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SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

1.1 Overview of the Proposed Project
The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) proposes to implement the Silver
Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs Aeration and Recirculation System Project (proposed project)
within its Silver Lake Reservoir Complex (SLRC), which comprises the Silver Lake and Ivanhoe
Reservoirs (the reservoirs). This project is being proposed to manage algae growth and reduce
related odors at SLRC.

The proposed project would be implemented within the LADWP-owned Silver Lake Reservoir
Complex (SLRC), which comprises the Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs. The reservoirs
require an aeration and recirculation system to ensure that reasonable water quality parameters
are met for visual aesthetics and controlling odors, consistent with the requirements of the
SLRC Storage Replacement Project Environmental Impact Report. The proposed project would
include the installation of a bubble plume aeration system and a recirculation pipe system to
ensure oxygenation and destratification of the reservoirs. Destratification allows for the mixing of
the reservoir water to maintain oxygen levels throughout the reservoirs. The proposed project
would be implemented in two phases. Phase 1 would include installation of an aeration system
consisting of air blowers, air piping to each of the reservoirs, bubble plume system diffusers in
each of the reservoirs, and aftercoolers. Phase 2 would include the installation of a recirculation
system consisting of a recirculation pump station, recirculation piping, and inflow from Ivanhoe
Reservoir to Silver Lake Reservoir via the existing overflow weir. Additionally, two concrete
plugs and approximately 400 feet of new recirculation piping would be installed within Ivanhoe
Reservoir. The concrete plugs would be installed at the existing Ivanhoe Bypass and Ivanhoe
Inlet Tower, and would contain all recirculating water within the vicinity of the SLRC to avoid
potential flooding of the Rowena-Ivanhoe pipeline.

1.2 CEQA Environmental Process
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) applies to proposed projects initiated by,
funded by, or requiring discretionary approvals from state or local government agencies. The
proposed project constitutes a project as defined by CEQA (California Public Resources Code
Section 21000 et seq.). The CEQA Guidelines Section 15367 states that “‘Lead Agency’ means
the public agency which has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project.”
Therefore, LADWP is the lead agency responsible for compliance with CEQA for the proposed
project.

As the lead agency, LADWP must complete an environmental review to determine if
implementation of the proposed project would result in significant adverse environmental
impacts. To fulfill the purpose of CEQA, an Initial Study has been prepared to assist in making
that determination. Based on the nature and scope of the proposed project and the evaluation
contained in the Initial Study environmental checklist (contained in Section 3 of the Draft Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration), LADWP, as the lead agency, has concluded that a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) would be the proper level of analysis for this project. The
Initial Study shows that the impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed project are
either less than significant of significant but mitigable with the incorporation of appropriate
mitigation measures. This conclusion is supported by CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, which
states that an MND can be prepared when “(a) the initial study shows that there is not
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substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that the project may have a
significant effect on the environment, or (b) the initial study identifies potentially significant
effects, but (1) revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the applicant
before a proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released for public review
would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects
would occur; and (2) there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the
agency, that the project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.”

Draft IS/MND and Notice of Intent
The Draft IS/MND was distributed on May 7, 2020, for a 30-day public review period pursuant to
CEQA and its implementing guidelines. The purpose of the public review period was to provide
interested public agencies, organizations, and individuals the opportunity to comment on the
content and accuracy of the document. The IS/MND and Notice of Completion were distributed
to the California Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse. A Notice of Intent (NOI)
to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration was distributed to approximately 35 agencies, Native
American tribal contacts, and community stakeholders, as well as over 1,400 owners and
occupants of properties adjacent to the project site. The NOI informed them of where the
IS/MND could be reviewed and how to comment. A copy of the IS/MND was posted on the
LADWP website at http://www.ladwp.com/envnotices, and contact information was provided
where the public could request a copy of the document.
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SECTION 2
ERRATA TO THE DRAFT IS/MND

The following clarifications and modifications are intended to update the IS/MND in response to
the comments received during the public review period. These changes are incorporated into
the IS/MND, to be presented to the City of Los Angeles Board of Water and Power
Commissioners for adoption and project approval. None of these changes to the IS/MND would
require recirculation. Revisions made to the IS/MND have not resulted in new significant
impacts, requiring mitigation measures, nor has the severity of an impact increased. None of the
CEQA criteria for recirculation have been met, and recirculation of the MND is not warranted.

The changes to the IS/MND are listed by section, page number, and paragraph number if
applicable. Text which has been removed is shown with a strikethrough line, while text that has
been added is shown as underlined. Please refer to Section 3, Response to Comments, for
referenced comment letters and corresponding comments.

Page Clarification/Modification

1-11 In response to Comment 4-2, the following item has been removed from the list of
Best Management Practices, and has been replaced by Mitigation Measure BIO-1:

· LADWP would conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting birds and provide a
biological monitor as necessary should project activities be initiated during the
nesting bird season, generally February 15 through September 1.

2-5 In response to Comments 4-2, 4-5, and 4-6, the Initial Study Checklist is modified as
follows:
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through

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

X X
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3-11 In response to Comments 4-2, 4-5, and 4-6, the impact conclusion for Section IV,
Biological Resources, a) is modified as follows:

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
Less Than Significant Impact After Mitigation Incorporated. A significant
impact could occur if the proposed project removed or modified the habitat for, or
otherwise directly or indirectly affected, any species identified or designated as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies,
or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).

3-12 In response to Comment 4-3, the discussion of vegetation on the east side of
Ivanhoe Reservoir has been revised to clarify the existing conditions at the Ivanhoe
Bypass Pipeline plug and the potential for special status species to occur at that
location. The discussion on this page is modified as follows:

Vegetation in the landscaped area on the east side of Ivanhoe Reservoir includes
landscape plantings of occasional spruce (Picea sp.) trees, mulefat (Baccharis
salicifolia), willow (Salix sp.), olive (Olea eruopaea), and other shrubs, with a ground
cover of deer grass (Muhlenbergia rigens) and ornamental iris (Iris sp.). It was
installed to cover an area previously utilized as a staging area, which had left the site
disturbed and generally void of vegetation.

Residential development in the area surrounding the SLRC consists primarily of
paved surfaces and residential lots which largely have only small areas of
ornamental plantings or lawn, with an occasional tall mature ornamental tree
occurring on an individual lot. Eucalyptus, pine, cedar, various palm tree species,
African fern pine (Afrocarpus gracilior), and ficus (Ficus benjamina) trees were
observed in the surrounding area.

No special-status plant species were observed in the study area during the field
survey and no records of special-status plant species coincide with the study area.
The nearest occurrences of special-status plants occur over 3 miles to the northwest
in Griffith Park. The study area does not provide natural habitats potentially suitable
for special-status plants. Project components would primarily be installed in paved
areas and at the bottom of the reservoirs. Only the Ivanhoe Bypass Pipeline Plug
would be installed in an area that currently consists of vegetation. This area was
surveyed and no indication of the presence of special-status species or potential for
such species to become established at this site was found.

