliz Boulevard. About 
3,100 feet north of Los Feliz Boulevard there is an area of the Los Angeles River that is 
being used as a horse crossing for equestrian riders who ride and maintain their horses 
in the Atwater Village area. Everyday equestrians cross the sometimes fast moving Los 
Angeles River to exercise their horses in Griffith Park. Inevitably some of these horses 
may slip and fall due to the slippery cement and algae lined floor of the River Basin. 
Though steps have been taken to limit the city's liabiltiy [sic] from such accidents, there 
might still remain significant exposure to potential legal action in these instances. The 
only reasonable way to address these concerns would be to construct an equestrian 
bridge across the Los Angeles River.  

 
At the time, as part of the same Council action, it was stated that sufficient funds were available 
in the Equestrian Trust Fund1 to undertake preliminary planning and design work for the 
proposed project and requiring the City’s Bureau of Engineering and Recreation and Parks 
(RAP) to report back “with recommendations on potential funding sources for the further design 
and ultimate construction of the equestrian bridge.” Further investigation revealed that the 
resources to build the bridge were not available.  
 
Subsequent actions by the Council have demonstrated the importance of such facilities to the 
City on a continuing basis. 
  
In 2008, the City Council (via C.F. 05-2443) recognized that: 
 

Horse back riding is a leisure time activity currently enjoyed by many Angelenos. Los 
Angeles offers a variety of scenic trails, particularly in the Griffith Park area, to be used 
by equestrians. Along the banks of the Los Angeles River are located several stables 
and the Equestrian Center which offer equestrian amenities to riders…Riders must cross 
the Los Angeles River to reach the trails in Griffith Park. Recently, residents in the area 
have complained about the increasing amount of horse feces which is appearing in the 
River. The residents are fearful that the water quality in the River is being compromised.  
 

As part of the same Council action, RAP, with the assistance of the City’s Bureau of Sanitation, 
was directed to:  
 

(a) determine if the quality of water in Los Angeles River adjacent to Griffith Park 
complies with the standards set by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control 
Board for the River; (b) determine if any particular individuals, or entities are contributing 
to pollution of the River by depositing horse fecal matter in the River; (c) devise an 
education and information program for horse riders in the Griffith Park area advising 
them about how to dispose of horse feces properly and about water standards imposed 
for the Los Angeles River, and report back to the Arts, Parks, Health and Aging and 
Environmental Quality and Waste Management Committees with findings and 
recommendations. 
 

In 2006, the report in response to the Council direction recommended the following: 

                                            
1  The Equestrian Trust Fund contains annually assessed Equine License Fees paid by equestrian riders in Los 
Angeles and the funds are devoted to “provide for construction of new equestrian facilities, which includes the 
proposed project. 
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1. Instruct the Chief Legislative Analyst to establish a multi-jurisdictional Task Force 

comprised of appropriate representatives from the Cities of Los Angeles, Burbank, 
and Glendale to: 
a. Identify potential sources of bacteria pollution entering the Los Angeles River and 

its tributaries. 
b. Develop a joint water quality monitoring program for the Los Angeles River and its 

tributaries in the section of the River potentially impacted by equestrian activities in 
the three cities. 

c. Develop a multi-jurisdictional education and information program for the area's 
equestrian community and a conduct outreach effort to reach those users. 

 
2. Support the City's initiatives to secure funding from Federal, State, and Local sources 
for: 

a. Develop a stormwater management plan for the Los Angeles Equestrian Center 
and other equestrian operations under the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Recreation and Parks to identify appropriate Best Management Practices. 

b. Implementation of selected Best Management Practices at the Los Angeles 
Equestrian Center and adjacent trails; and 

c. Development and implementation of improved education and information programs 
for equestrian users in the City of Los Angeles. 

 
Implementation of the proposed project would remove the need for horses to cross via the 
riverbed within the River, thereby having the potential to improve water quality overall within this 
portion of the River.  
 
In 2007, the City Council (C.F. 07-1342) adopted the long-range LA River Revitalization Master 
Plan, which, among its recommendations, includes: “Continue development of non-motorized 
transportation and recreation elements including bike and pedestrian paths and multiuse trails 
in the River and tributary rights of way; connect neighborhoods to the river with “Equestrian 
Loops” along and across the River; enhance river identity with non-motorized bridges: 
“Commission ‘signature’ non-motorized bridges that express a design or artistic sensibility and 
become landmarks for the river,” “Bridges should always safely accommodate both pedestrians 
and bicycle traffic,” and “Light for safety, and design lighting features to highlight the bridge.” 
The Plan also included the “Los Feliz Equestrian/Non-motorized Bridge” as its Project No. 147.   
 
The actions summarized above provide context for the proposed project evaluated herein. In 
2009, the City Council and the Mayor established the LA River Revitalization Corporation 
(RRC), which subsequently secured funding from a private donor to meet the objectives of each 
of these City Council-supported priorities by committing to construct the North Atwater 
Crossing/Multi-Modal Bridge over the LA River. 
 
On April 4, 2011, the RRC presented the proposed project to the LA River Cooperation 
Committee—a public entity comprised of high-level managers in the City and Los Angeles 
County Flood Control District with participation from the Los Angeles District of the USACE—
and the project was approved as proposed. This is significant because these entities have final 
authority in providing the necessary permissions to construct the proposed project. 
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D.  Description 
 

The proposed project would be constructed with a steel bridge frame that would span the LA 
River channel and include one major pier supported via new concrete footings below the 
channel bottom. The bridge, which would cross the approximately 325 foot width of the LA River 
in this area, would be a cable-stayed bridge. The cable-stayed bridge would use high stressed 
cables attached to a tall mast or pylon to hang the bridge deck. The proposed configuration is a 
modified “fan”, where the cables are incrementally attached along the mast proportionally 
corresponding to the distance the cable is attached from the mast. This fan pattern, along with 
the unique mast profile, would combine to create a distinctive and unique element in the 
landscape.  
 
Refer to Figure 3, Project Components, for a visual representation of the proposed project. 
 
Dimensions 
The bridge would be approximately 325 feet long and 35 feet wide with two separate paths, one 
designated for equestrian use and the other shared by pedestrians and bicyclists. No motorized 
vehicles would be allowed on the bridge. Bollards would be placed to keep all vehicles off the 
walking and riding surfaces. These pathways would be separated by a continuous structural 
beam from bank to bank. Attached to this beam would be the 140-foot tall mast or pylon that 
would be used to support the bridge deck with steel cables, as shown in Figure 4, Bridge 
Cross-Section. 

 
The main bearing point would be the single pier, which would be located in the LA River 
approximately 94 feet from the River’s western bank. This pier would be designed to be as 
hydraulically-neutral as possible thereby impacting the River’s flows as little as possible. This 
concrete pier would land in the present “long island” found at the bottom of the LA River in this 
area. The pier would sit on piles that would be sunk to bedrock approximately 30 feet below the 
River bottom. This island presently includes some vegetation. After construction of the pier, the 
island would be restored with native grasses and plants. 
 
Two smaller piers would be constructed at each end of the bridge to anchor the structure on the 
banks and outside the riverbed. These elements would be constructed of concrete and would 
also sit on piles. The sloping concrete slurry bank would be restored around them. 
 
The existing ramps that are presently used for equestrian access to cross the LA River would 
be restored to their original condition and use, providing maintenance access to the River 
bottom. The proposed project would create an alternative and safe passage for equestrian 
crossings of the LA River. Whereas there may be short-term impacts to the River’s vegetation 
during construction of the pier structure, as evaluated in this IS/MND, the bridge’s long-term 
operation is expected to result in benefits to the River’s habitat quality by reducing the use of 
the riverbed itself by horses and reducing associated wastes from the LA River. 
 
Materials 
The bridge structure would be painted steel with wood decks and detailing. The single pier 
placed in the LA River would be concrete. The bridge would be painted a neutral color so as not 
to compete with the River landscape while also providing the opportunity to see and understand 
its form. The wood would be finished and left in a natural color.  
 
Construction 
The site is constricted and bridge construction would require an orchestrated approach to the 
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sequence of construction. Any work in the LA River would occur during the summer months and 
would require an active approach to avoid adversely impacting the surrounding environment 
and water quality.  
 
A work platform would be created over the River bottom to keep vehicles and workers out of the 
sandy bottom surface. A construction crane would be used to install the structural steel frame 
and mast. This crane would be located so that it would be able to retrieve components from 
delivery trucks on the I-5 Freeway shoulder. Minimal storage would be allowed in this area. 
Workers would access the site from the North Atwater Park parking lot (at the end of Chevy 
Chase Drive) or along the River access road connecting from Los Feliz Boulevard, both of 
which are on the east side of the River. This area would also facilitate the movement of smaller 
components, equipment, and materials to-and-from the site. The I-5 Freeway shoulder would 
only be utilized for the delivery and unloading of the steel bridge structure and mast.  
 
Construction Schedule 
Construction is estimated to take approximately 8-10 months. Project construction would 
generally consist of five phases: mobilization, site preparation, site work, steel fabrication, and 
architectural finishings. Details for each of the five phases are provided below. Other than 
delivery of the bridge structure and mast, the time of which will be worked out with the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), construction would occur between the hours of 7:00 
a.m. to 3:30 p.m. Monday through Friday, and between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturday. 
No construction would occur on Sundays or national holidays. 
 
Mobilization 
Contractor mobilization would occur during an approximately 2-week period of time and would 
involve the set-up of a construction trailer and the equipment storage yard. During this time, 
detours would be established and signs would be posted. No actual work would take place in 
the River itself.  
 
Site Preparation 
Site preparation involves clearance of the site and preparing the project area for construction.  
Site preparation would occur over a period of approximately 4 weeks and would be initiated in 
the spring, when the River officially “opens.” This phase would include redirecting the channel 
as required away from work zone, water quality mitigation, erosion control, removal or trimming 
of vegetation (including trees) as needed and removal of the slurry surface where abutments 
would be constructed. The construction site would be defined and fenced off and construction 
ramps would be built. Heavy equipment, including bull dozers, trucks and pneumatic hammers, 
would arrive to the construction site from the east side of the River. 
 
Site Work 
The site work phase would involve excavation, forming and placing piers and concrete. This 
phase of construction would last approximately 8-12 weeks. Also during this phase, piles would 
be placed, formed and pile caps would be poured. Forms for abutments and piers would be 
constructed, and the fabrication and setting of imbed plates and other attachments to the 
concrete would be completed.  Equipment utilized during this phase of construction would 
include drill rigs, back hoes, flat-bed trucks, bull dozers, concrete trucks and pumpers. 
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Figure 3. Project Components  
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Figure 4, Bridge Cross-Section  
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Steel Fabrication  
Portions of this phase of construction would occur concurrent with the Site Work phase, 
including finalization of shop drawings and fabrication of components. The estimated timeframe 
for this phase of construction is approximately 10-12 weeks. The primary coordination issue 
would be the quantifying the exact field dimensions of the concrete bearing and then fabricating 
to match. 
 
This work would then be brought to the site in sequence and components stored on site until 
erected. Delivery of bridge components would occur along the shoulder of the I-5 Freeway at 
times stipulated by the Encroachment Permit that will be obtained from Caltrans. Delivery and 
unloading would likely occur during the nighttime hours on weekends, so as to minimize 
disruptions to northbound traffic on the I-5 Freeway. The deck structure would be shored in 
place across the River, the mast erected, cables set, and painting done on areas that would 
become inaccessible after removal of the shoring. Following removal of the shoring, the balance 
of the work in the River channel would be completed, including replacement of the sloped 
concrete surfaces, repair of the channel, and removal of all construction material in the 
waterway. Equipment utilized during this phase of construction would include shoring material 
(frames, beams – steel or aluminum), crane(s) for lifting and placing bridge components in 
place, hydraulic jacking equipment on trucks, concrete trucks and pumpers (on the banks of the 
River). 
 
Architectural Finishings 
During this phase of construction, the deck material, handrails, finishes, lighting and other 
architectural details would be installed. This work would occur over a period of approximately 8 
weeks and take place outside and above the LA River channel. Concurrently, the grading 
replacement and repair of the bike path, long curbs and retaining walls and other site/landscape 
features would be completed. Equipment utilized during this phase of construction would 
include smaller truck cranes, and bobcats with truck access along the banks of the River. 
  
Operation and Maintenance  
Once the finished project has been gifted to the City, operation and maintenance would be the 
responsibility of several departments within the City, including the Departments of Public Works, 
RAP, and Transportation. The primary responsibilities will be the maintenance and upkeep of 
the bridge for continued use by pedestrians, bicyclists and equestrians. 
 
Project Actions and Approvals 
The proposed project and environmental documentation, including a conditional use permit 
pursuant to the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) § 12.04.05 and this IS/MND would require 
approval by the City’s Board of Public Works, Board of Recreation and Parks Commissioners, 
and City Council. Additional anticipated approvals or permits for the proposed project include, 
but are not limited to the following:  
 
 USACE Section 10/404 Permit 

 USACE Section 208 or 408 approval for flood control structures 

 California Department of Fish and Game: Streambed alteration agreement  

 State Water Resources Control Board/Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (LARWQCB), project review and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) General Construction Permit and 401 Water Quality Certification 
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 Caltrans, District 7, Encroachment Permit and Transportation Permit for bridge transport 
and construction staging in the right-of-ways 

 Los Angeles County Flood Control District, easement acquisition and permit to construct 

 City’s Department of Building and Safety, building and grading permits 

 City’s Department of Transportation, Traffic Control Plan review 

 City’s Department of Recreation and Parks, project and design review 

 City’s Department of City Planning, Conditional Use Permit for construction of a multi-
modal bridge over the LA River 

 
The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the project will be 
designed, constructed and operated following all applicable laws, regulations, ordinances and 
formally adopted City standards including but not limited to: 
 Los Angeles Municipal Code  

 Bureau of Engineering Standard Plans  

 Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction  

 Work Area Traffic Control Handbook  

 Additions and Amendments to the Standard Specifications for Public Works 
Construction   

 
   III.  EXISTING ENVIRONMENT 
 

The proposed project is located approximately 6 miles northwest of downtown Los Angeles in the 
Atwater Village community. It lies within the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Burbank 
Topographic Quadrangle and the Los Angeles River watershed. The project site is primarily 
located within the Griffith Park land grant boundary, within the LA River, one-half mile upstream of 
Los Feliz Boulevard, downstream of Chevy Chase Drive, just downstream of the future North 
Atwater Park Expansion project (under construction on the eastern bank of the River), nearby the 
Los Angeles Police Department’s Metropolitan Division mounted police and private stables (on 
the eastern bank of the River), just upstream of the Los Feliz Golf Course (existing, on the 
eastern bank of the River), and near the I-5 Freeway (which parallels the River’s western bank). 
Refer to Figure 5, Existing Conditions, for views of the project site. 
 
