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LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT DATE
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111 N. Hope Street, Room 1044 10
Los Angeles, CA 90012
PROJECT TITLE/NO. CASE NO.
Western District Yard Renovation Project WP148-04
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO. E1 DOES have significant changes from previous actions.

£1 POES NOT have significant changes from previous actions.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project involves the demolition of existing structures at the LADWP Western District Yard and
construction of new buildings that will support the current functions of the Yard. (Please refer to

Attachment A for more information.)}

PROJECT LOCATION:

The project site is located at 5898 W. Venice Boulevard at the intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Venice

Boutevard, in the City of Los Angeles.

PLANNING DISTRICT
8475 South Vermont Avenue, South Los Angeles Area Planning
Commission

STATUS:

£ PRELIMINARY
OPROPOSED
CADOPTED date

EXISTING ZONING MAX. DENSITY ZONING:

PF-1

0 DOES CONFORM TO PLAN

"PLANNED LAND USE & ZONE: |MAX. DENSITY PLAN:

Public Facilities

0O DOES NOT CONFORM TO PLAN

SURROUNDING LAND USES: PROJECT DENSITY:

Public Facilities, Residential
Muitipte Family, Industrial, Open
Space

0O NO DISTRICT PLAN
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& DETERMINATION {to be completed by Lead City Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

£11 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

v 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will notbe a
significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

E11 find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

B1 1 find the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, 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
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.

[11 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 EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon
the proposed project, nothing further is required.

; ’ Environmental Affairs Officer
Sastly C Moblavmye

TITLE
SIGNATURE Supervisor of Environmental Assessment, LADWP
Charles C. Holloway
FOR

PRINTED NAME
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1y

2)

3)

4)

6)

7)

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 where it is based on project-specific factors as well as
general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to poljutants based
on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as
well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur,
then the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less
that 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 EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated”
applies where the incorporation of a mitigation measure has reduced an effect from
“Potentially Significant Impact” to “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 Analysis,”
cross referenced).

Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the 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:

1) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for
review.

2) 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.

3) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less Than Significant With
Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were
incorporated or refined from the carlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

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, where appropriate,
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated

Supporting Information Sources: A sources list should be attached, and other
sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.
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&) 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 whichever format is selected.

)] The explanation of each issue should identify:
1) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each

question; and

2) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less

than significance.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

I:I I. Aesthetics
D IV. Biological Resources

D VII. Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

D X. Mineral Resources
[ xur. public Services

Ou Agricultural Resources
D V., Cultural Resources

D VIIL. Hydrology and Water
Quality
[ x1. Noise

E} XIV. Recreation

[ 1. Air Quality
Ol Geology and Soils
[:I IX. Land Use and Planning

D X1I. Population and Housing
[] XV. Transportation/Traffic

D XVI. Utilities and Service Systems D XVII. Mandatory Findings of

Significance

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

{To be completed by the Lead City Agency)

&  BACKGROUND

PROPONENT NAME
City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power
Tania Bonfiglio

[PHONE NUMBER:
(213) 367-3027

PROPONENT ADDRESS
111 N. Hope Street, Room 1044
L.os Angeles, CA 50012

AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST
City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power

DATE SUBMITTED:
06/16/04

PROPOSAL NAME (If Applicable)
Western District Yard Renovation Project
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ATTACHMENT A
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Western District Yard Renovation Project

1.1 Project Location

The project site is located at 5898 W. Venice Boulevard at the intersection of Fairfax Avenue
and Venice Boulevard, in the City of Los Angeles.

1.2 General Setting

The subject property is the existing Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP)
Western District Yard and is composed of an Office Buildig, Warehouse, Tool Room, Welding
Shop, Locker Room, Fleet Buildings, Cement Storage Building, Storage areas, gas pumps, and
parking areas. The main function of the yard is to support Water Distribution work in LADWP’s
Western service area. The work includes mnstallation of new distribution mains, upgrading
existing pipelines, making emergency repairs, and installing fire hydrants.

1.3 Project Objectives

The proposed project will replace aging and deteriorating buildings in a layout that will support
the current functions of the yard. The new buildings and layout will improve the rehability of
services provided to the Western District service arca and will consolidate existing buildings and
work functions.

1.4  Historical Perspective

The LADWP acquired the parcels comprising the Yard between 1940 and 1960. Increasing
service and personnel in the LADWP Western District necessitated the construction of a new
headquarters facility. In 1947, the facility at 5898 Venice Boulevard was constructed, replacing
the old Western District Hollywood Yard at Las Palmas and Franklin Avenue. The new facility
was more centrally located and provided more space for Western District operations. Plans for
the new facility began in 1945 and a building permit was applied for in 1946. An application for
construction approval was filed with the Civilian Production Administration, which was denied
due to federal government restrictions due to the veterans housing program (LADWP 1945,
1946, and 1947). The main function of the yard (1.e., to support the LADWP Water Distribution
work in the Western service area) has remained consistent over the past six decades.

LADWP Initial Study
Western District Yard Renovation Project Page A-1
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1.5  Project Description

The proposed project includes demolition and construction of replacement structures and
construction of a new perimeter wall. The project would replace aging buildings that are
deteriorating rapidly with new buildings in a layout that will support the current functions of the
Yard. Renovations in the existing buildings would cause major personnel displacements and
would not be cost effective because of the structural upgrades that would be required to bring
them up to code. The buildings will implement energy efficiency measures to comply with all
building codes.

The new buildings and layout will improve the safety of the facility by positioning the
Administration Building so that views are provided to the entire Yard, including parking areas. In
addition, the guard building on Fairfax Boulevard will have surveillance monitors so that all areas
of the Yard can be monitored.

The new buildings and layout will improve the reliability of services provided to the Western
District service area and will consolidate existing buildings and work functions, American with
Disabilities Act standards will be followed for all buildings constructed during the three phases.

Existing and proposed structures are summarized below in Table 1-1, Site Changes. In addition,
the existing block wall along Venice Boulevard will be demolished and a new blockwall fence
will be built 20-feet north of the existing fenceline, to within 6.5 feet of the property line. Figure
1 shows the location and vicinity map of the project site.

Table 1-1
Site Changes
Existing Structures | Square Feet Proposed Structures Square Feet
Office/Warehouse 16,000 Office 28,000
Fleet (2 buildings) 12,000 Tool Room/Warehouse 17,000
Weld Shop 0,400 Fleet/Weld 17,500
Total 33,400 Total 62,000

The proposed demolition and construction of new facilities at the Western District Yard will
occur in three phases, as summarized below.

Phase One
Phase One activifies are scheduled to begin in Summer 2005 and conclude in Fall 2006.

Demolition
Approximately 275 feet of yard wall and concrete pavement, which may be reused on site, will
be demelished in Phase One.

LADWZP Initial Study
Western District Yard Renovation Project Page A-2
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Western District Yard Improvement Project

April 2003
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Administration Building

An approximate 28,000 square foot, two-story Administration Building with campus center and
visitor parking will be constructed in the northeast corner of the Yard, at the intersection of
Genesee Avenue and Venice Boulevard.  The Admmistration Building will include a
locker/changing room and Fitness Center for all Department employees. The Fitness Center will
include Men and Women’s locker rooms consisting of showers, water closets, sinks, and small
lockers. The Administration Building will also include offices, meeting/conference room, and
lunchroom.

Phase Two

Phase Two activities are scheduled to begin in 2007 and conclude in 2008. This Phase includes
relocation of personnel from the existing Office/Warehouse building to the new Administration
Building. The existing Office/Warehouse building will be used during this phase as a temporary
tool room and weld shop.

Demolition
The existing locker room, tool room, weld shop buildings, and approximately 145 feet of yard
wall will be demolished in Phase Two.

Warehouse/Tool Room Building
A new Warehouse and tool room will be constructed near the middle of the yard. The
Warehouse/Tool Room Building will be a one story, approximately 17,000 square foot facility.

Phase Three

Phase Three activities are scheduled to begin in 2009 and conclude in 2010. This Phase includes
relocation of personnel from the existing warehouse and tool room personnel and equipment into
the new Warchouse/Tool Room Building, vacating the temporary location at the existing Office
Building. Welding activities will temporarily occur at the new Warchouse/Tool Room Building.
Employee parking lot will be re-striped and new fencing installed during Phase Three.

Guard Shack
A new guard shack will be built at the existing location on Fairfax Boulevard.

Demolition
The existing Office Building and approximately 120 feet of yard wall will be demolished in
Phase Three. '

Fleet/Welding Building

A new Fleet/Welding Building will be constructed near the western portion of the yard.  The
Fleet/Welding Building will be a one story, approximately 17,500 square foot facility. The
welding portion of the building will consist of equipment area, crane area, storage space, and a
small office. The fleet facility will consist of approximately six vehicle stalls with a door size of
20 feet high by 18 feet wide and a small office. Fleet and Welding will share a restroom, and a
small locker room with a shower. A drive-through wash rack will be located at one end of the
building.

LADWRP Initial Study
Western District Yard Renovation Project Page A-4
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1.6  Proposed Operation

The operations at the Yard will continue with the same purpose and at the same mtensity as the
current level of operations. No new employees are proposed once the proposed project is
completed.

1.7 Land Use Consistency

The General Plan Land Use designation for the project site 1s “Public Facilities.” This land use
would remain unchanged by the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent
with the General Plan.

1.8  Environmental Setting

The Yard is currently a paved and fenced public facility, surrounded by urban uses. The existing
structures at the Yard consist of an office/warchouse, fleet building, weld shop, and tool room
totalling 33,400 square feet. The existing structures were built more than four decades ago and
do not meet current seismic safety codes. The project site is approximately eight acres in size,
and supports a staff of approximately 120 personnel.

The Yard is underlain by unconsolidated sands, clays, and silts to a depth of approximately 75
feet. The historic high water level at the site was estimated to be approximately 15 feet below
ground surface and flows southerly in the site vicinity (GeoPentech 2003).

A part of the project site is currently being remediated for a gasoline product line leak that
resulted in a gasoline release and dissolved constituent plume beneath the site. The LADWP
commissioned a consultant in December 1987 to undertake a site assessment of the Yard. An
initial Phase I study was completed in early 1988 and a report was submifted to LADWP in May
1988. The study indicated the presence of gasoline contamination both in soil and in
groundwater within a portion of the Yard. A Work Plan for additional studies was developed
and presented to LADWP and the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
(RWQCB) to assess the effects of Yard operations on local water-producing wells, to define the
extent of the contaminant plume, and to develop a remedial plan. In July 1988 LADWP
authorized a consultant to prepare a Phase Il Site Characterization Study. This Study was
completed in November 1989 and includes an assessment of all data collected during the
investigations and studies of the area at the Yard. It also presents findings to meet the objectives
of the Workplan, including remediation of the free product plume (LADWP 1989). A soil vapor
extraction unit has been operating at the Yard since October 1997. LADWP 1s currently working
with RWQCB for final approval of their Remedial Action Plan for groundwater cleanup.

LADWP Initial Study
Western District Yard Renovation Project Page A-5

TA00129870195 LADWP Western YardWCity LA IS Astach A Proj Desc doe 5/5/2004



1.9  Required Permits and Approvals

The new facility will meet the requirements of all applicable regulations, codes, permits, and
approvals.

1.10 References

City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power (LADWP). 1989. Western District
Headquarters Agreement No. 10025, Site Characterization Study, Phase I, Final Report.
November.

GeoPentech. 2003. Geotechnical Investigation Western District Yard Site. July 15, 2003.

LADWP Imtial Study
Western District Yard Renovation Project Page A-6
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Issues

Potentially
Significant Impact

Potentially
Sigaificant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant

impact

No Impact

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

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

The City of Los Angeles General Plan, Conservation Element, Section 15: Land
Form and Scenic Vistas identifies scenic views or vistas as “the panoramic
public view access to natural features, including views of the ocean, striking or
unusual natural terrain, or unique urban or historic features. Public access to
these views is from park lands, private and publicly owned sites and public
rights-of-way.”

The proposed project site is located within an urbanized area in the City of Los
Angeles. The LADWP Western District Yard (Yard) is not identified as a
scenic vista, as defined in the City of Los Angeles General Plan. New
structures and other elements that would obstruct focal or panoramic views
would not be constructed or added as part of the project. No components of this
project are located near or within the viewshed of a scenic vista, therefore no
impacts are anticipated.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, mcluding, but not lirmted
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?

Los Angeles County contains only one officially designated scenic highway and
9 eligible state scenic highways including portions of State Routes (SR} 1, 2, 27,
39, 57, 118, 126, and 210 and Interstate 5 {Caltrans 2003). The Yard is not
located in proximity to any of these scenic highways and would not have the
capability to affect aesthetic resources within a scenic highway. The closest
officiaily designated or eligible state scenic highway, located over 11 miles west
of the Yard, is SR-1 from 187 near Santa Monica to SR-101 near El Rio. No
fmpacts are anticipated.

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

The proposed project is located at the Western District Yard within an existing
blockwall fence. The project would include additional landscaping and the
construction of a new blockwall fence of a similar height as the existing wall.
The project design and landscaping plan is required to be reviewed and
approved by the City’s Cultural Affairs Commission prior o project
construction. Therefore, the potential impact to the existing visual character
would be less than significant.

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

The project would incorporate new lighting for the Yard. However, this
lighting would be designed so as not to spill offsite. Therefore, the new sources
of light would not create a significant impact that would affect day or nighttime
views in the area.

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWP Initial Study Checklist
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Issues
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Potentially

Significant Unless
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l.ess Than
Significant

Impact

No Impact

References:

Scenic Highway System. http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/scenic/
cahisys.htm.

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 2003, The California

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES -- In determining whether impacts
to 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. 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?

The proposed project would not be located on existing Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (farmland), as defined by the
California Resources Agency. The proposed project also is not located within
the immediate vicinity of agricultural operations, and would not have the
potential to affect any farmlands or other agriculitural operations. No impacts to
agricultural resources would result from the proposed project.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contract?

The proposed project would not be located on land zoned for agricultural
purposes, or on land that is under a Williamson Act contract.

¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use?

The proposed project would not be located on existing farmland, or on land
within the immmediate vicinity of agricultural operations. Therefore, the project
would not have the potential to affect any farmland or other agnicultural
operations.

References:

City of Los Angeles, 2003. Zoning mformation and Map Access System,
Property Information for 5898 W. Venice Boulevard.
http://zimas lacity.org/.

IT1. AIR QUALITY -- Where 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 [e.g., the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) Plan or Congestion Management Plan]?

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWRP Initial Study Checklist

T 200229876195 LADWP Western Yard\City LA IS Checkiistdoc 6/9/2004

Page 2




Issues

Potentially
Significant Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporation

iess Than
Significant

Impact

No Impact

Air guality plans are strategies designed to reduce emissions and comply with
the federal and State ambient air quality standards. Typically, projects with
significant impacts would have the potential to conflict or obstruct applicable
air quality plans, The proposed project consists of demolishing the existing
structures (i.e., buildings) and construction of new buildings that would improve
efficiency in the existing operations and enhance the safety of the workers. The
implementation of the proposed project is not expected to increase or change the
existing services offered at the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
{(LADWP), hence, operational emissions are expected to remain the same after
the completion of the project. The only increase in air pollutant emissions
associated with the proposed project would be for a short duration from
construction activities such as the demolition of existing structures and
construction of the new structures. However, the construction activities would
be performed in several phases in order to maintain existing operations without
any disruption of services. In order to assess the significance of impact from
construction activities, emissions associated with construction activities are
quantified for a peak day using the emission factors provided in the South Coast
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) CEQA Air Quality Handbook,
April 1993, and presented in Appendix A as Table 1, Peak Day Counstruction
Emissions. Construction emissions are quantified using data provided by
LADWP and reasonable assumptions.

As shown in Table 1 of Appendix A, emissions associated with the demolition
and construction of the proposed project is below the SCAQMD daily
construction emissions threshold. Therefore, the implementation of the
proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan. Impacts are considered less than significant.

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

As mentioned in (a.), the operation at LADWP is expected to remain the same
and construction activities on a peak day would not have a significant impact on
air quality, therefore, the construction and the operation of the new LADWP
facility would not violate any air quality standard nor contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation,

¢} Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0Z0Ne precursors)?

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWP Initial Study Checklist Page 3
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Issues

Mitigation

Potentially
incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Empact

No Impact

Potentially
Significant Fmpact
Significant Unless

The South Coast Air Basin is designated as non-attainment for ambient
standards for ozone (0,), particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns
(PMyy), and carbon monoxide (CO). The construction and operation of the
proposed project would not result in 2 camulatively considerable net increase of
any non-attainment criteria pollutant because the emissions associated with the
operation of the new facility would remain the same and the construction
emissions are only temporary over a short time period and considered to have
less than significant impact. Hence, the construction and operation of the new
LADWP facility would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pellutant,

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Since the construction emissions are short-termn, below the SCAQMD
construction significance thresholds, and dust control measures would be
immplemented, it is expected that the emissions associated with construction
activities would not impact the sensitive receptors in the project vicinity.
Emissions associated with the operation of the new LADWP facility would
remain the same, therefore, would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations.

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

Construction of the proposed project is not typically associated with odor issues,
Odors are typically associated with industrial or institational land uses, as listed
in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, April 1993, As previously
mentioned, there would not be any changes to the existing operation, therefore,
if during existing operation there were no odor issues, then upon the completion
of the proposed project there would not be any odor issues.

References:
South Coast Air Quality Management District CEQA Air Quality Handbook,

April 1993.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

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

The project site has been paved with approximately one foot of concrete, used
as a public facility, surrounded by a blockwall fence, and located within an
urban environment for more than 50 years. There is no potential for adverse
effects to biological resources.

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

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWP tnitial Study Ghecklist Page 4
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Issues

Potentially
Significant [mpact
Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
incorporation

The project site is adjacent to Ballona Channel, which is a large concrete lined
flood channel located within an urban environment. Project-related activities
would remain onsite and would not affect the Channel. There is no potential for
adverse effects to sensitive natural communities.

¢) 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?

The project site is completely paved, and does not possess any wetlands.

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?

The Yard contains no habitat to support wildlife. Rodents and other typical
urban wildlife species would relocate to similar habitats outside of the proposed
construction area. The Yard does not provide wildlife corridors or native
wildlife nursery sites. No impact would occur.

¢} Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance {e.g., oak
trees or California walnut woodlands)?

The project would comprise the replacement of structures within an unvegetated
project site. No conflicts would result to local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources.

) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

The project would comprise the replacement of structures within an unvegetated
project site. The site is not located within an HCP or NCCP. No conflicts
would result to approved habitat conservation plans.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a X
historical resource as defined in California Code of Regulations
Section 15064.57

Less Than
Significant
Impact
No lmpact

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWP Initial Study Checklist Page 5
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Issues

Potentially
Significant Impact
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Significant Unless
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Incorporation

Less Than
Significant

Empact

No Impact

According to the Cultural Resources Technical Report for the proposed project
(Appendix B), the LADWP Western District Headquarters office/warehouse
building (Building 1) and its associated outbuildings appear to be eligible for
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR} under
Criterion A {URS 2004). The property is representative of the expansion of
public utilities in post-World War II Los Angeles, which resulted from the
increased population and growth of industry and commerce of the era. Itis also
representative of the concurrent growth of LADWP, significant locally for its
vital contribution to the growth and development of Los Angeles, and nationally
as the largest municipally owned utifity in the nation. Building 1 and s
associated outbuildings maintain sufficient integrity and represent buildings
constructed during the era of significance. Building 1 also appears to be eligible
under Criterion C. Demolition of these buildings would result in a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. However, this
impact will be mitigated to a less than significant level through detailed
description and photodocumentation of the existing buildings.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to California Code of
Regulations Section 15064.57

The Project site is located immediately adjacent to Ballona Creek within one
mile of several prehistoric archaeological sites. As such, the Project area is
considered sensitive for buried prehistoric archacological resowrces. 'The
potential exists for ground disturbing construction activities to affect unknown
archaeological resources. However, this potentially significant impact will be
mitigated to a less than significant level through the incorporation of mitigation
measures, namely compliance with the construction permit and resource
sensitivity training.

In the event archaeological resources are unearthed during excavation activities
associated with the project, work shall be stopped immediately, and the
discovery shall be evaluated by a qualified archaeologist, pursuant to the
procedures set forth at CEQA Section 15064.5.

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

The Project site is located approximately two miles south of the La Brea Fossil
Pits, one of richest and most important paleontological localities in the world.
As such, the Project area is considered sensitive for subsurface paleontological
resources. The potential exists for ground disturbing construction activities to
affect unknown paleontological resources. However, this potentially significant
impact will be mitigated to a less than significant level through the
incorporation of mitigation measures, namely monitoring of construction and
resource sensitivity training. No unique geologic features are known to exist in
the Project area.

If fossilized shells, plants or bones are discovered during construction of the
project, work shall be suspended in the immediate vicinity of the finds, and the
potential significance of the resource shall be evaluated by a qualified specialist.
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d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

s

No human remains are known to exist within the Project area. If human skeletal
remains are found at the Project site during earth moving activities such as
grading or trenching, work shall be suspended and the Los Angeles County
Coroner’s Office shall be notified. Standard guidelines set by California law
provides for the treatment of gkeletal material of Native American origin
{California Public Resources Code, Sections 5097.98 et seq.; Health and Safety
Code, Section 7050.5 and others). Procedures to be employed in the treatment
of human remains are found in, “A Professional Guide for the Preservation and
Protection of Native American Human Remains and Associated Grave Goods,”
published by the California Native American Heritage Commission.

References:

South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC). 2003. Records Search for
the Proposed LADWP Western District Yard Improvement Project, Los
Angeles, CA. Letter reporting results of records search from SCCIC,
Department of Anthropology, California State University, Fullerton to Ms.
Christine Hacking of URS Corporation, April 2, 2003,

URS Corporation. 2004, Cultural Resources Technical Report: LADWP
Western District Yard Improvement Project, Los Angeles, CA4. January 2004,

VL GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
mcluding the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

1) 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.

The Yard does not fall within an Alquist-Priolo special study zone, per the
City’s Safety Element of the General Plan (1996). The Yard is located
approximately 0.8 miles from the nearest fault (City of Los Angeles 2003).
Although the Yard is not within an Alquist-Priolo special study zone, this
does not preclude the local faults from serving as a potential seismic hazard.
The design and construction of the project will conform to the 2000
International Building Code seismic standards as approved by the
Department of Building and Safety. Therefore, the potential impact would
be less than significant.

11) Strong seismic ground shaking?
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The Southern California region is prone to seismic ground shaking caused
by earthquakes, which may result in hazardous conditions to people within
the region. The most serious impacts associated with ground shaking would
occur if the structures were not properly constructed according to seismic
engineering standards. The design and construction of the project will
conform to the 2000 International Building Code seismic standards as
approved by the Department of Building and Safety. Therefore, the
potential impact would be less than significant.

111} Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

The Yard is located within a liquefiable area according to the Safety Element of
the City’s General Plan (1996). LADWP prepared a geotechnical study (July
2003) for the Yard and will design the proposed structures to meet all applicable
design codes and standards accordingly. Appropriate structural design would
reduce the potential seismic-related impact to less than significant.

iv) Landslides?

The Yard is located on flat, graded land with no unique geological features.
According to the Safety Element of the City’s General Plan (1996), the Yard is
not located in a landslide area. No significant impacts are anticipated to result
from landslides.

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

The project site is currently developed and paved over with approximately one-
foot of concrete. Project construction will include cutting in to the concrete,
excavation, and hauling materials off site. Construction on the site would be
subject to state codes and requirements for erosion control and grading. A
NPDES General Construction Stormwater Permiit is required for the project and
will incorporate specific discharge limitations for point-source discharges to
ensure that dischargers meet permit conditions and protect state-defined water
quality standards. Compliance by construction contractors with this program
and the conditions of the permit would minindze potential impacts during
construction. Impacts on soil erosion during construction are considered less
than significant,

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, hquefaction
or collapse?
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The Yard is located just east of the neck that connects Ballona Gap with the
Downey Plain Section of the Los Angeles Basin. The Basin extends south from
the foot of the San Gabriel Mountains to the sea, and southeast from the Santa
Monica Mountains to the Santa Ana Mountains and the San Joaquin Hills. The
Basin can be divided into a northern 1/3 and a southern 2/3 by the Puente
Repetto hills. The Yard Hes in the southern 2/3 of the Basin, which is
predominantly a lowland sloping gently toward the sea (a coastal plain}.

The Yard is underlain by unconsolidated sands, clays, and silts to a depth of
approximately 75 feet. The historic high water level at the site was estimated to
be approximately 15 feet below ground surface and flows southerly in the site
vicinity (GeoPentech 2003).

The Yard is located within a liquefiable area according to the Safety Element of
the City’s General Plan (1996). LADWP prepared a geotechnical study for the
Yard and will design the proposed structures to meet all applicable design codes
and standards accordingly. Appropriate structural design would reduce the
potential seismic-related impact to less than significant.

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?

The Yard is underlain by unconsolidated sands, clays, and silts to a depth of
approximately 75 feet. The historic high water level at the site was estimated to
be approximately 15 feet below ground surface and flows southerly in the site
vicinity (GeoPentech 2003). Clay, a potentially expansive soil, is present at the
Yard. LADWP has prepared a geotechnical study for the Yard, which provides
applicable design codes and standards for design of the proposed structures.
Appropriate structural design would reduce potential expansive soil-related
impacts to less than significant.

e} Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers arc
not available for the disposal of waste water?

The proposed project would be served by domestic sewer systems similar to the
existing on-sites uses. Analysis of the soil to determine whether it can support
the use of septic tanks or other disposal systems is not required. No impacts
would occur.

References:

City of Los Angeles. 1996. General Plan, Safety Element. Adopted November
26, 2003. Zoning information and Map Access System, Property
information for 5898 W. Venice Boulevard. http:/zimas.lacity.org/.

City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and Power {LADWP). 1989,
Western District Headquarters Agreement No. 10025, Site Characterization
Study, Phase II, Final Report. November.

GeoPentech. 2003, Geotechnical Investigation Western District Yard Site. July
15, 2003,

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWP Initial Study Checklist

TAZOONIO870195 LADWP Western YardiCity LA I8 Checklist.doc 6/%/2004

Page 9




£ | £F52 2125 Z
2127
VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS -- Would the
project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment X
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

The proposed project involves improvements to the existing LADWP Western
District Headquarters Yard and would not create an increased need for the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Based on the age of
the structures at the Yard, asbestos-containing materials (ACM) and lead-based
paint may be present in the existing structures. The demelition and
transportation of these materials will be done in accordance with state and
federal regulations including compliance with SCAQMD’s Rule 1403 (Asbestos
Emissions from Demolition/ Renovation Activities), and will mitigate any
significant adverse impact.

A gasoline release from product lines at the Yard has resulted in free product
and dissolved constituent plumes beneath the site. Since October 1989, a layer
of free product ranging up to about four feet thick has been detected in several
of the groundwater monitoring wells installed at the Yard and other nearby
areas. The lateral boundaries of the free product plume, with exception of the
southeastern boundary, have been defined. A soil vapor exiraction unit has
been operating at the Yard since October 1997. LADWP is currently working
with RWQCB for final approval of their Remedial Action Plan prior to
initiation of groundwater cleanup.

Construction activities to complete proposed improvements to the Yard may
result in exposing soil impacted by petroleum hydrocarbons or other related
compounds, such as benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes (BTEX). To
mitigate potential air quality and hazards impacts to less than significant, the
following measures will be implemented during excavation activities.

1. Site personnel that may be exposed to or will handle impacted soil should
have Occupational Safety and Health Administration {OSHA) 40-hour
hazardous materials training, with site supervisory personnel having
completed an 8-hour supervisor course.

2. Due to the potential presence of petroleum hydrocarbons or BTEX in soil,
excavation and soil handling operations should be conducted in accordance
with a South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule
1166 Soil Mitigation Plan,

3. During excavation and soil handling activities, the work zone and its
immediate perimeter would be monitored. A direct reading instrument
such as an organic vapor analyzer (OVA) would be used for this purpose.
Air monitoring would be conducted in the work zone to document potential
worker exposure and compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1166. Selected
chemicals such as benzene would be monitored in the breathing zone
within the work area using Draeger tubes.

Woestern District Yard Renovation Project
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4. Several dust and vapor control measures would be implemented during
excavation. Initially, excavation will be conducted in a manner to reduce the
potential to generate dust and vapor. Dust suppression during excavation will
be performed by lightly spraying or misting the work areas with water. If
vapor or odors generated during the excavation process are pot mitigated
using the water must, suppressant foam will be used to control these
emissions. Water mist and/or suppressant foam may also be used on soil
placed in dump trucks prior to transporting this material.