Additionally, no USFWS-designated critical habitat for any special-status plant
species coincides with the study area. The nearest critical habitat area for any
federally-listed plant species is approximately 16 miles to the west, in the Santa
Monica Mountains near Topanga.
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3-13 An editorial change has been made to clarify the species protected under the
California Fish and Game Code. The second paragraph under the Sensitive Wildlife
Species heading is modified as follows:

All birds, except European starlings, English house sparrows, rock doves (pigeons),
and non-migratory game birds such as quail, pheasant, and grouse are protected
under the MBTA. However, non-migratory game birds are protected under California
Fish and Game Code (CFGC) Section 3503. Many other species are considered by
CDFW to be California Species of Special Concern (SSC) and others are on a
CDFW Watch List (WL). The CNDDB tracks species within California for which there
is conservation concern, including many that are not formally listed, and assigns
them a CNDDB Rank. 1 Although CDFW SSC and WL species and species that are
tracked by the CNDDB but not formally listed are afforded no official legal status,
they may receive special consideration during the environmental review process.
CDFW further classifies some species as "Fully Protected" (FP), indicating that the
species may not be taken or possessed except for scientific purposes, under special
permit from CDFW. Additionally, CFGC Sections 3503, 3505, and 3800 prohibit the
take, destruction, or possession of any bird, nest, or egg of any bird except English
house sparrows and European starlings unless authorization is obtained from
CDFW. Bats are considered non-game mammals and are afforded protection under
CFGC Section 4150 and California Code of Regulations Section 251.1.

3-14 - 15 In response to Comments 4-2, 4-5, and 4-6, the discussion of construction impacts
on sensitive wildlife species is modified as follows:

Elements of project construction could potentially affect common wildlife; however,
the mortality or injury of individual species is not likely, as the site does not support
many species with limited mobility or that occupy burrows within the construction
zone that could be crushed during proposed project activities. Short-term indirect
effects on wildlife, primarily urban bird species (discussed further below), would
occur due to noise disturbances, increased human activity, and vibrations caused by
heavy equipment. Wildlife mortality, however, is unlikely to occur, and as a result,
impacts to common wildlife would be less than significant.

Ornamental vegetation in the study area provides suitable nesting habitat for
common urban bird species protected by the MBTA and by CFGC, including great
blue heron, red-tailed hawk, and other common species that have been documented
nesting in the study area during surveys and monitoring in support of previous
projects implemented within the SLRC. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1
would require By avoiding project construction during the nesting bird season
(generally February 15 to September 1, and as early as January 1 for raptors),
and/or by implementing and adhering to the BMP listed in Section 1.7 related to
conducting pre-construction surveys for nesting birds and providing a qualified
biological monitor should nesting birds be present, direct impacts during project
construction on nesting birds and associated nesting habitats. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, construction impacts to nesting birds would be less
than significant.

1  California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 2019. California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). Special
Animals List. August.
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Indirect impacts to nesting birds within the study area could occur during construction
as a result of noise, dust, increased human presence, and vibrations resulting from
construction activities. Such disturbances could result in increased nestling mortality
due to nest abandonment or decreased feeding frequency. However, by
implementing Mitigation Measure BIO-1 and adhering to the BMP listed in Section
1.7 related to pre-construction surveys and providing a qualified biological monitor as
necessary, indirect impacts to nesting birds protected under the MBTA and by CFGC
would be less than significant.

To facilitate installation of the Ivanhoe Inlet Tower plug and Ivanhoe Bypass Pipeline
plug, water from Ivanhoe Reservoir would be pumped into Silver Lake Reservoir.
The draining of Ivanhoe Reservoir is not anticipated to impact wildlife, as no food
resources for wildlife exist in Ivanhoe Reservoir and Silver Lake Reservoir would not
be drained, providing ample space immediately adjacent for water fowl to rest on.
Nonetheless, the draining of Ivanhoe Reservoir could lead to bird mortality if birds
are present during this activity. As such, Mitigation Measure BIO-2 is required to
reduce the risk of bird mortality during draining of Ivanhoe Reservoir. With
implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-2, impacts to birds would be less than
significant.

Individual special-status wildlife species could be directly and indirectly affected
during construction in the same manner as described above; however, no federal or
State-listed wildlife species have been identified in the study area, and potentially
suitable habitat for such species is absent from the study area. As a result, direct and
indirect impacts to a federally and/or State-listed wildlife species is not anticipated,
and impacts would be less than significant.

Non-listed special-status wildlife including great blue heron, Peregrine falcon, merlin,
California gull, and hoary bat have been detected in the study area. Since these are
mobile species and the removal of bird nesting (mature trees) and bat roosting
(structures/buildings within the SLRC) habitats would not occur, direct impacts to
non-listed special-status species would not occur. However, indirect impacts to
non-listed special-status bird species within the vicinity of the project could occur as
a result of noise, increased human presence, and vibrations resulting from
construction activities. Such disturbances could result in increased nestling mortality
due to nest abandonment or decreased feeding frequency. However, by
implementing Mitigation Measure BIO-1 and adhering to the BMP listed in Section
1.7 related to pre-construction surveys and providing qualified biological monitors as
necessary, indirect impacts to non-listed special-status birds nesting in the study
area would be less than significant.

Similar to common bat species, Iindirect impacts to non-listed special-status bats
roosting within the vicinity of the project could occur as a result of noise, increased
human presence, and vibrations resulting from construction activities. Disturbances
related to construction could result in displacement from daytime roosts, in particular
construction activities under Phase 1 around the existing chlorination building may
impact bats potentially using the building or surrounding trees as roost sites. By
implementing Mitigation Measure BIO-3 related to avoiding construction at dawn and
dusk, significant indirect impacts to roosting bats would be less than significant.
However, daytime roosting by bats in the SLRC has not been observed and is
unlikely. Additionally, disruption of night-time roosts is not anticipated as construction
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would not occur during dusk or evening hours. As a result, direct and indirect impacts
to special-status bats would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-1 Construction shall occur outside of the nesting bird season (generally
February 15 through September 15, and as early as January 1 for raptors).
If construction outside this time period is not feasible, the following
mitigation measures shall be employed to avoid and minimize impacts to
nesting birds protected under the MBTA and CFGC:

1. A pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 3 days prior to the start of construction
activities to determine whether active nests are present within or
directly adjacent to the construction zone. All nests found shall be
recorded.

2. If construction activities must occur within 300 feet of an active nest of
any passerine bird or within 500 feet of an active nest of any raptor, a
qualified biologist shall monitor the nest on a weekly basis and the
construction activity shall be postponed until the biologist determines
that the nest is no longer active. The buffers would be increased if
needed to protect the nesting birds.

3. If the recommended nest avoidance buffer is not feasible, the qualified
biologist shall determine whether an exception is possible and obtain
concurrence from the appropriate resource agency before
construction work can resume within the avoidance buffer zone. All
work shall cease within the avoidance buffer zone until either agency
concurrence is obtained or the biologist determines that the adults
and young are no longer reliant on the nest site.

