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1.0 Introduction

Under the California Urban Water Management Planning Act, the Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP) is required to develop a water
management plan every five years to identify short- and long-term water demand
measures to meet growing water demands. The plan includes identifying
alternative sources of water, such as recycled water. As part of its efforts to
promote the efficient use and management of its water resources, LADWP has
proposed the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. The proposed project has
been developed to provide an alternative water supply for irrigational uses, and is
an extension of the East Valley Water Recycling Project whereby recycled water
generated at the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant is conveyed to the east side of
the San Fernando Valley. Water reclamation/recycling is defined as the beneficial
use of treated wastewater for such planned uses as irrigation, industrial cooling,
recreation, groundwater recharge, environmental enhancement, and other uses
permitted under California law. The Governor of California, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency — Region 9, California Water Resources Control Board,
California Department of Health Services, and the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
have adopted statements in support of water recycling as an important element
of California’s water supply policy. The Los Angeles City Council has adopted a
goal of reusing 250,000 acre-feet of water per year (AFY) by the year 2010.
Refer to Section 3.0 below for additional information on the quality of recycled
water and its permitted use.

2.0 Project Description

The Hansen Area Water Recycling Project would consist of the construction of
approximately 31,900 linear feet of ductile iron pipeline, a booster pump station,
and a one-million-gallon recycled water storage tank. Construction of the
proposed project would occur along existing street rights-of-way or within open
space. The proposed project would also include the construction of appurtenant
structures in public rights-of-way, such as flow meters, maintenance access
holes, valves, and/or vaults, as necessary for the operation and maintenance of
the pipeline.

Once completed, the proposed project would expand the utilization of reclaimed/
recycled water for irrigation of the Hansen Dam Recreation Area and the newly
opened Angeles National Golf Course (ANGC), and thus, reduce the amount of
potable (drinking) water required for non-potable uses, ensuring that the best and
purest sources of water will be reserved for the highest use — public drinking
water. Using recycled water for non-potable uses, such as irrigation, also
provides for improved availability, and therefore reliability, of the City’s potable
(drinking) water supply. The proposed project would ultimately provide recycled
water to the new distribution infrastructure to serve other recycled water
customers within the eastern San Fernando Valley.
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Project Location:
The proposed pipeline alignment from south to north is as follows:

o LADWP Valley Generating Station (VGS) from the connection to a seven-
million-gallon, recycled water storage tank and new booster pump station,
southeast to Truesdale Street (which is an LADWP service road through
the VGS site);

Northeast along Truesdale Street to its intersection with Glenoaks
Boulevard (through LADWP property);

Glenoaks Boulevard from Truesdale Street northwest to Osborne Street;
Osborne Street from Glenoaks Boulevard to Foothill Boulevard;

Foothill Boulevard from Osborne Street to Conover Street; and

Conover Street (via Conover fire road) to the connection to a new one-
million-gallon, recycled water storage tank just north of ANGC.

@]

O o0O0o

The proposed booster pump station would be located entirely within the LADWP
VGS facility. The proposed recycled water storage tank would be located in an
open space area just north of ANGC that would be donated to the City by ANGC
as part of the golf courses dedication of utility easements. The ANGC was
required to investigate the potential use of recycled water for irrigation as part of
their Conditional Use Permit issued by the City. The proposed location of the
tank would affect the 40 acres on the northerly slopes directly adjacent to the golf
course that AGNC has committed to dedicate to the Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy.

Construction Activities:
If approved, the construction of the proposed project is anticipated to commence
in November 2005 and would be completed by May 2008.

Construction of the pipeline portion of the proposed project would occur at the
LADWP VGS facility, along existing street rights-of-way, and within open space
areas using an open trench excavation method, except at busy intersections
(e.g., Glenoaks Boulevard at Osborne Street, and Osborne Street at

Foothill Boulevard), where the proposed pipeline may be installed using the
jacking method. The pipeline segment along Glenoaks Boulevard across Tujunga
Wash would be suspended from the existing bridge. If this is not feasible, the
proposed pipe segment may be installed using the jacking method under
Tujunga Wash.

The open trench method involves site preparation, excavation, and shoring of an
open trench, pipe installation, backfilling, and street and/or landscape restoration.
Construction would progress along the alignment with the maximum length of
open trench at one time being approximately 500 feet in length with a work area
of approximately 2,000 linear feet.

The jacking method involves site preparation, excavation, and shoring of jacking
and receiving pits, pipe installation, backfilling, and street and/or landscape
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restoration. Pipe-jacking is an operation in which the soil ahead of the steel
casing is excavated and brought out through the steel casing barrel while the
casing is being pushed forward by a horizontal, hydraulic jack which is placed at
the rear of the casing. Once the casing is placed, the pipe is installed inside the
casing. Although the installation of pipeline using the jacking method avoids the
continuous surface disruption common to the open trench method, some surface
disruption is unavoidable because jacking and receiving pits are required and
may be located in the street right-of way.

Both construction methods would require an off-site staging area. Since the
publication of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND), LADWP
has determined that it will not use the vacant parcel south of Interstate 210 at
Wheatland Avenue as a staging area, and has proposed an area adjacent to the
Hansen Dam Sports Complex bordered by the [-210 Osborne offramp on the
north and Foothill Blvd on the south and west that is currently leased to Valley
Crest for tree storage as an alternate location. If this site is unavailable, then
LADWP proposes to use another site in close proximity to the proposed project
alignment but not the 1-210/Wheatland site.

Construction of the booster pump station would occur within the bermed area
surrounding the existing seven-million-gallon storage tank at the LADWP VGS
facility. Construction of the station would occur entirely on LADWP property and
include grading, foundation work, trenching for pipeline sections, and
construction of the pump station facility.

Construction of the one-million-gallon storage tank would consist of
grading/excavation for the new tank, tank construction, backfilling, and site
restoration, including landscaping. Construction of the tank would also involve
the minor improvement of the Conover Fire Road for maintenance access, cut
and fill slopes to comply with building codes, a down slope berm and landscaping
to help conceal the tank from local views, and surface drainage benches to
control erosion from surface runoff. The proposed tank would also be installed at
least partially below grade to help conceal the tank from community view. Actual
construction methods and activities associated with the construction of the
storage tank would be developed primarily with the engineer and the contractor
consistent with criteria developed by jointly by LADWP and the affected
community representatives. Conover Fire Road would remain unpaved and trail
access suitable for equestrian uses would be maintained at the completion of
project construction.

Construction of the proposed project would also be conducted in accordance
with:

o Compliance with Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction

(Greenbook);
o Compliance with City of Los Angeles Work Area Traffic Control Handbook
(WATCH);
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o Compliance with traffic control plans approved by the Los Angeles
Department of Transportation to allow acceptable levels of service, traffic
safety, and emergency access for the local community;

o Compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
applicable requirements, including Rule 403 concerning fugitive dust
emissions;

o Compliance with all applicable water quality rules, regulations, and
standards (e.g., Clean Water Act, California Water Code, Basin Plan for
the Los Angeles Region);

o0 Monitoring by a qualified archaeologist during construction in sensitive
areas;

o0 Monitoring by a qualified paleontologist during construction in sensitive
areas;

0 Monitoring by a biologist during tank excavation and grading activities to
ensure avoidance of potentially sensitive habitat areas.

o Proper maintenance and operation of muffling devices on all construction
equipment;

o0 Use of noise control devices, such as equipment mufflers, enclosures, and
barriers;

o Staging of construction operations as far from noise-sensitive uses as
possible; and

0 Maintenance of effective communication with local residents during
construction including keeping them informed of the schedule, duration,
and progress of construction.

3.0 Recycled Water Quality Information

Recycled water use is encouraged in the State of California to preserve other
higher-quality water supplies for other uses. The State Legislature has
established a goal of using 1,000,000 AFY of recycled water by the year 2010.
The California Water Code states that the use of potable domestic water for non-
potable uses, including, but not limited to, cemeteries, golf courses, parks,
highway landscape areas, and industrial and irrigation uses, is a waste and
unreasonable use of water if recycled water is available that meets specified
conditions for its use.

The State of California has specific regulations regarding use of recycled water.
These laws comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code,
and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301
through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. CCR, Title 17, Sections
7583 through 7586 and 7601 through 7605 set forth criteria for protecting the
potable water system from cross-connections with non-potable supplies. The
State of California Department of Health Services (DHS) has set water recycling
criteria (Title 22), and the Regional Water Quality Control Board enforces the
Title 22 regulations and issues the necessary permits for the production, testing,
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and operations of recycled water facilities, such as the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant, to assure all regulations and conditions are met.

The City of Los Angeles has been successfully using recycled water for irrigation
purposes since 1979 when the Department of Recreation and Parks began
irrigating with recycled water in portions of Griffith Park. Today, LADWP, County
Sanitation District, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District, and West Basin
Municipal Water District serve recycled water to nearly 500 different sites for
irrigation and industrial purposes throughout Los Angeles County. Some of the
sites within the City currently using recycled water for irrigation include:

0 Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Lake;

Lake Balboa;

Loyola Marymount University;

Universal Studios;

Charles Neilson Youth Park;

Griffith Park (Wilson and Harding Golf Course and Gene Autry Museum
Area);

Los Angeles International Airport; and

0 Lakeside Golf Club.

O O0OO0OO0Oo

o

The recycled water to be distributed through the proposed Hansen Area Water
Recycling Project facilities would meet or exceed all state and federal water
quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Disinfected, tertiary treated
wastewater, such as would be used in the proposed project, is approved for uses
including the following:

0 Food crops, including edible root crops;
Parks and playgrounds;

School yards;

Residential landscaping; and
Unrestricted access golf courses.

O O0OO0Oo

The State code would allow private (restricted access) golf courses, such as
ANGC, to be irrigated with disinfected secondary water, but full tertiary treatment
and disinfection, which produces higher quality water, would be performed on all
water used as part of this project.

LADWP has tested its water supplies for the presence of pharmaceutical
compounds including the recycled water from the Tillman Plant. The water was
analyzed for 29 pharmaceutical compounds heavily prescribed in the United
States. No drug residues were detected in any of the water supplies. LADWP
continues to work with the health and regulatory agencies to ensure the water
delivered to its customers meets all regulatory requirements.
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4.0 Environmental Findings and Determination

The IS/MND was completed in accordance with Section 15063 and Section
15064 and Article 6 of the CEQA Guidelines (2003). The IS/MND analysis
determined that there would be a less than significant impact on the environment
with the mitigation measures proposed in the IS/MND (refer to the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the mitigation measures proposed to avoid
or reduce potential impacts). In light of the whole record included in this Final
MND, there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant
effect on the environment. Therefore, it has been determined that the proposed
mitigation measures are sufficient to address and mitigate potential project
impacts to less than significant levels.
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5.0 Corrections and Additions

This section provides a list of edits that were made to the Final MND and Project
based on comments received from the public during the Draft IS/MND public
review period. This section is subdivided into subsections that correspond to
edits made to the Proposed IS/MND (Attachment C) and those added to the
Proposed Project.

Edits to Proposed IS/MND (Attachement C):

Section 1.0, Project Description, under Subsection 1.2, General Setting, on page
1-1, replace the last sentence with the following:

There are four schools (3 public and 1 private), a former hospital (now a drug
treatment facility) and 3 sanitariums located within 72 mile of the proposed 6-mile
alignment. The Lakeview Terrace Special Care Center sanitarium is the nearest
facility, which is adjacent to the northern terminus of the project alignment.

Section 1.6.1, Construction Methods, Pipeline Construction, on page 1-5, replace
the last sentence of the first paragraph with the following:

Possible staging areas identified for the proposed project include: the LADWP
VGS facility and undeveloped parcel(s) along or adjacent to the proposed
project, such as the lot adjacent to the Hansen Dam Sports Complex, which is
currently being leased to Valley Crest Tree Company for tree storage. The
vacant parcel south of Interstate 210 at Wheatland Avenue would not be used as
a staging area for the proposed project.

Section 1.11, Required Permits and Approvals, on page 1-10, add a bullet stating
the following:

e Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD) — Discretionary
action required due to financial participation in the project under the Local
Resources Program administered by MWD.

Section 2.0 Initial Study Checklist, on page 2-3, add a bullet under
Responsible/Trustee Agencies stating the following:

e Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, |I.
Aesthetics, under b) Substantially damage scenic resources, .... within a state
scenic highway, starting on page 3-1, replace the last 4 sentences with the
following:
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Therefore, no impacts to state scenic highways would result from construction or
operation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required.

Roadways that provide scenic views within and around the City of Los Angeles
are classified by the City as designated scenic highways.” On December 19,
2003, the San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan
(Specific Plan) was adopted (Ordinance No. 175,736, effective February 8,
2004). The Specific Plan sets forth provisions for the preservation, protection,
and enhancement of the unique natural and cultural resources in the Sunland-
Tujunga-Lake View Terrace-Shadow Hills-East La Tuna Canyon and Sun Valley-
La Tuna Canyon Community Planning areas. Included in the Specific Plan are
standards and measures intended to regulate development within designated
Prominent Ridgeline, Equine Districts, and Scenic Highway Corridors. The
proposed location of the 1MG tank along the Conover Fire Road is not within a
designated Prominent Ridgeline or within an area 60 vertical feet from a
Prominent Ridgeline. In the area of the proposed project, Foothill Boulevard —
Wentworth Street to Osborne Street is designated a scenic highway by the City
of Los Angeles. The linear portion of the proposed project would follow portions
of the Foothill Boulevard designated Scenic Highway Corridor. There are no
provisions in the Specific Plan that prohibits construction or operation of
infrastructure within the scenic corridor. Operation of the pipeline portion of the
proposed project would not adversely affect views along the scenic highway, as
the pipeline would be buried below grade. Also, there are no visual impacts of
the 1MG tank from the Scenic Corridor as the corridor area provisions extend
500 feet on either side of the centerline of the roadway of each of the Scenic
Highways and the proposed tank would be approximately 0.5 miles from Foothill
Boulevard.

Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, I.
Aesthetics, under c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surrounding, starting on page 3-2, replace the last 2 sentences
with the following:

These structures are common elements of the urban environment, and although
they are placed aboveground in proximity to, though not within (as discussed
above), roadways designated as scenic highways by the City of Los Angeles
General Plan Transportation Element and San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains
Scenic Preservation Specific Plan, they are not anticipated to significantly impact
the visual character of the surrounding community. Therefore, impacts to the
visual character of the surrounding area would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.

! City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning. Transportation Element of the General Plan, Map E: Scenic Highways
in the City of Los Angeles. June 1998.
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Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, IX.
Land Use and Planning, under b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan ....
(including but not limited to .... specific plan ...) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating environmental effect, on page 3-35, replace the last 2
sentences with the following:

Thus, the project is not anticipated to affect any land uses along or near the
proposed alignment, or conflict with any General Plan or Specific Plan (e.g., San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan) designations or
zoning ordinances. No impacts are expected and no mitigation is required.

Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, XII.
Population and Housing, under b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction or replacement housing elsewhere, on
page 3-45, replace the first sentence with the following:

The construction and operation of the proposed project would occur within public
street rights-of-way and open space areas, and staging areas would be located
at existing nearby LADWRP facilities or vacant/undeveloped lots along the
alignment, such as the lot adjacent to the Hansen Dam Sports Complex, which is
currently being leased to Valley Crest for tree storage.

Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, XV.
Transportation and Traffic, under a) Cause an increase in traffic that is
substantial .... (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections), on
page 3-51, replace the first bullet with the following:

e Staging equipment for both the open trench and jacking method would
occur off-street. Possible staging areas include vacant/undeveloped
parcels along the alignment, such as the lot adjacent to the Hansen Dam
Sports Complex, which is currently being leased to the Valley Crest Tree
Company for tree storage, and at the LADWP VGS site. With staging
areas off-street, the equipment would not cause additional disruptions to
traffic flow during the construction period.

Additions to Proposed Project:

The following features have been added to the proposed project. Incorporation
of these features does not create any notable impact. nor are the features
necessary to mitigate or avoid significant effects. The features shall be added to
the proposed project’s Construction Specifications:

e The recreation trail affected by construction under Foothill Boulevard to
Clybourn Avenue shall be restored.
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e Surface suitable for vehicular access and a natural surface equestrian trail on
Conover Fire Road shall be maintained.

e To avoid potentially sensitive habitat area, the area adjacent to the proposed
tank site shall be delineated by a biologist prior to construction. Tank
excavation and grading activities shall include a biological monitor. The
biological monitor shall be present on the site, as necessary, to verify that
vegetation removal, clearing, grading, and excavation activities are restricted
to the proposed work limits.

e There shall be restoration of habitat disturbed by construction of the tank or
disturbed by any staging areas. Habitat disturbed by tank construction shall
be replaced with native forbs, grasses, bushes and trees, as appropriate.

e Any retaining walls or engineered slopes in the area surrounding the
proposed tank site shall be screened or disguised.

e LADWP shall work with the Angeles National Golf Course (ANGC) and
Regional Water Quality Control Board, as applicable, to determine if
additional sampling parameters need to be added to the ANGCs water quality
monitoring program because of the use of reclaimed water.

e LADWP shall coordinate with the US Forest Service and the City of Los
Angeles Fire Department regarding the location of the proposed storage tank
on Conover Fire Road to ensure that emergency access is maintained.
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6.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

The following mitigation measures and a program for their implementation and

monitoring are proposed.

. I Period/Method Implementation
Potential Impact Recommended Mitigation of Monitor
Implementation on
Cultural M-1 | All trenching along Foothill Construction LADWP Water
Resources: Boulevard between the Resources
Trenching activities eastern boundary of the Business Unit
for pipeline Lake View Terrace
installation have Recreation Center (where it
the potential to intersects the north side of
encounter Foothill Boulevard) and
significant Brainard Avenue shall be
archaeological monitored by a qualified
resources. archaeologist. In the event
archaeological resources
are discovered during
excavation or construction,
activity shall cease until the
qualified archaeologist can
assess the potential
significance of such finds
and/or remove the items. If
significant, mitigation would
consist of avoidance or
data recovery.
Cultural M-2 | All trenching in the Construction LADWP Water
Resources: Monterey Formation and Resources
Trenching activities the older Pleistocene Business Unit
for pipeline Alluvium shall be monitored
installation and by a qualified
excavation for the paleontological monitor. In
booster pump the event paleontologic
station and storage resources are discovered
tank have the during excavation or
potential to construction, construction
encounter activities shall cease until
significant they can be removed by the
paleontologic paleontologist. All
resources. recovered specimens shall
be prepared to the point of
identification and curated in
an accredited museum
repository. A report of
findings will be prepared by
the paleontologist and
submitted to the Lead
Agency.
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. I Period/Method Implementation
Potential Impact Recommended Mitigation of Monitor
Implementation on
Cultural M-3 | All trenching between Construction LADWP Water
Resources: Foothill Boulevard between Resources
Trenching activities the eastern boundary of the Business Unit
for pipeline Lakeview Terrace
installation have Recreation Center (where it
the potential to intersects the north side of
disturb human Foothill Boulevard) and
remains. Brainard Avenue shall be
monitored by a qualified
archaeologist. In the event
human remains are
encountered during
excavation or construction,
activity in the area of the
find shall cease, and the
County coroner shall be
contacted. The County
Coroner shall assess the
find, and advise whether
the remains are of modern
or prehistoric origin. If
modern, the Coroner will
assume jurisdiction. If
prehistoric, the Coroner will
contact the Native
American Heritage
commission in accord with
Section 7050.5 of the
Health and Safety Code so
that the requirements of
Section 5097.98 of the
Public Resources Code can
be implemented.
Noise: M-4 | All construction equipment, | Pre- LADWP Water
Construction stationary and mobile, shall | construction Resources
activities have the be equipped with properly and Business Unit
potential to create a operating and maintained Construction
significant impact muffling devices.
on adjacent noise
sensitive uses and
have the potential
to create a
substantial
temporary increase
in ambient noise
levels in the project
vicinity above
levels existing
without the project.
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Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Period/Method Implementation
Potential Impact Recommended Mitigation of Monitor
Implementation oni

M-5 | Use noise control devices, Pre- LADWP Water
such as equipment construction Resources
mufflers, enclosures, and and Business Unit
barriers as technically Construction
feasible or practicable.

M-6 | Stage construction Pre- LADWP Water
operations as far from construction Resources
sensitive noise uses as and Business Unit
possible. Construction

M-7 | Effective communication Pre- LADWP Water
with the local residents construction Resources
shall be maintained during and Business Unit
construction including Construction
keeping them informed of
the schedule, duration, and
progress of construction to
minimize public complaints
regarding noise levels.
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7.0 Comment Letters and Response to Comments

On January 29, 2004, the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
(IS/MND) was released for public review (Final MND Attachment C). A Notice of
Availability/Notice of Intent (Notice) was sent to 1,200 addresses along the proposed
project alignment. The Notice provided information on the project’s location, description
of the proposed activities, public review period and locations where the document could
be viewed and/or person to contact if additional information was required. A Notice was
also published in the Los Angeles Times on January 29". The entire IS/MND was
available on the LADWP web site, as well as in hard copy form at the Sun Valley Branch
Library and Council District 2 and 6 field offices. The comment period was originally
scheduled to close on February 27, 2004.

As a result of the public notification, several stakeholder meetings were held and
additional information generated to discuss public questions and concerns. Refer to
Attachment B of the Final MND for a detailed description of the public outreach
subsequent to the release of the IS/MND for public review.

In order to provide additional time for public comments potentially generated by the
expanded public outreach, the public review period was extended to July 21, 2004. A
total of 35 comment letters were received during the 175 day public review period.
Attached is a matrix listing of the individuals who submitted written comments and
environmental issues raised. Following the matrix are copies of the comment letters and
LADWP’s response to those comments.
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Concerned

Supports the

Proposed Concerned Beneficial )
Concerned the Use of Concerned Concerned Co:;g[]r:ed Eiq:J:sS;Zi/ CorAnk?gllJJ;it Concerned Concerned About Use of ?oéf:d t%:?;??:g
About the Requested Lopez with About the Aesthetics Cchern Notificatiorz// that Existing About the Project Recycled Gugidanze WiIIJ
Impacts of the Canyon Accuracy/ ? Regulations/ Cumulative Funding/ Water/ B
the Use of Preparation as an Thoroughness Impacts of Safety or Over Requested Plans Will Significance | That Costs Would Like Regarding Encourage
. - Construction Location of Notification Extension ) Construction Increased
Recycled of an EIR Alternative of Information Activities Proposed of Public of Not Be of Project to LADWP to Use or Local
Water Project in MND Tgnk Agencies Comment Adhered To Impacts Are Not Recycled Permittin Development
Location 9 ’ Justified Water at 9 P
Period Ry L
Their Facility
Agnew X X X X
Baumann (1) X X X X
Baumann (2) X X X X
Beeson X X
Benson (1) X X X X X X X
Benson (2) X X X
Bowling X
Bronner X X X
Brown X X
Buswell,
California %
Department of
Transportation
Clark X X X
Cole X
Drucker X X X X X
Eick, Shadow
Hills Property X X X X X X X
Owners
Association
Garrett,
Natural
History
Museum of % X X
Los Angeles
County
Ghezzi X X X X
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Concerned Supports the
Proposed Concerned Beneficial )
Concerned the Use of Concerned Concerned Requested/ About Concerned Concerned About Use of Provided Concerned
p Concerned About Expressed Community . - Agency that Project
About the Requested Lopez with About the Aesthetics Concern Notification/ that Existing About the Project Recycled Guidance Wil
Impacts of the Canyon Accuracy/ Impacts of Safet ory Over Requested Regulations/ Cumulative Funding/ Water/ Regardin Encourage
the Use of | Preparation as an Thoroughness P ; e P ques Plans Will Significance | That Costs Would Like garding 9
. - Construction Location of Notification Extension ) Construction Increased
Recycled of an EIR Alternative of Information o " Not Be of Project to LADWP to Use
. . Activities Proposed of Public of or Local
Water Project in MND Tank Agencies Comment Adhered To Impacts Are Not Recycled Permittin Development
Location 9 Period Justified Water at 9 P
Their Facility
Grossman,
Pacoima X X X X X
Beautiful
Hake-Church X X
Hanson X
Harder X X
Harding
Johnson,
Memorial Park X
and Mortuary
Kruger X X X X X X
Leu
Markes X
McGregor X
O'Keefe, CA
Department of
Health A %
Services
Parkin X X X X
Petrinka (1) X X X
Petrinka (2) X
Sekulic X X X
Tarnowski X X
Whitakes X X X
Woods, LA
County Public X
Works
Yore X
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:nc:
Edge Quest Inc.
Maker of Mozo — Oben — Maya
12424 Montague St., Suite 130 Pacoima, CA 91331
Ph: (818) 834 -3343  Fax: (818) 834 - 8166
Website: www.nrozoshoes.coir  Email: mozoshoes@earthlink net

April 13, 2004

~ Charles Holloway
111 North Hope Street
Room 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Hansen Area Wateér Recycling Pr_oject
Dear Mr. Holloway,

 We are writing to you becalise we are concemed citizens- and homeowners in‘the Hansen Dam area. Fxrstly, Twould
_ hke to point out that the city should not be using taxpayer money to ﬁmd a prolect for pnvate enterpnse

The area that is proposed for thlS pro;ect is an extremely sensitive and- rare desert ecosystem. The aquxfer is also greatly
endang,ered by the runoff” from this project. This afea stould be protected and- preserved inits natural state for future
generatxom not destroyed by a- constructlon stagmg area and pxpelme for recycled wastewater o

Thcrc are many hcalth hazards in recycled wastewater, (mcludmg hundreds of DBPs) that were not recogmzed several

amounts of resxdual medxcatlons could very woll harm the. ammals that hve, in: thc.area not 16 mcnuon the- humans that
,consume the wastewater that leaches nto the prlstme aqu:fer ‘

The Lopez Landf llisa much better candldate for tlu'; pro_}ect The landﬁll is h1gh Jove the water table itis lmed to
prevent water leakage and'it pro _ fdes the 1deal laboratory environment’ for momtormg' the: longuterm result, of recycled v
water mlgatxon. in addmon, v int out that the infrastructuré is already in:place to get the aterup to the -

landfill {pumping station; pipe,. IMG tank),:Thls solutlon would also sé.ve tax dollars that could and: should=be used
clsewhere in.our city.

There is so very much at stake in'ferms of envxronmental health and human health that 2 ,ILUJ,L EIR bhOUld deﬁmtely be
done before this project 1s allov‘. ed to proceed .

Sm‘cerely, )
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October 18, 2005

Mr. and Mrs. James Agnew
11600 Orcas Avenue
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Agnew:
Subject: Reéponses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

tial StudviP | Miticated Neaative

Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to the enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: We are writing you because we are concerned citizens and homeowners
in the Hansen Dam area. Firstly, | would like to point out that the city should not be
using taxpayer money to fund a project for private enterprise.

Response: Neither the city nor the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(LADWP) is funding a project for a private enterprise. As stated in the IS/MND, the
Hansen Area Water Recycling Project (proposed project) is a public project that is
proposed to service facilities in the Hansen area, including the Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (a public facility) and the Angeles National Golf Club (a private development open
to the public). LADWP, as well as the State of California, is encouraged to develop an
alternative water program that includes public education, conservation, and use of
recycled water. The proposed project is part of this program and is proposed to
distribute recycled water to users, whether public or private, who are encouraged to look
at using recycled water to preserve other limited water supplies such as drinking water.

Comment 2: The area that is proposed for this project is an extremely sensitive and
rare desert ecosystem. The aquifer is also greatly endangered by the runoff from this
project. This area should be protected and preserved in its natural state for future

generations not destroyed by a construction staging area and pipeline for recycled
wastewater.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA (704
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Response: The proposed project would not directly discharge into any local drainage or
the groundwater. Water delivered to the two proposed customers for the project, the

Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC),
would be used for irrigation of turf areas only.

ANGC is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards.and provisions
to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as mandated by
the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) For-example, Condition 28 requires monitoring of local surface water and
groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course. In
addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course Management Plan” including details
regarding the control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 69 requires
the monitoring and mitigation of water quality and quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds.

————Genmﬂen%%aﬁﬂaegdiemﬁsesha#bedeyg{md%emaxmzeﬂﬁﬁ&aﬂeﬁﬂﬂd
minimize runoff. And finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course develop and
implement a water quality monltonng program.

Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation at
ANGC will be held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the
lowest area on the site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a
subsurface drainage system beneath the putting green, tees, and various areas in
roughs and fairways is designed to collect and convey on site water to the storage lake.
The water in this lake, which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can

be tested and blended with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all water quality
parameters are met.

The HDRA uses Best Management practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation
of the facility. These BMPs are in accordance with guidelines established by the City
Council (File 166080) as required by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to
ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff.

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the groundwater is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90 percent of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
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the groundwater from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.
Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality in
the aquifer from the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.
LADWP will not utilize the 1-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As local community
members have suggested, an alternate staging area in close proximity has been
proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is
currently being leased to the Valley Crest Tree Company for tree storage. This lot is not
considered to be a sensitive area. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the
1-210 Wheatland exit site. If this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use

another:site in close proximity to the proposed project alignment but not the 1-210
Wheatland exit site.

Construction of the pipeline portion of the proposed project would occur within public-
street right-of-ways, which is not considered to be sensitive. By limiting the construction
footprint to within existing public street right-of-ways, direct impact to habitat adjacent to
or close to the road will be avoided. As a linear infrastructure improvement project in a
developed are, construction impacts would be temporary and transitory in nature.

Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Comment 3: There are many health hazards in recycled wastewater (including
hundreds of DBPs) that were not recognized several years ago rendering any previous
studies conducted by the golf course’s Environmental Impact Report (EIR) obsolete.
The high content of salt and boron found in recycled wastewater might not be harmful to
grass, but it damages native plants, trees, and shrubs. Trace amounts of residual
medications could very well harm the animals that live in the area, not to mention the
humans that consume the wastewater that leaches into the pristine aquifer.

Response: The proposed project does not rely on the ANGC'’s EIR for any part of the
environmental review process. The IS/MND for the Hansen Area Water Recycling

Project satisfies the requirements for environmental evaluation under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

- As addressed in the previous response, the use of the recycled water for irrigation of
the HDRA and ANGC would be closely monitored and administered to ensure local
water quality and reduce runoff. In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native
plants, and mitigation (Measure 40) that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be
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graded to direct drainage away from the preserve areas. Furthermore, mitigation
Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC project specifically indicates that "...as
designed, there should be no movement of water from the golf course to the preserve.
Precisely controlled irrigation systems will minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All
drainage is away from the preserve so that even during storm events no runoff should
reach the preserve from the golf course area.” Additionally, ANGC would have the
ability to blend potable water with recycled water in their irrigation system to control
water quality as necessary. As the use of recycled water would be confined to irrigated

areas and incidental runoff would be minimal, the salt and boron content of the recycled
water is not expected to impact local native species.

Regarding human heatlth hazards, to protect public health and safety, the State of
California has specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws

__compmasecnonsnﬁh&SM&HemmandﬁafewmdeJNateL&;de_andiheCaMom@— .

Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the
Water Recycling Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use.
Section 60329 addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures

~ specified during operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California
Department of Health Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of
recycled water facilities to assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally,
the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and
regulatory programs that ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water
resources are protected. Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would

be required to meet the most current and applicable federal and state standards and
requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration and disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

- In addition, as part of the City's detailed monitoring of its water-quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

Comment 4: Please take into consideration that the professionals in the recycled
wastewater industry are not unbiased when they downplay the hazards or downplay
news items. For example, the recent discovery of residual medications in the aquifer
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- beneath the city of Tucson (their aquifer is now contaminated as the result of using
recycled wastewater to irrigate golf courses and school yards). Currently, the water in
the Tujunga/Hansen Dam is uncontaminated. This water source provides the water to
1/7" of the population of Los Angeles. | urge you to please insist that a full EIR be done
for the Hansen Dam Wastewater Recycling Program, so that another pristine area is not
contaminated. Clean water is a very precious commodity. Please help it remain that way
for our children. it seems that it is an unnecessary risk to push forward until technology
has caught up with this new awareness of the risks and hazards.

'Response: The San Fernando Groundwater Basin is a large aquifer with regions of
differing water quality. In general, the groundwater quality is within the recommended
limits of the primary and secondary drinking water standards. LADWP as the major
water supplier in Los Angeles has a commitment to maintaining the reliability of the .
- — City’s potable water supply, which includes water from groundwater sources. Aswith
recycled water, there are existing monitoring programs that ensure quality of the
groundwater is maintained. All uses of recycled water will be in strict compliance with
directives issued by state and local health agencies.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
- consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 5: The Lopez Landfill is much better candidate for this project. The landfill is
high above the water table, it is lined to prevent water leakage and it provides the ideal
laboratory environment for monitoring the long-term results of recycled water irrigation.
In addition, | would like to point out that the infrastructure is already in place to get the

water up to the landfill (pumping station, pipe, 1 MG tank). This solution would also save
tax dollars that could and should be used elsewhere in our city.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of

 this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. The HDRA and the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC) are physically
situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately served by utilizing the
proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station to lift the water to the
proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a
single pump station at Valley Generating Station to pump to the top of LCL would result
in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were redesigned so that irrigation water and industrial
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water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project's pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or

pressure surges Anymposediuiute;pmjectwould-undengoanenvir@nmemal—————. .
evaluation as required under the CEQA.

Comment 6: A full EIR should definitely be done before this project is allowed to
proceed.

Response: The CEQA has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows during the

"environmental impact evaluation and documentation process for proposed projects. If a
~ proposed project is not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency
- conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This process evaluates potential adverse
project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all 17 environmental factors result in a
less than significant impact or can be mitigated to less than a significant impact, the
Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the

environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and
certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project

~ construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Your comment is noted and wilt be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.
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Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed -

- project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor
111 North Hope Street

~ Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional

~ information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Holioway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






February 25, 2004

Los Angeles Departinent of Water and Power

Environmental Affairs,

Attn: Charles Holloway, Supervisor of Environmental Assessment
City of Los Angeles

111 North Hope Street Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

State Clearing House - NOT ONFILE
Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
HANSEN AREA WATER RECYCLING PROJECT WP-038-04

Janwary 2004
PUBLIC REVIEW COMMENT LETTER

Having reviewed the ISMND, my opinion is that this negative declaration is inadequate, and that a fall
environmental impact report (EIR) needs to be done for this project.

I have grave concerns about the project;

=> T am concerned with what I perceive to be a “rush” to move this project forward, without adequate
dissemination of information, public input, agency input, and consultation with appropriate environmental

protection entities.

I am disturbed by the possibility that our community has been subjected to a “white-wash™ with regards to this

project, and only partial information shared, while many facts were withheld from us.

= Numerous geographical and logistical inaccuracies within the IS/MND suggest that the authors did not do their
homework and were unfamiliar with the area.

I am concerned by the IS/MND’s failure to fully and comprehensively take into account environinental impact

on adjacent wildlife areas and corridors, including areas inhabited by no less than four (4) Federally Registered

Endangered Species.

I am concemed by inadequacies of the IS/MND in failing to take into account cumulative affects of their project

in relation o the surrounding community and other construction projects going on in the same general area

during the same general time period.

=> Tam alarmed by the IS/MND’s proposal to turn the area south of the 210’s Wheatland exit into a staging area.
The fact that sensitive habitat (adjacent to the County’s Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank), would be proposed for
this use reinforces my perception that the authors of the EIR did not do their homework and were very
unfamiliar with this area and it’s environmental concerns.

‘What disturbs me most is that the IS/MND treats the laying of the pipeline as if it were just an isolated construction
project without any other ramifications -- as if the end product (recycled water) were not part of the equation.
Clearly, this is putting cart before the horse. Until all scientific evidence and testing proves that the end product
(recycled water) will be safe for the uses which the city intends to put it, not one foot of pipe should be laid.

The jury is still out on the project’s end-product. Will this water be safe for use, or not? The Department of
Sanitation says it is, but they have miliions of dollars at stake 10 lose unless this project moves forward quickly.
Other sources I've consulted have identified grave health concerns, including the inadequacy of the tertiary process
for producing water that is safe for humans to drink or have close contact with, and the issue of residual
medications, which survive the tertiary process and even survive ground filtration. Big Tujunga Wash is the primary

re-charge for the Northeast San Fernando Valley Aquifer, and we cannot afford to further compromise this vital
water source.

I strongly object to millions being spent on constructing a pipeline, until there is guarantee that the end result
(recycled water) will be usable for the purpose it is intended. A full EIR is needed, and that EIR needs to address
all water quality concerns related to how recycled water may affect all aspects of the environment and underground

water resources. The EIR also needs to detail how this project will protect the surrounding environment from
spillage in the event of a2 major earthquake.

Thank you,

Debra Baumann 3 gf\ L_\____
PO Box 188, Sunland CA 91041 '

818-486-0712
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RONALD F DEATON, General Manager
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October 18, 2005

| Ms. Debra Baumann
113366 Orcas Avenue
. Lake View Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Ms. Baumann:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to the enclosed letter for actual comment text): 7

Comment 1:; Having review_ed\:t'he'v,ISIMN-D,'?'my‘opiﬁibn is that... a full Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) needs to be done for this project.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all -

17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may

~have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, an MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA g4
Recyciable and made from recydled waste. %&
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Comment 2: | am concerned with what | perceive to be a-“rush” to move this project
forward, without adequate dissemination of information, public input ... consultation with
appropriate environmental protection entities.

. Response: Section 1.7 of the IS/MND specifies the broad timeline anticipated for
project completion. It states, “If approved, the construction of the proposed project is

anticipated to commence in November 2005 and would be completed by 2008.” This

timeline does not reflect a rush to complete construction nor does it presume a

truncated timeline that would prevent consultation with the appropriate environmental
protection entities.

Under CEQA Section 15073(a), when a proposed “mitigated negative declaration and
initial study are submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review by state agenmes the
public review period shall not be less than 30 days, unless a shorter period is approved
by the State Clearinghouse.” The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(LADWP) initially sent the ISIMND for public review from January 29, 2004 to
February 27, 2004. Following requests by the public and Council District 2, LADWP
extended the public review and comment period until July 21, 2004, for a total of -

175 days of circulation. This does not reflect a timeline that is rushed.

Following public review guidelines in the CEQA Guidelines, as specified in
- Section 15073(d), LADWP submitted “copies of the proposed negative declaration or
mitigated negative declaration to the State Clearinghouse for distribution fo state
agencies.” The State Clearinghouse then provided a copy for review to the following
responsible state agencies during the IS/IMND public review period: Resources Agency;
Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of
Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; California Highway Patrol;
Caltrans, District 7; State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality;
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Native American Heritage
Commission; State Lands Commission; Department of Health Services. This

information is available through the CEQANet Database under State Clearinghouse
Number 200401129.

The comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 3: | am disturbed by the possibility that community has been subjected to a.

“white-wash” with regards to this project, and only partial information shared, while
many facts were withheld from us.
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Response: The ISIMND was prepared and distributed in accordance with CEQA, which
was passed into law for the purpose of presenting a comprehensive, multidisciplinary
impact analysis regarding the environmental effects of the proposed action. Another
objective of CEQA is to disclose to the public, as well as decision makers and agencies,
the potential environmental effects. As to the comment that “...only partial information
was shared, while many facts were withheld from us,” no specifics are given to respond.
The IS/MND includes all the information about the proposed project and reasonably

- foreseeable potential lmpacts that the proposed project could have on the environment.

In addition to the publication and circulation of the IS/MND for the proposed project,
LADWP has participated in six community meetings during the public comment period,
which included four visits to local Neighborhood Council meetings and two additional
visits with community members and other groups. At these meetings, LADWP, has

‘provided information, listened to comments, and answered questions regarding the
proposed project.

As LADWP is a public agency, no information was, or is being, withheld regarding the

proposed project. Your comment is noted and will be mcorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision makers. .

Comment 4: Numerous geographical and logistical inaccuracies within the IS/IMND
suggest that the authors did not do their homework and were unfamiliar with the area.

Response: No examples of “humerous geographical and logistical inaccuracies within
the IS/MND" were given in the commenter’s letter that could be either responded to or
addressed. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 5: | am concerned by the IS/IMND’s failure to take into account environmental
- impact on adjacent wildlife areas and corridors, including areas inhabited by no less
than four (4) federally Registered Endangered Species.