5. Soil in stockpiles will be placed on, and covered with polyethylene or
equivalent sheeting to reduce the potential to generate dust and/or vapor and
to protect the surrounding environment and comply with SCAQMD
requirements. Material used to cover the stockpiled soil will be secured by
placing sandbags around the perimeter of the stockpiles.

6. Impacted soil will be disposed at appropriate landfill or soil recycling
facilities. The chemical analyses required to profile the impacted soil will be
determined by the landfill or recyching facility.

7. Regulations and procedures that will be followed during the excavation,
handling, and transportation of impacted soil are listed below.,

A California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 8, Occupational Safety
and Health Regulations.

B. Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 29 CFR Part 1910 and 1926,
Occupational Safety and Health Regulations.

C. Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 40 CFR Section 761.79 and
Section 761.60, Federal Environmental Protection Agency.

D. Code of Federal Regulations {(CFR), 49 CFR, Federal Department of
Transportation - Hazardous Waste Transportation Regulations.

E. Code of Federal Regulations {CFR), 22-661 CFR, Hazardous Waste
Characterization for Management of Hazardous Waste.

F. Local City and County Regulations.

G. Obtain permits for licenses and certifications required by applicable
regulatory agencies.

H. Provide notifications, monitoring, and testing required by regulatory
agencies.

Operational uses of the Yard, after project completion, will not be at risk to
exposure from contaminated soil or groundwater because of the one-foot thick
concrete surface that covers the Yard. No operation-refated impacts from
hazards would occur.

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?
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The proposed project involves the improvement of an existing LADWP Yard.
Some minimally hazardous substances that are typically used in construction
may be used at the site. The operation of the Yard after construction would not
introduce a new hazard beyond the existing operations at the project site. The
potential for the creation of hazards through the release of hazardous materials
is less than significant.

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school?

The closest school to the Yard is Marvin Elementary School, located
approximately 0.34-mile southeast of the project site. Construction and
operation of the proposed project would not affect the school. No impacts on
existing or future schools would occur.

d) Be located on a site which 1s 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?

The Yard is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and updated by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) (DTSC 2003)., No impacts
would occur.

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?

The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2
miles of a public use airport. The closest atrports to the Yard include Los
Angeles International Airport (LAX) located approximately 5.5 miles north and
Santa Monica Municipal Airport located approximately 4 miles east. No
impacts would occur,

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?

The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
Therefore, the project would not have the potential to expose people to
associated safety hazards. No impacts would occur.

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

The proposed project would not impair implementation of or interfere with an
emergency response or evacuation plan. The Yard is currently accessible to
emergency vehicles from three locations (Venice Boulevard, Fairfax Avenue,
and Genesee Avenue). The construction and operation of the proposed project
would conform to all City access standards to allow adequate emergency access.
Additionally, no streets are anticipated to be impacied during construction that
would preclude emergency access. No impacts would occur.
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h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, mjury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

The proposed project is located within an existing public facilities yard,
surrownded by an urbanized environment and not within the vicinity of
wildlands. Also the project site is not located within a Wildfire Hazard Area,
according to the City’s Safety Element of the General Plan (1996). No impacts
would occur.

References:
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). 2003. Hazardous

Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List). As update April 11.

City of Los Angeles. 1996. General Plan, Safety Element. Adopted November
26.

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

a} Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

The proposed project would not violate water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements. The project would not directly discharge into surface
waters or alter surface water quality in any water body. However, site tunoff
during construction and operation of the proposed project would discharge into
area storm drains, which ultimately discharge into surface water bodies.

The Los Angeles River is one of several major surface water bodies in the City.
An extensive network of storm drains that either drain directly to the Santa
Monica Bay, San Pedro Bay, or to waterways that ultimately drain to those bays
serves the City.

Ag part of the Clean Water Act (CWA), the EPA has established regulations
under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program
to control direct stormwater discharges. The NPDES program regulates
industrial pollutant discharges, which includes construction activities. A
NPDES General Construction Stormwater Pernmt is required for this project and
will incorporate specific discharge limitations for point-source discharges to
ensure that dischargers meet permit conditions and protect state-defined water
quality standards. Compliance by construction contractors with this program
and the conditions of the permit will minimize potential impacts during
construction. Impacts on water quality during construction are considered less
than significant.

Less Than
Significant
Impact
No Impact

o
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a
net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted)?

The Yard does not contribute to groundwater recharge due to the existing
approximately one-foot thick concrete lining throughout the site. The proposed
project will not include unpaved surfaces, besides landscaped areas.

Water in the area is supplied by several local and regional sources. The Yard
currently consumes a negligible amount of the region’s total water supply. As
no new employees would be added to the Yard, potable water consumption
would not increase. Also, the new toilets and showers in the proposed fitness
center would utilize low-flow technology. Implementation of the proposed
project would not create a substantial demand upon groundwater sources and
would not substantially change the amount of groundwater pumped from local
wells. Less than significant impacts are anticipated.

¢) 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 which would result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site?

Less Than
Significant
Impact
No [mpact
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The Yard is located in a developed area adjacent to the concrete-lined Ballona
Channel. On-site drainage patterns may be slightly altered to accommodate the
proposed site design. Any alternations in drainage associated with the proposed
project would be negligible and would not result in substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site. The concrete-paved Yard currently generates runoff
during and following stormn events that would include various types of
compounds commonly found m the wrban environment, such as petroleum
products, fertilizers, pesticides, etc. There will be minimal changes in the
content of storm runoff at the project site after construction because the Yard is
currently developed with structures and the purpose and use of the facility
would remain unchanged. No significant impacts would result from changes in
absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface runoff
from the proposed project. No stream or river courses would be altered due to
the proposed project.

Potential short-term erosion effects could occur during construction and site
preparation activities. Construction of the proposed project would involve
grading, excavation, and hauling of matenials off-site. These activities would
have the potential to result in soil erosion that could be conveyed as runoff to
off-site storm drains. The Clean Water Act delincates a national permitting
system for point-discharges known as the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System {(NPDES). The construction contractors for the proposed
project will be required to comply with the conditions of the required NPDES
permit, including any Best Management Practices (BMPs). Adherence to
permit conditions would reduce the potential for siltation in the drainage system
during construction and would reduce impacts to less-than-significant levels.

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 runoffin a
manner, which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Operation of the proposed project would generate surface rumoff flows similar
to existing conditions. On-site drainage patterns may be slightly altered to
accommodate the proposed project site design. New drainage structures and
improvement of existing drainage structures are proposed for the project. These
structures will be designed and built in accordance with local, state, and federal
requiremnents for surface water runoff. The amount of paved surface area at the
Yard will decrease after project construction; therefore, the project would not
increase the amount of surface runoff nor affect the potential for flooding.

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

Eess Than
Significant
Tmpact
No Impact

Western Disirict Yard Renovation Project
LADWRP Initial Study Checklist Page 15

TA200329870195 LADWP Western Yard'City LA 1S Checklist doc 6/9/2004



Issues

Potentially
Significant Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporation

Eess Than
Significant
impact

No Impact

The proposed project would not increase the amount of paved surface at the
project site and therefore, the amount of stormwater runoff flowing from the site
to existing off site storm drains would not increase. New drainage structures and
improvement of existing drainage structures are proposed for the project. These
structures will be designed and built in accordance with local, state, and federal
requirements for surface water runoff,

Construction of the proposed project would involve grading, excavation, and
hauling of materials off-site. These activities may have the potential to result in
short term soil erosion that could affect off site storm drains. As described
under Item d, the construction contractors for this project will be required to
comply with the NPDES conditions that would apply to this project, including
any BMPs. Adherence to permit conditions would greatly reduce the potential
for siltation in the drainage system during construction. Impacts would be less
than significant,

) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

LADWP and their contractors will conform to BMPs relative to runoff from the
Yard. Potential impacts to water quality would be less than significant.

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?

The proposed project does not involve the construction of housing. Therefore,
there is no potential for impacts associated with placing housing within a flood
hazard zone. No impacts would occur,

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would
impede or redirect flood flows?

The proposed project is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area,
according to the City’s Safety Element of the General Plan, Exhibit F (1996).
No impacts would occur,

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

Review of the City of Los Angeles Inundation and Tsunami Hazard Areas Map
(Exhibit () indicates that the site lies within an inundation boundary (City of
Los Angeles 1996). Although the Yard is located in a potential inundation area,
less than significant impacts from flooding are anticipated. The measures taken
by the City to control water levels in dams and reserveirs, and to conduct
earthquake retrofits, have reduced potential impacts on the proposed site. The
proposed project would not expose people or structures to significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding from failure of 2
dam or levee. Impacts are less than significant.

) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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According to the City of Los Angeles Safety Element, the Yard is not located in
an area that would be subject to tsunami hazards (City of Los Angeles 1996).
No impacts would oceut.

Seiches can cause water to overtop reservoirs and lakes. As discussed in Item
1), measures taken by the City to control water levels in dams and reservoirs,
and to conduct earthquake retrofits for dams, have significantly reduced
potential impacts. Therefore, impacts from seiches are less than significant.

The Yard is located in an area where site topography is generally flat; therefore,
the site is not at risk for mudflows. Impacts from mudflows would be less than

significant.

References:
City of Los Angeles. 1996 General Plan, Safety Flement. Adopted November

26.

1X. LAND USE AND PLANNING -- Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

The proposed project would be constructed within the existing Yard property
and is a compatible use to the existing suwrrounding public facility uses. The
proposed project would not divide an established community and would not
displace existing residential uses. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

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

The Yard is located within the City of Los Angeles. The City regulates land nse
within its jurisdiction through a general plan and zoning ordinance. The Yard is
Jocated within the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan, a part
of the City of Los Angeles General Plan (City of Los Angeles 1998). No land
use conflicts would occur.

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

The project site has been paved with approximately one foot of concrete, used
as a public facility, surrounded by a blockwall fence, and located within an
urban environment for more than 50 years, There i3 not potential for an adverse
effect to biological resources or conservation plans.

References:
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning. 1998, West Adams-
Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan Update. May 6.
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES ~ Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

The existing project setting is a paved and fenced project site. The construction
of the proposed project and the subsequent use of the site would not alter the
ability to access or utilize mineral resources. Therefore, the potential impact to
mineral resources at the site would remain unchanged and would be less than

significant.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally rmportant mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

The existing project setting is a paved and fenced project site. The construction
of the proposed project and the subsequent use of the site would not alter the
ability to access or utilize mineral resources. Therefore, the potential impact to
mineral resources at the site would remain unchanged and would be less than
significant.

References:
None.

XI. NOISE — Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance,
or applicable standards of other agencies?

The City of Los Angeles has established significance thresholds under CEQA

for noise in the document entitled Draft Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guide.

The following are the specific thresholds identified in the guide. A project is

considered to result i a significant impact if:

e  Construction activities, lasting more than 1 day, would exceed existing
ambient exterior noise levels by 10 dBA or more at noise-sensitive land
uses.

e Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a 3-month period
would exceed existing ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more ata
noise-sensitive use; or

s  Construction activities would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA ata
noise-sensitive use between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. Monday through
Friday, before 8 a.m. or after 6 p.m. on Saturday, or at anytime on Sunday.

e The project causes the ambient noise level measured at the property kine of
affected uses to increase by 3 dBA in CNEL to a level at or above 70 dBA-
CNEL at single-family residences.

« The project causes the ambient noise level in CNEL measured at the
property line of affected uses to increase by 5 dBA. or more,

The project would not generate excessive noise levels and would be consistent
with applicable Laws, Ordinances, Regulations, and Standards of the City and
relevant guidelines of other agencies (sec Appendix C, Noise Study Report).
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excesstve groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

No high-impact sources of groundbome vibration such as pile driving will be
used to construct the proposed project. However, grading and removal of
concrete would occur. Based on data from the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA 1995), ground vibration generated by a large bulldozer typically
attenuates 1o a level considered acceptable for residential uses beyond a distance
of about 60 feet. The project would not expose people to excessive groundborne
vibration or noise because no grading would occur within 60 feet of residences.
Impacts would be less than significant.

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

The project would not increase long-term operational activities/noise. Due to
the pature of the project, some noise emissions from existing operations may
decrease; therefore, the project would not cause a substantial permanent
increase in noise. Thus, no impacts are anticipated and no mitigation is required.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

The project would cause substantial temporary or periodic increases in ambient
noise. However, construction activities would not exceed the ambient noise
level by 5 dBA at a noise-sensitive use between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 am.
Monday through Friday, before 8 a.m. or after 6 p.m. on Saturday, or at anytime
on Sunday. The project would not cause the ambient CNEL noise level
measured at the property line of affected uses to increase by 3 dBA CNEL to a
level at or above 70 dBA-CNEL on residential properties. The project would
not cause the ambient CNEL noise level measured at the property line of
affected uses to mecrease by 5 dBA or more. Noise impact will be less than
significant with incorporation of best management practices for construction
noise minimization into the project description as discussed in Section 6.0 of the
Noise Study Report (see Appendix C).

¢) 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?

The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2
miles of a public use airport. The closest airports to the Yard include Los
Angeles International Airport (LAX) located approximately 5.5 miles north and
Santa Monica Municipal Airport located approximately 4 miles east. No
impacts would occur.

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?

The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
Therefore, the project would not have the potential to expose people to
excessive noise levels. No impacts would occur.

W5

Western District Yard Renovation Project
LADWP Initial Study Checklist Page 19

FAZOOGET0195 LADWP Western YardWCity LA IS Checklist doe 6/9/2004



Issues

Potentially
Significant Impact

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation
Incorporation

L.ess Than
Significant
Fmpact

No Impact

References:
Federal Transit Administration. 1995, FTA Transit Noise and Vibration

Impact Assessment Guidance Manual, DOT-T-95-16. April.

URS. 2004. Noise Impact Analysis, Western District Yard Renovation Project,
March.

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:

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

The proposed project would not alter the service provided by the LADWP
Western District Headquarters or increase their capability to serve more
customers, since the Western District customer base is relatively fixed. The
surrounding area is developed and is currently served by infrastructure facilities,
inclading sewers, storm drains, water, roadways, utilities, etc. Therefore, the
project would not induce population growth in the area. No impacts would
OCCUr.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Construction and operation of the proposed project would not mvolve the
demolition or construction of any housing. Additionally, this project would not
create a need for additional housing. No impacts would oceur.

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Construction and operation of the proposed project would not involve any
displacement of people and would not require the construction of replacement
housing. The project involves demolition and replacement of buildings at the
existing LADWP Western District Yard. No housing-related impacts would
OCCUur.

References:
None.

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES --

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:

1) Fire protection?
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One Single-Engine Company station and two Task Force Stations
provide fire protection in the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Plan
area. In addition to these three stations, there are 8 other fire stations
outside the Community Plan area, four of them Task Force Stations,
which offer additional fire protection services to the Plan (City of Los
Angeles 1998).

The proposed project would upgrade and replace outdated structures for
the same use; i.e. LADWP support yard for Water Distribution Work in
the Western service area. The new buildings would be constructed to the
most current fire protection codes.  The operation of the proposed
project would not require additional fire protection and therefore, would
result in no impact to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times,
and other performance objectives.

i1) Police protection?

The Los Angeles Police Department provides police protection services.
There are four police stations serving the West Adams-Baldwin Hills-
Leimert Plan area. All of these are located outside of the Community
Plan boundaries. The Southwest arca station is located in the South
Central Plan area at 1546 Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and the
Seventy Seventh Street station is located at 125 'W. 77" Street. The West
Los Angeles area station is located at 1663 Butler Avenue. In addition,
there is a police substation located within the Baldwin Hills-Crenshaw
Plaza. (City of Los Angeles 1998)

The proposed project will upgrade and replace outdated structures for the
same use; i.e. LADWP support yard for Water Distribution Work in the
‘Western service area. The operation of the proposed project would not
require additional police projection and therefore, would result in no
significant fmpact to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times,
and other performance objectives.

111) Schools?

The closest school to the Yard is Marvin Elementary School, located
approximately 0.34-mile southeast of the project site, Construction and
operation of the proposed project would not affect the school. No
impacts on existing or future schools would occur,

1v) Parks?

The demand for parks is generally associated with the increase of
housing or population into an area. The proposed project would not
induce population or result in new housing. The closest park is Genesee
Avenue Park, located approximately 0.25-mile south of the project site.
The proposed project would involve improvements to the existing Yard
facility, and would not affect any nearby parks or recreation facilities.
No impacts would occur.

v) Other public facilities?
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Existing public utilities and infrastructure currently serve the project site.
Project implementation would not require new or altered maintenance services
substantially above the existing conditions. No significant impacts are
anticipated.

References:
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Plannmg. 1998, West Adams-

Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan Update. May 6.

XIV. RECREATION --

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?

The increase in use of recreational facilities is generally spurred by population
growth in an area. The proposed project would not result in an increase of
population in the area. Therefore, the project would not increase the use of, or
accelerate the deterioration of, nearby public recreational facilities. No impacts
would occur.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

The proposed project includes improvement of the existing Yard, including the
construction of an approximately 3,200-square-foot fitness center for LADWP
employees. The fitness center would not be available for use by the general
public. The potential impacts associated with this facility have been discussed
throughout this document within each of the respective environmental
disciplines. Impacts from the construction of this project component would be
less than significant.

References:
None.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (1.e., result in
a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?
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A Traffic Technical Memorandum was prepared for the proposed project and is
provided as Appendix D of this document (URS 2003). Approximately 30
construction workers would be onsite during peak construction activities. The
construction workers generally follow a 7 AM to 4 PM work schedule, so there
will be no or minimal contribution to the AM peak hour (7-9 AM) traffic.
During the peak days of construction activity, approximately 46 equipment
related trips will be generated daily, 23 trips (21 in / 2 out) during the AM peak
hour and 23 trips (2 in /21 out) during the PM peak hour.

The proposed construction activity at the Yard will generate minimal trips
during the AM and PM peak hours and would not cause substantial increase in
vehicle trips, create congestion or deterioration of intersection and roadway
volume to capacity ratios to the surrounding roadway system.

The operation of the Yard would not include an increase in workers onsite and
therefore, there would not be an increase in traffic Ioad or eapacity of the street
system from operational activities.

b) Exceed, either individually or camulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

Approximately 30 construction workers would be onsite during peak
construction activities. The construction workers ave anticipated to commute to
the Yard construction site early in the morning and leave in the mid-afternoon,
therefore avoiding peak hour traffic. During the peak days of construction
activity, approximately 46 equipment related trips will be generated daily, 23
trips (21 in / 2 out) during the AM peak hour and 23 trips (2 in /21 out) during
the PM peak hour. On an average day, the trips generated could be lower as the
calculation conservatively included one-time trips for heavy equipment as
recurring trips so as to get the theoretical maximum trip generation on-site.

The proposed construction activity at the Yard will generate trips below the Los
Angeles County Congestion Management Plan (CMP) thresholds to warrant
freeway mainline and arterial segment analysis.

The operation of the Yard would not include an increase in workers onsite and
therefore, there would not result in an exceedance of a level of service standard
of the Los Angeles County CMP from operational activities.

¢) 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?

This project is not within an airport plan area or within the vicinity of a public
or private airport. The proposed project would occur within the existing
property of the Yard and land uses surrounding the Yard would not change as
part of the proposed project. No impacts would occur.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
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The proposed project does not include construction of public roadways and
would not result in incompatible uses. Therefore, no impacts would occur,

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

The Yard is currently accessible to emergency vehicles from three locations
(Venice Boulevard, Fairfax Avenue, and Genesee Avenue). The construction
and operation of the proposed project would conform to all City access
standards to allow adequate emergency access. Additionally, no streets are
anticipated to be impacted during construction that may preclude emergency
access. No impacts would occur.

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Parking capacity will remain unchanged during construction and operation of
the project. The existing employee parking lot would be striped during project
construction. No impacts to parking would occur.

g) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

The proposed project would occur entirely within the existing property line of
the Yard. Alternative transportation routes would remain unchanged during
project construction and operation. No impact to alternative transportation
would occur.

References:
None,

XVL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

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

Wastewater discharges from the project site would enter the City’s sewer
system and flow to the Hyperion wastewater treatment plant where it would be
treated and eventually discharged to the ocean. The existing Yard facilities,
except the wash rack, currently discharge wastewater into the sewer. The
design of the existing and new wash rack at the Yard includes containment of
the runoff from the rack in a tank and then transport of the wastewater off site
for proper disposal by a licensed contractor. Upon completion of construction,
the proposed project is expected to generate approximately the same amount of
domestic wastewater as do the existing facilities. The proposed project would
not increase the number of employees at the Yard. Thus, there would be no net
increase in wastewater flows within the region. The domestic wastewater flow
from the proposed project would not cause the Hyperion wastewater treatment
plant discharge to exceed Regional Water Quality Control Board wastewater
treatment requirements. No impacts would occur.

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?
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No new water facilities would be required nor would existing facilities require
expansion to accommodate new sources of water from the proposed project
during construction. The only substantial use of water during project
construction would be for dust suppression purposes. Potable water would be
provided by water truck as necessary to control fugitive dust at the construction
site. Construction impacts to water facilities are not considered significant. The
Yard has existing local water supply facilities and wastewater connections.
Implementation of the proposed project would require one new connection to
these facilities. The Yard improvements would not require construction or
expansion of existing water or wastewater treatment facilities. Less than
significant impacts would occur.

¢) 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?

The proposed project would include the construction of new surface runoff
facilities onsite and one new connection to the sewer system. However, the
Yard improvements would not require the construction or expansion of existing
offsite water drainage facilities. Less than significant impacts would occur.

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

The only notable use of water during project construction would be for dust
suppression purposes. Potable water provided by a water truck would be used
as necessary to control fugitive dust at the construction site. Construction
impacts to water supplies are not considered significant. The Yard has existing
local water supply facilittes and conmnections that serve the project area.
Implementation of the proposed project would not require new connections to
these facilities. The proposed project would utilize existing water sources. No
impacts would occur.

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which 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?

The proposed project would not increase the number of employees working at
the Yard and therefore, wastewater generation from the site would not change.
The proposed new restroom and fitness center facilities would not significantly
increase wastewater generation beyond existing levels. Impacts would be less
than significant.

) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?
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As of December 31, 1995, the total remaining permitied inert waste (e.g.
construction and demolition waste) capacity in Los Angeles County was
estimated to be approximately 53.1 million tons. Based on the average 1995
disposal rate, this capacity would be exhausted in 96 years. (LADPW 1997).
There is anticipated to be no shortfall in disposal capacity of inert wastes within
the county. Therefore, construction impacts on existing landfill capacities are
considered less than significant. After completion of the Yard renovation, there
would not be an increase in the number of workers based out of the Yard.
Therefore, municipal solid waste currently being generated at the Yard would
not change and no impacts would occur.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

The proposed project would comply with all applicable laws and regulations
related to solid waste generation, collection, and disposal in the County of Los
Angeles, including the California Integrated Waste Management Act. The
project would comply with all statutes and regulations related to solid waste.
No impacts would occur.

References:
Los Angeles County Departmment of Public Works, Environmental Programs
Division. 1997. Countywide Siting Flement. June.

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE --

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

The project site has been paved with approximately one foot of concrete, used
as a public facility, surrounded by a blockwall fence, and located within an
urban environment for more than 50 years. The project site is adjacent to
Ballona Channel, which is a large concrete lined flood channel located within
an urban environment. There is no potential for adverse effects to sensitive
natural communities.

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)?
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As discussed in the respective issue areas above, the proposed project would
have less than significant impacts to some environmental resources. It is
possible for construction activities associated with other projects outside the
Yard to occur simmultaneously with that of the proposed project. While the
individual impacts of the proposed project may be less than significant, the
impacts of the combined projects could contribute to curnulative effects.

Implementation of the project-specific mitigation measures and compliance
with applicable codes, ordinances, laws and other required regulations, would
reduce the magnitude of these impacts to less than significant.

¢) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
mdirectly?

The analysis presented throughout this document identifies mitigation measures
and/or project design features to reduce impacts to less than significant levels,
Therefore, project implementation is not anticipated to result in substantial
adverse effects on human beings.
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@ DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheets if necessary)

(Please refer to Attachment B for more information.)

PREPARED BY: TITLE: TELEFHONE NO.: | DATE:
Tania Bonfiglio Environmental Supervisor (213) 367-3027 06/16/04
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APPENDIX A

PEAK DAY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS



Yo/ f SEXSRIIANIRY GOHIMNSUOTASHTOLB6TEO0EV L,

‘01LBLIS0S UOIINLSUOD ABp-yead B UO J0J10R) SUDISSRUS 04 Nd CGINDVDS Buisn pajenoped sem 1snp aaning woz) suoisspuy (v}

-AoH pube mawydig - a5ed gom S,QNDVDS WO PSALSD 212 SBI0ILBA S19%I0M DU $XDN) 10§ SI0J08) LOISSILLS 8|3iuaA @sam Anp-Aaeay [g]

“Y-§-6-Y 9IGEL "£66) HOOqpUEH AEND Ity YOI 'GWDVIS Wi PaaLen 818 Jusiudinha uoionisuod 10} $10198] UOISSILS 8[3)uan 18sap Anp-Aneay {7]

IO PUB BIEAA 50 Jusupeda selebuy S0 oy Ag papinoad Blep UG peseq pawnsse ale souesip Bugaard) pue uswdinks Jo

504) ‘seako|dus Jo JoquIny 'SBDUBISID (Ney ‘uole.ado jo SINCH "£66) SoogpuBH f(enD Y YOI0 QWOYDS DUB *SE6E 92 UCIDT 'HOOgpURH 2oUBLUIOLS] JeRidIeeD ok paALap akam sazis auiBud juawdinbe uogonasuody il

‘BSILON
ON ON ON ON ON NIR)
proysa.y , saugdgiudig
AWOVOS pasng
ooost 0008t aoar 5L 009858 {kopspunod) spoysary ¢

uogonagNe]) fvg AWD YIS

6’87 8L 86 g8 Uiy (Repssqp) elo], Tpeq
IUOLU-310E/SU0) YIUOLL/SARD 3108
2] o1z wo 0f SL'O 190gf saniBng
ajrysq[ 3HEq a[rysay a[ruysq o[ /] 53R 0(dUIS Reppsau
{¢} Y00 $1000°0 £00°0 106000 50 100°0 S0 1000 1% F10'0 8 oF SOJOIYA SIANIOM,
wq[ Ly Igyqp 441 L un Aepsinoiy
k4] ' {4y 1’1 (3284 9'€1 L1 'l ¢1'0 e $L9°0 i 8 HINLL IIEM
a1uy/sq) BT e a[iuysq] aj1u/sg| i Kep-sona/sdix dinpunossaq
[l 90 1000 (4] 0000 6l LZ00 0T £00°0 el 6100 £ 3 0t syandL (ney
1y/q ] In/a Tyqt | n Aepsinoy
[7] 80 10 6’0 VP 701 LT 60 §1°0 't SL90 | 9 lorearaxy
] 4 g g g un Aep/simoy
[z] 80 o 60 3480 701 Lt 60 510 't SLOQ { 9 aopiaeg
yyq¢ ) 1yyq¢ [ EEnH 3hun Aepssmoy
[e 1l an} L1 £71°0 91 Ll Tl 510 a3 $L90 1 8 1Z0(] PRI
yyap Tyt agyq[ /g g n Aepsanoy
lzi £ 1o L€ 970 L0¢ v8E Tt LT0 ool £z 1 8 sadetog
SINAWAIN0F NCLLONUISNO ]
530N {Asp;sqp) 10328 ] (Aepysa} 10338 4 (Aep/sap) 1019% (Aep/sqp 0008 {Avpysqp) 163 111 ¢ 1pmerey 11 T 1ojewsIEg 1l 1 A21pWEITy (1] #2anog
uogssjtuy | wesssnu | uorsstwy | uersstwy | wopsspuy | uopsspury | oopsspuy | oueysspny | uepssjury | uegsspuyg
O1INd X038 XON DO ()]

STOISSTUT GOINIISUe) A Nead
UOJEAOUIY PABA IAISHT WI3ISIAN
JMOJ pue 1912 A0 J0 Nuiedag sapiuy sog
[ LA 8




APPENDIX B

CULTURAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL REPORT






FINAL REPORT

WESTERN DISTRICT YARD RENOVATION PROJECT

CULTURAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL REPORT

Department of Water and Power
City of Los Angeles

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

March 2004






DRAFT Cultural Resources Technical Report

TABLE OF CONTENTS

SECTION PAGE
1-0 INTRODUCTION;»;&:: lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll AR AR IR E R AN IR RN RN RN NN RN R AN TS PN N NN AR TR 1'1
1.1 Project Description ...ttt s s 1-2