BIO-2 A qualified biologist shall be onsite to monitor for the presence of birds
during draining and refilling of Ivanhoe Reservoir. The qualified biologist
shall have the authority to temporarily stop activities or regulate the draining
rate, if necessary, to prevent bird mortality.

1. Ivanhoe Reservoir shall be drained completely to temporarily
eliminate the reservoir as a stopover opportunity during project
construction activities.

BIO-3 A pre-construction survey to identify trees and/or structures that could
provide day and/or night-roosting sites for bats would be conducted within
14 days of construction. If day-time roosting bats are detected.

1. No work activities shall occur within 30 minutes before sunset and 30
minutes after sunrise.

2. No work activities shall occur within 100 feet of or directly under or
adjacent to an active roost during the breeding season when young
are present but are not yet ready to fly (generally April and August).
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The appropriate buffer shall be determined by a qualified biologist
relative to specific project activities.

3-21 An editorial change has been made to correct a typo in the mitigation measure
numbering as follows:

As the SLRC has been deemed eligible for listing in the CRHR as a historic district, it
qualifies as a historical resource for purposes of CEQA. As such, any improvements
planned for the property should be consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for Rehabilitation to ensure a less than significant impact on the SLRC
Historic District. Thus, Mitigation Measure CUL-1 CR-A would be implemented in
order to minimize any potential impacts to the district’s eligibility under the CRHR.
With implementation of CUL-1 CR-A, the impact to the historical resource would be
reduced to less than significant.

3-49 In response to Comment 1-1, Mitigation Measure TCR-1 is modified as follows:

TCR-1 Within 45 days prior to the start of construction, LADWP shall coordinate
with Native American Tribal representatives to develop a Tribal Cultural
Resources Monitoring Plan. If any Native American cultural material is
encountered within the project site during construction activities, interested
Native American parties established through consultation with the lead
agency shall be notified. LADWP shall determine during consultation if the
resources constitute tribal cultural resources and solicit any comments the
Native American parties may have regarding appropriate treatment and
disposition of the resources.
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SECTION 3
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

During the public review period, a total of six comment letters were received. Additionally, one
comment letter was received after the close of the public review period, as shown in Table 1
below. Each letter has been assigned a number code, and individual comments in each letter
have also been coded to facilitate the responses. For example, the letter from the Gabrieleno
Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation is identified as Comment Letter 1, with the comment
noted as 1-1. Copies of each comment letter are provided prior to the response to each letter.
Comments that raise issues not directly related to the substance of the environmental analysis
in the IS/MND are noted but, in accordance with CEQA, did not receive a detailed response.

The written comment letters received on the IS/MND are listed in Table 1 below. The comments
and associated responses are arranged by the date on which the comment letter was received,
starting with agencies and organizations, followed by the comment letters submitted by
individuals. Each comment in the letters has been numbered and is referenced in the response
that directly follow the comment letter.

Table 1
List of Written Comment Letters Received in Response to the Draft IS/MND

Letter
# Agency/Organization/Individual Date Page # of

Response
Agencies/Organizations

1 Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation May 28, 2020 3-3
2 Silver Lake Now June 1, 2020 3-6

3 California Department of Transportation
Signed: Miya Edmonson June 4, 2020 3-9

4 California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Signed: Erinn Wilson June 8, 2020* 3-22

Individuals
5 Thakkaer, Amit May 17, 2020 3-28
6 Lund, Tony May 18, 2020 3-34
7 Mittleman, Margaret June 4, 2020 3-37

* Denotes comment letter received outside of the public review period.
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 1, page 1 of 1]
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Comment Letter 1: Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation

Response 1-1

The commenter requests that a Native American Tribal Consultant monitor all ground
disturbance conducted for the proposed project. The commenter is referred to Mitigation
Measure TCR-1 on page 3-49 of the Draft IS/MND, which requires consultation with interested
Native American parties to determine if the resources constitute tribal cultural resources and
solicit any comments the Native American parties may have regarding appropriate treatment
and disposition of the resources. In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure TCR-1 has
been revised to include development of a Tribal Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan. The
commenter is referred to Section 2, Errata to the Draft IS/MND, which includes the modifications
to Mitigation Measure TCR-1, as follows:

TCR-1 Within 45 days prior to the start of construction, LADWP shall coordinate with
Native American Tribal representatives to develop a Tribal Cultural
Resources Monitoring Plan. If any Native American cultural material is
encountered within the project site during construction activities, interested
Native American parties established through consultation with the lead
agency shall be notified. LADWP shall determine during consultation if the
resources constitute tribal cultural resources and solicit any comments the
Native American parties may have regarding appropriate treatment and
disposition of the resources.
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 2, page 1 of 2]
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 2, page 2 of 2]
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Comment Letter 2: Silver Lake Now

Response 2-1

This comment includes introductory remarks. No further response to this comment is required.

Response 2-2

The commenter inquires about the location of the diffusers in the reservoirs. The bubble plume
diffuser units would sit at the bottom of and be placed in the deepest part of the reservoirs.

Response 2-3

The commenter asks how big the diffusers would be. The diffusers have an outside diameter of
five inches.

Response 2-4

The commenter asks whether the diffusers and pipelines would be visible from the surface.
Neither the pipelines nor the diffusers would be visible after installation. As discussed in Section
1, Project Description, of the Draft IS/MND, the pipes supplying air to the diffusers would be
installed underground, with the exception of self-weighted lines that would extend within the
reservoir. As stated in Response 2-2 above, the diffusers would sit at the bottom of the
reservoirs.

Response 2-5

The commenter asks if the bubbles created by the diffusers would be visible on the surface. The
bubble plume diffuser units would produce fine bubbles over a large surface area of the
reservoirs for oxygen transfer. The fine bubbles do not displace a large column of water, rather,
they produce numerous tiny bubbles that rise slowly and increase dissolved oxygen levels at the
bottom of the reservoirs. Since the diffusers would be placed in the deepest part of the
reservoirs and would be spread out from each other, these fine bubbles would not be visible on
the water surface.

The commenter also requests that a schematic of the bubble plume diffusers be included in the
IS/MND. As discussed in Section 1.6, Description of the Proposed Project, beginning on page
1-5 of the Draft IS/MND, the air pipes would connect to the diffuser equipment. The commenter
is referred to Figure 3, Proposed Project Aeration and Recirculation System, on page 1-7 of the
Draft IS/MND, which shows a schematic plan of the placement of the air pipes, which would be
connected to the diffusers and would span across the bottom of the deepest part of the
reservoirs.

Response 2-6

The commenter states that if the air pipes are white PVC conduit, they may have aesthetic
impacts if they are visible. The commenter is referred to Response 2-4 regarding the installation
of the air supply pipes and diffusers. As discussed, the pipes supplying air to the diffusers would
be installed underground. The diffusers would be connected to the air supply pipes with self-
weighted lines within the reservoir, which are not white PVC conduit. As discussed, neither the
pipes nor the diffusers would be visible after installation.
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Response 2-7

This comment includes closing remarks. No further response to this comment is required.