Including Assessor’s Parcel Nos. 5594018900 and 5593002907, the project site is zoned OS-1XL 
and designated as Open Space in the City’s General Plan (See the Northeast Los Angeles 
Community Plan: http://cityplanning.lacity.org/complan/central/pdf/genlumap.nla.pdf).  
 

  IV.  POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 
 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact as indicated by the checklist in Appendix A. A detailed discussion of these 
potential environmental effects follows. 
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Figure 5. Existing Conditions 
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A.  Aesthetics 

 
1. Scenic Vistas 

  A scenic vista generally provides focal views of objects, settings, or features of visual interest; 
or panoramic views of large geographic areas of scenic quality, primarily from a given vantage 
point. A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduced incompatible visual 
elements within a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially altered a view of a 
scenic vista.  

 
The proposed project would be the first LA River bridge of the 21st century and would have a 
unique and distinctive design. A cable stayed bridge is proposed, with a span of approximately 
325 feet across the River.  
 
As shown in Figure 6, distant views of the Verdugo Mountains are available from the project 
area, including from the I-5 Freeway as well as from the existing bicycle paths on the east and 
west sides of the River. Also within the existing viewshed of these uses are a series of high 
voltage power lines. The proposed bridge structure would place a new structure in the 
foreground of distant views available from the bicycle paths and I-5 Freeway. Only one mast 
would be used to support the bridge deck.  Although the mast would be 140 feet tall, it would 
be narrow and would not substantially obstruct views of the Verdugo Mountains. As shown in 
Figure 6, the Verdugo Mountains would still be visible from the bicycle and equestrian trails.  
In addition, the proposed project would provide a new viewing point for the public of the 
Verdugo Mountains.  Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would 
have a less than significant effect on a scenic vista and impacts would be less than significant. 

 
2. Scenic Resources 

 A significant impact may occur where scenic resources within a state scenic highway would be 
damaged or removed as a result of the proposed project.  

 
Te project site is not along or near any designated California Scenic Highway or locally 
designated scenic highway. The proposed project is expected to enhance access to Griffith 
Park, the LA River, and the Verdugo Mountains and would not involve the destruction of any 
existing scenic resources. Therefore, no impact is anticipated from the construction and 
operation of the proposed project. 

 
3. Visual Character and Quality 

 A significant impact may occur if the proposed project introduced incompatible visual elements 
to the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character of the area 
surrounding the project site. 

 
 Construction of the proposed project would occur over a period of approximately 10 months 

and would involve the construction of a 325-foot long multimodal bridge over the Los Angeles 
River. The temporary staging and receiving area for prefabricated pieces of the bridge would 
be located along the eastern shoulder of the I-5 Freeway adjacent to the project site. 
Construction staging and primary construction worker access would occur along the east side 
of the River. Construction activities would result in temporary visual disruptions to the 
immediate vicinity. In addition, the ten-lane I-5 Freeway located to the west of the project site 
and transmission lines adjacent to and east of the project site currently detract from the visual  



NORTH ATWATER CROSSING INITIAL STUDY 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 

 Page 26 of 70 November 2012 

 
This page is intentionally left blank. 



NORTH ATWATER CROSSING INITIAL STUDY 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 

 Page 27 of 70 November 2012 

 
 

Figure 6.  View of Verdugo Mountains with Proposed Project 
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quality of the LA River. Construction activities would not significantly affect the aesthetic 
appeal or extensively intrude into LA River. 
 
The proposed project would cross the LA River approximately one-half mile upstream of where 
Los Feliz Boulevard crosses the LA River. The project site consists of the LA River and 
associated vegetation. The River generally runs in the north and south direction in the project 
vicinity. The LA River Bikeway and the ten-lane I-5 Freeway are located to the west of the 
River, and transmission lines and equestrian facilities are located to the east. As indicated 
above, the iconic form of this first LA River bridge of the 21st century continues a great 
tradition of unique bridge structures that has been an integral part of Los Angeles landscape 
throughout the 20th century.   
 
The bridge structure would be painted steel with wood decks and detailing. The bridge would 
be painted a neutral color so as not to compete with the River landscape. The wood would be 
finished and left in a natural color.  The larger-scale steel structure would be a more sculptural 
element of the bridge. In accordance with the LA River Revitalization Master Plan, the 
proposed bridge would be a “signature” bridge expressing a distinct design and artistic 
sensibility that would become a landmark for the River. Views of this new bridge structure 
would be available from the neighboring bicycle paths and the I-5 Freeway; introduction of this 
bridge would alter views, however, the existing transmission lines currently detract from the 
visual quality of the project area. As such, operation of the proposed project would not 
substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings; 
impacts would be less than significant.  

 
4. Light and Glare 

 A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused a substantial increase in 
ambient illumination levels beyond the property line or caused new lighting to spill-over onto 
light-sensitive land uses such as residential, some commercial and institutional uses that 
require minimum illumination for proper function, and natural areas.  

 
The nearest residential uses to the proposed project are within the Lincourt Stable property 
and are approximately 500 feet from the eastern edge of the project site. In addition, there is a 
residential neighborhood approximately 700 feet to the east of the project site. The majority of 
construction activities associated with the proposed project would occur during daylight hours 
and, therefore, would not require lighting. However, delivery and unloading of the bridge 
structure from the I-5 Freeway shoulder would occur during the nighttime hours and would 
therefore require nighttime lighting along the west side of the River on the night(s) of delivery. 
Lighting would be directed downward and be limited to the work area and would not be placed 
within the riverbed itself. Given the short-term nature of nighttime lighting, the limiting of 
nighttime lighting to the work area, and the distance from the nearest residences 
(approximately 500 to 700 feet), and existing lighting associated with the surrounding area 
(such as the I-5 Freeway), therefore, nighttime lighting during construction would be minimal 
and impacts would be less than significant.  
 
Upon completion of construction, operational lighting for the bridge would be directed on to the 
structure itself and would only illuminate walking surfaces and the vertical mast. No lighting 
would be placed within the landscape area, in the riverbed, or anyplace that could create spill-
over light onto the ground in the River habitat zone. All lighting will be light emitting diodes 
(LED) source with electricity generated from photovoltaics attached to the bridge structure. 
Given the distance from the nearest residences (approximately 500 to 700 feet) and existing 
lighting associated with the surrounding area (such as the I-5 Freeway), the potential light and 
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glare impacts associated with operation of the proposed project would be less than significant.  
 

B.  Agriculture and Forestry Resources  
 

Initial screening determined that the proposed project would cause no impact or less than 
significant impact. (see Appendix A) 

 
C.  Air Quality 

 
1. Consistency with Air Quality Plans 

  A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. 

   
The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which is under the 
jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD is 
responsible for administering the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) for the SCAB, which is 
a comprehensive air pollution control program for attaining state and federal ambient air quality 
standards. The City has an adopted Air Quality Element that is part of the General Plan. The 
Air Quality Element contains policies and goals for attaining state and federal air quality 
standards, while continuing economic growth, and includes implementation strategies for local 
programs contained in the AQMP. A significant impact would occur if the proposed project is 
inconsistent with the AQMP or the Air Quality Element of the City’s General Plan.  

 
The proposed project is located within the Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan area. The 
community plan includes transportation measures from a Transportation Improvement and 
Mitigation Program (TIMP) prepared for the area through an analysis of land use impacts on 
transportation. The TIMP includes measures to improve public transportation and reduce 
congestion, such as expanded Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) Commuter 
Express Services, street widening, and a parking management program. The proposed project 
would be consistent with the community plan as it does not impact transportation in the study 
area. The project would provide enhanced access to the Los Angeles trail network for 
pedestrians, bicyclists and equestrians and may therefore have the potential to reduce 
automobile trips and vehicle miles traveled. The community plan is required to conform to the 
General Plan and its elements, including the Air Quality Element. As such, the proposed 
project would also be consistent with the Air Quality Element and the AQMP. Therefore, the 
impact of construction and operation of the proposed project is less than significant. 

 

2. Consistency with Air Quality Standards 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. 

 
SCAB is a state nonattainment area for ozone (O3) (classified as extreme nonattainment for 1-
hour O3 standard), particulate matter less than 10 microns in size (PM10), particulate matter 
less than 2.5 microns in size (PM2.5), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and lead (Los Angeles County 
only). In determining attainment of air quality standards, the SCAQMD has established 
thresholds of significance for these and other state 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.  
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Regional Construction Analysis 
The air quality analysis was conducted to determine construction-related emissions using the 
California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2011.1.1 (see Appendix A for 
results). The analysis assumed that construction would occur over an eight-month period 
commencing in 2013 (earliest time possible for construction, as well as shortest period, which 
represents a worse case assumption). Operational emissions would be negligible because the 
bridge would be used for equestrian, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing and vehicular access 
would not occur; therefore, operational emissions were not quantified. 
 
The main construction phases would include site preparation, site work, steel fabrication, and 
architectural finishings. Construction would occur six days per week over one shift and 
individual phases would not overlap. The footprint of the construction site was assumed to be 
equal to the bridge’s total area, approximately 11,375 square feet (325 feet long by 35 feet 
wide). The type and quantity of off-road construction equipment, construction worker trips, and 
vendor trips assumed for the proposed project is included in Appendix A. No importing or 
exporting of excavated soil would occur during construction. 
 
A summary of the regional emissions analysis is provided in Table 1 below. 
 
Table 1. Maximum Daily Criteria Pollutant Construction Emissions 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Phase 
VOC NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Site Preparation 3.18 25.53 14.96 0.02 3.73 2.51 
Site Work 1.68 13.00 10.88 0.02 1.32 0.99 
Steel Fabrication 0.92 8.36 3.19 0.01 0.44 0.30 
Architectural Finishings 9.02 28.19 14.67 0.03 1.73 1.58 
Maximum 9.02 28.19 14.96 0.03 3.73 2.51 
Significance Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 
Significant? No No No No No No 

Note: 
PM10 and PM2.5 emissions assume that fugitive dust is controlled by watering (SCAQMD Rule 403). 
Key: 
CO = carbon monoxide PM2.5 = fine particulate matter 
lbs/day = pounds per day  SO2 = sulfur dioxide 
NOx = nitrogen oxides VOC = volatile organic compounds 
PM10 = inhalable particulate matter  

 
Results of the analysis indicate that project-related construction emissions would not exceed 
the established SCAQMD thresholds for criteria pollutants, and thus would be less than 
significant. As such, the construction of the proposed project would not result in a violation of 
air quality standards or substantially contribute to existing or projected air quality violations; 
therefore, the impact would be less than significant.   
 
Localized Significance Thresholds 
The SCAQMD developed thresholds for local air quality impacts from construction activity 
(SCAQMD 2008 and SCAQMD 2009). Localized significance thresholds (LSTs) are only 
applicable to the following criteria pollutants: NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5. LSTs are analogous 
to California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS); pollutant levels below LSTs would not 
necessarily be expected to violate the CAAQS. LSTs consider ambient concentrations of 
pollutants for each source receptor area and distances to the nearest sensitive receptor.  
 
LST emission tables were developed by the SCAQMD for project sizes up to five acres. 
SCAQMD recommends using the equipment type to determine the maximum daily disturbed 
acreage when analyzing air emissions with CalEEMod (SCAQMD 2011). A review of the 
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proposed equipment types (e.g., bulldozer, backhoe, etc.) indicated that no more than half an 
acre would be disturbed per day. The LST tables for one acre, the smallest acreage available, 
were therefore used to complete the analysis. 
 
As described in the SCAQMD’s LST Methodology (SCAQMD 2008), only on-site emissions, 
which include fugitive dust and off-road construction equipment, were included in the LST 
analysis and not offsite mobile emissions from the proposed project (e.g., construction worker 
commuting or vendor trips). Onsite operational emissions are anticipated to be negligible and 
were not quantified.  
 
Table 2 summarizes the allowable emissions for construction emissions for a project located in 
the Central Los Angeles Source-Receptor Area (SRA). The closest receptor would be located 
in the equestrian center immediately adjacent to the proposed construction site. As a result, a 
distance of approximately 82 feet (25 meters) was used to complete the LST analysis. 
 
Table 2. Maximum Daily Onsite Criteria Pollutant Construction Emissions 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Phase 
NOx CO PM10 PM2.5 

Site Preparation 25.45 14.18 3.57 2.50 
Site Work 11.85 9.40 1.07 0.94 
Steel Fabrication 7.94 2.35 0.28 0.28 
Architectural Coatings 28.11 13.89 1.57 1.57 
Maximum 28.11 14.18 3.57 2.50 
LST 74 680 5 3 
Significant? No No No No 

Key: 
CO = carbon monoxide NOx = nitrogen oxides 
lbs/day = pounds per day  PM10 = inhalable particulate matter 
LST = localized significance threshold PM2.5 = fine particulate matter 

 
As shown in Table 2, construction emissions associated with the proposed project would not 
exceed the LST thresholds and localized peak daily emissions would be less than 
significant. Operational emissions would be negligible because the bridge would be used for 
equestrian, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing and vehicular access would not occur; 
therefore, no impacts from operational emissions are anticipated from the proposed project. 
 