1.1.1  Administration Bullding.......ccvciininnimminnincissssninanen 1.2

1.1.2  FHDESS CNET 1ottt et srcra s s s as e nn e s s e s s s e sae st s nennn e snnsne 12

1.1.3  Warehouse/Tool ROOML...c...ovvirirreccciicmiin st st sessnenens 1-2

1,14 Fleet BUilding ..cuoovvvvveereecrceinicieinnisis it esseris s s vna s 1-2

1,15 Welding SHOP oottt en ettt bt 1-3

1.1.6  Other Improvements (Employee Parking Lot} .o 1-3

1.2 Area of Potential Effect.. ...t nes s s 1-3

1.3 Environmental SEtNg.....cccoomiiiiciiii it 1-3

2!0 BlBLIoGRAPHIC SURVEY lllllllll ARTERN RN SN A AA SRR IR AN RN AN NN NS AR A SRR NS FENFNENUNRANAREEN WARNERRSARARRYEREERIRARIRTSE 2-5
2.1 Cultural SETHNE oottt b et s e e 2-5

2.1.1  Paleoindian Period.......ocecieiuircenins e e ce et s sve st e st ss s s s s s ns s shs s soneen 2-5

2.1.2  The Millingstone HOMZON ..o s sns e 2-5

2.1.3  The Intermediate Period ...t e 2-6

2.1.4 The Late Prehistoric Period ...t 2-6

2.1.5  EhAOZraphy ..o eeiinse e bmvsst et bbb 2-7

2.1.6  HiIStOrC SEtNE . cveiveeerercreciniisinsie st sa s e n s s s s 2-9

2.2 California Historical Resources Information System Records Search.............. 2-12

2.2.1  Previous Studies within Study Area ..o 2-13

2.2.2  Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within Study Area.......ccoceeeenan 2-13

2.3  Native American Heritage Commission Records Search.........cc 2-13

2.4 Archival ReSEarch .....cocvioiiveiieciiirenrcvsnci s s s e 2-13

3-0 F!ELD SURVEY"nnnnuu ------------------------------- AN NI NN U NI NI E AU AN AN AN A AN NN NI RN ERED 3'1
3.1 Survey Methods. ..o e 3-1

3.1.1  Archaeological Survey Methods.......ccoovmrmmiiinniniiri e, 3-1

3.1.2 Historic Architectural Survey MethodS ..o 3-1

3.2 SUIVEY RESUMS oottt e e 3-1

3.2.1  Archaeological Survey Results.......ccciiiiiiiinice et 3-1

3.2.2  Historic Architectural Survey Results ..ot 3-1

4.0 RESOURCE SKGNEFICANCElllﬁ'b"ttllll llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll IR ER RN NN RSS2SR AR SR8 2 ) SENWERER 4-3
4.1 SA1e MANAALES ....eveieee et eiaeecte e e rte et e st eesaese e e rreeaeserae s neneb e st eseassateonnonrnans 4-3

4.2  Evaluation of Significance for Newly Recorded Resources ... 4-4

4.2.1  Evaluation MethOdoloZY ..ccovveeerreeeeeeecire ettt s 4-4

4.2.2  Evaluation RESUIS .ooiviiieirrisreanseese e et sie e s st escese e enn s sresn e s eanensenesssen 4.4

50  SIGNIFICANCE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES.......coununmsmmimsssmssessasssnssssssnsissanenns 5-6
5.1 Significance IMPacts ..o e 5-6

5. 1.1 State Mandates. oot ne et s s 56

31472004 1



DRAFT Cultural Resources Technical Report

5.1.2  Project IMPacts ..ot e 5-6
5.2 MitiZAtion MEASUIES.....eoceuiieeriiremioisiester ettt nb ettt e s 5-7

5.2.1 Resource-Specific Mitigation Measures........ouomrinrrrriaeemineentenis et 57
5.2.2  General Mitigation MEASUIES ......cuvvmmrrereiiisieitcia st 5-7
5.2.3 Evaluation of Unanticipated DISCOVEIIES .ooovriiivniirinesnirierteie et 5-9

6'0 REFERENCES!I lllllllllll WRNENAREEFENES NUNNNEEFERDFRFENN LARERESESS S22 2 220 0 4J MANANEESEESREEIRENANN LEN RS2SR RSS2 2222 )] 6_1

List of Figures

1. Project Location and Vicinity Map

2. Area Surveyed for Cultural Resources

3. Inventoried Buildings

Attachments

A DPR Forms for Newly Recorded Historic Architectural Resources

42004 i



DRAFT Cultural Resources Technical Report

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Cultural Resources Technical Report was prepared for an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for a proposed construction project in Los Angeles County, California. Known as
the “Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) Western District Yard Renovation Project”
(the Project), the Project includes the replacement and renovation of existing buildings as well as
construction of multiple new facilities. LADWZP is the Project proponent and lead agency for the
purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The purpose of this technical report is to inventory cultural resources that the Project could potentially
affect, assess potential impacts, and provide mitigation recommendations, in accordance with CEQA.
Background research and field surveys were conducted on the Project area. No previously recorded
archaeological or paleontological resources are known to exist within the Project area. However, the
Project area lies within one mile of several prehistoric archaeological sites and within two miles of
important paleontological localitics. As such, the area is considered to be senmsitive for both
archaeological and paleontological resources. Monitoring of construction is recommended to mitigate
potential impacts to buried resources during ground disturbing construction activity.

Eight buildings located within the Western District Yard were formally inventoried and evaluated for
inclusion in the California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR). The CRHR is a register of historical
and archacological resources considered to be significant to the history of the State of California.
Resources that are evaluated as eligible for listing in the CRHR are considered significant historic
resources for the purposes of CEQA. The office/warchouse building and five associated outbuildings
within the Western District Yard appear to be eligible for inclusion in the CRHR under Criteria A and C
(see Section 4.1). Because the Project involves the demolition of these buildings, historical
documentation was completed to reduce Project impacts on historical resources to a less than significant

level.

Federal agencies are required to complete documentation to Historic American Building Survey/Historic
American Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) standards for buildings that are eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) to mitigate adverse effects under the National Historic Preservation
Act. The HABS/HAER program is a division of the National Park Service, which has regional offices that

oversee HABS/HAFER documentations.

In order to be assigned a HABS number and for documentation to be included in the HABS/HAER
collections at the Library of Congress, a property must be considered eligible for or listed in the NRHP.
Because the buildings at the Western District Yard were evaluated as eligible for the CRHR, but not the
NRHP, formal HABS documentation was not completed for the Western District buildings. However,
documentation of the Western District Yard buildings was completed based upon HABS Level 11
standards. These standards were developed by the NPS and the HABS/HAER program.
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1.1  PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Project is located northeast of the community of Culver City, within the county of Los Angeles,
California. It is about eight miles from downtown Los Angeles, four miles south from Beverly Hills, and
eight miles northeast of Santa Monica (Figure 1). The Project is located at 5898 Venice Boulevard, at the
southeast corner of Fairfax Avenue and Venice Boulevard, in the City of Los Angeles. The Project is
located on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5 minute topographic quadrangle of
“Hollywood” (1966; photorevised 1981 and 1994), in Township 1 South, Range 14 West, in an

Unsectioned area.

The Project comprises various improvements that will affect the entire Yard (Figure 2), principally the
demolition of existing structures, the construction of a new Administration Building with campus center
and visitor parking, new Fitness Center, new Warchouse and Tool Room, and the construction of a new
Fleet Building and Welding Shop. Additional improvements include the re-striping and fencing of the
employee parking lot as well as other applicable upgrades to existing mains and pipelines. The temporary
relocation of personnel will be necessary during Phase I and 11 of construction activity.

11.1  Administration Building

The proposed Administration Building would be located in the northwestern portion of the property, just
to the south of Venice Boulevard, near the intersection of Venice Boulevard and Genesee Avenue. The
approximate square footage for the new Administration Building is 28,000 square feet. The proposed
structure would include offices, a meeting/conference room and lunchroom, well as a campus center and a

Fitness Center.

1.4.2 Fitness Center

The proposed Fitness Center would be located within the new Administration Building with elevator
access to the second floor. A smaller Men’s and Women’s locker room will be included as part of the
Fitness Center. The Men’s Locker Room will consist of approximately 3,200 square feet of showers,
urinals, water closets, sinks and 150 full size lockers. The Fitness Center is anticipated to encompass
approximately 3,200 square feet and would offer all Department employees access to an aerobics room, a
weight room, a cardiovascular equipment room, as well as a men and women’s restroom and locker room.
The men and women’s restroom and locker room will consist of approximately 40 lockers with each
restroom housing showers, water closets, urinals and sinks.

1.1.3 Warehouse/Tocl Room

The proposed Warchouse and Tool Room would be constructed near the center of the Yard, just to the
south of the proposed location for the new Administration Building. This new structure would be a one-
story, approxitately 17,000 square foot facility.

114 Fleet Building

The proposed Fleet Building would be located to the west of the new warehouse and tool room facility.
This structure will be a one-story building, consisting of approximately 10,000 square feet. There will be
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six vehicle stalls to accommodate larger-sized vehicles with a drive through wash rack stall located at one
end of the building. A restroom and small locker room with a shower will also be located in the building.

115 Welding Shop

The proposed Welding Shop will be located within the same structure as the Fleet Building, though the
shop will encompass the northwestern portion of the structure. The Welding Shop will be approximately
7,500 square feet, consisting of an equipment area, a crane area, storage space, and a small office and

washroom.

1.1.6 Other Improvements (Employee Parking Lot)

In conjunction with the construction activities relating to the Administration Building/Fitness Center or
the Fleet Building/welding shop, the employee parking lot will be re-striped. The employee parking lot
will be located at the southern terminus of Genesee Avenue, along the eastern portion of the property.

1.2  AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECT

The Project area of potential effect (APE) for cultural resources is defined as the footprint of the Project,
which comprises the entire LADWP Western District Yard (Figure 2). The Project APE is a 7.91-acre
area located at the eastern comer of the intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Venice Boulevard. This site is
bordered to the southwest by Fairfax Avenue; to the northwest by Venice Boulevard; to the northeast by
Genesee Avenue; and to the southeast by Ballona Creek.

1.3  ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The Yard consists of a concrete and asphalt-paved area with seven permanent buildings, situated in an
urban setting. The site currently features an existing office building, warehouse, welding shop, locker
room, fleet buildings, cement storage building, storage areas, gas pumps and parking areas. The native
environment has been dramatically affected by the original construction of the Yard and adjacent
residential, commercial, and industrial development. Nearly the entire Yard is paved, with existing
vegetation consisting of ornamental trees and lawn grass around the perimeter. Ballona Creek is located
immediately south of the Yard, although the portion directly adjacent to the property has been contained
within a concrete channel.

Geographically, the Yard is located just east of the neck that connects Ballona Gap with the Downey
Plain Section of the Los Angeles Basin. The Basin extends south from the foot of the San Gabriel
Mountains to the sea, and southeast from the Santa Monica Mountains to the Santa Ana Mountains and
the San Joaquin Hills. The Basin can be divided into a northern third and a southern two-thirds by the
Puente Repetio hills. The Yard lies in the southern two-thirds of the Basin, which is predominantly a
lowland sloping gently toward the sea (a coastal plain).

The Yard is underlain by unconsolidated sands, clays, and silts to a depth of approximately 75 feet. The
historic high water level at the site was estimated to be approximately 15 feet below ground surface and
flows southerly in the site vicinity (GeoPentech 2003).
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2.0 BIBLIOGRAPHIC SURVEY

2.1  CULTURAL SETTING

The Los Angeles plain and fringing coastline has supported a continuous cultural occupation for at least
the last 8,000 years. An Archaic occupation has been identified in the archacological record that reflects
the early emergence of non-agricultural village-based groups in the Los Angeles Basin. Current
archacological evidence suggests that a relatively small population existed in the basin until
approximately 2,000 years before present (B.P.). After that temporal marker, populations appear to have
expanded considerably into resource-rich coastal and near-shore estuarine environments (Dillon 1990:6).
Reports from early European contacts to the area such as Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo (Wagner 1929:79-93)
and Sebastian Vizcaino (Bolton 1930:52-103) indicated that some of the large coastal villages had
hundreds of occupants. These observations appear to be supported by the archaeological evidence (Bean
and Smith 1978:540), although by the late 18th Century, reports indicate that the Los Angeles City
environs supported only a small but established hunter/gatherer culture (Dillon 1990:6).

21.1 Palecindian Period

The academic community generally accepts the ‘La Brea Woman’ remains as the earliest confirmed
Paleoindian evidence in the Los Angeles Basin. At 9000+/- 80 B.P. (uncalibrated) (Berger 1975), this
would make the ‘La Brea Woman’ contemporaneous with the big game hunting tradition found at that
time across most of the North American continent (Willey 1966:37-38; and cf. Dixon 1999:45-89). Due
to a lack of corroborative evidence within the Los Angeles Basin, archaeologists have yet to assign a
cultural affiliate group to the La Brea Woman.

To the north, in the Southern San Joaquin Valley, evidence of Early Holocene Palecindian (~12,000-
8,000 B.P) cultural activities have been firmly substantiated. However, it must be noted that the sites do
not necessarily span the region in great quantity. The paleo-shoreline sites of Tulare Lake have provided
nearly all of the diagnostic materials including fluted projectile points (described as Clovis-like), scrapers,
and chipped crescents (Moratto 1984:81). The fluted projectile points of the San Joaquin Valley associate
with sites to the east, in the Mojave Desert, and have been loosely classified into a ‘Far Western Fluted
Point Tradition’ (ibid.). These sites appear along paleo-shorelines, piedmont zones of former grasslands,
and in mountain passes associated with fossil lakes. The lithic assemblage typically contains chipped
stone crescents, gravers, scrapers, choppers, perforators, and various fluted points.

2.1.2 The Millingstone Horizon

In Southern California, the Millingstone Period, also called the Millingstone Culture, extends to at least
6,000 B.P. and probably as far back to 8,500 + B.P. (cf. Warren 1968; Wallace 1955). Hard seed
processing became one of the major components of subsistence during this period. Overall, the economy
was based on plant collecting, but was supplemented by fishing and hunting. Initial in the near-shore and
coastal locations, there also appears to have been infrequent exploitation of marine and estuarine

resources (Wallace 1955).
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The Millingstone Horizon is typified by large, heavy ground stone milling tools such as deep basin
metates and wedge-shaped manos, and large core/cobble choppers and scrapers (Dillon 1990: 8). The
portable manos and metates that characterize the Millingstone lithic assemblage were undoubtedly used
as mobile processing equipment for collected plant materials. The reliance on this subsistence strategy
and affiliated tools is further supported by the apparent scarcity of faunal remains at Millingstone sites.
The flaked lithic tools trend towards a larger and cruder assemblage than the later periods. Projectile
points and apparent hunting-type tools tend to be absent from Millingstone Culture assemblages. The so-
called cogged stones, made by a characteristic pecking and grinding process, also appear in the
Millingstone Horizon assemblages (Eberhardt 1961:361-370).

Millingstone Horizon sites are found from Santa Barbara to Los Angeles County, and into San Diego
County, in both coastal and inland settings. In the Los Angeles area, the Millingstone Culture is typified
by the so-called Topanga Culture, with type sites from the Topanga Canyon area just south of Malibu
(Wallace 1955; Leonard 1971). Topanga Culture sites have the typical Millingstone assemblage materials
such as core/cobble tools and an abundance of ground stone implements (manos, metates), while
projectile points tend to occur less frequently.

24.3 The Intermediate Period

This period has also been called the ‘Hunting Period’ or ‘Middle Horizon.” About 5,000 years ago, the
Millingstone traditions, with their heavy reliance on vegetal food sources, began to gravitate more
towards animal proteins and marine resources. Procurement of plants for caloric intake was not
necessarily replaced in kind by game hunting, but rather the local Millingstone dietary regimen began to
transition towards other/alternate resources. In the Los Angeles Basin, a higher percentage of projectile
points and smaller chipped stone tools appear. Marine resources such as estuarine and saltwater shellfish,
marine mammals, and fish are now abundant in the diets of the local inhabitants.

However, as excavations at sites such as the Little Sycamore shellmound in coastal Ventura County
(Wallace et. al. 1956), the LAN-2 site in Topanga (Johnson 1966), and the Gilmore Ranch site in eastern
Ventura County (Wallace 1955) indicate that there is a gradual transition in the archaeological record
from the typical Millingstone assemblage to the Intermediate mortar/pestle and hunting tool kit.
Specifically, manos and pestles appear in some instances as being contemporaneous, while at other sites,
there is an adherence to the traditional Millingstone lifestyle. At Gilmore Ranch, more refined stemmed
projectile points are present - unlike those in the Millingstone Horizon - and yet not necessarly akin to
refined points typical of the Late Prehistoric Period.

2.1.4 The Late Prehistoric Period

Meighan (1954) originally characterized the Late Prehistoric Period in Southern California. The period
probably began sometime around the B.C./A.D. transition, but probably expanded culturally around A.D.
500 with the introduction of the bow and arrow. The end of the period is recognized as the end of the
18th Century, when full implementation of the Spanish mission system took effect on the native
populations. The Chumash, with a Hokan linguistic stock, and their neighbors to the east, the
Gabrieleno/Tongva with a language derivative from Shoshonean stock, lived in large villages along the
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coast and the wide valleys leading into the California interior. The western Los Angeles Basin was
occupied by the so-called “Canalino’ culture (Rogers 1929). This was an ethnohistoric boundary group
situated between the Chumash to the northwest and the Gabrieleno/Tongva to the south and east. In the
archaeological record, the Gabrieleno/Tongva material culture (Johnston 1962; Blackbum 1963; Bean and
Smith 1978) can be indistinguishable from the Chumash (Landberg 1965; Grant 1965; 1978a; 1978b).

Both groups interacted and traded with each other, with intermarriage also occurting between the groups.
Kroeber (1925) originally indicated that the territorial division between the Gabrieleno/Tongva and
Chumash was at Topanga Canyon, although this is certainly an arbitrary division as there is no clear
indication of this in the archaeological record. As Dillon has indicated (1990:14-15), the coastal and
inland areas were a more or less permeable ethnic frontier, continually in flux between the two groups at
varying times in the archaeological record. Indeed, it is only in the later part of the Late Prehistoric - and
even then only in certain marginal areas - that researchers can assume, with any confidence, which areas
were typically Gabrieleno/Tongva or Chumash. So, even though the rich Malibu site (CA-LAN-264) was
a Chumash locus at the time of its abandonment (roughly A.D. 1825), this should not imply that the site
was always affiliated exclusively with the Chumash.

Certain indicators such as diagnostic shell beads and finely worked projectile points help identify many
Late Prehistoric sites in Southern California. Both the Gabricleno/Tongva and Chumash were highly sea
oriented and, given the presence of earlier sites on the offshore islands, this suggests that there was a
maritime tradition at least partially carried over from the Millingstone and Intermediate Period cultures
(Harrington 1978). By 1,000 B.P the Canalino/Chumash/Gabrieleno/Tongva maritime traditions were
using blue-water vessels in an exploitation strategy partially based on deep-sea fishing and marine

mammal hunting.

2.1.5 Ethnography

The Project area is located within the ethnographic boundaries of the Gabrieleno/Tongva. The following
discussion has been synthesized from Dillon (1990), Bean and Smith (1978), Moratto (1984) and Grant
(1978a and 1978b).

Although the Gabrieleno were not the first inhabitants in the Los Angeles Basin, they arrived around 500
B.C. and displaced the indigenous Hokan speakers (Bean and Smith 1978:540). At the time of Spanish
contact in 1769, the Gabrieleno occupied most of present-day Los Angeles and Orange counties, along
with a number of off-shore islands. It is believed that with the exception of the Chumash, the Gabrieleno
“were the wealthiest, most populous, and most powerful ethnic nationality in aboriginal southern
California” (Bean and Smith 1978:538). Contact has been documented between the Gabrieleno and
neighboring ethnographic groups as far north of the San Joaquin valley Yokuts. The Gabrieleno also had
relationships with ethnographic groups as far east as the Colorado River, and south into Baja California.

Linguistic evidence suggests that the Gabrieleno/Tongva had numerous dialectical differences. This was
due to geographical separation along with other factors such as social, cultural and linguistic contacts with
neighboring non-Gabrielino speakers. The Gabrieleno/Tongva, are speakers of a Cupan language in the
Takic family, which is an Uto-Aztecan-based language. The Project area lies exclusively within
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traditional Gabrieleno/Tongva territory, but certain areas might, at one time, have been considered
ethnographic territory of the Venturefio Chumash. The pre-European contact Chumash population of this
area was probably between 10,000 and 15,000 individuals. To the south, the Gabrieleno/Tongva, who
occupied the San Fernando Valley and the Los Angeles basin as far east as San Bernardino, may have

numbered 5,000,

The Gabrielino settlement patterns indicate the existence of both primary subsistence villages and smaller
secondary gathering camps, with multiple clan groupings and small family units inhabiting each
respectively. These settlements were dependent upon on specific environmental zones, the time of the
year, and resource availability. There are four major environmental zones that the Gabrielino occupied
(with multiple biotic zones with each): the Interior Mountains/Adjacent Foothills, Prairie, Exposed Coast,
and Sheltered Coast (Hudson 1971). Houses within the settiements were domed, thatched, circular
structures that were at times more than 60 feet in diameter and housed three to four families.

The material culture of the Gabrielino was elaborately developed, with “many everyday use items
decorated with shell inlaid in asphaltum, rare minerals, carvings, and painting” (Bean and Smith 1978:
542). These items are believed to rival the work of their Chumash neighbors to the northeast. A variety
of tools were made, including saws made from deer scapulae, bone or shell needles, fish hooks, flakers,
wedges, hafted and unhafted flint or cane knives, and flint drills. Women crafted baskets made from
rushes, grass, and squawbrush. Men participated in the hunting, deep-sea fishing, and occasionally with
the gathering activities, while women participated in mainly collecting and preparing the food resources.

The Chumash had a high level of material culture and craftsmanship, including intricate basketry,
woodcarving, fine stone objects, well-developed rock art, and excellent canoes that highly impressed
Spanish explorers. Most Churnash lived in permanent villages, composed of large round houses up to 50
feet in diameter, which might be home to as many as 10 families. Families were monogamous. The
dietary staple for all Chumash groups was the acorn, though the addition of pine nuts, soaproot, berries,
mushrooms, seeds, mollusks, fish, and game varied the diet. The material culture of the Chumash appears
to have been similar to that of the Gabrieleno/Tongva, including permanent villages and a subsistence

strategy like that mentioned above.

The first recorded European contact with the Gabrieleno/Tongva was by Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo in
October of 1542 (Wagner 1929). However, it was not until 1769 that Portola made the first Spanish
overland expedition through present day Los Angeles County. Prior to that time, the Spanish were
focused on the immediate coast and islands. Hence, the interior Gabrieleno/Tongva probably had little
European contact prior to Portola’s journey. While en route from San Diego to Monterrey Bay, Portola
stopped at an interior Gabrieleno/Tongva village called Yang’'na, situated on the western bank of the Los
Angeles River, near what is now downtown Los Angeles. From there, Portola and his crew traveled west,
through the Sepulveda Pass (now the 405 freeway), and into the San Ferando Valley.

Hugo Reid, an immigrant from Scotland who became a Mexican citizen of Los Angeles and married a
Gabrieleno/Tongva woman, is considered to be an important source for Gabrieleno/Tongva village names
and locations (Dillon 1990:22). He noted 28 Gabrieleno/Tongva villages or place names known to him
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from the 1830s and 1840s (Dakin 1978:220-221). Reid noted the aforementioned Yang'na, as well as
Maug’na (Rancho de los Veliz), and Cahueg’na (now near Cahuenga Boulevard).

In 1771, two years after Portola’s expedition, Mission San Gabriel was founded. It was at this time that
the Native Americans from the Los Angeles Plain were encouraged to move from their old habitation
sites to the mission area. The Gabrieleno name is derived from the mission at which they congregated. It
was standard practice during the Spanish and Mexican periods to name the local inhabitants after the local
Catholic Mission (Johnston 1962; La Lone 1980). The mission became the center of Gabrieleno/Tongva
culture during this earlier part of the historic period. It was during the 1800s that the Chinigchinich cult,
reliant on the use of the psychotropic plant Dafura, or “Jimson weed,” by its practitioners, became known
to Europeans (Boscana 1983). Boscana’s informants were Juanefio, from the San Juan Capistrano
Mission in present day Orange County. Kroeber (1959), through Luisefio informants at San Juan
Capistrano, maintains that the Chinigchinich cult had come over from Santa Catalina Island (hence,
Gabrieleno/Tongva).

By 1832, the Spanish had baptized 7,825 Native Americans at the San Gabriel Mission. At that time,
there were no remaining Native Americans living on the Los Angeles plain or the adjacent coast. By the
1850s, the Gabrieleno/Tongva ethnic identity had been almost entirely suppressed by the rapidly
expanding Los Angeles population, and by the end of the 1800s, the Gabrieleno/Tongva language and
culture had been further eroded (Dillon 1990:23).

216 Historic Setting

The historic period of seitlement in southern California began with Spanish exploration in the late
eighteenth century. The Spanish government subsequently established missions and military outposts to
facilitate colonization of the area. The pueblo of Los Angeles was founded on 4 September 1781, and by
1800, featured approximately 30 adobe houses and had become an important stop for trade along the
Santa Fe Trail (Weaver 1973; Dillon 1990).

After Mexico won independence from Spain in 1821, colonization efforts in Alta California decreased.
The Spanish mission system was abandoned and late in the 1830s the Mexican government began
bestowing land grants or ranchos to those loyal to the Mexican government and fo some Anglo settlers,
The influx of new settlers increased the population of Los Angeles to 1,500 in the 1830s (Dakin 1978:
200), and in 1835, Los Angeles was officially designated a city and California’s capital (Weaver 1973;

Dilion 1990).

After the American victory in the Mexican-American War, the United States gained control of California
through the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo in 1848. American immigration into California increased, and
in 1850, California was granted statehood and the city of Los Angeles was incorporated with a population
of 1,610. At that time the “city” consisted mostly of agricultural fields and ranchland, with a small,
concentrated, commercial center (JRP Historical Consulting Services 2003).

The economy changed beginning in 1869, when the transcontinental railroad came to Los Angeles. The
railroad opened new markets to the residents of Los Angeles, and resulted in a citrus boom in the 1870s.
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A short-lived land speculation boom occurred in southern California in the 1880s, mainly as a result of
the railroad construction. Now connected with the rest of the country, immigration to southern California
became easier and a rate war between the Southern Pacific Railroad and Santa Fe Railroad resulted in low
fares. The favorable climate and agricultural potential also attracted immigrants to southern California.
Increased Anglo-American immigration into the area resulted in increased urbanization of Los Angeles.
Commercial and industrial enterprises began to overshadow agriculture, and by the end of the 19®
century, the commercial center of the city had expanded, with suburban developments at its periphery
(San Buenaventura Research Associates 1999; JRP Historical Consulting Services 2003).

During the 1920s and 1930s, the expansion of industry and the rise in population led to an increase in
demand for property. Areas traditionally used for agriculture became the home to new residential
suburbs, and smaller towns in the Los Angeles metropolitan area became “bedroom communities” for
those who worked in the city. Heavy industries began to locate factories and plants in the Los Angeles
area and the community experienced a boom period during World War II as demand increased for
wartime products, such as aircraft parts. The boom period continued after the war, resulting in a housing
shortage. New residential subdivisions with tract housing were constructed quickly to meet the demand
(San Buenaventura Research Associates 1999; JRP Historical Consulting Services 2003).

2161 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

The Los Angeles River provided a water source for the early settlement of Los Angeles. For more than
100 years, water from the Los Angeles River was distributed to city residents through a system of open
ditches or zanjas, water wheels, and dams. By 1857, hollowed logs were being used as the city’s first
water main. The city’s water system became more formalized in 1868 when the city entered into a
contract with the privately owned Los Angeles City Water Company, which constructed a water
distribution system for the city, which included storage reservoirs, iron and steel water mains, and supply
lines. The city’s water system continued to be privately owned until the beginning of the 20" century

(LADWP 1959; Lee 1989).

In 1902, the City of Los Angeles purchased the water system from the Los Angeles City Water Company
for $2 million and the city council established the Board of Commissioners Domestic Water Works
System to administer the municipal water works. William Mulholland, an employee of the Los Angeles
City Water Company, was appointed the first superintendent and chief engineer. By the turn of the 20"
century, Los Angeles had experienced tremendous growth and the need for additional water sources was
recognized. Mulholland advocated the purchase of land and water rights in the Owens Valley and the
construction of an aqueduct to deliver the water to Los Angeles. In 19035, the city voters passed a $1.5
million bond issue to purchase the Owens Valley property. An additional $23 million bond issue was
passed in 1907 for the construction of the Owens Valley Aqueduct, which was completed in 1913

(LADWP 1959; Lee 1989).

