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Chapter 1  

Introduction 

The City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering (LABOE) has prepared this Notice of Preparation 

(NOP)/Initial Study (IS) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated with the 

construction and operation of the proposed Sixth Street Park, Arts, River & Connectivity 

Improvements (PARC) Project (Project), which is located in the City’s Arts District and Boyle 

Heights neighborhoods. As part of the permitting process for LABOE, the proposed Project is 

required to undergo an environmental review process pursuant to the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA). 

One of the main objectives of CEQA is to disclose the potential environmental effects of proposed 

activities to the public and decision‐makers. Under CEQA, LABOE as the Lead Agency has prepared 

an IS and determined that an environmental impact report (EIR) is needed. CEQA requires that the 

potential environmental effects of a project be evaluated prior to implementation. This IS includes 

a discussion on the proposed Project’s effects on the existing environment and identifies which 

potential impacts and environmental resource areas will be studied further and presented in the 

Draft EIR. 

Authority 

CEQA was enacted in 1970 and is codified in the California Public Resources Code (Sections 21000 

et.al.). The CEQA statute contains detailed rules governing the content of environmental documents 

and the environmental review process by State and local agencies. It also provides decision‐makers 

and the public with information regarding environmental effects of a proposed project; identifying 

means of avoiding environmental damage; and disclosing to the public the reasons behind a 

project’s approval even if it leads to environmental impacts. LABOE has determined the proposed 

Project is subject to CEQA, and no exemptions apply. 

This IS has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code §21000 et seq.) and 

the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, §15000 et seq.). 

Lead, Responsible and Trustee Agencies 

LABOE is the Lead Agency for the proposed Project, pursuant to Section 15367 of the CEQA 

Guidelines, because it has the greatest degree of discretion to approve or deny the proposed 

Project. Approvals of permits include, but are not limited to, final design of public facilities and 

construction contracts. 

In addition to the Lead Agency, several other agencies have special roles with respect to the 

proposed Project as responsible or trustee agencies. These agencies will use the EIR once it is 

prepared as the basis for their decisions to issue any approvals and/or permits that may be 

required. Permits and approvals noted in Table 1 are anticipated to be required to implement the 

proposed Project. For example, upon design and construction by BOE, the City’s Recreation and 
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Parks Department is anticipated to operate and maintain the PARC Project on the east side of the 

River. In addition, the City’s Bureau of Sanitation (LA Sanitation) may be responsible for the 

maintenance and operation for some of the stormwater management infrastructure for the 

proposed Project. 

Scope of the Initial Study 

This IS evaluates the proposed Project’s effects on the following resource areas: 

 Aesthetics  Agriculture & Forestry Resources

 Air Quality  Biological Resources

 Cultural Resources  Geology/Soils

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous Materials

 Hydrology & Water Quality  Land Use & Planning

 Mineral Resources  Noise

 Population & Housing  Public Services

 Recreation  Transportation & Traffic

 Utilities & Service Systems  Mandatory Findings of Significance

Impact Terminology 

The following terminology is used to describe each impact’s level of significance: 

Potentially Significant Impact. This category is only applicable if there is 

substantial evidence that an effect may be significant, and no feasible mitigation 

measures can be identified to reduce impacts to a less than significant level. 

Less than Significant After Mitigation Incorporated. This category applies where 

the incorporation of mitigation measures would reduce an effect from a “Potentially 

Significant Impact” to a “Less than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must 

describe the mitigation measure(s), and briefly explain how it would reduce the 

effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from earlier analyses may 

be cross‐referenced). 

Less than Significant Impact. This category is identified when a proposed project 

would result in impacts below the threshold of significance, and no mitigation 

measures are required. 

No Impact. This category applies when a proposed project would not create an 

impact in the specific environmental issue area. “No Impact” answers do not 

require a detailed explanation if they are adequately supported by the information 

sources cited by the lead agency, which show that the impact does not apply to the 

specific project (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” 
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answer should be explained where it is based on project‐specific factors as well as 

general standards (e.g., a proposed project would not expose sensitive receptors to 

pollutants, based on a project‐specific screening analysis). 

LABOE and other public agencies have identified applicable “thresholds  of 

significance” for certain types of environmental impacts, such as traffic, noise, and 

air quality impacts. Thresholds of significance for the proposed project are based 

on the City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (2006), and are identified in this IS 

where applicable. 

Document Format 

This IS contains seven sections: 

Chapter 1. Introduction. This section provides an overview of the proposed 

Project and the CEQA environmental documentation process. 

Chapter 2. Project Description. This section provides a detailed description of the 

proposed Project objectives and components. 

Chapter 3. Initial Study Environmental Checklist. This section presents the 

CEQA checklist for all impact areas and mandatory findings of significance. 

Chapter 4. Impacts and Mitigation Measures. This section provides a detailed 

description of the proposed Project impacts and mitigation measures.  

Chapter 5. References. This section provides a list of reference materials used 

during the preparation of the IS. 

Chapter 6. Preparers and Contributors. This section provides a list of key 

personnel involved in the preparation of the IS. 

Chapter 7. Acronyms and Abbreviations. This section provides a list of acronyms 

and abbreviations used throughout the IS. 
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CEQA Process & Availability of the Initial Study 

The CEQA process is initiated when the Lead Agency identifies a proposed project. The Lead Agency 

then normally prepares an IS to identify the preliminary environmental impacts of the proposed project. 

The IS for the PARC Project determined that the proposed Project could have significant environmental 

impacts that would require further study and the need to implement mitigation measures. Therefore the 

Lead Agency has decided to prepare an EIR. A Notice of Preparation (NOP) is prepared to notify public 

agencies and the general public that the Lead Agency is starting the preparation of an EIR for the 

proposed Project. The NOP and IS are circulated for a 30‐day review and comment period. During this 

review period, the Lead Agency requests comments from agencies, interested parties, stakeholders, and 

the general public on the scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the Draft 

EIR. 

After the close of the 30‐day review and comment period, the lead agency continues the preparation of 

the Draft EIR and associated technical studies (if any). Once the Draft EIR is complete, a Notice of 

Availability (NOA) is prepared to inform agencies and the general public of the document and the 

locations where the document can be reviewed. The Draft EIR and NOA are circulated for a 45‐day 

review and comment period to provide agencies and the general public an opportunity to review and 

comment on the adequacy of the analysis and the findings regarding potential environmental impacts of 

the proposed Project. 

After the close of the 45‐day review and comment period, responses to all comments received on the 

Draft EIR are prepared. The Lead Agency prepares a Final EIR, which incorporates the Draft EIR or a 

revision to the Draft EIR, Draft EIR comments and list of commenters, and a response to comments 

discussion. In addition, the Lead Agency must prepare the findings of fact for each significant effect 

identified, a statement of overriding considerations if there are significant impacts that cannot be 

mitigated, and a mitigation monitoring and reporting program to ensure that all proposed mitigation 

measures are implemented. 
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The Board of Public Works will consider the Final EIR and make a recommendation to the Los Angeles 

City Council, as the governing body of the City of Los Angeles, regarding certification of the Final EIR and 

approval of the proposed Project. The City Council may certify and approve the Final EIR or may choose 

to not approve the proposed Project. 

During the environmental review and project approval process, individuals, public agencies, and 

organizations may address the Board of Public Works and City Council regarding the proposed Project. 

Public notification of agenda items for the Board of Public Works is available here: 

http://bpw.lacity.org/Agendas.html 

City Council agenda items are posted 72 hours prior to the public meeting. The City Council agenda can 

be obtained by visiting the City Council: 

City Hall 

200 North Spring Street 

John Ferraro Council Chamber, Room 340 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Alternatively, agendas can also be accessed via the internet at the following location: 

http://lacity.org/city‐government/elected‐official‐offices/city‐council/council‐calendar 

Within five days of project approval, the LABOE will file a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the 

County Clerk. The NOD will be posted by the County Clerk within 24 hours of receipt. This begins a 

30‐day statute of limitations on legal challenges to the CEQA approval by the Lead Agency. The 

ability to challenge the approval in court may be limited to those persons who objected to the 

approval of the proposed Project and to issues that were presented to the Lead Agency by any 

person in writing during the public review and comment periods regarding the EIR. 

Availability of the Initial Study 

In accordance with the CEQA statutes and Guidelines, the IS is being circulated for a minimum of 30 

days for public review and comment. The public review period for this IS will begin on April 13, 

2017 and will conclude on May 15, 2017. The IS or a notice where the IS can be downloaded online 

or reviewed has been distributed to public agencies, organizations, neighbors, and other interested 

parties for review and comment. The IS is available for public review at the following locations: 

 Central Library, 630 W 5th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90071

 Little Tokyo Library, 203 S. Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

 Robert L Stevenson Library, 803 Spence Street, Los Angeles, CA 90023

 Benjamin Franklin Library, 2200 E. 1st Street, Los Angeles, CA 90033

 BH Technology Center: 1600 E. 4th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90033

 Boyle Heights City Hall: 2130 E. 1st Street Suite 241, Los Angeles, CA 90033

http://bpw.lacity.org/Agendas.html
http://bpw.lacity.org/Agendas.html
http://lacity.org/city
http://lacity.org/city
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In addition, the IS is available online at: 

http://eng.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/sixthstreet_parks_arts.htm 

Approximately 5,000 notices were sent to community residents, stakeholders, and local agencies 

about the availability of the IS and the opportunity to attend a public meeting to learn more about 

the proposed Project and provide comments on the IS. 

Scoping Meeting 

A public scoping meeting will be held to obtain input on the IS and the scope and contents of the 

EIR: 

May 3, 2017, 6:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

Puente Learning Center 

501 S. Boyle Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90033 

During the scoping period, the public has the opportunity to provide written comments on the 

information contained within this IS or provide comments at a public meeting. Comments on the IS 

and responses to comments will be included in the record and considered by LABOE during 

preparation of the EIR. 

In reviewing the IS, responsible and trustee agencies and interested members of the public should 

focus on the sufficiency of the document in identifying and analyzing potential project impacts on 

the environment, and ways in which the potential significant effects of the proposed Project could 

be avoided or mitigated. Comments on the IS should be submitted in writing by May 15, 2017. 

Please submit written comments to: 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II 

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015 

Written comments may also be sent via email to jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org. Comments sent via 

email should include the project title (Sixth Street PARC) in the subject line and a valid mailing 

address in the email. 

If you have any questions regarding the environmental review process for the proposed Sixth 

Street PARC Project, please contact: 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II 

Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering 

213.485.5761 

Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org 

http://eng.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/sixthstreet_parks_arts.htm
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
mailto:Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org
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Chapter 2  

Project Description 

Introduction 

The Sixth Street Viaduct Division of the City of Los Angeles (City) Department of Public Works 

(DPW), Bureau of Engineering (BOE), is proposing the construction of the Sixth Street Park, Arts, 

River & Connectivity Improvements (PARC) Project. The Sixth Street PARC Project includes the 

creation of public recreational space on approximately 12 acres in areas underneath and adjacent 

to the Sixth Street Viaduct (Viaduct) in the city of Los Angeles. For the environmental review 

process, the City’s BOE is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the United States Army Corps of 

Engineers (USACE) will share responsibilities as the Lead Agency under the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  

Project Location and Setting 

The proposed Project is located under and adjacent to the Sixth Street Viaduct (Viaduct) between 

Mateo Street to the west and the United States Highway 101 (U.S. 101) to the east in the city of Los 

Angeles (Project Area). See Figure 1, Project Location Map. The proposed Project will span from 

the Downtown LA Arts District over the Los Angeles River (River) to Boyle Heights. The Project 

Area is located in Council District 14 at the boundary of the City of Los Angeles’ Central City North 

and Boyle Heights Community Plan areas. 

The Project Area is located within a fully developed, mixed-use urban setting adjacent to the River. 

Land uses along the north and south sides of the Viaduct are predominately industrial and 

commercial. The nearest residence borders the northeastern edge of the Project Area at the 

intersection of South Clarence Street and Inez Street, and the eastern edge of the Project Area at 

the intersection of Boyle Avenue and Whittier Boulevard.  

Railroad corridors exist in the Project Area along the east and west banks of the River. On the west 

bank of the River, the two tracks closest to the river are owned by the Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority (MTA) and used by the Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) to operate 

Metrolink trains. The five tracks west of the MTA tracks are owned by Burlington Northern Santa 

Fe (BNSF), and the rest of the tracks are owned by MTA and used for the Metro Red Line. Amtrak 

and BNSF also operate trains on MTA’s two tracks on the west bank. On the east bank, the two 

tracks closest to the River are owned by MTA, and the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) owns the rest 

of the tracks. UPRR also operates trains on MTA’s tracks on the east side of the River.  

A pedestrian and maintenance tunnel, owned by the City of Los Angeles, is located under the 

Viaduct on the west side of the River and provides access to the River from Santa Fe Avenue. The 

River is currently contained within a trapezoidal concrete-lined channel and serves as a flood 

control channel that receives stormwater runoff from the surrounding watershed. The River 

discharges to an estuary in Queensway Bay in the Long Beach Harbor. 
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Service Layer Credits:  Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar
Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS
User CommunitySource: GPA 2017; ESRI 2017.