3. Criteria Pollutants in Non-Attainment Region 
A significant impact would occur if the proposed project’s incremental air quality effects are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past, present, and future projects.  

 
According to the SCAQMD white paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address 
Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution, Appendix D: Cumulative Impact Analysis 
Requirements Pursuant to CEQA (SCAQMD 2003), projects that do not exceed the 
significance thresholds are generally not considered to be cumulatively significant. As 
shown in Table 1, the construction emissions of the nonattainment pollutants (PM10, PM2.5, 
NO2, and O3 precursors [nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds]) would be less 
than the SCAQMD regional significance thresholds. No impacts are anticipated with 
operation. Therefore, the cumulative impact from the proposed project would be less than 
significant. 
 
4. Pollutant Concentrations  
A significant impact may occur if construction or operation of the proposed project generated 
pollutant concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive receptors. Sensitive 
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receptors include residences, board and care facilities, schools, playgrounds, hospitals, parks, 
child care centers, and outdoor athletic facilities.  
  
The project site is located in the LA River between Los Feliz Boulevard and Chevy Chase Drive. 
The I-5 Freeway is located to the west of the project site and separates the LA River from 
Griffith Park (approximately 200 feet). The project site is downstream of North Atwater Park and 
upstream of the Los Feliz Golf Course. The Los Angeles Police Department’s Metropolitan 
Division mounted police and private stables are east of the project site. The LA River Greenway 
Trail and the LA River Bike Path run parallel to the LA River and would pass the project site, but 
these routes would be closed during construction and traffic would be detoured to allow users to 
continue to access Griffith Park. The closest residential receptor is approximately 550 feet from 
the project site. Although there are sensitive receptors near the project site, as discussed above 
under items a through c, proposed project construction would not cause substantial increases of 
air pollutants at the sensitive receptors. 
 
Construction of the proposed project has the potential to emit toxic air contaminants (TACs) in 
exhaust emissions, such as diesel particulate matter; however, construction would be short-
term and its impacts would be temporary. Additionally, any increases in emissions from 
operation (such as painting activities) would have the potential to emit TACs but would rarely 
occur and considered negligible. As a result, a less than significant impact on sensitive 
receptors is anticipated during construction and operation of the proposed project. 
 
5. Odors 
A significant impact would occur if the project created objectionable odors during construction or 
operation that would affect a substantial number of people.  
 
The use of diesel construction equipment during construction may generate near-field odors 
that are considered to be a nuisance. Diesel equipment emits a distinct odor that may be 
considered offensive to certain individuals. Odors from construction activities would be 
temporary and would not affect a substantial number of people. Further, given the proposed 
project’s close proximity to the I-5 Freeway, which generate odors from fuel use, including from 
diesel-powered vehicles, it is unlikely construction-generated odors would be differentiable from 
existing odor sources. Therefore, proposed project construction would have a less than 
significant impact associated with the creation of objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people. 

 
D. Biological Resources 

 
1. Candidate, Sensitive, or Special Status Species 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would remove or modify habitat for any 
species identified or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the state or federal regulatory agencies cited.  
 
The proposed project is located at a section of the LA River known as Glendale Narrows. The 
LA River channel in the vicinity of the proposed project consists of concrete-lined banks with a 
soft bottom substrate supporting a Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest community 
with vegetation dominated by willows (Salix spp.) along with invasive species such as giant reed 
(Arundo donax) (City of Los Angeles 2008). Vegetation within the channel is regularly affected 
by scouring floods that occur with seasonal rain events. Vegetation does not occur along the 
concrete-lined channel banks. 
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Common wildlife species utilizing the LA River include Pacific treefrog, western fence lizard, 
two-striped garter snake, great-blue heron, black-necked stilt, mallard, red-shouldered hawk, 
black phoebe, and yellow warbler, and mammals such as raccoon, opossum, skunk, and 
coyote. Fish such as common carp, tilapia, and mosquitofish occur in the LA River in the vicinity 
of the proposed project (Friends of the Los Angeles River [FOLAR] 2008).  
 
Special-Status Species 
A search of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) was conducted to identify 
special-status plants and animals with the potential to occur in the proposed project area. Table 
3 presents special-status wildlife and plant species and ecosystems (plant communities) listed 
on the CNDDB as having the potential to occur within the USGS Burbank 7.5-minute 
quadrangle in which the proposed project is located.   
 
For the purpose of this assessment, “special-status species” are those species that meet one or 
more of the following criteria:  
 
 Listed as threatened or endangered, or proposed or candidate for listing, under the 

federal Endangered Species Act;  
 Listed as threatened or endangered, or candidate for listing, under the California 

Endangered Species Act;  
 California species of special concern;  
 California fully protected species; 
 U.S. Forest Service and/or Bureau of Land Management sensitive species; 
 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) bird of conservation concern; 
 Plants listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act, or ranked as rare, 

threatened, or endangered in California (California Rare Plant Rank [RPR] of 1A, 1B, or 
2);  

 Taxa that meet the criteria for listing, even if not currently included on any list, as 
described in Section 15389 of the State CEQA Guidelines; or 

 Migratory birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 
  
In addition to those species listed by the CNDDB for the Burbank quadrangle, three bat species 
were added to the list, due to their detection along the LA River during a 2009 bat survey (City 
of Los Angeles 2009).  

 
Table 3. Ecosystems and Special-Status Wildlife and  

Plant Species Potentially in the Project Area 

Species Status Habitat 
Potential to Occur 
at Project site 

Reptiles 

Silvery legless lizard 
Anniella pulchra pulchra 

CSSC, USFS-
S 

Sandy or loose loamy soils 
under sparse vegetation. 

Low; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. 
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Western pond turtle 
Emys marmorata 

CSSC, BLM-
S, USFS-S 

A thoroughly aquatic turtle of 
ponds, marshes, rivers, 
streams, and irrigation 
ditches, usually with aquatic 
vegetation, below 6,000 feet 
elevation. Need basking sites 
and suitable (sandy banks or 
grassy open fields) upland 
habitat up to 0.5 kilometers 
from water for egg-laying. 

None; no known 
occurrence near 
project site; habitat 
lacks sandy banks. 

Birds* 

Burrowing owl 
Athene cunicularia 

CSSC, BLM-
S, BCC 

Open, dry annual or perennial 
grasslands, deserts and 
scrublands characterized by 
low-growing vegetation. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Southwestern willow flycatcher 
Empidonax traillii extimus 

FE, CE 
Riparian woodlands in 
southern California. 

Low; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. May 
occur transiently 
during migration. 

Coastal California gnatcatcher 
Polioptila californica californica 

FT, CSSC 

Obligate, permanent resident 
of coastal sage scrub below 
2,500 feet in southern 
California. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Mammals 

Pallid bat 
Antrozous pallidus 

CSSC, BLM-
S, USFS-S 

Deserts, grasslands, 
shrublands, woodlands, and 
forests. Most common in 
open, dry habitats with rocky 
areas for roosting. 

Low; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. Could 
occur transiently. 

Western mastiff bat 
Eumops perotis californicus 

CSSC 

Many open, semi-arid to arid 
habitats, including conifer and 
deciduous woodlands, coastal 
scrub, grasslands, chaparral, 
etc. 

Low; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. Could 
occur transiently. 

Western red bat 
Lasiurus blossevillii 

CSSC, USFS-
S 

Feeds over a wide variety of 
habitats including grasslands, 
shrublands, open woodlands 
and forests, and croplands. 
Roosting habitat includes 
forests and woodlands from 
sea level up through mixed 
conifer forests. 

Present. Detected at 
the LA River (City of 
Los Angeles 2009). 

Hoary bat 
Lasiurus cinereus 
 
 
 
 

None 

Prefers open habitats or 
habitat mosaics, with access 
to trees for cover and open 
areas or habitat edges for 
feeding. Generally roosts in 
dense foliage of medium to 
large trees. 

Present. Detected at 
the LA River (City of 
Los Angeles 2009). 
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Western yellow bat 
Lasiurus xanthinus 

CSSC 

Found in valley foothill 
riparian, desert riparian, 
desert wash, and palm oasis 
habitats. 

None; no known 
occurrence near 
project site.  

Yuma myotis 
Myotis yumanensis 

FSC, BLM-S 

Found in a wide variety of 
habitats; prefer open forests 
and woodlands with sources 
of water over which to feed. 
Roosts in buildings, mines, 
caves, or crevices. Has been 
seen roosting in abandoned 
swallow nests and under 
bridges. 

Present. Detected at 
the LA River (City of 
Los Angeles 2009). 

Big free-tailed bat  
Nyctinomops macrotis 

CSSC 
Low-lying arid areas in 
southern California. 

None; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. 

Mexican free-tailed bat 
Tadarida brasiliensis 

None 

All habitats up through mixed 
conifer forests are used, but 
open habitats such as 
woodlands, shrublands, and 
grasslands are preferred. 
Requires caves, mine tunnels, 
crevices, or buildings for 
roosting. 

Present. Detected at 
the LA River (City of 
Los Angeles 2009). 

Southern grasshopper mouse 
Onychomys torridus ramona 

CSSC 

Desert areas, especially scrub 
habitats with friable soils for 
digging. Prefers low to 
moderate shrub cover. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

San Diego desert woodrat 
Neotoma lepida intermedia 

CSSC 

Coastal scrub with moderate 
to dense canopies preferred. 
Particularly abundant in rock 
outcrops and rocky cliffs and 
slopes. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

American badger  
Taxidea taxus 

CSSC 

Most abundant in drier open 
stages of most shrub, forest, 
and herbaceous habitats, with 
friable soils. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Plants 
Parish’s brittlecale 
Atriplex parishii 

CNPS-1B.1, 
USFS-S 

Coastal bluff scrub, coastal 
scrub. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Nevin’s barberry 
Berberis nevinii 

FE, SE, 
CNPS-1B.1, 
USFS-S 

Chaparral, cismontane 
woodland, coastal scrub, 
riparian scrub. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Round-leaved filaree 
California macrophylla 

CNPS-1B.1, 
BLM-S 

Cismontane woodland, valley 
and foothill grassland. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Slender mariposa-lily 
Calochortus clavatus var. 
gracilis 

CNPS-1B.2, 
USFS-S 

Chaparral, coastal scrub. 
None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Plummer's mariposa-lily 
Calochortus plummerae 

CNPS-1B.2, 
USFS-S 

Coastal scrub, chaparral, 
valley and foothill grassland, 
cismontane woodland, lower 
montane coniferous forest. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 
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San Fernando Valley 
spineflower 
Chorizanthe parryi var. 
fernandina 

FC, SE, 
CNPS-1B.1, 
USFS-S 

Coastal scrub. 
None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Slender-horned spineflower 
Dodecahema leptoceras 

FE, SE, 
CNPS-1B.1, 
USFS-S 

Chaparral, coastal scrub 
(alluvial fan sage scrub). 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Many-stemmed dudleya 
Dudleya multicaulis 

CNPS-1B.2, 
BLM-S, 
USFS-S 

Chaparral, coastal scrub, 
valley and foothill grassland. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Mesa horkelia  
Horkelia cuneata ssp. puberula 

CNPS-1B.1, 
USFS-S 

Chaparral, cismontane 
woodland, coastal scrub. 

None; no suitable 
habitat present. 

Davidson’s bush-mallow 
Malacothamnus davidsonii 

CNPS-1B.2 
Coastal scrub, riparian 
woodland, chaparral. 

None; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. 

White rabbit-tobacco 
Pseudognaphalium 
leucocephalum 

CNPS-2.2 
Riparian woodland, 
cismontane woodland, coastal 
scrub, chaparral. 

None; no known 
occurrence near 
project site. 

Ecosystems (Vegetation Communities) 

California Walnut Woodland None Cismontane woodland. 
Does not occur at 
project site 

Southern Coast Live Oak 
Riparian Forest 

None Riparian forest 
Does not occur at 
project site 

Southern Cottonwood Willow 
Riparian Forest 

None Riparian forest Present 

Southern Sycamore Alder 
Riparian Woodland 

None Riparian woodland 
Does not occur at 
project site 

Source: CNDDB 2012; City of Los Angeles 2009. 
Key: 
*In addition to the bird species listed in the table as identified by CNDDB, nearly all native North American bird species are protected by 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 
BCC: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Birds of Conservation Concern 
BLM-S: Bureau of Land Management Sensitive Species 
CE: California Endangered 
CSSC: California Species of Special Concern 
CNPS-1A: California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Plants presumed extinct in California 
CNPS-1B.1: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere; seriously threatened in California 
CNPS-1B.2: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere, fairly threatened in California 
CNPS-2.2: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere; not very threatened in California 
FC: Federal Candidate 
FE: Federal Endangered 
FSC: Federal Species of Concern 
FT: Federal Threatened 
None: no formal listing but considered rare to varying extent 
USFS-S: U.S. Forest Service Sensitive Species 

 
Based on the vegetation communities and habitat present at the project site; the urbanized 
nature of the project vicinity; the habitat requirements of the special-status species listed in 
Table 3; the regular scouring that occurs in the LA River channel during the rainy season; and 
the lack of known occurrences for many of the special-status species in Table 3 there is little or 
no potential for most special-status wildlife or plant species to occur in or be affected by the 
proposed project. In addition, there is no designated critical habitat in the project area (USFWS 
2002). 
 
The Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act protects all migratory birds and their parts (including 
eggs, nests, and feathers). Many species of migratory birds utilize habitat in the project area for 
foraging, nesting, roosting, and dispersal during migration, including shorebirds, wading birds, 
ducks, raptors, and passerines  (Friends of Griffith Park 2007). Potential effects to migratory 
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birds are discussed under Section 4, Interference with Movement and/or Migration, below. 
 
However, four sensitive bat species listed in Table 3 are considered “present” due to their 
detection at the LA River during bat surveys conducted in Griffith Park (City of Los Angeles 
2009). Of these, the western red bat and the hoary bat may roost in trees near the project site. 
Both of these species tend to move the location of their day roost daily from tree to tree. If these 
species are roosting in the project area, they would be expected to readily move to trees away 
from disturbance during construction and operation. Potential removal of trees during project 
construction would not have a significant impact on tree-roosting bats due to the proximity of 
other suitable roosting trees in the project area. Therefore, impacts to special-status species 
would be less than significant. 
 
Potential impacts to the Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest vegetation community 
found at the project site are discussed in the following Section 4, Riparian Habitat and Natural 
Communities. 

 
2. Riparian Habitat and Natural Communities 
As mentioned above, the LA River channel in the vicinity of the proposed project consists of 
concrete-lined banks with a soft bottom substrate supporting a Southern Cottonwood Willow 
Riparian Forest community. This is considered a sensitive natural community by the California 
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). 
 
Riparian habitat, including Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest, a sensitive natural 
community, is present at the proposed project site. Vegetation within the work zone where 
abutments would be constructed would be removed. Therefore, temporary and short-term 
impacts to riparian habitat would occur from the removal of riparian vegetation within the work 
zone. In addition, impacts related to the spread of invasive vegetation could occur. 
 
Following construction, disturbed areas would be restored with native grasses and plants. In 
addition, it is anticipated that riparian vegetation would quickly re-establish in the disturbed area 
through colonization by seedlings of willows, cottonwoods, and other riparian species following 
completion of construction (Riparian Habitat Joint Venture 2009). Therefore, no permanent loss 
of riparian habitat is anticipated to occur and temporary impacts would be less than significant. 
 

Arundo donax is a prevalent invasive plant in the LA River ecosystem, and efforts to control its 
spread are on-going. Impacts to riparian habitat from the spread of this and other invasive 
species during construction of the proposed project could be significant, and mitigation would 
be required to avoid these impacts. Implementation of the following mitigation measures would 
be necessary to reduce this impact to less than significant: 
 

Mitigation Measure BIO-1. Preventing Spread of Invasive Species 
To minimize the spread of invasive plant species into construction areas, 
construction vehicles and equipment shall be cleaned with compressed water or 
air within a designated containment area prior to accessing the work area.  
 
Mitigation Measure BIO-2. Vegetation Removal and Disposal 
During vegetation removal, invasive plants, including seeds, rhizomes, and other 
plant parts, shall be contained and disposed of in an appropriate disposal facility 
away from the work zone. 

 
With the implementation of mitigation to control invasive species and the natural re-
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establishment of riparian vegetation in the channel, impacts to riparian habitat from the 
proposed project would be less than significant. No impacts to riparian habitat are anticipated 
during operation of the proposed project. 

 
3. Wetlands 
A significant impact may occur if federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act, would be modified or removed. 
 
A wetland survey/delineation of the proposed project site was not conducted for this IS/MND. 
However, the LA River is considered a water of the U.S. subject to the jurisdiction of the 
USACE.  Federal wetlands are typically defined as having three required elements; hydrophytic 
vegetation (i.e., riparian vegetation), hydric soils (i.e., soils that are wet and anaerobic for 
certain periods during the growing season), and wetland hydrology (i.e., source of water).  As 
described above, portions of the project site are characterized by Southern Cottonwood Willow 
Riparian Habitat, which can establish within areas that meet the three criteria for federal 
wetlands.  Although a formal wetlands survey/delineation was not conducted, it is assumed for 
the purposes of this Initial Study that federal wetlands occur within the project site and could be 
impacted during project construction. As indicated above in Section IV.C.2., the construction 
work area is assumed to equal the total bridge area, which spans approximately 325 feet and is 
approximately 35 feet wide for a total of 11,375 square feet. Given that the banks of the work 
area are concrete lined, only the unlined soft river bottom area would potentially contain federal 
wetlands. The span of the soft bottom is estimated to be approximately 150 to 175 feet, which 
multiplied times a work area width of 35 feet, would equate to approximately 5,250 to 6,125 
square feet (0.12 to 0.14 acre or 0.0486 to 0.0567 hectares).  Completion of a formal wetlands 
delineation, as would be required to obtain the necessary approvals for any construction work 
within wetland areas (see discussion below), may determine to actual area of federal wetlands 
to be less than estimated above, should portions of the subject area not meet all of the criteria 
for defining federal wetlands.  
 
The proposed project would result in permanent fill (placement of bridge abutments) of a water 
of the U.S. and temporary disturbance from diversion of the water flow and construction 
equipment in the channel. In addition, temporary effects to water quality could occur from 
increased turbidity and sedimentation due to soil disturbance and release of hazardous 
materials (e.g., fuels and oils) associated with construction equipment.  
 
Permanent fill within the LA River channel would be limited to the area of the bridge pier. In 
addition, the pier would be as hydraulically-neutral as possible such that it affects the River’s 
flows as little as possible. 
 
Construction of the proposed project would occur during the summer months when flow in the 
LA River is at its lowest. Prior to construction, a work platform would be created over the LA 
River bottom to keep vehicles and workers out of the sandy bottom surface. During the site 
preparation phase of construction, the LA River channel would be redirected away from the 
work zone and erosion control structures would be installed to avoid impacts to water quality.  
 
Because the LA River is considered a water of the U.S. subject to the jurisdiction of USACE, 
implementation of the proposed project would require a Clean Water Act Section 10/404 permit 
and a Section 401 Water Quality Certification prior to construction.  The preparation and review 
of the applications for these approvals would take into account the nature and extent of any 
federal wetlands impacted by the project.  Similarly, impacts to wetlands subject to state 
jurisdiction would require the issuance of a Streambed Alteration Agreement under Section 
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1600 of the California Fish and Game Code.. These federal and state permits would specify 
project-specific requirements to avoid or minimize impacts to regulated wetlands, or where 
impact avoidance is not practicable, requirements to compensate for any loss of wetlands, 
which may include wetlands replacement or enhancement at a mitigation ratio and/or other 
measures set forth by the affected regulatory agencies (i.e., USACE, CDFG, LARWQCB). The 
impacts evaluation and resultant mitigation requirements associated with each of these 
permits/approvals would take into account the fact that the majority of impacts associated with 
the project would be temporary in nature and only a very limited area - the single bridge pier – 
would have a permanent impact to wetlands, if any.   
 
As described above, required permits would set forth avoidance and minimization measures 
that would be required during construction to avoid or minimize potential impacts to the LA River 
from direct disturbance and from effects on water quality and vegetation. Implementation of the 
measures to be outlined in these permits would reduce water quality impacts to less than 
significant. In the long-term, the operation of the proposed project would be expected to result in 
benefits to water quality, as horses would utilize the new bridge to cross over the LA River 
rather than entering the channel as they do currently, which would reduce the potential for horse 
manure to reach the water and for crossings to stir up sediments. Therefore, the impacts 
associated with the proposed project would be less than significant. 
 
4. Interference with Movement and/or Migration 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project interfered or removed access to a 
migratory wildlife corridor or impeded the use of native wildlife nursery sites. 
 
In the vicinity of the proposed project, land use to the north, east, and south consists primarily of 
residential, commercial, and industrial uses and heavily-travelled arterials. Just west of the 
proposed project, Griffith Park is a large open space area of over 4,000 acres containing native 
habitat that supports a diversity of wildlife. As such, Griffith Park has been designated a 
Significant Ecological Area (SEA) (Los Angeles County 2008). The proposed project is located 
at the eastern edge of this habitat and therefore, does not link significant wildlife habitat. 
However, the LA River itself can be considered to be a wildlife corridor along the soft bottom 
areas through which aquatic and riparian species can move. In addition, migratory birds utilize 
the riparian vegetation along the LA River for nesting during the breeding season and for 
dispersal during migration. 
 
The project site is located within an urban area surrounded by developed properties. The LA 
River channel is used as a wildlife corridor for aquatic and riparian species and migratory birds. 
These conditions would not change with construction or operation of the proposed project. In 
addition, the bridge would maintain a clear span over the LA River and would place the 
minimum footprint within the River. Therefore, impacts associated with wildlife movement would 
be less than significant.  
 
The LA River at the project site provides habitat for migratory birds, which are protected by the 
Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act and State migratory bird protection code. Therefore, there 
could be significant impacts associated with disturbance of nesting migratory birds during 
construction. The following mitigation measure would be required to reduce this impact to a less 
than significant level: 

 
Mitigation Measure BIO-3. Nesting Bird Avoidance 
Construction activities that involve tree removal or trimming would be timed as 
much as possible to occur outside the migratory bird nesting season, which 
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occurs generally from March 1 through August 31 and as early as February 1 for 
raptors. If construction must occur during the nesting season, surveys for nesting 
birds would be conducted prior to construction activities, including removal of 
vegetation. Two biological surveys would be conducted, one 15 days prior and a 
second 72 hours prior to construction that would remove or disturb suitable 
nesting habitat. The surveys would be performed by a biologist with experience 
conducting breeding bird surveys. The biologist would prepare survey reports 
within 24 hours of conducting the surveys, documenting the presence or 
absence of any protected native bird in the habitat to be removed and any other 
such habitat within 300 feet of the construction work area (or within 500 feet for 
raptors). If an active nest is located, construction within 300 feet of the nest (or 
500 feet for raptor nests) would be postponed until the nest is vacated and 
juveniles have fledged (minimum of six weeks after egg-laying) and when there 
is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. 

 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-3 identified above, impacts would be less than 
significant. No impacts to wildlife corridors or migratory birds are anticipated during operation of 
the proposed project. 

 
5. Consistency with Applicable Plans 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would cause an impact that was 
inconsistent with local regulations pertaining to biological resources. 
 
The Conservation and Open Space Element of the Los Angeles County General Plan identifies 
SEAs containing biological resources and sets forth the goal of conserving these areas. While 
development within a SEA is not prohibited, the Plan does require development to be limited 
and controlled in order to avoid impacting valuable biological resources (County of Los Angeles 
2011). 
 
In addition, oaks and other native tree species are protected by local ordinances including the 
Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance and the City of Los Angeles Native Tree Protection 
Ordinance.   
 
Construction or operation of the proposed project could result in removal or pruning of trees. 
Should the trees requiring removal or pruning be protected by local tree protection ordinances, 
the impacts to these trees would result in potentially significant impacts. The following mitigation 
would be required:  
 

Mitigation Measure BIO-4. Protected Trees 
Prior to removal or pruning of a protected tree, a tree removal permit would be 
obtained in compliance with local tree protection ordinances. The tree removal 
permit may require replanting of protected trees within the project area or at 
another location to mitigate for the removal of these trees. Replanting would be 
done at a ratio of one new tree for every one removed. Further, if construction or 
operation would entail pruning of any protected tree, the pruning would be 
performed in a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely 
affect the health of the trees. 

 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-4 identified above, potentially significant 
impacts from construction and operation of the proposed project would be reduced to a less 
than significant level.  
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E. Cultural Resources  
 
1. Historic Resources 
A significant impact may result if the proposed project caused a substantial adverse change to 
the significance of a historical resource (as identified above).    
 
Griffith Park is a City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monument, and encompasses the Los 
Angeles River in the area of the project site. However, the project site is not designated as an 
historically sensitive resource, historically sensitive resource area, or wilderness area (which is 
an historically sensitive resource) according to the Griffith Park Historic Resources Map. An 
historically sensitive resource or area is a resource or area that appears to be historically 
significant and serves as a contributing element or character-defining feature of the monument. 
 Construction of the proposed project would not affect any historically sensitive resources, 
historically sensitive resource areas, or wilderness areas. The proposed project involves the 
construction of a multi-modal bridge over the LA River, which is separated from main park area 
by the ten-lane I-5 Freeway. Construction of the proposed project would not involve demolition, 
substantial alteration or relocation of the monument.  Nonetheless, the proposed project would 
be constructed in accordance with Section 22.171.14 of the City of Los Angeles Administrative 
Code (LAAC). The U.S. Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation are expressly 
incorporated into the LAAC and provide standards concerning the historically appropriate 
construction activities, which will ensure the continued preservation of the monument, for 
projects involving the demolition, substantial alteration, or relocation of a monument. No impacts 
are anticipated from operation of the proposed project. No other local, state, or nationally-listed 
resources exist in the immediate project vicinity. Therefore, impacts associated with the 
construction and operation of the proposed project would be less than significant.    
 
2. Archaeological Resources 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an archaeological resource, which falls under the CEQA 
Guidelines section cited above.  
 
The project area is located in an urban, built environment in the City of Los Angeles. Most of the 
project area consists of existing freeway, highway, ramps, bridge over-crossings, bicycle and 
equestrian paths, and other related transportation improvements. The I-5 Freeway and the LA 
River are prominent elements of the existing environment, while modern buildings and 
landscaping characterize much of the remaining project area. The area adjacent to the project 
site has been disturbed with the construction of levees on either side of the LA River; the 
archaeological sensitivity of the project site is unknown because the project area has not been 
previously surveyed. 
 
Ground disturbing activities during construction would involve installation of the pilings to 
support the bridge. One piling would be located within the riverbed, and a second piling would 
be located within the levee on the eastern side of the River. Given that one piling would be 
placed within the riverbed itself, and that the second piling would be located within the fill used 
to construct the levee, the likelihood of encountering archaeological resources is low. 
Nonetheless, during construction, the Contractor would follow the uniform practices established 
by the Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works Association, such as the 
Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction (“Greenbook”). In the event that 
archaeological resources are encountered during excavation and grading, existing practices in 
the Greenbook requires the suspension of work, in whole or in part, until it is determined 
appropriate to resume. Therefore, impacts associated with construction of the proposed project 
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would be less than significant. No impacts on archaeological resources during operation are 
anticipated. 
 