Not only did the Owens Valley Aqueduct provide water to the city, it also provided power. In 1906, Ezra
F. Scattergood, a consulting engineer, was hired to develop hydroelectric power along the aqueduct.
Power for the construction of the Aqueduct was provided by the city’s first power plant, which was
constructed at Division Creek in the Owens Valley. In 1909, the city established the Bureau of Los
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Angeles Aqueduct Power, with Scattergood as the chief electrical engineer. By 1911, the Department of
Public Service was created, replacing the old Water Department. The new Department had two utility
branches—the Bureau of Water Works and the Bureau of Power and Light. The Department of Public
Service eventually became the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) (LADWP 1959;
Lee 1989; LAWDP 2003).

The population of Los Angeles tripled between 1900 and 1910 and continued to grow at a rapid pace.
New reservoirs and pipelines were constructed between 1915 and 1919. In 1916, the first power pole was
installed in Los Angeles and in 1917, the San Francisquito Power Plant 1 began to distribute municipally
generated electricity. In the 1920s, LADWP constructed five additional reservoirs and purchased more
property in the Owens Valley to keep up with the water demands of the Los Angeles population. In 1925,
a $2 million bond issue was passed to construct an aqueduct to bring water to the city from the Colorado
River to the east (LADWP 1959; LADWP 2003).

Throughout the first half of the 20" century, LADWP continued to expand in order to provide water and
electricity to the rapidly expanding city. Between 1940 and 1950, Los Angeles became an important
center for defense production. This resulted in further increases to the population throughout the decade,
again causing LADWP to construct more reservoirs and a system of large pipelines. More expansion
projects were completed between 1950 and 1960, including the construction of additional reservoirs and
newer and larger water truck lines. The Valley Steam Plant was in full operation during the 1950s, and in
the 1960s, work began on the Second Los Angeles Owens River Aqueduct. A new, $32 million LADWP
headquarters building was constructed near the Los Angeles Civic Center in 1964 that promised “to
become one of southern California’s architectural showplaces”™ (LADWP 1959; Lee 1989; Los Angeles

Times 1963).

LADWP has played an important role in the development of Los Angeles. Without adequate water and
power supply, the city could not have grown and developed. Today, LADWP is the largest municipally
owned utility in the United States and provides water and power to 3.8 million residents and businesses.

2.1.6.1.1 LADWP Western District Headquarters

Increasing service and personnel in the LADWP Western District necessitated the construction of a new
headquarters facility. In 1947, the facility at 5898 Venice Boulevard was constructed, replacing the old
Western District Hollywood Yard at Las Palmas and Franklin Avenue. The new facility was more
centrally located and provided more space for Western District operations. Plans for the new facility
began in 1945 and a building permit was applied for in 1946. An application for construction approval
was filed with the Civilian Production Administration, which was denied due to federal government
restrictions due to the veterans housing program (LADWP 1945, 1946, and 1947).

Construction began on the facility in 1947. The new Western District Yard included an office and
warehouse building (Building 1} and two motor vehicle buildings (currently Buildings 4 and 5). Other
structures built at this time included storage bins and an equipment platform. LADWP employees
supervised the design and construction of the buildings. The head of the Water Design Division, C.J.
Itter, supervised the design with engineer S.A. Evans, structural engineer H.E. Bird, inspection engineer
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O.N. Denman, and architect Walter S. Claberg. Claberg would later serve as architectural coordinator
during the construction of the LADWP Headquarters building in 1964. The total cost for the Western
District Headquarters Buildings was $280,000--$104,825 for the office/warehouse building, $71,000 for
the motor vehicle buildings, and $10,000 for landscaping and other improvements. The Western District
Headquarters became the workplace of approximately 225 employees in 1947, mostly assigned to the
Water Distribution division of LADWP (LADWP 1947; Los Angeles Times 1965).

The Western District Headquarters office/warehouse building was designed in a utilitarian style, with
characteristics of both the Greek Revival style and modemn elements associated with the Art Deco and
Streamline Moderne styles. The architect and engineers were motivated to design a structure that was
less industrial and more residential in style, in keeping with the residential properties that were in the
vicinity of the Western District Yard at the time of construction. The classical characteristics were in
reflective of the long tradition of public utility service that LADWP had provided to the Los Angeles
community for more than 50 years, while the more modern styles represented the industrial and
technological innovations of the era. When first opened, the Western District Headquarters served not
only as an operations center, but also had a public counter where patrons could pay their utility bills,
Special attention was given to the design of the entry hall, which exhibits ornamental features such as a
terrazzo floor, Art Deco style fluorescent light fixtures, and a drinking fountain with an elaborate sand
carved surround featuring a landscape design. The motor vehicle buildings were designed to complement
the office/warehouse building (LADWP 1945 and 1947).

In 1949, additional outbuildings were constructed within the Western District Headquarters Yard. Both
the Shop Building (currently Building 2) and the Change Building (currently Building 3) were built at this
time. Both buildings were designed with gable roofs with wide bands of trim around the gables and
comices and centered louvered vents in the gable ends in imitation of the office portion of the
office/warehouse building. In 1955, a cement storage building was constructed upon the 1947 equipment
platform (currently Building 7). Wings were constructed on the office/warechouse building circa 1965.

Also, a basement was added beneath the west wing addition.

Today the Western District Headquarters is utilized for district operations, including installation of new
distribution mains, upgrading of existing pipelines, installation of fire hydrants, and operation and
maintenance of valves and regulators. Other functions include emergency repairs, which involves 99
employees and 92 Department vehicles, and the installation of services and meters, which involves 17
employees and 19 Department vehicles. The public counter is no longer in operation, but the office
building continues to serve the Western District Headquarters Yard.

2.2  CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION SYSTEM RECORDS SEARCH

Bibliographic references, previous survey reports, and archaeological site records were compiled through
a records search of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) in order to identify
prior archaeological studies and known cultural resources within or adjacent to the Project APE. This
records search (Invoice # 2349) was conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC),
at the University of California, Fullerton on March 26 March 2003. The Project APE and a 0.5-mile

search radius comprised the study area.
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The CHRIS search included a review of all recorded sites, studies, historical listings, and historical maps
within and adjacent to the Project area. The following references were also reviewed: the California
Points of Historical Interest (PHI), the California Historical Landmarks, the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR), and the California State Historic
Resources Inventory (HRI). In addition, the listing of the Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments was

also checked.

2.21 Previous Studies within Study Area

The CHRIS records search showed that a total of six previous cultural resources studies have been
conducted within 0.5-mile of the search area. Three were cultural resource assessments, one was a
negative archaeological survey and the remaining three were general area overviews. None of these
studies included the Project area; the Project APE has not been subjected to intensive pedestrian survey
for cultural resources. The California Historic Resources inventory listed several properties (a total of 84
properties) that have been evaluated for significance (falling under either code 48 or 6) that may be within
a one-half mile radius of the Project area. There are sixteen (16) additional investigations located on the
Hollywood 7.5> U.S.G.S. quadrangle and fifteen (15) additional investigations on the Beverly Hills 7.5’
U.S.G.S. quadrangle that could potentially be located within 0.5-mile. These reports have not been
mapped due to insufficient locational information.

2.2.2 Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within Study Area

There are no previously recorded cultural resources within the Project APE or within the 0.5-mile search
radius. It is important to note, however, that several prehistoric archaeological sites lie within one mile of
the Project, near Ballona Creek. Ballona Creek runs immediately adjacent to the Project site, and the area
is considered to be sensitive for prehistoric archaeological resources.

2.3 NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION RECORDS SEARCH

Concurrent with the CHRIS records search, the California Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) was contacted on 19 March 2003 to identify any areas of concern within the proposed Project
area that may be listed in the NAHC’s Sacred Lands File. A response was received on 16 April 2003,
indicating that there are no Native American cultural resources listed in the NAHC’s Sacred Lands File

within the vicinity of the Project.

2.4  ARCHIVAL RESEARCH

URS Architectural Historian Kirsten Erickson conducted historic context and resource-specific research
on 9 and 10 April 2003. This archival research was conducted to develop an historic context for the
purpose of evaluating the significance of the historic architectural resources located within the Project
APE. As-built plans of the Western District Yard buildings were provided by LADWP, as well as
historical information regarding the facility. Historic context research was conducted at the Los Angeles
Public Library where newspaper articles, Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, and subject-specific files were
consulted. Relevant archaeological and historical reports also were reviewed.
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Historic context was focused on the following themes of study:

o the general history of the Los Angeles metropolitan area, specifically population, commercial,
and industrial growth

e the history of utilities in Los Angeles

e the general history of LADWP

the history of the Western Division Headquarters

The results of this archival research area presented above in Section 2.4 Historic Setting.
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3.0 FIELD SURVEY

31  Survey METHODS

3.1.1  Archaeological Survey Methods

URS Archaeologist Alex Wesson covered all portions of the Project APE with an intensive pedestrian
survey for cultural resources on 09 April 2003. Regularly-spaced survey transects were not employed
due to the presence of multiple buildings and other obstacles (i.e. vehicles, material storage bins, and
equipment). Careful attention was paid to unpaved areas and exposed soils.

3.1.2 Historic Architectural Survey Methods

Prior to the field survey, URS staff obtained the construction dates of the existing buildings within the
Project APE to determine which properties were of historic age (45 years old or older). The properties
determined to be over 45 years old were inventoried and documented in the field.

Property descriptions were recorded on a standardized architectural field form, including information
about location, property type, historic and present building use, construction materials, architectural style,
condition, modifications or additions, and other integrity considerations. Information from these field
forms was used to complete California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 forms for each
newly recorded resource (see Attachment A). In addition the front fagade of the inventoried building was
photographed with 35 mm black-and-white film. The front facade of each building, as well as other
elevations and architectural details, as appropriate, were photographed using a digital camera.

3.2 SUuRVEY RESuLTS

3.21 Archaeological Survey Resuits

Approximately 95% of the survey area was developed, paved, or landscaped, thus obscuring the ground
surface. Landscaped areas around the perimeter of the Project APE afforded limited soil visibility,
however, it is not know if the light brown silty sand observed was imported fill material or the native soil
matrix. All portions of the survey area had been disturbed.

The survey for archaeological resources was negative; no cultural material was observed on the ground
surface within or immediately adjacent to the Project APE.

3.2.2 Historic Architectural Survey Results

The buildings within the LADWP Western District Headquarters yard were constructed between 1947
and 1955, with an addition completed to the office/warehouse building circa 1965. The office/warehouse
building (Building 1) was built in 1947. The T-shaped building faces onto Venice Boulevard and is a
concrete block utilitarian structure with features of the Greek Revival, Art Deco, and Streamline Moderne
styles. The horizontal portion of the T-shape houses the offices of the Western District and the vertical
portion of the “T” serves as the warchouse. Additions were constructed on the east and west wings of the
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office portion of the building wings circa 1965 and windows and doors have been replaced on the rear of
the office portion and the warehouse portion of the building. Despite these alterations, the
office/warehouse building appears much as it did upon construction and retains integrity.

There are seven outbuildings associated with the office/warehouse building located within the Western
District Yard. These buildings include the Shop Building (Building 2), the Change Building (Building 3),
two Vehicle Buildings (Buildings 4 and 5), the Welding Building (Building 6), an Equipment Platform
(Building 7), and an Equipment Building (Building 8).

The Shop Building and the Change Building (Buildings 2 and 3) were both constructed in 1949, These
buildings are located east and southeast of the office/warehouse building. The buildings are utilitarian in
style and mimic the classical design elements of Building 1 with wide bands of trim along the gables and
cornices and louvered gable vents. Alternations to the buildings have been minimal, and both buildings
appear much as they did when constructed and retain integrity.

The vehicle buildings (Buildings 4 and 5) were both constructed in 1947, at the same time as the
office/warehouse building. Of similar construction, the buildings have reinforced concrete frames infilled
with concrete block masonry. These buildings are also utilitarian in style. These buildings have
sustained more alterations then other buildings within the yard, but still maintain historic integrity.

The Welding Building (Building 6) is a structural steel canopy and the exact construction year is
unknown. The building was not indicated on plans of the Western District Yard in 1965, and appears to

be less than 45 years old.

Constructed in 1955, the Equipment Platform (Building 7) is utilized for cement storage. The building is
utilitarian in design and no major alterations appear to have been completed and it retains integrity.

The Equipment Building (Building 8) is located adjacent to Building 7. The construction year of this
building is unknown, and it does not appear on any of the facility drawings dated 1947, 1949, 1955, or
1965. The building may have been moved to this location.
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40 RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE

Each building within the Project APE over 45 years in age was documented and evaluated for inclusion
on the CRHR. A total of six buildings were evaluated.

4.1  STATE MANDATES

This study is consistent with compliance procedures set forth in CEQA, Sections 15064.5 and 15126.4.
The Project does not have any Federal involvement. As such, Federal mandates are not discussed in this

report.

Before considering impact significance under CEQA, the significance of the resource itself must first be
determined. At the State level, consideration of significance as an “important archaeological resource” is
measured by cultural resource provisions considered under CEQA Sections 15064.5 and 15126.4, and the
draft criteria regarding resource eligibility to the CRHR.

Generally, under CEQA a historic built-environment resource or historic and prehistoric archaeological
resource is considered significant if it meets at least one of the criteria for listing on the CRHR. Such
resources are referred to as “historical resources.” The CRHR eligibility criteria are set forth in CEQA
Section 15064.5. A “historical resource” is defined as any resource that:

A. is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage;
B. is associated with lives of persons important in our past;

C. embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

D. has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

Section 15064.5 of CEQA also assigns special importance to human remains and specifies procedures to
be used when Native American remains are discovered. These procedures are detailed under PRC

5097.98.

Impacts to “unique archaeological resources” and “unique paleontological resources” are also considered
under CEQA, as described under PRC 21083.2. A unique archaeological resource implies an
archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that without merely
adding to the current body of knowledge there is a high probability that it meets one of the following
criteria:
1. the archaeological artifact, object, or site contains information needed to answer important
scientific questions and there is a demonstrable public interest in that information; or

2. the archaeological artifact, object, or site has a special and particular quality, such as being the
oldest of its type or the best available example of its type; or

3. the archaeological artifact, object, or site is directly associated with a scientifically recognized
important prehistoric or historic event or person.
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A non-unique archaeological resource indicates an archaeological artifact, object, or site that does not
meet the above criteria. Impacts to non-unique archaeological resources and resources which do not
qualify for listing on the CRHR receive no further consideration under CEQA.

4.2  EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE FOR NEWLY RECORDED RESOURCES

421 Evaluation Methodology

Eight existing buildings within the Yard (one main office/warchouse building and seven ancillary
buildings) were inventoried in the field and formally evaluated for significance. Utilizing the study
themes outlined in Section 2.4, an historic overview (Section 2.1.6) was completed to place the
inventoried buildings into a historic context. The significance of each building was evaluated based upon

its importance within that context.

A general history of Los Angeles and its metropolitan area was included to provide a framework for the
development of LADWP. The history of LADWP was influenced by the history of Los Angeles and its
expansion, and in turn, LADWP affected the development and growth of Los Angeles. The history of
LADWP provided a context for the construction of the Western District Headquarters, and the history of
the Western District Headquarters describes the conditions under which the buildings were constructed

and their purpose.

4.2.2 Evaluation Results

The LADWP Western District Headquarters office/warehouse building (Building 1) and its associated
outbuildings appear to be eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion A. The property is
representative of the expansion of public utilities in post-World War II Los Angeles, which resulted from
the increased population and growth of industry and commerce of the era. It is also representative of the
post-World War II growth of LADWP, significant locally for its contribution to the growth and
development of Los Angeles, and nationally as the largest municipally owned utility in the nation.
Building 1 and its associated outbuildings maintain sufficient integrity and represent buildings
constructed during the era of significance.

Historic research did not identify any important persons associated with the Western Division
Headquarters, and the property does not appear to be eligible under Criterion B.

Building 1 appears to be eligible under Criterion C. Although the building is not a representative
example of any one form of architecture, the building is unusual in that it exhibits characteristics of both
classical and modern forms of architecture and was designed by an LADWP architect. It maintains its
integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, association, and feeling, as the building has
not been substantially altered since its construction in 1947. The addition completed to the wings of the
building was sensitively constructed, and does not detract from the appearance of the original building.

Buildings 2, 3, and 7 have retained integrity and contribute to the eligibility of Building 1 as associated
outbuildings. Buildings 4 and 5 have been sustained more alterations than the other outbuildings, but also
maintain a high level of integrity. These buildings are also considered eligible as contributing elements to
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the function of Building 1 and the Western District Yard. Building 6 is likely a modemn structure,
Building 8 was likely moved onto the property less than 45 years ago, and they are not evaluated as

eligible.
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50 SIGNIFICANCE IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

54  SIGNIFICANCE IMPACTS

5.1.1 State Mandates

As noted above, impacts to identified cultural resources need to be considered only if the resource is an
“important” resource or an “unique archaeological resource”, under the provisions of CEQA Sections
15064.5 and 15126.4. Under CEQA Section 15064.5, a project potentially would have significant
impacts if it would cause substantial adverse change in the significance of:

¢ an historical resource (i.e. a cultural resource eligible for inclusion on the CRHRY);

# an archaeological resource (defined as a unique archaeological resource which does not meet
CRHR criteria);

¢ a unique paleontological resource or unique geologic feature (i.e. would directly or indirectly
destroy a site); or

4+ human remains {i.e. would disturb or destroy burials).

51.2 Project Impacts

51.21 Paleontological Resources

The Project area is considered sensitive for subterranean paleontological resources. The Quaternary
alluvial soils at the site may contain fossilized remains of Pleistocene fauna and/or flora, and potentially
fossils from earlier periods. Furthermore, the Project area is located within two miles of the La Brea
Fossil Pits, an important paleontological locality. Excavation for building foundations, trenching for
utilities, and/or other earthmoving activities associated with the construction of the proposed buildings
have the potential to result in impacts to significant paleontological resources.

5122 Archaeological Resources

The Project area is considered sensitive for buried archaeological resources. The Project APE is situated
immediately adjacent to Ballona Creek, within one mile of several prehistoric archaeological sites.
Excavation for building foundations, trenching for utilities, and/or other earthmoving activities associated
with the construction of the proposed buildings have the potential to result in impacts to significant

archaeological resources,

5123 Historic Architectural Resources

The LADWP Western District office/warehouse building and five of its associated outbuildings appear to
be eligible for the CRHR under Criteria A and C. These six buildings are considered “historical
resources” under CEQA. Demolition would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
these resources. This adverse change would constitute a significant impact if it is not mitigated to a less

than significant level.
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5.2  MITIGATION MEASURES

Both general and resource-specific mitigation measures will be implemented for the project, in order to
reduce potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level. Resource-specific mitigation
measures will be required for the six significant historic architectural resources within the Project APE.
General mitigation measures will be implemented to reduce potential impacts to unknown archaeological

and paleontological resources.

5.2.1 Resource-Specific Mitigation Measures

5211 Historic Architectural Resources

The LADWP Western District office/warehouse building and five of its associated outbuildings appear to
be eligible for the CRHR under Criteria A and C. Because LADWP plans to demolish these buildings as
part of the Project, measures to mitigate this significant impact are warranted. Historic American
Building Survey (HABS)Y/ Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) documentation is the most
common method for mitigation of impacts to historical architectural resources. Because as-built drawings
of the buildings exist and the history of the yard is well documented, URS recommends HABS Level 11
documentation {existing drawings, large format photography, written historical narrative).

The following resource-specific mitigation measure will reduce Project impacts to historic architectural
resources to a less than significant level:

HAR-1: For each of the six buildings evaluated as eligibie for listing on the CRHR, HABS/HAER
Level II documentation will be completed. An experienced HABS photographer will use
large-format cameras to produce perspective corrected, black-and-white photographs of
overall views and details of important exterior and interior features of the structure. The
photographs record textures, details, and spatial relationships not easily conveyed by
drawings or the written word. As-built drawings will be photographed with large-format
negatives or photographically reproduced on mylar. A short report will be prepared for each
building, which will include a HABS Architectural Data Form. An archival-quality
deliverable including written reports, black and white large-format photographic prints, and
photographed/reproduced as-built drawings, suitable for inclusion in the HABS/HAER
Collection at the National Archives.

5.2.2 General Mitigation Measures

The potential exists for ground disturbing construction activities to affect unknown paleontological and
archaeological resources. Grading, trenching, potholing, shoveling, soil core boring, and other activities
have the potential to damage these nonrenewable resources. However, these potentially significant
impacts will be mitigated to a less than significant level through the implementation of several general

mitigation measures.

are004 527



DRAFT

Cultural Resources Technical Report

5221 Archaeological Resources

Areas adjacent to natural watercourses are considered sensitive for prehistoric archaeological resources,
and the potential exists for previously unknown cultural resources to be found during construction at any
focation. Potentially significant impacts to archaeological resources will be mitigated to a less than
significant level through the implementation of the following general mitigation measures:

CR-1:

CR-2:

CR-3:

CR-4:

LADWP shall provide specific instructions in their construction permits regarding the
inadvertent discovery of potential archaeological resources. Specific language shall state that
if previously unknown subsurface cultural materials are uncovered, construction work in the
immediate vicinity will be halted and the emergency discovery procedures described below
will be implemented. A specific LADWP staff and his/her contact information shall be
provided on the construction permit. If potential archaeological resources are encountered,
LADWY staff shall have the authority to stop and/or redirect construction in the event of an
unanticipated discovery. If necessary, an archaeological monitor shall be notified. LADWP
staff shall be notified of the current construction schedule on a regular basis, and if any
unscheduled ground disturbing activity is required. The archaeological monitor will conduct
on-site cultural resources sensitivity training (crew education) as outlined below.

Prior to the beginning of earth moving construction activities (including initial grading of
vegetation removal), all construction personnel (including management} shall be informed of
the cultural resource values involved and of the regulatory protections afforded those
resources. The construction personnel shall also be informed of procedures relating to the
discovery of unanticipated cultural resources (as outlined below). They shall be cautioned
not to collect artifacts, and asked to inform a construction supervisor and the onsite
archaeological monitor in the event that cultural remains are discovered during the course of
construction. The archaeological monitor shall administer supplemental briefings to all new
construction personnel, prior to their commencement of earth moving construction activities.
LADWP will be responsible for notifying the archaeological monitor when new construction
personnel are scheduled to work on the Project.

In the event archaeological resources are unearthed during excavation activities associated
with the Project, work shall be stopped immediately, and the discovery shall be evaluated by
a qualified archaeologist, pursuant to the procedures set forth at CEQA Section 15064.5. If
the find is evaluated as significant under CEQA, further mitigation measures will be
developed in concert with LADWP.

If human skeletal remains are found at the project site during earth moving activities such as
grading or trenching, work shall be suspended and the Los Angeles County Coroner’s Office
shall be notified. Standard guidelines set by California law provides for the treatment of
skeletal material of Native American origin (California Public Resources Code, Sections
5097.98 et seq.; Health and Safety Code, Section 7050.5 and others). Procedures to be
employed in the treatment of human remains are found in, “A Professional Guide for the
Preservation and Protection of Native American Human Remains and Associated Grave
Goods,” published by the California Native American Heritage Commission.
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5222 Paleontological Resources

Ground disturbing construction has the potential to impact subterranean paleontological resources.
Potentially significant impacts to paleontological resources will be mitigated to a less than significant
level through the implementation of the following general mitigation measures:

PR-1: Earth moving construction activity will be observed by a paleontological monitor. The
monitoring will be on an intermittent, spot-check basis. LADWP will be responsible for
providing the paleontological monitor with the current construction schedule on a regular
basis, and for notifying the paleontological monitor if any unscheduled ground disturbing
activity is required. The paleontological monitor will conduct on-site paleontological
resourcessensitivity training (crew education) as outlined below. If previously unknown
subsurface paleontological materials are uncovered, construction work in the immediate
vicinity will be halted and the emergency discovery procedures described below will be
implemented. The paleontological monitor will have the authority to stop and/or redirect
construction in the event of an unanticipated discovery.

PR-2: Prior to the beginning of carth moving construction activities (including initial grading of
vegetation removal), all construction personnel (including management) shall be informed of
the paleontological resource values involved and of the regulatory protections afforded those
resources. The construction personnel shall also be informed of procedures relating to the
discovery of unanticipated paleontological resources (as outlined below). They shall be
cautioned not to collect fossils, and asked to inform a construction supervisor and the onsite
paleontological monitor in the event that fossils or mineralized bones are discovered during
the course of construction. The paleontological monitor shall administer supplemental
briefings to all new construction personnel, prior to their commencement of earth moving
construction activities. LADWP will be responsible for notifying the paleontological monitor
when new construction personnel are scheduled to work on the Project.

PR-3: In the event paleontological resources are unearthed during excavation activities associated
with the Project, work shall be suspended in the immediate vicinity of the finds, and the
potential significance of the resource shall be evaluated by a qualified specialist.

5.2.3 Evaluation of Unanticipated Discoveries

All archaeological and paleontological resources encountered during the mitigation and monitoring
phases of the Project, with the exception of isolate artifacts and isolate features that appear to lack
integrity or data potential, will be evaluated for significance vis-a-vis CRHR and CEQA criteria described
above. If a resource is found to be significant, then it will be subject to avoidance through alterations in
project design when feasible. In the event that avoidance of cultural resources is not possible via project
design modifications, appropriate mitigation measures, in accordance with this report and the LADWP,

will be conducted.

yarzo04 59



DRAFT Cultural Resources Technical Report

6.0 REFERENCES

Bean, L. and C. Smith
1978  ‘Gabrieleno/Tongva’. In Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 8 California. R.

F. Heizer (ed.): 538-549. Washington DC: Smithsonian Institute Press.

Berger, R.
1975  Advances and Results in Radiocarbon Dating: Early Man in North America. World

Archaeology 7: 174-184.

Blackburn, T.C.
1963  Ethnohistoric descriptions of Gabrieleno/Tongva material culture. UCLA Archaeological

Survey, Annual Report 5: 1-50.

Bolton, H.E.
1930  Diary of Sebastian Viscaino, 1602-1603. In Spanish Explorations in the Southwest, 1542-

1706, (H.E. Bolton translation). New York: Scribner’s Sons [1967 reprint, New York:
Barnes and Noble].

Dakin, S.B.
1978 A4 Scotch Paisano in Old Los Angeles: Hugo Reid’s Life in California, 1832-1852,

Derived from His Correspondence. University of California Press, Berkeley. [Reprint,
First Edition 1939].

Dillon, B.
1990  Archaeological Record Search and Impact Evaluation for the Los Angeles Wastewater
Program Management (NOS-NCOS) Project, Los Angeles, California. Prepared for Dr.
Janet Fahey, James M. Montgomery, Consulting Engineers, 250 N. Madison Ave., P.O.
Box 7009, Pasadena, CA 91109-7009.

Dixon, E.J.
1999  Bones, Boats and Bison: Archeology and the First Colonization of Western America.

Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press.

Grant, C.
1978a Chumash: Introduction. In Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 8 California.

R. F. Heizer {ed.): 505-508. Washington DC: Smithsonian Institute Press.

1978b Eastern Coastal Chumash. In Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 8 California.
R. F. Heizer (ed.}. 509-519. Washington DC: Smithsonian Institute Press,

1965  Rock Paintings of the Chumash. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Harrington, J.P.
1978  Tomol: Chumash Watercraft as Described in the Ethnographic Notes of John P,
Harrington. T. Hudson, J. Timbrook, and M. Rempe (eds.). Ballena Press

Anthropological Papers, 9. Santa Barbara, CA.

Hudson, Dee T.
1971  Proto-Gabrielino Patterns of Territorial Organization in South Coastal California. Pacific

Coast Archaeological Society Quarterly 7(2):49-76. Costa Mesa, California.

a4r2004 61



DRAFT Cultural Resources Technical Report

Johnston, B.E.
1962  California’s Gabrieleno/Tongva Indians. Frederick Webb Hodge Anniversary
Publication Fund, vol. VII. Los Angeles: Southwest Museum.

JRP Historical Consulting Services
2003  North Spring Street Bridge Seismic Retrofitting and Widening Historic Resources
Evaluation Report. Prepared for URS Corporation for submittal to the City of Los
Angeles Department of Public Works. JRP Historical Consulting Services, Los Angeles.

La Lone, M.
1980  Gabrieleno/Tongva Indians of Southern California: An Annotated Ethnohistoric
Bibliography. Occasional Paper 6, University of California, Los Angeles, Institute of

Archaeology.

Landberg, L.C.
1965  The Chumash Indians of Southern California. Southwest Museum Papers, 19. Highland

Park, California.

Layne, J. Gregg
1952 Water and Power For a Great City: A History of the Department of Water and Power of
the City of Los Angeles to December 1950. Los Angeles Department of Water and Power,

Los Angeles.