Response: In Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation
Measures, IV. Biological Resources, of the IS/MND starting on page 3-16, the potential
environmental impacts of the construction and operation of the proposed project on
biological resources is adequately addressed. As stated in [V. Biological Resources, a
detailed biological resources technical memorandum was prepared and included as
Appendix B of the IS/MND. Appendix B provides details of the survey methods, survey
results with a focus on vegetation types, wildlife populations and movement patterns
(wildlife corridors), special status vegetation types, plant and wildlife species either
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known or potentially occurring within the area potentially affected by the proposed
project, and an analysis of impacts associated with the construction and operation of the
project. Regarding federally Registered Endangered Species, Appendix B determined
that fourteen (14) special status plant species and fourteen (14) special status wildlife
species have been previously identified in the project region, or have some potential to
occur in the project area. Because the areas proposed for construction and operation
are areas historically or currently disturbed, none of these plant/wildlife species were
determined to be expected to occur. In areas of construction and operation where ,
potential habitat exists (e.g., proposed tank site and staging area at |-210/Wheatland),
the proposed project footprint would be placed to avoid the areas with potential to

support these species, therefore, no significant impacts to sensitive species are
anticipated to occur. :

Comment 6: | am concerned by inadequacieé of the IS/MND in failing to take into
account cumulative affects of the project in relation to surrounding community projects
going on in the same general area during the same general time period.

Response: Section XVII of the IS/IMND addresses potential cumulative affects
associated with the combination of the proposed project and other projects occurring in
the local area. As described therein, two non-LADWP projects have been identified in
close proximity to the proposed alignment: an international church complex located
south of Foothill Boulevard and north of I-210 near the eastern end of the Foothill
Boulevard segment of the proposed alignment and the Maclay New Primary Center
located near the intersection of Glenoaks Boulevard and Oxnard Street. Based on the
nature and timing of those projects, no significant cumulative impacts are expected to
occur. The subject section also discusses the potential for cumulative impacts to occur
from other possible projects. The proposed project, being primarily a linear
infrastructure improvement project with impacts that will be temporary and transitory in
nature, is not expected to cause impacts that are cumulatively considerable. It should -
also be noted that certain policies and procedures such as coordinating construction
haul route plans through the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT)
would help to coordinate the construction traffic activities of multiple projects, should

they occur in proximity to each other, which would serve to mitigate potentially
significant cumulative impacts.

. Comment 7: | am alarmed by the IS/MND’s proposal to turn the area south of the 210’s
Wheatland exit into a staging area. The fact that sensitive habitat (adjacent to the
County’s Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank) would be proposed for this use reinforces my
perception that the authors of the EIR did not do their homework and were very
unfamiliar with this area and it's environmental concerns.
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Response: The IS/MND discussed possible location of staging areas based on
currently disturbed areas adjacent to the proposed project alignment. The 1-210/
Wheatland exit is adjacent to a sensitive habitat, but not within one. LADWP will not
utilize the 1-210 Wheatiand exit as a staging area. As local community members have
suggested, an alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed {-210/
Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the Hansen
Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for tree
storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the I-210/Wheatland site. If this
site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close proximity to the
‘proposed project alignment but not the I-210/Wheatland site.

Comment 8: Disturbed that the IS/MND treats the laying of pipeline as if it was an
isolated construction project without any other ramifications — as if the end product
(recycled water) were not part of the equation. Not one pipe should be laid until all

scientific evidence and testing proves that the end product (recycled water) will be safe
for the uses which the city intends to put it.

Response: The IS/MND did analyze both the construction and operation of the
proposed project. As stated in the IS/IMND, beginning on page 3-31, “The water that the
proposed project would supply would meet all applicable water quality standards.”
Regarding the commenter’s claim that the IS/IMND does not treat the ramifications of
the end product (recycled water) as part of the equation, there are numerous health
laws and water quality standards that regulate the quality of recycled water, as well as
construction and operation of facilities and use sites relating to recycled water. In
‘Callifornia, these laws comprise sections of the Health and Safety Code, Water Code,
and California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through
60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. As stated in Title 22 regulations, recycled
water that meets standards as stated in Section 60304 can be used for surface irrigation
of such uses as food crops, parks, playgrounds, school yards, residential and freeway
landscaping, golf courses, and cemeteries, just to name a few. The recycled water
proposed to be distributed through the project facilities will meet all state and federal
water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. The State Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. In addition to DHS’ strict requirements, -
requirements of the permitting agency, the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB), must also be ' met. Therefore, as concluded in the IS/MND, no

significant impacts to water quality are expected from the construction or operation of
the proposed project and no mitigation is required.
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional -
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

oot O Aolloy
Charles C. Holloway

Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP.gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



12 April 2004

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Affairs, .

Attn: Charles Holloway

111 North Hope Street, Room #1044

Los Angeles CA 90012

cC: Los Angeles City Counc:l
' ‘Los Angeles Mayor James Hahn. -
"-California Regional Water Quality Control Board
- California Environmental-Protection Agency
‘Natural Resources Defense COUHCll
' : : . L (SCH NOT ON FILE)
Imtual StudylProp" ad Mltlgated' Negatlve Declaration
HANSEN AREA 'WATER. CLING PROJECT. WP.038-04
- S January 2004»

'Dear Mr Holioway

e‘background research |

, \ ! address m detan! later in thls :
“;letter) but the mo , ved:into’ '
'became that an’ MNDW - Hever &

: surroundmg co_mm "mtie's \&h
~ 'wastewater) '

. -Despcte DWP_ claxms that-water used to wngate the: go"'cour "e il
: i i "lgmflcant” quantitie: strong

L Los Angeies cliy hmxts tcaday, and’as perthe University of Califo pe > ]
entitied “The Use of Effluent Water for Turfgrass Imgatlon’? (se6 www. tu jun: ersh ed org for link
1o full text), |mgatmg with recycled wastewater requires utilizing con&derab!y more water (and fertilizer,
and pésticides...) and because of accumulatlon over time, the irrigated areas must be periodically
“flushed” to wash away salt, boron and other residual chemicals. 1t would thus seem logistically

n Bapmans - Puslic Comment Leter - 1



impossible to avoid contaminating the ground water, since the water table in the Tujunga Wash (beneath
the golf course) is very shallow, and in fact rises to the surface at times.

« Downstream from the golf course is the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank, where millions of dollars
have been invested for the purpose of maintaining a healthy population of native plants and wildlife. As
per the above-mentioned UC Cooperative Extension study, the high salt, boron and other chemical
content of recycled wastewater is very damaging to native plants, and indeed to virtually ANY plant life
except turf which is regularly &ut and the clippings removed, thereby reducing chemical build-up in the
plant’s tissues. - Obviously, therefore, irrigation with recycled wastewater upstream could have a
significant effect on this Mmgatlon area, and indeed on the entire Tujunga Wash ecosystem.

¢ . Asnoted in the article “Big Tu;unga Wash — Unique in the World” (see www.tujungawatershed.org for
link to full text), the Tujunga Wash is home to a wide- varlety of fragile, rare or Federally Reg:stered ,

- Endangered plants and animals. For animals in partlcular irfigating with recycled- wastewater within the
'Wash, could'pose grave health hazards during DRY times. The creatures of the Tujunga Wash are
desert dwellers. They know how to forage for water; during even the driest. drought season. But now this
‘-recyc!ed water appears, a. vnrtual oasis in the middie of this’ desert habitat: lmagxne -you are a fizard, or a

. -Federally Registered Endangered Species | like the L.east Bell's Vnre d-there is ?a sprinkler head
fifteen’ yards from your nestor den. Every nlght the grass around this Jel '

o ; ravel- hundreds of yards to dnnk from-a: natural water:sol ce,
s ‘source riext door’?

P .
rdy specnes The quan _es of resadual me
[ 'ycled water MAY b_e_too small to
an a tiny. blrd absorb into; lts

why a: full-scale EIR is needed'
' recent d:scovenes :

. New Sc1ence Recent ieam i

" how. begmmng t6 be recognized as pe ly signifi
- unregulated as water pollutants 3 (se, Wwwtu un :aw

. DBP 5.~ Also mentloned in the above article - "dnnkmg ‘water drsmfectron by~products (DBPY): Recently,
"~ "More than 200 prevxously unidentified DBPs have been ldenttﬁed for the flrst fime.”

0, Baumann — Bublic Comment Latter - 2




For all the above reasons, | request that a FULL "Environmental Impact Report” (EIR) be done for the
Hansen Area (waste) Water Recycling Project. | feel strongly that it would be irresponsible and reckless
to court unnecessary risks to the environment of the Big Tujunga Wash, to the Mitigation Bank downstream
from the golf course, to the health of current and future generations, and to the groundwater quality of the
Northeast San Fernando Valley by pushing this project forward, until technology has caught up with this new

awareness of the risks & hazards. Again, previous studies have been rendered obsolete by new
discoveries and knowledge. '

My fear is that the true effects of irrigating areas of the Big Tujunga Wash with recycled wastewater might go
unrecognized for many years, until the chemical accumutation underground creates a plume, not unlike the
percholate plumes that are currently spreading and contaminating areas north and east of Los Angeles. By
the time such a plume has built up over time; to the point where it is measurabie and its negative impact is
truly known, it is impossible to simply “switch it off” ~ the damage is done; and may be irrevocable.

l'}fear:fof my health, for my fa»mil}y’s' h__eaith, for my'neighbors-"health, for the héélth of future g’ehe_ratidns, andl
fear for the health of the-unique environment of the Tujunga Wash (the largest stand of alluvial fan scrub
habitat remaining in the WORLD). Afull E.LR. is not unreasonable to demand, knowing what is at stake.

Finally, continuing on the}su_bjé&t;g_f':;s,c'_ierji_t_ij’ﬁbfanertaihti_ésvlaéslc;ciatéq_ﬁ;it:h’icgéia_ihﬁéq;_wa'_s:tfewa’tér, I strongly
-urge the DWPto consider first piloting this project at the Lopez Canyon Landfill, because; :

= Itis high up and removed from the"gquanQter table;

= The dump is designed and lined to prevent run-off from coming into conitact with groundwater;

= As alandfil, it is already under extensive regulatory oversight and it s already continuously
monitored, which means that if there are any problems, they will be quickly identified; o

= -Because of the extensive monitorinig processes alréady in place at Lopez Landfil, it could provide an

.- - ideal lab environment in:which to study the long-ferm effects.of-using recycled waste-water, and
provide maximum “learnings" which would; in turn; make the eventual “roll-out" of recycled water into

~ other parts of the city'a'safer and tealthier proposition, = T T .

dengering a rare,
upgrades needed

o m or groundwater quality, Till
 tomake ta truly state-of-ihe-art facilty that produces a s

* Toquote Ractiel Carson, author of “Silent Spring,”

gto -
ad.the scientific knowledge fo
saction. Why haven't users and -

Now, | will address specific concerns regarding the project’s MND.

« 1was unable to find this project on the GEQA website database. Was this project registered with CEQA?
Does the DWP have ancther EIR or related document with z different project name or CEQA database

identification?

+ - The Tujunga :Water's;hédCO.Uncil-’_has,,asﬂk__ed residents along the pr'(ﬁ)ject»_'rouieiWh'ethef_ they received )
notification of the project, and we found the results to bé few & sporadic. S

3. Baumarn - Public Domment Lefier - 3




This would significantly alter the conditions and specifications required by Conditions set to mitigate
the impacts of the golf course from which this project canniot be considered separately.

The 1MG tank will be prominentiy visible on the upslope area degrading the visual character from the
Recreational Trail and community of Riverwood Ranch. The tank appears to be tentatively located
in an area near Eby Canyon that has also been the proposed route of a recreational trail. The view

from the plateau and back to the San Gabriel Mountains would be completely dominated by an
above ground tank.

Requested mitigation:
e Complete underground installation of tank

¢+ Complete restoration of the habitat dlsturbed by construction of the tank mcludmg dramage benches
above and below the proposed storage tank site’ (P93-54 XVl c)

Compiete restoration of the habitat disturbed by any staglng areas

No asphalt or gravel uséd on the route known as Conover Street .

N6 Concrete channellzatxon of Eby Canyon from the tank site to the Tujunga Wash
Retentlon or replacement of spec:men nattve plants

. o a's

v BIOLOGiCAL RESOURGES

e ‘.Resftoratxon of the Recreatlonal Tranl under:Foothnli Boulevard-«t‘ Clyboum Avenue affected by
construction. . . _

~ 2) Proposed Staging area south of'Whea'tian‘d and"l,nterstate 210 Freeway




This.is a breeding and reedlng area for Black Tailed Jackrabbits. Disturbance of this area by a
staging area could result in significant adverse effects to wildlife within this project staging area and
immediate vicinity. This Potentially Significant impact could be avoided by choosing an alternate

staging area and noting that staging or parking of any kind in this area is prohibited at the Wheatland
offramp.

Mitigation Requested

* The Osborne offramp be designated as the preferred construction transportation route and
Sunland Boulevard offramp be designated as an alternate. Note to contractors that staging or
parkrng of any kind is prohibited at the Wheatland offramp

3) Conover Fire Road and Tank construction area
The development.of the tank location and 12 month constructron cycle may pefmanently decrease
useof the area as.a local movement corrrdor and habitat area. This is an established portion of
territory for deer; mountain lion and bobcat. See: Chambers: Group| hst of Observed Species. This
areais currently sparsely populated and an impact wolild mostly. result from the increased noise and

human presence during construction. The plateau. above the Tujunga Wash provides grazrng for prey
» anrmats and huniting areas for predators mctudmg a Iarge populatton of raptors

. Requested Mrtrgatton :
¢ lrequest that the tank be rnstatled underground

+  lrequest that the habitat dlsturbed ‘by: constructron be restored wrth natrve forbs and grasses
_bushes and trees (Including native oaks) .

» Irequest that. stormwater runoff-be cottected on site and a “bubbter” wrldtrfe watenng statron be
. installed to entlce wildiife to return to the site. v
s Lrequest that'no. concrete swales or- channels be rnstatled inth bitat Preserve Area. .
- . Conditions. CR-97-0469 GPC's:96-0243 CU and 96-0241 CUBAn e's'"NatiO'ri‘a't 'GOlf Course
«  lrequest that Conover Fire-Ro surfaced- wrth decompaose i :
~limé&stone in conformance with’ traﬂ ‘construction standards acceptabte to the Santa Monlca
Mountalns Conservancy and the tocat Councrt Drstrrct #2 Ptannmg Ofﬁce

-Angeles. Department ot“ Pubhc Works— Quarterly Water Qualrty Monrtorrng Reports and rnterested
; partles '

f). Conflict wrth the prov:sions of an adopted Hab:tat Conservation: Plan Natural Cc:mmumty
Conservatron Plan or other approved tocal, regronal or: state habrtat’conservatron plan?

There are over 370 Condttions forthe Canyon Hills Golf Course rn EiR SCH 1995051 004 and
contained in 95- 0286 including & 200 acre Habitat Preservatlon Area dedication to the Santa Monica
Mountains Conservancy. The Conover Fire Road and site of the 1MG Tank zre within this area.

a7
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There are three areas of concern directly impacted by the proposed construction.

1) Little Tujunga Creek Crossing {unlined natural channel)
This is an established wildlife corridor that supports the frequent use by deer and other large
mammals down to the fresh water in Hansen Dam. This opinion is supported by the 2002 EIR study

completed for-the Hansen Dam Soccer Complex (State Clearing House 2002021137 Pg 26 Wildlife
Movement Corridors)

Mitigation Requested
»  Allow for nocturnal passage of (large mammals) wildlife without obstruction for the period of
: construction.

o Followt up plan and habitat restoration to remove Arundo donax whlch may be spread and
~established in new areas due to. excavation.

 « ‘Restoration of the- Recreatronal Trail under Foothill Boulevard‘to Clybourn Avenue affected by
' constructlon

2). P*oposed Stagrng area south of Wheatland and lnterstate;_zm Freeway

.- Thisis'@’breeding and feednng area for Black Tailed Jackrab ts. ‘Disturbance of th:s area by a

stag g"-area could result.in significant adverse:- effects to within this project staging area and
mediate vrcmlty This Potentla!ly Slgnn‘” cantimpact: could be avoided by choosing an altermate

- staging: area and notlng that stagmg or parkmg of any klhd inthis ar _ __'s*prohrbrted at the Wheatland

- 'offramp

Mxtrgatuon Requested ' '

s The Osbormne. offramp be. desngnated as the preferred constructxon transportatlon route and ,
* Suniand: Boule ard offrar Z-'-be"deagnated as.an alternate, “Note: to contractors that: stagmg or -
parklng of . an'yﬂ ki nd i____pro b:ted at the Wheatland offramp ' : .

. Irequest thata.
Momca Mounta

o I request foilow p plan nd habrtat restoranon to remove Arundo donax (Glant Reed and
o Ricinus commums(Castor bean) which may be spread and estabhshed in new aréas due 1o
gxcavation..

IX. LAND USE AND PLANN!NG&Q'WOULD THE PROJECT;

i
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b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigation an
environmental effect?

The proposed project is partially located (from the intersection of Osborne and Foothill Boulevard)

within an area that is described by the Environmental Element of the City of Los Angeles General

Plan (adopted in 2001) as a rural/agricultural area worthy of preservation. This is also reflected in
the Sunland-Tujunga Shadow Hills Lake View Terrace Community Plan which describes this as an
area predominantly zoned RA, RE and A. The area is contains a special Use “K” district overlay.

There are over 370 Conditions for the Canyon Hills Golf Course in EIR SCH 1995051004 and
contained in 95-02886 including a 200 acre Habitat Preservation Area dedication to the Santa Monica

Mountains Conservancy. The Conover Fire Road and site of the 1 Million Gallon Tank are within this
area, ‘ B I ’

The San Gabriel/Verdugo _M.o‘untai_ns Scenic‘-Pre_s,ervétion Spe‘ciﬁc Plan, Section 8, Ordinance 175736
 effective February 8, 2004. ' : : ’

-Rim of the Valley Corridor Proposed National Park and Rin of the Valley Trail Network Lead |
E Ag'ency‘cit'y-'df-.:Lo,s‘:’_Arige"_les Department of Engineering and Departmenit of Recreation and Parks.

| request that the project proposal be compared to determine if any conflcts exist.

¢ Confiict with any ap
plan? S :
- See above comment and request.

plicable habitat conservation plan or natural cbmni"unity' conservation

ersecton of Gladstone and Footnil
anyon, Kagel Canyon, and Middle Ranch Communities and. Homes and
essed at the intefsection of Osborne and Foothill.

o n Wheatland betw
d Control Debris Basin'-and Fire'
Foothifl Bivd e AT A _
Homes and Flood Control Debris Basin located in Oliver Canyon noith of Feothill Bivd:

“Homes and All Nations Church lotated at Foothill Place and Foothill Bivd

| request that special care be given along the-route tonever block these».c,ritfl‘c}él-agcess p}oi}nts‘ for
extended periods of time. Access to triese areas will be severely limited _gqu"n_g the three year
construction period and those suffering the impacts will receive no benéfit or increased services from
the project unless there is mitigation. :

- 8




I request that the affected residents be notified by phone or fax at least 48 hours prior to construction
and dates and times of construction and the duration in hours when access will be interrupted.

I request mitigation for the extreme inconvenience which will be in both the severity of blocked
access and the duration of time (three years) . | request a natural surface recreational trail (including
a landscaped buffer between the street and the trail) be constructed along the south side of Osborne
Street from the intersection of Osborne and Glenoaks o the Hansen Dam Overlook in Council

District #7 and along the north side of Foothill from the intersection of Osborrie Street to Wheatland
Avenue in Council District #2.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

The proposed project is partially located (from the intersection of Osborne and Foothill Boulevard)
within an area that is described by the Environmental Element of the General Plan (adopted in 2001) as a
rural/agricultural area worthy of preservation. This is also reflected in the Sunland-Tujunga Shadow Hills
Lake View Terrace Community Plan which describes this as an area predominantly zoried RA. -
‘There will be substantial impacts to transportation routes whose only ingress-and egress is via Foothill
Boulevard: These intersections are notéd above.in the Public- Services Comment. Foothifl Boulevard is not
~only a Major Class {l Highway; it i the ONLY way to reach:certain residences located along the route. Work
along Foothill Boulevard. will affect residents during the entire period of eonstruction. . '
¢ lrequest that special:care be given along the route to never block these critical access points for
extended periods of time. Access tothese areas will be severely lirr ted during the three year. _
construction period and those suffering the impacts will réceive no benefit or increased services from the
‘project unless there is mitigation. D e .
¢ lrequest thatthe affected residents be notified by phone or fax at least 48 hours prior to'construction and
. dates and times of construction and the duration in Hours when access will be interrupted.
» Irequest mitigation for the extreme inconvenience which will be in both the severity. of blocked access
and the duration of time (three years)-. | request a greenway and recreational traif (including a - -

landscaped buffer between the street and the trail) be
. Street “from the i roak
#7- and along the i

~ Council District #2.

v runoff -a[on'gft‘he ;Qute'.b'e ore fina ‘ly.draining'}in_tq the’-Tuju,n’ga :Wash-.‘

ing b [ir‘\éﬁi'tdted»t_d_a'\iQid_i‘i\za:téfr runnmg ;for'fpkb'lébggd'dis_‘fa_rjdes‘ orinto private-

CXVIL

to 1) Little Tujunga Créek Crossing, 2)Proposed staging area at Wheatland south of Interstate 210 freeway
and 3) Conover Fire Road and one acre Tank site. While these locations represent a fraction of the
p’rbpdsé‘d’ route, they represent disruption of the only 3 passages from San Gabriel ‘Mountams of the Angeles

v . 40




National Forest to Hansen Dam, a permanent water source for large mammals. A one year disruption of the
Black Tailed Jack Rabbit area at site 2) could possibly disrupt breeding and permanently affect population of
that species. Site 3) will be under construction for over a year and is the location of a Habitat Preservation
Area set aside for the benefit of numerous species and required to be dedicated to the Santa Monica

Mountains Conservancy. All three sites provide a functional wildlife corridor that would be fragmented during
construction.

Mitigation should be required

Requested Mitigation
+ [request that the tank be installed completely underground.

¢ lrequest that the habitat disturbed by construction be restored with native forbs and grasses,
bushes and trees (Including native oaks) . ‘ :

* lrequestthat stormwater runoff be collected on site and a “bubbler” be installed to entice wildlife
to return to the site: ’ '

. * | request that no concrete swales or channels be installed in the-Habifa‘t, _PrésérVe Area.
Conditions CR-97-0469 CPC’s 86-0243 CU and 96-0241 CUB Angeles National Golf Course

s _lrequest that the retaining walls d@nd engineered siopes (déscribed in “section-Vl. GEOLOGY
- AND SOILS-iv. - Landslides) be entirely disguised to minimize the impact of their construction
and the operation of the tank facility. R R T ’
* Irequest that-Conover Fire Road be resuirfaced with decomposed granite or crusher fine

limestone in conformance with trail ‘construction standards acceptable to the Santa Monica

- Mountains Conservancy and the local. Council District #2 Planning Offics Sl
-+ lrequest that a minimum number of 24" box trees (Native species recommended by-Santa
. Monica Mountains Conservancy) be planted at 25 foot intervals along Conover Strest route from
- Foothill boulevard to the tank site and in Eby.Canyon, e e . '
. Lrequest follow up plan and habitat restoration  to remove Arundo donax (Giant Reed, and -
. - Ricinus communis(Castor bean) Which may be spread-and-established in new areas due to
exeaation s Rt S A Heas

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cu iulatively considerable?
PgteﬁtialIy“Sigﬁiﬁ’Gant'lr’ﬁpabt‘L_I'r)'l_é_fsjs".Mitigatiohi;_l‘njcorpo:rat‘i_;)'» S a

There are a substantial number. of pri
- agency. The construction timetab!
-Generated truck traffic:an
- closures could elevate the impa

projects along the proposed route ot undertaken by the LADWP as Lead
 of hocs Pty Ton Boncmonti i s bos oo e e

affic a8

Projects with already approved EIR's listed on the State of California Website that are expected to be funded,
 bid and started within the time frame of thi_s.p‘toject‘int:lude:‘ | T B

e e

' Hansen Dam Mastr Plan and Environmenital Impact Staterent, LACDA, GA Corps of Englneers Los Angeles District - Various
mifigation Maiitenance and gon B R S R
. Los Arigeles Children’s Miseum

B

[

ibility Study -
District

ible resictivation of - Wat

. Poss

Statement/Report - U S Army Gorps.

|72

- Respectiully,

Debra Baumann. =~ -

11366-Orcas Avenue
Lake View Terrace CA' 91342
818-486-0712 '







Department of Water and Power the City of Los Amgeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

- Ms. Debra Baumann
113366 Orcas Avenue
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Ms: Baumann:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/IMND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

- Comment 1: After reading the project MND-and related documents, and upon doing
extensive background research, I-have numerous grave concerns. Initially my focus was
on the IS/MND but the more | delved into environmental issues associated with this
project, the more convinced | became that an MND was never appropriate for this
project. A full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) needs to be done for a project of this

size and scope. A full EIR is more than justified, and indeed it is absolutely necessary in
my opinion.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all

- 17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an
MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the

environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency prepares, dlstnbutes and
certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the
potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, an MND was prepared

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA LR,
: Recydable and made from recyded waste. %&
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and publicly distributed for review and comment. Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 2: On March 31, 2004, at a meeting between the Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power (LADWP) and Council District 2 staff and local concerned citizens,
LADWP project manager Stephen Ott informed us that an EIR had been done already,
and that it was an “Addendum EIR” to the original (Angeles National) Golf Course EIR.
He had a copy of the document but did not offer to share its contents and his
department has not followed through with my request for a copy.

Response: The EIR Mr. Ott referred to was for the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC)
and not the proposed project. The proposed project does not rely on the golf course
EIR. The proposed project is part of a recycled water use program that includes the
proposed distribution of recycled water to users (whether public or private) that are
encouraged to look at using recycled water to preserve other water supplies (such as
drinking water). The EIR for the ANGC is a public document that is available from the
Los Angeles City Pianning Department. ' '

Comment 3: Regardless, an EIR that méy have already been done as addendum to the
Golf Course EIR is not acceptable, for multiple reasons: Lack of Public Disclosure (so
far, our inquires have been unable to locate a single person in the surrounding

communities who was aware of any proposal to irrigate the golf course with recycled
wastewater).

Response: As stated above, the proposed project is not evaluated as an addendum

to an existing EIR. An IS/MND has been prepared that addresses the potential
environmental impacts from the proposed project. Regarding public disclosure, a
requirement that the ANGC explore the possible use of recycled water for irrigation is
contained in Condition 198 of the Conditional Use Permit issued by the City of

Los Angeles for the development of the golf course. Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: Despite LADWP claims that water used to irrigate the golf course will

undergo “transevaporation” and will not mix with groundwater in “significant” quantities,

there is strong evidence to refute this... Irrigating with recycled wastewater requires

- utilizing considerably more water (and fertilizer, and pesticides...) and, because of
‘accumulation over time, the irrigated areas must be periodically flushed to wash away

salt, boron and other residual chemicals. It would thus seem logically impossible to

avoid contaminating groundwater, since the water table in the Tujunga Wash is very
‘shallow, and in fact rises to the surface at times.



Ms. Debra Baumann
Page 3
October 18, 2005

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
~ specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during -
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally, the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the
most current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration and disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

ANGC, one of the proposed customers for this project, is a state-of-the-art facility
constructed with numerous safeguards and provisions to protect local water quality from
the impacts of golf course operations as mandated by the City of Los Angeles through
required conditions stipulated in their Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, -
once irrigation water has been delivered to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the
golf course is triggered. Condition 28 requires monitoring of local surface water and
groundwater quality before and during the operation of the golf course. In addition,
Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course Management Plan” including details regarding the
control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 69 requires monitoring
and mitigation of water quality and quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127
states that the irrigation input of water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138
says the golf course shall be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff.
Condition 139 requires the golf course to develop and implement a water quality
monitoring program. Condition No.194 requires that the golf course irrigation system be
designed to minimize the number of acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-
essential turf areas would not be watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that
the irrigation system include computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and
minimize water loss through evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for
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the course that emphasizes low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And
finally, Condition 198 requires that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the
water infrastructure, investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and

the possibility of connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use
of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club's tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Generally, irrigation with recycled water may require additional water for periodic
flushing to reduce salt concentrations in soils, but ANGC has been designed with highly
drought- and salt-tolerant Bermuda grass to minimize the need for additional water use.
Irrigation with recycled water does not increase the use of fertilizers and pesticides. In

fact, fertilizer use with recycled water is generally reduced to compensate for the natural
level of nutrients found in the water.

Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a subgrade drainage system-
beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to
collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which

serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with

recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality
parameters are met.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
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amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the groundwater is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated

- 90 percent of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the groundwater from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality from
the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

Comment 5: High salt and boron and other chemicals could have a significant effect on
the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank.... the Big Tujunga Wash is a fragile environment
and no studies done on affect of recycled water or residual medications on the species

. Need a full EIR that takes into account CURRENT scientific knowledge and recent
dlscoverles

Response: The construction and operation of the proposed project is not expected to
have an impact on the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Construction will not occur
on, or in proximity to, the preserve. The operation of the proposed project would not
have a significant impact on downstream water bodies, plarits or animals because:

1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous state and federal regulations;
2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place to mitigate any
potential water quality concerns to surface or groundwater at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC
irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable water can be blended
within the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; and 4) the ANGC has been

designed to minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on site for reuse in their
irrigation system.

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive
full tertiary treatment as specified under Title 22 and disinfection. This water would meet
all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Water
delivered to HDRA and ANGC would be used for irrigation of turf areas only. Beyond
the use of drought resistant grass, turf management practices, including irrigation

optimization that conserves water (e.g., limiting areas to be irrigated) and evaporation
would limit the area where recycled water would be used.
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In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves
numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the
recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas, including known populations of
slender-horned spineflower). Condition 28 requires the monitoring of local surface water
and groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course.

In addition, Condition 49 addresses requirements for the “Golf Course Management
Plan” including control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 138
requires the golf course to be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. And

- finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course to develop and implement a water quality
monitoring program.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that "... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golif course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal

and not substantial and therefore, not conSIdered a significant or adverse impact on the
Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank. .

- Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 6: Recent learnings suggest that early optimism about the safety of recycled
wastewater may have been sadly premature .... Residual medications pose. a significant
health risk and are grave concern ..... Unrecognized environmental pollutants that are
derived from usage by individuals and pets, medication disposal, transfer of biosolids to
land, medicated feeds .....More previously unidentified DBPs have been found ...

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 4 regarding the regulatory
requirements and safety of the use of recycled water. It also should be noted that, as
part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP tested for drug
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residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary

use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation
Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 7: For all of the above reasons, | request a full EIR be done for the Hansen

Area (waste) Water Recycling Project ....previous studies have been rendered obsolete
by new discoveries and knowledge.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 1 regarding the preparation of an
MND for the proposed project. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the
final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 8: Fear that effects of irrigating areas of the Big Tujunga Wash with recycled -
wastewater might go unrecognized for years ....

Response: Please refer to the Responses to Comments 4 and 5 regarding potential
impacts of the proposed project to local water quality and the Big Tujunga Wash. Your

comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 9: Fear for my family’s health ... for future generations .... Health of the

unique environment of the Tujunga Wash ..... A full EIR is not unreasonable to demand,
knowing what is at stake.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 10: Consider first piloting this project at the Lopez Canyon Landfill because
removed from groundwater table, designed to prevent runoff, under extensive regulatory
oversight, extensive monitoring already exists, infrastructure in place, would save the.

city 3 million gallons per month of drinking water, would not endanger a fragile
ecosystem ...

Response: The quality of recycled water distributed through the proposed project would
meet all federal and state water quality requirements. As for the Lopez Canyon Landfill
(LCL), LCL is not being proposed as a customer as part of this project. Supplying
recycled water to LCL would require the development of a system with sufficient
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hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate pressure. HDRA and ANGC
are physically situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately served by
utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station (VGS) to lift the
water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet.
Trying to use a single pump station at VGS to pump to the top of LCL would result in
pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
'LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the eXIstlng LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
_ operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations, and
“(2) would have the storage capacity to help provnde adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or

pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under CEQA.

Comment 11: | was unable to find this project listed on the CEQA website database.:

Was this project registered with CEQA? Does LADWP have another EIR with a different
project name in the CEQA database?

Response: On February 26, 2004, we contacted the State Office of Planning and
Research, State Clearinghouse, to address your concern that the project was not listed
on the CEQA website data. State Clearinghouse staff indicated that they had received
the IS/MND and had logged it in on January 28, 2004, and given it a State
Clearinghouse Number 2004011129. Staff at the State Clearinghouse did not know why

the database did not show the project as it was in their system. LADWP has since tried
the CEQA website and found the IS/MND listed.

Comment 12: The Tujunga Watershed Council has asked residents along the project

alignment whether they received notification of the project and we found the results to
be few and sporadlc
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Response: LADWP followed the CEQA noticing requirements, per the CEQA
Guidelines, as they pertained to distribution of an IS/IMND. As stated in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15072(b), the lead agency shall mail a notice to all organizations
and individuals who have previously requested such a notice in writing and shall also
give notice by at least one of the following methods: 1) publication in a newspaper of
general circulation in the area affected; 2) posting of notice on- and off-site in the area;
or 3) direct mailing to the owners and occupants of contiguous property. LADWP
submitted a notice of intent for the proposed project to both the Los Angeles County
Clerk and the Los Angeles City Clerk on January 29, 2004. LADWP also published the
- notice in the Los Angeles Times on Thursday, January 29, 2004. In addition to sending
notices to responsible agencies, LADWP, as is standard practice, sent notices to
occupants whose address was along the proposed project alignment. The review period

for the document was extended until July 21, 2004, for a total of 175 days of public
review.

Comment 13: Even those residents who received notlﬁcatlon were unable to ascertain,
based on the notification letter, the project's full scope and impact. Many affected
residents are horse owners whose access and safety would be seriously compromised
by such a project, yet they did not receive notification sufficient to alert them to the
potential safety issues. Your notification letter uses phrases “reclaimed/recycled water”
which may be technically accurate but is confusing to people who don't recognize the
difference between reclaimed wastewater and recycled stormwater currently being
collected by the Sun Valley Watershed project.

Response: Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15072 (3)(f), a notice of intent shall include,
as applicable to this project, a brief description of the project, the starting and ending
dates for the review period, and the address(es) where copies of the document is
available for review. The notification letter included ample information on the proposed
construction of the project and the alignment affected by construction. The notice also
included a listing of where the entire document could be viewed. The locations included
the LADWP website, Sun Valley Branch Library, and Council Districts 2 and 6 field

offices. The notice also include a contact person if additional assistance or information
was needed.

Comment 14: An entire community (Riverwood Ranch) was not notified. They are the
next-door neighbors of the Angeles National Golf Course and their community is directly

- adjacent to the proposed 1 million gallon tank. Why weren’t they mentioned in the
Project location.
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Response: The project location lists those communities adjacent to the proposed
project as identified in the appropriate City of Los Angles Community Plan. On March 3,
2004, LADWP staff met with residents of Riverwood Ranch to discuss the project.

Comment 15: Conover Fire Road and the 1 million gallon recycled water tank are
located within a pending dedication as a Habitat Preserve Area which will be deeded to

the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC). The SMMC was not noted as a
state agency having an interest in the proposed project. '

Response: Although the location of the storage tank has been proposed within an area
. slated to be offered to the SMMC for future dedication by ANGC, the location of the tank
would not conflict with the proposed habitat preserve dedication. Prior to the dedication

of land to SMMC, ANGC is expected to dedicate easements for necessary roads and
utilities in the area. The proposed tank site would be dedicated by the to LADWP under
a utility easement as part of this process. This dedication would not interfere with or

affect ANGC'’s ability to meet their obligations to the City of Los Angeles or the SMMC
as specified in their Conditional Use Permit.

Comment 16: The project construction will cross a wildlife corridor at the Little Tujunga
. Wash. This area is designated as Environmentally Sensitive area (ESA) by the County
" of Los Angeles. This was confirmed with information from the website of the Wetlands
Recovery Project. They are designated as a rural/agricultural area worthy of
preservation in the Environmental Element of the Los Angeles General Plan.

Response: The portion of the project that crosses the Tujunga Wash, Significant
Ecological Area (SEA) 24 designated by the County of Los Angeles, is along Glenoaks
Boulevard. (The County of Los Angeles has no known designation of “Environmentally
Sensitive Areas.”) The pipeline will be mounted to the underside of the existing bridge

" on Glenoaks Boulevard over the Tujunga Wash, and thus, it would not impact the wash
or SEA. As addressed in detail in Section [V and Appendix B of the IS/IMND, SEAs, and
specifically SEA 24, were addressed and no significant impact is anticipated to occur
because of the proposed project. There is no Environmental Element of the

Los Angeles General Plan. There is however a Conservation Element, which ‘
encourages the retention of parcels for agricultural and low density land use and zoning,
as well equine areas. The Conservation Element does not designate any proposed
project area as rural/agricultural worthy of preservation. As stated throughout the
IS/MND, the existing zoning and land use (as shown in the Arleta-Pacoima and
Sunland-Tujunga-Lake View Terrace-Shadow Hills-East La Tuna Canyon Community
Plans) along the proposed project alignment is industrial (e.g., LADWP VGS), open
space (e.g., HDRA), commercial, residential, and public facilities. No areas adjacent to
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the proposed project were designated as rural/agricuitural. The project as proposed

would occur in public rights-of-way and would not change or impact any existing zoning
or land use.

Comment 17: The San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan
affects the project from the intersection of Foothill and Osborne to the 1 million gallon
(MG) tank location. Foothill Boulevard is designated as a Scenic Highway Corridor in

the Plan. The proposed staging location south of the 210 freeway at the Wheatland off
ramp is designated as the Vista Point.

‘Response: The IS/MND has been revised to include a discussion of the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan (Specific Plan), which

- went into effect on February 8, 2004. The Specific Plan sets forth provisions for
Prominent Ridgeline and Scenic Highway Corridor protection. The proposed water tank

would not be in violation of any of the provisions of the Specific Plan. The proposed

location of the tank along the Conover Fire Road is not within a designated Prominent

Ridgeline or within an area 60 vertical feet from a Prominent Ridgeline. The linear

- portion of the proposed project would follow portions of Foothill Boulevard designated
as a Scenic Highway Corridor, but there are no provisions in the Specific Plan that

prohibit construction or operation of infrastructure within the scenic corridor. Also, there

would be no visual impacts of the storage tank from the scenic corridor as the corridor

~ area provisions extend 500 feet on either side of the centerline of the roadway of each

of the Scenic Highways and the proposed tank would be approximately 0.5 miles from
Foothill Boulevard.

In addition, though designated as a future vista point, the Specific Plan does not
preclude temporary construction activities from occurring at the 1-210/Wheatland off
ramp. However, LADWP will not utilize the I-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As
-you suggested in the field, an alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed
I-210/Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the
Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for
tree storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the 1-210/Wheatland site. If
this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close proximity to
the proposed project alignment but not the 1-210/Wheatland site.

Comment 18: The area east of Foothill Boulevard and ConoVer intersection is pending
dedication as a Habitat Preservation Area. The 1 MG tank location is within this area.

Response: Please refer to Response to Comment 15 above.
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Comment 19: The Angeles National Golf Course is a privately owned facility located in

the Tujunga Valley, in the community of Sunland and not in the community of Lake View
Terrace in the eastern San Fernando Valley.

Response: The IS/MND does not specifically call out the exact community in which the
golf course is located. The environmental documents for the golf course indicate that
the proposed project, located at 9401 Foothill Boulevard, is in the Sunland-Tujunga-
Lake View Terrace-Shadow Hills District Plan, which corresponds to the community
planning area assumed in the IS/MND. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated
into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 20: The LADWP VGS site is also the location of another project using
recycled stormwater runoff. Future benefits and uses derived by implementation of this
project may be duplications of benefits and uses cited by this plan. The project is known
as the Sun Valley Watershed Management Plan. This plan has been in development for
over 5 years and has monthly stakeholder meetings open to the public from inception.

