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CEQA: California Environmental Quality Act

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

p—

To:  Responsible Agencies and Interested Parties From: Downey Planning Division -
11111 Brookshire Avenue
(Address)
Downey, CA 90241
Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
The City of Downey will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an environmental impact

report for the project identified below. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the
environmental information which is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed
project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approval
for he project.

The project description, location, and the potential environmental effects are contained in the attached materials. A copy
- copy of the Initial Study ( [X] is [] is not) attached.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date but not later than
30 days after receipt of this notice.

Please send your response to  Jay Jarrin, Senior Planner at the address shown above.
> will need the name for a contact person in your agency.
-
An EIR Scoping meeting for the project will be held on Thursday April 15, 2004 at 2:00 P.M. in the City of Downey
Council Chambers located at Downey City Hall, 11111 Brookshire Avenue, Downey, CA 90241.

Project Title: Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan Update

Project Applicant, if any: None

Date M Z&, 7/) Signature 4/,‘/)/ Q/’/‘/"‘/w Ll

Q u U
Title Senior Planner

Telephone  (562) 904-7154

Reference: California Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(a), 15103, 15375.
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CEQA INITIAL STUDY 1.0 — INTRODUCTION
DOWNEY VISION 2025 ‘ March 26, 2004

CEQA INITIAL STUDY

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1.

1.2.

13

1.4.

1.5

1.6.

1.7

1.8

Project Title: Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan Update
Lead Agency Name and City of Downey
Address: ' 11111 Brookshire Avenue

Downey, CA 90241

Contact person and phone Jay Jarrin, Senior Planner
number: (562) 904-7154

Project Location: The City of Downey is located in the southeastern part of Los
Angeles County, about 12 miles southeast of downtown Los
Angeles. Itis bounded by: the Rio Hondo River on the west;
Telegraph Road on the north; the San Gabriel River on the east;
and Gardendale Street and Foster Road on the south.

Project sponsor’s name City of Downey
and address: 11111 Brookshire Avenue
: Downey, CA 90241-7016

General Plan Designation Various General Plan designations throughout the City. Please
see Table 1, List of Existing General Plan Designations.

Zoning Various zoning designations throughout the City.
Please see Table 2, List of Existing Zoning Designations.

Description of Environmental Document and Project: :

The City of Downey (City) wili prepare an environmental impact report that analyzes the
environmental impacts created by the proposed update of nine of the ten chapters of the existing
general plan document (Downey Vision 2010) adopted by the City in 1992. The chapters to be
updated are: Land Use, Circulation, Conservation, Safety, Noise, Open Space and Recreation,
Design, Economics Development, and Hazardous Waste. The tenth chapter, Housing, will not be
updated as part of this project. The Housing Chapter was updated and certified by the State in
2001 and is not required to be updated until the year 2005.

The update includes changes to the issues, goals, policies, and programs, and changes to the

land use diagram of the general plan. Land use designations are proposed to be changed for 16
areas throughout the City. The proposed land use changes for these 16 areas are described on
Table 3. Figure 1 shows the general locations of the 16 areas.

Table 4 shows the existing population, housing, and employment for the City and projected
population, housing and employment for the City by the year 2025.
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DOWNEY VISION 2025 March 26, 2004
TABLE 1
CITY OF DOWNEY
EXISTING GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATIONS
MARCH 2004
LDR LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
LMDR LOW MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
MDR MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
0 OFFICE
NC NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL
GC GENERAL COMMERCIAL
CM COMMERCIAL MANUFACTURING
GM GENERAL MANUFACTURING
MU MIXED USE
P PUBLIC
0S OPEN SPACE
S SCHOOL
SPR SCHOOL PRIVATE
TABLE 2
CITY OF DOWNEY
EXISTING ZONING DESIGNATIONS
MARCH 2004
R-1 SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
R-2 ' TWO-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
R-3 MEDIUM DENSITY MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
R-3-O MEDIUM DENSITY MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL-OWNERSHIP
C-1 NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL
C-2 GENERAL COMMERCIAL
C-3 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
C-M COMMERCIAL MANUFACTURING
|C-P PROFESSIONAL OFFICE
H-M HOSPITAL-MEDICAL ARTS
M-1 LIGHT MANUFACTURING
M-2 GENERAL MANUFACTURING
0-S OPEN SPACE
P-B PARKING BUFFER
PUD PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERIAY
D-P DOWNTOWN PLAN OVERLAY
S-P SPECIFIC PLAN
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TABLE 3
LIST OF PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE
GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DIAGRAM
NO LOCATION EXISTING DESIGNATION PROPOSED DESIGNATION
1 | TELEGRAPH-TWEEDY OFFICE MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
2 | TELEGRAPH-PARAMOUNT { MEDIUM DENSITY NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL
RESIDENTIAL
3 |TELEGRAPH-STAMPS OFFICE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL
4 |TELEGRAPH-LAKEWOOD |NEIGHBORHOOD GENERAL COMMERCIAL
COMMERCIAL
5 |UNSWORTH SCHOOL LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL [ SCHOOL
6 |PARAMOUNT-CONRAD OFFICE . NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL
7 |FIRESTONE-WOODRUFF [NEIGHBORHOOD GENERAL COMMERCIAL '
COMMERCIAL
8 |FIRESTONE-NEWVILLE GENERAL COMMERCIAL MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
9 |LAKEWOOD-STEWART & |OFFICE GENERAL COMMERCIAL
GRAY
{10 |IMPERIAL-CLARK MIXED USE COMMERCIAL MANUFACTURING
11 [IMPERIAL-BELLFLOWER |NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL MANUFACTURING
- ' COMMERCIAL
12 |GREEN LINE T-O-D LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL | MIXED USE
& MEDIUM DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL & GENERAL
COMMERCIAL
13 | ROSECRANS-DEMING NEIGHBORHOOD GENERAL COMMERCIAL
COMMERCIAL
14 [COLUMBUS HIGH GENERAL COMMERCIAL SCHOOL
SCHOOL ' '
15 | DOWNEY-FLORENCE OFFICE LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
16 |BURNS-RIVES MEDIUM DENSITY LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL
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Proposed Changes to Land Use Diagram