ELee, Robert
1989  The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power: Its Place in the Making of a City. Los

Angeles Department of Water and Power and the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles,
California.

feonard, N.N. Il
1971  Natural and social environments of the Santa Monica Mountains. University of
California, Los Angeles, Archaeological Survey Annual Report 1970-1971: 97-135.

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
1945 Annual Report for the Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1945. Los Angeles Department of

Water and Power, Los Angeles.

1946 45" Annual Report for the Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1946. Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power, Los Angeles.

1947a 46" Annual Report for the Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1947. Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power, Los Angeles.

1947b Water System Unwraps Its New Western District Headquarters. Intake Magazine,
December 1947. Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Los Angeles.

1952 Water and Power 1902-1952: Five Decades that Transformed Los Angeles. Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power, Los Angeles.

1959 From Pueblo to Metropolis: Water and Power in the Story of Los Angeles. 1.os Angeles
Department of Water and Power, Los Angeles.

42008 62



DRAFT Cultural Resources Technical Report

1989 Western District Headquarters Agreement No. 10025, Site Characterization Study, Phase
I, Final Report. November.

2003 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Historical Background.
http://www5.ladwp.com/aboutdwp/history/allabout/allabout.him. Los Angeles

Department of Water and Power, Los Angeles.

Meighan, C.W.
1954 A late complex in Southern California prehistory. Southwestern Journal of Anthropology

10(2). 215-227.

Moratto, M.
1984  California Archaeology. Florida: Academic Press.

Rogers, D.B.
1929 Prehistoric Man of the Santa Barbara Coast. Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History.

San Buenaventura Research Associates
1999 City of Burbank Historic Preservation Plan. City of Burbank Planning Department,

Burbank, California.

Wagner, HR.
1929  Spanish Voyages to the Northwest Coast of America in the Sixteenth Century. California

Historical Society Special Publications — 4. San Francisco: California Historical Society.

Wallace, W.R.
1955 A suggested chronology for Southern California coastal archaeology. Southwestern

Journal of Anthropology 11 (3): 214-230.

Warren, C.N.
1968  Cultural tradition and ecological adaptation the southern California coast. In (C. Irwin-
Williams, ed.) Archaic prehistory in the western United States. Portales: Eastern New

Mexico University Contributions in Anthropology 1(3): 1-14.

Weaver, J.D.
1973 El Pueblo Grande: Los Angeles from the Brush Huts of Yangna to the Skyscrapers of
Modern Megalopolis. Anderson, Richie, and Simon, Los Angeles.

Willey, G.R.
1966  Introduction to North American Archaeology, Volume I: North and Middle America.

New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc.

ai4i2004 6-3






FIGURES






m m=w omR em mE SW mT  pw mm o oww we @8

ser W mm R w9 BB mm omm e

mam’ﬂ"“mw'm'“‘"""m“-jl

LS g

10 H 10 20 30 Kilometers

™ s S et
1:1,260,000

Project No. 29870195

Project Location and Vicinity Map

Figure 1

Los Angeles Depariment of Water and Power Western District Yard Improvement Project

April 2003




2

igure

F
April 2003

i <

3 b 5 <

2] = ¥} o

£ 5 g A -

B L

=] W W 2 Wv W
= £k 2 Ch
= T =5 2
o m ) — = HQ/
55 5 w5
% Am.. %aw % mw m.w:‘mx
<= % 5% <=7} " ks &%
2 in . i T
S8 m% — = 8

&

| 72} P g
o M% = m%
= - ;  E=1 = —

" “wwwvww\ﬂ H ..

@ [ fee] &

7] = sy [

[N vy I

o] o

= =

, or
ive soils

i

developed
ring na

d

completely obscu

Area Surveyed for Cultural Resources

ect

ct Yard Improvement Proj

stri

it

Entire survey area was pave
landscaped

Note

29870195 | Los Angeles Departrent of Water and Power Western D

ect No,

Proj




Buildings

1. Office/Warshouse Building

2. Shop Building

3. Change Building

4. Vehicle Building

5. Vehicle Buiiding

6. Welding Building
Equipment Building

7.
8. Eguipment Building

Source: AirPhoto USA, January 2002

Inventoried Buildings

Figure 3

Project No. 29870195

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Western District Yard Improvement Project

April 2003




ATTACHMENTS



State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#
PRIMARY RECORD Trinomial
NRHP Status Code 7
Other Listings
Review Code Reviewer Date
Page 1 of _18 *Rescurce Name or #: (Assigned by recorder) _ LADWE Western District Headguarters
P1. Other ldentifier: Westem District Yard
P2. Location: U Not for Publication X Unrestricted
*a. County Los Angeles and (P2c,P2e, and P2b or P2d. Attach Location Map as necessary.}
*b, USGS 7.5 Quad Hollywood Bate _1981 T 18 ;R _14W ; Y of Y of Sec Unsectioned ; 91 B.M.
c. Address _5898 Venice Boulevard City _ Los Angeles Zip 90019
d. UTM: (Give more than one for large and/for linear resources) Zone 11; 373662 mE/ 3767401 mN (center of building cluster)
*a. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate)
APN 5064-029-808; Tract 26317, extension of streets, Lot 1
*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)
The property is located on the southeast corner of Venice Boulevard and Fairfax Boulevard on a 7.8-acre ot
Headquarters for the Western District of operations for the 1.0s Angetes Department of Water and Power (LADWP), the
property consists of a main office and warehouse building, and seven ancillary buildings that support headguarters
operations.
Building 1. The main office and warehouse building (Building 1) faces northwest onto Venice Boulevard and was
constructed circa 1947, It is a one story, T-shaped building constructed of concrete block. The foundation is also
concrete block and the exterior wall surface consists of painted concrete blocks in running bend. The office portion of
the building is located within the horizontal portion of the “T” shape, which is parallel o Venice Boulevard and the
vertical portion of the “T" houses the warehouse function of the building. The building has a cross gable roof.
See continuation sheet.
*p3h. Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) (HP8) Commercial building under 3 stories, (HP9) Public utility building
P4. Resources Present: X Building O Structure 0 Object O Site 1 District 3 Element of District 1 Other (isolates, etc.}

P5h. Description of Photo:
{View, date, accession #)

Building 1, View southwest from
nerth side of Venice Blvd.

9 April 2003
*P6. Date Constructed/Age and
Source: X Historic

3 Prehistoric & Both
1947: L os Angeles Departrnent of
Water and Power
*P7. Owner and Address:
LADWP
111 N. Hope Street
Los Angeles, California 90012
*P8. Recorded by: (Name,
affiliation, and address)
Kirsten Erickson, URS Corp.
7720 N, 16" Street. Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85020
*Pa. Date Recorded:
9 April 2003
*P18. Survey Type: (Describe)
California Register Nomination

oer

Pit.

Report Citation*: (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter none™.) _URS Corp. May 2003, Cultural Resources

Technical Report: LADWP Western District Yard Improvement Project.

*Attachments: [ NONE X Location Map X Sketch Map X Continuation Sheet X Building, Structure and Object Record
I Archaeological Record 1 District Record [ Linear Feature Record 0 Milling Station Record U Rock Art Record
3 Artifact Record O Photograph Record [ Other {List)

DPR 523A (1/95) *Required Information




State of California — The Rescurces Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI/Trinomiat
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 2 of 18 *Resource Identifier: LADWP Western District Headquarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 2 April 2003 X Continuation 1 Update

Description (continued)

The roof of Building 1 is clad in composition shingles. The office portion of the building measures approximately 40 feet by 197
feet. There is a basement located beneath the west side of the office building, which measures approximately 30 feet by 40
feet. The warehouse portion of the building measures 47 feet by 80 feet. The front entry has a centered gable, which has a
lower roofiine than the warehouse portion of the building. The centered gable forms a pediment over the eniry. The entry gable
is clad in horizontal wood siding and there is a centered, arched, louvered vent in the gable. There is an octagonal cupola on
the roof ridgeline of the warehouse portion of the building. The top of the cupola is covered in metal and there are louvered
venis located in each side. The pediment-style gable has a wide band of trim along the gable edges and the comice, which is
characteristic of the Greek Revival style. The wide band of trim extends along the cornice the entire length of the building front.
Bronze lettering spells out "City of L.os Angeles Department of Water and Power” on the entry gable end.

e

Front entry of Building 1 (view southeast)

The main entry is recessed beneath the entry gable. The main enfry door surround consists of an entablature and pilasters,
also a detail of the Greek Revival style. The main enfrance is a single entry wood door with one light and wrought iron
ormamentation. There are iwo, rounded glass block windows (made of 99 glass blocks each) located on either side of the
main entrance. The landing in front of the entrance is constructed of cast stone. The landing is reached via a rounded
staircase. There are two newel posts—one on each side of the staircase. The staircase and newel posts are also constructed
of cast stone. Two additional parallel stairways, on either side of a planting box, descend to the sidewalk level. These stairs
and the planting box are constructed of concrete. The wrought iron detailing on the door, the glass block windows, and the
curved staircase and newel posts are characteristics of the Art Deco and Streamline Moderne styles.

There are three types of windows on the front of the building {which faces northwest and is referred to on the construction
plans and in this description as the north efevation). All of the windows have cast concrete sills, lintels constructed of verticaily
laid concrete blocks, and steel frames. The two windows located on either side of the entry way are 3-light windows, with one
fixed light above a 1-light awning and a 1-light hopper window. The windows in the office wings are aiso three light windows.
The windows in the original portion of the structure are 3-light windows with one awning window above two fixed lights. Office
wings were extended both east and west circa 1968. The windows in the addition have 3-lights with a Z-light awning window
above one fixed light.

DPR 523L {1/95) *Required Information




State of Catlifornia — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRi/Trinomiatl
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 3 of _18 *Resource kdentifier: LADWP Western District Headquarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 9 April 2003 X Continuation {1 Update

Description (continued)

The gable end of Building 1 on the east elevation has a wide band of trim along the gable edges and the cornice, continuing
the theme from the front of the building. There is a centered, arched, louvered vent in the gable end, which is ¢clad in horizontal
siding. The exterior wall surface is concrete block in running bond. There are three windows, which are identical to the
windows on the north side of the addition—3-fights with a 2-light awning window over one fixed light. The west addition of the
office portion of the building is similar to the east addition, and was also added to the building circa 1968. An additional,
modem window has been inserted on the western portion of the original front elevation side of the building. The window is a 1
over 1-light, metal framed, awning window with no sill or lintel. There are steps on the west side of the building that lead to the
hasement level and there also are platforms for air conditioning units. The roof and cornice extends from both the east and
west sides of the office portion of the building to form a flat raofed porch on the rear (south).

East Side of Building 1 {view southwest)

The rear of the office portion is shaded by a flat roofed overhang supported by metal poles over a raised concrete loading
piatform. Staircases provide access to the loading platform, which is bordered by metal railings. The windows are a mix of
hopper and awning windows with metal frames and concrete block lintels. Some of these windows were added when the side
additions were completed circa 1968. Other windows have been replaced at other times. There is a modern window on the
west side of the rear portion that was added approximately the same time as the modern window on the west side of the office
portion. There are two single entry doors on the east side of the rear wall {one metal door with one-light and one wood door
with one-light) and two single entry doors on the west side of the rear wall (cne wood paneled door with one-light and one
metal door with one light).

The raised loading dock with metal railings and overhanging roof along the east and west sides, continues from the rear of the
office portion of the building to the warehouse portion of the building. There are six windows on the east side of the warehouse
buiiding. These are three-light pivot windows with steel frames. There are two single entry doors on the east side—one wood
paneled door with one light and one metal door with one light. There are no windows on the west side of the warehouse
building, but there are two metal single entry doors with one-light and one metal, double entry docr with one-light.

The roof on the rear (south) of the warehouse building is a hip and gable roof, with the hipped portion of the roof forming a
porch roof supported by metal posts. There is a 6-light window in the gable end—the center two-lights are a pivot window,
which is surrounded on each side by two fixed lights. The floor of the porch also is a raised concrete ioading  deck.

DPR 5230 (1/95) *Required Information




State of California — The Rescurces Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRITrinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 4 of_18 *Resource Identifier: LADWP Western District Headguarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date 3 April 2003 X Continuation {1 Update

Description {continued)

There are two doors in the south wal of Building 1. Cne is a metal singie entry door with metal surrounds, and the otheris a
wood, 4-panel roll-up door with four fixed lights with textured glass.

West Side of Building 1 (view northeast)

Rear West Side of Building 1 (view northwest)
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State of Califernia — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRIfTrinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 5 of _18 *Resource ldentifier: LADWP Western District Headquarters
Receorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date 9 April 2003 X Continuation [ Update

Description {continued}

The interior of Building 1 is largely utilitarian in style, with the exception of the front entry hall. Because the building once
housed a public counter where patrons paid their utility bills, attention was given to the interior design of this area. Of particular
note are the terrazzo floor, Art Deco style fluorescent light fixtures, and a drinking fountain with an elaborately etched glass

surround.

Drinking Fountain Located on the Entry Hall of Building 1 (view southeast)

Other than the 1968 addition constructed on the east and west sides of the office building. the front of the building has not
been substantially altered since its construction in 1947. Windows and doors have been replaced on the rear of the office
portion of the building and windows and doors have been blocked and added to the east, west, and south sides of the
warehouse portion of the building. The 1968 renovations included the addition of a 30- by 40-foot wing and basement addition
on the west side of the office building and a 38- by 40-foot wing addition on the east side.

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required Information




State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATICN HRYTrinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page & of_18 *Resource Identifier: LADWP Western District Headquarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 9 April 2003 X Continuation &1 Update

Description {continued)

Entry Hall, Building 1 (view northeast)
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DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRITrinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 7 of _18 “Resource ldentifier: LADWP Waestern District Headquarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 9 April 2003 X Continuation 11 Update

Description {continued)

There are seven outbuildings associated with the Office / Warehouse Building {Building 1), including the Shop Building
(Building 2), the Change Building (Building 3), two Vehicle Buildings {Buildings 4 and 5}, the Weiding Building (Building 6), an
Equipment Platform (Building 7), and an Equipment Building (Building 8).

Building 2. Building 2 or the Shop Building is located to the east of Building 1. The Shop Building is one story, rectangular
building that measures approximately 40 feet by 80 feet. The building faces southwest and was constructed between 1949 and
1950. The building’s foundation is concrete slab. The exterior walls are concrete block in running bond. The front gable roof is
clad in composition shingles. There is a wide band of trim around the gabte ends and on the cornices, which is discontinuous
across the gable end. An arched louvered vent is also located in the gable end, which is framed by a concrete block soldier
course. There is a metal, single entry door with one-fight on the front (west) of the building, with a two-light, steel frame awning
transom window. The transom window has a lintel constructed of vertically laid concrete blocks. There is one, steel, roll-up
door with a ramp and concrete wheel guards. Besides the transom window, there is a set of paired windows, which have
three-lights each (2-light awning window over a 1-light fixed window) with cast concrete sills. Both the rofl-up door and the
window have lintels constructed of vertically laid concrete blocks.

Front of Building 2 (view northeast)

The north side of the building has three sets of three ribbon windows. The windows are 3-light windows, with a 2-light awning
window over a fixed light. There are two steel roll-up doors with concrete wheel guards. There is a temporary, 3-bay, metal
frame, storage canopy located adjacent to the north side of the building. The east side of the building has two sets of paired
windows, which are the same type as those on the north side of the building. There is a metal, single entry door with one-light
on the east side, and the door has two, two-light fransom awning windows. The gable end, including the frim and louvered
vent, is identical to the west side of the building. The south side of the building has three sets of three ribbon windows, which
are the same type as on the north and east sides. There is a single entry metal door with one-light, which has a two-light
awning fransom window. Also, there is a grouping of six windows to the east of the doorway, which are a mix of awning,
hopper, and fixed windows. The other entry on the south side is a steel roll-up door with cancrete wheel guards. All windows
have cast concrete sills and lintels constructed of vertically laid concrete blocks. Lintels of the same type are located over ali
entries as well.

Alterations to Building 2 since its construction have been relatively minor. Windows have been replaced and added on the
south side of the building.

DPR 523L {1/95) *Required Information
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CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 8 of_18 *Resource Identifier: LADWP Western District Headguarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 9 April 2003 X Continuation  [J Update

Description (continued)

Building 3. Building 3 or the Change Building is focated to the south of Building 2 and measures 40 feet by 80 feet. Building 3
was constructed at the same time as Building 2 (between 1849 and 1950) and has a similar design. Building 3 is one story and
faces southeast. The rectangular-shaped building has a concrete foundation and is constructed of concrete block in running
bond. The front gable roof is clad with composition shingles, and like Building 2, also has a wide band of trim around the gable
ends and on the cormices, which is discontinuous across the gable end. An arched louvered vent also is located in the gable
end, which is framed by a concrete block soldier course. The windows on the front of the building consist of 2 sets of 3-light
paired windows (2-light awning window over one fixed light). There is one, recessed, double entry door, which is wood with
one light.

The north side of the building has two sets of paired windows, which are the same type as those on the south side of the
building. There is a metal, single entry door with one-light on the north side, and the door has two, two-light transom awning
windows. The gable end, including the trim and fouvered vent, is identical to the south side of the building. The east side of the
building has one set of paired windows and two sets of three ribbon windows of the same type as the north and south sides of
the building (3-light: 2-light awning window over 1-light fixed window). Entries consists of one, single entry, metal door with one
light and one, steel roll-up door with concrete wheel guards. The west side has one set of paired, 2-light hopper windows and
two sets of 3 ribbon windows and one set of paired windows of the same type as the north and south sides of the building.
Entries on the west side consists of one single entry wood door with one-light and one steel rofl-up door with concrete wheel
guards. The single entry door is shaded by an aluminum awning. All windows in the building have cast concrete sills, All
windows and door openings have lintels constructed of vertically laid concrete blocks.

Alterations to Building 3 since its construction are minor, and limited to some window and door replacements.

Front and west side of Building 3 {view north}

DPR 523L {1/95) *Required information
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DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRUTrinomial
CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 9 of 18 *Resource identifier: LADWP Western District Headguarters
Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 9 April 2003 X Continuation 0 Update

Description {continued)

Building 4. Building 4 is one of two vehicle buildings located southeast of Building 1. Both vehicle buildings were constructed
in 1947, at the same time as Building 1. Building 4 measures approximately 37 feet by 155 feet and faces southeast. The cne
story buiiding has a concrete foundation and has a reinforced concrete frame that is infilled with concrete block masonry. The
side gable roof clad with composition shingles is supported by wood trusses. There are two monitor roof vents on the ridgeline
at the east and west ends of the bullding. There are seven, vehicle sized bays on the front of the building. The first bay from
the west has been infilled with concrete block, and the block has been faced with stucco. The next three bays remain open
and have steel roll-up doors. The third bay from the east has been infilied with concrete block and faced with stucco. An
entrance opening in this bay leads to a restroom entrance. There is aiso a single entry metal door with one light and modern
aluminum frame sliding windows in this bay. The last two vehicle bays on the east end are open with steel roli-up doors. The
second bay from the east end is a washroom and the last bay on the end has a truck hoist and a repair pit.

Front of Building 4 (view west)

The bays on the north side of the building were infilled with concrete block when the building was constructed. There are two,
metal single eniry doors on the north side and six, four-over-two-light pivot windows with steel frames and cast concrete sills.
There is a two-bay porch attached to the northeast corner of the building, which has a flat roof and wood supports. The two
windows on the east side are also four-over-two-light pivot windows with steel frames and cast concrete sills. These windows
aiso have lintels constructed of vertically laid concrete blocks. There is also a single entry metal door on the east side. The
west side has no features.

Alterations to Building 4 since its construction include the addition of the window and door on the front (south} of the building.
One window on the north side has been infilled with wood and an air conditioning unit.

DPR 523L {1/95) *Required Information
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Recorded by: _Kirsten Erickson *Date: 9 April 2003 X Continuation {1 Update

Description (continued)

Building 5. Building 5 is a vehicle building located south of Building 4. Building 5 was constructed in 1947 and faces
northwest, toward the very similar Building 4. Measuring approximately 37 feet by 155 feet, the building has a concrete
foundation and a reinforced concrete frame that is infiled with concrete block masonry. The side gable roof, clad with
composition shingles, is supported by wood trusses. The building has seven vehicle-sized bays on the front {north), and the
center bay has a slightly higher roofline. The first bay from the east has been infilled with concrete block and surfaced with
stucco. There is a singte entry metal door with one light and a small, steel roll-up door. The second bay from the east is also
infilled with concrete block and surfaced with stucco. There is one, one-over-one fight, aluminum framed, single hung window
and a singie entry opening that leads to an interior corridor with two additional doors. The third bay from the east also is infilled
and has three, one-over-one fight, aluminum framed, single hung windows. There is a steel roll-up door in the center bay, and
the three bays on the west end of the front side of the building are open.

.
. ‘/ﬂm&&x

Front and East Side of Building 5 {view southwest)

The bays on the south side of the building have all been infilled with concreie block. There are four windows on the south side
with steel frames and cast cancrete sills. The windows are pivot, awning, and fixed windows. There is one, metal, single entry
door and two wood single entry doors. The west side of the building has no features, and there is a metal, single entry door on
the east side of the huilding.

Alterations to Building 5 since its construction include the infilling of two bays and the addition of windows and doors on the
north side of the building. Some windows on the south side may have been removed and infilled and the door on the east side
was a later addition.
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Description {continued)

Building 6. Building 6 or the Welding Building is a one story, structural steel canopy, which measures approximately 40 feet
by 80 feet. The canopy has four bays and there are five steel support beams on each side (east and west}, which are
anchored in concrete. There is a track ocated along the sides of the canopy, which supports a pulley and hoist for equipment
repair. The exact construction year of Building 6 is not known, but the building is not indicated on plans of the Western District
Yard in 1965. Buiiding 6 appears to be less than 45 years old.

Building 6, Adjacent to Building 3 (view wast)
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Description (continued)

Building 7. Building 7 or the Equipment Platform measures approximately 37- by 155-feet. When the yard was constructed in
1947, the Equipment Platform consisted of a poured concrete platform and ramp only. The building currently known as the
Equipment Platform was not constructed until circa 1955. It was built for the purpose of cement storage and continues
function in that capacity today. Building 7 is cne story and faces northwest. [t was built on an existing concrete equipment
platform and is constructed of concrete biock. The roof is flat with narrow eaves and is clad with composition shingles. There is
a single entry, metal, paneled door on the front of the building. An additional concrete platform was constructed at the front of
the building in 1955 and it is enclosed with chain link fencing. There are no features on the south side of the building.

Front of Building 7 (view southeast)

The 1947 ramp is located on the east side of the building. There is a chain link enclosure with a corrugated metal roof at the
top of the ramp where it levels out into a platform. The chain link enclosure is attached to the east side of Building 7. There is a
sliding metal loading door on the west side of the building. The door is attached to the buitding with wood runners reinforced
with metal.

There do not appear to be any major alterations to Building 7.
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Description {continued)

Building 8. Building 8 or the Equipment Building is located adjacent to the east corner of Building 7 and faces southeast. The
construction year of this building is unknown, and it does not appear on any of the drawings dated 1947, 1949, 1955, or 1965.
The building may have been moved 1o this location at some point. The building is a small. square structure measuring
approximately 12 feet by 12 feet. The building likely has a wood frame, and the exterior wall material is plywood. The side
gable roof has boxed eaves and is clad in composition material. There is a wood, single entry door with one light on the front
of the building.

Front and East Side of Building 8 (view west)

The only feature on the north side (rear) of the building is a 2-light, wood frame, pivot window with a wood sill. On the east
side, there is a one-over-one light, wood frame, single hung window with an air conditioning unit installed init. There is also a
louvered vent in east gable. The west side also has a similar vent in the gable, one window of the same type as the east side,
and one wood paneled door. The extent of alterations to this building is unknown.

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required information
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DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRi #
BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD
Page 14 of 18 *NRHP Status Code 7

*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) LADWP Western District Headquarters
B1. Historic Name: LADWP Westemn District Headguarters
B2. Common Name: LADWP Western Yard
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The Spanish government subsequently established missions and military outposts to facilitate colonization of the area.
The pueblo of Las Angeles was founded on 4 September 1781, and by 1800, featured approximately 30 adobe houses
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California was granted statehood and the city of Los Angeles was incorporated with a population of 1,610, At that time
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Services 2003). See continuation sheet.
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Historic Context (continued)

The economy changed beginning in 1869, when the transcontinental railroad came to Los Angeles. The railroad opened new
markets to the residents of Los Angeles, and resulted in a citrus hoom in the 1870s. A short-lived land speculation boom
occurred in southemn California in the 1880s, mainly as a result of the railroad construction. Now connected with the rest of the
country, immigration to southemn California became easier and a rate war between the Southern Pacific Railroad and Santa Fe
Railroad resulted in low fares. Immigrants to southern California also were attracted by the favorable climate and agricultural
potential. Increased Anglo-American immigration into the area resulted in increased urbanization of Los Angeles. Commercial
and industrial enterprises began to overshadow agriculture, and by the end of the 19" century, the commercial center of the
city had expanded, with suburban developments at its periphery (San Buenaveniura Research Associstes 1999; JRP
Historical Consulting Services 2603),

During the 1920s and 1930s, the expansion of industry and the rise in population led to an increase in demand for property.
Areas traditionally used for agriculture became the home to new residential suburbs, and smailer towns in the Los Angeles
metropolitan area became "bedroom communities” for those who worked in the city. Heavy industries began to locate factories
and plants in the Los Angeles area and the community experienced a boom period during World War Il as demand increased
for wartime products, such as aircraft parts. The boom period continued after the war, resulting in a housing shortage. New
residential subdivisions with tract housing were constructed quickly to meet the demand (San Buenaventura Research
Associates 1999; JRP Historical Consulting Services 2003).

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

The Los Angeles River provided a water source for the early settlement of Los Angeles. For more than 100 years, water from
the Los Angeles River was distributed to city residents through a system of open ditches or zanjas, water wheels, and dams.
By 1857, hollowed logs were being used as the city's first water main. The city's water system became more formalized in
1868 when the city entered into a contract with the privately owned Los Angeles City Water Company, which constructed a
water distribution system for the city, including storage reservoirs, iron and steel water mains, and supply lines. The city's
water system continued to be privately owned until the beginning of the 20" century (LADWP 1959; Lee 1989).

In 1902, the City of Los Angeles purchased the water system from the Los Angeles City Water Company for $2 million and the
city council established the Board of Commissioners Domestic Water Works System to administer the municipal water works.
Williamn Mulholland, an employee of the Los Angeles City Water Company, was appointed the first superintendent and chief
engineer. By the tum of the 20" century, Los Angeles had experienced tremendous growth and the need for additional water
sources was recognized. Mulholland advocated the purchase of land and water rights in the Owens Valley and the
construction of an agueduct to deliver the water to Los Angeles. In 1905, the city voters passed a $1.5 million bond issue to
purchase the Qwens Valley property. An additional $23 million bond issue was passed in 1907 for the construction of the
Owens Valley Aqueduct, which was completed in 1813 (LADWP 1959; Lee 1989).

Not only did the Owens Valley Aqueduct provide water to the city, it also provided power. In 1908, Ezra F. Scattergood, a
consulting engineer, was hired to develop hydroelectric power along the aqueduct. Power for the construction of the Aqueduct
was provided by the city's first power plant, which was constructed at Division Creek in the Qwens Valley. In 1909, the city
established the Bureau of Los Angeles Agqueduct Power, with Scattergood as the chief electrical engineer. By 1911, the
Department of Public Service was created, replacing the old Water Department. The new Department had two utility
branches—the Bureau of Water Works and the Bureau of Power and Light. The Department of Public Service eventually
became the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) (LADWP 1059: Lee 1989; LAWDP 2003).

The population of Los Angeles tripled between 1900 and 1910 and continued 1o grow at a rapid pace. New reservoirs and
pipelines were constructed between 1915 and 1919. In 1916, the first power pole was installed in Los Angeles and in 1917,
the San Francisquito Power Plant 1 began fo distribute municipally generated electricity. In the 1920s, LADWP constructed
five additional reservoirs and purchased more property in the Owens Valley to keep up with the water demands of the Los
Angeles population. In 1925, a $2 million bond issue was passed to construct an agueduct to bring water to the city from the
Colorado River to the east (LADWP 1959, LADWP 2003}.

Throughout the first half of the 20" century, LADWP continued to expand in order to provide water and electricity to the rapidly
expanding city. Between 1940 and 1950, Los Angeles became an important center for the production of World War H products.
This resulted in further increases to the population throughout the decade, again causing LADWP to construct more reservoirs
and a system of large pipefines. More expansion projects were completed between 1950 and 1960, including the construction
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Historic Context (continued)

of additional reservoirs and newer and larger water truck lines. The Valley Steam Plant was in full operation during the 1950s,
and in the 1960s, work began on the Second Los Angeles Owens River Aqueduct. A new, $32 million LADW?P headquarters
building was constructed near the Los Angeles Civic Center in 1964 that promised “to become one of southern California’s
architectural showplaces” (LADWP 1959; Lee 1989; Los Angeles Times 1963).