Response: The LADWP VGS site is just one of several properties from which the
County is looking at taking stormwater runoff. Under the Sun Valley Watershed
Management Plan, the stormwater runoff would be used for 1) infiltration for
groundwater recharge, 2) reuse for gravel washing at the Vulcan Gravel Processing
Plant, and 3) reuse for irrigation of landscaped areas at various locations. The Hansen
Area Water Recycling Project is proposing to use recycled water, not stormwater, for
irrigation. Like stormwater runoff, recycled water use is regulated by the Regional Water
Quality Control Board. However, recycled water must meet more stringent water quality
requirements (e.g., Title 22 requirements) for use at the HDRA and ANGC. Therefore,

- the proposed project and the County project are not duplicative of each other.

Comment 21: | disagree that the entire proposed project is located within an urbanized
area in the City of Los Angeles. The Environmental Element of the City of Los Angeles

General Plan designates this area as a rural/agricultural. It could be described as being
in the urban/wildland interface.

Response: Please refer to Response for Comment 17 above.

Comment 22: The report fails to note that many streets in this area “dead-in” into the
Angeles National Forest, San Gabriel Mountains or are “paper streets” that cross Little
- Tujunga Wash, Lopez Canyon Flood Channel (concrete lined), Hansen Dam Flood

Control Basin or the 210 Freeway. Foothill Boulevard provides the ONLY ingress and
egress to these communities.
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Response: Prior to construction, LADWP would submit traffic control plans for approval
to the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) to ensure that traffic
impacts, including impacts to public transportation routes such as “dead end” streets,
are kept to a minimum. LADWP would comply with any requirements specified by
LADQT. In Section 1.0 of the IS/MND, under Subsection 1.6 Construction Methods,
starting on page 1-5, traffic control plans would be prepared in coordination with LADOT
in order to maintain acceptable levels of service, traffic safety, and emergency access
for the site vicinity during construction. As discussed in Section 3.0 of the IS/MND,
under XV Transportation/Traffic, starting on page 3-48, for a temporary period during
construction (approximately three months at one location), there would be minor
alterations to the current traffic patterns. The pipeline would be installed in sections no
longer than 500 feet (approximately the length of a short street block), within an _
approximately 1,200-foot work zone (up to a maximum of about 2,000 feet). After the
installation of pipe within the work zone, the open trench in the street would be
backfilled, paved, and returned to normal operation. Also, during construction activities,
it is LADWP standard construction practice to maintain egress and ingress at all time for
residences and emergency response vehicles.

Comment 23: The following facilities are located within ¥ mile of the six-mile alignment:
Maclay Middle School, one private school (Delphi Academy), and two elementary
. schools (Fenton Charter School and Brainard Elementary School).

Response: The IS/MND notes the presence of several existing and proposed (like
Maclay) schools (please see page 2-2 and 3-26 of IS/MND) and the Maclay Middle
School is specifically called out on page 3-56. The IS/IMND has been corrected to
include the other schools located within one-quarter of a mile as addressed in the
CEQA IS Checklist. The IS/MND does indicate in the impacts section that schools were
considered in the analysis, but that construction and operation of the proposed project is
not anticipated to have an adverse effect on these facilities, since construction activities
and operation would not create long-term air, hazards, noise or traffic impacts. The
addition of these schools does not change that determination.

Comment 24: Also within a one-half mile impact area are treatment facilities including
two sanitariums located near the intersection of Kagel Canyon and Eldridge plus the
former Pacoima Memorial Hospital which is now Phoenix House, a major drug
treatment facility at the corner of Eldridge and Terra Bella Streets in Lake View Terrace.

Response: The two sanitariums located near the intersection of Kagel Canyon and
Eldridge are within the one-half mile area of potential affect; whereas the Phoenix
House at the corner of Eldridge and Terra Bella would be further than one-half mile from
the proposed project. The location of these two sanitariums does not change the results
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of the ISIMND’s impact analysis or conclusion that no significant impacts to sensitive
receptors would occur from the construction or operation of the proposed project.

Comment 25: Checklist item |. Aesthetics — a). Potentially significant impact. In 1.6.1 of
the MND, the possible off-site staging area suggested for the project to store “supplies
and materials” is “South of Interstate 210 at Wheatland Avenue along the north side of
the Tujunga Wash.” This is the location of the “Vista Point” shown in the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan. The Vista Point will be
completely unusable during the construction phase. No amount of mitigation can restore
habitat that has remained undisturbed for over half a century. The boundary of the Big

Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank is at this location. It is imperative that an alternate
_location be chosen. '

Response: Please refer to Response for Comment 17 above concerning the proposal
of an alternate staging area to the 1-210 Wheatland exit area.

Comment 26: Checklist item |. Aesthetics - b). Potential Significant Impact Unless
Mitigation Incorporated. The entire length of Foothill Boulevard from Osborne Street to
Conover Street is designated as a Scenic Highway Corridor by the San Gabriel/Verdugo
Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan. While the pipeline may be buried underground,

- the effects of a major construction project on habitat close to the roadway may be
affected by the construction operations.

Response: The recent approval of the San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic
Preservation Plan does not change the determination of Section 3.0, |. Aesthetics b)
starting on page 3-1 of the IS/MND because the checklist item analyzes impacts on a
state scenic highway, which has not changed. However, the section of the IS/MND has
been updated to recognize the existences of this new plan. At this time, final design has
not occurred and the exact location within the roadway where the proposed pipeline
would be constructed is unknown. However, the pipeline will be placed under the
existing paved roadway and construction activities would occur within the street right-of-
way. The biological report (Appendix B of the IS/MND) determined that there was no
sensitive habitat within the proposed project area of the public right-of-way, and that no

~ sensitive habitat would be adversely affected by the construction of the proposed
project.

Comment 27: Checklist item |. Aesthetics - c). Potential Significant Impact Unless
Mitigation Incorporated. Conover Street is a restricted entry, unimproved fire road
providing access to the Angeles National Forest. It is barred by several locked gates. It
is also the route of a proposed natural surface equestrian trail by the Angeles Golf
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Course Condition (25). within the 200 acres required to be dedicated Habitat
Preservation Area. If this section of Conover were to be resurfaced with asphalt or
gravel, this would significantly alter the conditions and specifications required by
conditions set to mitigate the impacts of the golf course from which this project cannot
be considered separately. The 1 MG will be prominently visible on the upslope area
degrading the visual character from the recreational trail and the community of
Riverwood Ranch. The tank appears to be tentatively located near an area near Eby
Canyon that has also been the proposed route of a recreational trail. The view from the
plateau and back to the San Gabriel Mountains would be completely dominated by an
above ground tank. List of requested mitigation included.

Response: The Conover Street/Fire Road would be used for construction and
maintenance of the proposed tank. The condition of the road will be maintained in a
manner suitable for vehicular access and a natural surface equestrian trail. As
discussed in Section 3.0 of the IS/MND on page 3-2, the 1 MG storage tank would be
placed such that impacts to the visual character of the golf course and surrounding

- property would be minimized (i.e., the storage tank would be at least partially buried
belowground, and the aboveground portion would be obscured from view by a
downslope berm and landscaping. In addition, the area surrounding the proposed tank
site would be restored to its natural state through the planting of native grasses, forbs,
bushes, and trees, as appropriate, and any retaining walls or engineered slopes would

be disguised. It is anticipated that such landscaping wouId reduce or avoid any adverse:
visual effects of the proposed storage tank.

Comment 28: Checklist item IV. Biological-Resources - a). The MND does not address
operation of the project even though the water will be used on a golf course and the
Hansen Dam Flood Control Basin directly above an open aquifer of the Tujunga Wash.
The golf course is immediately upstream from the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank (a
designated habitat for the federally listed Santa Ana Sucker). Operation of the golf
course is contingent on well monitoring throughout the life of the installation. While
construction of the pipeline may have no impact, these areas are protected and subject
to 404 regulation. | request that an extension of the comment period and that the lead

agency contact the U.S. Department of Fish and Game regarding the impacts of
operation of the project.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 5 regarding potential impacts to
the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank.

The comment period on the IS/MND was extended a number of times to a total of 175
days to facilitate additional project review and comment. Section 404 of the Clean Water
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Act, administered jointly by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, establishes a program to regulate the discharge of dredged
and fill material into waters of the United States. No discharges of dredged and fill

materials are proposed as part of this project, and, as such, the project is not subject to
Section 404 regulation.

Construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to directly impact
resources under the jurisdiction of (1) the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services (USFWS)
pursuant to the federal Endangered Species Act or (2) the California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG) pursuant to the state Fish and Game Code and/or state Endangered
Species Act. Because there is no anticipated impact on a state or federally listed
Threatened or Endangered species, approval to impact (take) is not required from either
the CDFG and/or USFWS; however CDFG was notified as part of standard LADWP

. practice through filing of the IS/MND with the State Cleannghouse and did not provide
comments on the proposed project.

Comment 29: Che_cklist item IV. Biological Resources — d). Potential .Signiﬁcant impact
Unless Mitigation Incorporated. There are three areas of concern directly impacted by
the proposed construction: 1) Little Tujunga Bridge Crossing is an established wildlife
corridor that supports the frequent migration of deer and other large mammals down to
the fresh water in Hansen Dam. Opinion supported by 2002 EIR for Hansen Dam
Soccer Complex [comment followed by list of requested mitigation]. 2) Proposed staging
area south of Wheatland and I-210 is a breeding and feeding area for Black Tailed
Jackrabbits. Further disturbance of this area could result in significant adverse effects to
wildlife [comment followed by a requested mitigation measure]. 3) Conover Fire Road
and tank construction area may permanently decrease use of the area as a local

movement corridor and habitat area [comment followed by list of requested mitigation,
~ including a request for local removal of Arundo donax].

Response: Wildlife movement/corridor is discussed in detail in the biological technical
memorandum for the proposed project (starting on page 5 of Appendix B of the
IS/MND). Construction of the proposed pipeline would be short-term (lasting
approximately three months) at any one location. Though a few areas adjacent to the
‘proposed project could support wildlife corridors, construction would not interfere
substantially with this movement. As for adding mitigation for habitat restoration to
“remove giant reed, Arundo donax, no construction is proposed within the wash and
therefore, the construction of the proposed project would not spread this plant.

Refer to Response to Comment 26 above regarding the proposed staging area at 1-210
and Wheatland.
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Though construction of the tank would take approximately 12 months to construct, this
is considered a short-term impact. Wildlife in the area of tank construction would use
other corridors temporarily. Following construction, there would be a complete
restoration of habitat disturbed by construction through planting of native grasses, forbs,
bushes, and trees (including native oaks), as appropriate. The operation of the tank is
not expected to create a permanent barrier to wildlife movement or eliminate an
important habitat area (refer to Appendix B of IS/MND).

Comment 30: Checklist item 1V. Biological Resources — e). Potential Significant Impact
Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The area from the intersection of Foothill and Osborne
and the Los Angeles National Golf Course are within the boundaries of the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan, the Condition of Uses and
Mitigation for the Canyons Hills Golf Course, the Rim of the Valley Corridor Proposed
National Park, Hansen Dam Soccer Complex and Master Mitigation-Plan for the Big
- Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Request that an extension of the comment period be
granted to compare the project proposal and determine if any conflicts exist.

Response: The documents mentioned by the commenter have been reviewed and no
conflict exists regarding any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources;
therefore, the proposed project would not result in an impact. Since the original review
period from January 29, 2004 to February 27, 2004, the review period for the document
was extended until July 21, 2004, for a total of 175 days of public review.

Comment 31: Checklist item IV. Biological Resources —f). There are over 370
Conditions for the Canyon Hills Golf Course, including a 200 acre Habitat Preservation
Area dedication to the SMMC. The Conover Fire Road and site of the 1 MG tank are
within this area. There are three areas of concern directly impacted by the proposed
construction: 1) Little Tujunga Bridge Crossing is an established wildlife corridor that
supports the frequent migration of deer and other large mammals down to the fresh
water in Hansen Dam. Opinion supported by 2002 EIR for Hansen Dam Soccer
Complex [comment followed by list of requested mitigation]. 2) Proposed staging area
south of Wheatland and 1-210 is a breeding and feeding area for Black Tailed
Jackrabbits. Further disturbance of this area could result in significant adverse effects to
wildlife [comment followed by a requested mitigation measure). 3) Conover Fire Road
and tank construction area may permanently decrease use of the area as a local
movement corridor and habitat area [comment followed by list of requested mitigation).

Response Refer to Response to Comment 16 above regarding ANGC's proposed
dedication of land to the SMMC.
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Regarding hours of operation, as stated in the IS/IMND, construction activities would
generally be carried out between 7 a.m. and 6 p.m., Mondays to Fridays, and 8 a.m.
and 5 p.m. on Saturdays, in accordance with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance.

Regarding your request for a natural surface recreation trail, your comment is noted and

will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-
makers. '

Comment 34: Checklist item XV. Transportation/Traffic. The proposed project is
partially located within an area that is described by the Environmental Element of the
General Plan (adopted 2001) as a rural/agricultural area worthy of preservation. This is
also reflected in the Sunland-Tujunga Shadow Hills Lake View Terrace Community Plan
which describes the area as predominately zoned RA. There will be substantial impacts
~ to transportation routes whose ingress and egress is via Foothill Boulevard. These
intersections are noted above in the Public Services comment. Foothill is not only a
Major Class Il Highway, it is the ONLY way to reach certain residences located along
the route. Work along Foothill Boulevard will affect residents during the entire period of
construction. | request that special care be given along the route to never block these
critical access points for extended periods of time. | request mitigation for the extreme
inconvenience which will be in both the severity of blocked access and the duration of
time (three years). | request a natural surface recreation trail (including landscaped
buffer between the street and trail) be constructed along the south side of Osborne from
the intersection of Osborne and Glenoaks to the Hansen Dam overlook in Council

District 7 and along the north side of Foothill from the intersection of Osborne Street to
Wheatland Avenue in Council District 2.

Response: Please refer to the response to Comment 33 above.

Comment 35: Checklist item XVI. Utilities and Service Systems — ¢). Potential

- Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated. This is a rural neighborhood with
sufficient open space within the Tujunga Watershed to absorb storm water during all but
the most significant storm events. There are no stormwater drainage facilities provided
along much of the proposed alignment and surrounding vicinity. This includes an
absence of curbs and gutters. The capacity of the Stormwater drainage facilities is
therefore limited to surface facilities and prone to entering private residences and
driveways. Any dewatering during construction will impact as street runoff along the
route before finally draining into the Tujunga Wash. | request that dewatering be

monitored to avoid water running for prolonged distances or into private residences
along the proposed routs.
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Response: As stated in various sections of the IS/MND, if dewatering is neceésary, it
will be carried out in accordance with all applicable requirements, whether that be for

water quality requirements or discharge locations; therefore, dewatering would not be
performed in a manner that causes a significant impact.

Comment 36: Checklist item XVII. Mandatory Findings of Significance — a). Potential
Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. As noted in other sections, the impact areas are
limited to 1) Little Tujunga Creek Crossing, 2) Proposed staging area at Wheatland
south of I-210, and 3) Conover Fire Road and the one acre tank site. While these
locations represent a fraction of the proposed route, they represent disruption of the
only 3 passages from the San Gabriel Mountains of the Angeles National Forest to
Hansen Dam, a permanent water source for large mammals. A one-year disruption of
the Black Tailed Jack Rabbit at site 2) could possibly disrupt breeding and permanently
affect population of that species. Site 3) will be under construction for over a year and is
the location of a Habitat Preservation Area set aside for the benefit of numerous species
and required to be dedicated to the SMMC. All three sites provide a functional wildlife

corridor that would be fragmented during construction. Mitigation should be required
~ [followed by a list of requested mitigation].

Response: Refer to Response to Comment 31 above

Comment 37: Checklist item XVII. Mandatory Findings of Significance — b). Potential
Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporation. There is a substantial number of
projects along the proposed route not undertaken by the LADWP as Lead Agency. The
construction timetables of these projects run concurrently with the timetable for this
project. Generated truck traffic and vehicle traffic associated with construction worker
travel, as well as lane closures could elevate the impacts of concurrent construction
unless coordinated. Projects with already approved EIR’s listed on the State of
California Website that are expected to be funded, bid and started within the time frame
of this project include: Hansen Dam Soccer Complex, Sun Valley Watershed
Management Plan, Hansen Dam Master Plan and EIS, Los Angeles Children’s
Museum, Canyon Hills Golf course Clubhouse construction, and possible reactivation of
the Water Conservation and Supply Feasibility Study — Hansen Dam Draft EIR/EIS.

Response: Section XVII of the ISIMND addresses potential cumulative affects
associated with the combination of the proposed Project and other projects occurring in
the local area. As described therein, two non-LADWP projects have been identified in
close proximity to the proposed alignment. Based on the nature and timing of those
projects, no significant cumulative impacts are expected to occur. The subject section
also discusses the potential for cumulative impacts to occur from other possible
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projects. The proposed project, being primarily a linear infrastructure improvement
project with impacts that will be temporary and transitory in nature, is not expected

to cause impacts that are cumulatively considerable. It should also be noted that certain
policies and procedures such as coordinating construction haul route plans through the
LADOT would help to coordinate the construction traffic activities of multiple projects,

should they occur in proximity to each other, which would serve to mitigate potentially
significant cumulative impacts.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: :

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

- Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c¢. Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



MARGIE BEESON

11416 Oracs Avenue : Cell: 818-694-9266
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Home: 818-896-8390 Fax: 818-896-8310

Charles Holloway
111 North Hope Street Rm 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Holloway.

I am very concerned with the proposed construction of the recycled water pipeline and
the eventual water running through it along Foothill Blvd in Lake View Terrace,

The qprcadmg grounds for this water are the new Angeles Golf Course and the
community has not had time to analyze if this golf course is affecting the water aquifer
below it. Thie water table in this area is very high at times adding further possible
contamination dowrn stream and eventually the water system of the city of Los Ang,eles..

We also have found that a full EIR was not done on this pm;cct but was attached to the

existing EIR of the Angeles Golf Course. Tn the Angeles Golf Course EIR nothing was

- mentioned about the use of recyeled waters and therefore no impact was ascertained as to
the waste waters effect on the environment of this area. A full EIR needs to be done on

the recycled water: pm]m,t Ltsclf :

['am also concerned about the ctfu.,ts to the wildlife in this area. [ do not feel that
sufficient studies have been done on the ‘impact of the mcycled witer on wildlife and

water habltat There are a numiber of questions concerning pharmaccutxcais and other
items that are. stﬂl in the recvc}ed waters,

I ‘would’ hope that techlmi’ogy i‘s with‘ us in these endeavors 1o use recycled water but 1
feel that the use of recycled water above an environmentally sensitive area such as the
Hansen Dam arca are, at this itmc not acceptable by thrs commumty

‘There are many other locations. below Hansen Dam. 1 sug,gcs‘t the Hdnsm Dam Golf
Course itself for a storage tank, There is a large area at the base of the Dam that is not in
use between the Golf C ‘ourse. zmd the thmg Trail which is high mough for your needs.



There is also Lopes Canyon Land Fill which not only has a pumping station but a storage
tank. It was mentioned at the Tujunga Watershed mecting that this was too high a step to
make. I would suggest then to put in a tank half way down to meet your needs.

These two sites would be a cost savings over the proposed site above Angeles Golf
Course. They are also not in an environmentally sensitive area and an aquifer for LA
drinking water.
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October 18, 2005

Ms. Margie Beeson

11416 Orcas Avenue

Lake View Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Ms. Beeson:
- Subject: Responses to Comments on the
Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

- Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative

Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: | am very concerned with the proposed construction of the recycled water
pipeline and the eventual water running through it along Foothill Boulevard in Lake View
Terrace. The spreading grounds for this water are the new Angeles Golf Course and the
community has not had time to analyze if this golf course is affecting the water aquifer

- below it. The water table in this area is very high at times adding further possible
.contamination down stream and eventually the water system of the City of Los Angeles.

Response: The proposed projéct would not directly discharge into any local drainage or
- the groundwater. Water delivered to the two proposed customers for the project, the

Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC),
would be used for irrigation of turf areas only.

ANGC is a state-of-the-art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and provisions
to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as mandated by
the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their Conditional Use
Permit (CUP). For example, Condition 28 requires monitoring of local surface water and
groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course. In
addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course Management Plan” including details
regarding the control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 69 requires
the monitoring and mitigation of water quality and quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds.
Condition 138 says the golf course shall be designed to maximize infiltration and

minimize runoff. And finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course develop and
implement a water quality monitoringprogram.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA K
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Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation at
ANGC will be held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the
lowest area on the site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-
surface drainage system beneath the putting green, tees, and various areas in roughs
and fairways is designed to collect and convey on-site water to the storage lake. The
“water in this lake, which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be

tested and blended with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all water quality
parameters are met.

The HDRA uses Best Management practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation
of the facility. These BMPs are in accordance with guidelines established by the City
Council (File 166080) as required by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to
ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff.

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the groundwater is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90 percent of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals. during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the groundwater from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality in
the aquifer from the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) as the major water supplier

in Los Angeles has a commitment to maintaining the reliability of the City’s potable
water supply which includes water from groundwater sources. As with recycled water,
there are existing monitoring programs that ensure quality of the groundwater is

maintained. All uses of recycled water will be in strict compliance with directives issued
by state and local health agencies.

Comment 2: We also have found that a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was not
done on this project but was attached to the existing EIR of the Los Angeles Golf
Course. In the Angeles Golf Course EIR nothing was mentioned about the use of
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recycled waters and therefore no impact was ascertained as to the wastewaters effect

on the environment of this area. A full EIR needs to be done on the recycled water
project itself.

Response: The proposed project does not rely on the Los Angeles Golf Course EIR for
any part of the environmental review process. The IS/MND for the Hansen Area Water

Recycling Project satisfies the requirements for environmental evaluation under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

CEQA has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact
evaluation and documentation process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is
not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and

prepares an Initial Study (IS). This process evaluates potential adverse project impacts
- — 1o 17 environmental factors. If all- 17 -environmental factors result in-a less-than

significant impact or can be mitigated to less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency
prepares, distributes, and certifies an MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed project
may have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to

15 of the 17 environmental factors for project construction and operation. Two
environmental factors (cultural resources and noise) were identified as factors that could
be significantly impacted due to project construction activities. Mitigation was developed
and agreed to that would reduce the potential impacts to less than significant.

Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared and publicly distributed for review and
comment.

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities will meet all
state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. The State of
California Department of Health Services (DHS) and Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) set forth standards and guidelines for water quality which protect
public health and ensure that water resources are not degraded. As mentioned in
response to Comment 1 above, the proposed project would not directly discharge into
any-local drainage or the groundwater. In addition to legislation, guidelines from the
local agency, construction and operation of the ANGC also includes numerous water
quality measures/conditions that limit the area that would be in contact with the recycled
water (e.g., away from native plant areas), as well as a surface and groundwater
monitoring program that monitors water quality from the golf course.
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Comment 3: | am also concerned about the effects to the wildlife in this area. | do not
feel that sufficient studies have been done on the impact of the recycled water on

wildlife and water habitat. There are a number of questions concerning pharmaceuticals
and other items that are still in the recycled waters.

Response: The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact
on local wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water's quality is regulated by
numerous state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and
procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
groundwater at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
- quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect
excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses Best -
_———ManagemenLP4actlces4BMEs)1o-ensuFeJGGalwatepquahty andJreduee»petentlalm noffi——e e

In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves
numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the
recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas, including known populations of
slender-horned spineflower). Condition 28 requires the monitoring 6f local surface water
and groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course.

- In addition, Condition 49 addresses requirements for the “Golf Course Management
Plan” including control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 138
requires the golf course to be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. And

finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course to develop and |mplement a water quality
monitoring program.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that "... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal

and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on
local wildlife or habitat.
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Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive
full tertiary treatment including filtration for pathogen removal as specified under Title
22. This water would meet all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled
water supplies. DHS and RWQCB set forth standards and guidelines for water quality
which protect public health and ensure that water resources are not degraded. New
information and technologies would be addressed by these enforcement agencies. The
recycled water that would be distributed by the proposed project would meet all the

most current and applicable regulatory standards and requirements through permits
.obtained from the DHS and RWQCB.

- ———In addition, as part-of the City’s detailed-monitoring-of its water-quality,-in-2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including recycled water from
the Donald C. Tillman Water Reclamation Plant which would serve as the recycled

water source for the proposed project. No drug residues were detected in any of the
samples. _

Comment 4: | would hope that technology is with us in these endeavors to use recycled
water but | feel that the use of recycled water above an environmentally sensitive area
such as the Hansen Dam area are, at this time, not acceptable by this community.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 5: There are many other locations below Hansen Dam. | suggest the Hansen
Dam Golf Course itself for a storage tank. There is a large area at the base of the Dam

. thatis not in use between the Golf Course and the Riding Trail which is high enough for
your needs.

Response: The area suggested at the base of Hansen Dam has an approximate
elevation of between 1000 and 1080 feet, and a storage tank at this elevation would not

be able to provide adequate pressure to operate the proposed recycled water delivery
system.

Comment 6: There is also Lopez Canyon Landfill which not only has a pumping station
but a storage tank. It was mentioned at the Tujunga Watershed meeting that this was
too high a step to make. | would suggest then to put a tank half way down to meet your



Ms. Margie Beeson
Page 6
October 18, 2005

needs. These two sites would be a cost savings over the proposed site above Angeies

Golf Course. They are also not in an environmentally sensitive area and an aquifer for
LA drinking water.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of
this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. HDRA and ANGC are physically situated at elevations and locations that can
‘be immediately served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley
Generating Station (VGS) to lift the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic
grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump station at VGS to pump

to the top of LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such
as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were redesigned so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or

pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under CEQA.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: '

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http:/www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Uit Opitley

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEPR:ac
OET=H6

Enclosure
¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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- Environmental Affairs, 218 367 35 <P€

Atin: Charles Holloway, Supervisor of Environmental Assessment
City of Los Angeles

111 North Hope Street Room 1044
Los Angeles, CAQ0012 -

SCH NOT ON FILE
Initial Study/Proposed. Mitigated Negat:ve Declaratcon

HANSEN AREA WATER RECYCL!NG PROJECT WP~038~04
January 2004 :

* PUBLIC REVIEW COMMENT LETTER
' -Dear Mr. Hotioway

O Febmary 11, 2004, 1 met. \mth Mr. Vaientm Amezquzta and and Mr Stevan ot of the Los L
. Angsles Department of Water and Power and toured the: pmposed route of this | project §5 w:sh to:

o K thank them for takmg the. ﬁme o voice. my concerns

. am wntmg ﬂus oomment !etter to revrew those oancems m wrltten form ahd pfovsde more detaﬂ

-.’LACK OF SUFF!C!EN? NOTICE

via Foothill Boulevard; Shauldn’tihese_.resxdents bejgwen an exfendedzpenod o o
S 'comment’? ' . e : |

G . Their ¢ mmunaty is dsfécﬂy ad;acentto the propésed 1Miliion gallan tank. Why E
- werent. they mentioned in the Project Location? s



&

Conover Fire Road and the 1 Miilion Gallon Recycled water tank are located within a
pending dedication as a Habitat Preserve Area which will be deeded to the Santa Monica
Mountains Conservancy (SMMC). The SMMC was not ricted as a state agency having an
interest in the proposed project

GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION

: 'effectwe February 8 2004,

The project construction will cross a wildlife corridor at the Little Tu;unga Wash. This area
is designated as. Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA's) by the County of Los Angeles, This
was confirmed with infarmation from the website of the Wetlands Recovery Project. The area

© isdesignated as a rural/agricultutal area ‘worthy- of preservation m the Environmental Element

of the Los Angeles General Plan.

‘ZON!NG'

The San. GabneWe_rdugo Mountams Scemc Preservatlon Speclfic Plan affects the pmject
from the- intersection of Foothilt and Osborne t0.the 1 million gallon (MG) taink focation.
Foothill Boulevard s.deslgnated as a:Scenic Highway Cortidor in the Plan. The: proposed

staging location south of the 210 freeway at the Wheatiand oﬁramp is dessgnated as the Vista
Point.

The lead égency was the Cny of. Los Angeles Bepartment of City Planning.

See CPC2000- - 13578P Ordi ance 175736 was. adopied December 19, 2003 and became'

 with CEQA uﬁder State C!eanng' House Number 9{ 95051004

DESGRIPT!ON OF PRQJECT

The Angeles National -Golf Cnurse is a;pnvate*y owr_zed_ facdlty jocated if

- Angeles
. andhashad

notin the Cormunity of Lak

WWW. SunValieyWatershed,org




SURROUNDING LAND USES AND SETTING

| disagree that the entire proposed project is located within an urbanized area in the City of Los
Angeles. The Environmentat Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan designates this
area as a rural/agricultural. It could also be described as being in the urban/wildiand interface.

The report failed to note that many streets in this area "dead-end” into the Angeles National
Forest, San Gabriel Mountains or are “paper streets” that cross Little Tujunga Wash, Lopez
Ganyon Flood Control Channel (Concrete Lined), Hansen Dam Flood Controf Basin or the 210
Freeway. Foothill Boulevard provides the ONLY ingress and egress to these communities.

The following facilities are also within % mile of the 6-mile alignment: Maclay Middle School
{bordered on one side by G!enoaks Bivad), .one private school (Delphi Academy)-- Corner of

Foothill and Brainard— and two elementary schools; Fenton Charter School and Brainard
Elementary School.

Also wﬁhm the % mile impact area are’ treatment facﬁmes mcludmg 2 other samtanums located |
~nearthe mtersect:on of Kagel Canyon and. ‘Eldridge plus the former Pacoima Memiorial Hospital

which is now Phoenix-House, a major drug treatment facilrty atthe oomer of Eldridge and Terra
Bella:Streets in Lake View Terrace



COMMENTS AND CONCERNS OF ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

I, AESTHETICS
Would the project
a} Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Potentially Sigmfcant tmpact. In1.6.1Pi _:_)_g_me Construction of the MND, the possible
‘off-site staging area suggested for the projéct to store * supphes and materials ¥ is “South

_ of Inferstate 210 at Wheatland avenue: a!ong the north side of the Tujuriga Wash” .
‘Wheatland South of the 210 Freeway This -is the location of the *Vista Point’ shown on
,the Deeember 2(203 Map No 1 and Sectlon' vand Part D (Vista om ' and Stagmg Areas}

‘boundary ofthe ng T ujinga Wash Mm ation Rank is atthi s‘l cat
-an alternate Iocatuon be chosen

b) Suhstanhal!y damage s‘ _emc rwources, mcludmg hut nc" 'mited to, trees, rock

- - While the pipelme .may be buneﬁ:underground ‘the effects of a_.ma;sr construcﬁon project
’on habﬁat ciose to the roadway may be affected by the constructlen operations S :

Requested mzttgatlon_ e

by canstruction.

c} Subsianttaliy‘ degrade the ex;sting visua! character or. quaiuty of the sii‘e and nts

be éﬁns;dered-i_'separately o

f 'The 1 msiison gallon {1 MG) tank \mil be pr inie sntly visible on the: upslope area degfadmg
the vssuat character from the Recreational Traii and commumty of Rwenmod Ranch,



”»

The tank appears 1o be tentatively located in an area near Eby Canyon that has also
been the proposed route of a recreational trail. The view from the plateau and back to
the San Gabriel Mountains would be completely dominated by an above ground tank.

Requested mitigation:

Complete underground instailation of tank

Complete restoration of the habitat disturbed by construction of the tank including
drainage benches above and below the proposed storage tank site (Pg3-54 XVi ¢)

s -Compilete restoration of the habitat disturbed by any staging areas

. “No asphalt or gravel used on the route known as Conover Street

. No Concrete channelization of Eby Canyon from the tank site to the Tu;unga Wash
. ‘Retention or replacement of specimen native plants.

IV BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

. ‘onany species identified as a

- or regional plans; policies or regulations r-byfthe California Dépamnent.of Fish
‘and Game or U.S. Fish and Wi!dlife Service? .

-~ of the Tujunga Wash. The golf course is immediately. upst {:C
. Mitig'ation Bank ( a desngnated habitat for the federauy

“Would the project

a) Have a substantial ad#erse ':effect' eith oF d‘rectly or: thmugh h bftat modlﬁcations
itive; or special s :

} The MND does not. address operahon of the pro;ect even though the water wm be used on

a golf course and in the Hansen Dam Flood Control Basin drrecﬁy above the open aquifer

g Tujunga Wash
,ed Santa_:_Ana Sucker Operatlon .

sub;ecz to 404 reguiatson Gther sources rewewed mciude the S

5 ;Mountams and Foothill Assessment {Staphenson and Calcarone * 999)

By request an extensxon of the comment penad and that the lead agency contact !he U S

.aﬁected by coﬁstfﬁcﬁon



2) Proposed Staging area south of Wheatland and Interstate 210 Freeway
This is a breeding and feeding area for Black Tailed Jackrabbits. Disturbance of this area
by a staging area could result in significant adverse effects to wildlife within this project
staging area and immediate vicinity.
This Potentially Significant impact could be avoided by choostng an alternate staging area
-and noting that staging or parking of any kind in this area is prohibited at the Wheatland
offramp.
Mitigation Requested
» The Osbomne offramp be designated as the preferred construction transportation
route and Suniand Boulevard offramp be designated as an alternate. Noteto
contractors that staging or parking of any kind is prohibited at the Wheatland offramp .

3) Conover Fire Road and Tank construction area
The development of the tank iocat:on and 12 month construction cycle may permanently
decrease use of the area as a‘local movement oamdor and habstat area Thts isan-
established portion "f'temtory ! _ _ See: © :
list.of Observed Species. - Th area is currently spafse!y pepulated and an mpact,wou!d
mostly résult from the sncreased noise and human preserice during ¢o
plateau above the T ujunga Wash prowdes grazing for prey. amma%s and- huntmg areas for
- predators mcluding 4 large popuzaﬂon of faptOfs

~ Requested Mitigation
- lrequest: that the: tank be installed underground
' | request that th' ltat dssturbed by canstruction be restored with natwe forbs and

- and: 96—0286 Gl f’CfCU &VAC Condltxons

.« The San- GabneWerdugo Mountains Scenic Presewatlon Spemﬁc Pian Sectlen 8
‘Ordinance 175736 effective February 8, 2004.



-Rim of the Valiey Corridor Proposed National Park and Rim of the Vailey Trail
Network Lead Agency City of Los Angeles Department of Engineering and
Depariment of Recreation and Parks,

- Mitigation Required for Hansen Dam Soccer Complex SCH 2002021137 February 2002
- Master Mitigation Plan for the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank Lead Agency
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works- Quarterly Water Quality
Monitoring Reports and interested parties.

I request that an extension of the comment period be granted to compare the project
proposal and determine if any conﬁtcts exist.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habimt Conservation: Plan, Natyral
‘Community Conservation Plan or other appmved iocal, regional or state habntat
conservatlon plan? : .

- There are over 370 Conditions for the Canyon Hills Golf. Cou rse in
~ and ’coniained in 95-0286 mcludmg 2200 acre Habitat Preserva \rex: ‘ ‘
- dedication 1o the Santa Monica Mountains. Consewancy The Conover Fxre Roaﬁ and

- site of the 1 Mmmn Gaﬂon Tank are wﬁhm this area. o

There are three areas of concem direct!y lmpacted by the propcsed constructxon
- 1y Little Tujunga. Creek Crossing.(‘ nlined natural channel) . :

This is an established wildiife carridor that supports 1 the frequent l’se'by dee" and othef
‘ iarge mammais down to.the fresh water in 'ansen Dam T- i ‘




2) Proposed Staging area south of Wheatland and Interstate 210 Freeway
This is a breading and feeding area for Black Tailed Jackrabbits. Disturbance of this area
by a staging area could result in significant adverse effects {o wildlife within thig project
staging area and immediate vicinity.
- This Potentially Significant impact could be avoided by choosmg an alternate staging area

and noting that staging or parking of any kind in this area is prohibited at the Wheatiand
offramp. :

Mitigation Requested

+ The Osborne offramp be designated as the preferred construction transportation
route and Sunland Boulevard offramp be designated as an alternate. Note to
contractors that staging or'parking of any kind is prohibited at the Wheat_iand offramp .

L3 Concver Fire Road and Tank construction area ,
The deveiopment of the tank loc_:atlon and 12 month constxfuct:on cyc%e may pemanentiy

' ;;-Tujunga Wash prowdes gramg for prey amma!s and. hun_ng.,;areas‘ for predatnrs mcludmg
“a large population of raptors ' ‘

- “Requested Mitigation -

e _Frequestthat the tank: bemstailed '

A I ¢ requestmatthe

. grasses, bushes.

- fareas due..:to ;excavatlon
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XK. LAND USE AND PLANNING-- WOULD THE PROJECT;

b) Confiict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency

with jurisdiction over the project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigation
an environmental effect?

The proposed project is partially located {from the intersection of Osbomne and Foothill
Boulevard) within an area that is described by the Environmental Element of the City of
Los Anggeles General Plan (adopted in 2001) as a ruralfagricultural area worthy of
preservation. This'is also reflected in the Sunland-Tujunga Shadow Hilis Lake View
Terrace Commumty Plan which describes this as an area predominently zoned RA, RE
and A. The area is contains a. special Use ‘K" district overiay

There are over 370 Conditions: for the Canyon Hills Golf Course in EIR SCH.
1985051004 and contained in 95:0286 including a 200 acre Habitat Preservation Area

dedication to the Santa: Monica Mountains Conservancy. The Conover Fire Raad and
site of the 1 Million Gallon Tank are wnthm this area:

The San. GabnelNerdugo Mountams Scemc Preservation Specxﬁc Plan. Sectlcn 8
Ordinance 175736 effective February 8,2004.

-Rim af ﬂwe Vaney Comdor Pro osed Natxonal Park and Rim of the Valley Trasl
Network Lead. Agency City of-Los Angeles Depariment of Engmeermg and
Department of Recreation and Parks '

- 1 request that ¢ an extension of the comment penod be granted to compare the pro;e@t
~ proposal. and determme if any conflicts exist.

¢} Conﬂict wzth any app!scabie hab:&ut conservation plan or natural commumty
conservation plan?

Ses above comment and request.

o intersectxens and goverhment faciliies that have no other aceéss anﬁ wsﬁ possebly be
isolated dunng constructton that should be noted are

- MTA Yard Corner of Eranferd and Gienoaks
Entrance to Hansen D_am Gair‘

urse- Montague and Giencsaks

Homes located beyond i intersection of G adstone and Fooths!i
Access to-Little Tujunga Canyon, Kagei Canyon, and Middie Ranch. Gsmmunmas and Homes

and Angeles National Forest accessed at the intersection of Osbormne and Foothill

Homes located beyorid intersection of Clybourn and Foothilt



¢ Valley View Vauiters, Worldwide Exotics Nursery and the Hansen Dam Equestrian Center
located south of Orcas Avenue and Foothill

Homes located south beyond the intersection of Christy Avenue and Foothill Boulevard

Homes located on Palomine Ct north of Foothill Boulevard

Mini Mall entrance focated on Wheatland between Foothili Boulevard and the 210 Freeway

Homes, Flood Control Debris Basin and Fire Road located north of the intersection of Esko

Ave and Foothil] Blvd

Homes and Flood Control Debris Basin located in Oliver Canyon north of Foothill Blvd

e Homes andAll Nat:ons Church located at Foothill Place and Foothill Blvd '

% & & &

L]

| request that special care be given along the route 1o never block these critical access
‘points for extended periods of time. Access to’ these areas will be severely limited during
the three year construction period and those suﬁenng the impacts will receive no benefit
or mcreased servwes from the pmject unless there is mmgatson

{ request that the affected residents be notrf ed by phone or fax atleast 48 hours- prior to
construction and: dates: and tnmes of eonstruct«on and the dufation in hours when dcoess
will be mﬁerrupted :

'k request mstxgatlon for the extreme mconvem'ence whtch wsu be in both the seventy of
blocked accéss and the duration of time {th years) t request a natural surface
recreatlonal tra;l (mcludmg a landscaped buﬁer between the street and the traxl) be

: A Council District #7° and aiong the nor
. side.of Footmi! frcm ths mtersectaon cf Osbeme Street o Wheaﬁand Averugi m Councﬂ
Destnct #2 :

~ Limint |

XV TRAN$PORTATION!TRAFF§Q

The prop;ssed:
;Boule\eard) within’ an s

: oonstruction anci dates. aﬂdv-- mes o construction and the duratlon m haurs when access wsﬁ
be interrupted. o '

}‘.,, : y" nd fecreatmnat ,
_ cl ! éet and the traii} b constru ted along the
south. side of Osbome Street from the mtersechon of Oshorne and Glenhosks 1o the Hansen
Dam Overlsok in Council District #7 and along the north side of Foothill ffem the intersection
of Osborne Street to Wheatland Avente in Gauncrl District #2.