Dawmey Vision. 2025 - | The Planning Center * Figure 1
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DOWNEY VISION 2025 March 26, 2004
TABLE 4
HOUSING/ POPULATION/ EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS
DOWNEY VISION 2025
MARCH 2004
HOUSING UNIT | TOTAL HOUSING | POPULATION | TOTAL
YEAR CHANGE ' UNITS ' CHANGE POPULATION | EMPLOYMENT

2000 - 34,010 - 107,823 55,500
2005 482 34,492 - -

12010 412 34,904 2,894 110,118 56,900
2015 530 35,434 2,903 113,012
2020 549 35,983 2,869 115,881
2025 440 ' 36,423 2,671 118,552
Total 2,413 - 11,337 -
2000-
2025 .
2030 492 36,915 2,511 121,063 60,400
Total 2,905 - 13,848 - 4,900
2000-
2030

Source: SCAG tentative projections, except for Year 2000 (US Census) and Housing Unit Change
for 2005 (derived from Housing Element, Certified December 2001).

Note 1: SCAG denotes figures as households, meaning occupied housing units

19

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

' Downey is 12.8 square miles in area and its topography is relatively level. The City is located in

1.10

the southeastern part of Los Angeles County, about 12 miles southeast of downtown Los
Angeles. ltis bounded by: the Rio Hondo River on the west; Telegraph Road on the north; the
San Gabriel River on the east; and Gardendale Street and Foster Road on the south. Cities
bordering Downey include: Pico Rivera on the north and Santa Fe Springs on the northeast,
Norwalk on the east, Bellflower and Paramount on the south, South Gate on the southwest and
west and Commerce on the northwest.

The City of Downey is provided regional access by four interstate highways: ‘The I-605 Freeway
(San Gabriel River Freeway), which crosses the east portion of the City; the -5 Freeway (Santa
Ana Freeway), which crosses the north portion of the City; the 1-105 intersection, which crosses
the south part of the City, and the 1-710 Freeway (Long Beach Freeway), which, although does
not cross the City, is located to the west of the City and accessible via three major streets:
Florence Avenue, Firestone Boulevard, and Imperial Highway.

Other public agencies whose approval is required:
(e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement.)

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) (Consistency with Regional Projections)
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Circulation Element approval)

State Department of Conservation, Office of Mines and Geology (Pubtic Safety Element approval)

C-6




CEQA INImAL STuDY 2.0 — ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST:

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

Hydrology & Water Quality
Mandatory Findings of Significance

Utilities & Service Systems

L] Aesthetics [ | Land Use and Planning
1 Agriculture Resources [l Mineral Resources

| Air Quality [ | Noise

L] Biological Resources ] Poputation and Housing
O Cuitural Resources | Public Services

| Geology and Soils | Recreation

| Hazards & Hazardous Materials | Transportation/Traffic
u N

l

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initiat evaluation:

[ 1 tfind that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the enVironment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

(] tfind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the envirohment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an
attached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

[]  1find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as
described on attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially

- significant unless mitigated”. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[ 1find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
: WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects (a) have
been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project.

Signature: /,}’)/‘V o Date: Ak %/ 1“7
Jay Jarfin, { (/ '
Senior Planner,
City of Downey
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Potentialty Potentially
Significant Significant
Impact -EIR Unless Less Than
Analysis Is Mitigation Significant No
required Incorporated Impact Impact

oo

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? L] L] L]
Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but ] L] ]
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, -and historic

buildings within a state scenic highway? _

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or Ll [ |
quality of the site and its surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which L] L] |
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the

area?

OO0 e

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project: '

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or L] L] L] [ |
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as '

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland

Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California

Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a [ ] L] [ |
Williamson act contract?
Involve other changes in the existing environment ] L] L] |

which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

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

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable [ | ] L] L]
air quality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or contribute | | L] L]
substantially to an existing or projected air quality

violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of [ | L] L] Ll

any criteria poliutant for which the project region is non-

attainment under an-applicable federal or state ambient

air quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant | L] ] L]
concentrations?
Create objectionable odors? L] L] [ ]

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

C-8
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March 26, 2004

Potentially
Significant
Impact -EIR
Analysis Is
required

Potentially
Signilicant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

o

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?