LADWP has played an important role in the development of Los Angeles. Without adequate water and power supply, the city

could not have grown and developed. Today, LADWP is the jargest municipally owned utility in the United States and provides
water and power to 3.8 million residents and businesses.

LADWP Western District Headquarters

Increasing service and personnel in the LADWP Western District necessitated the construction of a new headquarters facility.
In 1947, the facility at 5898 Venice Boulevard was constructed, replacing the old Western District Hollywood Yard at Las
Palmas and Eranklin Avenue. The new facility was more centrally located and provided more space for Western District
operations. Plans for the new facility began in 1945 and a building permit was applied for in 1946. An application for
construction approval was filed with the Civilian Production Administration, which was denied due to federal government
restrictions due to the veterans housing program {LADWP 1945, 1946, and 1947).

Construction began on the facility in 1947. The new Western District Yard included an office and warehouse building {Building
1) and two motor vehicle buildings (currently Buildings 4 and 5). Other structures built at this time included storage bins and an
equipment platform. LADWP employees supervised the design and construction of the buildings. The head of the Water
Design Division, C.J. Hter, supervised the design with engineer 8.A. Evans, structural engineer H.E. Bird, inspection engineer
O.N. Denman, and architect Walter S. Claberg. Claberg would later serve as architectural coordinator during the construction
of the LADWP Headquarters building in 1964. The total cost for the Western District Headquarters Buildings was $280,000--
$104,825 for the office/warehouse building, $71,000 for the motor vehicle buildings, and $10,000 for landscaping and other
improvements. The Western District Headquarters became the workplace of approximately 225 employees in 1947, mostly
assigned to the Water Distribution division of LADWP (LADWP 1947 Los Angeles Times 1965).

The Westem District Headquarters office/warehouse building was designed in a utilitarian style, with characteristics of both the
Greek Revival style and modem elements associated with the Art Deco and Streamline Moderne styles. The architect and
engineers were motivated to design a structure that was less industrial and more residential in style, in keeping with the
residential properties that were in the vicinity of the Western District Yard at the time of construction. The classical
characteristics were in reflective of the long tradition of public utility service that LADWP had provided to the Los Angeles
community for more than 50 years, while the more modern styles represented the industrial and technological innovations of
the era. When first opened, the Western District Headquarters served not only as an operations center, but also had a public
counter where patrons could pay their utility bills. Special attention was given to the design of the entry hall, which exhibits
ornamental features such as a terrazzo floor, Art Deco style fluorescent light fixtures, and a drinking fountain with an elaborate
sand carved surround featuring a landscape design. The motor vehicle buildings were designed to complement the
office/warehouse building (LADWF 1945 and 1947).

in 1049, additional outbuildings were constructed within the Western District Headquarters Yard. Both the Shop Building
(currently Building 2) and the Change Building (currently Building 3) were built at this time. Both buildings were designed with
gabte roofs with wide bands of trim around the gables and cornices and centered louvered vents in the gable ends in imitation
of the office portion of the office/warehouse building. In 1955, a cement storage building was constructed upon the 1947
equipment platform (currently Building 7). Wings were constructad on the office/warehouse building circa 1965. Also, a
basement was added beneath the west wing addition.

Today the Western District Headquarters is utiized for district operations, including installation of new distribution mains,
upgrading of existing pipelines, installation of fire hydrants, and operation and maintenance of valves and regulators. Other
functions include emergency repairs, which involves 99 employees and 92 Department vehicles, and the installation of
services and meters, which involves 17 employees and 19 Department vehicles. The public counter is no longer in operation,
but the office building continues to serve the Western District Headquarters Yard.
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Evaluation

The LADWP Western District Headquarters office/warehouse building (Building 1} and its associated outbuildings appear to be
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (National Register) under Criterion A. The property is
representative of the expansion of public utilities in post-World War 1l Los Angeles, which resulted from the increased
population and growth of industry and commerce of the era. it is also representative of the post-World War 1l growth of
LADWP, significant locally for its contribution to the growth and development of Los Angeles, and nationally as the largest
municipally owned utility in the nation. Building 1 and its associated outbuildings maintain sufficient integrity and represent
buildings constructed during the era of significance.

Historic research did not identify any important persons associated with the Western Division Headquarters, and the buildng
does not appear to be eligible under Criterion B.

Building 1 appears to be eligible under Criterion C. Although the building is not a representative example of any one form of
architecture, the building is unusual in that it exhibits characteristics of both classical and modem forms of architecture and
was designed by an LADWP architect. It maintains its integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
association, and feeling, as the building has not been substantially altered since its construction in 1947, The addition
completed to the wings of the building was sensitively constructed, and does not detract fram the appearance of the original
building.

Buildings 2, 3, and 7 have retained integrity and contribute to the eligibility of Building 1 as associated outbuildings. Buiidings 4
and 5 have been sustained more alterations than the other outbuildings, but also maintain a high level of integrity. These
buildings are also considered eligible as contributing elements to the function of Building 1 and the Western District Yard.
Building 6 is likely a modern structure, and Building 8 was likely moved onto the property less than 48 years ago.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION AND ACOUSTICAL DEFINITIONS

1.1 INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) operates the Western District Headquarters
and Yard. This 7.9 acre site, acquired between 1940 and 1960, is located easterly of the intersection of
Venice and Fairfax Boulevards in Los Angeles as shown on Figure 1. The entire location is considered
the project site. It currently contains offices, shops, warehouses and storage buildings, and a yard
associated with water operating facilities. The yard serves as a laydown area for materials and supplies
storage, the parking area for heavy-duty special purpose trucks and machinery, and employee parking.
From this location the LADWP services the area water conveyance and distribution system including the
installation of new force mains, upgrading of existing pipelines, installation of fire hydrants, operation
and maintenance of valves and regulators, and dispatch of emergency repair crews. This location also
serves as the base for installation of local water service and meters. Approximately 120 personnel and
115 LADWP vehicles are based at this facility.

The proposed project is designed to improve the reliability and efficiency of LADWP services provided
to the Western Service Area. The project includes demolition of the aging and deteriorating buildings and
construction of teplacement structures, including a new, relocated perimeter wall along Venice
Boulevard. The process of demolition and reconstruction would occur in three phases begimning n 2004
with completion expected during 2009. The total square footage of existing structures (33,400) would
increase to 62,000 square feet upon completion of the project. The overall size of the LADWP site is not
planned to change. Although some generation of environmental noise is associated with existing
operations at the site, the primary noise concern regarding the proposed project is the elevated intermittent
noise resulting from substantial demolition and construction activities during an extended period.

To the west, the triangular shaped project site is bounded entirely by busy, primary streets; commercial
uses are located directly north, thus project construction noise is not a concern in these directions.
However, the site is bounded by noise-sensitive residential land uses on the east. This nearest group of
residences is located approximately 100 feet easterly of the project’s potentially closest construction
activity. A smaller number of dwellings are located about 200 feet easterly of the proposed project’s
potentially closest construction activity. Additional residential uses are located southerly of the site
across the Ballona Creek channel, where the nearest noise-sensitive receptors are located between 150
and 250 feet from the proposed project’s construction activity. The topography of the area is relatively
flat with the noise-sensitive receptors easterly of the project site and those across the Ballona Creek
¢channel slightly below project grade.

Section 2 of this report discusses relevant applicable laws, ordinances, regulations or standards (LORS).
Section 3 of this report describes the measurements of the existing ambient noise levels conducted at the
nearest noise-sensitive receptors. Assessment of potential impacts is analyzed in Section 4. As
appropriate, recommended noise abatement and mitigation measures are also presented. The 24-hour time
format is used throughout the report.
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Noise Analysis Report

1.2  AcousTiCAL DEFINITIONS

Sound levels are measured on a logarithmic scale in decibels, abbreviated as dB. The universal measure
for environmental sound is the “A”-weighted sound level, abbreviated as dBA. “A” scale weighting is a
“filter” or adjustment curve applied by the measuring instrument to shape the frequency content of the
sound in a manner similar to the way the human ear perceives sound. “Noise” 1s defined as unwanted

sound.

The ambient sound level is the existing sound level resulting from natural and mechanical sources, plus
human activity, considered normally present in a particular area. The ambient noise level is composed of
the cumulative sum of all noise sources, both near and far. Potential responses of persons to changes m
the noise environment are usually assessed by evaluating the absolute noise level and differences between
the existing and total predicted future and/or interim noise environments. The following relationships of
perception and response to quantifiable noise increases are used as a basis for assessing potential effects
of changes to long-term environmental noise levels:

¢ Except in a carefully controlled laboratory condition, a change of 1 dBA is very difficult to
perceive.

¢ In the outside environment, a 3 dBA change 1s considered just perceptible.

¢ Anincrease of 5 dBA is considered readily perceptible and would generally result in a change in
community response.

¢ A 10 dBA increase is perceived as a doubling in loudness and would likely result in a widespread
community response.

As an example, a doubling of traffic volume (assuming speed and the mix of vehicle types remains
constant) represents a doubling of sound energy yielding a 3 dBA increase. Thus, for an environment
dominated by traffic noise, the volume of traffic must generally double for a noise level increase to be

consistently perceived.

Because environmental noise varies with time, it is beneficial to define certain measurement terms that
are used to characterize this fluctuating quantity. The true energy-average level over a specific period is
defined as the Equivalent Sound Level, abbreviated as L. The L, is the measured or (calculated) energy
average sound pressure level occurring during a specified period that is equivalent to a perfectly constant
sound pressure level containing the same acoustic energy occurring during a period of equal length. Thus,
L, includes all constant sound and sporadic or {ransient events that have varying sound levels. Ly is
generally used to measure noise affecting sensitive receptors where the noise source itself is not of special
concern during evening and nighitime hours, or where the noise is only generated during daytime hours
such as with typical construction activities. Where there is concern about nighttime noise, time-weighted
descriptors are more appropriately used as discussed below.

Using L as a “building block”, other descriptors of noise are commonly used to predict the average
community reaction to adverse effects of environmental noise including traffic-generated and industrial
noise. These descriptors include the Day-Night Average Noise Level (Lg), and (in California) the
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL). Each of these descriptors uses units of dBA. Both Ly, and
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CNEL noise metrics tepresent 24-hour periods and both apply a time-weighted factor designed to
penalize noise events that occur during non-daytime hours, when relaxation and sleep disturbance is of
more concern. In the case of CNEL, noise o¢curring during the daytime hours between 07:00 and 19:00
receives no penalty. Noise occurring from 19:00 to 22:00 (evening period) is penalized by adding 5 dB to
the measured noise level, while noise occurring from 22:00 to 07:00 (nighttime period) is penalized by
adding 10 dB to the measured level. Ly, differs from CNEL by adding only the 10 dB penalty for the
nighttime period. Numerically, the two descriptors typically differ by only one decibel in most
commumnity noise environments. Either CNEL or L, may be used consistent with the state guideline for
noise/land use compatibility planning purposes (State of California, General Plan Guidelines, November
1990)., CNEL and Lg, are the predominant metrics used by local governments to describe noise
environments and determine noise/land use compatibility within their jurisdictions, with the City of Los
Angeles selecting the CNEL descriptor for use.
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20 LAwsS, ORDINANCES, REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS (LORS)

This section identifies the applicable federal, state and local LORS.

2.1  FEDERAL

There are a number of laws and guidelines at the Federal level that direct the consideration of a broad
range of noise issues. Some of these federal areas of concern are not directly related to the proposed
project; however, several of the more significant documents are listed below for information:

¢ National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4321, et. seq.) (PL-91-190) (40 C.F.R. § 1506.5);
+ Noise Control Act of 1972 (42 U.S.C. 4910);

¢ Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) recommendations on “Information on Levels of
Environmental Noise Requisite to Protect Public Health and Welfare with an Adequate Margin of
Safety”, NTIS 55009-74-004, USEPA, Washington, D.C., March 1974,

¢ Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Noise Abatement Procedures (23 C.F.R. Part 772);
¢ Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Environmental Standards (24 C.F.R. Part 51);

¢ Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) Occupational Noise Exposure; Hearing
Conservation Amendment (FR 48 (46), 9738--9785 (1983).

The U.S. EPA has not promulgated standards or regulations for environmental noise generated by
operation and maintenance yards. However, as listed above, the EPA has published a guideline (EPA
Levels Document, Report No. 556/9-74-664) containing recommendations for noise levels affecting
residential land use of 55 dBA 14, for outdoors and 45 dBA L& for indoors, The EPA is careful to stress
that their recommendations contain a factor of safety and do not consider techmical or economic
feasibility issues, and therefore should not be construed as standards or regulations.

2.2  STATE OF CALIFORNIA

The State has enacted a broad-based environmental impact analysis and disclosure law (The California
Fnvironmental Quality Act of 1970, as Amended along with relevant Guidelines for implementation).
This statute generally requires agencies that are considering discretionary actions to approve or deny a
proposed project to first study, evaluate, and consider potential significant adverse and beneficial
environmental effects (including noise) that may result from their action. The guidance provided by the
Resources Agency generally take the form of questions about the potential effect of the project on the
environment in cach specific area of concern, in this case noise and vibration effects. The questions posed
in the Guidelines are presented below. The standards of significance used for the evaluation of projects
with less than regional effects are most often developed and adopted by the local agency. The standards of
significance utilized by the City are presented in Section 2.3. With respect to environmental noise impact
considerations required by CEQA, the potential for significant environmental impact arising from the
project is evaluated based on the answers to the following questions (from the City’s CEQA Checklist):
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X1. NOISE ~ Wouid the project result in:

a)  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

p) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundbome noise
levels?

¢} A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use pian or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two mies of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

i Fora project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The responses to these questions and their evaluation are provided in Section 5.0 of this report.

The State has also adopted standards for the minimally acceptable interior noise level in multi-family
dwellings resulting from the exterior noise environment (California Noise Insulation Standards, State

Building Code, Part 2, Title 24, CCR).

Further, the State has enacted legislation regarding the requirement fo consider environmental noise
during the general planning process (California Code of Regulations, 65302(F)).

The California Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal
OSHA) (8 CCR, General Industrial Safety Orders, Article 105, Control of Noise Exposure, §5095, et
seq.) to protect worker safety, requires implementation of engineering controls to reduce equipment noise
emission where workers may be exposed to sound pressure levels of 90 dBA or greater from equipment
noise. Where engineering and/or administrative controls are not feasible or practicable the use of Personal
Protective Equipment (PPE) is required. Areas where a sound pressure level of 85 dBA is typically
exceeded would be identified and signs would be posted indicating the potential noise hazard and
requiring the use of hearing protection. A range of PPE for hearing protection shall be provided and worn.

2.3 LocAL

The project site is located in the City of Los Angeles. The land use in the vicinity of the project site is a
mixture of industrial/municipal, commercial, and residential. Because the nearest restdential land uses are
approximately 100 feet from potentially noisy project construction activity, LORS applicable to
residential use are unportant.

The City of Los Angeles General Plan Noise Element indicates that residential use is generally
compatible with ambient sound levels of up to 55 or 60 dBA CNEL and may be “Conditionally
Acceptable” up to 65 dBA CNEL with some degree of noise abatement (e.g., closed windows,

mechanical ventilation).
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The City of Los Angeles has a very comprehensive Municipal Code containing numerous regulations.
Most relevant to this project is SEC. 41,40 NOISE DUE TO CONSTRUCTION, EXCAVATION WORK
WHEN PROHIBITED. This ordinance section regulates noisy construction activity by time-of-day
restrictions. Unless prior special permission is granted by the Board of Police Commissioners,
construction work “which makes loud noises to the disturbance of persons occupying sleeping quarters...”
is prohibited between the hours of 9:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. of the following day. If necessary, there is an
identified procedure for the granting of a variance (subsection (j) added by Ord. No. 174,207, EfL.
8/29/01.) for “..major public works construction by the City of Los Angeles and its proprietary
Departments...” Another relevant Municipal Code section is SEC. 112.05 MAXIMUM NOISE LEVEL
OF POWERED EQUIPMENT OR POWERED HAND TOOLS. This section sets quantitative decibel
limits on such tools used “Between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. in any residential zone of the
City or within 500 feet thereof...” The decibel limits are given for a distance of 50 feet from the
equipment or tool. Subsection (a) specifies a limit of “75 dB(A) for construction...machinery including
crawler-tractors, dozers, loaders... power shovels, cranes, derricks, motor-graders, trucks, trenchers,
...compactors, scrapers,... pavement breakers, compressors, and pneumatic or other powered equipment;”
This is very likely the same list of equipment that would be working on this project. This noise limit is
very stringent and it is not technically feasible in many cases to comply with this limit. This is discussed
below in Section 4.0. Fortunately, the ordinance does provide that it “shall not apply” where the “person
charged with a violation of this section” can prove technical unfeasibility in accord with the guidance
provided in the ordinance section.

The City of Los Angeles has established CEQA significance thresholds for noise in the document entitled
Draft Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guide. The following are the City’s thresholds applicable to this
project that correspond to the questions posed by the CEQA Guidelines Checklist.

a. The project would generate excessive noise levels and be inconsistent with applicable Laws,
Ordinances, Regulations, and Standards of the City and relevant guidelines of other agencies.

b. The City’s threshold for construction vibration and groundborme noise impact 1s derived from the
Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Guidance Manual (DOT-T-95-16, April 1995). Based on FTA published data, ground vibration
generated by a large bulldozer typically attenuates to a level considered acceptable for residential
uses beyond a distance of about 60 feet. Thus, if project equipment capable of generating
substantial ground vibration were to be used within 60 feet of sensitive uses an impact could
occur.

c. The project would not result in a permanent noise increase, thus a threshold of significance 1s not
applicable.

d. For substantial temporary or periodic noise increases due to construction activities, the City
considers a project to result in a significant impact if:

. Construction activities, lasting more than one day, would exceed existing ambient exterior
noise levels by 10 dBA CNEL or more at noise-sensitive land uses.

. Construction activities lasting more than 10 days in a three-month period would exceed
existing ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA CNEL or more at a noise-sensitive use; or
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. Construction activities would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at a noise-sensitive
use between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. Monday through Friday, before 8 a.m. or after 6
p.m. on Saturday, ot at anytime on Sunday;

. The project causes the ambient noise level measured at the property line of affected uses to
increase by 3 dBA in CNEL to a level at or above 70 dBA-CNEL at single-family
residences;

. The project causes the ambient noise level in CNEL measured at the property line of
affected uses to increase by 5 dBA or more.

For projects located within an airport land use plan area or within two miles of a public use
airport, the project would expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels.

For projects within the vicinity of a private airstrip, the project would expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels.
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3.0 AMBIENT NOISE SURVEY

In order to evaluate existing sound levels and assess any potential project noise impacts on the
surrounding community, a sound level survey was conducted during June 4 and 5, 2003. Short-term
(attended; duration typically less than one hour) and long-term (unattended; typically 24 or more hours
duration) sound level measurements were conducted at noise-sensitive receptors adjacent to the easterly
and southerly boundaries of the project site as shown in Figure 1.

Noise-sensitive receptors (residences) that would be closest to future project construction are located 100
feet easterly of the project site along Genesee Avenue. These residences face the LADWP Yard and are
parallel with noise monitoring location LT-1. The existing LADWP site perimeter wall provides partial
noise shielding except where the northerly (emergency access) gate to the LADWP employee parking
area is located. Additional residences, whose rear property lines abut the LADWP employee parking area,
are located on Spaulding Avenue just north of Ballona Creek. These residences are approximately 200
feet from potential project construction activity. Their ground level areas have a partially obstructed line-
of-site to the LADWP Yard due to perimeter walls and slight elevation differences. Their second stories
have an unobstructed view toward the LADWP Yard. Noise-sensitive receptors are also located southerly
of the project site across the Ballona Creek channel. These dwellings are approximately 150 to 250 feet
from potential project construction activity. Their ground level arcas have a partially obstructed line-of-
sight to the LADWP construction area due to topography and existing walls, with a less restricted view

from upper stories.

Short-term sound level measurements were conducted with a Brilel & Kjaer Sound Level Meter (SLM)
Type 2231. This instrument is classified as Type 1 (Precision Grade) in accord with ANSI standards. A
long-term unattended measurement was also conducted. A Community Noise Analyzer (CNA) measured
noise levels continuously, in 15-minute intervals, during a 29-hour period from June 4 to June 5, 2003.
The monitoring location designated Long-Term 1 (LT-1) was located on an end fence-post in the
frontyard of 2024 Genesee Avenue adjacent to 2030 Genesee Avenue. This location is approximately
mid-block, easterly of the northern portion of the project site. The CNA used for the long-term noise
measurement was a Type 2 (Engineering Grade)} Metrosonics dB308.

The sound measuring instruments used for the survey were set to the Slow time response and the A-
weighted decibel (dBA) scale for all of the noise measurements. To ensure accuracy, the laboratory
calibration of the instruments was field checked before and after each measurement period. The accuracy
of the acoustical calibrator is maintained through a program established through the manufacturer and
traceable to the National Institute of Standards and Technology. The sound measurement instruments
meet the requirements of the American National Standard S 1.4-1983 and the International
Electrotechnical Commission Publications 804 and 651. The calibration certificates of the equipment used
in the ambient noise survey are contained in Attachment A. The microphone height was five feet above
the ground and the microphone was equipped with a windscreen for each measurement.

Weather conditions during the survey period were mostly overcast with some partial sunshine and partly
cloudy skies. Temperature, relative humidity and wind were measured with a thermo-hygrometer
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(Mannix Model CMM880) and a three-cup anemometer (Maximum Model DIC) during the attended
short-term measurements. Air temperatures varied from 71 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) to 77 °F. Relative
humidity varied between 40 percent to 54 percent and winds varied from zero to seven miles per hour,
from the southerly to westerly direction. Meteorological conditions were conducive to accurate noise

measurements.

Physical observations of the predominant noise sources were noted during the field measurements. The
noise sources in the project area typically included traffic, rustling leaves, birds, aircraft, and occasional
noise from the Western District Yard. A Soil Vapor Extraction Unit (SVE) currently exists and operates
in the Employee Parking Area of the YARD, but it is not a part of or a consequence of the project. Figure
2 shows the hourly L, sound levels measured at the Long-Term (LT-1) monitoring location. The
measured L., during the 28.5 hour period at LT-1 was 55.5 dBA. The CNEL, calculated from the hourly
L.’s, was 61 dBA. These L.y and CNEL values are very representative of all the residences along
Genesee Avenue. Other residential areas measured in the vicinity of the Yard appear to have slightly
higher ambient community noise levels. The results of the attended short-term sound level measurements
are summarized in Table 1. The field data sheets are provided in Attachment B.
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Figure 2. Measured Hourly Equivalent Sound Levels (L.ym), June 4-5, 2003

70

« N
> L
i ¥ ;
e [ Te; [ L3
70} [20] [Te] e < g & R

(vap ‘4 "*) joas1 punog jusjeAinb3 Anoy

11/03 43
H IR
(HINAS
0oLt
ocolL
006
008
004
009
00:G
0oy
ooe
00
001
000
00:€e
00:ge
Q03¢
ocooe
0061
008l
00-44
00:01
00:Sl
00¥i
00l
(LAY
0oLl
00:0%

Time

TAZ003\20870165 LADWP Western Yard\NoiseStudyReporl ADWPWestYardNSR doc 3/8/2004 33




$-€ voolee D0P HSNPIEAJSO M MOY W08 HAPMSESIONIDIBA WISISBA JAMTYT S610L88280020 L

nun uoyorsyxgp dodeA 10§ = GAS @I0N

. _ . . . . "SELIILIPLE ‘SLER . anuaay )
88G | B'SS | 8E5 [ LM | 969 | §9§ dn-yoeq JUBISID “SpAG ‘Ol ] o4 0List £0/%/9 28S0USY) 000Z 10 103 4 218
. . _ . . . . § . . . "BNLUBAY B9S8US0) .
@19 | €65 | B9 | Gy | 1'2L | 668 Wirele dn-yoeq ‘SpAg ‘olyest Gl Syl EQv9 172 @ Bale SSeif) 918
. . . . . . {Uoiiea0] uswsINseaw . 101 Buntied sekojdwa
8BS | 849 | 89E | ¥OY | ¥FID | 648 WO 1005 651 IAS AEWg £ 0vgl £04/9 dMQYT 10 BUous: 1583 618
: . : _ : : ‘PIlA 12 ,3AS ‘suuere dn : anuany
€09 | €49 1 €698 | LIS | &TL | 989 }0Bq UBISID ‘SpiIq ‘WRIIE ‘OBl ] 5 S0:el e0/%/9 8uB0107) 0225 o pIek apig r-LS
. . . . . . sullee . "anusnY
89S | 8¢S | 80% | £6F | ¥99 | TS dn-4oBq 1UBISID ‘Spiiq ‘Oigel | 01 NN £04/9 auB0j0) S0/S J U0k U] £-iS
. ) ) ) ) . "BSI0U PIBJ BLIOS - Stiefe dn-yoeq . "HIBMBPIS JUOL
BYyS | 828 | £UG | 66F | ¥09 | ¥ES JUBISID ‘HBIONE JUBISIP ‘SDII ‘DRl St 00 H e 'BNUBAY B8SBUSY) 0107 c-1s
PIBA dMAVT Woeaies sul| Buipng
896 | 8€G | €29 [ 61y | 885 | v¥S | Wouylepuub pue 3AS ‘Buideospuey g4 00:04 £0/b/9 1e “Id Bnueny 83sausn) 1S
JUelsIp ‘Yeioie JUeSIp “Olel JuelsIg GE0E pue +E0Z Usamiag
oy | 087 | oe] | uwg | oxewy | bag $30IN0g 3SION (sanunw) | ounl | @1BQ | uopeootjuswonsesy | qfuoweinseEay
uoneing | Meis
yap ‘synsay jusiwiainsealy poliad JuswiaInseEayy

S)INS9Y JUBWAINSEAY [9A3T] PUNOS WIS ]-HOoYS 1| 9jge ]

yoday sisAjeuy 9sION




Noise Analysis Report

40 NOISE PREDICTION MODELING OF CONSTRUCTION NOISE

Noise related to construction of the project is of paramount importance. The project’s construction noise
is essentially the only potentially significant noise impact that might result from the project.

Because of the nature of the project, any adverse changes in the long-term community noise environment
due to ongoing “operations” aspects of the Yard are unlikely. Minor reductions in noise emission could
result from the construction of new, more-enclosed shop areas. The measurement of existing ambient
noise included environmental noise attributable to the Yard. The noise from the SVE was also included in
the ambient measurements. Thus, modeling of future “operations” noise was considered unnecessary.

Various construction phases are expected to occur intermittently during an estimated five-year period
from approximately 2004 through 2009. The intermittent nature of the project’s noise is an important
factor in the determination of potential adverse impact. There would be periods of noise related to
construction activity inter-mixed with periods of no construction noise during the span of the project.
Either of two professionally accepted methods is typically used to characterize and predict the noise and
potential noise impact that may result from a project’s construction. Because the potential noise impacts
from this project are entirely related to construction activities, the information presented herem and the
noise impact analysis/mitigation used both methods. Noise produced by construction equipment required
to build this project would occur with varying intensity and duration during the various phases of

construction.

One noise prediction method lists the noise emissions from various individual pieces of construction
equipment and/or vehicles. This information is helpful in predicting the specific noise from one type of
source (e.g., bulldozer or building crane) but is less instructive when predicting or describing the noise
from a particular construction “phase” or activity {e.g., excavation or building erection). Table 2
“Construction Equipment Noise Ranges” presents typical construction noise levels for various pieces of
construction equipment at a distance of 15 meters (50 feet). Noise levels generated by consiruction
equipment {or by any “point source”) decrease at a rate of approximately 6 dBA per doubling of distance
away from the source (Diehl, 1973). Therefore, at a distance of 30 meters or 100 feet, the noise levels
would be about 6 dBA lower than at the 15-mneter reference distance. Similarly, at a distance of 60 meters
(200 feet) the noise levels would be approximately 12 dBA lower than at the 15-meter reference distance.
Additional reduction of construction noise can result from intervening structures or topographical features
that act as noise barriers. For example, the LADWP site has substantial (acoustically and structurally)
masonry perimeter walls that act as noise barriers. Also, at distances greater than about 300 feet, excess
attenuation results from absorption of sound by air, cancellation of sound by reflection off “soft” surfaces
such as grass, and scattering of sound by atmospheric effects (temperature and wind currents) within a
few hundred feet above the ground surface.
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Table 2. Noise Level Ranges of Typical Construction Equipment*

Equipment Levels in dBA at 50 feet
Front Loader 73-86
Trucks 82-95
Cranes {(moveable) 75-88
Cranes {derrick) 86-89
Vibrator 68-82
Saws 72-82
Pneumatic impact Equipment 83-88
Jackhammer 8198
Pumps 68-72
Generators 71-83
Compressors 75-87
Concrete Mixers 75-88
Concrete Pumps 81-85H
Back Hoe 73-85
Pile Driving {peaks) 95-107
Tractor 77-98
Scraper/Grader 80-93
Paver 85-88

*Machinery equipped with noise control devices or other noise-reducing design features generates a
lower level of emissions as that shown in this table.