Response 2-8

The commenter provides background information regarding the formation of the organization
and its members. This comment does not state a specific concern of question regarding the
adequacy of the environmental impact analysis in the Draft IS/MND. Therefore, no further
response to this comment is required.
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 3, page 1 of 1]
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Comment Letter 3: California Department of Transportation

Response 3-1

The commenter accurately characterizes the proposed project described in the Draft IS/MND.
This comment includes introductory remarks and does not state a specific concern or questions
regarding the adequacy of the environmental impact analysis in the Draft IS/MND. Therefore, no
further response to this comment is required.

Response 3-2

The commenter states that they do not expect project approval to result in a direct adverse
impact to the existing state transportation facilities. No further response to this comment is
required.

Response 3-3

The commenter states that the transportation of heavy construction equipment and use of
oversized transport vehicles on state highways would require a Caltrans transportation permit.
The commenter also recommends limiting large size vehicle trips to off-peak commute periods.
The proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable Caltrans regulations
during construction. As applicable, a Transportation Permit would be obtained from Caltrans for
the use of oversized vehicles associated with the proposed project that would be expected to
travel on state highways. Additionally, to the extent practicable, large size truck trips would be
limited to off-peak commute periods.
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 4, page 1 of 12]
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 4, page 2 of 12]
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 4, page 3 of 12]
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 4, page 4 of 12]
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 4, page 5 of 12]
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[Insert Comment Letter No. 4, page 6 of 12]
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Comment Letter 4: California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Response 4-1

This comment includes introductory remarks and describes CDFW’s role as a Responsible
Agency under CEQA. This comment also includes a summary of the project description. No
further response to this comment is required.

Response 4-2

The commenter states that construction activities occurring during the bird nesting season could
result in significant impacts to nesting birds and recommends measures to mitigate potential
impacts. The Draft IS/MND impact analysis acknowledges the potential for impacts to nesting
birds during construction. As stated in Section 3, Environmental Impact Assessment, subsection
IV, Biological Resources, on page 3-14 of the Draft IS/MND:

“Ornamental vegetation in the study area provides suitable nesting habitat for common
urban bird species protected by the [Migratory Bird Treaty Act] MBTA and by
[California Fish and Game Code] CFGC, including great blue heron, red-tailed hawk,
and other common species that have been documented nesting in the study area
during surveys and monitoring in support of previous projects implemented within the
SLRC. By avoiding project construction during the nesting bird season (generally
February 15 to September 1, and as early as January 1 for raptors), and/or by
implementing and adhering to the [Best Management Practice] BMP listed in Section
1.7 related to pre-construction surveys for nesting birds and providing a qualified
biological monitor should nesting birds be present, direct impacts during project
construction on nesting birds and associated nesting habitats would be less than
significant.

Indirect impacts to nesting birds within the study area could occur during construction
as a result of noise, dust, increased human presence, and vibrations resulting from
construction activities. Such disturbances could result in increased nestling mortality
due to nest abandonment or decreased feeding frequency. However, by implementing
and adhering to the BMP listed in Section 1.7 related to pre-construction surveys and
providing a qualified biological monitor as necessary, indirect impacts to nesting birds
protected under the MBTA and by CFGC would be less than significant.”

The commenter is also referred to the first BMP listed on page 1-11 of the Draft IS/MND, which
states: “LADWP would conduct pre-construction surveys for nesting birds and provide a
biological monitor as necessary should project activities be initiated during the nesting bird
season, generally February 15 through September 1.”

In response to this comment, the BMP regarding pre-construction surveys for nesting birds is
removed and replaced by the mitigation recommended, which is included as Mitigation Measure
BIO-1. The commenter is referred to Section 2, Errata to the Draft IS/MND, which includes the
addition of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, as follows:

BIO-1 Construction shall occur outside of the nesting bird season (generally February
15 through September 15, and as early as January 1 for raptors). If
construction outside this time period is not feasible, the following mitigation
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measures shall be employed to avoid and minimize impacts to nesting birds
protected under the MBTA and CFGC:

1. A pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist within 3 days prior to the start of construction activities to determine
whether active nests are present within or directly adjacent to the
construction zone. All nests found shall be recorded.

2. If construction activities must occur within 300 feet of an active nest of any
passerine bird or within 500 feet of an active nest of any raptor, a qualified
biologist shall monitor the nest on a weekly basis and the construction activity
shall be postponed until the biologist determines that the nest is no longer
active. The buffers would be increased if needed to protect the nesting birds.

3. If the recommended nest avoidance buffer is not feasible, the qualified
biologist shall determine whether an exception is possible and obtain
concurrence from the appropriate resource agency before construction work
can resume within the avoidance buffer zone. All work shall cease within the
avoidance buffer zone until either agency concurrence is obtained or the
biologist determines that the adults and young are no longer reliant on the
nest site.

Response 4-3

The commenter recommends mitigation requiring that vegetation be restored around the
Ivanhoe Bypass plug site and other areas where vegetation is removed or disturbed as part of
project activities. As discussed on page 3-11 of the Draft IS/MND, vegetation in the SLRC
includes mature groves of trees on both the east and west side of Silver Lake Reservoir; an
approximate 5-acre green space known as Silver Lake Meadows that consists primarily of lawn
on the east side of Silver Lake Reservoir; and an approximate 1-acre area along the west side
of Ivanhoe Reservoir that formerly served as a staging area for work associated with the SRP,
but has since been landscaped with ornamental trees, shrubs, and groundcover. The project
components would primarily be installed in paved areas and at the bottom of the reservoirs.
Only the Ivanhoe Bypass Pipeline plug would be installed in an area that contains vegetation.
This vegetated area is the location of a former staging yard utilized for the SLRC Storage
Replacement Project and was covered by ornamental landscaping in 2017. Photos of the area
are included in Appendix B to the Draft IS/MND. As discussed in the Biological Resources
Memorandum prepared for the proposed project, which is included as Appendix B to the Draft
IS/MND, only ornamental landscape species would be removed during installation of the bypass
plug. This does not constitute a significant direct impact and the area would be restored with
similar landscaping upon completion of the project. The commenter is referred to Section 2,
Errata to the Draft IS/MND, which includes modifications to the discussion of the type of
vegetation present in the area of the Ivanhoe Bypass Pipeline plug and impacts to existing
vegetation at that site to clarify the nature of the impact.