XVL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

¢} Require or resuit in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmenta! effects?
Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporation. This is a rural neighborhood
with sufficient open space within the Tujunga Watershed to absorb storm water during all
but the most significant storm events. There are no stormwater drainage facilities
provided along much of the proposed alignment and surrounding vicinity. This includes an
absence of curbs and gutters. The capacity of the stormwater drainage facifities is

- therefore limited to sutface facilities and prone to entering private residences and

driveways. Any dewatenng during construction wilt impact as street runoff along the
route before finally drammg into the Tujunga Wash

| request that dewatenng be monitored to avolid water- runnmg for prolongeci dlstances or
into private res:dences along the proposed route.

xvn MANDITORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE _ '

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quahty of the envrrcnment
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife. species, cause a. fishor wiidﬁfe

. population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to- etimmate a plant or animat

- community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 4 rare or endangered plant or

- animal or eliminate important examples of the major perxods of California history or pre
history? _

1 requeét that the hal
grasses bushes 4

b reques’t th' fiG CORG orf channels be mstaued in: the Hab:tat Préeserve
Area. - -Conditions’ CR-97-0489 CPC's 9&0243 CUand 98-0241 CUB Angeles :
Na’taonai Goif Course-

« | request thatthe, retammg walls-and engineered siopes {deseribed in sectton Vi
GEOLOGY AND SOILS- iv. - Landslides) be entirely dtsguised to minimize the impact

. of their construction-and the operation.of the tank facility.

« | request that Conover Fire Road be resurfaced with decomposed granite or crusher
fine limestone in conformance with trail construction standards acceptabie to the




Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy and the focal Council District #2 Planning
Office.

* | requestihat a minimum nurmber of 24" box trees (Native species recommended by
Santa Manica Mountains Conservancy) be planted at 25 foot intervals along Conover
Strest route from Foothill boulevard to the tank site and in Eby Canyon.

o | request follow up plan and habitat restoration to remove Arundo donax (Glant Reed,

and Ricinus communis(Castor bean) which may be spread and established in new
areas due o excavation. :

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulaﬁvely
considerable?
Potent:alty Slgmf' cant Impact Unless fémgaﬂan lncorporahon

There are a substantial number of projects a!ong the proposed route not undertaken by the

LADWP as Lead agency. The construction timatables of these projects run concurrenﬂy with the

time table for this: project. Generated truck traffic and vehicular traffic associated with.

construction worker travel; as weH as. !ane closures could elevate the impacts of ooncurrent
_construction unless coordir

- Projects with already appros jfE!R s listed-on the: State of Gahfomsa Webszte that are expec:ted
o be funded bld and started wsthm the time frame- of thxs pro;ect mciude

-.'-Hansen D h:Socear. Com lex Pha ' il City of Los Angeies Deparfment of Recreatzon and
Parks. SCH 20020211 37 February 2002

_ ,Sun Valle Watershed Man "ement P}an Ceunty of Los Angeles Department of Pubhc Wnrks '
SCH 200211 1051 October 2003 ’

, Hansen Dam Mastr Pian_ and Env:ronmentai Sm act, Statement' LACDA . CA Corps of Engmeers
'Los Angeles District ‘ ' ' '

Vanous mmgat:on mamtananoe and oonstructlon

N 'Los Angeles Chxtdren s Museum Gity of Los Angeles Bufeau of Engmeermg
SCH 20000041091 Apm 19 2&00

yon Hills Golf "-'ourse Ciubhouse mnstruchon Ange!es Naaonal Getf Ck:b
- 8CH 1995(}51 004 _ _

'_Signed iy /
Mary§ Benscm o
f 11076 Sheidon Street

__Member of the East Val ey | Cﬁahﬁon




FEBRUARY 11 2004
10AM TO 3:30PM

TOUR began at 11070 SHELDON ST

1. COMMENT - ENGINEERING

LOCATION OF TERMINUS OF RECYCLING WATER
TUJUNGAWASH & GLENOAKS

NORTH SIDE OF TUJUNGA WASH

2. COMMENT — TRAFFIC
LOCATION OF MTAYARD
BRANFORD AND GLENOAKS

3. COMMENT - TRAFFIC & ENGINEERING
'NO SHOULDER & SOIL STABILITY :
OSBORNE & GLENOAKS

4. COMMENT MITIGATION REQUEST
- RECYCLED WATER FOR TOILETS

PROPERTY OWNER ARMY.CORPS OF ENGINEERS o
- OSBORNE HANSEN DAM OVERLOOK

'5 “COMMENT ~ ALTERNATE STAGING AREA
HANSEN DAM FLOOD CONTROL BASIN
QSBORNE HANSEN DAM OVERLOOK

6. COMMENT — TRAFF[C & ENG?NEERING . .
- JACKING FOR LOPEZ CANYON: CHANNEL (CONCRE‘FE LINED)
- LOPEZ CHANNEL & FOOTHILL

T COMMENT CUMULA‘NE EFFECTS

LOPEZ CHANNEL &FC TH!LL

- -'8 COMMENT: mA"': poRTATsON

STONEHUR$T& FOOTHiLL B

: 10 COMMENT BiOLOGiCA{. RES@URCES
- BLACK WALNUT TREES

HANSEN DAM SPORTS COMPLE}(
FOOTHILL BLVD.



11. COMMENT ~ STAGING AREA
HANSEN DAM SPORTS COMPLEX

12. COMMENT ~ CUMULATIVE EFFECTS
HANSEN DAM SOCCER COMPLEX
PHASE It

FOOTHILL BLVD

13, POTENTIAL CUSTOMERS (OPTIONAL)
LOPEZ LANDFiLL GLEN HAVEN & SHALOM MORTURARIES

14, COMMENT ~ BIOLOGICAL& ENGiNEERfNG

. 'DISRUPTION OF WILDLIFE: CORRIDOR :

' ,--CROSSING UTTLE TUJUNGAWASH (ynlined natural dralnage)
LITTLE TUJUNGA WASH CR@SSiNG (Soccer EIR SCH 200211 37)

CLYBOURN & FOOTH%LL ' _ ,

15 COMMENT TRANSPORTATION}TRAFFIC . '
' IN:OF NUMEROUS: LOCATiONS of Pubhc Facrlmes WlTHIN % Mi RAEIUS
SCE POWER A\SEMENT
- DELPHLACADEMY
-‘MACLAY MIDDLE SCHOOL - .
" FENTON AVE CHARTER SCHOOL
" PHOENIX HOUSE - (DRUG TREATMENT- CENTER) Eldndge&Kage!
{TA o ,dndge&Kagel
-,.VALLEYV?EW AULTERS
R {Lanterman Funding) RECREATIONAL THERAPY Grcas& Foothxii
© ' HANSEN DAM EQUESTRIAN. CENTER
' ALL !’#ATIONS CHURCH :

. _16 CGMME&T MlTlGAT!ON REQUEST

CPC's 95~0243 Cy.
960241 CUB '
Aréa east'of Foothill Blvd and Cenover mbersectm !S a pending Hab;tat Preservatmn Arsa.
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- California Home

OPR  Los Angeles Children’s Museum - Hansen Dam Site

 Thursday, Janudry 30, 2003

~ Los _psu&?o Qannz.u.a 3:«33 xm.,awa cna m#w

SO Mumber: 2000041091
. Typs: Neg
Froject Description

This report considers the potential environmentat wa.nz of »_; peoposad Los ?@«.& 022.8_@ Mussurm S_Sw%: The o:g.a 2523 KS%&&!» u acsve,& shes’ 3§ nzu site is
s of six. Individual sovirorimental docusments are being prepared snd circuiated torsach sie. The proposed project entiis relocation: dad expansion:of the @dsiing Los Angeltas Childrans’ zamoca )
from downtown Los Angeles. Projectimplementation would involve the consiruction and cperation of 8 proposed 2-atory; 60,000 8:&?&2 chilgrons 398:3 vmaaan _5%826 o:u AR

. sppurtenances, The project will banef youth and famiios of the City- 2&32.38 R.v.ﬁ_%.nma :&xﬁ&&a:%:a%% 8.& . .

" Project Laad Agency
_ Los Angeies Bursau of Enpinesring

Gontact Information

Privary Contect:

Neti Druckar

City of Loz Angeles, Bursau of Enginsering
233784718045 )

Los Angeles
CA, #0014

Projuct Location

County:. Log Angelas

MMW Bun Valley, Lake View Terracs, Los Angeles, City of
o

‘Cross Sireste:  Osborne, Fooihill, Stoneturst

Parcet Ne: 2528-002, 2528-001-001

Townshiy,

Rangs:

Bection:

Base:
Other Location Info;

Proxinlly To

Highweys: 210

Alrposts: Whitemao

Railweys: SPRR

Waterways: Hangan Dam Lake / Recsation Center

Sehdels: Fanton Avenue Elementary Schoof .
Land Usa: The sita is 20n0d CR, lmited commercial. The projact Is consiglent with, and atlowable under, cusrent Toning.

Devstopment Type
Recreational

Page 1 of 2
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
- DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

o lraft 2
Program En!if”l{éifon’_'faé_é_‘entai !mpact Re

- 'f«HN.202‘11‘1,‘1 | |

MWH
301 North Lake Avenue, Suite 800
 Pasadena, Califormia 81101



DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT/INITIAL STUDY

Hansen Dam Soccer Complex

| C:ty of Los Angeles
Department of Recreation and Parks
s 200 North Main Street, Room 709, CHE
| Los :Ange!es, CA 9001 2

: ‘Contact:
: Dawd Attaway
Enwronmentaf Supervisor
- (21 3) 485—61 78

' : Paw Davzs .
Env;rorsmenta! Speeiaisst
o (213) 84?~9247

R Prepared wﬂh the asszstance of

The P!annmg Cerrter
1580 Metro Drive
Cesta Mesa, CA 92626






Department of Water and Power (4 the City of Los Azm.@ﬂ@g

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA . RONALD E DEATON, General Manager
Mayor .

October 18, 2005

Ms. Mary Benson
11070 Sheldon Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352

Dear Ms. Benson:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negafive
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
~ to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: On February 11,2004, | mét with Mr. Vaiéhfih'Amezquita and Mr. Steven
Ott of the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) and toured the

proposed route of this project. | wish to thank them for taking the time to voice my
concerns.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be mcorporated into the final MND for:
review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 2: | could not find this project listed on the CEQA website database. The
comment period is due to expire Friday, and | expected a project of this magnitude to be
listed here. Does the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) have
another EIR with a different project name in the CEQA database?

Response: The proposed project does not have another EIR with a different project
name. On February 26, 2004, after receiving your letter, we contacted the State Office
of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse, to address your concern that the
project was not listed on the CEQA website data. State Clearinghouse staff indicated
that they had received the IS/MND, had logged it in on January 28, 2004, and given it a
‘State Clearinghouse Number 2004011129. Staff at the State Clearinghouse did not

“know why the database did not show the project as it was in their system. LADWP has
since tried the CEQA website and found the 1S/MND listed.

- Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA LK
Recyciable and made from recydled wasts. ‘%&



Ms. Mary Benson
Page 2 '
October 18, 2005

Comment 3: | asked Mr. Amezquita about notices mailed to residences along Foothill
Boulevard in Lake View Terrace. | specifically asked, because many homes with
hundreds of feet of frontage along this street actually have addresses on cross street. |
noted one address with over 100 feet of frontage along Foothill: 11295 Orcas Avenue,
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342. He told me it was not on the notification list, but assured
me he would send one to this address. This is the home of the Valley View Vaulters, a
recreational therapy venue for handicapped and home-schooled children whose only
access is via Foothill Boulevard. There are dozens of residences whose only access is

via Foothill Boulevard. Shouldn't these residents be given an extended period to
comment?

Response: LADWP followed the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) noticing
requirements, per the CEQA Guidelines, as they pertained to distribution of an IS/MND.
As stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 15072(b), the lead agency shall mail a notice to
all organizations and individuals who have previously requested such a notice in writing
and shall also give notice by at least one of the following methods: 1) publication in a

" newspaper of general circulation in the area affected; 2) posting of notice on and off site
in the area; or, 3) direct mailing to the owners and occupants of contiguous property.
LADWP submitted a notice of intent for the proposed project to both Los Angeles
County Clerk and Los Angeles City Clerk on January 29, 2004. LADWP also published
the notice in the Los Angeles Times on Thursday, January 29, 2004. In addition to
sending notices to responsible agencies, LADWP, as is standard practice, sent notices
to occupants whose address was along the proposed project alignment. As promised, a
notice was subsequently mailed to 11295 Orcas Avenue. Since your meeting with Mr.

Amezquita, the review period for the document was extended until July 21, 2004, for a
total of 175 days of public review. '

Regarding access for residences along Foothill Boulevard, it is LADWP standard

construction practice to maintain egress and ingress at all times for residences and
emergency response vehicles. ‘

Comment 4: There is an entire community in the unincorporated area of the County of
Los Angeles that was not notified. This is the Community of Riverwood Ranch. This is
important because they are the next-door neighbors whose lots directly abut property
owned by the Angeles National Golf Club. Their community is directly adjacent to the
proposed 1 million gallon tank. Why weren’t they mentioned in the Project location?

Response: The project location lists those communities adjacent to the proposed

project as identified in the appropriate City of Los Angles Community Plan. On March 3,
2004, LADWP staff met with residents of Riverwood Ranch to discuss the project.



Ms. Mary Benson
Page 3
October 18, 2005

Comment 5: Conover Fire Road and the 1 million gallon recycled water fank are
located within a pending dedication as a Habitat Preserve Area which will be deeded to

the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC). The SMMC was not noted as a
state agency having an interest in the proposed project.

Response: Although the location of the storage tank has been proposed within an area
slated to be offered to the SMMC for future dedication by the Angeles National Golf
Club (ANGC), the location of the tank would not confiict with the proposed habitat
preserve dedication. Prior to the dedication of land to the SMMC, the ANGC is expected
to dedicate easements for necessary roads and utilities in the area. The proposed tank
site would be dedicated by the ANGC to LADWP under a utility easement as part of this
process. This dedication would not interfere with or affect ANGC’s ability to meet their

obligations to the City of Los Angeles or the SMMC as specified in their Conditional Use
Permit. '

Comment 6: The project construction will cross a wildlife corridor at the Little Tujunga
Wash. This area is designated as Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) by the County
of Los Angeles. This was confirmed with information from the website of the Wetlands
Recovery Project. These are designated as a rural/agricultural area worthy of
preservation in the Environmental Element of the Los Angeles General Plan.

Response: The portion of the project that crosses the Tujunga Wash, Significant
Ecological Area (SEA) 24 designated by the County of Los Angeles, is along Glenoaks
Boulevard. (The County of Los Angeles has no known designation of “Environmentally
Sensitive Areas.”) The pipeline will be mounted to the underside of the existing bridge
- on Glenoaks Boulevard over-the Tujunga Wash, and thus, it would not impact the wash
or SEA. As addressed in detail in Section IV and Appendix B of the IS/MND, SEAs, and
specifically SEA 24, were addressed and no significant impact is anticipated to occur
because of the proposed project. There is no Environmental Element of the Los
Angeles General Plan. There is however a Conservation Element, which encourages
the retention of parcels for agricultural and low density land use and zoning, as well
equine areas. The Conservation Element does not designate any proposed project area
as rural/agricultural worthy of preservation. As stated throughout the IS/IMND, the
existing zoning and land use (as shown in the Arleta-Pacoima and Sunland-Tujunga-
Lake View Terrace-Shadow Hills-East La Tuna Canyon Community Plans) along the
proposed project alignment is industrial (e.g., LADWP Valley Generating Station [VGS])),
open space (e.g., Hansen Dam Recreation Area), commercial, residential, and public
facilities. No areas adjacent to the proposed project were designated as

rural/agricultural. The project as proposed would occur in public rights-of-way and would
not change or impact any existing zoning or land use.
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Comment 7: The San Gabriel/\Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan
affects the project from the intersection of Foothill and Osborne to the 1 million gallon
(MG) tank location. Foothill Boulevard is designated as-a Scenic Highway Corridor in

the Plan. The proposed staging location south of the 210 freeway at the Wheatland off
ramp is designated as the Vista Point.

Response: The IS/MND has been revised to include a discussion of the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan (Specific Plan), which
went into effect on February 8, 2004. The Specific Plan sets forth provisions for
Prominent Ridgeline and Scenic Highway Corridor protection. The proposed water tank
would not be in violation of any of the provisions of the Specific Plan. The proposed '
location of the tank along the Conover Fire Road is not within a designated Prominent
Ridgeline or within an area 60 vertical feet from a Prominent Ridgeline. The linear
portion of the proposed project would follow portions of Foothill Boulevard designated
-as a Scenic Highway Corridor, but there are no provisions in the Specific Plan that
prohibit construction or operation of infrastructure within the scenic corridor. Also, there
would be no visual impacts of the storage tank from the scenic corridor as the corridor
- area provisions extend 500 feet on either side of the centerline of the roadway of each

of the Scenic Highways and the proposed tank would be approximately 0.5 miles from
Foothill Boulevard.

In addition, though designated. as a future vista point, the Specific Plan does not
preclude temporary construction activities from occurring at the 1-210/Wheatland off
ramp. However, LADWP will not utilize the 1-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As
you suggested in the field, an alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed
I-210/Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the
Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for
tree storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the 1-210/Wheatland site. If
this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close proximity to
‘the proposed project alignment but not the 1-210/Wheatland site.

Comment 8: The area east of Footh_ill Boulevard and Conover intersection is pending
dedication as a Habitat Preservation Area. The 1 MG tank location is within this area.

Response: Please refer to Response for Comment 5 above.

- Comment 9: The Angeles National Golf Course is a privately owned facility located in

the Tujunga Valley, in the community of Sunland and not in the community of Lake View
Terrace in the eastern San Fernando Valley. '
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Response: The IS/MND does not specifically call out the exact community in which the
golf course is located. The environmental documents for the golf course indicate that
the proposed project, located at 9401 Foothill Boulevard, is in the Sunland-Tujunga-
Lake View Terrace-Shadow Hills District Plan, which corresponds to the community
planning area assumed in the IS/MND. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated
into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 10: The LADWP VGS site is also the location of another project using
recycled stormwater runoff. Future benefits and uses derived by implementation of this
project may be duplications of benefits and uses cited by this plan. The project is known
as the Sun Valley Watershed Management Plan. This plan has been in development for
over 5 years and has monthly stakeholder meetings open to the public from inception.

Response: The County is looking at collecting stormwater runoff from several
properties, one of which is the LA DWP VGS site. Under the Sun Valley Watershed
Management Plan, any stormwater runoff collected would be used for: 1) infiltration for
groundwater recharge; 2) reuse for gravel washing at the Vulcan Gravel Processing
Plant; and 3) reuse for irrigation of landscaped areas at various locations. The Hansen
Area Water Recycling Project is proposing to use tertiary treated recycled water from
the Donald C. Tillman Water Reclamation Plant, not stormwater, for irrigation. Like
stormwater runoff, recycled water use is regulated by the Regional Water Quality
Control Board. However, recycled water must meet more stringent water quality
requirements (e.g., Title 22 requirements) for use at the Hansen Dam Recreation Area

and Angeles National Golf Club. Therefore, the proposed project and the County project
are not duplicative of each other.

Comment 11: | disagree that the entire proposed project is located within an urbanized
area in the City of Los Angeles. The Environmental Element of the City of Los Angeles

General Plan designates this area as a rural/agricultural. It could be described as being
in the urban/wildland interface.

-Respbnse: Please refer to Response for Comment 6 above.

Comment 12: The report fails to note that many streets in this area “dead-in” into the
Angeles National Forest, San Gabriel Mountains or are “paper streets” that cross Little
Tujunga Wash, Lopez Canyon Flood Channel (concrete lined), Hansen Dam Flood

Control Basin or the 210 Freeway. Foothill Boulevard provides the ONLY ingress and
egress to these communities.
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Response: Prior to construction, LADWP would submit traffic control plans for approval
to the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) to ensure that traffic
impacts, including impacts to public transportation routes such as “dead end” streets,
are kept to a minimum. LADWP would comply with any requirements specified by
LADOT. In Section 1.0 of the IS/MND, under Subsection 1.6 Construction Methods,
starting on page 1-5, traffic control plans would be prepared in coordination with LADOT
in order to maintain acceptable levels of service, traffic safety, and emergency access
for the site vicinity during construction. As discussed in Section 3.0 of the IS/MND,
under XV Transportation/Traffic, starting on page 3-48, for a temporary period during
construction (approximately 3 months at one location), there would be minor alterations
to the current traffic patterns. The pipeline would be installed in sections no longer than
500 feet (approximately the length of a short street block), within an approximately '
1,200-foot work zone (up to a maximum of about 2,000 feet). After the installation of
pipe within the work zone, the open trench in the street would be backfilled, paved, and
returned to normal operation. Also, during construction activities, it is LADWP standard

construction practice to maintain egress and ingress at all times for residences and
emergency response vehicles.

Comment 13: The following facilities are located within a half-mile of the 6-mile
alignment: Maclay Middle School, one private school (Delphi Academy) and two
elementary schools (Fenton Charter School and Brainard Elementary School).

Response: The IS/MND notes the presence of several existing and proposed schools
(please see page 2-2 and 3-26 of IS/MND), and the Maclay Middle School is specifically
called out on page 3-56. The IS/IMND has been revised to include the other schools '
located within one-quarter of a mile as addressed in the CEQA IS Checklist. The
IS/MND does indicate in the impacts section that schools were considered in the
analysis, but that construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to
have an adverse effect on these facilities, since construction activities and operation

would not create long-term air, hazards, noise or traffic impacts. The addition of these
schools does not change that determination.

Comment 14: Also within a one-haif-mile impact area are treatment facilities including
two sanitariums located near the intersection of Kagel Canyon and Eldridge plus the
former Pacoima Memorial Hospital which is now Phoenix House, a major drug
treatment facility at the corner of Eldridge and Terra Bella Streets in Lake View Terrace.

Response: The two sanitariums located near the intersection of Kagel Canyon and
Eldridge are within the half-mile area of potential affect; whereas the Phoenix House at
the corner of Eldridge and Terra Bella would be further than a half-mile from the
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proposed project. The location of either of these sanitariums does not change the
results of the IS/IMND’s impact analysis or conclusion that no significant impacts to

sensitive receptors would occur from the construction or operation of the proposed
project.

Comment 15: Checklist item |. Aesthetics — a). Potentially significant impact. In 1.6.1 of
the MND, the possible off-site staging area suggested for the project to store “supplies
and materials” is “South of Interstate 210 at Wheatland Avenue along the north side of
the Tujunga Wash.” This is the location of the “Vista Point” shown in the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan. The Vista Point will be
completely unusable during the construction phase. No amount of mitigation can restore
habitat that has remained undisturbed for over half a century. The boundary of the Big

Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank is at this location. It is imperative that an alternate
location be chosen.

Response: Please refer to Response for Comment 7 above concerning the proposal of
an alternate staging area to the [-210 Wheatland exit area.

Comment 16: Checklist item |. Aesthetics - b). Potential Significant Impact Unless
Mitigation Incorporated. The entire length of Foothill Boulevard from Osborne Street to
Conover Street is designated as a Scenic Highway Corridor by the San Gabriel/Verdugo
Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan. While the pipeline may be buried underground,

the effects of a major construction project on habitat close to the roadway may be
affected by the construction operations.

Response: The recent approval of the San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic
Preservation Plan does not change the determination of Section 3.0, |. Aesthetics b)
starting on page 3-1 of the IS/MND because the checklist item analyzes impacts on a
state scenic highway, which has not changed. However, the section of the IS/MND has
been updated to recognize the existence of this new plan. At this time, final design has
not occurred and the exact location within the roadway where the proposed pipeline
would be constructed is unknown. However, the pipeline will be placed under the
existing roadway and construction activities would occur within the street right-of-way.
The biological report (Appendix B of the IS/MND) did not determine any sensitive
habitat within the proposed project footprint. Hence, no sensitive habitat would be
adversely affected by the construction of the proposed project.

Comment 17: Checklist item |. Aesthetics - c). Potential Significant Impact Unless
Mitigation Incorporated. Conover Street is a restricted entry, unimproved fire road
providing access to the Angeles National Forest. It is barred by several locked gates. It
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is also the route of a proposed natural surface equestrian trail by the Angeles Golf
Course Condition (25) within the 200 acres required to be dedicated Habitat
Preservation Area. If this section of Conover were to be resurfaced with asphalt or
gravel, this would significantly alter the conditions and specifications required by
conditions set to mitigate the impacts of the golf course from which this project cannot
be considered separately. The 1 million gallon (MG) tank will be prominently visible on
the upslope area degrading the visual character from the recreational trail and the
community of Riverwood Ranch. The tank appears to be tentatively located near an
area near Eby Canyon that has also been the proposed route of a recreational trail. The
view from the plateau and back to the San Gabriel Mountains would be completely
dominated by an above ground tank. List of requested mitigation included.

Response: The Conover Street/Fire Road would be used for construction and
‘maintenance of the proposed tank. The condition of the road will be maintained in a
manner suitable for vehicular access and a natural surface equestrian trail. It will not
be resurfaced with asphalt or gravel. As discussed in Section 3.0 of the IS/IMND on
page 3-2, the 1 MG storage tank would be placed such that impacts to the visual
character of the golf course and surrounding property would be minimized (i.e., the
storage tank would be at least partially buried belowground, and the aboveground
portion would be obscured from view by a downslope berm and landscaping, including
trees and other vegetation). In addition, the area surrounding the proposed tank site
would be restored through the planting of native grasses, forbs, bushes and trees, as
appropriate, and any retaining walls or engineered slopes would be disguised. It is

anticipated that such landscaping would reduce or avoid any adverse visual effects of
the proposed storage tank.

Comment 18: Checklist item IV. Biological Resources - a). The MND does not address
operation of the project even though the water will be used on a golf course and the
Hansen Dam Flood Control Basin directly above an open aquifer of the Tujunga Wash.
The golf course is immediately upstream from the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank (a
designated habitat for the federally listed Santa Ana Sucker). Operation of the golf
course is contingent on well monitoring throughout the life of the installation. While
construction of the pipeline may have no impact, these areas are protected and subject
to 404 regulation. | request an extension of the comment period and that the lead

agency contact the U.S. Department of Fish and Game regarding the impacts of
operation of the project.

Response: The proposed project is an infrastructure/conveyance project. The IS/MND
does analyze the operation as well as the construction of the proposed project. The
construction and operation of the proposed project is not expected to have an impact on
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the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Construction will not occur on, or in proximity to,
the preserve. The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact
on downstream water bodies; plants or animals because: 1) the irrigation water’s quality
is regulated by numerous state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring
requirements and procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to
surface or ground water at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such
that recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired
water quality objectives; and 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and
to collect excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system.

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive
full tertiary treatment and disinfection as specified under Title 22. This water would meet
all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Water
delivered to the HDRA and the ANGC would be used for irrigation of turf areas only.
Beyond the use of drought resistant grass, turf management practices, including
irrigation optimization that conserves water (e.g., limiting areas to be irrigated) and

~ evaporation would limit the area where recycled water would be used.

In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves
numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the
recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas, including known populations of
slender-horned spineflower). Condition 28 requires the monitoring of local surface water
and groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course.
In addition, Condition 49 addresses requirements for the “Golf Course Management
Plan” including control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 138 ,
requires the golf course to be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. And

finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course to develop and implement a water quality
monitoring program.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, mitigation measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that “... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal
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and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on the
ecosystem, aquifer or the Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank.

Potential adverse impacts to the Santa Ana sucker from the irrigation use of recycled
water by the ANGC are considered to be less than significant. As described above,

minimal water (whether recycled, potable or blended) is expected to reach areas
inhabited by the sucker.

Limited amounts of recycled water are not anticipated to have a negative impact on the
sucker. In fact, in the Santa Ana River, part of which has been formally designated by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) as critical habitat for the Santa Ana sucker,
the majority of the water flowing in the downstream portions of the river during dry

months is from wastewater discharges, and the sucker continues to occur within this
drainage.

The groundwater monitoring being performed in association with the golf course
includes pre-golf course (baseline) monitoring upstream and downstream of the golf
course. Monitoring of post-golf course construction will have also been performed
before the proposed project, if approved, begins construction. Per Condition 28,
LADWP is one of the recipients of this data. As stated in the Conditional Use Permit,
ANGC is responsible for monitoring water quality for the life of the project. LADWP will
work with the ANGC and Regional Water Quality Control Board, as applicable, to

determine if additional sampling parameters need to be added because of the use of
reclaimed water.

The comment period on the ISIMND was extended to a total of 175 days to facilitate
additional project review and comment. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act,
administered jointly by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and the U.S. Army

~ Corps of Engineers, establishes a program to regulate the discharge of dredged and fill
material into waters of the United States. No discharges of dredged and fill materials are

proposed as part of this project, and, as such, the project is not subject to Section 404
regulation.

Construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to directly impact
‘resources under the jurisdiction of (1) USFWS pursuant to the federal Endangered
Species Act or (2) the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) pursuant to the
state Fish and Game Code and/or state Endangered Species Act. Because there is no
anticipated impact on a state or federally listed Threatened or Endangered species,
approval to impact (take) is not required from either the CDFG and/or USFWS; however
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CDFG was notified as part of standard LADWP practice through filing of the IS/MND
with the State Clearinghouse and did not provide comments on the proposed project.

Comment 19: Checklist item IV. Biological Resources - d). Potential Significant Impact
Unless Mitigation Incorporated. There are three areas of concern directly impacted by
the proposed construction: 1) Little Tujunga Bridge Crossing is an established wildlife
corridor that supports the frequent migration of deer and other large mammals down to
the fresh water in Hansen Dam. Opinion supported by 2002 EIR for Hansen Dam
Soccer Complex [comment followed by list of requested mitigation]. 2) Proposed staging
area south of Wheatland and 1-210 is a breeding and feeding area for Black Tailed
Jackrabbits. Further disturbance of this area could result in significant adverse effects to
wildlife [comment followed by a requested mitigation measure]. 3) Conover Fire Road
and tank construction area may permanently decrease use of the area as a local
movement corridor and habitat area [comment followed by list of requested mitigation].

Response: Wildlife movement/corridor is discussed in detail in the biological technical
memorandum for the proposed project (starting on page 5 of Appendix B of the
IS/MND). Construction of the proposed pipeline would be short-term (lasting
approximately 3 months) at any one location. Though a few areas adjacent to the
proposed project could support wildlife corridors, construction would not interfere
substantially with this movement. As for adding mitigation for habitat restoration to
remove giant reed, Arundo donax, no construction is proposed within the wash and
therefore, the construction of the proposed project would not spread this plant.

Please refer to Response to Comment 7 above regarding the proposed staging area at
1-210 and Wheatland.

Though construction of the tank would take approximately 12 months, this is considered
a short-term impact. Wildlife in the area of tank construction would use other corridors
temporarily. Following construction, there would be a complete restoration of habitat
disturbed by construction through planting of native grasses, forbs, bushes and trees
(including native oaks), as appropriate. The operation of the tank is not expected to

create a permanent barrier to wildlife movement or eliminate an important habitat area
(refer to Appendix B of IS/MND).

. Comment 20: Checklist item 1V. Biological Resources — e). Potential Significant Impact
Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The area from the intersection of Foothill and Osborne
and the Los Angeles National Golf Club are within the boundaries of the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan, the Condition of Uses and
Mitigation for the Canyons Hills Golf Course, the Rim of the Valley Corridor Proposed
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National Park, Hansen Dam Soccer Cdmplex and Master Mitigation Plan for the Big
Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Request that an extension of the comment period be
granted to compare the project proposal and determine if any conflicts exist.

Response: The documents mentioned by the commenter have been reviewed and no -
conflict exists regarding any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources;
therefore, the proposed project would not result in an impact. Since your meeting with
Mr. Amezquita, the review period for the document has been extended until July 21,
2004, for a total of 175 days of public review.

Comment 21: Checklist item 1V. Biological Resources — f). There are over 370
Conditions for the Canyon Hills Golf Course, including a 200 acre Habitat Preservation
Area dedication to the SMMC. The Conover Fire Road and site of the 1 MG tank are
within this area. There are three areas of concern directly impacted by the proposed
construction: 1) Little Tujunga Bridge Crossing is an established wildlife corridor that
supports the frequent migration of deer and other large mammals down to the fresh
water in Hansen Dam. Opinion supported by 2002 EIR for Hansen Dam Soccer
Complex [comment followed by list of requested mitigation). 2) Proposed staging area
south of Wheatland and 1-210 is a breeding and feeding area for Black Tailed
Jackrabbits. Further disturbance of this area could result in significant adverse effects to
wildlife [comment followed by a requested mitigation measure]. 3) Conover Fire Road
and tank construction area may permanently decrease use of the area as a local
movement corridor and habitat area [comment followed by list of requested mitigation).

Response: Please refer to Response for Comment 5 above concerning the ANGC land
dedication to the SMMC and refer to Response for Comment 7 above concerning the
proposal of an alternate staging area to the 1-210 Wheatland exit area.

In Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures,

IV. Biological Resources, of the IS/MND starting on page 3-16, the potential
environmental impacts of the construction and operation of the proposed project on
biological resources, including wildlife corridors, is adequately addressed. As stated in
IV. Biological Resources, a detailed biological resources technical memorandum was
prepared and included as Appendix B of the ISIMND. Appendix B provides details of the
survey methods, survey results with a focus on vegetation types, wildlife populations
and movement patterns (wildlife corridors), special status vegetation types, plant and
wildlife species either known or potentially occurring within the area potentially affected
by the proposed project, and an analysis of impacts associated with the construction

and operation of the project. No significant impacts to sensitive species are anticipated
to occur.
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Wildlife movement/corridor is discussed in detail in the biological technical
memorandum for the proposed project (starting on page 5 of Appendix B of the
IS/MND). Construction of the proposed pipeline would be short-term (lasting
approximately 3 months) at any one location, including at the Little Tujunga Bridge
crossing. Though a few areas adjacent to the proposed project could support wildlife
corridors, construction would not interfere substantially with this movement. Though
construction of the tank would take approximately 12 months to construct, this is
considered a short-term impact. Wildlife in the area of tank construction would use other

corridors temporarily. The operation of the tank is not expected to create a permanent
barrier to wildlife movement or eliminate an important habitat area.

In areas of construction and operation where potential habitat exists, such as the
proposed tank site, the project footprint would be placed to avoid the areas with
potential to support these species and no significant impacts to sensitive species are
anticipated to occur. As seen in the Final MND’s correction and additions, LADWP will
utilize biological monitors to determine the extent of native habitat adjacent to the

proposed tank site and flag the boundaries of these areas to be avoided during
construction.

Comment 22: Checklist item 1X. Land Use and Planning — b) and c¢). The proposed
project is partially located (from the intersection of Osborne and Foothill Boulevard)
within an area that is described by the Environmental Element of the City of Los
Angeles as a rural/agricultural area worthy of preservation. This is also reflected in the
Sunland-Tujunga Shadow Hills Lake View Terrace Community Plan which describes the
area as predominately zoned RA, RE and A. The area also contains a special use “K”
district overlay. There are over 370 conditions for the Canyon Hills Golf Course; area of
San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Plan; area of the Rim of the Valley
Corridor Proposed National Park. Request that an extension of the comment period be -
granted to compare the project proposal and determine if any conflicts exist.

Response: The documents mentioned by the commenter have been reviewed. No
“Environmental Element” was found. However, the City of Los Angeles does have a
Conservation Plan that addresses conservation, protection, development, utilization and
reclamation of natural resources. No reference was found to the project area being
designated as a rural/agricultural area worthy of preservation. The Sunland-Tujunga- -
Shadow Hills-Lake View Terrace Community Plan does describe Foothill Boulevard
(were the majority of pipeline would be placed) as a “shallow corridor of commercial
land with concentrations of multiple family residential intermixed with commercial.”
Since your meeting with Mr. Amezquita, the review period for the document has been
extended until July 21, 2004, for a total of 175 days of public review.
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Comment 23: Checklist item XIII. Public Services — a). During the three year
construction period, Glenoaks and Foothill Boulevards will be impacted. The ability to

" access intersecting streets, communities, and public facilities may be limited to a single
route via one of these two streets. Intersections and government facilities that have no
other access and will possibly be isolated during construction that should be noted
[original letter contains a list of facilities provided for consideration]. | request that
‘special care be given along the route to never block these critical access points for
extended periods of time. | request that the affected residents be notified by phone or
fax at least 48 hours prior to construction and dates/times of construction and duration
in hours when access will be interrupted. | request mitigation for the extreme
inconvenience which will be in both the severity of blocked access and the duration of
time (three years). | request a natural surface recreation trail (including landscaped
buffer between the street and trail) be constructed along the south side of Osborne from
the intersection of Osborne and Glenoaks to the Hansen Dam overlook in Council

District 7 and along the north side of Foothill from the intersection of Osborne Street to
Wheatland Avenue in Council District 2.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 12 regarding traffic control plans
and construction methods. '

Standard LADWP practice is to provide public notification for a project such as this.
Notification usually includes street signs announcing the proposed construction period,
as well as door hangers placed on properties along the affected alignment. Regarding
hours of operation, as stated in the IS/MND, construction activities would generally be
carried out between 7 a.m. and 6 p.m., Mondays to Fridays, and 8 aam. and 5 p.m.on
Saturdays, in accordance with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance.

Regarding your request for a natural surface recreation trail, your comment is noted and

will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision
makers.

Comment 24: Checklist item XV. Transportation/Traffic. The proposed project is
partially located within an area that is described by the Environmental Element of the
General Plan (adopted 2001) as a rural/agricultural area worthy of preservation. This is
also reflected in the Sunland-Tujunga Shadow Hills Lake View Terrace Community Plan
which describes the area as predominately zoned RA. There will be substantial impacts
to transportation routes whose ingress and egress is via Foothill Boulevard. These
intersections are noted above in the Public Services comment. Foothill is not only a
Major Class Il Highway, it is the ONLY way to reach certain residences located along
the route. Work along Foothill Boulevard will affect residents during the entire period of
construction. | request that special care be given along the route to never block these
critical access points for extended periods of time. | request mitigation for the extreme
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inconvenience which will be in both the severity of blocked access and the duration of
time (three years). | request a natural surface recreation trail (including landscaped
buffer between the street and trail) be constructed along the south side of Osborne from
the intersection of Osborne and Glenoaks to the Hansen Dam overlook in Council

District 7 and-along the north side of Foothill from the intersection of Osborne Street to
Wheatland Avenue in Council District 2.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 23 above.

Comment 25: Checklist item XVI. Utilities and Service Systems — c). Potential
Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated. This is a rural neighborhood with
sufficient open space within the Tujunga Watershed to absorb storm water during all but
the most significant storm events. There are no stormwater drainage facilities provided
along much of the proposed alignment and surrounding vicinity. This includes an
absence of curbs and gutters. The capacity of the stormwater drainage facilities is
therefore limited to surface facilities and prone to entering private residences and
driveways. Any dewatering during construction will impact as street runoff along the
route before finally draining into the Tujunga Wash. | request that dewatering be

monitored to avoid water running for prolonged distances or into private residences
along the proposed routes. -

Response: As stated in various sections of the IS/MND, if dewatering is necessary, it
will be carried out in accordance with. all applicable requirements; therefore, dewatering
would not be performed in a manner that would cause a significant impact.