Source: EPA, Noise from Construction equipment and Operations, Building Equipment and Home
Appliances, PB 206717, 1971.

The second, and typically more useful, method of quantifying and predicting project construction noise is
to assess noise generation that is associated with a phase of construction activity. The construction
equipment most often associated with the activity is assumed to be on-site and operating. Allowances are
calculated for the typical “duty cycle” and usage pattern of certain kinds of construction equipment
because not all construction equipment is operated at full power (with full noise output) all the time. The
rate of attenuation of sound with distance and the extra noise reduction effects of air, barriers, ground
type, etc. are the same as with individual pieces of construction equipment/vehicles and are calculated
identically.

Similar to the noise level listing of individual pieces of equipment, the “construction phase” method of
noise analysis also uses data from the same extensive field study of various types of construction projects
including industrial projects (US EPA, Bolt, Beranek and Newman, 1971). Average noise levels associated
with various construction phases where all pertinent equipment is present and operating, at a reference
distance of 50 feet, are shown in Table 3. Because of vehicle technology improvements and more strict noise
regulations since the EPA study was published, this analysis conservatively uses the average noise levels
shown in Table 3 for the loudest construction phase. This information indicates that the overall average noise
level generated on a construction site could be 89 dBA at a distance of 50 feet (15m) for the loudest
construction phase. Construction activity during other phases would be quicter as shown in the table. The
instantaneous magnitude of construction noise emission varies over time because construction activity 1s
intermittent and power dermnands on construction equipment (and the resulting noise output) are cyclical as
previously stated.

TA2003\29870195 LADWP Western YardiNoiseStudyReporflLADWPWestYardNSR doc 3/6/2004 4-2



Noise Analysis Report

Table 3. Typical Noise Levels from Construction Activities for Industrial Projects

Average Sound Level Standard
Construction Activity at 50 feet (dBA L.} ! Deviation (dB)
Ground Clearing 84 6
Excavation 88 7
Foundations 78 3
Erection 85 7
Finishing 89 §

Source: Bolt, Beranek and Newmar: {Prepared under contract for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency), Noise from
Consiruction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment, and Home Appliances, December 31, 1871,

1 Sound level with all pertinent equipment operating.

Accounting only for attenuation of sound by distance {6 dBA per doubling of distance) the construction
noise level would be reduced to 83 dBA L., at the nearest residence (100 feet) and 77 dBA L., at a point
200 feet distant from the construction activity. Excess attenuation due to air absorption (1 dBA per 1,000
feet) would not be a factor at these distances. However, noise reduction due to existing shielding from
barriers/topography would be substantial. This noise reduction effect varies with the specific geometric
relationship among the noise source, the barrier, and the receptor. For surface construction activity at the
Yard site, the attenuating effect (properly termed Insertion Loss) of the walls would vary slightly. It
would typically be 10 to 11 decibels when construction machinery 1s closer to the wall (e.g., where the
nearest residences are within 100 feet) and would be slightly less at 7 to § decibels when the construction
activity and/or the receptor is farther away from the construction activity. For example, in the maximum
noise case with construction equipment 100 feet from the nearest residences, the predicted construction
sound level could be 83 dBA L. This includes the noise reduction due to distance, less the 11 dBA
insertion loss of the perimeter wall, to yield an expected construction noise level of 72 dBA L, during the
noisiest-construction-phase daytime activity. At a location 200 feet from the same noisy activity, the
predicted construction sound level could be 77 dBA L.,. This also includes the distance reduction, less the
& dBA insertion loss of the perimeter wall, to yield an expected construction noise level of 69 dBA L.,
during the noisiest-construction-phase daytime activity. Based on an evaluation of the proposed layout of
new buildings on the site, it is likely that sustained construction activity would generally be at least 200
feet from the nearest residence.

Thus, for the expected maximum likely case, a temporary construction noise increase could be 12 dBA
L¢ only during some daytime hours and less during others. This level of daytime construction noise
would not violate the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance. Also, the temporary and intermittent increase
above ambient daytime noise level would be less than the 15 dBA L, considered as the threshold of
significance for many federal (e.g., Bureau of Reclamation) construction projects conducted in the
vicinity of residential land use using conventional construction techniques (i.e., no pile driving, blasting,
etc.). The 69 dBA L., absolute noise level is also well below (perceived as one-half as loud as) the 80
dBA L, considered permissible for noise generated by construction of transit projects as found in the
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Guidelines adopted by the Federal Transit Administration (1995)
and many local Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO).
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50 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This section addresses operational noise, construction noise and noise control measures in the first three
subsections. Cumulative project noise impacts are discussed in Section 5.4.

5.1  WATER SERVICES OPERATIONAL NOISE

As previously discussed, any adverse change in the long-term community noise environment due to
ongoing “operations” aspects of the Yard are unlikely. Minor reductions in noise emission could actually
result from the construction of new more-enclosed shop areas. Thus, no adverse noise impact would result
from future, water services-related, non-construction activities associated with the project.

5.2  CONSTRUCTION PHASE NOISE

As previously indicated the construction scenario is expected to last approximately five years
commencing during 2004 and, although the construction schedule could change depending on various
factors, reaching completion in 2009. Based on the five year construction schedule, the typical phases of
construction {along with a “demolition” phase that generates no more noise than ‘excavation” or
“finishing’”) would occur in cycles for each old building replaced by a new one. During these activities a
varying number of pieces of construction equipment and personnel would be on site, resulting in varying
levels of construction noise. Although the construction schedule is based on a 40-hour workweek, it could
vary from &-10 hours per day, 4-6 days per week depending on schedule status. It 1s assumed that the
typical construction workday would take place sometime between 07:00 and 16:00, Monday through
Friday, but in any case would comply with the requirements of the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance.

Construction Traffic. Construction of the project would reguire the delivery of material and equipment
to the site and possible export of excavation spoils from the site by heavy truck. Due to the high
proportiont and volume of existing heavy truck traffic on Fairfax Avenue and Venice Boulevard, and the
degree to which heavy equipment and trucks currently use the Yard and adjacent similar facilities, the
additional project construction traffic would not perceptibly change the existing noise environment.
Therefore, project construction traffic would not result in noise impact. The noise created by construction
worker private vehicles traveling to and from the site would also contribute imperceptibly to the noise
environment of any adjacent noise-sensitive use. Parking of construction worker’s private vehicles would
be restricted to areas of the Yard that are not immediately adjacent to existing residences. Because there
would be no impact during the highest rate of construction traffic, there would be no traffic noise impact
during the other stages of construction. No additional mitigation is required.

Construction. Construction noise associated with the project would result in moderate temporary and
periodic increases of existing ambient noise levels. As discussed in Section 4.0, the expected temporary
construction noise increase would be about 12 dBA L., worst-case. This would occur only during some
daytime hours and a lesser increase would occur during other hours. The worst-case level of daytime
construction noise would not violate the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance. The anticipated temporary
and intermittent increase above ambient daytime noise level is less than the 15 dBA L considered by
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several agencies as the threshold of significance for temporary conventional construction noise. Also, the
69 dBA L., typical worst-case noise level is well below (perceived as one-half as loud as) the 80 dBA L,
considered permissible for noise generated by construction of municipal projects including transit project
construction conducted in proximity to noise-sensitive uses such as residential.

The construction-noise CNEL (worst-case based on construction noise of 69 dBA L., for 8 continuous
daytime hours per day) would be 64 dBA CNEL. This would increase the existing measured CNEL of 61
dBA by slightly less than 5 dBA CNEL. Thus, project construction noise would be just below the City of
Los Angeles threshold of significance and would not create a significant construction noise impact.

A list of required “Best Management Practices” for construction noise abatement and minimization is
provided in Section 6.2 of this report. These practices would assist in achieving the typical noise emission
characteristics of the equipment and processes expected to be used to construct this project and upon
which this impact analysis was based. Implementation of these practices would avoid significant adverse
noise impact and no additional construction noise mitigation measures are required for community noise
increases pursuant to CEQA. Also, implementation of the required practices along with some or all of the
recommended noise control practices listed in Section 6.2 would provide a greater margin by which all
noise standards may be satisfied.

Based upon the construction noise data, noise levels on the construction site could exceed federal
standards for occupational noise exposure (OSHA) and California Department of Industrial Relations,
Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal OSHA) regulations (8 CCR, General Industrial Safety
Orders, Article 105, Control of Noise Exposure, §5095, et seq.) for worker noise exposure. Compliance
with Cal/OSHA regulations would ensure that construction personnel are adequately protected from
potential noise hazards and would also comply with federal regulations. The noise exposure level to
protect hearing of workers is regulated at 90 dBA Time-Weighted Average (TWA) over an eight-hour
work shift. Areas above 85 dBA sound pressure level will be posted as high noise level areas. The project
owner and contractor may each have employees potentially exposed to hazardous noise. Hearing
protection would be provided by respective employers and shall be required to be worn by respective
employees. The project owner would implement or require implementation of a hearing conservation
program for applicable employees as outlined in Cal/OSHA regulations.

Special Construction Techniques. Pile driving, blasting, aerial materials delivery, and/or other high
noise emission specialized construction activity is not anticipated to be used on this project. Thus, no
noise impacts from or required mitigation for this type activity are contemplated.

Off-site Construction Area Noise. No off-site construction parking or laydown areas are planned for this
project. Thus, no noise impacts from or required mitigation for this type activity are contemplated.

5.3 RESPONSES TO CEQA CHECKLIST QUESTIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT SIGNIFICANCE
ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROJECT

Based on an evaluation of the project’s potential noise characteristics with respect to the relevant
thresholds of significance, this project, with incorporation of the recommended best management
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practices for construction noise minimization, would not have a significant adverse effect on the noise

environment for the following reasons:

5.4

The project would not generate excessive noise levels and would be consistent with applicable
Laws, Ordinances, Regulations, and Standards of the City and relevant guidelines of other
agencies.

No high-impact sources of groundborne vibration such as pile driving would be used to construct
the proposed project. However, grading and removal of concrete would occur. Based on data
published in the Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Final Report (Federal Transit
Administration 1995}, ground vibration generated by a large bulldozer typically attenuates to a
level considered acceptable for residential uses beyond a distance of approximately 60 feet. The
project would not expose people to excessive groundborne vibration or noise because there are no
vibration-sensitive uses within 100 feet of the proposed construction activity and no heavy
equipment use that is likely to generate excessive ground vibration would occur within 100 feet
of residences. Thus, no impacts would occur and no mitigation 1is required.

The project would not increase long-term operational activities/noise. Due to the nature of the
project some noise emissions from existing operations may decrease; therefore, the project would
not cause a substantial permanent increase in noise. Thus, no impacts are anticipated and no
mitigation is required.

The project would cause substantial temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise.,
Construction activities would not exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at a noise-sensitive
use between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. Monday through Friday, before 8 a.m. or after 6 p.m.
on Saturday, or at anytime on Sunday. The project would not cause the ambient CNEL noise level
measured at the property line of affected uses to increase by 3 dBA CNEL to a level at or above
70 dBA-CNEL on residential properties. The project would not cause the ambient CNEL noise
level measured at the property line of affected uses to increase by 5 dBA or more. Noise impact
will be less than significant with incorporation of best management practices for construction
noise minimization into the project description as discussed in Section 6.0.

The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public
use airport. The closest airports to the Yard include Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)
located approximately 5.5 miles northerly and Santa Monica Municipal Airport located
approximately 4 miles easterly of the project. Thus, no impact would occur and no mitigation is
required.

The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. The project would not
have the potential to expose people who do live near an airstrip to excessive noise levels. Thus,
no impact would occur and no mitigation is required.

CUMULATIVE NOISE IMPACT

There are no other known sources of non-project noise close enough to the project site to result in a
significant adverse cumulative noise impact.
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6.0 NOISE CONTROL MITIGATION AND ABATEMENT MEASURES

6.1

FAcILITY OPERATIONS

Areas above 85 dBA shall be posted as high noise level areas and hearing protection shall be required as
outlined in Cal/OSHA regulations. No other nutigation measures are required. However, best
management practices for mmimizing noise emissions are recommended as follows where practicable:

1.

6.2

All noise-producing equipment and vehicles using internal combustion engines operating on the
Yard prermses shall be equipped with mufflers, air-inlet silencers where appropriate, and any
other oniginal equipment shrouds, shields, or other noise-reducing features in good operating
condition that meet or exceed original factory specification. Mobile or fixed "package”
equipment (e.g., arc-welders, air compressors) shall be equipped with shrouds and noise control
features that are readily available for that type of equipment.

All mobile or fixed noise-producing equipment, which is regulated for noise output by a local,
state, or federal agency, shall comply with such regulation while operating at the Yard.

Material stockpiles requiring frequent access by heavy equipment, and mobile equipment staging,
parking, and maintenance areas shall be located as far as practicable from noise-sensitive

receptors.

FACILITY CONSTRUCTION

Implementation of the following noise abatement actions for construction noise minimization is required
to avoid significant impacts to noise-sensitive receptors and avoid unnecessary annoyance from

construction noise:

Comply with the City of Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guide, such that project construction
activities would not exceed the ambient noise level by 5 dBA at a noise-sensitive use between the
hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. Monday through Friday, before 8 a.m. or after 6 p.m. on Saturday, or
at anytime on Sunday.

All noise-producing project equipment and vehicles using internal combustion engines shall be
equipped with mufflers, air-inlet silencers where appropriate, and any other shrouds, shields, or
other noise-reducing features kept in good operating condition that meet or exceed original
factory specification. Mobile or fixed "package” equipment (e.g., arc-welders, air compressors)
shall be equipped with shrouds and noise control features that are readily available for that type of
equipment.

All mobile or fixed noise-producing equipment used on the project, which is regulated for noise
output by a local, state, or federal agency, shall comply with such regulation while in the course
of project activity at the Yard.

All noise producing equipment in use on the project site shall be operated in the quietest manner
possible. The equipment operator shall also avoid unnecessary equipment idling for long periods.

The use of noise-producing signals, including horns, whistles, alarms, and bells shall be for safety
warning purposes only.

Use portable noise screens to provide additional shielding for jack hammering or other similar
very noisy type activities when work is close to noise-sensitive areas.
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10.

11.
12.

13.

14,

15,

16.

17.

18.

6.3

Post areas with continuous, temporary, or intermittent noise levels above 85 dBA sound pressure
level as potential noise hazard areas and require the wearing of hearing protection by all persons
entering these areas durng noise producing activity.

Consideration and implementation of the following Best Management Practices for construction
poise minimization prior to project construction, as necessary for each project component, is
recommended to avoid impacts to noise-sensitive receptors and avoid unnecessary annoyance
from construction noise:

The construction contractor should implement a noise awareness program for construction
workers.

Use electrically powered equipment instead of pneumatic or internal combustion powered
equipment, where feasible.

L.ocate material stockpiles and mobile heavy equipment staging, parking, and maintenance areas,
and construction worker parking as far as practicable from noise-sensitive receptors.

Establish and enforce Yard speed limits during the construction period.

No project-related public address, two-way radio, or music system shall be audible at any
adjacent noise-sensitive use.

The on-site construction supervisor shall have the responsibility and authority to receive and
resolve noise complaints. A clear appeal process to the LADWP shall be established prior to
construction commencement that would allow for resolution of noise problems that cannot be
mmmediately solved by the site supervisor.

The contractor shall develop a project noise control plan, which shall have been approved and
implemented prior to commencement of any project construction activity,

Noise control features and plans shall be reviewed and approved by a noise control engineering
professional.

Offer contract incentives to the construction contractor to minimize or eliminate noise complaints
resulting from project activities where project construction could result in significant noise
impacts.

Consider erection of temporary soundwall barriers where project activity is unavoidably close to
noise-sensitive receptors.

Planting of trees and shrubbery while useful for visual screening is not an effective noise controi
mechanism and is not considered a noise control or mitigation measure for noise impacts.

CUMULATIVE IMPACT

As previously stated, there are no other known sources of nen-project noise close enough to the project
site to result in a significant adverse cumulative noise impact; therefore, no additional noise abatement or

mitigation is necessary.
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70 STUDY PERSONNEL & LIMITATIONS

Mr. Rob Greene conducted the environmental noise survey and prepared this noise impact assessment.
He is Vice President, Noise and Vibration and a Principal Scientist in URS's Environmental Sciences
Practice. Mr. Greene is a Board-Certified Member of the Institute of Noise Control Engineering of the
United States (No. 84004), a licensed Acoustical Consultant by County of Orange (No. 10104), a
Certified Environmental Consultant (Air & Noise) by County of San Diego, and OSHA 29CFR
1910.120 Worker and Management/Supervisor Certified. He was appointed as an expert specialist in
construction noise by the US Department of Interior to assist their Bureau of Reclamation in
evaluating, measuring, and predicting conventional and specialized construction noise for major
projects. During his more than 28 years practice 1n acoustics and noise control engineering, Mr, Greene
has placed considerable emphasis on the study of surface transportation and construction noise/vibration
and the design and evaluation of control methods. He has measured and evaluated the noise from
standard and specialized construction equipment and vehicles for excavation, tunneling, deep-dynamic-
compaction, blasting, drilling, and driven pile projects. Ms. Rachel Pine, INCE, Assistant Project
Engineer, assisted with field data reduction and report preparation.

The opinions and recommendations presented herein are based in part upon field measurements and
observations of what is believed to be typical and representative conditions of normal industrial, motor
vehicle and commmunity activity, and URS Corporation’s understanding of the project as presented in this
report. The noise measurements and analyses were conducted using the professional standard of care as
practiced in the industry and are representative of the activity being measured as influenced by
environmental conditions existing during the measurement periods. Because of the variability of factors
not within the control of the investigator, including but not limited to environmental conditions, no
warranty can be made that the exact community noise, traffic, or activity levels would be present or
duphicated by subsequent field measurements. However, for similar climatic and seasonal conditions,
intensity of community activity and traffic, and Yard activity, the measured noise levels would be very
similar to those presented and discussed herein.
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFORMANCE
#10538-1
FOR BRUEL & KJAR INTERGRATING
SOUND LEVEL METER

Model 2231 Serial No. 1413404
1d. No. N/A

Customer: URS Greiner, P.O.# Verbal
Santa Ana, CA 92705

was tested and met factory specifications
according to the Referenced Test Procedure

on 28 March, 2002 BY HAROLD LYNCH

Service Manager
As received condition: Within Specification.

Re-calibration due on: 28 March, 2004

Certified References*
Mfg. Type Serial No. Date Due
HP 3458A 2823A07179 02 AUG 2002
B&K 4165 1430369 11 NOV 2002
B&K 111284 4 17 APR 2002

Performed in Compliance with ANSI, NCSI, Z-540-1 (which also covers MIL STD 45662A)
*References are traceable to NIST (National Institute of Standards and Technology).

Reference Test Procedure; 2231

Briiel & Kjer Factory Service Instructions: 2231 Rev. Oct 1990

Temperature Relative Humidity Barometric Pressure
23°C 33% 989.08 hPa

Note: This calibration report shall not be reproduced, except in full, without written consent by Qdin Meirology, Inc..
Signed: ‘

ODIN METROLOGY, INC.

CALIBRATION OF BRUEL & KJ/ER INSTRUMENTS
3533 OLD CONEJO ROAD; SUITE 125 THOUSAND OAKS CA 91320
PHONE: (805) 375-0830 FAX: (805) 375-0405







CERTIFICATE OF CALIBRATION
FOR BRUEL & KJ/ER

Sound Level Calibrator Type 4231

The Sound Pressure Level has been The calibrator type 4231

measured by comparison with Standard

Reference Pistonphone. Serial number 1850301
1D number N/A

Type 4220 serial No. 1510240 and has been found to be within the specifications
Type 4220 serial No. 1476021 listed below.
Sound Pressure Level produced in the coupler
Calibrated by: TS ®roe e kaem terminated by a loading volume of 1.333 cm3:
Date of calibration: 10 AUG 2002 94.0 dB + 0.2 dB
Re-calibration due : 10 AUG 2003 - Level step:  SPL increase of: 20 dB  + 0.1 dB
Frequency: 1000 Hz + 0.1 %
Distortion: <1%

For: URS
Santa Ana, CA 92705

Certificate: 11448-1 PO #: Letier

CONDITION OF TEST

Ambient Pressure: 990.15 hPa

Temperature 23° C PERFORMANCE AS RECEIVED:
Relative Humidity 36 %% Frequency 999.80 Hz
Date of Calibration 13 APR 2003 SPL 93,95 dB
Re-calibration due on 13 APR 2004 SPL+20dB i13.96  dB
Calibration procedure: Britel & Kimr 4231, Rev, 13 AUG 2001 Distortion (at 34 ¢B) +0.4 Yo

Rattery voltage 1.49 Volt

Was frequency and SPL adjusted for improvement? Ne!
Was battery replaced with new alkaline type? Yes!

UNCERTAINTY OF MEASUREMENT: FINAL PERFORMANCE:

A: Estimated Uncertainty of comparison;+/-6.09 dB Frequency 999.8( Hz
at 99 % Confidence Level SPL 93.95 dB
B: Estimated Uncertainty of Ref. 4220: +/0.69 dB SPL + 20 d8 11395 fii]
at 99 % Confidence Level Distortion (at 94 dB)  +0.4 Y
€: Total Uncertainty : 0.13 dB ( calculated as the
Square root of the summed squares of a and b) Note: This calibrator was within Mfg. Specifications

as received.

ODIN METROLOGY, INC.

at 99 % Confidence Level

Performed on a test system which operates in CALIBRATION OF BRUEL & KJAER INSTRUMENTS
compliance with ANSI/ NCSL Z540-1. 3533 OLD CONEJO ROAD, SUITE # 125

Reference standards pistonphones THOUSAND 0AKS, CA 9132¢

calibrated traceable to NIST / PHONE: (805) 375-0830 FAX: (805) 375-0405

with, NIST test no.822/265357-01, D1164 =
/ 279
/

Calibration performed by:
Torben Ehlert, Quality Assurance Manager

Page I of 2

Note: This calibration report shall not be reproduced, except in full, without written consent by Odin Metrology, Inc.






Excalibur Engineering
11 Musick
trvine, CA 92618
Phone : (949) 454-6603
Fax : (949) 454-6642

Certificate Of Calibration

Customer URS CORPORATION Dept. N/A

Report # 25584-1 Bar Code #

Date Received THURSDAY, MARCH 28, 2002 PO.# 89-00020057.61REG
Manufacturer METROSONIC Serial # 3068

Mode! # DB308 Asset # NAN

Description DOSIMETER

R

Calibration Interval 24

i

Calibration Due Date

Date Calibrated ~ 4/3/2002
Maintenance Procedure 4226
Temperature 22°C Humidity 44 %

Accuracy ANSITYPE 2
—
-

Calibration Performed By 7

Received tn Tolerance
Remarks UNIT MEETS ANSI TYPE 2 SPECIFICATIONS UNDER LABRATORY CONDITIONS.

Remarks

T - = -

St s s

D# Manufﬁcturer Mode! #
878 BRUEL & KJAER 4226 SLM CALIBRATOR 7120102

Decriptin ' Caiibratloh Expires

e manufacturer's specifications and has been calibrated using

Excalibur Engineering, Inc. certifies that the instrument specified above meets th
National Institute of Standards and Technology {NIST},

standards and instruments alsc fisted above whose accuracies are traceable to the
and the calibration systems and records are in compliance fo 1S0-10012 and ANSI Z540-1-1994.

This certificate/report shall not be reproduced without the written approval of Excalibur Engineering, InC.

mROsW2

Excalibur Exgineering is not Jiable for zny damages, constquences or any remedy regarding this cer iftcation with the of the calibration within 30 days Page#: 1






Excalibur Engineering
11 Musick
irvine, CA 92618
Phone : (949) 454-6603
Fax : (949) 454-6642

Certificate Of Calibration

Customer URS CORPORATION Dept. N/A

Report # 25584-2 Bar Code #

Date Received THURSDAY, MARCH 28, 2002 _ P.O.# 88-00020057 61REG
Manufacturer METROSONIC Serial # 2881

Mode! # DB308 Asset # NAN

Description DOSIMETER

Date Calibrated  4/3/2002 Calibration Due Date  4/3/2004 Calibration Interval 24

Maintenance Procedure 4226
Temperature 22°C Humidity 44 % Calibration Performed By 7

Accuracy ANSITYPE 2

.

Retumed in Tolerance
Remarks REPLACED BATTERY.

1D # Manufacturer Model # " Description N Calibration Expires
878 BRUEL & KJAER 4226 SLM CALIBRATOR 7/20/02

Excalibur Engineering, inc. certifies that the instrument specified above meets the manufacturer's specifications and has been calibrated using
standards and instruments also listed above whose accuracies are traceable to the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST),
and the cafibration systems and records are In compliance to 1S0-10012 and ANS| Z540-1-1994.

This certificate/report shall not be reproduced without the written approval of Excalibur Engineering, Inc.

. APR 0 5 2002

Excalibur Engineering is nat lizble for any damsges, consequences or 2ny remedy regarding this certification with the exception of the catibration within 30 days Page# |







Excalibur Engineering
11 Musick
Irvine, CA 92618
Phone : (949) 454-6603
Fax : {949) 454-6642

Certificate Of Calibration

Customer {JRS CORPORATION Pept. N/A

Report # 28708-1 Bar Code #

Date Received WEDNESDAY, APRIL 9, 2003 P.O. # VERBAL: ROB GREENE
Manufacturer METROSORNIC Serial # 2551

Modet # CL304 Asset # NAN

Description ACOUS.CALIBRATOR

Date Calibrated  4/14/2003 Calibration Due Date  4/14/2004 Calibration interval 12

Maintenance Progedure 1211
Temperature 22°C Humidity 49 % Calibration Performed By 4

Accuracy *.3dB

2]

Remarks See attached data report.

Tolerance

Remarks

D # Manufacturer Model # Description Calibration Expires
043 BRUEL & KJAER 4190 MICROPHONE 3/4/05

051 BRUEL & KJAER 2639 PREAMPLIFIER 1/10/04

610 BRUEL & KJAER 4228 PISTONPHONE 6/28/03

713 FLUKE 8920A TRUE RMS VOLTMETER 5/30/03

878 BRUEL & KJAER 4226 StM CALIBRATOR 10/24/03

938 HEWLETT PACKARD 89038 AUDIO ANALYZER 12/7/03

949 BRUEL & KJAER 2636 MEASURING AMPLIFIER 11/13/03

Excalibur Engineering, Inc. certifies that the instrument specified above meets the manufactruer's specifications and has been calibrated using
Standards and instrurments also listed above whose accuracies are traceable to the National Institute of Standards and Technlogy(NIST),
and the calibration systems and records are in compliance to 1S0-10012 and ANSI Z540-1-1994.

approval of Excalibur Engineering, inc.

APR 1 5 2003

This certificate/report shall not be reproduced without-wl

Approved By

Excalibur Engineering is not Jiable for any damages, consequences or ary remedy regarding this certification with the exception of the calibration within 30 days Page#: 1
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FIELD NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA

URS .. [Aw/

measfiormd, xis

siTE menTFEIcaTion: LT - L OBSERVER(s): & G reete.

STARTDATE & TIME: (-4-03 [D:.0D, ENDDATE&TIME 3, 2, om \

AD;F;S on _secth A o r?O;ﬁ ;ex/ V‘un///) ir—e,Sr\
elin 2074 aund XOU3D Gmgw " end ot Ji—ewce_, qd

TEMP: oF HUMDITY: 50 % RH. . _CALM |LIGHT ) MODERATE E:ARIABLE l

WINDSPEED__ A~ MPH DIRL%@ E SE W W STEADY G

SKY]OVRCST PARTLY CLOUDY SUNNY FOG RAIN Other:

NSTRUMENT:Mebroconye. 4B 308 Tvee:1 4) SERIAL #: 2331

CALIBRATOR: /7)< Arpsordt.. SERIAL #: 7 55 |

CALIBRATION CHECK: PRE-TEST (OO0 4BASPL POST-TEST O 2 -ZdBA SPL WINDSCREEN “~

SETTINGS/A-WEIGHTED FF:S}‘ FRONTAL ANSI OTHER:
037 1H 2.2
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2020 East First Street, Suite 400, Santa Ana, CA 92705, 714-835-6886 fax 714-433-7701






FIELD NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA

Project: M j) V\f' p

START DATE &
ADDRESS: |

SITE IDENTIFICATION: U | ~L

OBSERVER(): & . (Sreene
: p-4-03 £ND DATE & TIME:
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FIELD NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA
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TRAFFIC TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM



URS Technical Memorandum

Date: Novemb_er 4, 2003
To: Charles Smith

From: Noel V. Casil, P.E.
Douglas Smith, P.E.