Response 4-4

The commenter states that project activities may impact special-status plant species. As
discussed in Response 4-3 above, the project components would primarily be installed in paved
areas and at the bottom of the reservoirs, and only the Ivanhoe Bypass Pipeline plug would be
installed in an area that contains vegetation. As stated in the Biological Resources
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Memorandum prepared for the proposed project, this vegetated area was a former staging yard
utilized for the SLRC Storage Replacement Project and was covered by landscaping in 2017.
Photos of the area are included in Appendix B to the Draft IS/MND. The area was surveyed and
no indication of the presence of special-status plants or potential for such species to become
established at this site was found. Additionally, no special-status plant species were observed in
the study area during the field survey and no records of special-status plant species coincide
with the study area. As such, the Draft IS/MND concluded that direct and indirect impacts to
special-status plant species would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Response 4-5

The commenter states that previous surveys have stated that bat species forage in SLRC and
that impacts to bats and roost could result from construction activities and recommends
mitigation to reduce potential impacts. The discussion of potential impacts to bats included on
page 3-15 of the Draft IS/MND acknowledges that indirect impacts to bats roosting within the
vicinity of the project could occur as a result of noise, increased human presence, and vibrations
resulting from construction activities. In response to this comment, Mitigation Measure BIO-3
has been added to address potential impacts to roosting bats. The commenter is referred to
Section 2, Errata to the Draft IS/MND, which includes the addition of Mitigation Measure BIO-3,
as follows:

BIO-3 A pre-construction survey to identify trees and/or structures that could provide
day and/or night-roosting sites for bats would be conducted within 14 days of
construction. If day-time roosting bats are detected.

1. No work activities shall occur within 30 minutes before sunset and 30
minutes after sunrise.

2. No work activities shall occur within 100 feet of or directly under or adjacent
to an active roost during the breeding season when young are present but
are not yet ready to fly (generally April and August). The appropriate buffer
shall be determined by a qualified biologist relative to specific project
activities.

Response 4-6

The commenter states that the draining of Ivanhoe Reservoir would temporarily eliminate
stopover opportunities for birds and could lead to bird mortality. The commenter also
recommends mitigation to address potential impacts related to the temporary draining of
Ivanhoe Reservoir during construction of Phase 2 of the proposed project. As noted by the
commenter, the Draft IS/MND states that Silver Lake Reservoir would not be drained, and would
provide space immediately adjacent to Ivanhoe Reservoir for water fowl to rest on. In response
to this comment, Mitigation Measure BIO-3 has been added to address potential impacts to
birds resulting from the draining of Ivanhoe Reservoir during construction of the proposed
project. The commenter is referred to Section 2, Errata to the Draft IS/MND, which includes the
addition of Mitigation Measure BIO-2, as follows:
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BIO-2 A qualified biologist shall be onsite to monitor for the presence of birds during
draining and refilling of Ivanhoe Reservoir. The qualified biologist shall have the
authority to temporarily stop activities or regulate the draining rate, if necessary,
to prevent bird mortality.

1. Ivanhoe Reservoir shall be drained completely to temporarily eliminate the
reservoir as a stopover opportunity during project construction activities.

Response 4-7

The commenter states that the payment of California Fish and Wildlife fees would be required.
LADWP would pay all applicable fees and file the Notice of Determination within five days of
approval of the proposed project by the Board of Water and Power Commissioners pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines Section 15075.

Response 4-8

This comment includes closing remarks. No further response to this comment is required.

Response 4-9

The commenter attaches references for their comments. No further response to this comment is
required.

Response 4-10

The commenter provides a list of their recommended mitigation measures. The commenter is
referred to Responses 4-2 through 4-6 above regarding inclusion of their recommendations.
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Comment Letter 5: Thakkar, Amit

Response 5-1

This comment includes introductory remarks. No further response to this comment is required.

Response 5-2

The commenter expresses their concern over the public review period for the proposed project.
As discussed in Section1, Introduction, of this Errata and Response to Comments on the Draft
IS/MND, the IS/MND and Notice of Completion were distributed to the California Office of
Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse. Section 15105(b) of the CEQA Guidelines
addresses the public review period required for an MND, stating: “The public review period for a
proposed negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration shall be not less than 20 days.
When a proposed negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration is submitted to the
State Clearinghouse for review by state agencies, the public review period shall not be less than
30 days, unless a shorter period, not less than 20 days, is approved by the State
Clearinghouse.” As the Draft IS/MND was distributed to the State Clearinghouse, the Draft
IS/MND was circulated from May 7, 2020, through June 5, 2020, a 30-day public review period
pursuant to CEQA and its implementing guidelines.

Section 15072(b) of the CEQA Guidelines addresses the distribution of a Notice of Intent to
Adopt an MND, as follows: “The lead agency shall mail a notice of intent to adopt a negative
declaration or mitigated negative declaration to the last known name and address of all
organizations and individuals who have previously requested such notice in writing and shall
also give notice of intent to adopt a negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration by at
least one of the following procedures to allow the public the review period provided under
Section 15105:

(1) Publication at least one time by the lead agency in a newspaper of general circulation in
the area affected by the proposed project. If more than one area is affected, the notice
shall be published in the newspaper of largest circulation from among the newspapers of
general circulation in those areas.

(2) Posting of notice by the lead agency on and off sit in the area where the project is to be
located.

(3) Direct mailing to the owners and occupants of property contiguous to the project.
Owners of such property shall be identified as shown on the latest equalized
assessment roll.”

As discussed on page 1-2 of this Errata and Response to Comments on the Draft IS/MND, the
NOI was distributed to approximately 35 agencies, Native American tribal contacts, and
community stakeholders, as well as over 1,400 owners and occupants of properties adjacent to
the project site. Additionally, the NOI was published in the May 14, 2020, edition of the Los
Angeles Times newspaper. As such, the NOI was published in the newspaper of general
circulation in the area affected by the proposed project and was distributed via direct mailing to
the owners and occupants of property contiguous to the project site, in accordance with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15072(b). Notwithstanding, the lead agency understands that mailings can
sometimes be delayed for circumstances beyond its control. As such, it should be noted that the
lead agency has accepted the one comment letter that was received following the close of the
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public review period posted in the NOI. Additionally, it should be noted that the public comment
period is not the last time that comments may be submitted regarding the environmental
documentation prepared for the proposed project. All agencies, organizations, and individuals
who provided written comments on the Draft IS/MND will be notified of the anticipated date of
the Board of Water and Power Commissioners hearing to consider the proposed project. The
public is welcome to submit any additional comments on the project at that hearing.

Response 5-3

The commenter inquires where the air from the after blowers would be vented. The air from the
aftercoolers would be vented to the atmosphere in an updraft fashion similar to a traditional air
conditioning condensing unit. As shown in Figure 3 on page 1-7 of the Draft IS/MND, the
proposed air blower enclosure would be located on the northwest side of Silver Lake Reservoir,
approximately 350 feet away from the nearest residences on Armstrong Avenue.