3. Paleontological Resources 
A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the proposed 
project would disturb unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features.  
 
During construction, the Contractor would follow the uniform practices established by the 
Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works Association, such as the Standard 
Specifications for Public Works Construction (“Greenbook”). In the event that paleontological 
resources are encountered during excavation, existing practices in the Greenbook require the 
suspension of excavation, in whole or in part, until it is determined appropriate to resume. As 
discussed under 5 (b) above, given that pilings would be located either directly within the 
riverbed and within the levee constructed of fill material, the likelihood of encountering 
paleontological resources is low. Nonetheless, in the event of an unanticipated discovery, 
compliance with the Greenbook during construction would ensure impacts would be less than 
significant. No impacts on paleontological resources during operation are anticipated. 
 
4. Human Remains 
A significant impact may occur if grading or excavation activities associated with the proposed 
project would disturb interred human remains.  
 
No known burial sites are located within the project site; however, it is still possible that human 
remains could exist in the subsurface. In the event that an unknown burial site or human 
remains are found during excavation, in accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health 
and Safety Code, the County Coroner shall be notified within 24 hours of the discovery. No 
further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie 
adjacent remains shall occur until the County Coroner has determined, within two working days 
of notification of the discovery, the appropriate treatment and disposition of the human remains. 
 
If the County Coroner determines that the remains are or believed to be Native American, s/he 
shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento within 24 hours. 
In accordance with Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code, the NAHC must 
immediately notify those persons it believes to be the most likely descended from the deceased 
Native American. The descendents shall complete their inspection within 48 hours of being 
granted access to the site. The designated Native American representative would then 
determine, in consultation with the property owner, the disposition of the human remains. 
Therefore, potential impacts to any unknown burial site or human remains being encountered 
during construction activities associated with the proposed project would be less than 
significant. No impact is anticipated from the operation of the proposed project.  
 

F. Geology and Soils 
 

1. Seismic Ground Shaking 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project design did not comply with building code 
requirements intended to protect people from hazards associated with strong seismic ground 
shaking. 
 
As with most locations in Southern California, the project site is susceptible to ground shaking 
emanating from causative faults during an earthquake. As indicated in 6(a)(i) above, the project 
site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone, and thus the potential for hazards 
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associated with strong seismic ground-shaking such as ground surface rupture affecting the site 
is considered low. Known regional faults that could produce significant ground shaking at the 
project site include the Hollywood, Raymond, and Puente Hills Faults. The closest of these is 
the Hollywood Fault, located approximately 1.72 miles south of the project site. Seismic activity 
along any of the above-mentioned faults could affect the proposed project, and is being 
considered during the design of the proposed structure.  
 
The 2012 geotechnical exploration report prepared specifically for the proposed project 
evaluated the potential for strong seismic ground shaking and provides recommendations to 
address these hazards. The facility would be designed by California-licensed professional civil 
and structural engineers.  Construction work would be overseen by a licensed professional 
contractor, and as required by state regulations, compliance with safety standards would reduce 
the risk of seismic hazards. Designs and plans would also require reviews and permits per local, 
state and federal laws. In addition, compliance with applicable portions of existing codes 
pertaining to seismic building design and standards, such as the most recent edition of the 
California Building Code, the LAMC, and Bureau of Engineering's Standard Project 
Specifications would also reduce potential adverse effects associated with seismic ground 
shaking. As such, the construction and operation of the proposed project are expected to have 
a less than significant impact related to exposing people or structures to strong seismic ground 
shaking. 
 
2. Ground Failure and Liquefaction 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would be located in an area identified as 
having a high risk of liquefaction and appropriate design measures required within such 
designated areas were not incorporated into the project.  
 
There is potential for liquefaction-induced settlement resulting from an earthquake occurring 
along any of several major active and potentially active faults in Southern California. 
Liquefaction typically occurs when near-surface (usually upper 50 feet) saturated, clean, fine-
grained loose sands are subject to intense ground shaking. The shallowest groundwater 
encountered at the project site was at a depth of 19 feet below ground surface at the location of 
the proposed bridge. As indicated in the geotechnical exploration report, the project site is 
located within a potentially liquefiable zone.  Potentially liquefiable soils are present at the 
project site at depths ranging from 20 to 25 feet.  The 2012 geotechnical exploration report 
prepared specifically for the proposed project evaluated the potential for liquefaction and the 
proposed project includes design recommendations to ensure the structural integrity of the 
bridge from liquefaction-induced settlement resulting from seismic events. As such, construction 
and operation of the proposed project would not have the potential to result in significant 
impacts associated with liquefaction and impacts would be less than significant. 
 
3. Erosion 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to expose large areas to the erosion 
effects of wind or water for a prolonged period of time. 
  
The majority of project construction would occur within the LA River, which is currently affected 
by water erosion. Construction of the proposed project would include ground-disturbing 
activities, such as excavation, trenching, drilling, grading, and landscaping. During construction, 
the LA River channel would be redirected away from the work zone as required. These activities 
could result in the potential for erosion to occur at the proposed project site, though soil 
exposure would be temporary and short-term in nature. In accordance with standard 
specifications for public works construction (Greenbook) and building code requirements, the 
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proposed project would require implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) for erosion and sedimentation control. Best management practices (BMPs) would 
also be undertaken to control runoff and erosion from any earthmoving activities that would 
occur. Implementation of such control measures would prevent substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil from exposed soils. After construction is completed within the LA River, the areas 
where native grasses and plants were removed during construction would be restored. Other 
than the main bearing pier located in the LA River, no other structures would be placed in the 
River. The proposed project would not expose new soil that was not previously exposed to 
erosion effects of the River. As such, construction or operation of the proposed project would 
not result in a substantial amount of erosion or the loss of topsoil and impacts would be less 
than significant.  
 
4. Soil Stability 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project was built in an unstable area without 
proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings, 
thus posing a hazard to life and property. 
 
Based on borings conducted at the project site, the western bank of the LA River consists of 
artificial fill underlain by alluvium, which is underlain by Topanga Formation Bedrock.  On the 
eastern bank of the LA River, soils consist of artificial fill underlain by alluvium.  The shallowest 
groundwater encountered at the project site was approximately 19 feet below ground surface.   
 
As indicated above, the project site is located within a potentially liquefiable zone. Potentially 
liquefiable soils are present at the project site at depths ranging from 20 to 25 feet. Due to soil 
liquefaction, the riverbanks are likely to experience displacement due to lateral spreading.  
However, the 2012 geotechnical exploration report prepared for the proposed project includes 
design recommendations and construction measures to ensure that the soils are suitable for 
construction of the proposed project. For example, the potentially liquefiable soils in the 
riverbed, at the proposed location of the main pier, would be removed and replaced with 
aggregate and in-situ ground improvement techniques would be used for the liquefiable soils on 
the riverbanks. As such, implementation of the proposed project would not have the potential to 
result in significant impacts associated with unstable soils and impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 
5. Expansive Soils 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would be built on expansive soils without 
proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings, 
thus posing a risk to life and property. 
 
Generally, expansive soils are clayey soils that can expand due to moisture change. The project 
site contains the following soil formations: Topanga Formation (Ttsl); Stream Channel Deposits 
(Og); and Artificial Fill. Based on borings conducted for the proposed project, some of the 
Topanga Formation is clayey and potentially expansive, but these types of soils are at 
significant depths. Expansive soils typically pose a problem for light structures supported on 
shallow foundation such that the moisture change (due to irrigation, seasonal change, rainfall, 
etc) can expand/heave and push foundation upwards causing distress. The proposed bridge is 
a heavy structure that would be supported on piles embedded at significant depth below the 
existing grade. As a result, potentially expansive soils would not affect construction and 
operation of the proposed project and impacts would be less than significant. 
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G. Greenhouse Gas Emissions  
 
1. Emissions Generation 
SCAQMD developed a recommended interim threshold for assessing the significance of 
potential greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that uses a tiered approach to determining 
significance. The preferred significance threshold for GHG emissions from industrial projects is 
less than 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) per year, which includes 
construction emissions amortized over 30 years and then added to operational GHG emissions. 
The SCAQMD also proposed a screening level for significance for residential/ commercial 
projects of 3,000 MTCO2e per year, which also includes construction emissions amortized over 
30 years and then added to operational GHG emissions to determine total project GHG 
emissions. On December 5, 2008, the SCAQMD Board adopted the industrial source threshold 
of 10,000 MTCO2e per year, but did not vote on the residential/commercial threshold because 
SCAQMD staff needed additional time to complete analysis on the threshold. 
 
The California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) released the white paper 
CEQA & Climate Change in 2008 that evaluated several possible significance thresholds that 
could be used by lead agencies. Notwithstanding a net zero emissions threshold, the lowest 
quantitative threshold that was evaluated by CAPCOA was 900 metric tons per year. This 
threshold would be sufficient to capture approximately 90 percent of emissions from residential 
units or office spaces. 
 
Total CO2e construction emissions were estimated to be 168 metric tons (Appendix A) over the 
eight-month construction period. Total CO2e emissions would be approximately six percent of 
SCAQMD's proposed threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e for residential or commercial projects. 
Emissions would also represent approximately 19 percent of CAPCOA’s suggested threshold 
for similar project types. No long-term operational GHG emissions would occur as a result of the 
proposed project. 
 
While SCAQMD's 3,000 MTCO2e threshold was not adopted, it is presented here as a 
benchmark for comparison purposes to demonstrate that the proposed project would not result 
in substantial amounts of GHG emissions that could potentially have a significant impact on the 
environment. Emissions would also not exceed CAPCOA’S lowest non-zero suggested 
quantitative threshold, further strengthening this conclusion. Therefore, GHG emissions 
associated with the construction of the proposed project would be less than significant. 
 
2. Consistency with Adopted Plans 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHG. 
 
As described below, several initiatives, plans, policies, and regulations have been adopted at 
the state and local level related to reducing GHG emissions. In general, California's goals and 
strategies for the systematic statewide reduction of GHG emissions are embodied in the 
combination of Executive Order S-3-05 and Assembly Bill (AB) 32, which call for the following 
reductions of GHG emissions: 
   
 2000 levels by 2010 (11 percent below business-as-usual) 
 1990 levels by 2020 (25 percent below business-as-usual) 
 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050 
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At a local level, in May 2007, the City introduced Green LA - An Action Plan to Lead the Nation 
in Fighting Global Warming. Green LA presents a framework targeted to reduce the City's GHG 
emissions by 35 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 through actions such as increasing 
renewable energy, energy efficiency, water conservation, tree planting, recycling, and 
infrastructure improvements. In 2008, the City followed up Green LA with an implementation 
plan called Climate LA – Municipal Program Implementing the Green LA Climate Action Plan, 
which includes steps that can be taken to achieve the City's GHG emission reduction goal, such 
as reducing energy use at City facilities.  
 
As discussed in 7(a) above, GHG emissions associated with the proposed project would be well 
below SCAQMD’s proposed GHG threshold for construction or operations of 
residential/commercial projects (used for comparison purposes in the absence of more a more 
relevant established threshold). Further, the proposed project is being proposed to provide 
benefits to the water quality in the LA River, and it would not conflict with any applicable plans, 
policies, or regulations adopted for the purposes of reducing GHG emissions. As such, impacts 
would be less than significant. 
 

H.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials  
 
1. Transport of Hazardous Materials 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project utilizes substantial amounts of hazardous 
materials as part of its routine operations and could potentially pose a hazard to the public 
under accident or upset conditions. 
 
The proposed project would involve the construction of a multi-modal bridge across the LA 
River. Construction activities would be short-term and limited in nature and may involve 
transport, storage, use or disposal of hazardous materials. Some examples of hazardous 
materials handling include fueling and servicing construction equipment on-site, and the 
transport of fuels, lubricating fluids, and solvents. These types of materials are not acutely 
hazardous, and all storage, handling, and disposal of these materials are regulated.  
 
No sites with known hazardous materials releases were identified on the project site or within 
the immediate vicinity of the proposed project. The EnviroStor database identified 11 leaking 
underground fuel tank (LUFT), 8 cleanup sites in the project vicinity, and zero LUFTs and 
cleanup sites within a one-quarter mile radius of the project site. The following sites are located 
within the general vicinity of the proposed project: 
 
 Garrett Estate Property, located at 3941 Goodwin Avenue, is listed as a Voluntary Cleanup 

Site for sludge, PCBs and asbestos-containing materials in soil from warehousing uses; a 
No Further Action determination was issued in January 2001.  

 
 Excello Plating Company, Inc., located at 4057 Goodwin Avenue, is listed as a Tiered 

Permit site for metals in soil and for contaminants stored at the site; the site was referred 
to the Regional Water Quality Control Board in August 2005. 

 
 Adams Rite Products, Inc., located at 540 West Chevy Chase Drive, is listed as a Tiered 

Permit site and was referred to another agency. 
 
 San Fernando Valley (Area 4) Pollack Federal Superfund Site, is listed as a National 

Priorities List site for tetrachloroethylene (PCE), trichloroethylene (TCA), trichloroethylene 
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(TCE), chromium III and chromium IV in an aquifer used for drinking water, soil and a well 
used for drinking water from aerospace manufacturing and maintenance as well as metal 
plating; the site is undergoing operations and maintenance as of January 1999.  

 
 Los Feliz Charter School for the Arts, located at 2709 Media Center Drive, is listed as a 

School Investigation site for arsenic, lead and diesel from manufacturing uses; the site is 
inactive and requires evaluation, as of December 2008. 