FIGURE 1. PROJECT LOCATION
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Project Objectives 

The objectives of the Sixth Street PARC Project are to: 

 Serve the open space and recreational needs of surrounding communities;

 Connect and improve neighborhoods;

 Incorporate sustainable design consistent with the City’s plans and goals;

 Encourage active modes of transportation and public transit;

 Promote beneficial stormwater capture; and

 Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle access to the River.

The most extensive potential project scope and associated impacts are being presented in this 

NOP/IS; however, the City will only construct project elements that are within available funding. 

Project components that are projected to be funded locally could be funded through state or 

federal grants if funding is secured. 

The proposed Project will conform to the Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan, the City of 

Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035, the One Water LA Plan, and other local and adopted plans as 

applicable. Consistent with the project objectives, the proposed Project will endeavor to adhere to 

the following guidelines and design goals:  

 Active and passive recreation that serves the needs of the community, particularly Boyle Heights

and the Arts District.

 Connections to improvements within the neighborhoods in proximity to the Sixth Street Viaduct

open spaces.

 Advanced design in keeping with the City’s sustainability, low impact development (L.I.D.),

green building, and Envision goals, which would include sensitivity to supporting all modes of

traversing under the Viaduct.

 Promotion of multi-modal active transportation components, including linking to existing and

future bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

 Environmentally-friendly design that promotes beneficial stormwater capture throughout the

site.

Project Background 

The proposed Project is located underneath and adjacent to the Sixth Street Viaduct Replacement 

Project (Viaduct Replacement Project). The City has completed the design to replace the Viaduct, 

and the Viaduct has been demolished. Construction of the new Viaduct has begun and it is 

anticipated to be substantially complete in 2020. As part of the environmental review process for 

the Viaduct Replacement Project, a joint Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 

Statement (EIR/EIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation was completed by the City and Caltrans. As Lead 

Agency under CEQA, the City Council approved the EIR on November 18, 2011; as the Lead Agency 
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under the NEPA, Caltrans approved the Record of Decision (ROD) for the EIS on December 21, 

2011. 

Subsequently, the Sixth Street Viaduct Seismic Improvement (Replacement) Project EIR/EIS has 

been revalidated and amended several times to accommodate minor changes in scope, setting, 

effects, mitigation measures, and requirements. Among the additional environmental 

documentation, in February 2016, a NEPA Environmental Reevaluation/CEQA Addendum was 

prepared for the viaduct replacement, new bridge design and other new viaduct features in 

concept including:  

 Bike/pedestrian ramps and stairs on both sides of the bridge deck to the area below the viaduct

to allow for maximum bike/pedestrian connectivity;

 Designated open space on both sides of the River to promote community cohesion;

 Soccer field and other recreational and pedestrian amenities, such as community gathering and

public performance space, on the east side of the River;

 Modification of the River access way to provide connectivity to the planned River downtown

corridor bike path; and

 Stairs to provide access from the ground below to the bridge deck on both sides of the River.

This scope was incorporated into the Sixth Street Viaduct Seismic Improvement (Replacement) 

Project EIR/EIS through NEPA re-validation (March 2016)/CEQA concurrence (April 2016).  

Community Engagement 

Planning efforts to engage local communities and stakeholders in the proposed Project design began in 

January 2017. These efforts include: 

 Site tours: Guided community site tours of the proposed Project area were conducted on

January 7, 2017 with community leaders.

 Small focus group meetings: Small focus group meetings were held with community leaders

and youth on January 10, 2017; January 12, 2017; and March 8, 2017 to discuss potential park

features and uses.

 Large community meetings: Community meetings were held on February 7 and 8, 2017 and

March 28 and 30, 2017 with a combined attendance of more than 300 people to discuss

potential park features and uses, and the evolving park design process.

 Small group meetings: Additional small group meetings, and focus groups, and presentations

to community stakeholders groups throughout the project area have also occurred.

 Community survey: Online and paper surveys were conducted to better understand the

potential park user needs and obtain public input on desired park uses and amenities. Over

1,000 people responded and a summary of the results will be posted at

http://www.sixthstreetviaduct.org/.

The project design team will continue to engage the community throughout the design process. Updates 

http://www.sixthstreetviaduct.org/
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on upcoming meetings can be found at http://www.sixthstreetviaduct.org. 

Proposed Project Elements 

The proposed Project generally includes components noted in the Los Angeles River Revitalization 

Master Plan. The proposed Project may include the following elements and activities (see Figure 2 

through Figure 7 for three proposed conceptual designs):  

 One or more office/community/concession building(s);

 Landscaping/planting, irrigation systems, and open space;

 Performance area(s), public gathering/assembly areas, and public art;

 Recreational courts and fields, which could include synthetic soccer field(s) and field lighting;

basketball or other sports court(s); soccer warm-up and stretching zones and a skate park;

 Playground area and equipment; stationary exercise equipment;

 Water features such as splash pads;

 Dog park and related amenities;

 Typical park site furnishings and amenities, which could include benches, tables, bike racks,

bicycle rentals, kiosks, drinking fountains, safety bollards, lighting and signage, fencing,

restrooms, and equipment and maintenance storage unit(s);

 Pedestrian paths, bicycle paths and connections, internal park roadways and service roads, and

related lighting and parking areas/spaces; street lighting;

 Rehabilitation of the existing pedestrian/vehicular tunnel on the west side of the River;

 Utility connections (electrical and plumbing); Utility relocations and undergrounding in some

areas may be required;

 Retaining walls; stormwater infrastructure improvements;

 Terracing with vegetation planters and construction of a bikeway may occur within the River

channel bank adjacent to the proposed Arts Plaza, extending from Fourth Street to Seventh

Street with connections to the bridge structures; terracing may also occur on the opposite

River bank, or at street level within the project boundaries;

 Connectivity improvements, which may include, but are not limited to, the use of colored

concrete pavement to delineate limits of park areas; parking on adjacent streets; and

pedestrian activated cross walks on Santa Fe Avenue, Mission Road, Jesse Street, South

Anderson Street, and South Clarence Street;

 Site soil would be compliant with residential soil standards and/or standards that support park

use. Soil remediation activities during construction may be required;

 Demolition activities may include demolition of existing urban infrastructure, such as buildings,

pavement, and roadways; and

http://www.sixthstreetviaduct.org/
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 Right-of-way (ROW) acquisition and relocation, as well as temporary construction easements

(TCE). The majority of the property requirements for the proposed Project have been secured

by the Viaduct Replacement Project.



Service Layer Credits:

FIGURE 2. DESIGN CONCEPT 1
Sixth Street PARC Project
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FIGURE 3. DESIGN CONCEPT 1 APPROACH
Sixth Street PARC Project

Source: City of Los Angeles BOE, City of Los Angeles Rec & Parks, Tetra Tech, Hargreaves Associates, and Michael Maltzan Architects, 2017.
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FIGURE 4. DESIGN CONCEPT 2
Sixth Street PARC Project



Service Layer Credits:

FIGURE 5. DESIGN CONCEPT 2 APPROACH
Sixth Street PARC Project

Source: City of Los Angeles BOE, City of Los Angeles Rec & Parks, Tetra Tech, Hargreaves Associates, and Michael Maltzan Architects, 2017.
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FIGURE 6. DESIGN CONCEPT 3
Sixth Street PARC Project



Service Layer Credits:

FIGURE 7. DESIGN CONCEPT 3 APPROACH
Sixth Street PARC Project

Source: City of Los Angeles BOE, City of Los Angeles Rec & Parks, Tetra Tech, Hargreaves Associates, and Michael Maltzan Architects, 2017.
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The Viaduct crosses several railroad tracks on both sides of the River. The Viaduct Replacement Project 

and the proposed Project will include selective demolition and modification to portions of the existing 

pedestrian tunnel on the west side of the River that crosses under the railway tracks. The proposed 

Project will include improvements to the tunnel, including painting and lighting. Please see Figure 8 and 

Figure 9 for conceptual designs related to the pedestrian/vehicular tunnel and River bikeway 

connections. Figure 10 presents two design options regarding potential elevations of the bikeway and 

terracing within the River channel. 



Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering Chapter 2. Project Description 

Sixth Street PARC Project April 2017 

Initial Study 2-22 

This page intentionally left blank. 



Source: City of Los Angeles BOE, City of Los Angeles Rec & Parks, Tetra Tech, Hargreaves Associates, and Michael Maltzan Architects, 2017.

FIGURE 8. PROPOSED TUNNEL & BIKEWAY CONNECTIONS (CONCEPTUAL)
Sixth Street PARC Project



Service Layer Credits:

FIGURE 9. RIVER GATEWAY - PROPOSED SLOPED TUNNEL (CONCEPTUAL)
Sixth Street PARC Project

Source: City of Los Angeles BOE, City of Los Angeles Rec & Parks, Tetra Tech, Hargreaves Associates, and Michael Maltzan Architects, 2017.



Service Layer Credits:

Source: City of Los Angeles BOE, City of Los Angeles Rec & Parks, Tetra Tech, Hargreaves Associates, and Michael Maltzan Architects, 2017.

FIGURE 10. PROPOSED L.A. RIVER BIKEWAY & TERRACING (CONCEPTUAL)Sixth Street PARC Project
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Responsible Agencies and Project Approvals 

The following permits and approvals would likely be required to construct the proposed Project: 

Table 1: Responsible Agencies and Anticipated Permits and Approvals  

Responsible Agency Anticipated Permits, Approvals, and Related Issues 

Federal 

United States Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) 

Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 Permit (potentially a 
Nationwide Permit would be required) 

Rivers and Harbors Act Section 408 Permit  

National Environmental Quality Act (NEPA) approval 

Federal Railroad Administration Any applicable permits 

Federal Transit Administration Any applicable permits 

State 

Department of Toxic Substances Control Any applicable permits 

California Department of Fish & Wildlife Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement 

California State Historic Preservation Office Section 106 consultation and agreement document to 
resolve any potential adverse effects to historic resources, 
which may include the Los Angeles River, Fourth Street 
Bridge and Seventh Street Bridge 

California Department of Transportation NEPA approval, encroachment permit, and any additional 
applicable permits, funding approvals 

Regional 

Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB) 

CWA Section 401 Water Quality Certification  

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Permit 

LA County Metropolitan Transit Authority 
(Metro) 

Any applicable permits, coordination related to public transit 
and bikeways, and adjacent facilities 

LA County Fire Department Review and advise on site remediation plans 

South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) 

Any applicable permits 

Local 

City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks 
Department 

Responsible for operation and maintenance of portions of 
the park  

City of Los Angeles Planning Department Potential changes to land use designations or zoning, as well 
as street designations 

Any applicable permits 

LA Sanitation L.I.D. Compliance, system design coordination (if applicable), 
system design approval (if applicable), and maintenance of a 
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portion of stormwater infrastructure (if applicable) 

City of Los Angeles Fire Department Any applicable permits, coordination related to emergency 
access 

City of Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT) 

Traffic management plans 

City of Los Angeles Bureau of Street Lighting Street lighting design and approval 

City of Los Angeles Board of Public Works Recommendations regarding Project approval and EIR 
certification 

Los Angeles City Council Project approval and certification of EIR 

City of Los Angeles Department of Building 
and Safety  

Any applicable permits 

City of Los Angeles Cultural Affairs 
Department 

Any applicable permits and coordination related to public art 

All railroad agencies owning and operating 
railroad tracks along both sides of the River 

Railroad Maintenance Agreement for work within railroad 
ROW 

Related Projects 

Other federally-funded projects in proximity to the proposed Project have components which include 

intersection improvements for bicycles and pedestrians, landscaping features, and bicycle lanes in the 

proposed Project Area. Three separate but related projects that are associated with the proposed Project 

include Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects that are federally funded but administered 

through the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro). ATP-1 (currently in 

design), ATP-2 (design to start Summer 2017), and ATP-3 (to be approved by the California 

Transportation Commission (CTC) in Spring 2017) include improvements to the safety and accessibility 

of bicycle and/or pedestrian facilities in the project vicinity.  

Another partially federally-funded project in proximity to the proposed Project includes possible 

installation of a water retention/infiltration storm water infrastructure system Best Management 

Practices (BMPs) (e.g. Water Silos) at the Jesse/Mission Roundabout intersection. This BMP could be 

designed to take runoff from the bridge deck, Hollenbeck Park (rainwater overflow), and east park areas 

(east of Mission Road) and redirect it to the pipe and storm drain system on Jesse Street, provided 

proper piping/value systems are redirected and constructed along Jesse Street. The captured water 

could be made available to portions of the proposed Sixth Street PARC Project Area for irrigation and 

other potential non-potable uses.
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Chapter 3  

Initial Study Environmental Checklist 

1. Project Title: Sixth Street Viaduct Park, Arts, River & 
Connectivity Improvements (PARC) Project 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite. 600 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
Environmental Supervisor II  
Bureau of Engineering, Environmental 
Management Group 
213.485.5761, Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org 

4. Project Location: Beneath and around the Sixth Street Viaduct 
between Mateo Street to the west and the United 
States Highway 101 to the east in the City of Los 
Angeles. 