Response 5-4

The commenter asks how much noise would be generated from Phase 1 of the proposed
project during operation. A discussion of the noise levels anticipated to be generated by the
proposed project is included in Section 3, Environmental Impact Assessment, subsection XIII,
Noise, beginning on page 3-36 of the Draft IS/MND. As discussed on page 3-41 and 3-42 of the
Draft IS/MND, the source of operational noise for Phase 1 of the proposed project would be the
air blower system. The air blower system would be housed in an enclosure with ventilation and
sound insulation. A single air blower system produces a noise level of 74.0 decibels on the
A-weighted scale at the Equivalent Noise Level (dBA Leq) at three feet. Aftercoolers would
generate a noise level of approximately 75.0 dBA at three feet. Equipment noise related to the
air blower system and the aftercooler system operating in tandem would be approximately 79.1
dBA Leq. However, noise levels decrease with distance from the noise sources. As such, due to
the distance of the equipment, noise levels at sensitive receptors, which include nearby
residences and the Neighborhood Nursery School in the northwest portion of the SLRC
property, would decrease to a point that they would be similar to existing conditions. As shown
in Table 11, Air Blower System Noise Level, on page 3-42 of the Draft IS/MND, noise levels at
the nearby sensitive receptors during operation of the air blower system would be similar to
existing ambient noise levels. As such the proposed project would be compliant with the
requirements of the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 112.02, which prohibits noise from air
conditioning, refrigeration, heating, pumping, and filtering equipment from exceeding the
ambient noise level on the premises of other occupied properties by more than 5dB.
Accordingly, the Draft IS/MND concludes that noise generated from operation of the air blower
system in Phase 1 of the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact.

Regarding the commenter’s inquiry related to noise from transporting and depositing water,
Phase 1 of the proposed project includes the construction and operation of the aeration system,
which consists of construction and operation of air blowers, air piping, bubble plume system
diffusers, and aftercoolers. No water would be transported as part of Phase 1 of the proposed
project. Phase 2 of the proposed project includes construction and operation of the recirculation
system, which would circulate water between the two reservoirs. As discussed on page 3-42 of
the Draft IS/MND, operational noise associated with Phase 2 of the proposed project would be
generated by pumps. Two pumps would be located within the Gate 456 structure and would be
submerged under water. The submerged pumps have no potential to generate audible noise.
Both of the pumps would be placed below-grade within a hydraulic structure, which would be
shielded from view at the property line. Pump noise would not be audible at existing residences.
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Response 5-5

The commenter asks how often water would be transferred from Silver Lake Reservoir to
Ivanhoe Reservoir and whether any noise will be generated by that activity. Water would be
pumped from Silver Lake Reservoir to Ivanhoe Reservoir continuously. This transfer of water
between the reservoirs would occur via the following four-step process (the commenter is
referred to Figure 3, Proposed Project Aeration and Recirculation System, on page 1-7 of the
Draft IS/MND, which shows the locations of the existing and proposed equipment and features
at the SLRC):

· Step 1: Water would enter the existing 60-inch bypass pipeline at the bottom of Silver
Lake Reservoir and flow by gravity towards Ivanhoe Reservoir.

· Step 2: The existing concrete vault (Gate 456 Structure) at the northwest would be
modified as a pump station to push water from Silver Lake Reservoir into Ivanhoe
Reservoir.

· Step 3: Water would flow through a proposed new 36-inch pipe that would discharge
near the existing Ivanhoe Inlet Tower.

· Step 4: Water would naturally flow within Ivanhoe Reservoir, rise up, and flow of the
existing weir into Silver Lake Reservoir.

The recirculation process would then begin again at Step 1. The flow of water from Silver Lake
Reservoir into Ivanhoe Reservoir would occur below operating water level and would not
generate noise. The flow of water from Ivanhoe Reservoir into Silver Lake Reservoir would
occur similar to existing conditions over the existing spillway. As such, noise associated with this
flow would be similar to existing conditions. As discussed in Response 5-4 above, operational
noise associated with the proposed recirculation system would be generated by pumps, which
would be submerged and not audible at existing residences.

Response 5-6

The commenter asks how the proposed new pipeline would be installed, how much noise and
dust the pipeline installation activities would generate, and the duration of pipeline installation
activities. As discussed in Section 1, Project Description, subsection 1.7, Construction Schedule
and Procedures, of the Draft IS/MND, approximately 400 linear feet of new pipeline would be
place and casted with concrete within Ivanhoe Reservoir to recirculate water within the
reservoir. This pipeline would be installed on the base of the reservoir. Phase 2 is anticipated to
take approximately 16 months to complete, with construction of the pipeline within Ivanhoe
Reservoir taking approximately three months. It is anticipated that Ivanhoe Reservoir would be
drained for up to six months for installation of the recirculation system within the reservoir.

Regarding construction noise levels associated with Phase 2 of the proposed project, as
discussed in Section 3, Environmental Impact Assessment, on page 3-38 of the Draft IS/MND,
“construction activity would comply with the allowable hours of construction in the Los Angeles
Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 41.40 (Noise Due to Construction, Excavation Work – When
Prohibited), including 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on
Saturday, and no construction activity on Sundays or federal holidays. The LAMC limits
equipment noise levels to 75 dBA Leq at 50 feet unless technically infeasible.” Construction
equipment associated with Phase 2 of the proposed project would not exceed these noise



Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs
Aeration and Recirculation System Project Section 3: Response to Comments

Errata and Response to Comments Page 3-31 July 2020
on the Draft IS/MND

levels. As such, the Draft IS/MND concluded that Phase 2 construction activities would not
generate significant noise levels.

Regarding dust generated from construction activities during Phase 2 of the proposed project,
the comment is referred to Section 1, Project Description, subsection 1.7, Construction
Schedule and Procedures, beginning on page 1-9 of the Draft IS/MND, which lists the Best
Management Practices to be implemented to avoid potential impacts. As listed on page 1-10,
“the construction contractor would implement Rule 403 dust control measures required by the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), which would include the following:

o Water shall be applied to exposed surfaces at least two times per day to prevent
generation of dust plumes.

o All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g.,
with tarps or other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions).

o Construction activity on exposed or unpaved dirt surfaces shall be suspended when
wind speed exceeds 25 miles per hour (such as instantaneous gusts).

o Ground cover in disturbed areas shall be replaced in a timely fashion when work is
completed in the area.

o Identify a community liaison concerning on-site construction activity including
resolution of issues related to PM10 generation.

o Apply non-toxic soil stabilizers according to manufacturers’ specifications to all
inactive construction areas (previously graded areas inactive for ten days or more).

o Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads to be limited to 15 mph or less.
o Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil is carried onto adjacent public

paved roads. If feasible, use water sweepers with reclaimed water.”

Additionally, as discussed in Section 3, Environmental Impact Assessment, subsection III, Air
Quality, on page 3-5 of the Draft IS/MND, SCAQMD Rule 403 requires Best Management
Practices for fugitive dust control that achieve a 61 percent reduction from on-site fugitive dust
sources, including disturbed ground surfaces. With implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403 dust
control measures, maximum daily emissions of all air pollutants would remain below all
applicable regional SCAQMD thresholds during construction of the proposed project.

Response 5-7

The commenter inquires about the duration that Ivanhoe Reservoir will be drained. The
commenter is referred to Response 5-6 above regarding the schedule for construction activities
at Ivanhoe Reservoir.