Comment 26: Checklist item XVII. Mandatory Findings of Significance — a). Potential
Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. As noted in other sections, the impact areas are -
~limited to 1) Little Tujunga Creek Crossing, 2) Proposed staging area at Wheatland
south of 1-210, and 3) Conover Fire Road and the one-acre tank site. While these
~ locations represent a fraction of the proposed route, they represent disruption of the
only 3 passages from the San Gabriel Mountains of the Angeles National Forest to
Hansen Dam, a permanent water source for large mammals. A one-year disruption of
the Black Tailed Jack Rabbit at site 2 could possibly disrupt breeding and permanently
affect population of that species. Site 3 will be under construction for over a year and is
the location of a Habitat Preservation Area set aside for the benefit of numerous species
and required to be dedicated to the SMMC. All three sites provide a functional wildlife

corridor that would be fragmented during construction. Mitigation should be required
[followed by a list of requested mitigation)].

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 21 above.
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Comment 27: Checklist item XVII. Mandatory Findings of Significance — b). Potential
Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporation. There is a substantial number of
projects along the proposed route not undertaken by the LADWP as Lead Agency. The
construction timetables of these projects run concurrently with the timetable for this
project. Generated truck traffic and vehicle traffic associated with construction worker
travel, as well as lane closures could elevate the impacts of concurrent construction
unless coordinated. Projects with already approved EIR’s listed on the State of
California Website that are expected to be funded, bid and started within the time frame
of this project include: Hansen Dam Soccer Complex, Sun Valley Watershed
Management Plan, Hansen Dam Master Plan and EIS, Los Angeles Children’s
Museum, Canyon Hills Golf course Clubhouse construction, and possible reactivation of
" the Water Conservation and Supply Feasibility Study — Hansen Dam Draft EIR/EIS.

Response: Section XVII of the IS/IMND addresses potential cumulative affects
associated with the combination of the proposed Project and other projects occurring in
the local area. As described therein, two non-LADWP projects, an international church -
complex located south of Foothill Boulevard and north of 1-210 and the Maclay New
Primary Center located near the intersection of Glenoaks Boulevard and Osborne
Street, have been identified in close proximity to the proposed alignment. Based on the
nature and timing of those projects, no significant cumulative impacts are expected to
occur. The subject section also discusses the potential for cumulative impacts to occur
from other possible projects. The proposed project, being primarily a linear
infrastructure improvement project with impacts that will be temporary and transitory in
nature, is not expected to cause impacts that are cumulatively considerable. It should
also be noted that certain policies and procedures such as coordinating construction
haul route plans through LADOT would help to coordinate the construction traffic
activities of multiple projects, should they occur in proximity to each other, which would
serve to mitigate potentially significant cumulative impacts. :

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at htp:/www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Yoots & Mol

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






Aprit 13, 2004

Charles Holioway

111 North Hope Street

Room 1044

Los Angeles CA 80012

Subject: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Dear Mr. Holioway,

Numerous i maccumc:es in the project's Mitigated Negatwe Declaration suggest af madequate study of
the pipe mute’s geography and loglstlcs

However, even very: senous safety envaronmental and iogsstmi issues: assocsated thh constmctson of the

pipaline itself are of comparatively minor 1mportanoe compared to the much more senous tssue of the :
pipeling's operatmn

- A previous study. assoczated with-the goif course's orxgma! EiR, aautznned that even?potab
may: damage the downstredrmi‘environment, the Big Tu;unga Wash

content in recycled wastewater may not kill-turf, but it is extremely. damagin for nat;ve plants; § ; :
bushes. A endangered. plant, ..the-San Fernando. Spinefiower grows in the- area where the _ycled water
will be used. Envirohmenital Water Quallty Monitoring prepared for the ¢ ham ; .

the current water. ﬁowmg into the: mitigation ponds meets the EPA'S recon
for freshwaters. Baseéline testing for the. environmental managers” :
25 feet beiow the surface effect that even trace amounts of residt _ 1} :
species that: live adjacent o the: proposed ;mgated areas will; undoubtedly have an enwmnmentai-effect

- on federally listed endangered species. m the entzre Tujunga Wash ecosystem downstream of t:hé golf
course. _ , _ ,

Therefare 1 urgentiy fequest that a FULL “&nvaronmentai lmpact Repori" (ElR} be. done for the Hansen
Area (waste) Water Recycimg Pm;ect

itis unnecessary to risk pushmg the Hansen Area Recycied wastewater pmject éastto the Goif course.

Atthe April 6th meetmg, the . Lopez L,andﬁ!i Greenwaste Recycling Project was, confirmed by DWP 1o be

afuture site. The reason given for not extendmg the project 2/3 of & mile north from the intersection of

Osbame and Foothill, towards an industrial area, instead of 2 miles east into.an endangered. species -

_ preserve, was that the slevation atLopez Landfill was to6 great an elevation to be feasabte Another
excuse was tha’t ‘based’ on past usage,_:’.them would not be enough water used.

Aocordmg to the pro;ect map, the under constmcﬁon Lopez. Greeﬂwaste Recycling praject isamore .
appropriate “first customer” for this'water - the “former fandfill site: is NOT within the 100 year. ﬂeodpiam
lined to prevent water leakage, and prov;des an ideal laboratcry environment in which to monitor and test
the Iong«term results of ifrigating with recycled water. Furthermore, the base of the Landfill is 1400msi.
This is EXACTLY same élevation as the proposed MG tank to be constructed for the Golf Course. . "fhe
infrastructure to get the water up to the landfilt-is already in place {pumping station, pipe, 1 MG tank}

Past water usage is not indicative of the pro;ect since it xs stilt under construction, and is not yet fully
operational.

There is so much at stake i m ‘terms of both human hea%th and enwmnmentai health~a fuil Ed R. is not
unreasonabie to demand.

Sincerely,

Mary K. Benson
11070 Sheldon Street
Sun Valley CA 81352
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October 18, 2005

Ms. Mary Benson -
11070 Sheldon Street
Sun Valley, CA 91352

Dear Ms. Benson;

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your additional comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your

comments (paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows
(please refer to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: Numerous inaccuracies in the"pvrojet:f’s 'Mit‘igated Negative Declaration
suggest an inadequate study of the pipe route’s geography and logistics.

Response: No examples of “numerous geographical and logistical inaccuracies within
the IS/IMND” were given in the commenter’s letter that could be either responded to-or

addressed. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 2: However, even very serious safety, environmental and logistical issues
associated with construction of the pipeline itself are of comparatively minor importance,
compared to the much more serious issues of the pipeline’s operation. A previous
study, associated with the golf course’s original EIR, cautioned that even potable “tap”
water may damage the downstream environment, the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation
Bank. The high salt and boron content in recycled wastewater may not kill turf, but it's
extremely damaging for native plants, trees and bushes. An endangered plant, the
San Fernando Spineflower grows in the area where the recycled water will be used.
Environmental Water Quality Monitoring prepared for the Chambers Group, Inc. has
shown the current water flowing into the mitigation ponds meets the EPA’s
recommended water quality criteria for freshwaters. Baseline testing for the
environmental managers of the aquifer indicates that it is only 25 feet below the surface.
The effect that even trace amounts of residual salts will have on endangered species .
that live adjacent to the proposed irrigated areas will, undoubtedly have an

- environmental effect on federally listed endangered species in the entire Tujunga Wash

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA 794
: Recycizble and made from recyded waste. "%6)
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ecosystem downstream of the golf course. | urgently request thata FULL

“Environmental Impact Report” be done for the Hansen Area (waste) Water Recycling
Project.

Response: The construction and operation of the proposed project is not expected to
have an impact on the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Construction will not occur
on, or in proximity to, the preserve. The operation of the proposed project would not
have a significant impact on downstream water bodies, plants or animals because:

1) the irrigation water's quality is regulated by numerous state and federal regulations;
2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place to mitigate any
potential water quality concerns to surface or ground water at the Angeles National Golf
‘Club (ANGC); 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable
water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; and

4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on
site for re-use in their irrigation system.

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive
full tertiary treatment as specified under Title 22 and disinfection. This water would meet
all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Water
delivered to the Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the ANGC would be used
for irrigation of turf areas only. Beyond the use of drought-resistant grass, turf
management practices, including irrigation optimization that conserves water (e.g.,

limiting areas to be irrigated) and evaporation would limit the area where recycled water
would be used.

In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves

numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the

recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas, including known populations of

slender-horned spineflower). Condition28 requires the monitoring of local surface water

and groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course.

~ In addition, Condition49 addresses requirements for the “Golf Course Management
Plan” including control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition138

~ requires the golf course to be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. And

finally, Condition139 requires the golf course to develop and implement a water quality
monitoring program.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
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minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Additionally, the final MND includes
an addition to the project description indicating that the Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power (LADWP) will work with the Regional Water Quality Control Board and
ANGC to determine if additional sampling parameters need to be added to the ANGC's:
water quality monitoring program as a result of the use of recycled water.

Therefore, with the operational parameters and the conditions placed on the golf
course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from over-spray of
sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal and not
substantial and therefore, neither the recycled water nor residual salts are considered to

pose a threat of significant or adverse |mpacts on sensitive species, the ecosystem, or
the Big Tujunga Mltlgatlon Bank.

Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 3: It is unnecessary to risk pushing the Hansen Area Recycled wastewater
project east to the golf course. At the April 6™ meeting, the Lopez Landfill Greenwaste
Recycling Project was confirmed by DWP to be a future site. The reason given for not
extending the project 2/3 of a mile north from the intersection of Osborne and Foothill,
towards an industrial area, instead of 2 miles east into an endangered species preserve,
was that the elevation of Lopez Landfill was too great an elevation to be feasible.
Another excuse was that, based on past usage, there would not be enough water used.
According to the project map, the under construction Lopez Greenwaste Recycling
project is a more appropriate “first customer” for this water — the former landfill site is
NOT within the 100 year floodplain, lined to prevent water leakage, and provides an
ideal laboratory environment in which to monitor and test the long-term results of
irrigating with recycled water. Furthermore, the base of the Landfill is 1400 msl. This is
EXACTLY the same elevation as the proposed 1MG tank to be constructed for the Golf
Course. The infrastructure to get the water up to the landfill is already in place (pumping
station, pipe, 1MG tank). Past water usage is not indicative of the project, since it is still
under construction, and is not yet fully operational. There is so much at stake in terms of

both human health and environmental health ~ a full EIR is not unreasonable to
demand.
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Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of
this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. HDRA and ANGC are physically situated at elevations and locations that can
be immediately served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley
Generating Station (VGS) to lift the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic
grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump station at VGS fo pump

to the top of LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such
as at HDRA. ' :

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has -
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill. -

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to'LCL, the
proposed project’s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Your comment is noted and will be inCorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers. '

'Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Gned, c’%%w/

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






FROM

: TOMI LYN BOWL ING ADRIAN REALTY FAX NO.

A WS EW I [ N Foder )

¢ B183536329 Mar. B3 2824 19:88AM

Charles Holloway 3 March 2004
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

Environmental Affairs

111 N. Hope Street Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Fax 213-367-3582

Re: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Dear Sir,

I was unaware of this project until yesterday, amazingly. I say it is amazing because [ am
very active in the community: Neighborhood Council Activist, Block Captain for same,
Design Advisory Committee (where we are alerted to such projects) for same,
Neighborhood Watch Captain; Community Emergency Response Team (LA Fire

Department) member for Sunland/Tujunga, President of Wentworth Woods
Homecowners Association and a local Realtor.

As Tam the President of the HOA for our 40 home community | ¢an say in all honesty
that this idea is not welcomed by this community. Many of these homes, ours included,
overlook the target area for the proposed 1 million gallon water storage tank. Many of my
clients own homes that have this area as their view. They will also be opposed to this,

My husband, Tony, and I are caretakers for this area of the wash. No one asked us to, we
just do. It is he and I that go into the wash, frequently, burying dog feces from the
countless dogs that arc walked in there every day, all day. This point is made to illustrate
how many people enjoy this area of the wash, now. It is our efforts that resulted in a
Community Clean up (where roughly 75 community members went out there and cleaned
it up — resulting in filling up one full compressing garbage collection truck) of this area
two years ago and made if what it is now. It was our efforts that got the wash area entry
positions closed off so that no one can drive on the wash to do illicit activities, abandon
stolen vehicles, durmp trash, ete. It is our continued work with our City Council office
that keeps it free from bombardment by homeless, transient encampment. It is now a
wild life preserve, its intended use, visited daily by roughly 30 visitors, Many of whom
sit at the end of our street, on the bench we installed, enjoying THE VIEW. Prior to our
efforts it was an area full of trash, not liked by the community, used for dumping, crime
was rampant and cars from partying teenapers at night were commonplace. That is what
it used to be. What it is now is a park/preserve loved by the communty.

My point? That you are proposing 1o return this area to the state it was in before. A
homeless camp (water tanks are a great hiding place}, an eye sore and an area 00 one

cares about, a view that turns our wildlife preserve into an industrial looking, useless
piece of land.

P1
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While T applaud your efforts to look for ways to recapture wasted water - an

environmentally sound idea - I think you MUST look for solutions that do NOT ruin the
environment in the process. :

As representative of many who live here and enjoy this area ] am strongly urging you to
rethink this project and install this monstrosity somewhere else.
As homeowners here we will take it upon ourselves to alert the hundreds of other

homeowners to this proposal and see to it you are given the letters you require to STOP
this installation.

Sincerely,

cc. Wendy Greuel
Mary Lee Tiernan — The Foothill Sentinel
Dale Thrush
Daily News Editor

Toml Lyn Bowling
Realtor ®

8545 Tujunga Valley S5t -
Sunland CA 91040
(818-3534143)




Department of Watter amd Power ilhe City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

~ October 18, 2005

Ms. Tomi Lyn Bowling
8545 Tujunga Valley Street
Sunland, CA 91040

Dear Ms. Bowling:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to attached letter for actual comment text):

‘Comment 1. | was unaware of this project until'yes;tefdéy,'amazingly. | say it is amazing
because | am very active in the community.

Response: The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) followed the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) noticing requirements, per the CEQA
Guidelines, as they pertained to distribution of an IS/IMND. Under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15072(a), a lead agency (e.g., LADWP) must “provide notice of intent to adopt a
negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration to the public, responsible
agencies, trustee agencies, and the county clerk of each county within which the
proposed project is located, sufficiently prior to adoption by the lead agency ...". As
further stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 15072(b), the lead agency shall mail a notice
of all organizations and individuals who have previously requested such a notice in
writing and shall also give notice by at least one of the following methods: 1) publication
in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected; 2) posting of notice on and off
site in the area; or, 3) direct mailing to owners and occupants of contiguous property. As

~ is LADWP's standard practice, a notice of intent for the proposed project was posted
with both Los Angeles County and City Clerks on January 29, 2004. LADWP also
published the notice in the Los Angeles Times on Thursday, January 29, 2004.. In
addition to sending notices to responsibie agencies, LADWP sent 1252 notices to
occupants along the proposed project alignment. '

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA &
Recydable and made from recycled waste. % 6}
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Additionally, the public comment period for the IS/IMND was extended on four
occasions, for a total duration of almost six months ending on July 21, 2004, to facilitate
public outreach, review and comment on the proposed project.

Comment 2: As President of HOA for our 40 home community | can say in all honesty
that this idea-is not welcomed by this community. Many of these homes, our included,
overlook the target area fro the proposed 1 million gallon water storage tank. Many of

my clients own homes that have this area as their view. They will also be opposed to
this.

My husband and | are caretakers for this area of the wash. Many people enjoy this area
of the wash. It was our effort that resulted in a Community Clean up of this area two
years ago and made it what it is now. It was our efforts that got wash entry positions
closed off so that no one can drive on the wash to do illicit activities, abandon vehicles,
etc. It is our combined work with our Council District office that keeps it free from
bombardment by homeless. It is now a wildlife preserve, its intended use, visited daily
by roughly 30 visitors. Many of whom sit at the end of our street, on the bench we

installed, enjoying THE VIEW. Prior to our efforts it was an area full of trash. Now it is a
park/preserve loved by the community.

Response: LADWP is committed to maintaining the current character of the proposed
tank location through partial or complete burial of the proposed tank and complete site
restoration at the completion of construction. The Conover Fire Road, which would

continued to have a locked entry point, would be maintained with a surface suitable for
- both local vehicular access and a natural surface equestrian trail.

Your.comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 3: My point? That you are proposing to return this area to a state it was in
before. A homeless camp (water tanks are a great hiding place), an eye sore and an
area no one cares about, a view that turns our wnldhfe preserve into an industrial
looking, useless piece of land.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 4: While | applaud your efforts to look for ways to recapture wasted water an

environmentally sound idea — | think you MUST look for solutions that do NOT ruin the
environment in the process.
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Response: As analyzed in the IS/MND, the proposed project would not adversely affect
the environment. The IS/MND identifies and analyzes the impacts to various
environmental sources and finds that many project components would fall below
significance thresholds for construction and operation activities and cumulative impacts.
In the case that impacts were considered potentially significant (e.g., cultural resources,
noise) mitigation measures were identified in the IS/IMND that would reduce the
potential impacts to less than significant levels. Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision makers.

Comment 5: As representative of many who live here and enjoy this area | am strongly
urging you to rethink this project and install this monstrosity somewhere else. As
~ homeowners here we will take it upon ourselves to alert the hundreds of other

homeowners to proposal and see to it you are given the letters you require to STOP this
installation.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

~ project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or are require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perezat (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Uncts, (AL '

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






Charles Holloway

111 North Hope Street
Room 1044 _
Los Angeles CA 90012

Subject: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project
Dear Mr. Holloway, 12 April 2004

I have some concerns about the construction of the pipes for the water recycling project
in the Lake View Terrace area. (I live in Lake View Terrace and am only 800 feet from
the where the pipes will be placed.) The digging and pipe laying will impact the local
equine traffic and will be dangerous and impede access at several critical trail points on
Foothill Blvd. Metal plates will spook the majority of horses and thcy WILL NOT
‘WALK OVER them. Orcas Ave, Christy Ave, Wheatland are all major cross points for
the horse traffic within Lake View Terrace, Hansen Dam and Shadow Hills. The
construction and placement of the water tank will impede another tr_aﬂ into the
mountains. The trucks and pipe delivery will be a serious disruption for local horse riders
as well.

Also the placement of where pipes will be stored will be another safety issue for the local -
horse community.

1 also have some concerns about what is going into the pipes as well, regarding the local,
fragile environment. There are many wildlife and native plants that may not survive with
the heavy dose of salt in the recycled water.

I also have deep concerns about the medications and chemicals éest-in the recycled water ‘ﬁ/
entering the local ground water. This medical stew could also cause further harin to the
environment.

I request that a full "Environmental Impact Report" (EIR) be done for the Hansen Area
(waste) Water Recycling Project. This would give us all better mformatlon on the
potential harms and risks.

11416 Orcqs Ave

Lake Vlew f errace, CA 91342
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Mr. Fritz Bronner
* 11416 Orcas Avenue
Lake Vic_aw Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Ms. Bronner:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

~ Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer -
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): . ‘

Comment 1: | have some concerns about the construction of the pipes for the water
recycling project in the Lake View Terrace area. (| live in Lake View Terrace and am

- only 800 feet from where the pipes will be placed) The digging and pipe laying will
impact the local equine traffic and will be dangerous and impede access at several
critical trail points on Foothill Bivd. Metal plates will spook the majority of horses and
they WILL NOT WALK OVER them. Orcas Ave, Christy Ave, Wheatland are all major
cross points for the horse traffic within the Lake View Terrace, Hansen Dam and
Shadow Hills. The construction and placement of the water tank will impede another
trail into the mountains. The trucks and pipe delivery will be a serious disruption for local

horse riders as well. Also the placement of where pipes will be stored will be another
safety issue for the local horse community.

Response: As described in the IS/MND, construction is expected to progress along the
proposed alignment with the maximum length of open trench at one time being open of
approximately 500 feet in length within a'work area of up to approximately 2,000 linear
feet. This type of construction would progress such that no one area would be directly
affected by the construction for no more than a three-month period. Portions of the
proposed alignment could disrupt equestrian activity during the short period of time that
construction would take place in any one location. For the safety of people and horses,
construction areas would be designated and ingress/egress limited per all applicable
standard practices and LADOT requirements, thus limiting the access of horses in the
construction area during the temporary construction period at any one location.
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Although construction would temporarily limit access to trails along Conover Fire Road, -
the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) is committed to maintaining
the current character of the proposed tank location through partial or complete burial of
the proposed tank and site restoration at the completion of construction. At the
completion of construction, Conover Fire Road would be maintained for current levels of

access with a surface suitable for both vehicular access and a natural surface
equestrian trail.

The staging areas proposed for the project include: Valley Generating Station and a lot
adjacent to the Hansen Dam Sports Complex (near Foothill and 1-210; near noise
reading location NR-3 of Figure 2 of the IS/MND on page 1-3). LADWP will not utilize
the 1-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. If the lot adjacent to the Hansen Dam
Sports complex is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close
proximity to the proposed project alignment but not the 1-210/Wheatland site. Access to
staging areas would be limited and would not present a hazard to people or horses.

Comment 2: | also have some concerns about what is going into the pipes as well,
regarding the local fragile environment. There are many wildlife and native plants that
may not survive with the heavy dose of salt in the recycled water. | also have deep
concerns about the medications and chemicals in the recycled water entering the local
- groundwater. This medical stew could also cause further harm to the environment.

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. The State of California has specific regulations regarding use of
recycled water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code,
Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22,

Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. Section 60310
specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses Operating
Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during operation of the recycled
water facilities. The State of California Department of Health Services (DHS) closely
monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure all regulations
and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that the beneficial
uses provided by local water resources are protected. Recycled water proposed for

distribution in this project would be required meet the most current and applicable
federal-and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
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This -water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration and disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
water quality standards. In fact, although the salt concentration of recycled water from
the Tillman Plant is higher than that which would be provided via the LADWP potable

water system, the Tillman recycled water presently meets the current drinking water
standards for salt.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and -
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
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on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the
property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where
a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system beneath
-putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect
and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the
source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from

- over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal -

and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on
local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.

The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact on local
wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous
state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and
procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
ground water at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
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quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect

excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses BMPs to
ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff.

Potentlal impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Comment 4: | request that a full EIR be done for the Hansen Area (waste) Water

- Recycling Project. This would glve us all better information on the potential harms and
risks.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a

Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If ali
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares distributes, and certifies an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
: consideratibn of the decision makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or are require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sihcerely,

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure ‘
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Ms. Elaine Brown
11445 Skyland Road
Sunland, CA 91040

Dear Ms: Brown:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as foIIows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: Neither | nor any of my nelghbors in my development known as the
Riverwood Ranch and located east and notth of the Angeles National Golf Club were
notified of this matter by mail. Since the proposed one-million gallon recycled water tank
is to be located in the middle of Conover Road which means, therefore, that it is to be
located in the middle of our only emergency exit. At times of flooding, our normal route
often becomes impossible and our only way out is Conover Road. When members of
our homeowners group met with the representatives of this project, they told us they did
not realize that there were any homes where we live. How is it possible that this

Mitigated Negative Declaration has been allowed when such a simple fact is unknown
to the project managers?

Response: The Los Angeles Department of Wate and Power (LADWP) followed the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) noticing requirements, per the CEQA
Guidelines, as they pertained to distribution of an IS/IMND. Under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15072(a), a lead agency (e.g., LADWP) must “provide notice of intent to adopt a
negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration to the public, responsible
agencies, trustee agencies, and the county clerk of each county within which the
proposed pro;ect is located, sufficiently prior to adoption by the lead agency ...". As
further stated in CEQA Guidelines Section 15072(b), the lead agency shall mall a
notice of all organizations and individuals who have previously requested such a notice
in writing and shall also give notice by at least one of the following methods:

1) publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected; 2) posting of
notice on and off site in the area; or, 3) direct mailing to owners and occupants of

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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contiguous property. As is LADWP's standard practice, a notice of intent for the
proposed project was posted with both Los Angeles County and City Clerks on

January 29, 2004. LADWP also published the notice in the Los Angeles Times on
Thursday, January 29, 2004. In addition to sending notices to responsible agencies,
LADWP sent 1252 notices to occupants along the proposed project alignment. Although
you did not directly receive a notice, the notice was published in the newspaper and

made available at the field offices of Council District 2 and 6, as well as the Sun Valley
Branch Library.

Additionally, the public comment period for the IS/MND was extended on four
occasions, for a total duration of almost six months ending on July 21, 2004, to facilitate
~ public outreach, review and comment on the proposed project. Also during the public
comment period, LADWP meet with representatives of the Riverwood Ranch
Homeowners Association on March 3, 2004 to discuss the proposed project.

Regarding Riverwood Ranch access along Conover Fire Road, the location of the
proposed storage tank would be coordinated with the US Forest Service and the City of
Los Angeles Fire Department to ensure that all emergency access is maintained.

Commeht 2: They also admitted that they were unaware of the numerous conditions
placed upon the golf course by the City or of the City Ordinances which affect this area
including the San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan.

Response: No provisions of the Angeles National Golf Club Conditional Use Permit
(CUP) would prevent the implementation of the proposed project. In fact, Condition 198
of the CUP specifically requires that the golf club, in order to reduce the demand on the
water infrastructure, investigate with the LADWP the possibility of connecting to the
East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

The proposed project, including the proposed water storage tank, would not be in
violation of any City of Los Angeles ordinances, including the provisions of the

San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountain Scenic Preservation Specific Plan. The Specific Plan
sets forth provisions for Prominent Ridgeline and Scenic Highway Corridor protection.
The proposed location of the tank along the Conover Fire Road is not within a ’
designated Prominent Ridgeline or within an area 60 vertical feet from a Prominent

" Ridgeline. The linear portion of the proposed project would follow portions of

Foothill Boulevard designated as a Scenic Highway Corridor, but there are no
provisions in the Specific Plan that prohibit construction or operation of infrastructure
within the scenic corridor. Also, there would be no visual impacts of the storage tank
from the scenic corridor as the corridor area provisions extend 500 feet on either side of



Ms. Elaine Brown
Page 3
October 18, 2005

the centerline of the roadway of each of the Scenic Highways and the proposed tank
would be approximately 0.5 miles from Foothill Boulevard.

Comment 3: They had ignored or were unaware of the sensitive ecological areas west
of the golf course.

Response: As addressed in detail in Section IV and Appendix B of the IS/MND, _
Significant Ecological Areas as well as special species and habitat, and wildlife corridors
were addressed and analyzed. A portion of the proposed pipeline crosses the Tujunga
Wash, a Los Angeles County Significant Ecological Area (SEA), at Glenoaks Boulevard.
The pipeline would be mounted to the underside of the existing bridge at this location,
thereby avoiding impacts to the wash or SEA. No significant impact is anticipated to
occur because of the construction or operation of the proposed project.

Comment 4: Nor, did they, at a subsequent public meeting, have satisfactory and
complete answers to the alarming questions regarding the safety of the aquifer.

Response: The proposed project's objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCRY). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
. addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the
most current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment including filtration and disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable

water quality standards. In fact, the Tillman recycled water presently meets all current
drinking water standards for salt.
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In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

While water use would be controlied and minimized at both of the facilities that will
irrigate with recycled water as a result of the proposed project, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the ground water is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90 percent of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of water that is expected to pass through the
turf root system to infiltrate into the ground water from these facilities, when mixed with

large existing groundwater supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking
water supply.

LADWP as the major water supplier in Los Angeles has a commitment to maintaining
the reliability of the City’s potable water supply which includes water from groundwater
sources. As with recycled water, there are existing monitoring programs that ensure
quality of the groundwater is maintained. All uses of recycled water will be in strict
compliance with directives issued by state and local health agencies.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality in
the aquifer from the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

- Comment 5: They appear to have ignored the tremendous inconvenience, cost, an
possible options.

Response: The commenter is incorrect that the inconvenience, cost, and possible
options have been ignored. As required by CEQA, the IS/MND described and analyzed
the potential impact of the construction and operation of the proposed project on the
environment. Though construction is inconvenient, it is a necessary, and short-term,
part of living in an urban environment. There are local standards, rules, and regulations
that must be followed to manage the inconvenience to a generally acceptable level. As
for possible options, originally the alignment for the proposed project went south of the

Hansen Dam. This option was not pursued because it could significantly have affected
the sensitive ecological areas west of the golf course.
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Comment 6: There are so many issues which have not been considered properly for
this project that | wish to refer you to two letters which have been sent to you. Both of
these thoroughly researched letters spell out those many and various problems which
have not been dealt with in this mitigated declaration. They were written to you by Mary
Bensen on February 25, 2004 and Bill Eick on February 25, 2004.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for-
review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 7: This project cannot go forward without an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) and until the numerous issues put forth have been resolved. Recycled water is a

great idea theoretically, but realistically it appears to need a lot more research and
forethought.

Response: CEQA has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows during the environmental
impact evaluation and documentation process for proposed projects. If a proposed
project is not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts
and prepares an IS. This process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17
environmental factors. If all 17 environmental factors result in a less than significant
impact or can be mitigated to less-than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares,
distributes, and certifies an MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a

significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency
prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the
potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment. Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012



Ms. Elaine Brown
Page 6
October 18, 2005

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp:/www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or are require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276. .

Sincerel'y,

(s o

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure _
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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February 24, 2004

‘Mr. Charles Holloway
City of Los Angeles
Deparlment of Water and Power

"'r,ob Al‘l"'elea, CA 9001-2 :

- Re: Hansen Area Water Recyclmg Project
' IGR/CEQA No O4()202/EA o
Vrc LA-210-PM '

'SCH No. 2004011129
Dear Mr Holloway - '

Thdnk you for mcludmg the Cahforma Department of Transportanon in the env1r0nmental

review process for the _proposed pro;ect to construct a recycled water plpelme approx;mately
26,900 lmer feet long, apump statxon andal MG Water storage tank

-We note in the mformatron recelved that the proposed prOJect mvolves open trenchmg along
‘side State right:zof:-way. In all instances- where the proposed work falls: within or affects the State .
right-of-way such as. constructions, grading, _changes to hydrauhc run-off, etc.; a Calh‘ans

encroachment permit will be needed ‘thus, -plans will need to be revrewed by our Ofﬁce of
Permits. ' : :

'Addrtrondlly, we understand that at 1~210/05bome Street mterchange, access to the ramps may B
be partially or completely restncted durmg the constriiction. period. We acknowledge and concur

that temporary detour plans would need to-be developed and: approved by our Office of Dlstrrct
Traffic Manager (DTM).

If you have any questrons regarding our eomments you may. call me at (213) 897 4479 and |
refer to record number 040202/ EA S

Sincerely,

STEPHEN J. BUSWELL
IGR/CEQA Program Manager
Caltrans, District 7

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Mr. Stephen Buswell

State of California Department of
Transportation

District 7, Office of Public
Transportation and Regional Planning

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Buswell:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on-the Inltlal Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: We [Caltrans] note that the proposed project involves open trenching

along side state right-of-way. A Caltrans encroachment permit will be needed where the
proposed work falls within or affects the state right-of-way.

Response: The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) will coordinate
with Caltrans for any activities within or that affects state right-of-way. The comment is

noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the
decisionmakers.

Comment 2: We understand that at I-210/Osborne Street interchange, access to the
ramps may be partially or completely restricted during construction. We acknowledge

and concur that a temporary detour plan would need to be developed and approved by
our Office of District Traffic Manager.

Response: If construction of the proposed project would partially or completely restrict
access to the ramps at the 1-210/Osborne Street, LADWP will develop a temporary
detour plan that would be sent to Caltrans’ Office of District Traffic Manager for review

and approval. The comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decisionmakers.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor '
111 North Hope Street

- Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Yl CAutrs.

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



Chatles Holloway Kim Clark

City of Los Angeles : 10369 Silverton Ave.
Department of Water and Power Tujunga, CA 91042
11 North Hope Street, Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

April 9, 2004

RE: Recycled Water Project for the Los Angeles International Golf course and
other users in the Hansen Dam area ‘ '

Dear Mr. Holloway, . - v :

~ I'have been a resident, home and-land owner in the Tujunga area for 28 years, and
plan to be here forthe duration. This letter is to express my concerns regarding the. .
infroduction of recycled water into the greater Tujunga Watershed area, and to request 4 full

EIR on the proposed project. e
- I am focused on two major arcas of concern which are 1) the use of recycled water in -
the Tujunga Watershed area which is an important supply of fresh water for the City.of Los -
Angeles as well as an ecologically diverse and délicate area which serves as the habitat for
several endangered species; and 2) new information now available on the developing =
- complexities of using recycled watet, what’s iri it, where it ends up; and some emerging -
“issues. ' v S 2
- ~The Los Angeles International golf course would be the first customer, and many
more are planned to - follow once the infrastructure is in place. While T agree with the

principals of reducing waste of potable water (which was an issue I forwarded in the original
- LAI golf course EIR5 over 12 years ago), it is also important to review projects in light of
the latest, most technologically advanced infotmation for decision making purposes. _
Because of new information and technology that has become available in recent years, even -
months, I do not think the several-year-old Addendum EIR for the use of recycled water at
the LAI golf course is sufficient. I request the public have the opportunity to participate in a.
full EIR on the proposed project to address the increasingly complex issues surrounding the
use of recycled water in major aquifers such asthe Tujunga Wa rshed. _ o

- Directly below the LAI Golf Course is an ecologically sensitive area containing many

diverse species, including several which are federally listed as endangered. The US Fishand
Wildlife Service will need to review the project, as it-will directly affect this contiguous,
downstream habitat. A full EIR will help to ensure proper safeguards are in place to protect
this vital habitat. o ' ' '

Sincerely,
Kim Clark
Cc:

Habitat Works of Southern California
Tujunga Watershed Stakeholders
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" October 18, 2005

Ms. Kim Clark
10369 Silverton Avenue
Tujunga, CA 91042

Dear Ms. Clark:

| Subject. Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negatlve
Declaration (1IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are- prowded as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: I've been a resident, home and land owner in the Tujunga area for 28
years .... express my concerns regarding the introduction of recycled water into the

greater Tujunga Watershed area, and to request a full Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) on the proposed project.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decisionmakers.

~Comment 2: | am focused on two major areas of concern...1) the use of recycled water
~ in the Tujunga Watershed area which is an important supply of fresh water for the City

of Los Angeles as well as an ecologically diverse and delicate area which serves as the
habitat for several endangered species ...

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable.water supply and expand the use of reclaimed/recycled water by providing
recycled water for landscape irrigation. The State of California has specific regulations
regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health

and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR,
Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water. Recycling Criteria.

Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses
Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during operation of

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health Services
(DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure
- all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally, the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that
the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected. Recycled water
proposed for distribution in this project would be required meet the most current and
applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works' Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
- This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration and disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, the
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) tested for drug residuals from
human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary use in
agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant.
No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition 194 -
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes

" low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
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that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.
Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the

property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where

a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a subgrade drainage system beneath

putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect

and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the
source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or

- potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, mitigation measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that "... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal

and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on
local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.
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LADWP as the major water supplier in Los Angeles has a commitment to maintaining
the reliability of the City’s potable water supply which includes water from groundwater
sources. As with recycled water, there are existing monitoring programs that ensure
quality of the groundwater is maintained. All uses of recycled water will be in strict
compliance with directives issued by state and local health agencies.

In the biological resources technical memorandum that was prepared for the IS/MND,
fourteen (14) special status plant species and fourteen (14) special status wildlife
species were identified as potentially present in the project region, or have some
potential to occur in the project area. Because the areas proposed for construction are
areas historically or currently disturbed, none of these plant/wildlife species were

~ determined to be expected to occur within the project footprint area. In areas of ‘
construction and operation where potential habitat exists (e.g., proposed tank site), the
proposed project footprint would be placed to avoid the areas with potential to support
these species. The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant
impact on local wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated
by numerous state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements
and procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
ground water at the ANGC,; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect
excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses Best
Management Practices (BMPs) to ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff.
No significant impacts to sensitive species are anticipated to occur.

Comment 3: ...and 2) new information now available on the developing complexities of
using recycled water, what's in it, where it ends up, and some emerging issues.

Response: As stated above, to ensure an appropriate level of treatment for the
protection of public health, the DHS has established treatment requirements for a
variety of recycled water uses. Under these regulations, recycled water must be treated
to an appropriate level to protect surface water and to prevent transmission of
pathogens. The level of treatment varies with the ultimate of the recycled water. Ata
minimum, wastewater must receive secondary treatment prior to use as recycled water.
Those uses with the highest potential for human exposure are permitted if the water has
received disinfected tertiary treatment. Recycled water planned to be delivered through
the project facilities has received full tertiary treatment including filtration for pathogen
removal and disinfection. This water would meet all state and federal water quality
criteria for recycled water supplies. DHS and the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
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Control Board (RWQCB) set forth standards and guidelines for water quality which
protect public health and ensure that water resources are not degraded.

Comment 4: The Los Angeles International golf course would be the first customer, and
many more are planned to follow once the infrastructure is in place. While | agree with
the principals of reducing waste of potable water, it is also important to review projects
in light of the latest, most technologically advanced information .... because of new
information and technology that has become available in recent years, even months, |
do not think the several-year-old Addendum EIR for the use of recycled water at the LAl
golf course is sufficient. | request the public have the opportunity to participate in a full
EIR on the proposed project to address the increasingly complex issues surrounding the
use of recycled water in major aquifers such as the Tujunga.Watershed.

Respo'nse: The proposed customers for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project
would be the Angeles National Golf Club and the Hansen Dam Recreation Area. Water
recycling is not a new technology; recycled water has been used throughout the United

States for over 50 years. The State of California encourages the use of recycled water
in order to preserve potable water supplies. : :

Several legislative and regulatory standards exist (e.g., State Health and Safety Code,
Water Code, and Title 17 and 22 of the California Code of Regulations) that define and -
regulate the use of recycled water. DHS and RWQCB monitor and enforce these
regulations. New information and technologies would be addressed by these
enforcement agencies. The recycled water that would be distributed by the proposed
project would be requiréd to meet all the most current and applicable regulatory
standards and requirements through permits obtained from DHS and RWQCB.

The proposed project does not rely on the Los Angeles Golf Course EIR for any part of
the environmental review process. The IS/MND for the Hansen Area Water Recycling

Project satisfies the requirements for environmental evaluation under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

CEQA has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact
evaluation and documentation process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is
not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and
prepares.an Initial Study (IS). This process evaluates potential adverse project impacts
to 17 environmental factors. If all 17 environmental factors result in a less than
significant impact or can be mitigated to less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency
prepares, distributes, and certifies a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS
indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the environment,
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even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors for project construction and operation. Two
environmental factors (cultural resources and noise) were identified as factors that could
be significantly impacted due to project construction activities. Mitigation was developed
and agreed to that would reduce the potential impacts to less than significant.

Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared and publicly distributed for review and
comment. ,

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decisionmakers.

Comment 5: Directly below the LAI Golf Course is an ecologically sensitive area
containing many diverse species, including several which are federally listed as
endangered. The US Fish and Wildlife Service will need to review the project, as it will
directly affect this contiguous, downstream habitat. A full EIR will help to ensure proper
safeguards are in place to protect this vital habitat.

Response: Construction and.operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to
directly impact resources under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife (USFWS)
pursuant to the federal Endangered Species Act. A project is not required to reviewed
by the USFWS if there is no anticipated impact that is subject to their jurisdiction. If a
project were to impact a federally listed Threatened or Endangered species, approval to
impact (take) a listed species would be required. Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decisionmakers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed
project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: :

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardA genda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
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contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or are require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Uity £ Hollory

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
. Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






February 27, 2004

Charles Holloway

Los Angeles Department of Water & Power
Environmental Affairs

Room 1044

111 No. Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Charles Holloway:

Re:  Notice of Availability/Notice of Intent to Adopt an Initial Study/Proposed
Mitigation Negative Declaration for Hansen Area Water Recycling Project.
No: 95-0286-CUC CUBE GAC SCH 9505/1004 '

We are residents of Shadow Hills for 46 years at 10040 Wentworth Street and members
of the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association, the Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood
Council and the Lake View Terrace-La Tuna Canyon-Shadow Hills Neighborhood
Council. As community members, we are interested in projects affecting this community,
surrounding communities and the Scenic Corridors (Foothill Freeway I 210, Foothill

Blvd and Wentworth Street) as specified in the San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic
Preservation Specific Plan.