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: City of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering, Sixth Street Viaduct 
Division 
585 S. Santa Fe Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 
Julie Allen, PE 
PR Civil Engineer/Program Manager 
213.694.4270, julie.allen@lacity.org 

6. General Plan Land Use Designation: Heavy Industrial, Open Space, and Public 
Facilities, Light Industrial, and Highway 
Oriented Commercial 

7. Zoning: M3, OS, PF, MR2, C1, and RIO 

8. Description of Project:

The proposed Project generally includes components noted in the Los Angeles (LA) River 
Revitalization Master Plan. Improvements may include the following: landscaping/planting; 
irrigation; open spaces; public art; tunnel rehabilitation; a performance area; public 
gathering/assembly areas; synthetic soccer field(s) and field lighting; basketball or other sports 
court(s); some perimeter and some field fencing; bicycle path connections; parking spaces; 
roadway lighting; pedestrian and bicycle path lighting; skateboard park; storm water 
improvements; utility connections (electrical and plumbing); office/concession/community 
building(s); dog park and related amenities; playground; safety bollards; equipment and 
maintenance storage unit; drinking fountains; signage; soccer warm-up and stretching zones; 
stationary exercise equipment; typical park site furnishings (i.e. benches, tables, bike racks, kiosks, 
etc.); restrooms; and retaining walls. Terracing may occur on the River channel bank adjacent to 

mailto:Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org
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the proposed Arts Plaza and/or on the opposite River bank. 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The project area is located within a fully developed, mixed-use urban setting surrounding a portion 
of the Los Angeles River. The project is located at the boundary of the City of Los Angeles General 
Plan‘s Central City North and Boyle Heights Community Planning areas. Land uses along the north 
and south sides of the viaduct are predominantly industrial and commercial. Railroad corridors 
exist along the east and west banks of the River. 

10. Potential Responsible and Trustee Agencies who may need to review, approve or permit
the proposed Project:

US Army Corps of Engineers, Federal Railroad Administration, Federal Transit Administration, 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control, California Department of Fish & Wildlife, 
California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los 
Angeles County Metro, Los Angeles County Flood Control, Los Angeles County Fire Department, 
City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, City of Los Angeles Cultural Affairs 
Department, Los Angeles Department of City Planning, City of Los Angeles Department of Public 
Works, and City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks. 

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 

The environmental factors checked below would potentially be affected by this project (i.e., the project 

would involve at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact"), as indicated by the checklist 

on the following pages. 

 Aesthetics  Agricultural and Forestry  Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology/Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 

 Hydrology/Water Quality 

 Land Use/Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population/Housing  Public Services  Recreation 

 Transportation/Traffic  Utilities/Service Systems 
 Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

Determination 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 

environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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 to the project have been made by or agreed to by the project 



Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering Chapter 3. Initial Study Environmental Checklist 

Sixth Street PARC Project  April 2017 

Initial Study 3-3 

proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the 

environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

I find that the proposed project MAY have an impact on the environment that 

is potentially significant" or potentially significant unless mitigated" but at 

least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 

pursuant to applicable legal standards and (2) has been addressed by 

mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis, as described on attached 

sheets. 

An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only 

the effects that remain to be addressed. 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on 

the environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been 

analyzed adequately in an earlier ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT or 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have 

been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 

mitigation measures that are imposed upon the project, nothing further is 

required. 

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are

adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses

following each question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced

information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one

involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should

be explained if it is based on project‐specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the

project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project‐specific

screening analysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including offsite as well as

onsite, cumulative as well as project‐level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as

well as operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the

checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than

significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is

appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are

one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.

4. “Negative Declaration: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies when
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the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from a “Potentially 

Significant Impact” to a “Less‐than‐Significant Impact”. The lead agency must describe the 

mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less‐than‐

significant level. (Mitigation measures from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses”, may be cross‐

referenced.) 

5. Earlier analyses may be used if, pursuant to tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process,

an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration [Section

15063(c)(3)(D)]. In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

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

review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist

were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant

to applicable legal standards and state whether such effects were addressed by

mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation

Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or refined

from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site‐specific

conditions for the project.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information

sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a

previously prepared or outside document should, when appropriate, include a reference to

the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used

or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,

lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant

to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected.

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:

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

b. the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to a less‐than‐

significant level.
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Chapter 4  

Environmental Checklist 

I. Aesthetics 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

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

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

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

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less than Significant Impact. A scenic vista is a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly 

valued landscape for the benefit of the general public. The project area is predominately industrial and 

currently lacks vegetation and open space. However, the project area is located under the Sixth Street 

Viaduct, which is scheduled for completion in 2020, and is designed to be a scenic landmark in the city of 

Los Angeles (Los Angeles). Therefore, views to and from the viaduct and surrounding areas would be 

considered a scenic vista.  

The proposed Project is being designed to complement and improve this scenic vista by providing 

improvements that may include, but are not limited to, landscaping, open spaces, public art, 

performance and gathering areas, and recreation facilities. In addition, the proposed Project is being 

designed so that it is consistent with and/or complimentary to the design of the Sixth Street Viaduct. The 

Sixth Street Viaduct Replacement Project includes circular and linear pedestrian and bicycle access 

ramps that create viewpoint opportunities from which to enjoy views. While impacts on the scenic vista 

are expected to be less than significant, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR.  

During construction of the proposed Project, vehicles, equipment, and materials in the staging area may 

temporarily block views of scenic vistas to and from the Sixth Street Viaduct. However, these impacts 

would be short-term and temporary in duration, and impacts are not expected to be substantial because 

views would be restored and improved following construction. 
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b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,

rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. There are no state scenic highways in the project area. The Transportation Element of the 

City of Los Angeles General Plan designates scenic highways in Los Angeles. Theses highways are 

designated as part of an effort to preserve and protect scenic highway corridors from change that would 

diminish the aesthetic value of lands adjacent to highways. The project area does not include a city-

designated scenic highway (City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, 1998).  

The proposed Project is located in an industrial and commercial area with predominantly paved and 

developed surfaces. Native vegetation and landscaping are largely absent from the project area, and the 

topography of the project area is relatively flat. Though the project area may contain historic buildings, 

the historic buildings would not be located within a city-designated scenic highway. The removal of 

historic buildings to construct the Sixth Street Viaduct was addressed in the Sixth Street Viaduct 

Replacement Project EIR/EIS (California Department of Transportation and City of Los Angeles, 2011). 

Construction of the proposed Project is not expected to result in impacts on state or city-designated 

scenic highways. Therefore, there would be no impacts on scenic resources within a state or city-

designated scenic highway, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and

its surroundings? 

Less than Significant Impact. The project area is located in a highly developed urban environment. The 

existing visual character is of a heavily industrialized area, contributing to low visual quality. The 

proposed PARC would be constructed in an area that is primarily zoned for industrial and commercial 

uses and is expected to aesthetically improve the Project Area.  

The proposed Project could result in the removal or modification of existing urban features that are 

consistent with the current aesthetics of the surrounding area, which may include historic structures. 

Therefore, the proposed Project would change the existing visual character and quality of the site and its 

surroundings. Because the proposed Project has the potential to change existing aesthetic features, 

including historic structures, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

During construction, vehicles, equipment, and materials may be staged adjacent to the project area, and 

may temporarily degrade visual character and quality. Construction impacts would be short-term and 

temporary in duration, and would not be expected to be substantial because the visual character and 

quality would be restored and improved following construction.  

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect

day or nighttime views in the area?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project is located in an urban area with industrial and 

commercial properties that produce nighttime light and glare. In addition, the Sixth Street Viaduct 

includes street lights and accent lighting. The proposed Project would create new light sources, which 

may include field lighting (for soccer field(s) and other sports court(s)), roadway lighting, lighting for 

pedestrian paths and bike paths, and feature lighting. In addition, events occurring within the proposed 

Project area, such as outdoor movies, performances, and other public gatherings could create or require 

additional outdoor light.   
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Though the project area is predominately industrial, there are commercial and residential land uses 

near the project area that could be sensitive to nighttime light. Lighting from the proposed Project could 

spill off the project area and affect these sensitive areas. Therefore, the proposed Project could generate 

a level of artificial light and glare that would increase ambient nighttime illumination levels and affect 

nighttime views in the area. 

Some construction activities may require lighting. During construction, vehicles, equipment, and 

materials may be staged adjacent to the project area, and may temporarily result in additional glare. 

Construction impacts would be short-term and temporary in duration, and would not be expected to be 

substantial because the levels of light and glare would be restored to existing conditions following 

construction. Because the proposed Project is expected to generate additional light and glare, impacts 

related to light or glare would be potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the 

EIR. 
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II. Agricultural and Forestry Resources

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

In determining whether impacts on agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, 
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model 
(1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in 
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts on forest 
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to 
information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the 
state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest 
Legacy Assessment Project, and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in the Forest 
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project: 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non‐ agricultural
use?

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

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

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

e. Involve other changes in the existing environment
that, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland to non‐agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non‐forest use?

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping

and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non‐agricultural use?

No Impact. The proposed Project is located in an urban area surrounded by industrial and commercial 

properties. There are no existing agricultural uses in or near the project area (California Department of 

Conservation, 2016). Therefore, there would be no impacts on Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
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Farmland of Statewide Importance. This topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act

contract? 

No Impact. The project area includes the following land use designations: heavy industrial (zoned M3), 

open space (zoned OS) within the River channel, public facilities (zoned PF), light industrial (zoned 

MR2), and highway oriented commercial (zoned C1). There are several roadways within and 

surrounding the project area. The project area is not zoned for agricultural use, and the site is not under 

the Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, there would be no impacts on agricultural uses or land under a 

Williamson Act Contract. This topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public

Resources Code section 12220(g)) or timberland (as defined in Public Resources Code Section

4526) or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section

51104[g])?

No Impact. As discussed in response II b) above, the project area is not zoned as forest land or 

timberland. Therefore, there would be no impacts on forest land or timberland, and this topic will not be 

discussed further in the EIR. 

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐forest

use?  

No Impact. The project area does not contain forest land. Therefore, there would be no impacts on 

forest land, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their

location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland, to non‐agricultural use or

conversion of forest land to non‐forest use?

No Impact. The project area is developed with industrial and commercial land uses. There are no 

agricultural uses in the project area and surrounding area. Therefore, there would be no impacts that 

would result in the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use. This topic will not be discussed 

further in the EIR. 
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III. Air Quality

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

When available, the significance criteria established by 
the applicable air quality management or air pollution 
control district may be relied upon to make the 
following determinations. Would the project: 

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

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

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

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations?

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA) requires the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) to establish National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for criteria 

pollutants, which are ozone (O3), particulate matter (PM10), fine particulate matter (PM2.5), carbon 

monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and lead. Under the California Clean Air Act 

(CCAA), the California Air Resources Board (CARB) requires that each local air district prepare and 

maintain an air quality management plan to achieve compliance with California Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (CAAQS). These standards are generally more stringent and apply to more pollutants than the 

NAAQS. 

The proposed Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), under the jurisdiction of the 

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). Under the NAAQS, the SCAQMD has been 

designated as a nonattainment area for O3 (extreme nonattainment), PM2.5 (serious nonattainment), and 

lead (partial nonattainment) (South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2016). Under the CAAQS, the 

SCAQMD has been designated as a nonattainment area for O3 (extreme nonattainment), PM10, and PM2.5 

(South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2016). The SCAQMD has developed an Air Quality 
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Management Plan (AQMP) to achieve compliance with NAAQS and CAAQS air quality standards. 

Existing air pollutant sources in the Project Area include emissions from vehicles on surrounding 

roadways, including U.S. 101, rail corridors that include a total of over ten tracks on both the east and 

west side of the River, the LA County MTA Division 20 rail yard (Red Line maintenance and storage 

yard) located north of the Project Area, and industrial uses, which include stationary and mobile 

sources. During operation, the proposed Project could result in additional pollutant sources because the 

proposed Project is expected to generate greater vehicular traffic to the area (due to recreational 

facilities, sports field(s) and court(s), public events and performances, etc.).  

During construction, the principal sources of pollutant emissions would be fugitive dust and engine 

exhaust from construction equipment. Construction emissions would be short-term and intermittent; 

however, daily thresholds could be exceeded depending on the amount of construction equipment being 

used at a given time. Therefore, impacts on air quality would be potentially significant, and this topic will 

be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air quality violation?

Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in Response III a) above, applicable air quality standards 

in the project area include the NAAQS and CAAQS, and the project area is in a nonattainment area for the 

federal O3, PM2.5, and lead standards and for the state O3, PM10, and PM2.5 standards. 