 
 Franciscan Ceramics, located at 2901 Los Feliz Boulevard, is listed as a State Response 

site for lead, cadmium and zinc in soil from manufacturing and ceramics uses; the site is in 
operations maintenance as of December 1994. 

 
 Wilshire Properties, located at 4685 San Fernando Road, is listed as a State Response 

site for arsenic, lead, diesel and gasoline in soil and soil vapor from metal planting; the site 
was certified in November 1985. 

 
 Pacific Edison School, located at Pacific Avenue and Vine Street, is listed as a School 

Investigation site for metals, semivolatile organic compounds and volatile organic 
compounds in soil; the site received a No Further Action determination in September 2001.  

 
The status of the LUFT cases includes ten closed cases and one open-site case under 
remediation. All of the open and closed LUFT cases and cleanup sites are located at least one-
half mile from the project site where no improvements are proposed. The identified LUFT and 
clean-up sites are not anticipated to have an impact on the proposed project and project 
construction would not affect ongoing remediation activities at the open sites.  
 
Should contaminated soils be encountered during construction activities, the soils would be 
excavated, treated or disposed of to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory agencies, 
which could include the Los Angeles Fire Department, the LARWQCB, and/or California 
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), thereby eliminating any future risk of upset or 
accidental conditions. Likewise, if contaminated groundwater is encountered, it would be 
handled in compliance with applicable federal, state, and local regulations and would not pose a 
future risk of upset or accidental conditions. Adherence to regulations set forth by local, state, 
and federal regulatory agencies would reduce the potential for hazardous materials impacts to 
less than significant levels.  
 
Operation of the proposed project would not affect ongoing remediation activities at the open 
LUFT sites nor require routine transport, use, or disposal of significant quantities of hazardous 
materials, including, but not limited to oils, pesticides, or chemicals; therefore, no impact is 
anticipated. 
 
2. Emissions Near Schools 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within one-quarter mile of 
an existing or proposed school site and were projected to release toxic emissions which pose a 
hazard beyond regulatory thresholds. 
 
There are no schools located within a one-quarter mile radius of the project site. The nearest 
school to the site is Glenfeliz Boulevard Elementary School located at 3955 Glenfeliz Boulevard, 
approximately 0.6 miles southeast of the project site. As discussed in 8(a) above, the proposed 
project would not result in a hazard to the public or environment and, therefore, would not emit 
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
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waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. As a result, impact would be 
less than significant. 
 
3. Interference with Emergency Plans 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to substantially interfere with 
roadway operations used in conjunction with an emergency response plan or evacuation plan or 
would generate sufficient traffic to create traffic congestion that would interfere with the 
execution of these plans. 
 
In the project area, the I-5 Freeway is a selected transportation route as identified in the Critical 
Facilities and Lifeline Systems map of the City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element.  
Main components of the bridge would be fabricated off-site and then transported and delivered 
to the project site. Delivery trucks would require the use of the eastern shoulder of the 
northbound I-5 Freeway adjacent to the project site and possible temporary northbound travel 
lane closure(s) directly adjacent to the shoulder. However, closures would be temporary and 
would occur at night on weekends. The majority of the I-5 Freeway would remain open during 
construction. Therefore, emergency access would continue to be provided along the I-5 
Freeway. No other roadway closures would be required during construction or operation of the 
proposed project. As such, impacts would be less than significant. 

 
I. Hydrology and Water Quality 

 
1. Violate Water Quality Standards 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project discharged water which did not meet the 
quality standards of agencies which regulate surface water quality and water discharge into 
stormwater drainage systems such as the LARWQCB. These regulations include compliance 
with the Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) requirements to reduce 
potential water quality impacts. 
 
Within the project area are ramps located along the banks of the LA River currently utilized by 
pedestrians and horses to cross the LA River between Griffith Park and Atwater Village. Any 
refuse discarded during transit by the pedestrians and horses is deposited directly in the LA 
River. Large runoff events wash all refuse discarded by those traversing through the riverbed 
itself.    
 
Construction of the multi-modal bridge would involve two support structures being located within 
the LA River; one pier would be located in the riverbed while two smaller piers would be located 
on the banks of the River (outside of the riverbed). During normal operations, the size and 
shape of the support structures would not cause a significant reduction in the hydraulic capacity 
of the River, as discussed in 9(c) below.  Additionally, the project would require to comply with 
the National Pollution Discharge and Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements.  
 
For purposes of defining and identifying Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) of pollutants 
within the LA River, the River is divided into Reaches.  The proposed project is located in the LA 
River Reach 3. Currently, there are six pollutants with TMDLs that apply to this Reach: Trash, 
ammonia nitrogen, nitrate, nitrite, copper, and lead. Identified impairments for this waterbody 
include ammonia, algal growth through nutrients, odor, and unnatural scum/foam. Downstream 
Reaches 1 and 2 list an additional TMDL for bacteria, and list additional impairments for 
coliforms, oil, trash, cyanide, and diazinon (pesticide). 
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The existing ramps that are presently used for equestrian access to cross the LA River would 
be restored to their original condition and use of providing maintenance access to the River 
bottom. The proposed project would create an alternative and safe passage for equestrian 
crossings of the LA River. The bridge’s long-term operation is expected to result in benefits to 
the River’s water quality by reducing the use of the riverbed itself by horses and reducing 
associated wastes from the LA River. 
 
There may be short-term impacts to River vegetation during construction of the pier structure; 
however, these impacts are expected to be mitigated through standard stormwater detainment 
BMPs during construction. As such, discharged water from the construction and operation of the 
proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to hydrology and water quality. 
 
2. Alteration of Drainage Patterns 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project resulted in a substantial alteration of 
drainage patterns that resulted in a substantial increase in erosion or siltation during 
construction or operation of the project.  
 
Construction of the proposed project would introduce one concrete pier into the LA River 
located in the middle of the River span approximately 93 feet east of the bridge’s west abutment 
and second pier would be located approximately 20 feet west of the bridge’s east abutment. In 
order to evaluate potential impacts to the River flow, including impacts as a result of siltation, a 
hydraulic analysis was prepared to compare the changes to the channel’s hydraulic 
performance based on the proposed bridge project. Based upon the results from the hydraulic 
assessments conducted for the proposed project, the project has the potential to cause a 0.93-
foot increase to the channel’s design water surface elevation based upon the project’s proposed 
bridge pier locations and configurations. The backwater effect due to the new pier placement is 
estimated to propagate upstream approximately 2,200 feet, but in terms of substantial increases 
the backwater propagation is more on the order of approximately 500 feet. Therefore, the 
project does have the potential to substantially affect drainage and flow within the LA River at 
this location as a result of the new pier and potential siltation, which in turn translates to a 
potentially significant impact with a resulting loss in “freeboard protection”2 along this particular 
portion of the River.  
 
In order to mitigate the loss of freeboard protection and therefore minimize the potential risk 
from flooding upstream of the bridge, implementation of mitigation is required. Implementation 
of either one of the following two mitigation measures would reduce potentially significant 
impacts to a less than significant level:  
 

Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1A. Provide Freeboard Minimums 
Prior to placing the support pier for the multi-modal bridge into the Los Angeles 
River (River), a new 6-inch high curb element shall be constructed for a distance 
of 130 feet along the west (right) bank upstream of the bridge site, and a new 
12-inch high curb element shall be constructed for a distance of 200 feet along 
the east (left) bank of the River.  
 

                                            
2  Freeboard is the additional capacity in the River above the calculated capacity and is used to minimize the 
risk of flooding. Freeboard protection is the maintaining of this safety factor through the design of structures 
(such as the proposed project) in such a manner that the freeboard is not compromised and the risk of flooding 
is minimized. 
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Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1B. No Increased Flooding Risk 
Prior to placing the support pier for the multi-modal bridge into the Los Angeles 
River, a new 12-inch curb element and a 6-inch curb element for distances of 
650 feet and then 2,650 feet, respectively, shall be constructed along the west 
(right) and east (left) banks upstream of the bridge site.  

 
Implementation of either of these mitigation measures would mitigate the negative hydraulic 
impacts of operation of the proposed project within the LA River by offsetting the estimated 
increase to the LA River’s channel design water surface elevation (thus maintaining freeboard 
protection). With implementation of either of the above mitigation measures, flows in the LA 
River would not be adversely impacted by the bridge support pier or siltation. Drainage of the 
River would continue and impacts from construction and operation of the proposed project 
would be less than significant.  
 
3. Structures within 100-Year Flood Zone 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to place within a 100-year flood 
hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood flows.  Two of the support structures 
for the bridge would be constructed within the LA River Reach 3 channel. However, with 
implementation of Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1A or HYDRO-1B, flows within the River would 
continue to be accommodated. Therefore, with implementation of mitigation, impacts would be 
less than significant.  
 
4. Seiche, Tsnuami or Mud Flow 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would cause or accelerate geologic 
hazards, which would result in substantial damage to structures or infrastructure, or expose 
people to substantial risk of injury. 
 
Seiches are large waves generated in enclosed bodies of water in response to ground shaking. 
The project site is not located adjacent to any enclosed large bodies of water that could 
experience seiches during an earthquake. Thus, the potential for seiches impacting the project 
site and the construction and operation of the proposed project is considered very low and, 
therefore, the impact is less than significant.  
 
Tsunamis are tidal waves generated in large bodies of water caused by fault displacement or 
major ground movement. Hazardous tsunamis, which are rare along the Los Angeles coastline, 
have the potential to cause flooding in the low-lying coastal area. The project site and the 
construction and operation of the proposed project is located inland enough from the ocean that 
the potential to be affected by a tsunami is considered very low and, therefore, the impact is 
less than significant.  
 

J. Land Use and Planning 
 
1. Consistency with Adopted Plans 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were inconsistent with the General Plan, 
or other applicable plan, or with the site’s zoning if designated to avoid or mitigate a significant 
potential environmental impact. 
 
The project site is zoned OS-1XL and designated as Open Space in the City’s General Plan.  
The proposed project involves the construction of a multi-modal bridge over the LA River. As 
indicated in Section 12.04.05 of the LAMC, park and recreational facilities are an allowable use 
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under the OS designation. However, park and recreational facilities may not be located on land 
which includes a lake, river, or stream or which is designated by the City as an historic or 
cultural landmark, unless approved as a conditional use. With approval of a conditional use 
permit per Section 12.04.05 of the LAMC, the proposed project would be consistent under the 
General Plan and zoning designations.   
 
The LA River Revitalization Master Plan includes revitalization measures for the 32 miles of the 
LA River in the City of Los Angeles. The project site is located in the Plan area and the 
proposed project is included in the LA River Revitalization Master Plan’s priority list as Project 
No. 147. Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would be consistent with 
the LA River Revitalization Master Plan.  
 
Therefore, with approval of a conditional use permit per Section 12.04.05 of the LAMC, no 
inconsistency is expected from the construction and operation of the proposed project and the 
impact would be less than significant. 
 
2. Habitat Conservation Plans 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were located within an area governed by 
a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan and would conflict with such 
plan.  
 
As previously discussed in 4(e), the Conservation and Open Space Element of the Los Angeles 
County General Plan identifies SEAs containing biological resources and sets forth the goal of 
conserving these areas. The City of Los Angeles has adopted the same conservation areas.  
While development within a SEA is not prohibited, the Plan does require development to be 
limited and controlled in order to avoid impacting valuable biological resources (County of Los 
Angeles 2011). 
 
In addition, oaks and other native tree species are protected by local ordinances including the 
Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance and the City of Los Angeles Native Tree Protection 
Ordinance.   
 
Construction or operation of the proposed project would result in removal of vegetation, 
however no protected trees are proposed to be removed.  As such, impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 

K. Mineral Resources  
 
Initial screening determined that the proposed project would cause no impact or less than 
significant impact.  (see Appendix A) 
 

L. Noise 
 
1. Noise Standards 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to exposure persons to or generate 
noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies. 
 
The City regulates construction noise via the LAMC (Chapter IV, Article 1, Section 41.40; 
Chapter XI, Article 2, Section 112.05). A significant impact may occur if the proposed project 
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generates construction noise outside of the hours prescribed in the LAMC or increases noise 
levels during project operation in excess of 5 dBA (A-weighted decibel) over ambient 
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL).  
 
The City allows construction during the week between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m., and 
specifically prohibits night construction if related noise can disturb persons occupying sleeping 
quarters in any dwelling, hotel, or residence. In addition, construction within 500 feet of a 
residence is restricted to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays and National 
Holidays, and prohibited on Sundays. The City’s standard construction specifications require 
construction equipment to have noise suppressing devices, and requires noise controls such as 
placement of noise barriers, use of low-noise generating equipment, maintenance of mufflers 
and ancillary noise abatement equipment, scheduling high noise producing activities during 
periods that are least sensitive, routing construction-related truck traffic away from noise-
sensitive areas, and reducing construction vehicle speeds. Construction equipment noise levels 
within 500 feet of residential areas are limited to 75 dBA at 50 feet, if technically feasible.  
 
Each anticipated piece of construction equipment, at 50 feet, is estimated to produce between 
74 and 81 dBA, on average. Based on the anticipated construction equipment by construction 
phase and the FHWA Roadway Construction Noise Model, daily construction CNELs are 
estimated to range from 83 to 88 dBA at 50 feet (FHWA, 2006). At residential areas 500 feet 
away, the daily average noise level with construction would be approximately 67 dBA or less. It 
is estimated that the existing ambient noise level of the residential area is approximately 65 
dBA; therefore, the increase in noise level with construction would be 2 dBA or less, which 
would be imperceptible. Most construction would occur Monday through Friday between the 
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. (most likely, daily construction would not occur after 3:30 p.m.) 
and between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays.  
 
The nearest residential uses to the proposed project are within the Lincourt Stable property and 
are approximately 500 feet from the eastern edge of the project site. In addition, there is a 
residential neighborhood approximately 700 feet to the east of the project site. 
 