Notification for public comments in reference to the proposed Water Recycling Project
reached us this week. In order to respond constructively, it is imperative to allow citizens
to learn about the plan and its implications in relation to the Community Plan and the San
Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation Specific Plan. An extension for public
comments is important. We would appreciate information in reference to the Water
Recycling Project and an opportunity to attend meetings/workshops designed for
presentations and discussion to inform community members affected by the project.

Thank You.

Sincerely,

Ivan E & Roberta C Cole
10040 Wentworth Street

Shadow Hills, CA 91040-1246







Department of Water and Power the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

* October 18, 2005

Mr. and Mrs. Ivan Cole
10040 Wentworth Street
Shadow Hills, CA 91040-1246

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): . - ‘

Comment 1: We are residents of Shadow Hills for 46 years and members of several
property owner/neighborhood associations/councils. We are interested in projects
affecting this community, surrounding communities and the Scenic Corridors.
Notification for public comments regarding project reached us this week. In order to
respond constructively, it is imperative to allow citizens to learn about the plan and its

implications on the community in relation to existing plans. An extension for public
comments is important.

Response: Since the release of the IS/MND for the Hansen Area Water Recycling
Project, the Los Angeles Department of Wate and Power (LADWP) staff has
participated in several community meetings. In addition, at the request of the public, the

review period for the document was extended until July 21, 2004, for a total of
175 days of public review. -

Comment 2; We would appreciate information in reference to the project and an

opportunity to attend meetings/workshops designed for presentations and discussion to
inform community members affected by the project.

Response: Your contact information will be added to the projects list of interested

persons for future mailings related to the proposed project. Your comment is noted and

will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision
makers. -

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life.
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Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: ' .

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 15655-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or are require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

_Sincerely,

Charles C. Holloway .
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure .
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



April 9, 2004

Charles Holloway
111'North Hope Street
Room 1044 _
Los Angeles CA 90012

Subject: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project
Dear Mr. Holloway,

- Numerous inaccuracies in the project's Mitigated Negative Declaration
- suggestan inadequate study of the pipe route's geography and logistics.
(For instance, south of the 210 Wheatland exit is a nat al areawhich |
‘needs to be protected -- it should NOT be used for a construction staging
area.) R | S S

However, even very serious safety, environmental and logistical issues -
associated with construction of the pipeline itself are of comparatively
minor importance, comparedto the much more serious issue of what will -~

come OUT of that pipeline.

re is so much NEW kno ‘abouthe recycled
wastewater, including hundreds of DBP's (drinking water disinfection by-
‘products) that were not even recognized as environmental hazards justa
few short years ago, that any previous studies associated with the golf
course's original EIR have been rendered obsolete. ‘Additionally, the high
salt & boron content in recycled wastewater may not kill turf, but it is
extremely damaging for native plants, trees and bushes. And we have no
idea of the effect that even trace amounts of residual medications will have
on wildlife that live adjacent to the proposed irrigated areas. = |

There is so-much NEW knowledge about health hazards i

Therefore, | urgently request that a FULL "Environmental Impact Report”
- (EIR) be done for the Hansen Area (waste) Water Recycling Project.

It would be reckless to take the unnecessary risk of pushing the Hansen
Area Recycled wastewater project forward, until technology has caught up
with this new awareness of the risks & hazards. - For all these reasons,
Lopez-Landfill is a more appropriate first customer for this watér - the
landfill is high above the water table, lined to prevent water leakage, and
provides an ideal laboratory environment in which to mionitor and test the
long-term results of irrigating with recycled water. Furthermore, the



mfrastruc’ture to get the water up to the landfill is already in place (pumping
station, pipe, 1 MG tank).

There is so much at stake in terms of both human health and
environmental health -- a full E.|.R. is not unreasonable to demand.

Arthur Drucker
10047 McBroom St
Sunland Ca 91040

Cc . C
Tujunga Watershed Councsl
PO Box 176 _
Sunland CA 91041 o
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Mr. Arthur Drucker
. 10047 McBroom Street
~ Sunland, CA 91040

Dear Mr. Drucker:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: Numerous inaccuracies in the project’'s Mitigated Negative Declaration
suggest an inadequate study of the pipe route’s geography and logistics. (For instance,

south of the 210 Wheatland exit is a natural area that needs to be protected — it should
NOT be used for a construction staging area).

-Response: The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) will not
utilize the 1-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As local community members
have suggested, an alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed
I-210/Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the
Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for
tree storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the 1-210/\Wheatland site. If
this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close prOX|m|ty to
the proposed prOJect ahgnment but not the |-210/Wheatland site.

Comment 2: However, even very serious safety, environmental and logistical issues
associated with construction of the pipeline itself are of comparatively minor importance,
compared to the much more serious issue of what will come OQUT of that pipeline. There
is so much NEW knowledge about health hazards in recycled wastewater, including
hundreds of DBP’s that were not even recognized as environmental hazards just a few
short years ago, that any previous studies associated with the golf course’s original
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) have been rendered obsolete. Additionally, the high
salt and boron content in recycled wastewater may not kill turf, but it is extremely
damaging for native plants, trees, and bushes. And we have no idea of the effect that

even trace amounts of residual medications will have on wildlife that live adjacent to the
proposed irrigated areas.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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Response: The proposed project does n'ot rely on the golf courses EIR for any part of
the environmental review process. The IS/IMND for the Hansen Area Water Recycling

Project satisfies the requirements for environmental evaluation under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The proposed project's objectlve is to improve the reliability of the City’s potable water
supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water for landscape
irrigation. The State of California has specific regulations regarding use of recycled
water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code,
and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through
60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for -
recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses Operating Records and Reports with
specific procedures specified during operation of the recycled water facilities. The State
of California Department of Health Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and
operations of recycled water facilities to assure all regulations and conditions are met.
Additionally the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board implements
permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that the beneficial uses provided by
local water resources are preserved. Recycled water proposed for distribution in this

project would be required to meet the most current and applicable federal and state
“standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tiliman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration and disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
water quality standards. In fact, although the salt concentration of recycled water from
the Tillman Plant is higher than that which would be provided via the LADWP potable

water system, the Tillman recycled water presently meets the current drinking water
standards for salt.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
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to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
- requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
‘evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the
property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where
a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system beneath

putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect _
and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the

source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (measure
No. 40) that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away
from the preserve areas. Furthermore, mitigation measure No. 41 approved as part of
the ANGC project specifically indicates that *... as designed, there should be no



Mr. Arthur Drucker
Page 4
October 18, 2004

movement of water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation
systems will minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve
so that even during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf
course area.” In addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater
monitoring program to ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore,
with the conditions placed on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff
(small amounts of runoff from over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm
events) would be very minimal and not substantial and therefore, not considered a
significant or adverse impact on local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation

Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management

~ Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File No. 166080), as

required by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and
reduce potential runoff.

The operation of the proposed project would not have a signiﬁcant impact on local
wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water's quality is regulated by numerous
state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and
procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
groundwater at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect

excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses BMPs to
ensure local water quality and reduce potentlal runoff.

Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Comment 3: Therefore, | urgently request that a FULL EIR be done for the Hansen
Area (waste) Water Recycling Project.

Response: CEQA has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows. during the environmental
impact evaluation and documentation process for proposed projects. If a proposed
project is not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts
and prepares an IS. This process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17
environmental factors. If all 17 environmental factors result in a less than significant
impact or can be mitigated to less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares,
distributes, and certifies an MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a



Mr. Arthur Drucker
Page 5
October 18, 2004

significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency
prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR. For the proposed project, the IS revealed
that there were less than significant impacts to 15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two
environmental factors (cultural resources and noise) were identified as factors that could
be significantly impacted due to project construction activities. Mitigation was developed
and agreed to that would reduce the potential impacts to less than significant.

Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared and publicly distributed for review and
comment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: It would be reckless to take the unnecessary risk of pushing the Hansen
Area Recycled wastewater project forward, until technology has caught up with this new
awareness of the risks & hazards. For all these reasons, Lopez Landfill is a more
appropriate “first customer” for this water — the landfill is high above the water table,
lined to prevent water leakage, and provides an ideal laboratory environment in which to
monitor and test the long-term results of irrigating with recycled water. Furthermore, the

infrastructure to get water up to the landfill is already in place (pumping station, pipe, 1
MG tank). '

Response: The quality of recycled water distributed through the proposed project would
meet all federal and state water quality requirements.

Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of this project.
Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a system with
sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate pressure. The
HDRA and the ANGC are physically situated at elevations and locations that can be
immediately served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating
Station (VGS)to lift the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of
approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump station at VGS to pump to the top

of LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at
HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
-of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be
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pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill. '

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’'s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations, and -
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or

pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under CEQA. :

Comment 5. There is so much at stake in terms of both human health and
environmental health — a full EIR is not unreasonable to demand.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 5. Your comment is noted and

will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-
makers. -

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP

- website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, OF the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional

information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely, :

oerde ( 45y

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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FAX NUMBER: 213-367-3582

SUBJECT: Letter from SHPOA to LADWP re. Hans

en Area Water Recycling
Project '

FROM: William E. Eick

NUMBER OF PAGES (including cover sheet): 6

The information contained in this facsimife messége is intended only for the
personal and confidential use of the designated recipient named above. This

message may be an attorney-client communication and as such is privileged and
confidential. '

If the reader of this messa
that you have received th
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is document ini error, and that any review, dissemination,
or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by
telephone and return the original message to us by mail. Thank you.

COMMENTS: Also enclosed please find the two cover sheets to the report in
question which report was prepared by MWH.



WIiLLIAM E. EICck

ATTORNEY AT LAW
2604 FooTHILL BOULEVARD, Suitg Cc

LA CRESCENTA, CALIFORNIA 91214
TELEPHONE: (818) 248-0050

FACSIMILE: (818) 248-2473

February 25, 2004

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Affairs :

Attention: Charles Holloway
111 N. Hope Street, Room 1004
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re:  Comments to Hansen Area Water Recycling Project IS/MND

Dear Mr. Holloway:

| represent the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA). Our conclusion is
that this project needs an environmental impact report, not a mitigated negative
declaration. In particular, your analysis either fails to consider or in fact improperly
analyzes many aspects of the proposal including but not limited to the following:

1. [tis my understanding that this water can
used to be part of the water supply (i.e. in
water proposed to irrigate the Angeles

only be used for irrigation and cannot be
rigation yes; toilet to tap no). In fact, the
Golf Course will go directly into the water
supply. The water table at the golf course is approximately 25 feet from the surface

- and less during the rainy season. Much of the water then re-surfaces immediately
west of the 210 freeway by way. of the Tuj

junga Ponds where it traverses
downstream, held behind the Hansen Dam and ultimately diverted into the Los

Angeles County drinking water spreading grounds. In short, this water cannot be
used on the Angeles Golf Course. : '

2. The MND fails to consider the fact that i
mitigation bank nature preserve run by
Public Works. This “irrigation” water imm
and will contaminate this preserve area

animals. This reclaimed water will undou
this preserve area.

mmediately west of the 210 freeway is a
the Los Angeles County Department of
ediately resurfaces in the Tujunga Ponds
Wwhich contains endangered plants and
btedly contaminate and irrevocably harm

-The land use regulations in the area do not permit the construction of a 1 million
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gallon water tank. The Angeles Golf Course has strict requirements as part of its
conditional use permit and does not include the construction of such a tank.

Because of the sensitive nature of the habitat, the Golf Course Conditional Use
Permit has many restrictions including water quality restrictions. The golf course
-could be forced to cease operations or stop using the DWP reclaimed water if the
golf course operations degrade the downstream water supply. The downstream
water is monitored quarterly by the County of Los Angeles as part of mitigation bank
preserve requirements insisted upon by the California Department of Fish and

Game. The cost of this DWP project could easily be lost if the golf course shuts
down or if it is required to discontinue the use of the DWP water.

The 1 million gallon water tower is being built on an earthquake fault. The MND
- states that this is not a problem because if the tank bursts the water will only gointo
the Tujunga Wash. The golfers playing the Angeles Golf Course, the hikers or the
trail riders might think it is a big problem if the water comes cascading down on

them. The DWP would also probably ruin the portion of the golf course which it
then may be required to fix. In addition, the tank may violate the newly enacted
Scenic Corridor Plan. ’

One of the biggest issues in the development of the golf course was obtaining the
required permits from the Army Corp of Engineers under the Clean Water Act and
a stream alteration permit from the California Department of Fish and Game.
Discharging recycled water onto the golf course which will then percolate into or run
off into jurisdictional waters will require permits. It may even require the Army Corp

to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under Section 7. This permit .
process was not addressed in the MND.

The MND failed to consider several sources of information which resutted in the

failure to analyze all of the aspects of the project. The following should have been
reviewed: '

7.1 Al information from the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works

concerning the preserve area including the EIR which was prepared.

7.2 Allinformation about water quality monitoring.

7.3 TheEIR prepared in connection with the Golf Course development.

74 The extensive conditions of the conditional use permit for the golf course.
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7.5 The Scenic Corridor Plan

passed in December, 2003 by the Los Angeles
City Council. -

In summary, the MND does not adequately address the environmental concerns. The
Department of Water and Power should complete an environmental impact report.

Very truly yours,

Wl E Furt

William E. Eick,
Attorney for SHPOA

¢c.  Hon. Wendy Greuel

SHPOQA/water.1



—

‘____j PR | e

. . . s i H ]

S

m

County' of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

Water Quality Monitoring
2003 Annual Report

for the

Master Mitigation Plan for the Big Tujunga
Wash Mitigation Bank

@ mwH

February 2004



Water Quality Monitoring
2003 Annual Report

for

Master Mltlgatlon Plan for the Big Tu1unga Wash
Mitigation Bank

February 2004

Prepared For:

Chambers Group, Inc.
17671 Cowan Avenue, Suite 100
Irvine, California 92614

Prepared By:

MWH
301 North Lake Avenue, Suite 600
Pasadena, California 91101







Department of Water and Power

fhe Citty of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor -

October 18, 2005

Mr. William Eick
2604 Foothill Boulevard
Suite C

La Cresenta, CA 91214

Dear Mr. Eick:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the ' :

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on.the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments
(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): )

Comment 1: | represent the Shadow Hills Property Owners Association (SHPOA). Our
conclusion is that this project needs an environmental impact report, not a mitigated
negative declaration. In particular, your analysis either fails to consider or in fact

improperly analyzes many aspects of the proposal including but not limited to the
following:

Response: Please see the responses provided below for each concern raised
regarding the scope, accuracy, and adequacy of the analysis in the IS/MND. The
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows
during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation process for proposed
projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the
Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This process evaluates
potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all 17 environmental
factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to less than a
significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a Mitigated

- Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a

- significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency
prepares, distributes, and certifies an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA LAY
; Recyclable and made from recycled waste. %&
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. For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and

noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project

construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Comment 2: It is my understanding that this water can only be used for irrigation and
cannot be used to be part of the water supply. In fact, the water proposed to irrigate the
Angeles Golf Course will go directly into the water supply. The water table at the golf
course is approximately 25 feet from the surface and less during the rainy season.
Much of the water then re-surfaces immediately west of the 210 freeway by way of the
Tujunga Ponds where it traverses downstream, held behind the Hansen Dam and
ultimately diverted into the Los Angeles County drinking water spreading grounds. In
short, this water cannot be used on the Angeles Golf Course.

Response: The proposed project’s objéctive is to improve the reliability of the City's
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water

for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has

specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. Recycled water proposed for

distribution in this project would be required meet the most current and applicable
federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works' Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
" This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
- Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
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water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes-
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,

- investigate with the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) the
possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of connecting to the East Valley
Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
- held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a subgrade drainage system
“beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to
collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which
serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with

recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality
parameters are met.

. The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff. ‘
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Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the groundwater is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
. contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90% of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
- groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the groundwater from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on the water supply
from the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

Comment 3: The MND fails to consider the fact that immediately west of the 210
freeway is a mitigation bank nature preserve run by the Los Angeles County
Department of Public Works. This “irrigation” water immediately resurfaces in the
Tujunga Ponds and will contaminate this preserve area which contains endangered

plants and animal. This reclaimed water will undoubtedly contaminate and irrevocably
harm this preserve area.

Response: The construction and operation of the proposed project is not expected to
have an impact on the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Construction will not occur
on, or in proximity to, the preserve. The operation of the proposed project would not
have a significant impact on downstream water bodies, plants or animals because:

1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous state and federal regulations;
2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place to mitigate any
potential water quality concerns to surface or groundwater at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC
irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable water can be blended
within the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; and 4) the ANGC has been

designed to minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on site for re-use in their
irrigation system.

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive
full tertiary treatment as specified under Title 22 and disinfection. This water would meet
all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Water
delivered to the HDRA and ANGC would be used for irrigation of turf areas only.
Beyond the use of drought resistant grass, turf management practices, including
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irrigation optimization that conserves water (e.g., limiting areas to be irrigated) and
evaporation would limit the area where recycled water would be used.

In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves
numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the
recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas, including known populations of
slender-horned spineflower). Condition 28 requires the monitoring of local surface water
and groundwater quality conditions before and during the operation of the golf course.
In addition, Condition 49 addresses requirements for the “Golf Course Management
Plan” including control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 138
requires the golf course to be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. And

- finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course to develop and implement a water quality
monitoring program.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no movement of
‘water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal
and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on the
ecosystem, aquifer or the Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank.

Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Comment 4: The land use regulations in the area do not permit the construction of a 1
million gallon water tank. The Angeles Golf Course has strict requirements as part of its
conditional use permit and does not include the construction of such a tank.

Response: No land use regulations prohibit the construction of the storage tank in the
proposed location. Although the location of the storage tank has been proposed within
an area slated to be offered to the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC) for
future dedication by the ANGC (per their City of Los Angeles Conditional Use Permit),
the location of the tank would not conflict with the proposed habitat preserve dedication.
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14 April 2004

Charles Holloway

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Affairs

111 N. Hope Street, Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Hansen Dam/Big Tujunga Wash Area Water Recycling Project

Dear Mr. Holloway:

I am very concerned about 11ke1y habitat impacts from the proposed use of recvcled

“wastewater on the Angeles National Golf Course in Big Tujunga Wash, and I beheve itis
critical that these and other concerns be addressed through a comprehensive
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prior to the initiation of this project.

I am not competent to address water quality concerns, a variety of which arise from the
proposed project. However, asa practicing ornithologist and avian ecologist in the
region for over 30 years, I have serious issues with habitat impacts that will or rmght
result from the construction of the pipeline and subsequent water storage.

Specifically, ‘

(1) The proposed staging area south of the Wheatland Exit of the 210 (Foothill)
Freeway is immediately adjacent to, and will likely impact, one of only two known
remaining territories of the highly endangered Cactus Wren (Campylorh ynehils
brunneicapillus) in the Big Tujunga Wash area. 1 observed birds at an active nest in this
areain March 2004. The Cactus Wren formerly had significant colonies in the alluvial
scrub of Big Tujunga Wash, but ongoing habitat destruction, culminating with the
elimination of several hundred acres of habitat for the golf course, has reduced this
population to a very tenuous level. Ata minimum, thorough current surveys of Cactus

“Wrens in the entire Big Tujunga Wash area need to be conducted, and no alluvial scrub
should be allowed to be impacted by the pipeline construction or staging activities. The
United States Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Game
will need to assess the situation and approve construction plans.

990 Expasition Boulevard Laos Angeles, CA 96007
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Comment 3: (2) Similarly, the siting of the proposed water storage tank adjacent to the
golf course will destroy and/or degrade an important area of alluvial scrub habitat that
was to receive protection as habitat after the construction of the Angeles National Golf
Course. The construction of the golf course destroyed such a large percentage of
|mportant alluvial habitat that it is not acceptable to lose additional acreage.

Response: Although the location of the storage tank has been proposed within an area
slated to be offered to the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC) for future
dedication by the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), the location of the tank would not
conflict with the proposed habitat preserve dedication. Prior to the dedication of land to
the SMMC, the ANGC is expected to dedicate easements for necessary roads and
utilities in the area. The proposed tank site would be dedicated by the ANGC to LADWP
under a utility easement as part of this process. This dedication would not interfere with
or affect the Angeles National Golf Club’s ability to meet their habitat preservation
obligations to the City of Los Angeles or the SMMC as specified in their Conditional Use
Permit. Additionally, the placement of the tank would be in a manner that minimizes
impacts to surrounding habitat by limiting construction to disturbed areas (e.g., near

Conover Fire Road). Once constructed, the area surrounding the tank would be
restored.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: | trust that you will agree that additional environmental review is necessary
before the wastewater recycling project can proceed.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 1.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and considerétion of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at htip:/www.ladwp.com/BoardA genda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Uoelor ( 4l

Charles C. Hollowéy
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEch
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Department of Water and Povwer

the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E DEATON, General Manager
Mayor :

October 18, 2005

-Ms. Theresa Ghezzi
6023 Klump Avenue
North Hollywood, CA 91600

Dear Ms._ Ghezzi:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: It was mentioned several times [at the community meeting] that the water
from Tillman Treatment Plant can only be used for irrigation and cannot be used to be
part of groundwater. | did not hear any response from you [Mr. Holloway] or Mr. Ott
other than the plans of the future for it to be used for Hansen Dam Golf Course and
surrounding parks. How is the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP)
going to be able to stop the treated water from contaminating groundwater in the
Hansen Dam area or in any of the other areas that are above groundwater

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City's
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally, the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are preserved.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the
most current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.
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The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22 and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this -
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and

- provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quahty before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
‘watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through’
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.
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Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be

held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage

- system beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is

designed to collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake,

which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended

with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality
parameters are met. ‘

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the groundwater is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90% of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
“the groundwater from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
- supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality from
the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

Comment 2: | believe a Full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) needs to be done for a
project of this size and scope.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (1S). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
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17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 3: The danger posed by residual medications is only now beginning to be
understood.

'Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 1. In addition, as part of the
City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP tested for drug residuals
from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary use in

agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant. No
drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

Comment 4: The effects on wildlife and fauna needs to be studied. How recycled water
effects habitat is of a concern in this unique area.

Response: As described in response to Comment 1, in addition to guidelines from the
local agency, construction and operation of the ANGC also includes numerous water
quality measures/conditions that limit the area that would be in contact with the recycled
water (e.g., away from native plant areas), as well as a surface and groundwater
monitoring program that monitors water quality from the golf course. The operation of
the proposed project would not have a significant impact on local habitat because:

1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous state and federal regulations;
2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place to mitigate any
potential water quality concerns to surface or groundwater at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC
irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable water can be blended
within the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been
designed to minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on site for re-use in their
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irrigation system; and 5) HDRA utilizes Best Management Practices (BMPs) to ensure
local water quality and reduce potential runoff. :

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive
 full tertiary treatment as specified under Title 22 and disinfection. This water would meet
all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Water
delivered to HDRA and the ANGC would be used for irrigation of turf areas only.
Beyond the use of drought-resistant grass, turf management practices, including
irrigation optimization that conserves water (e.g., limiting areas to be irrigated) and
evaporation would limit the area where recycled water would be used. '

In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves
numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the
recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas, including known populations of
slender-horned spineflower). As previously described in the Response to Comment 1,
Condition 28 requires the monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality
conditions before and during the operation of the golf course. Condition 49 addresses
requirements for the “Golf Course Management Plan” including control of chemicals for
water quality management. Condition 138 requires the golf course to be designed to
maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. And finally, Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. '

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part-of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal

and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on
local habitat.

Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).
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Comment 5: Tearing up Osborne and Foothill will create many equestrian hazards
many horses are noise sensitive to heavy equipment and will not step on plates.

Response: As described in the IS/IMND, construction is expected to progress along the
proposed alignment with the maximum length of open trench at one time being open of
approximately 500 feet in length within a work area of up to approximately 2,000 linear
feet. This type of construction would progress such that no one area would be directly
affected by the construction for no more than a three-month period. Portions of the
proposed alignment could disrupt equestrian activity during the short period of time that
construction would take place in any one location. For the safety of people and horses,
construction areas would be designated and ingress/egress limited per all applicable
standard practices and LADOT requirements, thus limiting the access of horses in the
construction area during the temporary construction period at any one location.

Comment 6: | understand LADWP’s requirements to use recycled water and the need
is there for mass amount of water usage. | believe there are other areas that would

have less of an impact like the Lopez Landfill. Therefore, | am asking that a complete
EIR be done for the Hansen Dam area.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of
this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. The HDRA and the ANGC are physically situated at elevations and locations
that can be immediately served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley
Generating Station (VGS) to lift the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic
grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump station at VGS to pump

to the top of LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such
as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.
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If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’'s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or

pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under CEQA.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: '

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www. ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, OF the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

et K%&é?

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Charles Holloway

Department of Water and Power
111 North Hope Street

Room 1044 .

Los Amceles CA 90012

Subject: Hanscn Area Wa{er Rccvchng Pro;uct

Dear Mr Holloway,

“There dppear to be a numbcr of inaccuracies in the Mmgdted Ncoame Declaratlon
‘which suggest an 1nadcquatc studv of the pipe route’s geographv and loglstlcs As an
.example there is a natural area just to the south of the 210 Wheatland exit, which needs

10be protected Ttis recommended in the 1 ‘Qegatwe Dec that this area be used as'a
construction stayng area. This would be an mappropuate site for stagm g area,

W Inle in theor; Iam supportlve of 1e«.yclmg waste water, L btronglv urgc that full LIR -
to conducted to ensure that there are no serious or negative effects that would result from
this proposed Water Recyclmg Pro;ect Lnfortunatelx thele is new mformaﬁon about
health hazards in recycled wastewater, including drmkmcr water disinfection by-products.
Additionally, the high salt & boron content in rec vcled wastc water may be cause damage ,
to native plants, trees and bushes. :

ihex efore, it respeuttully ruqucst the need for a FDI L ‘anuonmemai Tmpdci Repon"
(EIR) be done for the Hdnsen Aren (w aste) \N tcr Recvclmg, PrOJe(,t

11 ha.s been suggested that a beuer locanon for thc, Hansen Area Rewcled wastcwater ,

- project would be in the area of the L. opez Canyon Landfill. The landfill is hi gh above the.
water table, lined to prevem water leakage, and provides an 1deal laboratory environment
in which to monitor and test the long-term results of irrigating with recycled water.
Furthermore, the infrastructure to get the water up to the landfill is dlx eadv in pldu:
(pumpmg statlon pipe, 1 \4G tdnk) '

Ihank you ver-y rnuch for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

p A )é .é({f 5’{4{{,}{_4&/ e

Marlenie Grossman,
fxecutive Director

Ce: Tujunga Watershed Council

11243 Gienosks Bivd Sulte 3« Pacoima CASLI3L « E18.889.2454 « Fax K1E834.5188 » www.pacslinabeautifulorng
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ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

Ms. Marlene Grossman
Pacoima Beautiful

11243 Glenoaks Boulevard
Suite 3 ‘
Pacoima, CA 91331

Dear Ms. Grossman:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial S_tudy/Proposéd Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen ‘Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): '

Comment 1: Appears to be numerous inaccuracies in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration which suggest an inadequate study of the pipe route’s geography and
logistics. As an example, there is a natural area just south of the 210 Wheatland exit,
which needs to be protected. It is recommended in the Negative Dec that this area be

used as a construction staging area. This would be an inappropriate site for a staging
area. ‘

Response: The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) will not

utilize the 1-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As local community members

have suggested, an alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed
I-210/Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the
Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for
tree storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the 1-210/Wheatland site. If
this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close proximity to
the proposed project alignment but not the I-210/MWheatland site.

Comment 2: While, in theory, | am supportive of recycling waste water, | strongly urge
that a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be conducted to ensure that there are no
serious or negative effects that would result from the proposed project. Unfortunately,
there is new information about health hazards in recycled wastewater, including drinking

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA (K.
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water disinfection by-products. Additionally, the high salt & boron content of recycled
waste water may cause damage to native plants, trees, and bushes.

Response: Concerns about the potential human health risks associated with
pharmaceuticals and pharmaceuticals and personal care products (PPCPs) entering the
environment via municipal wastewater are mainly correlated with wastewater used to
supplement drinking water supplies. The proposed project’s objective is to improve the
reliability of the City’s potable water supply and expand the use of reclaimed/recycled
water by providing recycled water for landscape irrigation. The State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the
most current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works' Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards. In fact, although the salt concentration of recycled
water from the Tillman Plant is higher than that which would be provided via the LADWP

potable water system, the Tillman recycled water presently meets the current drinking
water standards for salt.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
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Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the
property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where
a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system beneath
putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect
and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the
source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation
(Measure. 40) that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct
drainage away from the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure. 41 approved
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as part of the ANGC project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be
no movement of water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled
irrigation systems will minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the
preserve so that even during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the
golf course area.” In addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater
monitoring program to ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore,
with the conditions placed on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff
(small amounts of runoff from over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm
events) would be very minimal and not substantial and therefore, not conS|dered a
significant or adverse impact on local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce -
potential runoff.

The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact on local
wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water's quality is regulated by numerous
state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and
procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
groundwater at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect
excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses BMPs to
ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff.

Comment 3: Therefore, | respectively request the need for a full EIR be done for the
Hansen Area (waste) Water Recycling Project.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an
MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the
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environment, even with mltlgatlon then the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and
certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
~and publicly distributed for review.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review: and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4. It has been suggested that a better location for the Hansen Area
Recycled wastewater project would be in the area of the Lopez Canyon Landfill. The
landfill is high above the water table, lined to prevent water leakage, and provides an
ideal laboratory environment in which to monitor and test the long-term results of
irrigating with recycled water. Furthermore, the infrastructure to get water up to the
landfill is already in place (pumping station, pipe, 1 MG tank).

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part
of this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
-pressure. The HDRA and the ANGC are physically situated at elevations and locations
that can be immediately served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley
Generating Station to lift the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of
approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump station at Valley Generating

~ Station to pump to the top of LCL wouId result in pressures too great for service at lower
elevations such as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system .
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water-would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.
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If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
~evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http//www.ladwp.com/BoardA genda/brdagenda, OF the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276..

Sincerely,

Uandey & follrs

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Department of Water and Power the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

Ms. Terry L. Hake-Church
9738 Commerce Avenue
Tujunga, CA 91042

Dear Ms. Hake-Church:

Subject: Reéponses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to-your comments are prowded as follows (please refer
to attached letter for actual. comment text): ‘

Comment 1: | am a member of the Sunland-Tujunga Merchants Association. While we
applaud your efforts to find ways to expand the usage of our water supply, we feel that
not enough study has been given to the long-term effects of this prolect on the

Los Angeles County drinking water spreading grounds.

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health

- Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to -
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required meet the most
current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA <A,
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The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, the
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) tested for drug residuals from
human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary use in

agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant. No
drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of -
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194 .
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
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- on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,

solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution

uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

- Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
- held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage
system beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is
designed to collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake,
which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended

with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality
parameters are met.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce.
potential runoff.

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the groundwater is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90% of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the groundwater from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

LADWP as the major water supplier in Los Angeles.-has a commitment to maintaining
the reliability of the City’s potable water supply which includes water from groundwater
sources. As with recycled water, there are existing monitoring programs that ensure
quality of the groundwater is maintained. Compliance with existing state and federal
regulations regarding recycled water and user facility conditions would ensure a less

than significant impact on water quality from the irrigation water that would be delivered
by the proposed project.
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Comment 2: | have personally been involved with land use issues here in Sunland-
Tujunga for years and helped formulate the Scenic Corridor Plan and the extensive
conditions of the Conditional Use Permit for the Angeles Golf Course. | believe the
project with the tank you propose will violate conditions in both cases. William Eick
elaborated these possible violations better than I can in his letter of 02/25/04. | refer you
to that letter for the reasons for a request for a full EIR study.

Response: The proposed water tank would not be in violation of any of the provisions
of the San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountain Scenic Preservation Specific Plan. The Specific
Plan sets forth provisions for Prominent Ridgeline and Scenic Highway Corridor
protection. The proposed location of the tank along the Conover Fire Road is not within
a designated Prominent Ridgeline or within an area 60 vertical feet from a Prominent
Ridgeline. The linear portion of the proposed project would follow portions of Foothill

- Boulevard designated as a Scenic Highway Corridor, but there are no provisions in the
Specific Plan that prohibit construction or operation of infrastructure within the scenic
corridor. Also, there would be no visual impacts of the storage tank from the scenic
corridor as the corridor area provisions extend 500 feet on either side of the centerline
of the roadway of each of the Scenic Highways and the proposed tank would be
approximately 0.5 miles from Foothill Boulevard.

Regardless of the provisions of the Specific Plan, LADWP is committed to maintaining
the current character of the proposed tank location through partial or complete burial of
the proposed tank and complete site restoration at the completion of construction. The
Conover Fire Road, providing access to the proposed location, would be maintained
with a surface suitable for both vehicular access and a natural surface equestrian trail.

Additionally, although the location of the storage.tank has been proposed within an area
slated to be offered to the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC) for future
dedication by the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), the location of the tank would not
conflict with the proposed habitat preserve dedication. Prior to the dedication of land to
the SMMC, the ANGC is expected to dedicate easements for necessary roads and
utilities in the area. The proposed tank site would be dedicated by the ANGC to LADWP
under a utility easement as part of this process. This dedication would not interfere with
or affect the Angeles National Golf Club’s ability to meet their obligations to the City of
Los Angeles or the SMMC as specified in their Conditional Use Permit.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.
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Comment 3: | also agree with the Tujunga Watershed Council that the better option for
this project is the Lopez Canyon Landfill. The infrastructure already exists to make this
possible, resulting in both a safer and more cost-effective location for the project.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part
of this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. HDRA and ANGC are physically situated at elevations and locations that can
be immediately served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley
Generating Station to lift the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of
approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump station at Valley Generating

Station to pump to the top of LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower
elevations such as at HDRA. '

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
“LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project's pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardA genda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Uardes Oyl

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Department of Water and Power

the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor .

" October 18, 2005

Ms. Mary Hanson
11508 Kamloops Street
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342-7317

Dear Ms. Hanson:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

- (paraphrased) and a response to your comments are prowded as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): |

. Comment: | strongly urge you to have the Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power (LADWP) prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed
Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. The full impact of potential hazardous chemicals
in the recycled wastewater on human health, and the native plants and animals in the

Tujunga Ponds, and downstream from the ponds, can only be fully evaluated with an
environmental impact report. _

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. The State of California has specific regulations regarding use of
recycled water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code,
Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR,

Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria.

Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses
Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during operation of
the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health Services
(DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure
all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that
the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected. Recycled water

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
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proposed for distribution in this project would be required meet the most current and
applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

- The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards. In fact, although the salt concentration of recycled
water from the Tiliman Plant is higher than that which would be provided via the LADWP

potable water system, the Tillman recycled water presently meets the current drinking
water standards for salt.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golif course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition No.194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.
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Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the
property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where
a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system beneath
putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect
and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the
source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal

and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on
local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.

The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact on local
wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous
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state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and
procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
ground water at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect
excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses BMPs to
ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff. Potential impacts on sensitive

biological resources are further described in Appendix B of the IS/MND (Blologlcal
Resources Technical Memorandum).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 2: The Mltlgated Negative Declaration did not begin to adequately address
all the potential impacts that the proposed project could have on the local environment
and the people and animals that live downstream from the Angeles Golf Course.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to -
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an
MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the

environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and
certifies an EIR. '

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, an MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 18, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting
location is:
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp./www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

ot O flellme

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure ‘
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






April 12, 2004

Mr. Charles Holloway

111 North Hope Street
Room 1044

Los Angeles CA 90012

Subject: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project
Dear Mr. Holloway,

Numerous i 1naccurac1es in the project’s Mitigated Negative Declaration suggest an inadequate study of
the pipe route’s geography and logistics. (For instance, south-of the 210 Wheatland exit is a natural
- area that needs to be protected - it should NOT be used for a construction stagmg area. )

However even w,ry serious safety, enwronmental and loglstlcal 1ssues assocmted W, 1th construcnon

of the pipeline itseif are of comparatively minor importance, compamd to the much more serious
1ssue of what wﬂl come OUT of that. p1pel1ne '

There is s0 much NFW knowledge about health hdZ&I‘db in recycled wastewater, mciudmg hundredb

of DBP's (drinking water disinfection by-products) that were not even: recognized as’ env1ronmental
hazards just a few short years ago, that any previous studies associated with the golf course's.or 1g1nal
. EIR have been rendered obsolete. -Additionally, the high salt & boron confent in recycled wastewater
may not kill turf, but it is extremely damaging for native plants, trees and bushes. . And we ha've 1o
idea of the effect that even trace amounts of reszdual mcdxcaﬁons will hdave on wxldhfe that hve
adjacent to the proposed Imgated areas.

T herefore 1 urvemly request that aF UL "Enwronmen‘tal lrnpact Report" (EIR) be done :tor the
Hansen Area (waste) Water Recyclmg Pro;ect

It would be reckless to take the unnecessary rlsk of pushing the Hansen Area Recvcled wastewater
project forward, until technology has caught up with this new awareness of the risks & hazards. For
all these reasons, Lopez Landfill is a more appropriate “ﬁrst Gustomer” for this water - the landfill i is
high above the water table; lined to prevent water leakage and prov1des an Ideal laboratory
environment in which to monitor and test the long-term results of irrigating with recycled water.

Furthermore, the infrastructure to 5et the water up to the landﬁll is alreadv i place (pumpmg station,
pipe, 1 MG tank) '

There is so much at stake in terms of both human health and envir cnmental health -~ 4 Iull E IR.is
no‘c unreasonable to demand

Sincerely,

10836 Foothill Blvd.
Lake View Terrace, California 91342
818.899.0080 Telephone

cc: Tujunga Watershed Council
PO Box 176
Suniand CA 91641







Department of Water and Power

the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

Mr. and Ms. Ron Harder
- 10836 Foothill Boulevard
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Mr. and Ms. Harder:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: Numerous inaccuracies in the project's Mitigated Negative Declaration

- suggest an inadequate study of the pipe route’s geography and logistics. (For instance,
south of the 210 Wheatland exit is a natural area that needs to be protected ~ it should
NOT be used for a construction staging area).

Response: The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) will not utilize
the I-210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As local community members have
suggested, an alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed I-
210/Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the
Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for
tree storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead of the 1-210/Wheatland site. If
this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use another site in close proximity to
the proposed project alignment but not the I-210/Wheatland site.