As discussed in Response III a) above, existing air pollutant sources in the project area include emissions 

from vehicles on the roadways, the rail yard, and industrial uses, which include stationary and mobile 

sources. During operation, the proposed Project could result in additional pollutant sources because the 

proposed Project is expected to generate greater vehicular traffic to the area (due to recreational 

facilities, sports field(s) and court(s), public events and performances, etc.). During construction, the 

principal sources of pollutant emissions would be fugitive dust and engine exhaust from construction 

equipment. Construction emissions would be short-term and intermittent; however, daily thresholds 

could be exceeded depending on the amount of construction equipment being used at a given time. The 

proposed Project could contribute to the existing nonattainment status for the NAAQS and CAAQS. 

Therefore, impacts on air quality would be potentially significant. This topic will be discussed further in 

the EIR. 

c) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant

for which the project region is in non‐attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient

air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for

ozone precursors)?

Potentially Significant Impact. Cumulative impacts refer to two or more individual effects which, when 

considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts. For 

air quality, the cumulative impact study area is the SCAQMD air basin. As stated in Response III a) above, 

the SCAQMD project area is in a nonattainment area for the federal O3, PM2.5, and lead standards and for 

the state O3, PM10, and PM2.5 standards. Existing air pollutant sources in the SCAQMD include gasoline- 

and diesel-powered motor vehicles, such as cars, trucks, trains and boats; factories; power plants; and 

construction activities (e.g., ground disturbance that releases dust). Existing air pollutant sources in the 
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Project Area include emissions from vehicles on the roadways, the rail corridors and railyard, and 

industrial uses, which include stationary and mobile sources.  

As discussed in Response III a) above, during operation, the proposed Project could result in additional 

pollutant sources because the proposed project is expected to generate greater vehicular traffic to the 

area (also see Section XVI. Transportation/Traffic). During construction, the principal sources of 

pollutant emissions are expected to be fugitive dust and engine exhaust from construction equipment. 

Engine exhaust may include the O3 precursors, volatile organic compounds (VOC) and oxides of nitrogen 

(NOx), which can combine to form O3 in the presence of sunlight. Construction emissions would be short-

term and intermittent; however, daily thresholds could be exceeded depending on the amount of 

construction equipment being used at a given time. The proposed Project could contribute to the 

existing nonattainment status for the NAAQS and CAAQS. Therefore, the project’s contribution to criteria 

pollutant emissions in the SCAQMD, including O3 precursors, could be cumulatively considerable. 

Therefore, cumulative impacts on air quality due to criteria pollutants would be potentially significant. 

This topic will be discussed further in the EIR.  

d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors are those members of the population that are most 

sensitive to air emissions, and they can be found in areas that include residences, hospitals, elder-care 

facilities, rehabilitation centers, elementary schools, daycare centers, and parks. The Project Area is 

primarily surrounded by industrial and commercial land uses immediately adjacent to the north, south, 

and west. However, residences, schools, religious institutions, and hospitals are located east and further 

north of the Project Area, and additional residences are located to the west and south of the Project 

Area. Therefore, there are sensitive receptors in proximity to the Project Area. In addition, the proposed 

Project includes adding recreational uses, which may attract additional sensitive receptors to the Project 

Area.  

The CARB has issued general guidance that can be used for the evaluation of land use compatibility 

when proposed sensitive land uses are located near major sources of toxic air contaminants (TACs) 

(California Air Resources Board, 2005). Based on this guidance, the CARB identifies a general distance 

threshold of 500 feet from major roadways and 1,000 feet from railyards. The proposed Project Area is 

adjacent to UPRR tracks and would be adjacent to several roadways (including Mateo Street, Santa Fe 

Street, Mesquit Street, Mission Road, Anderson Street, and Clarence Street). There are also various 

industrial uses in the area. The distance thresholds for stationary sources can vary and are determined 

on a project-by-project basis. The compatibility of the proposed land use with regard to nearby sources 

of TACs, including nearby roadways, railyard, and stationary sources will be discussed further in the 

EIR. 

During operation, the proposed Project could result in additional pollutant sources because of increased 

traffic to the area. It could also attract additional sensitive receptors to the area to use proposed 

playground, recreational fields and courts, pedestrian paths and bikeways, etc.; therefore, project 

operation could expose sensitive receptors to greater pollution concentrations. This topic will be 

discussed further in the EIR. 

Construction emissions would be short-term and intermittent over approximately two years, and with 

compliance with applicable SCAQMD rules, regulations, and significance thresholds, the proposed 
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project would not likely result in the exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations created by construction activities. However, this topic will be discussed further in the 

EIR. 

e) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is located in a heavily urbanized area. Project 

construction equipment and activities, including diesel exhaust emissions, would generate odors. There 

could be situations where construction activity odors would be noticeable by persons working at or 

visiting nearby facilities, but these odors would be typical of common construction activities and would 

not be expected to be objectionable by a substantial number of people. In addition, these odors would be 

temporary and would dissipate rapidly from the source with an increase in distance. Soil remediation 

piping and excavation activities during construction could also generate odors. During operation, there 

may be the potential for odors from food concessions and maintenance activities. While impacts from 

odors during construction and operation are expected to be less than significant, this topic will be 

discussed further in the EIR. 
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IV. Biological Resources

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

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

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

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

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat
conservation plan, natural community
conservation plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in

local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and

Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Potentially Significant Impact. Vegetation within the study area includes non-native invasive species 
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growing through cracks in concrete and pavement, as well as non-native ornamental species growing in 

landscaped areas. Due to the level of disturbance and the extremely limited amount of vegetated areas, 

the biological diversity of animals within the survey area and surrounding areas is low. However, bats 

and birds are known to use bridges over the Los Angeles River for roosting and nesting.  

Preconstruction bat and nesting bird surveys were completed in May 2015 for the Sixth Street Viaduct 

Replacement Project, and two species of bats (Mexican free-tailed bat (Tadarida brasiliensis) and yuma 

myotis (Myotis yumanensis)) and five species of nesting birds (barn swallows (Hirundo rustica), cliff 

swallows (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota), American crows (Corvus brachyrhynchos), American ravens 

(Corvus corax), and rock pigeons (Columba livia)) were observed on the Sixth Street Viaduct.  

The proposed Project would include adding uses that could generate additional lighting and noise, 

which could disturb bats and birds. Therefore, impacts on special status species could be potentially 

significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive

natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the

California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. Riparian habitat refers to trees, other vegetation, and physical features normally found on 

the banks and floodplains of rivers, streams, and other bodies of fresh water. Though the Los Angeles 

River runs through the project area, the segment is vertical-walled and concrete-lined. Therefore, no 

riparian habitat is expected to be in the project area. In addition, no natural communities or vegetation 

types were observed on the site or in the immediate vicinity. Therefore, there would be no impacts on 

riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities, and this topic will not be discussed further in 

the EIR. 

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined

by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,

coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

Potentially Significant Impact. The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and United States 

Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) define wetlands regulated under Section 404 of the Clean 

Water Act (CWA) as "…areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency 

and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of 

vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions..." The Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (RWQCB) uses the same definition of wetlands under state jurisdiction; the California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) uses the United States Fish and Wildlife (USFWS) definition: “Wetlands are 

lands transitional between terrestrial and aquatic systems where the water table is usually at or near 

the surface or the land is covered by shallow water. For purposes of this classification, wetlands must 

have one or more of the following three attributes: (1) at least periodically, the land supports 

hydrophytes, (2) the substrate is predominantly undrained hydric soil; and (3) the substrate is non-soil 

and is saturated with water or covered by shallow water at some time during the growing season of 

each year."  

The segment of the River within the project area is concrete lined, and there is no vegetation within the 

river channel; therefore, there are no wetlands meeting the USACE or RWQCB definition. However, areas 
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of the River within the ordinary high water mark are considered Waters of the United States under the 

CWA, and are subject to regulation under Section 404 of the CWA. All surface and ground waters are 

considered waters of the state by RWQCB, and are subject to regulation by the RWQCB under the CWA 

and Porter-Cologne Act. Areas within the river channel between the top of bank and top of bank are 

under CDFW jurisdiction, and are subject to regulation under the California Fish and Game Code. The 

USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Mapper identifies the River channel as Riverine wetlands, and the 

active river channel within this area meets the CDFW definition of wetlands. The proposed Project 

would include modification of the River channel and banks, which may include direct removal, filling, 

and hydrological interruption. This topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife

corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. The proposed Project is located in a heavily developed area, and does not support significant 

fish and wildlife species. Construction in the Los Angeles River channel would be required to possibly 

add terracing adjacent to the proposed Arts Plaza and/or on the opposite river bank; measures would be 

taken to ensure that the flow is not impeded. Because the project area is heavily developed, the area is 

not used as a wildlife corridor. In addition, there are no native wildlife nursery sites in the project area. 

Therefore, there would be no impacts on migrating or established native resident species, or to native 

wildlife nursery sites, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological

resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. The City of Los Angeles passed Ordinance Number 177404, which requires the protection of 

all native Oak tree species (Quercus spp), California Sycamore (Platanus racemosa), California Bay 

(Umbellularia californica), and California Black Walnut (Juglans californica) (City of Los Angeles 

Department of City Planning, 2006). The City of Los Angeles also requires the maintenance and 

protection of designated Heritage trees, which are trees with historical, commemorative, or horticultural 

significance. The Project Area is heavily developed and does not contain any of the tree species listed 

above, or heritage trees. In addition, Chapter 6 (Open Space and Conservation) of the Framework 

Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan outlines the City’s efforts to preserve open space and 

conserve and manage resources (Los Angeles City Planning Department, 2001). The proposed Project 

would be consistent with the Framework Element by adding to the City’s open space network and 

recreation facilities. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with any local policies or 

ordinances protecting biological resources, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project Area is heavily developed and urbanized, and is not located in an area governed 

by a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. Therefore, there would be no 

impacts related to conservation plans, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 
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V. Cultural Resources

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

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

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

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

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical

resource as defined in California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. Historical resources could be located in the Project Area. An intensive 

pedestrian survey conducted by architectural historians during May, June, and July 2007 for the Viaduct 

Replacement Project determined that there were 145 properties within the area of potential effects 

(APE) (State of California Department of Transportation and City of Los Angeles, 2011). Recent surveys 

(Survey LA) have been conducted throughout portions of the City, including the Central City North area. 

The results of Survey LA are not yet available; however, the updated survey information will be used in 

the EIR discussion. The Sixth Street Viaduct was previously determined eligible for listing in the National 

Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and five other properties were previously evaluated for historic 

significance (State of California Department of Transportation and City of Los Angeles, 2011).  

Based on information currently available, 33 of the properties in the project APE were found to contain 

historic properties that pre-date 1957; however, none of the properties within the APE, other than the 

Sixth Street Viaduct, are eligible for listing in the NRHP (State of California Department of 

Transportation and City of Los Angeles, 2011). In addition, the proposed Project may include 

construction of bikeways and terracing within the banks of the River channel. Therefore, impacts on 

historical resources could be potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological

resource pursuant to California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Impact. An archaeological resource is any material remains of human life or 

activities that are at least 100 years of age, and that are of archaeological interest (Title 43, Part 7 of the 
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Code of Federal Regulations). Construction of the proposed Project may require ground-disturbing 

activities that could unearth archaeological resources. However, the proposed Project is located in a 

heavily developed area that has already been highly disturbed.  

A previous records search conducted for the Sixth Street Viaduct Replacement Project revealed that 13 

previously recorded archaeological resources and 54 historic architectural resources were identified 

within a 1-mile radius of the project Area of Potential Effects (APE) (State of California Department of 

Transportation and City of Los Angeles, 2011). Of the 13 archaeological resources identified within the 

1-mile search radius, only one resource (Site 19-003683), is located within the proposed project’s APE 

(State of California Department of Transportation and City of Los Angeles, 2011). Therefore, impacts on 

archaeological resources could be potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the 

EIR. 

c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or

unique geologic feature?

Potentially Significant Impact. Paleontological resources include fossils, which are the preserved 

remains or traces of animals, plants, and other organisms from prehistoric time (i.e., the period before 

written records). Fossils and traces of fossils are preserved in sedimentary rock units (formed by the 

deposition of material at the Earth’s surface); and are more likely to be preserved subsurface, where 

they have not been damaged or destroyed by previous ground disturbance or natural causes, such as 

erosion by wind or water. 

Construction of the proposed Project may require ground-disturbing activities, such as excavation, that 

could unearth paleontological resources. There have been no previously recorded paleontological sites 

in the Project Area; however paleontological sites have been found nearby in the types of formations 

that occur within the Project Area. Therefore, formations in the Project Area have a high potential for 

containing scientifically important fossil remains. Impacts on paleontological resources could be 

potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal

cemeteries? 