Subject: LADWP Western District Yard

The following discussion outlines methodology and result of the traffic analysis conducted, in relation to the
anticipated construction activities at the LADWP Western District Yard.

Field Review

Project access points were identified and found to be adequate, the Fairfax gate functions as the primary
entrance for construction vehicles, the two gates along Venice function more as alternate enfry/exit points as
there was no traffic activity noted, the Genesee Avenue gate is adjacent to residential homes and only right turn
in and out movements are possible at the intersection of Genesee Avenue/Venice Boulevard. The intersection of
Fairfax Avenue/Venice Boulevard has protected left turns for Venice Boulevard and permitted left turns (green
ball) for Fairfax Avenue. Venice Boulevard is a divided Major Class II arterial with four lanes in each direction,
the fourth curb lane is primarily dedicated for on-street parking with shared Class II bicycle lanes on both
directions. Fairfax Avenue is classified as a Major Class IT arterial with two lanes in each direction near the
vicinity of the project site. Trucks exceeding 10,000 pounds are prohibited along Fairfax Avenue immediately
north of the Venice Boulevard intersection.

Existing Intersection Level of Service

Based on existing traffic counts obtained from City of Los Angeles DOT, intersection level of service (LOS) at
Fairfax Avenue/Venice Boulevard is LOS E for both AM and PM. The calculations were conducted according
to both LA County CMP (ICU Method) and City of Los Angeles (Circular 212 Planning Method) guidelines,
which resulted in the same LOS E findings. It must be noted that further increases in traffic at critical
intersection movements during the AM peak hour (northbound left, southbound through, eastbound left and
westbound through) and PM peak hour (northbound through, southbound left, eastbound left and westbound
through) could potentially worsen the existing LOS E conditions to LOS F, resulting in a significant impact.

Project Trip Generation
Based on information provided by LADWP staff, the following key project milestones were analyzed to
determine the most conservative assumption that would represent the maximum trip generation scenario that

would occur during project construction.
Phase 1 Construction Activities Trips

The detailed construction equipment requirements for Phase 1, was used as the basis for the estimation of trips
associated with the proposed LADWP Western Yard Renovation Project. The average numbers of equipment
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use per day were ranked in relation with the number of days of operation for each project phase component and
vice versa. A trip generation analysis was conducted to the top three project construction phase components to
determine the worst possible case of construction traffic activity. Table 1 summarizes the New Pavement
Construction, Table 2 summarizes Concrete Paving Removal and Table 3 summarizes the Foundation excavation
phase components of the construction.

Table 1
New Pavement Construction Activity

Average Number Days of Hours of Peak Hour
of Equipment Operation Operation Trips
Per Day (Worst case)

Trucks — CAB [1] 2=(6 PCE) 22 8 AM Peak Hour
Trucks — Asphalt [1] 3= (9 PCE) 24 8 (21 |n /2 Out)
30,000 1b Grader [2] 1= (3 PCE) 24 3 PM Peak Hour
Backhoe [2] 1= (3 PCE) 24 g8 (2In/21 Out)
Paving Machine [2] 1= 3 PCE) 24 8
Pick-up Trucks 11 =11 PCE) 24 5 Daily = 46 trips
TOTAL 35 PCEs
PCE — Passenger Car Equivalent for Heavy Vehicles
[1] ~ Combined PCE totals for trucks per day equates to 2 inbound and 2 outbound trucks per hour which are added to worst
case peak hour conditions.
[2] — One time trip activity assumed 100% inbound (AM) and 100% outbound (PM} trips, added to worst case peak hour
conditions. This equates to 9 inbound (AM) and 9 outbound (PM) trips.
[3] - Recurring trip activily (24 days) assumed 100% inbound (AM) and 100% outbound (PM) trips, added to worst case peak
kour conditions. This equates to 11 inbound (AM} and 1] outbound (PM) trips.
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Table 2
Concrete Pavement Removal
Average Number Days of Hours of Peak Hour
of Equipment Operation Operation Trips
Per Day (Worst case)

Trucks — CAB [1] 10 = (30 PCE) 30 8 AM Peak Hour

Front End Loader [2] 1=(3 PCE) 30 8 (18 In / 4 Out)

Backhoe Loader[2] 1= (3 PCE) 30 8 PM Peak Hour

Hydraulic Hammer {2] 1=(3 PCE) 30 8 (4 In/ 18 Out)

Pick-up Trucks 5=(5PCE) 30 8

TOTAL 44 PCEs Daily = 44 trips

PCE — Passenger Car Equivelent for Heavy Vehicles

fij—PCE totals for trucks per day equaies 1o 4 inbound and 4 cutbound vehicles per hour which are added to worst case peak hour

‘[?g}ningi:n: .time trip activity assumed 100% inbound (AM) and 100% outbound (PM) trips, added to worst case peak hour conditions.

This eguates to 9 inbound (AM) and 9 outbound (PM) trips.

[3] — Recurring irip activity (30 days) assumed 100% inbound (AM) and 100% outbound (PM) trips, added to warst case peak hour
|_conditions. This equales to 3 inbound (AM) and 3 outbound (PM) trips.

Table 3
Foundation Excavation
Average Number Days of Hours of Peak Hour
of Equipment Operation Operation Trips

Per Day (Worst case)
Trucks — Import [1] 3 i (9 PCE) 39 8 AM Peak Hour
Trucks — Export [1] 3 =(9 PCE) 39 8

_ (16 In/ 2 Out)
Backhoe [2] 1= (3 PCE) 39 8

_ PM Peak Hour
Dogzer [2] 1= (3 PCE) 39 8 (2 In/ 16 Out)
‘Water Truck [2] 1 =3 PCE) 39 8
Hydraulic Excavator 2 1=(3 PCE) 39 8 o .
Pick-up Trucks [3] 2 = (2 PCE) 39 8 Daily = 36 trips
TOTAL 32 PCEs
PCE — Passenger Cer Eguivalent for Heavy Vehicles
[1] - Cambined PCE totals for trucks per day equates to 2 inbound and 2 outbound trucks per hour which are added to worst case
peak hour conditions.
[2]~ One time trip activity assumed 100% inbound (AM) and 100% outbound (PM) trips, added to worst case peak hour conditions.
This equates to 12 inbound (AM) and 12 outbound (PM) irips.
[3] - Recurring trip activity (39 days) assumed 100% inbound (AM) and 100% outbound (PM) trips, arded o worst case peak hour
conditions. This equates to 2 inbound (AM) and 2 cutbound (PM) irips.

Based on the above trip generation summaries, the new pavement construction activity shown in Table 1 was

determined to generate the highest peak hour traffic (23 peak hour trips) although it has
24 days. On the other the hand, the foundation excavation shown in Table 3 has longest
has the lowest generation of peak hour traffic (18 peak hour trips).
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Worker Trips

Approximately 30 worker frips are anticipated to be onsite during peak construction activities. A typical
construction schedule starting at 5 AM to 2 PM would essentially eliminate construction worker traffic during
the morning (7-9 AM) and evening (4-6 PM) peak hour commute period.

Traffic Impact Analysis

Based on the above trip generation assumptions, the peak construction equipment related traffic occurring
during the peak hour analysis period would be only 23 trips during either AM or PM peak hours. Since the trips
are primarily construction equipment related, the majority of the traffic would utilize the Fairfax gate which is
located to the south of the Fairfax Avenue/Venice Boulevard intersection, therefore minimal trips are anticipated
to be added at the intersection resulting in less than significant project impact.

Tn addition, the proposed construction activity at the Yard will generate trips below the Los Angeles County

CMP thresholds to warrant freeway mainline and arterial segment analysis.

Artachments:
LA CMP - ICU Analysis
LA DOT— Circular 212 Analysis

LADOT - Traffic Counts
Intersection Field Review

CCl
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MITIGE - XAM Wed Nov 5, 2003 13:42:59 Page 1-1

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Project
Existing &M Peak Hour Conditions
Tevel Of Service Computation Report
ICcU i{Loss as Cycle Length %) Method ({(Future Volume Alternative)

********************************&****i*******************i***************w******

Intersection #1 FAIRFAX AVE/VENICE BIL

*********t**********************************************************************

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (X): 0.963
Loss Time (sec): 10 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): KXHKRXE
Optimal Cycle: 1486 Level Qf Service: E
********************************************************************************
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— E—"’-““”—‘“—*““—l!——”—--————““-—~II*““"——-—~"~--—*%l—-—-—“*——~-———ml
Control: Permitted Permitted Protected Protected
Rights: Include Include Inciude Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 U 0 g 0 0 0 ] 0 0
Lanes 1 6 1 1 0 i 0 2 0 1 i 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1

I
Volume Module: >> Count Date: 29 Jul 2003 << AM
Base Vol: 88 683 14 55 883 260 187 1139 60 181 1991 53
Growth Adj: 1.00C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C
Initial Bse: 88 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 60 i81 1991 53

Added Vol: 0 G 0 0 G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 G
Initial Fut: 88 683 74 55 8§83 260 187 1139 60 181 1991 53
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 . :.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.060 1.00
PHF Adj: 1,00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 88 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 60 181 1991 53
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 g 0 0 G a 0 o 0
Reduced Vol: 88 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 60 181 1991 53
PCE Ad3i: 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: B8 €83 74 55 883 260 187 1139 60 181 1991 53
———————————— l——“—-”——"*————-l5-—‘--—*”---*——-iI—-‘——**——-——*_-lI-~"-—~——**w————i
gaturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1600 1600 1800 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.80 0,20 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00

Final Sat.: 1600 2887 313 1600 3200 1600 1600 4800 16C0 1600 4800 1600
———————————— S S Y P

Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.24 0.24 0.03 0.28 0.l6 0.12 0.24 0.04 ©.11 0.41 0©.03

Crit Moves- * K kK b %k kK 3 J ok ok
**********i*********************************************************************

mraffix 7.5.1015 {c) 2000 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to URS/BRW, Santa Ana, CA



MITIGE - XPM Wed Nov 5, 2003 13:44:13 Page 1-1
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Project
Existing PM Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Repeort
Icy 1(Loss as Cycle Length %) Method {(Future Volume Alternative}

*******'k*******'k'**'k*************************'k**i’**‘k***************************i*

Intersection #1 FAIRFAX AVE/VENICE BL

*****************l—******'lr':\-***********-ki-*****************************************

Cycle ({sec}: 100 Critical Vol./Cap. (¥X): 0.910

Loss Time (sec): 10 (Y¥+R = 4§ sec) Average Delay (sec/veh): KEKXXX
Optimal Cycle: 105 Level -Of Service: E
******************1\'**i’********s\-***********ﬂr************************************i’
Bpproach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— el [ L Ll el
Control: Permitted Permitted Protected Protected
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: ¢ G 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lanes: 1 0 1 1 0 10 2 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1

Volume Module: PM
Base Vol: 81 548 192 130 1046 176 174 1397 102 165 141e 33

Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.90 1.00C
Initial Bse: 81 848 192 130 1046 1786 174 1387 102 165 1416 33

Added Vol: C 0 G ¢ 0 0 ¢ 8] 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 5} 0 o G 0 0 0 0 0 G 0 0
Initial Fut: 81 B48 19z 130 1046 176 174 1397 102 165 1416 33
User Adj: 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.060 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.06 1.00 1.00 1.¢60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.50 1.00 1.0 1.00
PHF Volume: 81 848 192 130 1046 176 174 1397 102 165 1416 33
Reduct Vol: o 0 g 0 v} 0 0 G G 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 81 848 192 130 1046 17¢ 174 1397 102 165 1416 33
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.80 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.06
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 81 B48 192 130 104¢ 176 174 1387 102 165 1416 33
———————————— i**"”*“"“‘“*—-l!—**“““*—-—~———-1%*“*—-—-~-—~————%I~—————-——-———~—l
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600 1600
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C0 1.0C 1.00 1.00C
Lanes: 1.00 1.63 0.37 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 3.60 1.00

Final Sat.: 1600 2609 591 1600 3200 1600 1600 4800 1600 1600 4800 1600
———————————— e ] B

Ccapacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.05 0.33 0.37 ©0.08 0.33 0.11 ©.11 0.29 G¢.0€é 0.10 0.2% 0.0z

CIit MOVES‘ LA * & k¥ ddFok * &k ok
********‘************************************************************************

Traffix 7.5.1015 (c) 2000 Dewling Assoc. Licensed to URS/BRW, Santa a&na, CA
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Project
Existing AM Peak Hour Conditions
Level 0Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning Method (Future Volume Alternative)
**********************‘k*********************************i*******‘k***'k***********

Intersection #1 FAIRFAX AVE/VENICE BL

*****i***'k********************************:ir*****************#*******************

Cycle (sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. {X): 0.9€9
Loss Time (sec): G (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay {sec/veh): KXEXXX
Cptimal Cycle: 180 Level Of Service: B
sl'************'}r*1\‘****************************i****i—***********************i******
aApproach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— l—“‘—-*“"*—-—~-—iI“—--“—-—*“*--~—il*-’—-~~“"——-———|Iﬂww————-———~"-—I
Control: Permitted Permitted Protected Protected
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 G ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 v 0 ¢ 0
Lanes: 10 1 1 40 1 0 2 9 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 3 0 1

Volume Module: >> Count Date: 26 Jul 2003 << AM

Base Vol: 88 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 60 181 1991 53
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 88 683 74 55 883 260 187 113% 60 181 1991 53

Added Vol: G 0 0 G G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
rasserByvVol: G 0 0 0 o 4] 0 0 0 0 o Y]
Initial Fut: g8 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 60 181 1981 53
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.0C
PHF Volume: 88 €83 74 55 BB3 260 187 1139 &0 181 1991 53
reduct Vol: 0 0 ¢ o] 0 ¢ o 2 0 0 0 o}
Reduced Vol: g8 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 &0 181 1991 53
PCE adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0CG 1.00 1.00
MLF Bdj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.G0 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 88 683 74 55 883 260 187 1139 &0 181 1991 53
———————————— I"-“——"“—-—-”*'IE——-“*"*—-~~——**il~-—“—-"—-—***-%I————“~““——-—-——I
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 14235
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.8 0.20 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 3.0C 1.0¢

Final Sat.: 1425 2571 279 1425 2850 1425 1425 4275 1425 1425 4275 1425

Capacity Analysis Moduie: .
Vol/Sat: 5.06 0.27 0.27 ©0.04 0.31 0©.18 0.13 C.27 0.04 0.13 0.47 0.04
Crit Vol: 88 442 187 664

Crit Moves: **** Kk ok ok ok o hw
*****************************************-k-k**11-1&-*'k***i'*ir-k************************

praffix 7.5.1015 {c¢) 2000 Dowling Assoc. Licensed te URS/BRW, Santa Ana, CA
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Project
Existing #M Peak Hour Conditions
Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning Method (Future Volume Alternative)
********************************************************************************

Intersection #1 FAIRFARX AVE/VENICE BL

******************************************i*************************************

Cycle {sec): 100 Critical Vol./Cap. {¥X): 0.909
Loss Time (sec): 0 (Y+R = 4 sec) Average Delay {sec/veh}: XAHKKER
Optimel Cycle: 180 Level Of Service: E
***********-s:-k-A-*****************************4—1—********&***************f**********
Epproach: North Bound South Bound Fast Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— I—~‘“'°-—*“"-"—iI“"—"'——~“”*"--I{—“”*—-~——""~-—-il—w*——-——~“~~———%
Control: Permitted Permitted Protected Protected
Rights: Include Include Include Include
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 G 0 ¢ 0 0 C 0 0
Lanes 10 1 1 60 16 2 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 1 ¢ 3 0 1

Volume Module: PM
Base Vol: 81 848 192 130 104e 176 174 1397 162 165 1416 33

Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.G00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 8L 848 18z 130 1046 178 174 1397 102 165 1416 33

added Vol: 0 0 0 4] 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ ¢ 0
rasserByVol: 0 0 0 G Q- 0 0 G 0 Q 0 o
Initial ¥Fut: 81 848 192 130 1046 176 174 1397 102 165 1416 33
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.060
PHF Adi: 1.00 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0 1.90 1.00 1.0C
PHF Volume: 81 8§48 192 130 1046 176 174 1397 162 165 1416 33
Reduct Vol: 0 0 G 8] 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 81 848 192 130 1046 176 - 174 13957 102 165 1416 33
PCE Adi: 1.00 1.006 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF BAdj: ©1.00 1.00 1.60 1.00°1.00 1.0¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 81 B48 192 130 1046 176 174 1387 102 165 1416 33
———————————— !*‘“—‘*~-“W——‘——I!""-——---M"*———~I%*"———~-—*~——~——Iimﬂ—-———~“——————i
Saturation Fiow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 1425 142% 1425 1425 1425
Adjustment: 1.00 1.060 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.ce 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.63 0.37 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 1.00

Final Sat.: 1425 2324 526 1425 2850 1425 1425 4275 1425 1425 4275 1425
———————————— l-—""-—“”—--“—-lE—--'-—““*--—-~—I%"--——-—“—--———*II——~———m~-—~——**l
Capacity ARnalysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.36 0.36 0.09 ¢.37 0.1z G.12 0.33 0.07 0.12 0.33 ©G.02
Crit Vol: 520 130 174 472
* Kk K * Fk K R ¥ ok k&

Crit Moves:
'ki-***'k****'k'k*********'k**-k***‘k‘k*******'Jr*i(***-A-‘Jr**'k**:it***'Jr*************************

Traffix 7.5.1013 (<) 2000 Dowling Assoc. Licensed to {JRS/BRW, Santa Ana, CA



. LADOT SURVEY, 221 FI  Fax:213-580-5208 Oct 30 03 9:22 p.02
City of Los Angeles

§TREET: Departinent of Transporiation
North/South FAIRFAX AV (Rev Apr 82)
East/West VENIGE BL
Day: TUESDAY Date; JULY 29, 2003 Waather: CLEAR
Hours: 7-10 AM 3-8FM
School Day: NQ District, HOLLYWOOD V2 ODDE 271078570

N/B 9B EB w/B
DUAL—
WHEELED a7 131 108 172
BIKES 2 v 14 &
BUSES 87 85 11 116

N/B TIME 8/8_TIME E/B TIME Wi TIME
AMPK 1SMIN 289 B30 aoe ©.15 856 B.AS 574  B.15
PMPK1SMIN 220 BAS as2 815 468 450 451 5,45
AMPK HOUR 909 745 1168 800 1470 8.30 2208 8O0
PMPK HOUR 1180 430 1352 5.00 1750 4.30 1514 500
NOHTHBOUND Approach SOUTHBOUND Approach TOTAL XING S/l XING N/L
Hous Lt Th B Total Hours it Th Rt Total N-8 Pad Sch Ped  Sch
7-8 B5] €ro] 82 B37 7-8 48] 767 168 982 1815 16 2 &7 0
g~9 | BBl 683 T4 845 a-9 E§T &Ba| 260 1198 7043 2 3 52 z
§-10 Y| 568| 58 712 §-10 5§|  720| 226 1005 AT ) [+ 36 F
8ud 551774 163 1014 8-4 os| ‘saz| 164 j081 2105 . 12/ ©j| ‘38| @
4-5 547 764] 188 1026 4-5 611 B656| 165 1112 2158 70 4 4
58 81| e48| 192 o 5-8 130| 1048 176 1352 2479 12 [V 43 7
TOTAL [475] 4028|752 5556 TOTAL | 479] 5104 1167] £740) [ 12285 [88] 2|[ 284 8]
EASTBOUND Approach WESTBOUND Approach TOTAL XING W/L  XING E/L
Hours Lt Th Rt Total Hours 1t Th L Total E-~W Pad Sch Ped Sch
7=8 198] b8, 65 795 7-8 199] 1636] 45 1880 2675 i7 8] 9 s
a-p [ 1@7| _1189] B0 1386 8-9 TB81] 1981 53 2225 3611 i7 [ 10 ¢
o-10 | 1981 1058| 46 1288 810 158| 1682 39 1879 air € 0 17 0
54 176 1091 713 1340 LB § 168 &58| 28 1054 2y 8 0 17 ]
4-5 [ _189] 1414] 95 1698 4-5 172, e81| =8i 1188 ZEE2 7 ] LE) 8
5-6 | 174 1387| 102 1673 5-6 166| 1418; 83 151&} 3287 8 ol 17 ol
ToTAL (7061 _G688] 41 | 8190] ToTAL  [1043] B6BA| 2811 5E38 ] [T18028 r—sa] _a|| &3] 0l

——h L T

Ea T o [om b2



;!

24 Hodrs Traffic Volume

BETAFILE 'STMSOO03.JD
G“v of wlos _,4,.,«&4 COUNTER  ARMANDO
Departn-ient of Transportation DATE 06/04/03
i START TIME 42 AM
LOGATION FAIRFAX AV S/O VENICE BL paY OF wEEK  WEDNESDAY arepremre  O9-Jun-2003
INTERSECTION N/S STREET DOT DIFTAKT HOLLYWOOD smonvour 11
DESCRIPTION 3E+09 WEATHER  OVERCAST tonmon apacees 160
NORTH / WEST BOUND SOUTH / EAST BOUND
§8T MND 3D £ HOUR 18T D 9RO ATH HOUK
TIME OIR atR gm qrit TOTAL gt amm TR QTR TOTAL TOTAL
12 AM 70 66 48 45 227 115 o0 68 72 348 573
1AM 3% a7 . 20 118 B2 28 38 28 156 274
2 AM 10 120 30 80 42 & 2% 20 133 213
3 AM 19 1® 18 30 81 19 24 18 18 74 458
4 AM 16 23 ;38 a2 109 12 20 42 3z 108 215
5 AM 42 53 ' 96 112 ana 42 56 106 102 206 805
8 AM 93 142 162 220 817 110 157 205 237 708 1326
7 AM 232 248 : 304 214 1088 270 a27 06 ar4 1277 2375
8 AM 55 a1e | 342 48 1362 372 354 205 316 1347 2709
89 AM 384 39 M8 28 1377 273 275 266 244 1058 2435
0 AM 326 314 2584 04 1232 44 268 278 277 1058 2291
11 AM "6 294 288 a4 1212 289 269 272 249 1078 2291
12 NN 284 424 260 a4 1212 284 265 o8 260 4137 2349
1PM 280 308 2 3 1181 248 82 314 264 1108 22808
2 PM 208 280 | 208 %8 1480 318 206 34 217 1266 2446
1 PM 322 308 ¢ 288 310 1224 328 369 368 350 1445 2538
4 PM 310 304 25 08 1217 224 335 301 326 1288 2603
5PM 352 364 308 a7z 1308 342 408 379 76 16800 28086
& PM 384 344 358 359 1485 354 354 381 az8 1417 2802
7FM =] s 268 267 1245 ang 284 272 248 1104 2348
8 PM 258 270 - 222 268 1008 227 238 240 207 212 1820
9 PM 245 iz - 228 Z13 808 234 206 224 184 848 1746
10 PM 208 92 53 174 747 176 178 180 182 666 1433
11 PM 134 146 130 66 498 | vy 49 112 88 £06 1002
FIRST 12-HOURS PEAK QUARTER COUNT 384 2 AM 18T 374 T AM 4TH
LAST 12-HOURS PEAK QUARTER COUNT 399 6 PM 4TH A03 5PN ZND
24 HOUR VEHIGLES TOTAL ) 21106 20835 41840
TOTAL VEHICLES STANDARD DEVIATION (STU) [+-] 479.28 * . 458,66 93212
i ) :
] PEAK HOURS VOLUME
NORTH / WEST BOUND SOUTH / EAST BOUND BCITH DIRECTIONS
PEAK VOLUME PEAK VOLUME PEAK VOLUME
HOUR VEMICLES HOUR VEHICLES HOUR, VEHIGLES
FRSTIMHPEAK, S AM 1377 8 AM 1347 1377 724
FIRGT 12H FEAK 51D s ik [+ 32.24 1409.24
LAST 12H PEAK STD [+ 21.54 - 2974 43,25
’ PROGRAN B+ LADOT
reT-3R-PRES B8 SBAM TELIP13 580 5288 IDIBRIW INC SNA PAGE: 983 R=95%




¥

LADOT SURVEY . £21 Bl FaXiZIoDBU—DAl uct ou o ud YLD [
24 HOUI’S Traffic Volume BETAFILE "$TM$0001.JD
City of olos_Angeles COUNTER  MANDO
Department of Transportation DATE 07/40/02
BTART TME 12 AM
LOGATION FAIRFAX AV S/O VENICE BL oavoEwWEEK  WEDNESDAY  sereessaaso  12-Jul-2002
WTERSECTION NS ST DOT DISTRCT WESTERN premeppery B R0
ORESRIPTION IEFO3 WEATHER SUNNY sanson seacws 150
NORTH / WEST BOUND SOUTH /EAST BOUND
e 2D 3RD ATH HOUR o s o 4w . HOUR ‘
TIME STR QTR QTR QTR TOTAL TR oTR TR GTR TOTAL TOTAL
12 AM 144 78 74 b 239 a8 104 72 &1 335 674
1 AM 56 AB 36 46 186 Ad 49 44 26 163 349
2 AM - 29 30 138 42 35 32 24 133 272
3 AM 26 23 1 18 82 22 20 14 i7 73 185
4 AM 21 26 a8 133 35 24 20 9 129 262
£ AM AZ 38 . 82 103 243 44 48 80 112 284 527
8 AM 114 133 188 248 884 12 130 170 217 636 1322
7 AM 221 20 288 a2 1123 180 226 234 275 a18 2038
8 AM 285 - 333 327 383 1308 271 R0 288 a52 1231 2539
o AM 311 278 3186 254 1159 58 390 ag7 304 1415 2578
10 AM 254 276 22 768 1078 a04 340 32 324 4280 2358
11 AM 68 272 246 18 1064 an1 an2 294 300 1197 2261
12 NN 278 296 287 266 11588 258 297 332 340 1227 2382
1 PM 281 286 34D 213 1220 300 289 314 286 1188 2409
2 PM 316 205 338 332 1281 320 a2 285 306 1223 2504
3 PM 345 32 4 R 1323 206 260 268 285 1142 2435
4 PM 208 239 316 M7 1282 k2 285 336 312 1248 2531
£ PM 324 348 351 386 1408 326 335 334 a4 1319 2728
& PM 364 363 ars 374 1476 337 380 a8t 368 1486 2542
7 PM 284 272 242 256 1054 358 350 32 342 1422 2478
8PM 237 a0 210 219 206 08 265 238 249 1060 1966
g PM 226 224 i 224 221 805 262 250 272 252 1026 1621
10 PM 1898 156 184 177 7558 263 229 218 176 Be6 1641
11 PM 120 140 108 118 484 158 148 122 118 548 1030
FIRET 12-HOURS PEAK QUARTER COUNY 363 8 AM 4TH 380 8 AM ZND
LAST 12-HOURS PEAK OUARTER TOUNT 388 5PM 4TH 384 6 PM arRD
24 HOUR VEHICLES TOTAL 20778 21822 42300
TOTAL VEMICLES STANDARD DEVIATION {STD) [+.] 45181 _ [r.-] 46483 807.20
PEAK HOURS VOLUME
NORTYH / WEST BOUND SOUTH / EAST BOUND BO ™M DIRECTIONS
PEAK VOLLUME PEAK YOLUMNME PEAK VOLUME
HOUR YEMIAES HOUR VEHIGLES HOUR YEMICLES
FRET 15 PEAK B AM 1308 &AM 1449 1419 2721
T ImPEAK G PM 1478 6 PM 14586 4476 2042
FIRET 12H PEAK §TD [+ Z7.82 f+-] 31.54 59.38
LAST $2H PEAK §TD i+ 552 [+s] 17.78 23.31
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Intersection: __FA1 RFAX AYEXUE / vENICE PVD Intersection No:
Analyst: NVE Date: Time:
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identify in diagram and check when completed:

« Lane Configuration

« Tumn Bay Storage Lengths
» Lane Widths

« Parking within 250'
. lslands (Painted/Raised)

» Cross Walks

URS

BRW

« Peak Hour Parking Restrictions
« Bus Stops within 250°

« Tum Restrictions
« Ped Buttens (PPB}

« Loading Zones within 250'
« Grade by Approach