Comment 2: However, even very serious safety, environmental and logistical issues
associated with construction of the pipeline itself are of comparatively minor importance,
compared to the much more serious issue of what will come OUT of that pipeline. There
is so much NEW knowledge about health hazards in recycled wastewater, including
hundreds of DBP's that were not even recognized as environmental hazards just a few
short years ago, that any previous studies associated with the golf course’s original
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) have been rendered obsolete. Additionally, the high
salt & boron content in recycled wastewater may not kill turf, but it is extremely

damaging for native plants, trees and bushes. And we have no idea of the effect that

even trace amounts of residual medications will have on wildlife that live adjacent to the
proposed irrigated areas. :

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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| Response: The proposed project does not rely on the golf courses EIR for any part of
the environmental review process. The IS/MND for the Hansen Area Water Recycling

Project satisfies the requirements for environmental evaluation under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s potable water
supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water for landscape
irrigation. The State of California has specific regulations regarding use of recycled
“water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code,
and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through
60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for
recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses Operating Records and Reports with
specific procedures specified during operation of the recycled water facilities. The State
of California Department of Health Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and
operations of recycled water facilities to assure all regulations and conditions are met.
Additionally the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board implements
permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that the beneficial uses provided by
local water resources are protected. Recycled water proposed for distribution in this

project would be required meet the most current and applicable federal and state
standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards. In fact, although the salt concentration of recycled
water from the Tillman Plant is higher than that which would be provided via the LADWP ,

potable water system, the Tillman recycled water presently meets the current drinking
water standards for salt.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
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requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition No.194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club'’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the
property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where
a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system beneath
putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect
and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the
source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
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If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Comment 5: There is so much at stake in terms of both human health and
environmental health — a full EIR is not unreasonable to demand.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 5. Your comment is noted and

will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-
makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: :

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http:/www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
. contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Gaetds K/M*Z

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



JULIE HARDING
252272 GLEN GREEN
HOLLYWOQOD CA 90068-2310
E-Mail: joutterflop@yahoo.com

April 12, 2004

Charles Holloway

111 North Hope Street
Room 1044 . :
Los Angeles Ca 90012'

Subject Hansen.Area Water Recycllng Progect

'Dear Mr, Holloway,

‘The_ DWP ,representatives recently stated at a publlcz-
meeting (April 6), that their position was “no impact on
the environment,” regarding the proposed Hansen Area

'_(Waste) Water ‘Recycling Project." How can that be

- determined without a full EnV1ronmental Tmpact Reporti?
There are recently dlscovered ‘serious health concerns
regarding recycled wastewater: They surely must know
about the new documented health hazards of recycled
wastewater I trust that you Wlll see that the citizens-
are protected from. this folly «of requlrlng only' a
“Mitlgated Negative . Declaratlon “

‘Sincerely,
i L

Sunland CA 91041
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~ Ms. Julie Harding
2522 Glen Green
Hollywood, CA 90068-2310

Dear Ms. Harding:

Subjéct: Responses to Comments on the

initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: The Los Angeles 'De’pa“rtment' of"Wat'er-érid.. Power (LADWP)
representatives recently stated at a public meeting (April 6), that their position was “no
impact on the environment,” regarding the proposed Hansen Area (waste) Water

Recycling Project.” How can that be determined without a full environmental impact
report!?

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and cetrtifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cuitural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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March |, 2004

L.ADWY?P Govironmental Affairs
111 N. Hope Strect

Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attention: Charles Holloway
Fax#: 213 367-3582

Mr. Holloway:

PAGE

MEMORIAL PARK

and
MORTUARY a3

EXECUTIVE OFFICES AND MORTUARY
MAILING ADDRESS
13017 NORATH LOPEZ CANYON RD),
SYLMAR, CAL FOMNIA 91342

We are interested in your recycled water. We use approximately 150,000 gallons per day,

365 days a year and irngate approximately 150 acres.

If you could call me at (818) 635-1943, it would be much appreciated.

Thank you! /

: A 4 .
o .
Baobby M. fohnson

BMYile ~ O\

g1






Department of Water and Power

the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

- Bobby Johnson :
Glen Haven Memorial Park and Mortuary
13017 North Lopez Canyon Road
Syimar, CA 91342

Dear Bobby Johnson:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): - o

Comment: We are interestéd in your recycled water. We use approximately 150,000
gallons per day, 365 days a year and irrigate approximately 150 acres.

Response: The alignment of project as currently proposed would not extend to the
Glen Haven Memorial Park (located at Lopez and Kagel Canyon Roads), but your
interest in recycled water is noted and will-be considered for future projects. In a recent
phone conversation between yourself and Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(LADWP) staff, it was determined that Glen Haven Memorial Park is not located within
the LADWP service area; however, it is possible that an interagency agreement in a
future project could facilitate providing recycled water to your facility.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
- Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA : (704
Recyclable ard made from recycled waste, % 6}
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Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http:/www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, OF the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely, o

AL

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



April 7, 2004

Charles Holloway
Environmental Affairs

LA Dept. of Water and Power
111 N. Hope Street, Room 1004
Los Angeles, Ca., 90012 '

Mr. Holloway,

You will probably find few people more cognizant than I of the value of recycled water and
the ever-increasing need to utilize it for needs other than human consumption thereby
- teducing pressure on the demand on an ever-shrinking supply of potable water. But those
are the notable words; “other than human consumption.” The water-table beneath the -
- Hansen Area Water Recycling Irrigation Project target of the Angeles National Golf Course
lies a mere 25 feet below the surface and, most likely even Iess, in rainy seasons. The
Tujunga Watershed feeds the only remaining unpoliuted aquifer serving the Los Angeles.
-area. As such, Ibelieve you can fully understand my concern kiowing that the proposed
recycling project may well serve to recharge this precious water source. The Tillman
Treatment Plant is not state-of-the-art and it’s recycled water permit specifically states that
it’s end-product waters may not come in contact with ground-waters. So, is there a potential
for groundwater contamination with the Hansen Dam Area Recycling Project? Your
department ifself has admitted that evaluating the use of and monitoring the effects of using
recycled waters is an “emerging field”. That sounds like you yourselves are not totally sure
of the end-result of this project years down the way. The DWP claims that the amount of .
- recycled treated water released from the Tillman Treatment Plant that would come into
contact with grounidwater as a result of Angeles National Golf Course irrigation will not be
significant, yet I must ask, in the absence of a thorough study in the form of an EIR how can
you truly know? As such, a full EIR is surely in order. Not just one addressing the effe¢ts of
- laying the necessary physical infrastructure for the project, but one addressing any and all
aspects of the project and any possible long-range effects of said project inctuding those
touching on any portion potentially related to the project - the Tujunga Watershed, the San
Fernando Valley Aquifer, the Los Angeles River and finally the Pacific Ocean. Isit :
laughable to include the Pacific Ocean in this request given the minimal size of the proposed
- Project? It might seem like it, but this project is potentially the first step in a city-wide
program and Los Angeles is a very large City - large enough to impact the Pacific Ocean if
it is not respected for it’s limits. Other cities have discovered only too late the disastrous
effects of utilizing recycled waters for irrigation of golf courses, parks, roadways, etc. US
Water News Online reports that Tucson discovered residual human-excreted and sewage-
disposed medications in the groundwater, something that was not even taken into
consideration when developing a recycled water program. I am not laying blame, one
cannot think of every event at the outset of an emerging technology. MTBE was meant to
save Californians from a terrible source of pollution — and what was the horrid end-result of
that program?! Before jumping in head-first into a dark and expensive pool not fully



cognizant of the depths of the waters within that pool I do feel that, at the very least, a full
EIR of the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project is called for.

It has been suggested by some to consider utilizing the Lopez Canyon GRF as a pilot
project. The additional infrastructure required to bring such a project on-linie would cost
much less given that pumpmg stations and holding tanks are already in place. This facility,
being a closed land-fill, is for the most part lined to prevent notable leakage. What better
laboratory in which to study the emerging tf:chnology of recycled water usage with minimal
potential danger to residents of the City and essentially non-existent danger of facing to-date
‘unknowsi tragedies that resuiual medication or MTBE pollution of our Waters ‘became,

Another consideration that will bnng angry residents to the forefront shouid the prOJect
proceed as designed is the proposed logation of the 1 mil. gal. storage- tank on'abluffabove
the north side of the golf course, The Foothill Trails District has s spenit over twenty years to
finalize a Scenic Preservation Speaﬁc Plan that became an ordmance- ofthe Clty of Los
~ Angeles in Dec: 0f2003. 1t 35 des1gned C protect the ever- ‘
viewshed remammg inthe NE cotner '
into the vision of three dxstmcﬂy dESIg
such a tank be at the proposed locaﬁ

specnﬁcally set thls area as1de as a wﬂdhf‘e/ naﬁve habitat

| Because the MND took into account ozﬁy the constmcﬁon of the physmai mfrasu'ucture |
mvoived Wlﬂl the program many 1mp011:ant features have b_een overlocked eg H&b the’
it may well percolate mto and/ or run-oﬁ’ mto gurisd f'onal waters will be p _
d:scussmn reiauve to the necessary permittmg precess has been addressed i th
Further the MND faﬂed to address water quahty momtormg plans

There are snnply too: maﬁy quesuons o aniswer, too many holes 10 ﬁB befgz‘e a pm]ect of
this magnitude and this greata potenﬂai for long-term negative effects to ‘proceed 4t this

tnne The ﬁrst step it answermg the many unportant qUestxons would be a fuﬁ EIR

Thank you for’yox.r time and considezatlon

Elektra Kruger
10544 Mahoney Dr.
Shadow Hills, Cal.
91040-1216

Ce: Tujunga Watershed
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Ms. Elektra Kruger
10544 Mahoney Drive
Sunland, CA 91040

" Dear Ms. Kruger:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negétive Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
(IS/MND,) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments (paraphrased) and

a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer to enclosed letter for
actual comment text):

Comment 1: You will probably find few people more cognizant than | of the value of
recycled water and the ever-increasing need to utilize it for needs other than human
consumption thereby reducing pressure on the demand on an ever-shrinking supply of
potable water. But those are the notable words: “other than human consumption.” The water
table beneath the Hansen Area Water Recycling Irrigation Project target of the Angeles
National Golf Club lies a mere 25 feet below the surface and, most likely even less, in rainy
seasons. The Tujunga Watershed feeds the only remaining unpolluted aquifer serving the
Los Angeles area. My concern is that the proposed recycling project may serve to recharge
this precious water source. The Tillman Treatment Plant is not state-of-the-art and its

recycled water permit specifically states that its end product water may not come in contact
with ground-waters. '

Response: The proposed project would not directly discharge into any local drainage or the
groundwater. The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of reclaimed/recycled water by providing recycled
water for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California
has specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria.
Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses
Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during operation of the
recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health Services (DHS)
closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure all
regulations and conditions are met. Additionally, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
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Control Board (RWQCB) implements permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that
the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected. Recycled water
proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the most current and
applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water Reclamation
Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project. This water would
receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for pathogen removal as

specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable recycled water quality
standards.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this project, is
a state of the art facility constructed with humerous safeguards and provisions to protect
local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as mandated by the City of
Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their Conditional Use Permit (CUP).
Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered to the site, Condition 28 for
operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28 requires monitoring of local surface
water and groundwater quality before and during the operation of the golf course. In
addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course Management Plan” including details
regarding the control of chemicals for water quality management. Condition 69 requires
monitoring and mitigation of water quality and quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds.
Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of water shall be at a replacement rate only.
Condition 138 says the golf course shall be designed to maximize infiltration and minimize
runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf course to develop and implement a water quality
monitoring program. Condition No.194 requires that the golf course irrigation system be
designed to minimize the number of acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-
essential turf areas would not be watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the
irrigation system include computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and
minimize water loss through evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the
course that emphasizes low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally,
Condition 198 requires that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water
infrastructure, investigate with the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP)
the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of connecting to the East Valley
Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as required
by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather monitoring
devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate amount of
water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf on the club’s
tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal to satellites in the
field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind, solar radiation and
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humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution uniformity aids in
maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system
beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to
collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as
the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required by the

California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce potential
runoff,

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and understood in
the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some amount of water
movement beyond the turf root system into the ground water is expected. The turf root
system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential contaminants as the water
percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated 90% of nitrogen is removed
from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary research indicates nearly complete
removal of many pharmaceuticals during groundwater infiltration. The small volume of
recycled water, or recycled water mixed with potable water, that is expected to pass through
the turf root system to infiltrate into the ground water from these facilities, when mixed with

large existing groundwater supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking
water supply.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and user
facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality from the
irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
- consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 2: Is there a potential for groundwater contamination with the Hansen Dam Area
Recycling Project? Your department has admitted that evaluating the use of and monitoring
the effects of using recycled waters is an “emerging field.” That sounds like you yourselves
are not totally sure of the end-result of this project years down the way. The DWP claims
that the amount of recycled treated water released from the Tillman Treatment Plant that
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would come into contact with groundwater as a result of Angeles National Golf Club
irrigation will not be significant, yet | must ask, in the absence of a thorough study in the
form of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) how can you truly know? As such, a full EIR
is surely in order. Not just one addressing the effects of laying the infrastructure for the
project, but one addressing any and all aspects of the project and any possible long-range
effects of said project including those touching on any portion potentially related to the
project — the Tujunga Watershed, the San Fernando Valley Aquifer, the Los Angeles River
and finally the Pacific Ocean. Is it laughable to include the Pacific Ocean given the minimal
size of the proposed project? It might seem like it, but this project is potentially the first step

in a citywide program and Los Angeles is very large City — large enough to impact the
Pacific Ocean.

Response: Recycled water has been used throughout the United States for over 50 years.
There are existing monitoring programs that ensure quality of the recycled water and
groundwater is maintained. All uses of recycled water will be in strict compliance with
directives issued by state and local health agencies. As addressed in the response to
Comment 1, recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities will meet
all state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. DHS and RWQCB set
forth standards and guidelines for water quality which protect public health and eénsure that
water resources are not degraded. In addition, there are numerous water quality
measures/conditions that limit the area that would be in contact with the recycled water
(e.g., away from native plant areas), as well as a surface and groundwater monitoring
program that monitors water quality from the golf course.Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

- Comment 3: Other cities have discovered only too late the disastrous effects of utilizing
recycled waters for irrigation of golf courses, parks, roadways, etc. US Water News Online
reports that Tucson discovered residual human-excreted and sewage-disposed medications
in the groundwater, something that was not even taken into consideration when developlng
a recycled water program. One cannot think of every event at the outset of an emerging
technology. MTBE was meant to save Californians from a terrible source of pollution — and
what was the horrid end-result of that program?! Before jumping head-first into a dark and
expensive pool not fully cognizant of the depths of the waters within that pool | do feel that, .
at the very least, a full EIR of the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project is called for.

Response: To ensure an appropriate level of treatment for the protection of public health,
the California Department of Health Services has established treatment requirements for a
variety of recycled water uses (Title 22, California Code of Regulations, Section 60301 et
seq.). Under Title 22 regulations, recycled water must be treated to an appropriate level to
protect surface water and to prevent transmission of pathogens. Recycled water planned to
be delivered through the project facilities would receive full tertiary treatment including
filtration and disinfection for pathogen removal as specified under Title 22. This water will
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meet all state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. As mentioned in -
the response to Comment 2 above, DHS and RWQCSB set forth standards and guidelines

for water quality which protect public health and ensure that water resources are not
degraded. New information and technologies would be addressed by these enforcement
agencies. The recycled water that would be distributed by the proposed project would meet:

all the most current and applicable regulatory standards and requirements through permits
obtained from the DHS and RWQCB.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and
veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including surface water, groundwater,

MWD water, and recycled water sources. No drug residues were detected in any of the
samples.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: It has been suggested by some to consider utilizing the Lopez Canyon GRF
as a pilot project. The additional infrastructure required to bring such a project on-line would
cost much less given that pumping stations and holding tanks are already in place. This
facility, being a closed landfill, is for the most part lined to prevent notable leakage. What
better laboratory in which to study the emerging technology of recycled water usage with
minimal potential danger to residents of the City and essentially non-existent danger of

facing to-date unknown tragedies that residual medication or MTBE pollution of our waters
became.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of
this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a system
with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate pressure. The
Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC) are
physically situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately served by utilizing
the proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station to lift the water to the '
proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a
single pump station at Valley Generating Station to pump to the top of LCL would result in
pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon Landfill
if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial water would
be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the LCL pump station
without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system of two pump stations
located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has the potential to cause
cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the recycled water distribution
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scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be pumped from the proposed storage
tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the proposed
project’'s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could operate at
pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and (2) would have
the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the existing LCL Pump
Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges. Any

proposed future project would undergo an environmental evaluation as required under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Comment 5: Another consideration that will bring angry residents to the forefront should the
project proceed as designed is the proposed location of the 1 mil.gal. storage tank on a bluff
. above the north side of the golf course. The Foothill Trails District has spent over twenty

years to finalize a Scenic Preservation Specific Plan that became an ordinance of the City
of Los Angeles in Dec. of 2003. It is designed to protect the ever-shrinking unique and
beautiful viewshed remaining in the NE corner of the City. As designed, the storage tank will
glare into the vision of three distinctly designated scenic corridors.

Response: The proposed water tank would not be in violation of any of the provisions of the
San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountain Scenic Preservation Specific Plan. The Specific Plan sets
forth provisions for Prominent Ridgeline and Scenic Highway Corridor protection. The
proposed location of the tank along the Conover Fire Road is not within a designated
Prominent Ridgeline or within an area 60 vertical feet from a Prominent Ridgeline. The
linear portion of the proposed project would follow portions of Foothill Boulevard designated
as a Scenic Highway Corridor, but there are no provisions in the Specific Plan that prohibit
construction or operation of infrastructure within the scenic corridor. Also, there would be no
visual impacts of the storage tank from the scenic corridor as the corridor area provisions
extend 500 feet on either side of the centerline of the roadway-of each of the Scenic
Highways and the proposed tank would be approximately 0.5 miles from Foothill Boulevard. .

Regardless of the provisions of the Specific Plan, LADWP is committed to maintaining the
current character of the proposed tank location through partial or complete burial of the
proposed tank and site restoration at the completion of construction. The Conover Fire
Road, providing access to the proposed location, would be maintained with a surface
suitable for both vehicular access and a natural surface equestrian trail.

Comment 6: And further, how stable will such a tank be at the proposed location? Has this

~been adequately addressed? Perhaps a full EIR study should be required for all events
potentially affecting the tank and its selected location. _
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Response: Common to many areas of Southern California, the area surrounding the
proposed project is characterized by faults. Construction of the proposed pipeline and
storage tank would occur in accordance with all applicable seismic safety requirements and
appropriate professional engineering design practices.

The likelihood of a major earthquake resulting in a catastrophic failure of the proposed
water tank and instant release of a large volume of water is considered to be very low.
Modern water storage tanks are designed and engineered to avoid this occurrence; slow
leaks, rather than an instant release, are the expected results of tank failure.

Proposed partiai or complete burial of the tank below ground would further reduce the low
risk of an instant release of a large volume of water. Furthermore, the location of the
Tujunga Wash between the proposed tank location and the Angeles National Golf Ciub

would provide a buffer and further reduce the potential for tank failure to impact public
safety.

Comment 7: And this is not even taking into account that the CUP for the Golf Course
specifically set this area aside as a wildlife/native habitat.

Response: Although the location of the storage tank has been proposed within an area
slated to be offered to the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy (SMMC) for future
dedication by the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), the location of the tank would not
conflict with the proposed habitat preserve dedication. Prior to the dedication of land to the
SMMC, the ANGC is expected to dedicate easements for necessary roads and utilities in
the area. The proposed tank site would be dedicated by the ANGC to LADWP under a utility
easement as part of this process. This dedication would not interfere with or affect the

Angeles National Golf Club’s ability to meet their obligations to the City of Los Angeles or
the SMMC as specified in their Conditional Use Permit.

Comment 8: Because the MND took into account only the construction of the physical

infrastructure involved with the program, many important features have been overlooked

eg.: Has the DWP ever consulted the Army Corps of Engineers or the Cal. Dept of F&G to

verify whether discharging recycled water onto a golf course constructed in a riverbed from

- which it may well percolate into and/or run-off into jurisdictional water will be permissible?
No discussion relative to the necessary permitting process has been addressed in the MND.

Response: The IS/MND analyzed both the construction and operation of the proposed
project. Construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to impact
Army Corps or California Fish and Game jurisdictional areas. Recycled water planned to be
delivered through the project facilities would receive full tertiary treatment including filtration
and disinfection for pathogen removal as specified under Title 22. DHS closely monitors the
testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure all regulations and conditions
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are met. A permit to use the recycled water is issued through the RWQCB. Once the
recycled water is delivered to the golf course, the permit requirements (e.g., discharge
permit from the RWQCB and the extensive Conditions of Approval administered by the City
of Los Angeles under the Conditional Use Permit) for operation of the golf course are in
place, which are separate from the proposed project.

Comment 9: Further, the MND failed to address water quality monitoring plans.

Response: As stated in the IS/MND, beginning on page 3-31, “The water that the proposed
project would supply would meet all applicable water quality standards.” There exists
numerous health laws and water quality standards that regulate the quality of recycled
water of recycled water before it even enters the distribution system, as well as construction
and operation of facilities and use sites relating to recycled water. There are existing
monitoring programs that ensure quality of the recycled water and groundwater is
maintained. All uses of recycled water will be in strict compliance with directives issued by
state and local health agencies. This includes extensive monitoring of the water before,
during, and after treatment ensures continuous production of high quality reusable water. As

mentioned previously, the Angeles National Golf Club has several monitoring requirements
associated with the Conditional Use Permit. '

Comment 10: There are simply too many questions to answer, too many holes to fill before B
a project of this magnitude and this great a potential for long-term negative effects can

proceed at this time. The first step in answering the many important questions would be a
full EIR.

Response: CEQA has guidelines that a Lead Agency follows during the environmental
impact evaluation and documentation process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is
not statutorily or categorically exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares
an IS. This process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors.
If all 17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a MND. If
the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the environment,
even with mitigation, then the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the 1S revealed that there were less than significant impacts to 15
of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and noise)
were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project construction
activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the potential impacts
to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared and publicly distributed
for review and comment. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final
MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.
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Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed project is
tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP website
at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be contacted

at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional information, please
contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

(Uil ¢ Aty

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Department of Water and Power

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA
Mayor

RONALD E DEATON, General Manager

- October 18, 2005

Ms. Charlotte Leu
9929 Commerce Avenue
Tujunga; CA 91042

Dear Ms. Leu:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are prowded as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): -

Comment 1: | am a member of the Sunland-Tujunga Merchants Association. While we
applaud your efforts to find ways to expand the usage of our water supply, we feel that
not enough study has been given to the long-term effects of this project on the Los
Angeles County drinking water spreading grounds. | believe that use of this water for

the Angeles Golf Course will create serious potability problems for the Hansen area
aquifer. _

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City's
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the
most current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration and disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
water quality standards.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, the

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) tested for drug residuals from
human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary use in
agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant. No
drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
“project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
-requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.
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Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as

- required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club's tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage
system beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is
designed to collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake,
which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended

with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality:
parameters are met.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff. _ ‘

- Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the ground water is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90% of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the ground water from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

LADWP és the major water supplier in Los Angeles has a commitment to maintaining
the reliability of the City's potable water supply which includes water from groundwater
sources. As with recycled water, there are existing monitoring programs that ensure
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quality of the groundwater is maintained. Compliance with existing state and federal
regulations regarding recycled water and user facility conditions would ensure a less

than significant impact on water quality from the |rr|gat|on water that would be delivered
by the proposed project.

- Comment 2: | agree with the Tujunga Watershed Council that the better option for this
project is the Lopez Canyon Landfill. The infrastructure already exists to make this
possible, resulting in both a safer and more cost-effective location for the project.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of
this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. The Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf
Club (ANGC) are physically situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately
served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station to lift
the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet.
Trying to use a single pump station at Valley Generating Station to pump to the top of

LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at
HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the _
proposed project’s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.
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Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Fioor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information; please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Kl KZA%Z

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley-Perez






LARRY MARKES

2366 Edgewater Temrace
tos Angeles CA 90039
April 12, 2004
Charles Holloway
111 North Hope Street
Room 1044
Los Angeles CA 90012

Subject: Hansen Ares Water Recycling Project
Dear Mr. Holloway,

At a public meeting on Aprit 6, representatwes from the DWP (and a professionat sales rep for the
recycled wastewater industry) presented their posxtlon that the proposed "Hansen Area [waste]
Water Recycling Project” project will have NO IMPACT on the environmient-and: thermnnedtately
affected area. (That's why the projéct requires only a "Mitigated Negative Declaration” instead of-
a fult Environmental fmpact Report). For reasons cited on the Tujunga Watershed Council .
website, 1 respectﬁlﬂy disagree with the DWP's: position. [ believe that a full Environmental
tmpact Report needsto be done forthrs*pm]ect one ﬂrattakesmto accomn“receuﬁy discovered
serious, documented health concerns. There is so much NEW knowledge about health hazards n
recycled wastewater, including hundreds of chemicals that were not even recogmzed as
environmental hazards just a few short years ago, that. any previous study on the eﬂ“ects of usmg
recycled wastewater in the Tujunga Wash has beent rendered obsoléte.

As citizens living “downstream" from the percolate-contammated groundwater plumes in Simi

Valley or Pasadena can testify, an ounce ofpreventmn really is worth pounds and peunds and
‘pounds of "cure.”

Very truly yours,

Cc: Tujunga Watershed Council
PO Box 176 '
Suntand CA 91041






Department of Water and Power

the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F. DEATON, Genera! Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

Mr. Larry Markes
2366 Edgewater Terrace
Los Angeles, CA 90039

Dear Mr. Markes:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative |
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to:your comments are prowded as follows (please refer
to attached letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: At a public meeting on April 6, representatives from DWP (and a
professional sales rep for the recycled wastewater industry) presented their position that
the proposed project will have NO IMPACT on the environment and the immediately
affected area. (That's why the project requires only a “Mitigated Negative Declaration”
instead of a full Environmental Impact Report [EIR]). For reasons cited on the Tujunga
Watershed Council website, | respectively disagree with DWP’s position. | believe that a

full EIR needs to be done for this project, one that takes into account recently
discovered serious, documented health concerns.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than sighiﬁcant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Comment 2: There is so much NEW knowledge about health hazards in recycled
wastewater, including hundreds of chemicals that were not even recognized as
environmental hazards just a few short years ago, that any previous study on the effects
of using recycled wastewater in the Tujunga Wash has been rendered obsolete. As
citizens living “downstream” from the percolate-contaminated groundwater plumes in

Simi Valley or Pasadena can testify, an ounce of prevention really is worth pounds and
pounds and pounds of “cure”. '

Response: The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of
the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations
(CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling
Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329
addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during
operation of the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the
most current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001,

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) tested for drug residuals from
human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary use in
agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant.
No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.
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Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp./www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276..

Dhiter . /;/,447

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez






April 11,2004

Mr. Charles Holloway
111 North Hope St.
Room 1044 _
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Hansen Dam Water Recycling Project
‘Dear Mr. Holloway,

My wife and I urgently request thata FULL EIR be reqmrcd before any further action is

implemented. There is the very distinct possﬁnﬁ ity of irreparable environrmental ddmage if
the present plan is allowed to proceed :

A much more appropnate use of recycled watcr is the Lopez Landﬁli where 1o damage '
can be done and long-term resuits can be stuched

It is our hope that common sense will. prevall and that human health and envxmﬁmentai
concerns will be first and foremost all of your dec151ons and acnons

Thank you
/}g,;-%w M,__- e d ,@M %ﬂ/

RobRoy and Susanne McGregor
11619 Remingion St.
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342:6137
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ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

Mr. and Mrs. RobRoy McGregor
11619 Remington Street
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342-6137

Dear Mr. and Mrs. McGregor:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your.-comments are prowded as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): - :

Comment 1: Urgently request that a FULL EIR be required before any further action is

implemented. There is the very distinct possibility of irreparable environmental damage
if the present plan is allowed to proceed.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a

Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all

17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.
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Comment 2: A much more appropriate use of the recycled water is the Lopez Landfill
where no damage can be done and long-term results can be studied. It is our hope that

common sense will prevail and that human health and environmental concerns will be
first and foremost all of your decisions and actions.

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill is not being proposed as a customer as part of this
project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a system
with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate pressure. The
Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC) are
physically situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately served by
utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station to lift the water
to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to
use a single pump station at Valley Generating Station to pump to the top of LCL would
result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’'s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an.environmental
evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:
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Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the Los Angeles
. Department of Water and Power (LADWP) website at
hitp://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be contacted at

(213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional information, please
contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Holloway E
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Response: As the commenter correctly states, recycled water facilities (such as the
proposed project and the source of the recycled water — Tillman Water Reclamation
Plant), including use sites (in the case of the proposed project, the Angeles National Golf
Club and Hansen Dam Recreation Area) must be constructed and operated in
accordance to all applicable California laws, including, but not limited to health laws
related to recycled water. The comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final
MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: Please coordinate final project review and use site inspections with the

Los Angeles County Department of Health Services, Cross-Connect and Water Pollution
Control Program. ' '

Response: As indicated previously, LADWP will send the plans for the recycling water
pipeline to CDHS for review as is LADWP’s standard practice. The comment is noted and

will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-
makers. '

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed project
is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
" Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp:/www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional information,
please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276. -

Sincerely,

Anelss ﬂ//;/z?/

Charles C. Holloway
~ Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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~ Ms. Katie Parkin
10219 Stonehurst Avenue
Sun Valley, CA 91352

Dear Ms. Parking:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
(IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments (paraphrased) and

a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer to enclosed letter for
actual comment text): :

Comment 1: Numerous inaccuracies in the project’s Mitigated Negative Declaration
suggest an inadequate study of the pipe route’s-geography and logistics. (For instance,
south of the 210 Wheatland exit is a natural area that needs to be protected — it should NOT
‘be used for a construction staging area).

Response: The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) will not utilize the I-
210 Wheatland exit as a staging area. As local community members have suggested, an
alternate staging area in close proximity to the proposed I-210/Wheatland exit has been
proposed. This new staging area is adjacent to the Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is
currently leased by Valley Crest Tree Company for tree storage. LADWP proposes to use
this site instead of the 1-210/Wheatland site. If this site is unavailable, then LADWP

proposes to use another site in close proximity to the proposed project alignment but not the
I-210/Wheatland site.

Comment 2: However, even very serious safety, environmental and logistical issues
associated with construction of the pipeline itself are of comparatively minor importance,
compared to the much more serious issue of what will come OUT of that pipeline. There is
so much NEW knowledge about health hazards in recycled wastewater, including hundreds
of DBP’s that were not even recognized as environmental hazards just a few short years
ago, that any previous studies associated with the golf course’s original Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) have been rendered obsolete. Additionally, the high salt & boron
content in recycled wastewater may not kill turf, but it is extremely damaging for native
plants, trees, and bushes. And we have no idea of the effect that even trace amounts of
residual medications will have on wildlife that live adjacent to the proposed irrigated areas.

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed on the golf course, it is
anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from over-spray of sprinklers or
overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal and not substantial and
therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required by the

California State Assembly Bill Number AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.

The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact on local wildlife or
habitat because: 1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous state and federal
regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place to mitigate
any potential water quality concerns to surface or ground water at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC
irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable water can be blended within
the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to
minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system,;
and 5) HDRA uses BMPs to ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff. Potential

impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B of the ISIMND
(Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Comment 3: Therefore, | urgenﬂy request that a FULL EIR be done for the Hansen Area
(waste) Water Recycling Project.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a Lead
Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation process for
proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically exempt from
CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an IS. This process evaluates potential
adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all 17 environmental factors result in
a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to less than a significant impact, the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a MND. If the IS indicates that a proposed
project may have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the
Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to 15
of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and noise)
were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project construction
activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the potential impacts
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to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared and publicly distributed
for review and comment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: It would be reckless to take the unnecessary risk of pushing the Hansen Area
Recycled wastewater project forward, until technology has caught up with this new
awareness of the risks & hazards. For all these reasons, Lopez Landfill is a more
appropriate “first customer” for this water — the landfill is high above the water table, lined to
prevent water leakage, and provides an ideal faboratory environment in which to monitor
and test the long-term results of irrigating with recycled water. Furthermore, the

infrastructure to get water up to the landfill is already in place (pumping station, pipe, 1 MG
tank).

Response: The quality of recycled water distributed through the proposed project would
meet all federal and state water quality requirements.

Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of this project.
Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the development of a system with sufficient
hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate pressure. The Hansen Dam
" Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC) are physically
situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately served by utilizing the
proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station to lift the water to the proposed
storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet. Trying to use a single pump
station at Valley Generating Station to pump to the top of LCL would result in pressures too
great for service at lower elevations such as at HDRA.

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon Landfill
if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial water would
be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the LCL pump station
without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system of two pump stations
located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has the potential to cause
cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the recycled water distribution
scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be pumped from the proposed storage
tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the landfill.

If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the proposed
project's pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could operate at
pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and (2) would have
the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the existing LCL Pump
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Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges. Any

proposed future project would undergo an environmental evaluation as required under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Comment &: There is so much at stake in terms of both human health and environmental
health — a full EIR is not unreasonable to demand.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 5. Your comment is noted and will be -
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed project is
tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP website
at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may be contacted

at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional mformatlon please
contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Hosles KA/XZ7

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



April 9, 2004

LADWP

Environmental Affairs

Attn: Charles Holloway

111 N. Hope St., Room 1044
Los Angeles, CA 90012

I am opposed to the Department of Water and Power's plans to
build a six-mile-long pipeline for recycled water that would
be used to irrigate the. new golf course

I am particularly concerned about residual medications that are
increasingly showing up in local water supplies. My concern
is not only for humans, but for wild animals in the Tujunga
Wash. I support local efforts to preserve this watershed and it’s
open space. I further oppose the pipeline project as it will set a
precedent for future developments in the Tujunga Wash to
make further use of the proposed tank and pipeline.

I am also opposed to such a latge DWP project is being devot-
ed di-splfop(jrtiOnally to a single private business. :

More questlons Was this golf course built without a plan for
an adequate water supply in place‘?

Will the new water tank be placed on the propeny of its chief

beneﬁclary, the Angeles National Golf Course And if not,
why not?

Is the Angeles National Golf Course getting a price break on

this-new-source of water?

I think there needs to be more public review and more
research on today’s unprecedented increase in the use pharma-
ceuticals and new standards on the amount of this residual
medication trickling down to our groundwater table at Hansen
Dam.

Allen Petrinka
9923 Hirondelle Lane
Tujunga, CA 91042
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Mr. Allen Petrinka
9923 Hirondelle Lane
Tujunga, CA 91042

Dear Mr. Petrinka:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment 1: I am opposed to the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power’s

(LADWP) plans to build a six-mile-long: pipeline for recycled water that would be used to.
irrigate the new golf course.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 2: | am particularly concerned about residual medications that are

increasingly showing up in local water supplies. My concern is not only for humans, but
- for wild animals in the Tujunga Wash. | support local efforts to preserve this watershed
- and its open space. | further oppose the pipeline project as it will set a precedent for

further developments in the Tujunga Wash to make further use of the proposed tank
and pipeline.

Response: The proposed project's objective is to improve the reliability of the City’s
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape irrigation. The State of California has specific regulations regarding use of
recycled water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code,
Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections
60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. Section 60310 specifies -
requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses Operating Records and
Reports with specific procedures specified during operation of the recycled water
facilities. The State of California Department of Health Services (DHS) closely monitors
the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure all regulations and

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
implements permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that the beneficial uses
provided by local water resources are protected. Recycled water proposed for

distribution in this project would be required meet the most current and applicable
federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tiliman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for
pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards. In fact, although the salt concentration of recycled
water from the Tillman Plant is higher than that which would be provided via the LADWP

potable water system, the Tillman recycled water presently meets the current drinking
water standards for salt.

in addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
- tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants

and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
. mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
- water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition 194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
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that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be held on the
property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the site where
a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage system beneath
putting greens, tees and various areas in roughs and fairways is designed to collect and
convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake, which serves as the
source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended with recycled and/or
potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality parameters are met.

- In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (measure
No. 40) that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away
from the preserve areas. Furthermore, mitigation measure No. 41 approved as part of
the ANGC project specifically indicates that ”... as designed, there should be no
movement of water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation
systems will minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve
- so that even during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf
course area.” In addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater
monitoring program to ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore,
with the conditions placed on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff
(small amounts of runoff from over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm

events) would be very minimal and not substantial and therefore, not considered a
significant or adverse impact on local wildlife or habitat.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File No. 166080), as
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required by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and
reduce potential runoff.

- The operation of the proposed project would not have a significant impact on local
wildlife or habitat because: 1) the irrigation water's quality is regulated by numerous
state and federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and
procedures in place to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or
ground water at the ANGC; 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that
recycled and potable water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water
quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect
excess water on site for re-use in their irrigation system; and 5) HDRA uses BMPs to
ensure local water quality and reduce potential runoff. Potential impacts on sensitive

biological resources are further described in Appendix B of the IS/MND (Biological
Resources Technical Memorandum).

o As to your comment that the pipeline project will sét a precedent for further

developments in the Tujunga Wash to make further use of the proposed tank and
pipeline, the proposed project is not expected to stimulate any new urban growth.
LADWP is responding to legislation and the encouragement from the State of California
to preserve other higher-quality water supplies for other uses. A legislatively established
objective is to use recycled water in place of fresh water to assist in meeting the future
water requirements of the state. The Water Code also states that the use of potable
domestic water for non-potable uses, including, but not limited to, cemeteries, golf
courses, parks, highway landscape areas, and industrial and irrigation uses, is a waste
and unreasonable use of water if recycled water is available that meets specified
conditions for its use. LADWP as the major water supplier in Los Angeles has a
commitment to maintaining the reliability of the City’s potable water supply. One of the
ways LADWP accomplishes this is to encourage water recycling and conservation. The
proposed project is part of LADWP’s commitment to water recycling/conservation and

would be used by permitted users (e.g., cemeteries and freeway landscaping) in close
proximity to the proposed project’s alignment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 3: | am also opposed to such a large DWP project is being devoted
disproportionately to a single private business. More questions: Was this golf course
built without a plan for an adequate water supply in place?
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Response: The Hansen Area Water Recycling Project (proposed project) is a public
project that is proposed to service the HDRA, a public facility, as well as the ANGC a
private facility open to the public. The proposed project is part of LADWP’s recycling
program and is proposed to distribute recycled water to users, whether public or private,
that are encouraged to use recycled water in order to preserve other water supplies
such as drinking water. The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for ANGC (Los Angeles
Golf Club EIR) adequately analyzed the water consumption of the construction and
operation of the facility. Use of recycled water at the golf course and the Hansen Dam
Recreation Area would be beneficial to the citizens of the City of Los Angeles by

providing an alternative source of water for land uses that don’t require potable
~ (drinking) water.

Comment 4. Will the new water tank be placed on the property of its chief benef iciary,
the Angeles National Golf Club. And if not, why not?

Response: The storage tank has been proposed within an area currently owned by the
Angeles National Golf Club. The location of the proposed tank was driven by many
factors, such as size of area needed, elevation (gravity is used to drawl water from the
tank) and location along the proposed length of alignment. All of these factors led to the
conclusion that the most advantageous location was the one proposed in the IS/MND.

Comment 5: Is the Angeles National Golf Club getting a price break on this new source
of water?

Response: The recycled water delivered as part of this proposed project is not a new
source of water. The water is currently being discharged into the Los Angeles River
near the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant, located in the Sepulveda Basin. In an
attempt to encourage its use, recycled water is sold at a discounted rate as compared to
the potable water. LADWP's water rate consists of various classes and the amount of
the discount varies depending upon the potable water classification of the customer. In

general, the discount is approximately 30%. The ANGC is expected to receive a similar
discount as the HDRA.

Comment 6: | think there needs to be more public review and more research on today’s
unprecedented increase in the use of pharmaceuticals and new standards on the

amount of this residual medication frickling down to our groundwater table at Hansen
Dam.

Response: Please refer to the Response to Comment 2 regarding water quality impacts
to the local groundwater. Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and
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consideration of the proposed project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at
1:30 p.m. The meeting location is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

At m/%%g

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



August 2, 2004

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Affairs

Attention: Charles Holloway

111 N. Hope Street, Room 1004

Los Angeles, California 90012

Re:Hansen Area Water Recycling Project
Dear Mr. Holloway:

I think there needs to be more public review and more research
on today’s unprecedented increase in the use pharmaceuticals
and new standards on the amount of this residual medication
trickling down to our groundwater table at Hansen Dam.

I think this project needs an environmental impact report, not a
mitigated negative declaration.