Less than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed Project may require ground-disturbing 

activities that could unearth human remains. However, the proposed Project is located in a heavily 

developed area that has already been highly disturbed. To minimize or avoid potential impacts, all 

construction activities would cease and the Los Angeles County Coroner would be contacted if any 

human remains are discovered, in accordance with 14 California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 

15064.5(e). If the coroner determines that the human remains are of Native American origin, the Native 

American Heritage Commission (NAHC) would be notified to determine the Most Likely Descendent 

(MLD) for the area. The MLD would make recommendations for the arrangements for the human 

remains per Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5097.98. Therefore, impacts on human remains would 

be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 
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VI. Geology and Soils

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Have Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

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

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic‐related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv. Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable or that would become unstable as a
result of the project and potentially result in an
onsite or offsite landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table
18‐1‐B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property?

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

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,

including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist‐Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other 
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substantial evidence of a known fault? 

Less than Significant Impact. According to the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

Map, there are no potentially active faults that pass through the project area (California Department of 

Conservation, 1977). The closest potentially active fault is located over five miles northeast of the 

project area. The project area is located within a seismically active region, where several active faults 

could produce substantial shaking (State of California Department of Transportation and City of Los 

Angeles, 2011). However, there are no faults within the project area, and the potential for fault rupture 

is considered low. Therefore, impacts from earthquake fault rupture would be less than significant, and 

this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR.  

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

Map, there are no potentially active faults that pass through the project area (California Department of 

Conservation, 1977). According to California Geological Survey maps showing the earthquake shaking 

potential in California, there is a medium intensity of ground shaking and damage in the project area 

from anticipated future earthquakes (California Geological Survey, 2003). Therefore, impacts from 

strong seismic ground shaking would be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed further 

in the EIR. 

iii. Seismic‐related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. Soil liquefaction occurs when a saturated or partially saturated soil substantially loses 

strength and stiffness in response to an applied stress, usually earthquake shaking or other sudden 

change in stress condition, causing it to behave like a liquid. Other types of ground failure resulting from 

seismic activities include collapsible soils, subsidence (the gradual caving in or sinking of an area of 

land), landslides, and lateral spreading (landslides that commonly form on gentle slopes and that have 

rapid fluid-like flow movement). According to the most recent seismic hazards zones map, the proposed 

Project is not located in a liquefaction zone (California Department of Conservation, 1999). Therefore, 

there would be no impacts from seismic-related ground failure, and this topic will not be discussed 

further in the EIR. 

iv. Landslides?

No Impact. Landslides are the sliding down of a mass of earth or rock from a mountain or cliff. 

According to the most recent seismic hazards zones map, the project is not located in an earthquake-

induced landslide zone (California Department of Conservation, 1999). Therefore, there would be no 

impacts from landslides, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant Impact. Erosion is the movement of rocks and soil from the Earth’s surface by 

wind, rain, or running water. Several factors influence erosion, such as the size of soil particles (larger 

particles are more prone to erosion), and vegetation cover, which prevents erosion. The proposed 

Project is located in an industrial and commercial area with predominantly paved and developed 

surfaces that would not be susceptible to erosion. During construction of the proposed Project, large 

areas that would be exposed could be susceptible to erosion. Standard BMPs would be implemented 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Soil
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shear_strength_(soil)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Stiffness
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shear_stress
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Earthquake
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during construction to ensure that erosion or the loss of topsoil would not occur, and that construction 

activities would not result in downstream impacts.  

Once the proposed Project is constructed, much of the 12 acre site will be a mix of vegetation, hardscape, 

and park amenities. Changes in elevation will occur over the site, and some slopes may be planted with 

vegetation. A retaining wall is also a potential project element. In the River, existing concrete panels 

within the channel banks may be replaced by terracing with vegetation and a bikeway. While substantial 

soil erosion is not expected to occur during operation, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become

unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on‐ or off‐site landslide, lateral

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less than Significant Impact. See Responses VI a) (iii)-(iv). 

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18‐1‐B of the Uniform

Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Potentially Significant Impact. Expansive soil is a soil that is prone to large volume changes (swelling 

and shrinking) that are directly related to changes in water content; with higher moisture levels, the 

soils will swell, and with lower moisture levels, the soils will shrink. According to Table 18-1-B of the 

California Building Code, special foundation design is required if the Expansion Index (which predicts 

the swelling potential of compacted soils) is higher than 20. Based on a 1989 United States Geological 

Survey (USGS) map, the proposed Project is located in an area where data is insufficient to indicate the 

swelling potential of the clay (U.S. Geological Survey, 1989). Therefore, impacts from expansive soils are 

potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of

wastewater?

No Impact. The proposed Project would include bathroom facilities. The proposed Project is located in a 

developed area that is supported by waste and wastewater disposal systems septic tanks would not be 

used. This topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 



Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering Chapter 4. Environmental Checklist 

Sixth Street PARC Project  April 2017 

Initial Study 4-18 

VII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

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

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may

have a significant impact on the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. Greenhouse gases (GHG) are gases that trap heat in the atmosphere. 

The transportation sector (i.e., the movement of people and goods by cars, trucks, trains, ships, 

airplanes, and other vehicles) accounts for 37 percent of total GHG emissions in California (California Air 

Resources Board, 2015). The majority of GHG from transportation are carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions 

resulting from the combustion of petroleum-based products, like gasoline, in internal combustion 

engines (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 2015). The largest sources of transportation-related 

GHG emissions include passenger cars and light-duty trucks, which account for over half of the 

emissions from the sector. 

During operation, the proposed Project could contribute to GHG emissions because the proposed 

recreational uses and events are expected to generate greater vehicular traffic to the project area.  A list 

of potential trip generators is discussed in Responses XVI a) & b). However, the proposed Project would 

promote walking and biking, and may include connections to the City’s public transportation network. 

Construction activities would require the use of construction vehicles and equipment that would emit 

GHG. Because the proposed Project would generate additional traffic, impacts from GHG emissions from 

Project operation could be potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less than Significant Impact. Assembly Bill (AB) 32, or the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 

2006, was passed to establish regulations that reduce GHG emissions in California, and to monitor and 

enforce compliance with the program. As part of AB 32, a scoping plan was created to outline the 

strategies for meeting emissions goals (California Air Resources Board, 2017). The proposed Project is 

consistent with California’s objectives to reduce GHG emissions and conforms to the strategy of the 

“creation and management of parks and other green space in urban areas, including expansion of the 
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existing urban tree canopy.” 

In addition, the 2015 Sustainable City pLAn outlines measures to reduce GHG emissions in the City, 

including stormwater capture systems and water recycling to reduce the energy intensity of the City’s 

water system. The project design would promote stormwater capture and could connect with a 

proposed water retention/infiltration system in proximity to the project area. Recirculation of captured 

stormwater or imported (potable) resources within the project area may occur for irrigation and other 

potential non-potable uses. All non-potable uses would be in compliance with the Los Angeles County 

Department of Public Health Standards. 

While the proposed Project is expected to be consistent with plans, policies, and regulations adopted for 

the purpose of reducing GHG emissions; this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 
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VIII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

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

d. Be located on a site that is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

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

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

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?
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a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant Impact. A hazardous material is any substance or material that could adversely 

affect the safety of the public, handlers, or transportation carriers. The proposed Project includes the 

creation of public space and would not involve the routine transport or disposal of hazardous materials. 

However, the proposed Project may require the use of hazardous materials during operation, such as 

paint for the sports field(s), pesticides and fertilizers for the landscaping, and other materials used for 

maintenance of the facilities.  

Project construction would require the removal of contaminated soils and the use of construction 

materials that could be hazardous, such as paints, sealants, and cement; however, the transport, use, and 

disposal of these materials would be conducted in compliance with applicable federal, state, and local 

laws pertaining to the safe handling, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials, including the 

Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), which includes requirements for hazardous 

solid waste management; the DTSC Environmental Health Standards for the Management of Hazardous 

Waste (California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5), which include standards for generators 

and transporters of hazardous waste; and the provisions of the Los Angeles Fire Department, Hazardous 

Materials Unit, which include requirements for the use and storage of hazardous materials. 

The use of hazardous materials during operation and construction of the proposed Project would be 

relatively minor. Any hazardous materials that are used for the proposed Project would be properly 

handled and contained. While impacts from the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials are 

expected to be less than significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous

materials into the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Response VIII a), operation and construction of the 

proposed Project may result in the release of pesticides and fertilizers in landscaped areas, and the use 

of paints and other materials for the park facilities. However, the use of these materials would be 

relatively minor and subject to appropriate handling and containment. Therefore, impacts from the 

release of hazardous materials into the environment would be less than significant, and this topic will 

not be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous

materials, substances, or waste within one‐quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact. The closest schools to the project area are Boyle Heights Technology Youth Center, Dolores 

Mission School, and Garden of Progress Head Start (0.3 to 0.4 mile northeast of the northern project 

limit), Bishop Mora Salesian High School (0.1 mile northeast of the eastern project limit), the Santa 

Isabel Elementary School (0.3 mile southeast of the eastern project limit), and Soto Street Elementary 

School (0.4 mile southeast of the eastern project limit). These schools are more than one-quarter mile 

from the project area. The use of hazardous materials would be relatively minor and would be similar to 

existing uses in the area surrounding the project area. Therefore, there would be no impacts on existing 

or proposed schools, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 
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d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites

compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a

significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact. Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the California 

Environmental Protection Agency to compile the Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List, also called 

the Cortese List. The following data sources were reviewed for information on hazardous materials sites 

in the project area (California Environmental Protection Agency, 2012): 

 List of Hazardous Waste and Substances sites from DTSC EnviroStor database.

 List of Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Sites by County and Fiscal Year from State

Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) GeoTracker database.

 List of solid waste disposal sites identified by SWRCB with waste constituents above hazardous

waste levels outside the waste management unit.

 List of "active" cease and desist orders (CDO) and cleanup and abatement orders (CAO) from

SWRCB.

 List of hazardous waste facilities subject to corrective action pursuant to Section 25187.5 of

the Health and Safety Code, identified by DTSC.

According to the Cortese List, there are 17 hazardous waste and substances sites in the City, and none 

are located in the Project Area. According to the EnviroStor database, the Project Area includes the site 

of a former paint manufacturing facility that is listed as a voluntary cleanup site and has been active as 

of December 7, 2012 (Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2007). The site is underlain with 

contaminated soil and groundwater, and includes metals, petroleum, polynuclear aromatic 

hydrocarbons, and volatile organics as potential contaminants. This site is also listed as an active Waste 

Discharge Requirements (WDR) site as of May 27, 2016 in the GeoTracker database (State Water 

Resources Control Board, 2015). According to the GeoTracker database, there are no active Leaking 

Underground Storage Tank (LUST) sites in the Project Area. The former paint manufacturing facility, 

located southeast of the intersection of South Santa Fe Avenue and Willow Street on the west side of the 

River, may be a potential hazard to the public and the environment. Though the former paint 

manufacturing facility is located in the Project Area, the park would not be located on the contaminated 

site. Impacts could be potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in

a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The project is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public 

airport or public use airport. Therefore, there would be no safety hazards for people residing or working 

in the project area, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard

for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, there would be 

no safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area, and this topic will not be discussed 
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further in the EIR. 

g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted

emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significant Impact. The County of Los Angeles has designated disaster routes that are used 

to bring emergency personnel, equipment, and supplies to impacted areas. The Project Area is located 

near the United States Highway 101, Interstate 5, and Interstate 10, which are designated primary 

disaster routes (Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, 2012). The Project Area is also located 

between secondary disaster routes (Washington Boulevard to the south, 4th Street to the north, 

Alameda Street to the west, and Soto Street to the east). Operation and construction of the proposed 

Project would not remove access to primary disaster routes. Alternative routes would be used to bypass 

any construction that may take place on any of the secondary disaster routes. Therefore, impacts on 

emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans would be less than significant, and this topic 

will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where

residences are intermixed with wildlands?

No Impact. The proposed Project is located in an urbanized area that is not adjacent to wildlands and 

does not include residences that are intermixed with wildlands. Therefore, the proposed Project would 

not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, and 

this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 
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IX. Hydrology and Water Quality

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge, resulting in a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre‐ 
existing nearby wells would drop to a level that
would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, in a manner that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation
onsite or offsite?

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding onsite or
offsite?

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

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g. Place housing within a 100‐year flood hazard
area, as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map?

h. Place within a 100‐year flood hazard area
structures that would impede or redirect
floodflows?
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i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Less than Significant Impact. Water quality standards are provisions approved by the U.S. EPA that 

describe the desired condition of a water body. These standards define the designated uses of the water 

body (e.g., recreation, public drinking water supply), and establish criteria to protect designated uses 

(e.g., maximum pollutant concentration levels permitted in a water body), antidegradation requirements 

to protect existing uses and high quality waters, and general policies to address implementation issues 

(U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 2015). 