The only instance where night construction would occur is when the bridge components are 
delivered to the project site via the I-5 Freeway on the west side of the River. As delivery of 
construction materials at night is prohibited, permission from the Executive Director of the Board 
of Police Commissioners must be obtained in writing. To mitigate temporary elevated noise 
associated with night construction on nearby residences, the following mitigation measure 
would be implemented: 
 

Mitigation Measure NOISE-1. Nighttime Construction Noise 
During nighttime construction activities where the construction work zone falls 
within 500 feet or with a direct line of sight to residences, the contractor shall 
monitor nighttime construction noise and implement applicable measures as 
identified in the project’s Noise Monitoring and Control Plan described below. As 
applicable, the contractor or City project manager shall obtain approval for 
construction outside of the City’s Noise Ordinance from the Board of Police 
Commissioners.  
 
The contractor shall submit a Noise Monitoring and Control Plan prepared by a 
qualified acoustical professional for review and approval of the project manager 
prior to start of nighttime construction. The plan shall identify personnel 
responsible for receiving and resolving noise complaints as well as noise 
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complaint reporting requirements and methods for complaint logging, 
investigation, and status tracking. The plan shall also include potential noise 
reduction measures to be implemented as needed to ensure compliance with 
the approval from the Board of Police Commissioners and to address potential 
night construction impacts. Such measures may include but not be limited to the 
following: 
 
 Maintaining construction equipment in good working condition in order to 

minimize general noise emissions. 
 Providing temporary sound wall, noise curtain, noise blanket, or other 

acoustical noise barrier of a sufficient height, length and configuration so as 
to provide substantial noise reduction and effectively block the line-of-sight 
between nearby noise-sensitive receivers and the work zone. 

 Limiting the number of construction equipment operating at one time. 
 As feasible, providing equipment with exhaust mufflers, noise shield, noise 

blanket, or other acoustical noise barrier or enclosure. 
 Configuring traffic pattern to minimize backing movement and backup alarms. 
 Using noise-producing signals, including horns, whistles, alarms, and bells for 

safety warning purposes only. 
 Minimizing idling equipment. 
 Locating material stockpiles and mobile equipment staging, parking, and 

maintenance areas as far as practicable form noise-sensitive receptors. 
 As feasible, using electrically-powered equipment instead of pneumatic or 

internal combustion powered equipment. 
 

Operation of the proposed project, a multi-modal bridge, would not result in exposure of persons 
to or generation of noise levels in excess of established standards because the project would 
operate passively and only maintenance and inspections would occur, which are minor activities 
that do not generate substantial noise levels.  
 
Therefore, a less than significant noise impact is anticipated from construction and operation of 
the proposed project. 
 
2. Groundborne Vibration 
A significant impact may occur if the project were to expose persons to or to generate excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. 
 
Construction activities associated with the proposed project could generate minor groundborne 
vibration from use of heavy equipment. Construction equipment such as drill rigs, compaction 
equipment, and haul trucks would generate vibrations that could result in groundborne noise or 
vibration that may affect nearby structures or residents. Vibration levels greater than 0.3 inches 
per second (in/sec) have potential to damage older residential structures and levels greater than 
0.4 in/sec would be severely noticeable to a human (Caltrans 2004). All phases of the 
construction involve multiple vibration producing equipment resulting in predicted vibration 
levels of approximately up to 0.003 in/sec at the residences closest to the construction area 
(FTA 2006). Excessive groundborne vibration and/or groundborne noise are not anticipated.  
 
Project operations would not involve activities that could generate vibrations or groundborne 
noise, or otherwise expose persons to such impacts.   
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Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would not result in significant 
impacts related to groundborne vibration or noise and impacts would be less than significant. 
 

M. Population and Housing  
 
Initial screening determined that the proposed project would cause no impact or less than 
significant impact.  (see Appendix A) 
 

N. Public Services  
 
1. Fire Protection 
A significant impact may occur if the project required the addition of a new fire station or the 
expansion, consolidation or relocation of an existing facility to maintain service. 
 
The project site and surrounding area is within the service area of local Fire Station No. 50 
located at 3036 Fletcher Drive, Glassell Park (approximately 2.3 miles driving distance from 
project site). One additional fire station is located within the project area. Fire Station No. 56, 
located at 2759 Rowena Avenue, Los Angeles, is approximately 2.3 miles driving distance from 
the project site. The proposed project would involve the construction of a multi-modal bridge 
over a portion of the LA River which is currently used as an equestrian crossing. Construction of 
the bridge would not result in the need for a new fire station or expansion of an existing fire 
station. Operation of the proposed project would not result in the need for additional fire service. 
As such, impacts from the construction and operation of the proposed project would be less 
than significant. 
 
2. Police Protection 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to result in an increase in demand 
for police services that would exceed the capacity of the police department responsible for 
serving the site.  
 
The project site and surrounding area is served by the Los Angeles Police Department 
Northeast Community Station located at 3353 San Fernando Road (approximately 1.9 miles 
driving distance from the project site). The project would not require additional police protection 
beyond what is currently provided. The proposed project would involve the construction of a 
multi-modal bridge over a portion of the LA River which is currently used as an equestrian 
crossing.  Construction of the proposed bridge may result in an increase in the number of 
people who use the bike and equestrian trails along the River, however, not to such an extent 
that police serviced would be affected.  Operation of the proposed project would not result in the 
need for additional police service. As such, impacts from the construction and operation of the 
proposed project would be less than significant. 
 
3. Parks 
A significant impact may occur if the recreation and park services available could not 
accommodate the population increase resulting from the implementation of the proposed project 
and new or physically altered facilities were needed. 
 
As discussed above, construction and operation of the proposed project would not result in 
population growth. Currently, an equestrian crossing exists at the project site. The existing 
crossing poses a hazard when equestrians try to cross the River when waters are fast moving. 
In addition, the slippery cement and algae-lined floor of the River poses a hazard to 



NORTH ATWATER CROSSING INITIAL STUDY 
PUBLIC WORKS – BUREAU OF ENGINEERING 

 Page 57 of 70 November 2012 

equestrians. Implementation of the proposed project would enable safe, year-round passage 
into Griffith Park. The proposed project may result in an increase in the number of people who 
use the bike and equestrian trails along the River; however, not to such an extent that new or 
physically altered recreational facilities would be needed. As such, impacts from the 
construction and operation of the proposed project would be less than significant.   
 

O. Recreation 
 
Initial screening determined that the proposed project would cause no impact or less than 
significant impact.  (see Appendix A) 
 

P. Transportation/Traffic  
 
1. Circulation System Capacity 
Because this project is subject to the requirement of Caltrans for determining Level of Service 
(LOS) impacts on the I-5 Freeway, the proposed project would have a significant traffic impact if 
the traffic volume to roadway capacity ratio is increased, as shown in Table 3 below.  
 

Table 3.  Caltrans Level of Service (LOS) Criteria* 
LOS Maximum 

Density 
(pc/mi/ln) 

Minimum 
Speed 
(mph) 

Maximum 
V/C 

Maximum 
Service 

Flow Rate 
(pc/hr/ln) 

A 11 65.0 0.30 710 
B 18 65.0 0.50 1170 
C 26 64.6 0.71 1680 
D 35 59.7 0.89 2090 
E 45 52.2 1.0 2350 

*Basic freeway segments at 65 mph 
 
The proposed project would provide a crossing over the LA River for pedestrians, bicyclists and 
equestrians; no vehicle crossings would be permitted. Given that no vehicle crossings would be 
permitted and that no roadways would be affected by operation and use of the bridge crossing, 
no operational traffic impacts would occur.   
 
During project construction, there is the potential for construction activities to affect the I-5 
Freeway northbound lanes adjacent to the project area. A traffic impact study was prepared for 
the project and is included in Appendix D. For impacts to vehicular traffic on the I-5 Freeway, 
Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) Freeway Mainline Analysis methods were used to evaluate 
the impact of project construction activities during various hours of the day on the northbound I-
5 Freeway segment between Los Feliz Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard. The project as 
proposed will require the use of the adjacent freeway shoulder as well as one through lane on 
the adjacent I-5 freeway mainline segment. For a conservative analysis, a maximum of two 
through lanes was used for evaluating project construction impacts. Given the duration of the 
proposed project is less than 12 months, the analysis was limited to the following two traffic 
scenarios:  
 
 Existing (2012) Conditions 
 Existing (2012) Plus Project Conditions 
 
Existing 24-hour traffic counts were obtained from Caltrans District 7 for the northbound I-5 
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freeway segment between Los Feliz Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard. Using the collected 
data, a LOS analysis was conducted. The analyses were conducted using the appropriate 
procedures from the Highway Capacity Manual as per Caltrans’ latest Traffic Impact Analysis 
Guidelines, as detailed in Appendix D. Caltrans desired LOS range for freeway mainline 
segments is at the transition between LOS “C” and LOS “D” for State highway facilities. If a 
segment is forecasted to fall to LOS “D” under project conditions, mitigation measures should 
be pursued. If the State highway facility is currently operating at less than the appropriate target 
LOS, the existing level of service shall be maintained.  
 
Based on the data collected for the mainline freeway segment adjacent to the project site, the 
northbound I-5 Freeway lanes are operating at LOS C or better during all hours of the day and 
days of the week. During construction of the proposed project, which would involve closure of 
the shoulder and up to two northbound lanes of traffic on the I-5 Freeway, the existing 
northbound segment north of Los Feliz Boulevard would maintain an acceptable LOS “C” or 
better during all hours and days with a few exceptions. The only exceptions occur when freeway 
mainline segment operations fall to LOS “D” during the 8:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m. period from 
Monday through Thursday and during the 9:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m. period on Sundays. During 
these limited time periods, the proposed project does have the potential to result in significant 
construction impacts. The following mitigation measure shall be implemented:  
 

Mitigation Measure TRAF-1. Traffic Management Plan 
A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) shall be prepared prior to the start of 
construction for review and approval by Caltrans District 7. The Traffic 
Management Plan shall outline provisions for maintaining LOS “C” or better 
conditions on the I-5 Freeway segment between Los Feliz Boulevard and 
Colorado Boulevard. The TMP shall include measures to offset traffic congestion 
and maintain traffic flow.  The preliminary TMP shall include proposed Lane 
Closure Charts and Detour Plans and will be finalized by the time final designs 
are prepared.  

 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAF-1 identified above, potentially significant 
impacts to the I-5 Freeway segment between Los Feliz Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard can 
be reduced to a less than significant level.  
 
2. Congestion Management Program 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would 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. 
 
Construction and operation of the proposed project would not interfere or conflict with an 
applicable congestion management plan. During project construction, delivery of the bridge 
structure to the project site would have short-term lane closure impacts to the northbound I-5 
Freeway between Los Feliz Boulevard and Colorado Boulevard, as discussed in Section 16(a) 
above; however, with implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAF-1, all potentially significant 
impacts to the I-5 Freeway northbound travel lanes could be reduced to a less than significant 
level. Operation of the proposed project would not affect travel lanes on any roadways, as the 
proposed project is a multi-modal bridge designed to serve pedestrians, bicyclists and 
equestrians.   
 
Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would not interfere or conflict with 
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an applicable congestion management plan and impacts would be less than significant. 
 
3. Consistency with Alternative Transportation Plans 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to conflict with adopted policies, 
plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation. 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to construct a multi-modal bridge to provide improved 
access and crossings between the east and west sides of the LA River in the Atwater Park area 
of the City of Los Angeles. The multi-modal bridge would serve pedestrians, bicyclists and 
equestrians and provide connections to the existing trail networks on the east and west sides of 
the River, as well as provide improved equestrian access to Griffith Park. Operation of the 
proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs supporting 
alternative transportation; operation of the bridge would enhance and further implement 
alternative transportation plans for the City.  
 
During construction, however, the existing LA River Greenway Trail, located on the east side of 
the River, and the LA River Bike Path, located on the west of the LA River would be temporarily 
closed to facilitate staging for and construction of the bridge.  The closure would block 
pedestrian and equestrian access to North Atwater Park from the south, and restrict bicycle 
travel along the LA River between Colorado Boulevard and Los Feliz Boulevard for 
approximately 8-10 months during the construction of the bridge structure and rehabilitation of 
the paths following bridge installation. During this approximately 8- to 10-month period of time, 
loss of access to these paths would result in temporary significant impacts. The following 
mitigation measure would be implemented:  
 

Mitigation Measure TRAF-2. Detour Notification and Plans 
At least 30 days prior to closure of the LA River Greenway Trail and the LA River 
Bike Path, signage and detour plans for non-motorized traffic shall be developed 
and posted at the trails. The detours shall include a public awareness campaign 
to notify regular river users of the forthcoming bikeway and pedestrian path 
closures, provide temporary alternate routes around the construction closure 
areas, and provide appropriate traffic systems and signage, traffic support, and 
safety elements.  

 
With implementation of the mitigation measure identified above, potentially significant temporary 
impacts associated with the closure of the LA River Greenway Trail and the LA River Bike Path 
could be reduced to less than significant levels.  
 

Q. Utilities and Service Systems  
 
1. Landfill Capacity 
The management of solid waste in the City involves public and private refuse collection services 
as well as public and private operation of solid waste transfer, resource recovery, and disposal 
facilities. A significant impact would occur if the proposed project results in solid waste 
generation of five tons or more per week. 
 
The City’s Bureau of Sanitation and private refuse companies manage the collection, transfer, 
and disposal of municipal solid waste. The sole source of solid waste generated by the 
proposed project would be the excavated materials at the project site during construction. 
Excavated soils may be retained on-site, at staging areas, or hauled off-site.  The estimated 
amount of soil to be excavated from the site is 740 cubic yards, or approximately 200 tons.    
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Soils would be disposed of at one of the facilities listed below, or identified by the contractor in 
accordance with the City’s project specifications.  
 