Allen Petrinka
9923 Hirondelle Lane

Tujunga, CA 91042
declaration.
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Mayor

October 18, 2005

Mr. Allen Petrinka
9923 Hirondelle Lane
Tujunga; CA 91042

Dear_-Mr. Petrinka:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

- Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

- (paraphrased) and a response to your- comments are prowded as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): - o

Comment 1: | think there needs to be more public review and more research on today’s
unprecedented increase in the use pharmaceuticals and new standards on the amount
of this residual medication trickling down to our groundwater table at Hansen Dam.

Response: The proposed project's objective is to improve the reliability of the City's
potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing recycled water
for landscape-irrigation. To protect public health and safety, the State of California has
specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These regulations evolve and
change over time to reflect new research and knowledge. Recycled water proposed for

distribution in this project would be required to meet the most current and applicable
federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water receives full tertiary treatment including filtration for pathogen removal as
specified under Title 22, and meets or exceeds all applicable water quality standards.

The Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this
project, is a state-of-the-art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and
provisions to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as
mandated by the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their

‘Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered
to the site, Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28 -
requires monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf .
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition No.194
requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be designed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) the
possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of connecting to the East Valley
Reclamation Project pipeline for the use of recycled water.

Irrlgatlon water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf
on the club’s tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
~uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

~ Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage
system beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is
designed to collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake,
which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended

with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality
parameters are met.
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The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ Hansen Dam Recreation
Area (HDRA), the other proposed customer for this project, uses Best Management
Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These BMPs are in
accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080), as required

by the California State Assembly Bill AB325, to ensure local water quality and reduce
potential runoff.

Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the ground water is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated
90% of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the ground water from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulétions regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on the water supply
from the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

Comment 2: | think the project needs an environmental impact report, not a mltlgated
negative declaration.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines thata
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

For the proposed proj‘ect, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
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construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, an MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 15655-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Hands & Hollme

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental- Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
¢: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



April 13, 2004

Charles Holloway

111 North Hope Street
Room 1044

Los Angeles, CA 80012

RE: Hansen Dam Water Recycling Project

Dear Mr. Holloway,

| am sending this Ietter to. express my concern about this project going forward without a. full
Envnronmental Impact Report (EIR) being dorie. There are many questrons that need to be answeredj ‘
about what will core out of this pipeline and the impact to the surroundlng areas.

With all the new information currently available about recyc!_éd éfaﬁev@tér health hazards, any reports
that were previously done by the golf course should be put aside and a new EIR should be done.

For muttiple reasons | feel that Lopez Landf il should be cons:dered as afirst customer for this water.
‘The landfill is high above the water tabie, lined to prevent ina«dge and the purriping station is already in
place to get the water up fo the Iandﬁli

Sincerely,

y,

Chris Sekulic

10820 Jimenez St

Lake View Terrace, CA 91342
Phone 81 8-890-2806
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October 18, 2005

Mr. Chris Sekulic
10820 Jimenez Street
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342

Dear Mr. Sekulic:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are. prowded as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text)::

- Comment 1: | am sending this letter to express my concern about this project going
forward without a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) being done. There are many

questions that need to be answered about what will come out of this pipeline and the
impact to the surrounding areas.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a

- Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an Initial Study (IS). This
process evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all
17 environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to
less than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). If the IS indicates that a proposed project may
have a significant impact on the environment, even with mitigation, then the Lead
Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project
construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Regarding the proposed use of recycled water for landscape irrigation, the State of
California has specific regulations regarding use of recycled water. These laws

comprise sections of the State Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and the California
Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the
Water Recycling Criteria. Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use.
Section 60329 addresses Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures
specified during operation of the recycled water facilities. Recycled water planned to be
delivered through the project facilities would receive full tertiary treatment, including -
filtration for pathogen removal, as specified under Title 22. The recycled water would be
required to meet the most current and applicable water quality standards.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

‘Comment 2: With all the new information currently available about recycled wastewater

health hazards, any reports that were previously done by the golf course should be put
aside and a new EIR should be done.

Response: Concerns about the potential human health risks associated with
pharmaceuticals and personal care products (PPCPs) entering the environment via
municipal wastewater are mainly correlated with wastewater used to supplement
drinking water supplies. The proposed project’s objective is to improve the reliability of
the City’s potable water supply and expand the use of recycled water by providing
recycled water for landscape irrigation. The State of California Department of Health
Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to
assure all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that
- ensure that the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are upgraded.
Recycled water proposed for distribution in this project would be required meet the most
current and applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works' Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.
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In addition, as part of the City's detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001,
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) tested for drug residuals from
human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants and veterinary use in

agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water Reclamation Plant. No
drug residues were detected in any of the samples. g

The proposed project’s environmental analysis does not rely on the golf course EIR or
other analysis prepared by Angeles National Golf Club. The environmental document
prepared for the proposed project was an IS/IMND which sufficiently addressed the

potential environmental effects of the proposed project.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers. '

Comment 3: For multiple reasons, | feel that Lopez Landfill should be considered as a
first customer for this water. The landfill is high above the water table, lined to prevent

- water leakage and the pumping station is already in place to get the water up to the
landfill. o

Response: Lopez Canyon Landfill (LCL) is not being proposed as a customer as part of
this project. Supplying recycled water to LCL would require the developmentofa -
system with sufficient hydraulic capacity to serve the water demand at adequate
pressure. The Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the Angeles National Golf
Club (ANGC) are physically situated at elevations and locations that can be immediately
served by utilizing the proposed pumping station at the Valley Generating Station to lift
the water to the proposed storage tank at a hydraulic grade of approximately 1,405 feet.
Trying to use a single pump station at Valley Generating Station to pump to the top of

LCL would result in pressures too great for service at lower elevations such as at
HDRA. ' '

The existing pump station at LCL could be used to pump the water to Lopez Canyon
Landfill if the LCL pipe system were re-designed so that irrigation water and industrial
water would be completely separated from potable water uses; however, operating the
LCL pump station without the proposed storage tank at ANGC would result in a system
of two pump stations located in series without a storage tank. This type of system has
the potential to cause cavitation of the pumps or pressure surges throughout the
recycled water distribution scheme. To serve the LCL, the water would need to be

pumped from the proposed storage tank to the existing LCL tank located on top of the
landfill.
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If a future project were to propose to extend a recycled water pipeline to LCL, the
proposed project’'s pump station and storage tank would provide a system that (1) could
operate at pressures which could continue to serve customers at lower elevations and
(2) would have the storage capacity to help provide adequate suction pressure for the
existing LCL Pump Station to operate without causing cavitation of the pumps or
pressure surges. Any proposed future project would undergo an environmental
evaluation as required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is: ' '

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, OF the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Unider O fliblers

Charles C. Holloway _
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Barbara Tarnowski
10410 Las Lunitas Ave.
] Tujunga, CA 91042-1841
April 15th, 2004 :

charles Holloway
111 North Hope Street
Room 1044

Los Angeles CA 90012

subject: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Dear Mr. Holloway,
Thank you for your time!

I respectfully demand that a FULL "Environmental Impact Report" (EIR) be done for
the Hansen Area (waste) water Recycling Project.

The 207 acre parcel of land that is bordered on the north by the 210 Freeway and on
the south by wentworth st. is a Mitigation Bank site.The Mitigation Bank site is
critical native habitat for the following S TATE ENDANGERED SPE

C I)EI?I and therefore are protected under the cesA (california Endangered Species
Act) 1! :
1) willow Flycatcher (43) SE
2) # (43) = state listing includes all subspecies SE
~3) Least Bell's Vireo SE
4) s]ehdg;-hoﬁhed'SpinefTowgr SE

ﬂndénfthe~new¢guid§LTines:thechSAfaEpliesatoaa¥l State, .County; and. or.Private.. .
i?én;iés/organ1zatfqns;and other without exceptions. I believe this_includes DwP.
pls . see the:following sections.I have:copied which:state that a:full-EIR.is
required by Taw.: =il iux s ool M o eyt v e o gy
?GiriNTGE?‘iN’EiGc*D¥E?c AR BT ALl 10 WHEsDw. s EEED, Glast paragraph).
on September 28,1997, Governor Pete Wilson signed Senate Bill 879 into California
Taw. Many people are still not aware of the strict new protections CESA now requires
for california listed species

<

CESA prohibits the "take"” (killing or harming) of california-listed species in most
circumstances. SB 879 gave the California Department of Fish and Game_ (Department)
the authority to issue "incidental take permits" which allow take of Tisted species
under 1imited conditions. SB 879 defined new standards and procedures for the
Department to use in approving incidental take permit applications.

Key Elements of the New CESA

App]icants-must meet several new standards before the Department can issue an
incidental take permit.

Impacts from Taking Listéd Species must be "Minimized and Fully Mitigated".

This standard (CESA Sec.2081(b)) is significant1¥ stronger than that in the
californiia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).: Full: mitigation:means: that: po net

impacts to listed species may occur_under CESA. CESA defines "impacts" that must be
minimized: and: fuldy: mitigated:as: "alisimpacts on: the:specieszthat, result. from any

actthat.would. cause the:. gl i I R 5 LoDl g i
proposed taking": {CESA:Sec.=2081(b) (2) . This:broad definition:can be:read fo.inc
indirect and cumy1at1ye impacts, as.we11 as impacts to habitat. ’

No Exceptions to Full Mitigation Requirement
. o ' : Page 1
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"overriding Considerations” are not Allowed Unlike CEQA, CESA does not allow the

Department or any other public agency to use a statement of override to permit
unavoidable and/or unmitigated impacts to listed species.

Applicant must Fund both Impiementation and Monitoring of Mitigation

CESA Sec. 2081 (b)(4) requires that the applicant "ensure adequate funding to
implement the [mitigation] measures required [under the permit]..., and_for
monitoring compliance with, and effectiveness of, those measures.” Applicants must

thus fund both implementation of required mitigation measures and effectiveness
monitoring for such mitigation.

Jeopardy Standard

section 2081 (c) prohibits issuance of any incidental take permit if "issuance of
the permit would jeopardize the continued existence of the species.” The Department
is required to find that projects will not put species at_risk of extinction based
on "best scientific and other information that is reasonably available” regardin?
"(1) known population trends; (2) known threats to the species; and (3) reasonably
foreseeable imqacts on the species from other related projects_and activities.

Examp]g for related projects :The gulf course itself (that would be using the
treate

recycled water for contamination of the spreading grounds ground water system a.k.a.
"“jrrigation™)

NOTE:

Any project involving an incidental take permit requires an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) (rather than a simple or mitigated negative declaration) under current -
regulation. Section 15065 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that any project which
"has the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
_substantially reduce the habitat of a fish and 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 an
endangered, rare or threatened species may have a significant effect on the
environment and thereby requires the preparation of an EIR.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this matter.

Barbara Tarnowski_ >

S =)
B riHar \/&m geIB2C

Page 2
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October 18, 2005

Ms. Barbara Tarnowski
10410 Las Lunitas Avenue
Tujunga, CA 91042-1841

Dear Ms. Tarnowski:

Subject: Respbnses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to enclosed letter for actual comment text): . =~~~ .-

Comment 1: Respectively demand that a full Environmental Impact Report be done for
the Hansen Area (waste) Water Recycling Project.

Response: Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for
review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 2: The 207 acre parcel of land that is bordered on the north by the 210
Freeway and on the south by Wentworth St. is a Mitigation Bank Site. The site is critical
native habitat for STATE ENDANGERED SPECIES (e.g., Willow Flycatcher, #43, Least
Bell's vireo, Slender-horned Spineflower) and therefore are protected under the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA). Under the new guidelines the CESA
applies to all state, County, and or Private agencies/organizations and other without
exceptions. | believe this includes the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
(LADWP). Pls. See the following sections | have copied which state that a full

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required by law. NO NEG DEC. ARE ALLOWED
It (last paragraph). ‘ '

Response: The proposed project would not impact the County’s Habitat Mitigation
Bank. LADWP will not utilize the I-210 Wheatland exit adjacent to the Mitigation Bank as
a staging area. As local community members have suggested, an alternate staging area
in close proximity to the proposed 1-210/Wheatland exit has been proposed. This new

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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staging area is adjacent to the Hansen Dam Sports Complex and is currently leased by
Valley Crest Tree Company for tree storage. LADWP proposes to use this site instead
~ of the I-210/Wheatland site. If this site is unavailable, then LADWP proposes to use

another site in close proximity to the proposed project alignment but not the |-
210/Wheatland site.

In Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures, IV.
Biological Resources, of the IS/IMND starting on page 3-16, the potential environmental
impacts of the construction and operation of the proposed project on biological
resources is adequately addressed. As stated in IV. Biological Resources, a detailed
biological resources technical memorandum was prepared and included as Appendix B
of the IS/MND. Appendix B provides details of the survey methods, survey results with a
focus on vegetation types, wildlife populations and movement patterns (wildlife
corridors), special status vegetation types, plant and wildlife species either known or
potentially occurring within the area potentially affected by the proposed project, and an
analysis of impacts associated with the construction and operation of the project.

Appendix B determined that fourteen (14) special status plant species and fourteen (14)
special status wildlife species have been previously identified in the project region, or
have some potential to occur in the project area. Because the areas proposed for
construction and operation are areas historically or currently disturbed, none of these
plant/wildlife species were determined to be expected to occur. In areas of construction -
and operation where potential habitat exists (e.g., proposed tank site), the proposed
project footprint would be placed to avoid the areas with potential to support these
species, therefore, no significant impacts to sensitive species are anticipated to occur.
Specifically in regards to the slender-horned spineflower, southwestern willow _
flycatcher, and least Bell's vireo, these species are not expected to occur within the
project footprint due to the lack of suitable habitat in these areas.

Comment 3: On September 28, 1997, Governor Wilson signed Senate Bill 879 into
California law. Many people are still not aware of the strict new protections CESA now
requires for California listed species. CESA protects the “take” (killing or harming) of
California-listed species in most circumstances. SB 879 gave the California Department
of Fish and Game (Department) the authority to issue “incidental take permits” which
allow take of listed species under limited conditions. SB 879 defined new standards and
procedures for the Department to use in approving incidental take permit applications.

Key elements of the New CESA: 1) Applicants must meet several new standards before
the Department can issue an incidental take permit; 2) Impacts from taking listed
species must be “minimized and fully mitigated”. This standard (CESA Sec. 2081(b)) is
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significantly stronger than that in CEQA. Full mitigation means that no net impacts to
listed species may occur under CESA. CESA defines “‘impacts” that must be minimized
and fully mitigated as “all impacts on the species that result from any proposed taking”
(CESA Sec. 2081(b)(2). This broad definition can be read to include indirect and
cumulative impacts, as well as impacts to habitat. No exception to full mitigation
requirement. “Overriding Considerations” are not allowed unlike CEQA, CESA does not

allow the Department or any other public agency to use a statement of override to
permit unavoidable and/or unmitigated impacts to listed species. :

Response: Construction and operation of the proposed project is not anticipated to
directly impact resources under the jurisdiction of (1) the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
(USFWS) pursuant to the federal Endangered Species Act or (2) the California
Department of Fish and Game pursuant to the state Fish and Game Code and/or state
Endangered Species Act. Because there is no anticipated impact on a state or federally

listed Threatened or Endangered species, approval to impact (take) is not required from
either the CDFG and/or USFWS. :

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and
consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 4: Applicant must fund both implementation and monitoring of mitigation.
CESA Sec. 2081 (b)(4) requires that the applicant “ensure adequate funding to
implement the [mitigation] measures required [under the permit]...., and for monitoring
compliance with, and effectiveness of, those measures.” Applicants must thus fund both

implementation of required mitigation measures and effectiveness monitoring for such
mitigation.

Response: The proposed project is not anticipated to require any permits from the -
CDFG pursuant to the state Endangered Species Act. Therefore, the project applicant
would not be required to “fund both implementation of required mitigation measures and
effectiveness monitoring for such mitigation.” As seen in the Final MND’s correction and
additions, LADWP will utilize biological monitors to determine the extent of native
habitat adjacent to the project site and flag the boundaries of these areas to be avoided

during construction. Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND
for review and consideration of the decision-makers.

Comment 5: Jeopardy Standard. Section 2081 9c) prohibits issuance of any incidental
take permit if “issuance of the permit would jeopardize the continued existence of the
species.” The Department is required to find that projects will not put species at risk of
extinction based on “best scientific and other information that is reasonably available”
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regarding (1) known population trends; (2) known threats to the species; and (3)
reasonably foreseeable impacts on the species from other related projects and
activities. Example for related projects: the golf course itself that would be using the

treated recycled water for contamination of the spreading grounds ground water system
a.k.a. “irrigation”.

Response: The proposed project is not anticipated to jeopardize the continued
existence of any listed plant or wildlife species; therefore, the project is not anticipated
to require any permits from the CDFG pursuant to the state Endangered Species Act.

Regarding related projects, such as the use of the reclaimed water for golf course use,
irrigation with recycled water would not have a significant impact on local wildlife or
habitat because: 1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous state and
federal regulations; 2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place
to mitigate any potential water quality concerns to surface or ground water at the
Angeles National Golf Course (ANGC), one of the proposed customers for this project;
3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable water can be
blended within the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; 4) the ANGC has
been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on site for re-use in
their irrigation system; and 5) Hanson Dam Recreation Area, the other proposed

customer, uses Best Management Practices (BMPs) to ensure local water quality and
reduce potential runoff.

Comment 6: Note: Any project involving an incidental take permit requires an EIR
(rather than a simple or mitigated negative declaration) under current regulation.
Section 15065 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that any project which “has the
potential to substantially degrade the quality of the eénvironment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish and 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 an endangered, rare or threatened species may have a
significant effect on the environment and thereby requires the preparation of an EIR.

Response: As shown in Section 3.0, Discussion of Environmental Impacts and
‘Mitigation Measures, IV. Biological Resources, of the IS/IMND starting on page 3-16, the
potential environmental impacts of the construction and operation of the proposed
project on biological resources would not be significant. In addition, the proposed
project would not require an incidental take permit. Your comment is noted and will be
incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration of the decision-makers.
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Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and conS|derat|on of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at http://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Or the commission office may be
contacted at (213)-367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

| Sincerely,

et &/447

Charles C. HoIIoway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez
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Department of Water amd RPower the City of Los Angelles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

Ms. Christine Whitakes
11204 Peachgrove Street #4
North Hollywood, CA 91601

Dear Ms. Whitakes:

Subject:. Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you fdr yo'ur comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments

(paraphrased) and a response to your comments are provided as follows (please refer
to attached letter for actual comment text): '

Comment 1: | am a member of the Tujunga Watershed Council, whose goal is to
preserve, and to educate the publlc about the need to preserve this unique and delicate
ecosystem. It is very eviderit that a council like this is necessary. In the two years since |
have kept my horse in this area and ridden the foothill trails, there has been much
development: the hills have been chopped up to build enormous homes, a large church
was constructed, and a golf course was built in an actual active wash! All of this has
directly impacted both the trails and the environs. However it is the latest project that is
subject of widespread concern: the Hansen area waste water recycling program. While |
appreciate Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP)'s efforts to meet
with the public and answer questions, | must respectively and firmly disagree with your
position that this project will have no negative impact on the flora and fauna in this
ecosystem, and the watershed beneath it. The fact that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration that was published described only the impact of the laying of the pipe itself
belies the fact that the true impact on the watershed and its environs has not been
properly considered let alone examined.

Response: The IS/MND analyzed the construction AND operation of the proposed
project. As stated in the IS/MND, beginning on page 3-31, “The water that the proposed -
project would supply would meet all applicable water quality standards.” Regarding the
commenter’s claim that the IS/MND does not treat the ramifications of the end product
(recycled water) as part of the equation, there are numerous health laws and water
quality standards that regulate the quality of recycled water before it even enters the
distribution system, as well as construction and operation of facilities and use sites
relating to recycled water. In California, these laws comprise sections of the Health and

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life
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Safety Code, Water Code, and California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR, Title 22,
Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria. As stated in Title
22 regulations, recycled water that meets standards as stated in Section 60304 can be
used for surface irrigation of such uses as food crops, parks, playgrounds, school yards,
residential and freeway landscaping, golf courses, and cemeteries, just to name a few.
The recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities will meet all
state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. The State
Department of Health Services (DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of
recycled water facilities to assure all regulations and conditions are met. In additionto
DHS’ strict requirements, requirements of the permitting agency, the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), must also be met. Therefore, as concluded in
the IS/MND, no significant impacts to water quality are expected from the construction
or operation of the proposed project and no mitigation is required. Your comment is

noted and will be incorporated |nto the final MND for review and consideration of the
decision makers.

Comment 2: We therefore urge you to read the research and evidence on our website
regarding the likely (not simply potential) hazardous impact this project will have — from
disruption of native species because of non-native plant introduction and irrigation in a
desert environment, to the leaching of hormones, steroids, salts, chemicals, antibiotics
and pesticides into the ground water. It happened at an identical project in Tucson —
how can we possibly believe it won’t happen here?

Response: The objectives of the proposed project, as stated on page 1-4 of the
IS/MND, would use already produced recycled water from Tillman Water Reclamation
. Plant for irrigation at the Angeles National Golf Club (ANGC) and Hansen Dam
Recreation Area (HDRA) in order to free up potable (drinking) water that is currently
being used for irrigation of these facilities. The purpose and need of the proposed
project does not include groundwater recharge.

Concerns about the potential human health risks associated with pharmaceuticals and
personal care products (PPCPs) entering the environment via municipal wastewater are
mainly correlated with wastewater used to supplement drinking water supplies or water
sources that receive wastewater treated effluent. The water supply for this project would
receive tertiary treatment and will be used for landscape irrigation purposes, not
supplement urban water supplies. Since the water for this project is not intended for
direct human consumption, any potential risks that are associated with drinking water do
not apply for this project. Research shows that several classes of pharmaceuticals exist
in the environment for short periods of time and their concentrations fall between a
range of parts per billion to parts per trillion; under these considerations, they may not
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pose a significant acute risk. Current research indicates that PPCPs occur at such low

concentrations in the environment, that their effects on ecological or human health may
be minimal.

To protect public health and safety, the State of California has specific regulations
regarding use of recycled water. These laws comprise sections of the State Health and
Safety Code, Water Code, and the California Code of Regulations (CCR). CCR,

Title 22, Sections 60301 through 60355 contain the Water Recycling Criteria.

Section 60310 specifies requirements for recycled water use. Section 60329 addresses
Operating Records and Reports with specific procedures specified during operation of
the recycled water facilities. The State of California Department of Health Services
(DHS) closely monitors the testing and operations of recycled water facilities to assure
all regulations and conditions are met. Additionally the Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board implements permitting and regulatory programs that ensure that
the beneficial uses provided by local water resources are protected. Recycled water
proposed for distribution in this project would be required to meet the most current and
applicable federal and state standards and requirements.

The C‘ity' of Los Angeles Department of Public Works’ Donald C. Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant would provide the recycled water for use in this proposed project.
This water would receive full tertiary treatment, including filtration for disinfection for

pathogen removal as specified under Title 22, and would meet or exceed all applicable
recycled water quality standards.

In addition, as part of the City’s detailed monitoring of its water quality, in 2001, LADWP
tested for drug residuals from human use in discharges from sewage treatment plants
and veterinary use in agricultural runoff in seven locations including the Tillman Water
Reclamation Plant. No drug residues were detected in any of the samples.

ANGC is a state of the art facility constructed with numerous safeguards and provisions
to protect local water quality from the impacts of golf course operations as mandated by
the City of Los Angeles through required conditions stipulated in their Conditional Use
Permit (CUP). Per their CUP, once irrigation water has been delivered to the site,
Condition 28 for operation of the golf course is triggered. Condition 28 requires
monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality before and during the
operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 requires a “Golf Course
Management Plan” including details regarding the control of chemicals for water quality. -
management. Condition 69 requires monitoring and mitigation of water quality and
quantity concerns for Tujunga Ponds. Condition 127 states that the irrigation input of
water shall be at a replacement rate only. Condition 138 says the golf course shall be
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designed to maximize infiltration and minimize runoff. Condition 139 requires the golf
course to develop and implement a water quality monitoring program. Condition194
-requires that the golf course irrigation system be designed to minimize the number of
acres receiving irrigation and be desighed so non-essential turf areas would not be
watered during droughts. Condition 196 requires that the irrigation system include
computerized controls to avoid unnecessary watering and minimize water loss through
evaporation. Condition 197 requires a landscape plan for the course that emphasizes
low water consumption grasses wherever possible. And finally, Condition 198 requires
that the golf course, in order to reduce the demand on the water infrastructure,
investigate with the LADWP the possible use of an on-site well and the possibility of
connecting to the East Valley Reclamatlon Project pipeline for the use of recycled water

Irrigation water use is effectively minimized at ANGC through design features, as
required by the above Conditions. Modern irrigation controllers coupled with weather
monitoring devices allow the golf club to precisely determine and deliver the appropriate
amount of water for the drought-tolerant hybrid Bermuda grass used as the primary turf.
on the club's tees, fairways and roughs. This system allows computers to send a signal
to satellites in the field that change irrigation run times based on current heat, wind,
solar radiation and humidity. Daily monitoring of the irrigation system for distribution
uniformity aids in maximizing system efficiency and minimizing excess irrigation.

Additionally, under normal operating conditions, all water being used for irrigation will be
held on the property by design. The property is graded to drain to the lowest area on the
site where a lake captures most surface runoff. In addition, a sub-grade drainage
system beneath putting greens, tees, and various areas in roughs and fairways is
designed to collect and convey on site water to the storage lake. The water in this lake,
which serves as the source for the Club’s irrigation system, can be tested and blended

with recycled and/or potable water to ensure that all appropriate irrigation water quality
parameters are met.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks’ HDRA facility uses Best
“Management Practices (BMPs) in the maintenance and operation of the facility. These
BMPs are in accordance with guidelines established by the City Council (File 166080),
as required by the California State Assembly Bill Number AB325, to ensure local water
quality and reduce potential runoff.

. Although water use is minimized at both of these facilities, it is assumed, and
understood in the development of recycled water irrigation regulations, that some
amount of water movement beyond the turf root system into the ground water is
expected. The turf root system and soil matrix would effectively filter many potential
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- contaminants as the water percolates into the groundwater. For example, an estimated

90% of nitrogen is removed from recycled water during infiltration, and preliminary
research indicates nearly complete removal of many pharmaceuticals during
groundwater infiltration. The small volume of recycled water, or recycled water mixed
with potable water, that is expected to pass through the turf root system to infiltrate into
the ground water from these facilities, when mixed with large existing groundwater
supplies, is expected to have a minimal effect on the drinking water supply.

In addition, ANGC includes preserve areas of native plants, and mitigation (Measure 40)
that specifically indicates that turf areas shall be graded to direct drainage away from
the preserve areas. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC
project specifically indicates that ... as designed, there should be no movement of
water from the golf course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will
minimize runoff of irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even
during storm events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In
addition, the ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to
ensure that pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed
on the golf course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from
over-spray of sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal

and not substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on the
ecosystem or aquifer. '

No disruption of native species because of non-native plant introduction is expected as
a result of the proposed project. No non-native plants are proposed for use in the
project, and any habitat areas disturbed by the proposed project (such as the storage

tank site) would be revegetated at the completion of construction with local native
species.

Compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding recycled water and
user facility conditions would ensure a less than significant impact on water quality from
the irrigation water that would be delivered by the proposed project.

Comment 3: Please admit that we simply do not know enough and that a full
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is warranted.

Response: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has guidelines that a
Lead Agency follows during the environmental impact evaluation and documentation
process for proposed projects. If a proposed project is not statutorily or categorically
exempt from CEQA, the Lead Agency conducts and prepares an IS. This process
evaluates potential adverse project impacts to 17 environmental factors. If all 17
environmental factors result in a less than significant impact or can be mitigated to less



Ms. Christine Whitakes
Page 6
October 18, 2004

than a significant impact, the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and certifies an MND.
If the IS indicates that a proposed project may have a significant impact on the

environment, even with mltlgatlon then the Lead Agency prepares, distributes, and
certifies an EIR.

For the proposed project, the IS revealed that there were less than significant impacts to
15 of the 17 environmental factors. Two environmental factors (cultural resources and
noise) were identified as factors that could be significantly impacted due to project

- construction activities. Mitigation was developed and agreed to that would reduce the

potential impacts to less than significant. Therefore, per CEQA, a MND was prepared
and publicly distributed for review and comment.

Your comment is noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for revnew and
consideration of the decision makers.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting Iocatnon
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

- 111 North Hope Street

"Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP
website at hitp://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, Of the commission office may be
contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or are require additional
information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

Hert, /A%Z

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
¢. Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



Easley, Sarah

From: Wood, Pat [PWOOD@Iladpw.org]

Sent: Monday, August 02, 2004 10:11 AM

To: Easley, Sarah

Subject: RE: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project - comments
Hi Sarah!

Yes, | intended my comments below to be "formal comments." Response letter
is sufficient since it will be part of the ND's Administrative Record.

Patricia Wood, P.E.

Senior Civil Engineer :

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Water Resources Division

(626) 458-6131 (Voice)

(626) 979-5436 (Fax)

pwood@ladpw.org

----- Original Message-----

From: Easley, Sarah [mailto:Sarah.Easley@ladwp.com]

Sent: Monday, August 02, 2004 8:24 AM

To: Wood, Pat

Subject: Hansen Area Water Recycling Project - comments

Hi Pat,

After several extensions at the request of the community, we have closed the
public comment period for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project IS/MND as
of July 21, 2004. | am currently in the process of preparing responses to
comments received. ‘

| kept note of your comment received in the e-mail below, and | know that you
also spoke with Val and Dorothy regarding your concerns before | started on
this project. As | stepped in mid-project, | was not sure how you wanted

your concerns to be addressed. Did you intend this to be a formal comment? If
s0, | can provide you with a letter to address your concerns. Please let me
know if this would work for you, or if another approach would work better.

Thank you again for your help in locating the Regional Water Quality Control
Board water quality reports for the Mitigation Bank area.

Sarah Easley

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Services

ph: 213-367-1276  fx: 213-367-4710
sarah.easley@ladwp.com

From: Wood, Pat [mailto:PWOOD@ladpw.org]

Sent: Thursday, April 08, 2004 10:50 AM

To: Easley, Sarah

Cc: Amezquita, Val; Chimienti, Michele

Subject: RE: Hansen Water Recycling Project - Golf Course EIR

Yés, that should work out for me, since | already told Val last week what our
concerns are. | told Val that | believe you folks at DWP will have to
demonstrate that the constituents in the recycled water will not adversely

1



impact the Santa Ana sucker, since the Tujunga Wash going right through the
Angeles Golf Course, my downstream Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank, and down to
Hansen Dam, and Tujunga Ponds adjacent to the Big T Bank and Haines Creek in -
the Big T Mitigation Bank appear to have been formally designated by US Fish

and Wildlife Service as critical habitat for the Santa Ana sucker. Also, the

suckers themselves have been found in Big T Wash and Haines Creek.

-----Original Message----—

From: Easley, Sarah [mailto:Sarah.Easley@ladwp.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 08, 2004 8:41 AM

To: Wood, Pat

Subject: Hansen Water Recycling Project - Golf Course EIR

Hi Pat,

| just wanted to let you know that | today received a copy of the Draft EIR

for the (currently named) Angeles National Golf Course. | did not yet send

out to you the Addendum to the EIR we spoke about earlier this week, hoping
to include the Draft EIR in the same package. As | now have the Draft EIR, |

will have copies made today, and get a package out to you on Monday with both
components. | hope this schedule works for you; please let me know if it

would be beneficial to you to have the Addendum sooner.

Thank for your assistance with the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project.

Sarah Easley

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Environmental Services

ph: 213-367-1276 fx: 213-367-4710
sarah.easley@ladwp.com



Departmnent of Water and Power the City off Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD E DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

- October 18, 2005

Ms. Patricia Wood, P.E.

Los Angeles County Department of Publlc Works
Water Resources Division

900 South Freemont Avenue

Alhambra, CA 91803

Dear Ms. Wood:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Inltlal Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comment

(paraphrased) and a response to your comment is provided as follows (please refer to
enclosed letter for actual comment text):

Comment: | believe the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) will

have to demonstrate that the constituents in the recycled water will not adversely impact
the Santa Ana sucker, since the Tujunga Wash going right through the Angeles Golf
Course, my downstream Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank, and down to Hansen Dam, and
Tujunga Ponds adjacent to the Big T Bank and Haines Creek in the Big T Mitigation

Bank appear to have been formally designated by US Fish and Wildlife Service as

critical habitat for the Santa Ana sucker. Also, the suckers themselves have been found
in Big T Wash and Haines Creek.

Response: The construction and operation of the proposed project is not expected to
have an impact on the Big Tujunga Wash Mitigation Bank. Construction will not occur
on, or in proximity to, the preserve. The operation of the proposed project would not
have a significant impact on downstream water bodies, plants or animals because:

1) the irrigation water’s quality is regulated by numerous state and federal regulations;
2) there are strict monitoring requirements and procedures in place to mitigate any
potential water quality concerns to surface or ground water at the Angeles National Golf
Club (ANGC); 3) the ANGC irrigation system is designed such that recycled and potable
water can be blended within the system to obtain desired water quality objectives; and

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607  Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700
Telephone: (213)367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA (&,
Recyciable and made from recyded waste. %&



Ms. Patricia Wood
Page 2
October 18, 2005

4) the ANGC has been designed to minimize irrigation and to collect excess water on
site for re-use in their irrigation system.

Recycled water proposed to be distributed through the project facilities would receive

- full tertiary treatment as specified under Title 22 and disinfection. This water would meet
all current state and federal water quality criteria for recycled water supplies. Water
delivered to the Hansen Dam Recreation Area (HDRA) and the ANGC would be used
for irrigation of turf areas only. Beyond the use of drought resistant grass, turf
management practices, including irrigation optimization that conserves water (e.qg.,

limiting areas to be irrigated) and evaporation would limit the area where recycled water
would be used. :

In addition to regulatory agency guidelines, the operation of the ANGC involves
numerous water quality measures that limit the area that would be in contact with the
recycled water (e.g., away from native plant areas). Condition 28 requires the
- monitoring of local surface water and groundwater quality conditions before and during
the operation of the golf course. In addition, Condition 49 addresses requirements for
the “Golf Course Management Plan” including control of chemicals for water quality
management. Condition 138 requires the golf course to be designed to maximize
infiltration and minimize runoff. And finally, Condition 139 requires the golf course to
develop and implement a water quality monitoring program.

Furthermore, mitigation measure 41 approved as part of the ANGC project specifically
indicates that “... as designed, there should be no movement of water from the golf
course to the preserve. Precisely controlled irrigation systems will minimize runoff of
irrigation waters. All drainage is away from the preserve so that even during storm _
events no runoff should reach the preserve from the golf course area.” In addition, the
ANGC has an extensive surface and groundwater monitoring program to ensure that
pre-ANGC water quality is maintained. Therefore, with the conditions placed on the golf -
course, it is anticipated that incidental runoff (small amounts of runoff from over-spray of
sprinklers or overflow during major storm events) would be very minimal and not
substantial and therefore, not considered a significant or adverse impact on the
ecosystem, aquifer or the Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank.

The existing water quality monitoring and mitigation program in place for the ANGC and
the County’s Big Tujunga Mitigation Bank will ensure that water quality in the Tujunga
Wash, Hansen Dam, and downstream areas are maintained. As necessary, LADWP will
coordinate with the ANGC, Regional Water Quality Control Board and Los Angeles
County to continue monitoring the quality of water in the area to insure that recycled
water does not negatively impact the surface or groundwater in the area.
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Potential adverse impacts to the Santa Ana sucker from the irrigation use of recycled
water by the ANGC are considered to be less than significant. As described above,
minimal water (whether recycled, potable or blended) is expected to reach areas
inhabited by the sucker. These limited amounts of recycled water are not anticipated to
have a negative impact on the sucker. In fact, in the Santa Ana River, part of which has
been formally designated by the US Fish and Wildlife Service as critical habitat for the
Santa Ana sucker, the majority of the water flowing in the downstream portions of the

river during dry months is from wastewater discharges, and the sucker continues to
occur within this drainage.

Potential impacts on sensitive biological resources are further described in Appendix B
of the IS/MND (Biological Resources Technical Memorandum).

Regardiess of the limited amount of recycled water expected to come into contact with
the sucker, it should be noted that tertiary treated recycled water has been used
throughout the county and internationally in successful habitat creation and
enhancement projects including: the Marsh Enhancement Project in Hayward, California
restoring habitat on the shoreline of San Francisco Bay; Tres Rios Wetlands
Demonstration Project and Habitat Restoration Project in Phoenix, Arizona, a
.constructed wetland which included enhancement of wildlife as a project objective;
Brickpit in Sydney, Australia, part of Sydney Olympic Park where a constructed wetland
provides habitat for the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frog; and the wildlife lake at
the Sepulveda Basin Wildlife Reserve here in Los Angeles which uses tertiary treated

- recycled water from the Donald C. Tillman Water Reclamation Plant, the same source
as proposed for use in this project.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and consideration of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at 1:30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the LADWP -
website at hitp://www.ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the commission office may

! This information is supported by the Federal Register’s proposed rule for this species (50 CFR Part 17
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be contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or require additional
“information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-1276.

Sincerely,

(oet ZA/%Z

Charles C. Holloway
- Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
Enclosure
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez



38753 26th Street East
Palmdale, Ca. 93550
661 266-~1779

March 18, 2004
LADWP
Environmental Affairs
111 N. Hope Street, Room 1044
Los Angeles, Ca. 90012
Attn: Mr. Charles Holloway
subj: Waste Water - Golf Courée Use
Dear Mr. Holloway:
You will be guilty of attempted murder or murder I'f you proceed with
this project. | |
Dipeases and chemicals known to mankind has killed millions of people
ovér the years in epedemic proportion., Every known poisons,
prescription drugs, with side effects, narcotics and other harmful

substances are being flushed down the toilets daily.

You defile the laws of nature by distorting the truth for your own
gain with the Department of Water and Power by justif1ng a green golf
course. Have you lost sight of the fact that birds, mosguitos

and other flying inmects take fiight to distant communities carrying
“incurable dlseases frum the contaminated water on the golf course.
Plus; let us not forget the animals that roam your contaminated green
golf course carrying the contaminents to the gurrounding communities.
- Oh yes, let us not forget the golpher. He handles the golf ball

ahd with his unclean hands carrles the contamination to his children.
‘wiill thils be the start to the Black Plague, Mad Cow Dimgease or other
unknown viruses.

P hose that line thelr pockets ¢ith riches does not justify this

venture to be right,



Whether you believe in science or bellieve in the Christian way,
ultimately, you will have to answer to The Great Bupreme Father for
your greed in making money on this project.

Lifetime member of the VFW. Member of the Hollywood American Legion
Post 43, member of mahy organization to help preserve our planet

for future generations. As a humanitarian, have donated my blood
132 times tobthe Children's Hospital and the Red Cross.

Yores truly,

l"-\ /r

JPSEPH YJRE



Department of Water amd Power the City of Los Angeles

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA

RONALD F. DEATON, General Manager
Mayor

October 18, 2005

" Mr. Joseph Yore
38753 26" Street East
Palmdale, CA 93550-4171

Dear Mr._ Yore:

Subject: Responses to Comments on the

Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
For the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project

Thank you for your comments on the Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the Hansen Area Water Recycling Project. Your comments are

noted and will be incorporated into the final MND for review and consideration by the
decision makers.

~ Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and- conSIderatlon of the proposed

project is tentatively scheduled for November 1, 2005 at'1: 30 p.m. The meeting location
is:

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Room 1555-H, 15th Floor

111 North Hope Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Board Agenda may be viewed on the Los Angelés
Department of Water and Power website at http.//www .ladwp.com/BoardAgenda/brdagenda, or the
commission office may be contacted at (213) 367-1350. If you have any questions or

require additional information, please contact Ms. Sarah Easley Perez at (213) 367-
1276.

Sincerely,

Mt %///47

Charles C. Holloway
Supervisor of Environmental Assessment

SEP:gc
c: Ms. Sarah Easley Perez

Water and Power Conservation ...a way of life

111 North Hope Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-2607 Mailing address: Box 51111, Los Angeles 90051-5700 1
Telephone: (213) 367-4211 Cable address: DEWAPOLA K.
Recydable and made from recyded waste. %&