Waste discharge requirements are issued by the SWRCB to regulate point source discharges (defined by 

the U.S. EPA as any single identifiable source of pollution from which pollutants are discharged, such as a 

pipe or ditch) that are exempt from Title 27, Section 20090 of the California Code of Regulations and are 

not subject to the CWA; these exempted point source discharges include discharges of domestic sewage 

or treated effluent, discharges of wastewater to land (e.g., from evaporation or percolation ponds), 

discharges of waste to wells by injection, cleanup of unintentional or unauthorized releases of waste or 

pollutants to the environment, discharges of gas condensate units, use of nonhazardous decomposable 

waste as a soil amendment, discharges of drilling mud and cuttings from well-drilling operations, 

recycling or reuse of materials salvaged from waste or produced by waste treatment, and waste 

treatment in fully enclosed facilities, such as tanks. 

The proposed Project lies within the City and County of Los Angeles and is regulated by the RWQCB Los 

Angeles Region. The RWQCB has adopted NPDES Permit No. CAS004001 Waste Discharge Requirements 

for Municipal Storm Water and Urban Runoff Discharges within the County of Los Angeles, and the 

Incorporated Cities Therein (Order No. R4R4-2012-0175). The proposed Project would be conducted in 

compliance with these applicable permits. Therefore, impacts related to water quality standards and 

waste discharge requirements would be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed further 

in the EIR.  

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with

groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering

of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre‐existing nearby wells

would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which

permits have been granted)?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project could receive potable water from several sources, 

including groundwater pumped from the local area, treated State Water Project (SWP) water that is 

imported by the City of Los Angeles from the Owens Valley, potential future recycled water, and/or 

water captured from local BMPs related to the Viaduct Project. Project operation and construction could 

potentially require large amounts of water, resulting in the need for new or expanded entitlements; 

therefore, impacts could be potentially significant and will be discussed further in the EIR. 
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c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including

through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that would result in

substantial erosion or siltation on‐ or off‐site?

Potentially Significant Impact. Alterations in drainage patterns (i.e., the pattern in which storm water 

flows across the Earth’s surface) may result from changes in topography and impervious surfaces (e.g., 

steeper slopes and an increase in impervious surfaces may increase the velocity of storm water 

drainage). Erosion is the loosening and transportation of the upper layers of rock and soil from the 

Earth’s surface by wind, rain, or running water. Alterations in drainage patterns that increase the 

drainage velocity may result in increased erosion or siltation.  

The proposed Project may include terracing on the River channel bank adjacent to the proposed Arts 

Plaza and existing pedestrian tunnel and/or on the opposite river bank, which could result in changes to 

drainage patterns. Therefore, impacts on existing drainage patterns could be potentially significant, and 

this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,

including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on‐ or off‐site?

Potentially Significant Impact. See Response IX c). 

e) Would the project create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing

or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted

runoff?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is under the jurisdiction of Los Angeles RWQCB 

(California Environmental Protection Agency, 2017). The stormwater system is under the jurisdiction of 

multiple agencies. Land uses in the Project Area are currently planned for a mix of industrial, open 

space, and public facility land uses (City of Los Angeles, 2014a). Stormwater runoff from the Project 

Area is anticipated to decrease from existing conditions because of increased pervious surface and 

proposed features that would promote beneficial stormwater capture. While impacts on the capacity of 

existing or planned stormwater drainage systems are expected to be less than significant, this topic will 

be discussed further in the EIR. 

f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less than Significant Impact. Project construction could result in potential impacts on water quality 

from erosion and polluted runoff; however, these impacts would be substantially minimized through 

compliance with applicable federal, state, and local laws pertaining to the safe handling, transport, and 

disposal of hazardous materials, and the implementation of standard measures, such as Integrated Pest 

Management (IPM); restricting incompatible uses such as off-road vehicles in areas susceptible to 

erosion; soil protection and enhancements; and construction BMPs such as silt fencing, filters, and 

berms, and keeping work areas clean and free of trash. The proposed Project would also be conducted in 

compliance with the CWA Section 402 NPDES Construction General Permit. With incorporation of 

standard measures and permits, the proposed Project would not substantially degrade water quality. 

Therefore, impacts on water quality would be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed 

further in the EIR. 
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g) Would the project place housing within a 100‐year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

No Impact. The proposed Project would not include the construction of housing within a 100-year flood 

hazard area that would impede or redirect flood flows. Therefore, there would be no impacts, and this 

topic will not be discussed further in the EIR.  

h) Would the project place within a 100‐year flood hazard area structures that would impede or

redirect flood flows?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Area is included on the Federal Emergency Management 

Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map. The Los Angeles River flood flows are confined within the 

levees. The Los Angeles River is a major floodway. The remaining areas of the Project Area are located in 

Zone X, which are areas determined to be outside of the 500-year floodplain.  

Encroachment is defined by FEMA as construction, placement of fill, or similar alternation of topography 

in the floodplain that reduces the area available to convey floodwaters, and by FHWA as an action within 

the base floodplain. FEMA Section 60.3 (d)(3) states that communities shall prohibit encroachments, fill, 

new development, substantial improvements, and other development within the adopted regulatory 

floodway unless it has been demonstrated through hydrologic and hydraulic analyses that the proposed 

encroachment would not result in any increase in flood levels within the community of the base flood 

(100-year) discharge.  

Because the proposed Project may include construction of a bikeway and terracing of the River channel, 

which is a regulatory floodway, the proposed Project may result in potentially significant impacts 

related to impeding or redirecting flood flows. Therefore, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Project Area is located within a levee or dam inundation area. 

Because the proposed Project may include improvements to the pedestrian tunnel to increase public 

access to the River and construction of a bikeway and terracing within the River channel, the proposed 

Project may result in potentially significant impacts related to risk of injury involving flooding. 

Therefore, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. A seiche is a temporary disturbance or oscillation in the water level of a lake or partially 

enclosed body of water. A tsunami is a long, high ocean wave caused by an earthquake, submarine 

landslide, or other disturbance. The Project Area is not in proximity to a lake or ocean, and is therefore 

not susceptible to seiche or tsunami. A mudflow is a fluid or hardened stream or avalanche of mud. 

Because the Project Area is predominately flat and paved, the Project Area is not susceptible to 

mudflows. Therefore, there would be no impacts, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 
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X. Land Use and Planning 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Physically divide an established community?

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

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

a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project is intended to improve connections within the 

neighborhoods surrounding the proposed park. The proposed Project will feature pedestrian trails and 

bike paths that will improve connections and reduce physical barriers between communities in the area. 

Therefore, the proposed Project would result in beneficial impacts that would be less than significant, 

and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency

with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan,

local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating

an environmental effect?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Land Use element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan includes 

Community Plans for 35 community plan areas (along with LAX and Port Plans) within Los Angeles to 

address the specific needs and wishes of each community. Land use designations help inform decision-

makers, as well as the public, on types of future development to pursue in various areas and 

neighborhoods. General land use maps were developed for the communities of Boyle Heights and 

Central City North where the project area is located. The Community Plans for Boyle Heights and Central 

City North are currently undergoing revisions. 

The proposed Project could require modification to General Plan land use and zoning designations. 

Currently, the community land use plans, Boyle Heights and Central City North, which include the 

Project Area, designate the land as industrial, public facility, and open space (City of Los Angeles, 2014a; 

City of Los Angeles, 2014b). All of the Project Area may be designated as open space under the proposed 

Project. As impacts could be potentially significant, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 
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c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community

conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project Area is heavily developed and urbanized, and is not located in an area governed 

by a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. Therefore, there would be no 

impacts related to conservation plans, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 



Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering Chapter 4. Environmental Checklist 

Sixth Street PARC Project  April 2017 

Initial Study 4-30 

XI. Mineral Resources

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or
other land use plan?

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be

of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. Mineral resources are geological deposits in or on the Earth’s crust that may have economic 

value, and include fuels (e.g., coal, oil, and natural gas), metals (e.g., iron, copper, and aluminum) and 

non-metals (e.g., salt, gypsum, clay, sand, and phosphates). The California Surface Mining and 

Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA) requires the State Geologist to classify land into Mineral Resource 

Zones (MRZs) according to the known or inferred mineral potential of that land. The process is based 

solely on geology, without regard to existing land use or land ownership. The primary goal of mineral 

land classification is to ensure that the mineral resource potential of land is recognized by local 

government decision-makers and considered before land-use decisions that could preclude mining are 

made.  

The proposed Project is located in a highly urbanized area of Los Angeles. No mineral resources that 

would be of value to the region or residents of the state have been identified in the vicinity of the project 

area. Therefore, no impacts resulting from the loss of mineral resources are anticipated, and this topic 

will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally‐important mineral resource

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. The project area does not include any important mineral resources recovery sites delineated 

on the City’s General Plan; therefore, there would be no impacts, and this topic will not be discussed 

further in the EIR. 
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XII. Noise

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

a) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of

standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of

other agencies?

Potentially Significant Impact. Noise criteria are established by municipalities to provide avoidance 

measures for noise impacts from noise-generating activity on the community. The City of Los Angeles 

has adopted noise criteria in the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code. Noise thresholds for various land 

uses are identified in Table 2. 
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Table 2: Los Angeles County Code Exterior Noise Standards 

Presumed Ambient Noise Level (dB(A)) 

Zone Day Night 

Residential, agricultural 50 40 

Commercial, Public Use 60 55 

Manufacturing 60 55 

Heavy manufacturing 65 65 

Source: City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (City of Los Angeles, 1982) 

Notes: In this chart, daytime levels are to be used from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 

and nighttime levels from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. At the boundary line 

between two zones, the presumed ambient noise level of the quieter zone 

shall be used. 

In addition to the standards in Table 2, the City‘s noise ordinance sets forth noise limits for construction 

activities. Chapter XI, Article 2, Section 112.05, of the Los Angeles Municipal Code states that noise 

generated from construction and industrial machinery shall not exceed a maximum of 75 dBA at a 

distance of 50 feet (ft.), except where compliance is technically infeasible. “The burden of proving that 

compliance is technically infeasible shall be upon the person or persons charged with a violation of this 

section. Technical infeasibility shall mean that said noise limitations cannot be complied with despite 

the use of mufflers, shields, sound barriers, and/or any other noise-reduction device or technique during 

the operation of the equipment.” 

In addition, Section 41.40 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code restricts construction activities during 

different hours of the day. According to this code, no person shall perform any construction or repair 

work that makes loud noises that disturbs persons occupying sleeping quarters in any place of residence 

between the hours of 9:00 p.m. of one day and 7:00 a.m. of the following day. Furthermore, the code 

prohibits any person other than an individual homeowner engaged in the Chapter 3 Affected 

Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures 

October 2011 3-256 Sixth Street Viaduct Seismic Improvement Project repair or construction of his 

single-family dwelling from performing any construction or repair work on land occupied by residential 

buildings, or within 500 ft. of land so occupied, before 8:00 a.m. or after 6:00 p.m. on any Saturday or at 

any time on any Sunday. If a tight project construction schedule would necessitate construction 

activities to occur outside of the hours allowed by the City‘s noise ordinance, then a permit from the 

Police Commission is required.   

The Project Area is located in an urban segment of the Boyle Heights and Central City North 

neighborhoods in Downtown Los Angeles where there is existing noise from traffic and other adjacent 

urban activity. Existing land uses in the Project Area are industrial and open space (City of Los Angeles, 

2014a; City of Los Angeles, 2014b). The nearest sensitive receptors to the Project Area are include 

residences east of South Clarence Street and Boyle Avenue (adjacent to the eastern edge of the Project 

Area) and Brick Lofts LLC (less than 0.1 mile southwest of the Project Area). In addition, the nearest 

elderly housing includes Linda Vista Seniors (approximately 0.1 mile northeast of the Project Area) and 

Hollenbeck Palms (less than 0.1 mile northeast of the Project Area).  
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East of the River, the nearest schools include Bishop Mora Salesian High School, Soto Street Elementary 

School, and SEA Charter School (approximately 0.3 mile southeast of the Project Area), as well as 

Hollenbeck Middle School (approximately 0.3 mile east of the Project Area). West of the River, the 

nearest schools are Metropolitan High School (approximately 0.2 mile southwest of the Project Area) 

and Southern California Institute of Architecture (approximately 0.2 mile north of the Project Area). The 

nearest parks and recreational facilities include Hollenbeck Park (approximately 0.1 mile northeast of 

the Project Area), Aliso Pico Recreation Center (approximately 0.3 mile north of the Project Area), and 

Boyle Heights Sports Center (approximately 0.3 mile southeast of the Project Area). The nearest hospital 

is Promise Hospital of East LA (approximately 0.4 mile northeast of the Project Area).   

During Project operation, primary noise sources in the Project Area are anticipated to be traffic noise, 

recreational activities, and events. The proposed Project would include rehabilitating and replacing 

roadway and industrial infrastructure with open space. Proposed Project activities could produce 

additional sources of noise. Proposed noise generating activities include a soccer field, skate park, dog 

park, other recreational and pedestrian amenities, community gathering area, and public performance 

space.   

During construction, demolition, pile driving, and various other noise-generating construction activities 

would be required to complete the proposed Project. The noise levels for construction equipment that 

would typically be used for the proposed Project are provided in Table 3. The degree of construction 

noise impacts could vary for different areas within the Project Area depending on the construction 

activities. Additional noise analysis would be provided through noise technical study, which will be 

included in the EIR. 