Response 5-8

The commenter requests that air vented from the aeration system be vented away from homes
and that, if any odors are associated with vented air, those odors also be vented away from
nearby homes. The commenter is referred to Response 5-3 above, which explains that the air
blower enclosure would be located approximately 350 feet away from the nearest residences.
Additionally, as discussed in Response 5-3, the after coolers would remove excess heat from
the aeration system in a manner similar to an air conditioning condensing unit. No odors would
be associated with the vented air.
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Response 5-9

The commenter requests that neighbors be consulted about construction hours and noise. The
commenter is referred to page 3-41, which lists the mitigation measures that would be
implemented to reduce impacts related to construction noise. Specifically, Mitigation Measure
NOI-6 requires that the public “be notified in advance of the location and dates of construction
hours and activities.”

The commenter is referred to Response 5-4 regarding noise generated during operation of the
proposed project and the locations of noise-generating equipment.

Response 5-10

The commenter asks whether water transfer from Silver Lake Reservoir into Ivanhoe Reservoir
can be done under water to prevent the generation of noise from such activities. The
commenter is referred to Response 5-5 above regarding noise generated by the proposed
recirculation activities. As discussed, the flow of water from Siler Lake Reservoir into Ivanhoe
Reservoir would occur below operating water level and would not generate noise.

Response 5-11

The commenter requests that the community be provided with schedules for activities at
Ivanhoe Reservoir. The commenter is referred to Response 5-9 above regarding the advance
public notification of the location and dates of construction hours and activities, as outlined in
Mitigation Measure NOI-6.

The commenter also requests information on dust mitigation. The commenter is referred to
Response 5-6 above regarding the implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403 dust control
measures.

Response 5-12

The commenter requests that their comments be addressed and included in the MND. The
written responses to comments received contained in this Errata and Response to Comments
on the Draft IS/MND will be included as part of the administrative record for the proposed
project, which will be forwarded to the decision-making bodies for their review and
consideration. Additionally, this Errata and Response to Comments on the Draft IS/MND will be
posted on the LADWP website. All agencies, organizations, and individuals who provided
written comments on the Draft IS/MND will be notified when the responses to their comments
are available and informed of where the responses can be reviewed.
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Comment Letter 6: Lund, Tony

Response 6-1

This comment includes introductory remarks. No further response to this comment is required.

Response 6-2

The commenter inquires about why the aeration and recirculation system is needed, and what
would happen if the project is not implemented. As discussed in Section 1, Project Description,
subsection 1.4, Project Background, beginning on page 1-2 of the Draft IS/MND, the
Environmental Impact Report prepared for the SLRC Storage Replacement Project (SRP)
stated that Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs would be allowed to revert to a more natural
state, maintained as view lakes, and to remain consistent with the community values set forth in
the Silver Lake Master Plan. This includes maintaining these two reservoirs at historic levels,
typically between an elevation of 440 and 451 feet, and ensuring a greenish hue of the water.
Water levels at the reservoirs are maintained with nonpotable sources, such as groundwater
and stormwater. As discussed in subsection 1.5, Project Objectives, on page 1-5 of the Draft
IS/MND, the objectives of the proposed project are to:

· “Comply with the requirements of the SLRC SRP Environmental Impact Report

· Install an aeration and recirculation system to ensure full water transfer between both
basins and increase the oxygen levels at the bottom of the reservoirs, and properly mix
and destratify the water in the reservoirs to minimize stagnation

· Control algal growth and associated odors at the reservoirs”

There is currently no treatment regimen for the water in the reservoirs. As such, without the
aeration and recirculation system, dissolved oxygen levels at the bottom of the water could
decrease and lead to algal growth, which can lead to increased odors. The aeration system
would increase oxygen levels, while the recirculation system would ensure mixing of water
between the reservoirs. Together, the aeration and recirculation system would achieve desired
levels of dissolved oxygen and reduce stagnation of the water to discourage algal growth and
control odors at the reservoirs, and maintain the aesthetic value of the reservoirs as view lakes
in accordance with the Silver Lake Master Plan.

Response 6-3

The commenter inquires about the concrete plugs mentioned in the NOI. As discussed in
Section 1, Project Description, on page 1-6 of the Draft IS/MND, the concrete plugs would be
installed at the existing Ivanhoe Bypass and Ivanhoe Inlet Tower, and would contain all
recirculating water within the vicinity of the SLRC to avoid potential flooding of the Rowena-
Ivanhoe pipeline. The Rowena-Ivanhoe pipeline currently connects Rowena Reservoir, located
approximately 0.5 mile northwest of the SLRC, to Ivanhoe Reservoir. The concrete plugs would
block that connection and, as discussed, contain the water within the SLRC.

Response 6-4

The commenter inquires about how air is taken in for the aeration system. As discussed in
Section 2, Project Description, page 1-5 of the Draft IS/MND, the aeration system would consist
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of air blowers, air piping, bubble plume system diffusers, and aftercoolers. The air blowers take
in and compress air and pump it through the pipe to the diffusers.

Response 6-5

The commenter expresses their support for the proposed project. No further response to this
comment is required.
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Comment Letter 7: Mittleman, Margaret

Response 7-1

The commenter expresses their opposition to changes at SLRC and states that the changes are
ambiguous. The commenter is referred to Section 1, Project Description, of the Draft IS/MND,
which includes an overview of the project; a discussion of the CEQA requirements and the need
to prepare and IS/MND for the proposed project; a description of the project location and
setting; a discussion of the project background; a list of the project objectives; a description of
the proposed project; details on the construction schedule and procedures; and a list of the
permits and approvals anticipated to be required to implement the proposed project. The
commenter is also referred to Response 6-2 above regarding the purpose and need to
implement the proposed project to comply with the requirements of the SLRC SRP
Environmental Impact Report and maintain the aesthetic value of the reservoirs as view lakes in
accordance with the Silver Lake Master Plan.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs Aeration and Recirculation System Project
Mitigated Negative Declaration

(State Clearinghouse No. 2020050161)

Introduction

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines to provide for
monitoring of the mitigation measures required by certification of the Silver Lake and Ivanhoe
Reservoirs Aeration and Recirculation System Project (proposed project) Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND). Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code and Section 15091(d) of the
CEQA Guidelines require public agencies to “adopt a reporting or monitoring program for
changes to the project which it has adopted or made a condition of project approval in order to
mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.” The lead agency must define specific
reporting and/or monitoring requirements to be enforced during project implementation prior to
final approval of the proposed project.