 Sunshine Canyon Landfill is located at 14747 San Fernando Road, Sylmar, CA, 

approximately 21 miles from the project site. This facility has a maximum permitted 
throughput of 12,100 tons per day with a remaining capacity of 112,300,000 cubic yards (as 
of July 31, 2007), and has an estimated closure date of 2037. The waste types accepted at 
this facility include construction and demolition debris, green materials, industrial, inert, and 
mixed municipal.   

 
 Calabasas Sanitary Landfill is located at 5300 Lost Hills Road, Agoura, CA, approximately 

30 miles from the project site. This facility has a maximum permitted throughput of 3,500 
tons per day with a remaining capacity of 18,100,000 cubic yards (as of March 31, 2008), 
and has an estimated closure date of 2025.   

 
 Chiquita Canyon Sanitary Landfill is located at 29201 Henry Mayo Drive, Castaic, CA, 

approximately 35 miles from the project site. This facility has a maximum permitted 
throughput of 6,000 tons per day with a remaining capacity of 29,300,000 cubic yards (as of 
November 23, 2006), and has an estimated closure date of 2019. The waste types accepted 
at this facility include mixed municipal, green materials, construction and demolition debris, 
industrial, and inert.  

 
 Azusa Land Reclamation Co. Landfill is located at 1211 West Gladstone Street, Azusa, CA, 

approximately 23 miles from the project site and consists of several units (active and 
closed). For purposes of the proposed project, only Unit 1 of this facility may be used for the 
disposal of asbestos, and is therefore described herein. Unit 1 has a maximum permitted 
throughput of 6,500 tons per day with a remaining capacity of 34,100,000 cubic yards (as of 
March 31, 1995), and has an estimated closure date of 2025. The waste types accepted at 
Unit 1 of this facility include asbestos, friable, inert, and tires.   

 
 Clean Harbor Buttonwillow Landfill is located at 2500 West Lokern Road, Buttonwillow, CA 

approximately 126 miles from the project site. This facility has a maximum permitted 
capacity of 10,482 tons per day with a remaining capacity of 14,293,760 cubic yards (no 
date available), and has an estimated closure date of 2040. The waste types accepted at 
this facility (classified as Class I) includes contaminated soil, industrial, other designated, 
and other hazardous. The excavated soils from the Remedial Action Areas (RAA-1 and 
RAA-2) would be disposed of at this facility, as well as any other waste considered as 
hazardous during construction, demolition, and/or remediation activities.   

 
The excavated material would be recycled whenever possible, or disposed of at an appropriate 
facility. As demonstrated above and according to the CalRecycle’s SWIS database, there is 
sufficient inert waste disposal capacity available in Los Angeles County to adequately 
accommodate the anticipated excavated material. Further, certain landfills accept wastes 
considered to be beneficial-use materials, such as soil, green waste, and asphalt. Soils are 
used as part of regular landfill operations and also are used to cap closed landfills.  Several 
landfills in the greater Los Angeles area accept excavated soil, including those that otherwise 
are restricted by ordinances from accepting municipal solid waste generated in the City. 
Therefore, impacts associated with solid waste generation and disposal during project 
construction would be short-term in nature and within the capacity available; therefore, the 
impact would be less than significant. Operation of the proposed project would not generate any 
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solid waste; therefore, no operational impact is anticipated. 
 
2. Compliance with Solid Waste Programs 
A significant impact may occur if the proposed project would generate solid waste that was in 
excess of or was not disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations. 
 
The City of Los Angeles Solid Waste Management Policy Plan (SWMPP) is the long range solid 
waste management policy plan for the City. The objective of the SWMPP is to reduce at the 
source or recycle a minimum of 50 percent of the City’s waste and calls for the disposal of the 
remaining waste in local and possibly remote landfills. The SWMPP establishes citywide 
diversion objectives, including diversion of 75 percent by 2013. While the SWMPP is the long-
range solid waste management policy plan for the City, the Source Reduction and Recycling 
Element (SRRE) is the strategic action policy plan for diverting solid waste from landfills. The 
source reduction, recycling, composting, special waste, and public education goals are defined 
by specific programmatic elements including tasks, roles, responsibilities, and an 
implementation schedule. The SRRE provides solid waste diversion objectives in accordance 
with the requirements of AB 939. It is updated annually and is based on an ongoing evaluation 
of programs and waste analysis. Guidance for, and implementation of, the solid waste diversion 
programs identified in the SRRE are administered by the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation, Solid Resources Citywide Recycling Division. The City’s 
Bureau of Sanitation presently operates other solid waste reduction and recycling programs, 
such as its Curbside Recycling Program, which was designed to promote source reduction to 
achieve the goals established by Assembly Bill 939 (AB 939) and associated City programs 
(e.g., the SRRE). 
 
As discussed above in 17(f), construction activities would generate an estimated total of 
approximately 200 tons of excavated materials, considered to be solid waste; project operation 
would not generate any solid waste. Solid waste generated onsite would be disposed of by 
permitted solid waste haulers to regulated sites that have adequate capacity and are in 
compliance with all applicable regulations related to solid waste collection and disposal. Solid 
waste impacts from construction of the proposed project would be less than significant. 
Operation of the proposed project would not generate any solid waste; therefore, no operational 
impact is anticipated. 
 

R. Mandatory Findings of Significance 
 
Based on the foregoing, it has been determined that: 
 The project does not 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. 

 The project does not 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. 

 The project does not have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the 
disadvantage of long-term environmental goals. 

 The project does not have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 
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V. MITIGATION MEASURES 
 

The following describes the mitigation measures that, if incorporated into the project, would 
reduce an effect to less than significant and briefly explains how each mitigation measure 
reduces the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from earlier analyses may 
be cross-referenced).  

Mitigation Measure BIO-1. Preventing Spread of Invasive Species 
To minimize the spread of invasive plant species into construction areas, 
construction vehicles and equipment shall be cleaned with compressed water or 
air within a designated containment area prior to accessing the work area.  
 
Mitigation Measure BIO-2. Vegetation Removal and Disposal 
During vegetation removal, invasive plants, including seeds, rhizomes, and other 
plant parts, shall be contained and disposed of in an appropriate disposal facility 
away from the work zone. 
 
Mitigation Measure BIO-3. Nesting Bird Avoidance 
Construction activities that involve tree removal or trimming would be timed as 
much as possible to occur outside the migratory bird nesting season, which 
occurs generally from March 1 through August 31 and as early as February 1 for 
raptors. If construction must occur during the nesting season, surveys for nesting 
birds would be conducted prior to construction activities, including removal of 
vegetation. Two biological surveys would be conducted, one 15 days prior and a 
second 72 hours prior to construction that would remove or disturb suitable 
nesting habitat. The surveys would be performed by a biologist with experience 
conducting breeding bird surveys. The biologist would prepare survey reports 
within 24 hours of conducting the surveys, documenting the presence or 
absence of any protected native bird in the habitat to be removed and any other 
such habitat within 300 feet of the construction work area (or within 500 feet for 
raptors). If an active nest is located, construction within 300 feet of the nest (or 
500 feet for raptor nests) would be postponed until the nest is vacated and 
juveniles have fledged (minimum of six weeks after egg-laying) and when there 
is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. 
 
Mitigation Measure BIO-4. Protected Trees 
Prior to removal or pruning of a protected tree, a tree removal permit would be 
obtained in compliance with local tree protection ordinances. The tree removal 
permit may require replanting of protected trees within the project area or at 
another location to mitigate for the removal of these trees. Replanting would be 
done at a ratio of one new tree for every one removed. Further, if construction or 
operation would entail pruning of any protected tree, the pruning would be 
performed in a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely 
affect the health of the trees. 
 
Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1A. Provide Freeboard Minimums 
If Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1B is not implemented, during construction, and 
prior to placing the support pier for the multi-modal bridge into the Los Angeles 
River (River), a new 6-inch high curb element shall be constructed for a distance 
of 130 feet along the west (right) bank upstream of the bridge site, and a new 
12-inch high curb element shall be constructed for a distance of 200 feet along 
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the east (left) bank of the River.  
 
Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1B. No Increased Flooding Risk 
If Mitigation Measure HYDRO-1A is not implemented, during construction, and 
prior to placing the support pier for the multi-modal bridge into the Los Angeles 
River, a new 12-inch curb element and a 6-inch curb element for distances of 
650 feet and then 2,650 feet, respectively, shall be constructed along the west 
(right) and east (left) banks upstream of the bridge site.  

 
Mitigation Measure NOISE-1. Nighttime Construction Noise 
During nighttime construction activities where the construction work zone falls 
within 500 feet or with a direct line of sight to residences, the contractor shall 
monitor nighttime construction noise and implement applicable measures as 
identified in the project’s Noise Monitoring and Control Plan described below. As 
applicable, the contractor or City project manager shall obtain approval for 
construction outside of the City’s Noise Ordinance from the Board of Police 
Commissioners.  
 
The contractor shall submit a Noise Monitoring and Control Plan prepared by a 
qualified acoustical professional for review and approval of the project manager 
prior to start of nighttime construction. The plan shall identify personnel 
responsible for receiving and resolving noise complaints as well as noise 
complaint reporting requirements and methods for complaint logging, 
investigation, and status tracking. The plan shall also include potential noise 
reduction measures to be implemented as needed to ensure compliance with 
the approval from the Board of Police Commissioners and to address potential 
night construction impacts. Such measures may include but not be limited to the 
following: 
 
 Maintaining construction equipment in good working condition in order to 

minimize general noise emissions. 
 Providing temporary sound wall, noise curtain, noise blanket, or other 

acoustical noise barrier of a sufficient height, length and configuration so as 
to provide substantial noise reduction and effectively block the line-of-sight 
between nearby noise-sensitive receivers and the work zone. 

 Limiting the number of construction equipment operating at one time. 
 As feasible, providing equipment with exhaust mufflers, noise shield, noise 

blanket, or other acoustical noise barrier or enclosure. 
 Configuring traffic pattern to minimize backing movement and backup alarms. 
 Using noise-producing signals, including horns, whistles, alarms, and bells for 

safety warning purposes only. 
 Minimizing idling equipment. 
 Locating material stockpiles and mobile equipment staging, parking, and 

maintenance areas as far as practicable form noise-sensitive receptors. 
 As feasible, using electrically-powered equipment instead of pneumatic or 

internal combustion powered equipment. 
 

Mitigation Measure TRAF-1. Traffic Management Plan 
A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) shall be prepared prior to the start of 
construction for review and approval by Caltrans District 7. The Traffic 
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Management Plan shall outline provisions for maintaining LOS “C” or better 
conditions on the I-5 Freeway segment between Los Feliz Boulevard and 
Colorado Boulevard. The TMP shall include measures to offset traffic congestion 
and maintain traffic flow. The preliminary TMP shall include proposed Lane 
Closure Charts and Detour Plans and will be finalized by the time final designs 
are prepared. 
 
Mitigation Measure TRAF-2. Detour Notification and Plans 
At least 30 days prior to closure of the LA River Greenway Trail and the LA River 
Bike Path, signage and detour plans for non-motorized traffic shall be developed 
and posted at the trails. The detours shall include a public awareness campaign 
to notify regular river users of the forthcoming bikeway and pedestrian path 
closures, provide temporary alternate routes around the construction closure 
areas, and provide appropriate traffic systems and signage, traffic support, and 
safety elements.  

 
VI. NAME OF PREPARER 

A. Preparers 
 

CDM Smith 
523 West 6th Street, Suite 400 
Los Angeles, CA  90015 
 
Nicole Cobleigh, Project Manager 
Lucy DeRosier, Environmental Planner 
Dorothy Meyer, Senior Technical Reviewer 
Jennifer Jones, Biological Resources  
Kate Stenberg, Biological Resources 
Alfred Navato, Water Quality 
Steven Wolosoff, Water Quality 
Asami Tanimoto, Noise 
Hank Boucher, Noise 
Gwen Pelletier, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
John Pehrson, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 
 B. Coordination 

 
City of Los Angeles: 
Department of Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering 
1149 South Broadway 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

 
Department of Recreation and Parks 

221 N. Figueroa Street, 1st Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

  
Los Angeles Department of Transportation 

100 South Main Street, 9th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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California Department of Transportation, District 7 
100 S. Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 
Los Angeles River Revitalization Corporation 

570 W. Avenue 26, Suite 475 
Los Angeles, CA 90065 

 
VII. DETERMINATION - RECOMMENDED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION  
 

A. Summary 
The proposed project will implement a project identified in the City Council-adopted long-range 
LA River Revitalization Master Plan.  The proposed project will facilitate safe, year-round LA 
River crossings by pedestrians, cyclists, and equestrians—obviating the need for a through-river 
crossing presently used by equestrians. The project’s implementation will address community 
needs that have been expressed by multiple stakeholders over the past two decades. The 
proposed project is expected to result in public safety, biological resource, recreational, and 
cultural improvements and its implementation will help the City meet the bacteria TMDL adopted 
by the LARWQCB to protect the designated beneficial uses of the receiving waters by creating 
a safe passage over the LA River thereby removing the need for the equestrian crossing via the 
riverbed itself. With implementation of mitigation measures, all impacts would be less than 
significant.   
 
B. Recommended Environmental Documentation 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

 
 
 

 Prepared By:              
  Nicole Cobleigh, Environmental Planner 
 
 
 Approved By: Gary Lee Moore, P.E. 
  City Engineer 
 
 By:                         
  James E. Doty, Environmental Affairs Officer 
  Environmental Management Division 
 

 
APPENDICES 

Appendix A: Environmental Screening Checklist 
 
Appendix B: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emission Worksheets 
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Appendix C: Geotechnical Exploration Report 
 
Appendix D: Hydraulics and Water Surface Assessments Report 
 
Appendix E: Traffic and Transportation Impact Analysis 
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