Table 3: Construction Equipment Noise Levels 

Equipment Type 
Maximum Noise Level (Lmax) of 

Equipment at 50 feet (in dB) 

Dump Truck 76 

Front End Loader 79 

Air Compressor 78 

Pneumatic Tools 85 

Concrete Mixer Truck 79 

Concrete Pump Truck 81 

Jackhammer 89 

Sand Blasting 96 

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, 2015 

Notes: The noise levels are provided in the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal 

Highway Administration Construction Noise Handbook (U.S. Department of 

Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, 2015), and are actual, measured 

noise levels based on measurements performed for the Central Artery/Tunnel Project. 

Noise measurements were averaged to compute the actual emission level. 
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The noise levels shown in Table 2 range from 76 to 96 dBA, and are in excess of the City’s noise 

standards that include exterior noise limits of 45 to 65 dBA, depending on the land use. Certain noise 

mitigation measures would be employed and permissions received from the City to perform necessary 

construction work in the project area. Proposed project activities could also potentially exceed City 

noise standards, such as sports games and community performances; therefore, the project could result 

in potentially significant impacts on noise levels that would exceed standards established in a local 

general plan or noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies, and this topic will be 

discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne

vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less than Significant Impact. Construction activity can result in varying degrees of ground vibration, 

depending on the equipment and methods employed. Operation of construction equipment causes 

groundborne vibrations that diminish in strength with distance. Construction vibration varies greatly 

depending on the construction phases, type and condition of equipment used, and layout of the 

construction site. 

Construction vibration levels are governed primarily by the heaviest pieces of equipment, such as 

impact pile drivers and pavement breakers. Since the construction equipment is mobile, the intensities 

of vibration perceived would vary greatly depending on the spatial relationship between the source and 

the receiver. The worst vibration impacts would generally occur during demolition and viaduct 

foundation construction activities involving pavement breakers and pile drivers, respectively. 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) provides ground-borne vibration impact criteria for various 

types of building uses. FRA recommends that these criteria be used as a damage threshold for the fragile 

structures located near the ROW of a transit project. Additionally, Section 41.32 of the City of Los 

Angeles Municipal code specifies that no person should use any sound amplifying system in such a 

manner that any vibration emitted is received by human ear from more than 50 feet from the property 

line where such amplification is being conducted. 

Since no historic buildings are located within 50 feet of the project area, no impacts on historic buildings 

from construction vibration are expected to occur. Conversely, the proposed Project could result in 

additional vehicles on roadways in and around the Project Area and activities that could generate 

groundborne vibration or noise levels above existing conditions. However, the project would comply 

with applicable codes to avoid and minimize groundborne vibrations in exceedance of City standards. 

While impacts related to groundborne vibration are expected to be less than significant, this topic will 

be discussed further in the EIR.  

c) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the

project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Potentially Significant Impact. See Responses VII a) and b) This topic will be further analyzed in the 

EIR. 



Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering Chapter 4. Environmental Checklist 

Sixth Street PARC Project  April 2017 

Initial Study 4-35 

d) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Response XII a), project construction could result in a 

temporary increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the 

project. Certain noise mitigation measures would be employed and permissions received from the City 

to perform necessary construction work in the project area. Therefore, impacts are anticipated to be less 

than significant, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose

people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The closest airport to the project is the Los Angeles International Airport, which is located 

over 11 miles to the southwest. According to the most recent noise contour map for the County, the 

project area is well outside the noise contour for the airport (Los Angeles County Department of 

Regional Planning, 2017). Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people residing or working 

in the project area to excessive noise levels and no impact would result and no mitigation is required. 

This issue is not proposed for further analysis in the EIR. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing

or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in a safety hazard for people 

residing or working in the project area because the project area is not located within the vicinity of a 

private airstrip. The nearest airstrip is located at Los Angeles International Airport, over 11 miles away. 

Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required. This issue is not proposed for further 

analysis in the EIR. 
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XIII. Population and Housing

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

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

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

a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for

example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through

extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Potentially Significant Impact. While the proposed Project does not include the construction of new 

homes or businesses, or the extension of roads or infrastructure to undeveloped areas, the proposed 

Project could spur additional economic growth in the Project Area, which could thereby induce new 

growth within the local community and regional area. Businesses may be attracted to the project vicinity 

because of the proposed public amenities that could attract new potential customers to the area. 

However, the project area is already densely developed, and there are relatively few business sites 

available. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The proposed Project would not displace any housing units, and the construction of 

replacement housing would not be required. Therefore, there would be no impact on housing, and this 

topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The proposed Project would not displace any people, and the construction of replacement 

housing would not be required. Therefore, there would be no impacts related to displacement, and this 

topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 
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XIV. Public Services

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities or a need for new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other
performance objectives for any of the following
public services:

Fire Protection?

Police Protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision

of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered

governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental

impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance

objectives for any of the public services:

i. Fire protection?

Less than Significant Impact. The project area is served by Battalion 1 of the Central Bureau of the Los 

Angeles City Fire Department (LAFD). The project would not generate an increase in population. 

However, the open space, recreational facilities, and events hosted in the park would increase traffic and 

visitors in the project area. Therefore, the proposed Project may generate additional need for fire 

protection in the LAFD service area.  

To prevent hazards that would increase the need for fire protection, the proposed Project would be 

constructed in accordance with all applicable fire codes set forth by the state Fire Marshall and LAFD. 

The proposed Project would not create a fire hazard and is not expected require services that would 

exceed the capacity of LAFD to serve the site or surrounding areas. Construction of additional facilities is 

not expected to be required to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance 
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objectives. If any traffic control plans are needed during construction, the nearest local fire responders 

would be notified to coordinate emergency response routing. While the need for additional fire 

protection and resources in the LAFD service area is expected to be less than significant, this topic will 

be discussed further in the EIR. 

ii. Police protection?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is served by the Central Division of the Los Angeles 

Police Department (LAPD) to the west of the Los Angeles River, and the Hollenbeck Division to the east 

of the Los Angeles River. Because the proposed Project would increase traffic and visitors in the Project 

Area and provide additional public access to the Los Angeles River, there would be an increased demand 

for additional police protection, especially during flood conditions and public events.  

If any traffic control plans are needed during construction, the nearest local police station would be 

notified to coordinate emergency response routing. During construction, the Project Area and areas 

would be fenced and screened, nighttime lighting would be provided, and access would be controlled to 

deter theft. While the proposed Project is not expected to result in an increase in demand for police 

services such that additional facilities would need to be constructed, this topic will be discussed further 

in the EIR. 

iii. Schools?

No Impact. The project area is primarily comprised of commercial and industrial land uses, and the 

closest schools are  Boyle Heights Technology Youth Center, Dolores Mission School, and Garden of 

Progress Head Start (0.3 to 0.4 mile northeast of the project area), Bishop Mora Salesian High School 

(0.1 mile northeast of the project area), and Santa Isabel Elementary School and Soto Street Elementary 

School (0.3 to 0.4 mile southeast of the project area).The proposed Project does not include residential 

development that would directly increase the demand for additional or modified school facilities. The 

proposed project would not induce population growth directly or indirectly; therefore, the proposed 

Project would not increase the demand for schools near the project area. While the proposed Project 

may potentially serve as a park resource for nearby schools, construction and operation of the proposed 

Project would not directly or indirectly increase student enrollment levels at any nearby schools. 

Therefore, there would be no impact on schools, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

iv. Parks?

Less than Significant Impact. The project area is primarily commercial and industrial, and the closest 

parks are Hollenbeck Park (0.1 mile northeast of the project area) and Boyle Heights Sports Center (0.15 

mile northeast of the project area). The proposed Project would include construction of a public park, 

which would assist the surrounding communities by meeting the need for open space and recreational 

facilities. The City identified a high need for parks in the Arts District, with 1.6 acres of park land per 

1,000 residents (52 percent below the national average), and in Boyle Heights, with 0.6 acres of park 

land per 1,000 residents (82 percent below the national average). While the proposed Project would not 

induce growth or directly or indirectly strain existing park services, this topic will be discussed further 

in the EIR. 
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v. Other public facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project Area is primarily comprised of commercial and industrial 

land uses, and includes an Air Treatment Facility owned by LA Sanitation that is located at Mission Road 

and Jesse Street. The proposed Project would not affect the operation of the Air Treatment Facility or 

result in an increase in the residential population that would cause direct or indirect impacts on public 

facilities. Therefore, there would be a less than significant impact on public facilities, and this topic will 

not be discussed further in the EIR.  
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XV. Recreation

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

a. Increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such
that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

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

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur

or be accelerated?

Less than Significant Impact. The purpose of the proposed Project is to serve the open space and 

recreational needs of surrounding communities. Because the proposed Project includes the creation of 

approximately 12 acres of public space, the proposed Project would not increase the use of existing 

parks or recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or 

be accelerated. In addition, the proposed Project would not result in employment or population growth 

that would increase the use of existing parks or other recreational facilities in the surrounding area. 

Rather, the proposed Project is expected to reduce strain to existing parks and recreational facilities in 

the surrounding area, resulting in beneficial impacts. The park located nearest to the proposed Project is 

Hollenbeck Park in Boyle Heights. While impacts on parks and recreational facilities are expected to be 

less than significant, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of

recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of recreational 

facilities that may include sports field(s) and court(s), bicycle paths, skate park/facilities, recreation 

trails, community building(s), a dog park, playgrounds, and stationary exercise equipment. Because the 

project area is located in a highly developed urban environment, the project would not result in the 

destruction of natural environment or alteration of landforms that would have physical impacts on the 

environment. While impacts would be less than significant, this topic will be discussed further in the 

EIR. 
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XVI. Transportation/Traffic

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

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

c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

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

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

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

a) Would the project exceed the capacity of the existing circulation system, based on an

applicable measure of effectiveness (as designated in a general plan policy, ordinance, etc.),

taking into account all relevant components of the circulation system, including but not

limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and

mass transit?

Potentially Significant Impact. The Mobility Plan 2035 is part of the City’s General Plan and outlines 

goals to achieve a transportation system that balances all modes of transportation (Los Angeles 
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Department of City Planning, 2016). The project would encourage active modes of transportation and 

public transit that would be consistent with the goals of the Mobility Plan. However, the proposed 

Project may result in additional traffic to the area because of the provision of open spaces; public 

performance and event spaces; public gathering/assembly areas; recreational fields and courts, and 

playground and dog facilities. Therefore, the proposed Project may result in potentially significant 

impacts on the traffic circulation system, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but

not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards

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

Potentially Significant Impact. Prominent east-west streets in the Project Area include: 

 1st Street (Major Highway);

 4th Street (Major Highway);

 Sixth Street (Secondary Highway); and

 7th Street (Secondary Highway).

Prominent north-south streets in the project area include: 

 Central Avenue (Major Highway);

 Alameda Street (Major Highway);

 Mateo Street (Secondary Highway);

 Santa Fe Avenue (Secondary Highway);

 Boyle Avenue (Secondary Highway); and

 Soto Street (Major Highway).

The City of Los Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 includes traffic and circulation objectives and policies for the 

city, such as ensuring a safe and effective transportation system that provides adequate traffic 

movement while preserving community character, and promoting alternative transportation through 

improved pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure (Los Angeles Department of City Planning, 2016). The 

Mobility Plan 2035 includes a policy to establish the Complete Streets Design Guide as the City’s 

document to guide the operations and design of streets and other public ROW. Another policy requires 

developers to ensure high quality pedestrian access in all site planning and public ROW modifications to 

provide a safe and comfortable walking environment. 

The proposed Project would include demolition and development of new and existing roadway and 

pedestrian infrastructure. Access to surrounding major and secondary highways would be maintained 

during operation of the proposed Project. Additional roadways would be developed through the 

proposed park to provide connectivity for vehicle access throughout the project area. The proposed 

Project would promote multi-modal active transportation components, including linking to existing and 

future bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Other federally-funded projects in proximity to the Project Area 

have components which include intersection improvements for bicycles and pedestrians, landscaping 

features, and bicycle lanes in the Project Area.  

Some land use in the Project Area may be converted from industrial use to open space, which could 

affect the use of surrounding roadways (City of Los Angeles, 2014a; City of Los Angeles, 2014b). 

Facilities in the Project Area are vacant and are currently not contributing to local traffic. Features of the 
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proposed Project that would attract visitors during various times of the week, such as sport 

competitions, arts and performance events, and community events, could result in elevated traffic 

volumes during peak visitation times. In addition, during construction, vehicles or equipment along the 

roadway may temporarily result in traffic congestion.  