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) is the lead agency for the proposed
project and is responsible for administering and implementing the MMRP. The MMRP stipulates
how all required mitigation measures are to be implemented and completed during the
appropriate project phase. It also facilitates documentation necessary to verify that mitigation
measures were in fact properly implemented.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Procedures

This MMRP gives LADWP the primary responsibility for taking all actions necessary to
implement the mitigation measures according to the specifications provided for each measure
and for demonstrating that the action has been successfully completed. LADWP’s designated
environmental monitor will track and document compliance with mitigation measures, note any
problems that may result, and take appropriate action to remedy problems. LADWP, at its
discretion, may delegate responsibility for measure implementation and monitoring, or portions
thereof, to other responsible individuals, such as a licensed contractor. Specific responsibilities
for LADWP include:

· Coordination of all mitigation monitoring activities
· Management of the preparation, approval, and filing of monitoring or permit compliance

reports
· Maintenance of records concerning the status of all approved mitigation measures
· Quality control assurance of field monitoring personnel
· Coordination with other agencies regarding compliance with mitigation or permit

requirements
· Reviewing and recommending acceptance and certification of implementation

documentation
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· Acting as a contact for interested parties or surrounding property owners who wish to
register complaints, observations of unsafe conditions, or environmental violations;
verifying any such circumstances; and developing any necessary corrective actions

Resolution of Noncompliance Complaints

Any person or agency may file a complaint regarding noncompliance with the mitigation
measures addressed in the MMRP. The complaint shall be directed to LADWP (111 North Hope
Street, Room 1044, Los Angeles, CA 90012) in written form providing detailed information on
the purported violation. LADWP will investigate any complaints filed to determine the validity of
the complaint. If noncompliance with a mitigation measure is verified, LADWP will take the
necessary action(s) to remedy the violation. The complainant will receive written confirmation
indicating the results of the investigation or the final corrective action that was implemented in
response to the specific noncompliance issue.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Matrix

The MMRP is organized in a matrix format. The first column identifies the mitigation measure
number. The second column identifies the mitigation measure. The third column, entitled “Time
Frame for Implementation,” refers to when monitoring will occur. The timing for implementing
mitigation measures and the definition of the approval process has been provided to assist
LADWP staff to plan for monitoring activities. The fourth column, entitled “Responsible
Monitoring Agency,” refers to the agency responsible for ensuring that the mitigation measure is
implemented. The fifth column, entitled “Verification of Compliance,” has subcolumns for initials,
date, and remarks. This last column will be used by the lead agency to document the person
who verified that the mitigation measure was satisfactorily implemented, the date on which this
verification occurred, and any other notable remarks. The mitigation measures are presented by
environmental issue area.
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
State Clearinghouse No. 2020050161

Silver Lake and Ivanhoe Reservoirs Aeration and Recirculation System Project
Mitigated Negative Declaration

Number Mitigation Measure Time Frame for
Implementation

Responsible
Monitoring

Agency

Verification of Compliance
Initials Date Remarks

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BIO-1 Construction shall occur outside of the nesting

bird season (generally February 15 through
September 15, and as early as January 1 for
raptors). If construction outside this time period is
not feasible, the following mitigation measures
shall be employed to avoid and minimize impacts
to nesting birds protected under the MBTA and
CFGC:

1. A pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within 3
days prior to the start of construction activities
to determine whether active nests are present
within or directly adjacent to the construction
zone. All nests found shall be recorded.

2. If construction activities must occur within 300
feet of an active nest of any passerine bird or
within 500 feet of an active nest of any raptor,
a qualified biologist shall monitor the nest on a
weekly basis and the construction activity
shall be postponed until the biologist
determines that the nest is no longer active.
The buffers would be increased if needed to
protect the nesting birds.

3. If the recommended nest avoidance buffer is
not feasible, the qualified biologist shall
determine whether an exception is possible
and obtain concurrence from the appropriate
resource agency before construction work can

Prior to and
During
construction

LADWP
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Number Mitigation Measure Time Frame for
Implementation

Responsible
Monitoring

Agency

Verification of Compliance
Initials Date Remarks

resume within the avoidance buffer zone. All
work shall cease within the avoidance buffer
zone until either agency concurrence is
obtained or the biologist determines that the
adults and young are no longer reliant on the
nest site.

BIO-2 A qualified biologist shall be onsite to monitor for
the presence of birds during draining and refilling
of Ivanhoe Reservoir. The qualified biologist shall
have the authority to temporarily stop activities or
regulate the draining rate, if necessary, to prevent
bird mortality.

1. Ivanhoe Reservoir shall be drained completely
to temporarily eliminate the reservoir as a
stopover opportunity during project
construction activities.

During
Construction

LADWP

BIO-3 A pre-construction survey to identify trees and/or
structures that could provide day and/or night-
roosting sites for bats would be conducted within
14 days of construction. If day-time roosting bats
are detected.

1. No work activities shall occur within 30
minutes before sunset and 30 minutes after
sunrise.

2. No work activities shall occur within 100 feet
of or directly under or adjacent to an active
roost during the breeding season when young
are present but are not yet ready to fly
(generally April and August). The appropriate
buffer shall be determined by a qualified
biologist relative to specific project activities.

Prior to and
During
Construction

LADWP
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Number Mitigation Measure Time Frame for
Implementation

Responsible
Monitoring

Agency

Verification of Compliance
Initials Date Remarks

CULTURAL RESOURCES
CUL-1 Any proposed alterations planned for the SLRC

Historic District shall be consistent with the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties, particularly the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings. Per the National Park Service,
rehabilitation is defined as the process of
returning a property to a state of utility, through
repair or alteration, which makes possible an
efficient contemporary use while preserving those
portions and features of the property that are
significant to its historic, architectural, and cultural
values. Rehabilitation assumes that at least some
repair or alteration of the historic building will be
needed to provide for an efficient contemporary
use; however, these repairs and alterations must
not damage or destroy materials, features, or
finishes that are important in defining the
building's historic character. Any proposed
alterations shall be designed under the guidance
of a Secretary of the Interior qualified architectural
historian in order to comply with the Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

Prior to
Construction

LADWP

NOISE
NOI-1 Construction equipment shall be properly

maintained and equipped with mufflers.
During
Construction

LADWP

NOI-2 Rubber-tired equipment shall be used rather than
tracked equipment when feasible.

During
Construction

LADWP

NOI-3 Equipment shall be turned off when not in use for
an excess of five minutes, except for equipment
that requires idling to maintain performance.

During
Construction

LADWP
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Number Mitigation Measure Time Frame for
Implementation

Responsible
Monitoring

Agency

Verification of Compliance
Initials Date Remarks

NOI-4 A public liaison shall be appointed for project
construction will be responsible for addressing
public concerns about construction activities,
including excessive noise. As needed, the liaison
shall determine the cause of the concern (e.g.,
starting too early, bad muffler) and implement
measures to address the concern.

During
Construction

LADWP

NOI-5 Prior to initiating construction activity, LADWP
shall coordinate with the site administrator for the
Neighborhood Nursery School to discuss
construction activities that generate high noise
levels. Coordination between the site
administrator and LADWP shall continue on an
as-needed basis throughout the construction
phase of the project to mitigate potential
disruption of classroom activities.

Prior to and
During
Construction

LADWP

NOI-6 The public shall be notified in advance of the
location and dates of construction hours and
activities.

Prior to and
During
Construction

LADWP

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
TCR-1 Within 45 days prior to the start of construction,

LADWP shall coordinate with Native American
Tribal representatives to develop a Tribal Cultural
Resources Monitoring Plan. If any Native
American cultural material is encountered within
the project site during construction activities,
interested Native American parties established
through consultation with the lead agency shall be
notified. LADWP shall determine during
consultation if the resources constitute tribal
cultural resources and solicit any comments the
Native American parties may have regarding
appropriate treatment and disposition of the
resources.

During
Construction

LADWP