City policies and design standards would be incorporated to minimize traffic congestion resulting from 

the proposed Project and promote multi-modal active transportation components. However, because of 

the additional visitors in the area, the proposed Project could generate traffic that would conflict with 

the applicable congestion management program. Therefore, the proposed Project could result in a 

potentially significant impact, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in

traffic levels or a change in location that result in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The project is not located near an airport. The project would not result in any changes in air 

traffic patterns because the project would not affect air traffic levels or change the location of nearby 

airports or air operations. Therefore, there would be no impact on air traffic patterns, and this topic will 

not be discussed further in the EIR. 

d) Would the project substantially increase hazards because of a design feature (e.g., sharp

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would include adding recreational facilities and 

open space to a predominately industrial area, which could be viewed as incompatible uses. However, 

the proposed Project would comply with City standards, and would incorporate design elements that 

optimize safety (e.g., field lighting, roadway lighting, etc.).  

During construction, potential safety hazards could result from construction vehicles and equipment 

either traveling or being staged along the roadway, which could result in potential collisions with 

oncoming traffic. Temporary measures and a construction staging plan would be implemented to 

minimize hazards from incompatible uses (e.g., construction equipment). Therefore, impacts related to 

design features or incompatible uses would be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed 

further in the EIR. 

e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. The Project Area is surrounded by the prominent streets listed in Response XVI a) that 

would provide access for emergency vehicles. Access to surrounding major and secondary highways 

would be maintained during operation of the project. Additional roadways would be developed through 

the proposed park to provide connectivity for vehicle access throughout the Project Area. Therefore, 

there would be no impact on emergency access, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR. 

f) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative

transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would promote multi-modal active transportation 

components, including linkages to existing and future bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The proposed 

Project may include bicycle racks and connections to the Metro bicycle path along the Los Angeles River 
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channel and to the adjacent street network. Under a separate project, a Metro station may also be placed 

adjacent to the park. The proposed Project would be consistent with adopted policies, plans, and 

programs supporting alternative transportation; therefore, the proposed Project would have beneficial 

impacts, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 
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XVII. Utilities and Service Systems

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project: 

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

b. Require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

c. Require or result in the construction of new
stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

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

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

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional

Water Quality Control Board?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project includes adding recreational and open space uses, 

and would also include restrooms for visitors. The wastewater treatment required for these uses would 

not exceed the requirements of the applicable RWQCB. Therefore, impacts would be less than 

significant, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR.  
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b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment

facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

Less Than Significant Impact. See Response XVII a). Los Angeles’ water is a mixture of groundwater 

pumped from the local area, treated SWP water, and water that is imported by the City of Los Angeles 

from the Owens Valley (County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, 2017).  

A partially federally-funded project in proximity to the proposed Project is expected to include 

installation of modular storage units (i.e. water silos) as means of water retention and implementation 

of BMPs. One location identified for potential storage and use is near the Jesse/Mission Roundabout 

intersection. This BMP would be designed to receive runoff from the Sixth Street Viaduct bridge deck, 

Hollenbeck Park (rainwater overflow), and east park areas (east of Mission Road), redirecting the water 

to areas where it could be applied to landscape use, assuming proper piping systems are implemented, 

and constructed along Jesse Street. The captured water could be made available to the east side of the 

Project Area for irrigation and potential other non-potable uses. If the water is made available to the 

Project Area, the proposed Project may be designed so that stormwater runoff would enter the Project 

Area and serve to support vegetation and/or other non-potable needs identified for the proposed 

Project.  

For the west portion of the park, stormwater currently above the finished grade of Santa Fe Street may 

be directed to a separate BMP, possibly treat and release bio filtration). Stormwater that is currently 

below the finished grade of streets adjacent to the Arts Plaza may also be directed to a separate BMP. 

Utilizing runoff that is located at or below grade would be implemented per the County of Los Angeles 

Department of Health standards. 

The project is in a fully developed, mixed-use urban setting surrounding a portion of the River. The 

Project Area is predominately industrial and commercial with railroad corridors running along the 

banks of the River. Several buildings in the Project Area contain potable water and wastewater 

infrastructure for various operational purposes. Features of the proposed Project, including recreational 

playing fields and performance and event spaces, could result in increased day-use populations in the 

Project Area and additional water consumption and wastewater generation. Amenities, such as a 

community building and/or concession building, public restrooms and drinking water fountains are also 

proposed to accommodate anticipated Project Area uses and populations. Aesthetic and recreational 

features, such as water features and landscape irrigation, are proposed to enhance the experience in the 

Project Area. Features listed are not expected to substantially increase the demand on existing water 

and wastewater infrastructure in the area. While impacts are expected to be less than significant, this 

topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities

or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project may be designed to utilize offline sub-surface 

drainage systems that add capacity to the existing MS4. The drainage systems may be designed to utilize 

precipitation and recycled storm water overflows.  
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For the east side of the PARC, it is possible that the proposed Project would utilize local runoff from the 

Hollenbeck tributary via a water detention and use system located near the Jesse/Mission Roundabout 

and elsewhere as feasible to capture stormwater runoff from the Sixth Street Viaduct bridge deck, 

Hollenbeck Park (rainwater overflow) and PARC areas east of Mission Road. Runoff may be captured 

and redirected from the existing storm drains to detention and use areas, rather than flowing to the 

River.  

For the west portion of the park, stormwater currently above the finished grade of Santa Fe Street may 

be directed to a separate BMP, possibly treat and release bio filtration). Stormwater that is currently 

below the finished grade of streets adjacent to the Arts Plaza may also be directed to a separate BMP. 

While impacts are expected to be less than significant, this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

d) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project is expected to receive water from several sources 

including, treated SWP water, water that is imported by the City of Los Angeles from the Owens Valley, 

and captured water from various proposed BMPs. Project operation and construction could potentially 

require large amounts of water, resulting in the need for new or expanded entitlements; therefore, 

impacts could be potentially significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

e) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves

or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand

in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Less Than Significant Impact. It is anticipated that the proposed Project would be served by various 

sources, including the Hyperion Water Reclamation Plant (HWRP);  the Los Angeles-Glendale (LAG) 

Waste Reclamation Plant (recycled supply), which is a Regional Tertiary Treatment Facility providing 

wastewater treatment services for east San Fernando Valley communities that are both within and 

outside of the Los Angeles City limits (City of Los Angeles, 2017a); and other planned BMPs that are not 

included as part of the proposed Project, but could serve the proposed Project in the future. The LAG 

plant processes approximately 20 million gallons of wastewater per day. 

The proposed Project would include demolition of existing urban infrastructure, such as buildings, 

pavement, and roadway, and replacement with open space and infrastructure. Conversely, proposed 

attractions in the project area could result in uses that may increase generation of wastewater (e.g. 

restrooms, drinking fountains, and water features). However, these uses would not result in an increase 

in demand for wastewater treatment that may exceed the treatment provider’s capacity to serve the 

project. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed further in 

the EIR. 

f) Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate

the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Los Angeles purchased Central Los Angeles Recycling & 

Transfer Station (CLARTS) in 2004 (City of Los Angeles, 2017b). CLARTS was designed to accommodate 

a capacity of 4,025 tons per day. CLARTS services the city’s curbside collection operations, commercial 

waste haulers, independent operators, and the general public. From CLARTS, waste is transferred to a 
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landfill or recycling facility. The City of Los Angeles has begun several initiatives to reduce local waste 

destined for the landfill. Clean Streets LA, established through Executive Directive Number 8 (ED NO. 8), 

will put 5,000 more trashcans on Los Angeles’ streets to improve cleanliness in areas identified as waste 

“hot spots” across the city. Additionally, the City has adopted a “Zero Waste LA” franchise system, which 

is a new public private partnership designed to address the millions of tons of waste disposed annually 

by businesses, consumers, and residents. The City has also mandated that local jurisdictions implement 

certain waste diversion measures through CalRecycle requirements.  

The Project Area includes existing facilities that are vacated; therefore, minimal waste is currently 

generated. The proposed Project would attract visitors to the Project Area where waste would be 

generated, handled and disposed. Through existing waste diversion initiatives, waste flow to the landfill 

would be minimized. Outstanding waste would be accommodated by transfer station and landfill 

facilities, where facility capacities are sufficient to process waste generated in the Project Area.  

Project construction would be short-term, and the disposal of solid waste would be minimized through 

the recycling and reuse of materials, as feasible. Waste would be generated during the removal of 

structures; however, this waste would be accommodated by a landfill with sufficient capacity. Therefore, 

impacts on receiving landfills would be less than significant, and this topic will not be discussed further 

in the EIR.  

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Response XVII f), project operation could result in the 

generation of additional solid waste because operations in the project area would attract visitors, which 

could generate subsequent waste. Project construction would include the demolition of the existing 

infrastructure, which would generate solid waste requiring disposal at nearby landfills.  

Some of the solid waste may be characterized as hazardous, and may require disposal at appropriate 

hazardous waste facilities. The project would comply with applicable federal, state, and local laws 

pertaining to the safe handling, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials, including RCRA, which 

includes requirements for hazardous solid waste management; the DTSC Environmental Health 

Standards for the Management of Hazardous Waste (California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 

4.5), which include standards for generators and transporters of hazardous waste; and the provisions of 

the City’s Fire Department, Hazardous Materials Division, which include requirements for proper 

handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous substances.  

The City contractor would be responsible for educating construction workers on the proper 

classification and disposal of solid waste, which would ensure compliance with federal, state, and local 

statues and regulations; therefore, impacts would be less than significant and will not be discussed 

further in the EIR. 
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XVIII. Mandatory Findings of Significance

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop below self‐
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b. Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)

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

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below

self‐sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number

or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples

of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Potentially Significant Impact. Due to the level of disturbance and the extremely limited amount of 

vegetated areas, the biological diversity of animals within the survey area and surrounding areas is low. 

However, the proposed Project may include historical resources. Therefore, impacts could be potentially 

significant, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?

(“cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable

when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Potentially Significant Impact. The impacts relevant to the proposed Project are localized and 
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confined to the immediate study area. However, there could be significant impacts on aesthetics, air 

quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards 

and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise, recreation, 

transportation and traffic, and utilities and service systems. These impacts could potentially contribute 

to cumulatively considerable impacts, and this topic will be discussed further in the EIR. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on

human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. The proposed Project would include the construction of open space for 

public use, and no potentially significant impacts are expected to result from the project related to 

agriculture and forestry, mineral resources, population and housing, and public services. However, it is 

unknown at this time if potentially significant impacts associated with aesthetics, air quality, biological 

resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous 

materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise, recreation, transportation and 

traffic, and utilities and service systems can be reduced to less than significant through implementation 

of mitigation measures.  

Until the impacts are fully analyzed and mitigation measures are determined, a final impact analysis 

cannot be made. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project may result in a potentially 

significant impact and could result in significant adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 

indirectly. These topics will be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Acronyms and Abbreviations 

AB Assembly Bill 

APE Area of Potential Effects 

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan 

ATP Active Transportation Program 

BMPs Best Management Practices 

BNSF Burlington Northern Santa Fe 

BOE Bureau of Engineering 

CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Caltrans California Department of Transportation 

CAO Cleanup and Abatement Orders 

CARB California Air Resources Board 

CCAA California Clean Air Act 

CCR California Code of Regulations 

CDO Cease and Desist Orders 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 

City City of Los Angeles 

CLARTS Central Los Angeles Recycling & Transfer Station 

CO Carbon Monoxide 

CO2 Carbon Dioxide 

CTC California Transportation Commission 

CWA Clean Water Act 

dB Decibel 

dBA A-Weighted Decibels 

DPW Department of Public Works 

ED NO. Executive Directive Number 

EIR Environmental Impact Report 

EIS Environmental Impact Statement 

FCAA Federal Clean Air Act 

FRA Federal Railroad Administration 

GHG Greenhouse Gases 
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L.I.D. Low Impact Development 

L.A. River Los Angeles River 

LA Sanitation Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation 

LADOT City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation 

LAFD Los Angeles Fire Department 

LAPD Los Angeles Police Department 

Lmax Maximum Noise Level 

LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tank 

Metro LA County Metropolitan Transit Authority 

MLD Most Likely Descendent 

MRZ Mineral Resource Zone 

MTA Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NO2 Nitrogen Dioxide 

NoX Oxides of Nitrogen 

NRHP National Register of Historic Places 

O3 Ozone 

PARC Park, Arts, River & Connectivity 

PM10 Particulate Matter 

PM2.5 Fine Particulate Matter 

PRC Public Resources Code 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

River Los Angeles River 

ROD Record of Decision 

ROW Right-of-Way 

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 

SCAB South Coast Air Basin 

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District 

SCRRA Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

SMARA Surface Mining and Reclamation Act 

SO2 Sulfur Dioxide 

SWP State Water Project 
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SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board 

TCE Temporary Construction Easements 

U.S. 101 United States Highway 101 

U.S. EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

UPRR Union Pacific Railroad 

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers 

USGS United States Geological Survey 

Viaduct Sixth Street Viaduct 

Viaduct Replacement 

Project Sixth Street Viaduct Replacement Project 

VOC Volatile Organic Compounds 

WDR Waste Discharge Requirements 
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