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

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

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

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

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

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines
5064.857

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines 5064.5?

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

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

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential substantial

adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or

death involving:

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

2) Strong seismic ground shaking?

C-9
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CEQA INITIAL STUDY 2.0 — ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

DOWNEY VISION 2025

March 26, 2004

Potentially
Significant
Impact -EIR
Analysis Is
required

Polentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact

No
Impact

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including |
liguefaction?

4) Landslides? ]

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? L]

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 1

that would become unstable as a result of the project,

and potentially result in on-or off-site landslide, lateral

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B

of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating

substantial risks to life or property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste

water?

O

o

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
Create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment through the routine transport, use, or

disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the Ll
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and

accident conditions involving the release of hazardous

materials into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or |
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste '
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list of |
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,

would it create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, ]
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two

miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the

project result in a safety hazard for people residing or

working in the project area?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would ]
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing

or working in the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an L]
adopted emergency response plan or emergency

evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 1
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where

residences are intermixed with wildlands?

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge |
requirements?

C-10
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Potentially
Significant
Impact -EIR
Analysis Is
required

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than,
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

-~

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site?

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

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

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

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

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
Physically divide an established community?

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

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

. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

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

C-11
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Potentially
Significant
Impact -EIR
Analysis Is
required

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated .

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1.

a.

13.

14.

NOISE. Would the project result in:

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

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

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

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

For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or. public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels? _
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

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

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

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

PUBLIC SERVICES.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the

O H NN

L]

L]

O O 0O 0O

[]

L

O O OO

L]

O 0O O

construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

1) Fire protection?

2) Police protection?

3) Schools?

4) Parks?

5) Other public facilities?

RECREATION.

Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

C-12
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Potentially
Significant
Impact £IR
Analysis Is
required

Polentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact

No
Impact

Does the project include recreational facilities or require [
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities

which might have an adverse physical effect on the

environment?

. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in [ |
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system (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)?

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?
Result in a change in air traffic pattems, including either
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that
results in substantial safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

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

I A S N

. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quatity Control Board?
Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new stormwater |
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the |
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are

new or expanded entitlements needed?

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment [ |
provider which serves or may serve the project that it

has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected

demand in addition to the provider’s existing

commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity [ |
to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal

needs?

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

C-13
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Potentially Potentially
Significant Significant
Impact -EIR Unless Less Than
Analysis Is Mitigation Significant No
required Incorporated Impact Impact
17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.
a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the L] [ 1 m
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory? -
b. Does the project have impacts that are individualty n ] L] ]
limited, but cumulatively considerable? “Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
‘projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?
¢. Does the project have environmental effects which will | ] L] L1

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

C-14



CEQA INmAL STUDY 3.0 - DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
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3.0 DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

This section analyzes the potential environmental impacts which may result from the proposed project.

- For the evaluation of potential impacts, the questions in the Initial Study Checklist (Section 2) are stated
and answers are provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. They outline
the following issues:

1. Aesthetics 10. Mineral Resources
2. Agriculture Resources 11. Noise
3.  Air Quality 12. Population and Housing
4. Biological Resources 13. Public Services
5. Cultural Resources 14. Recreation
. 6. Geology and Soils 15. Transportation and Traffic
7. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 16. Utilities and Service Systems
‘8. Hydrology and Water Quality 17. Mandatory Findings of Significance
9. Land Use and Planning

The analysis considers the project's short-term impacts (construction-related), and its operational or day-
. to-day impacts. For each question, there are four possible responses. They include:

1. No Impact. Future development arising from the project’'s implementation will not have any
measurable environmental impact on the environment and no additional analysis is required.

2. Less Than Significant Impact. The development associated with project implementation will
have the potential to impact the environment; these impacts, however, will be less than the levels
or thresholds that are considered significant and no additional analysis is required.

3. Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. The development will have the potential to
generate impacts which will have a significant effect on the environment; however, mitigation
measures will be effective in reducing the impacts to levels that are less than significant.

4. Potentially Significant Impact. Future implementation will have impacts that are considered
significant, and additional analysis is required to identify mitigation measures that could reduce
these impacts to less than significant levels.
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The following is a discussion of potential project impacts as identified in the Initial Study. Explanations are
provided for each item.

31

(@

(b)

(c)

(d)

3.2

(a)

(b)

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. No scenic vistas would be significantly impacted by the proposed update of the
City's General Plan. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no turther analysis in the EIR is
required.

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. There are no state scenic highways within the City of Downey. Therefore, no
impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required. Therefore, no impacts
are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings? _
Less Than Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the General Plan would improve the
visual character of the City through redevelopment opportunities for older, aging properties. In
addition, aesthetics will be considered at the development review stage to ensure that the visual
character and quality of sites is maintained either through zoning code requirements and/or the
City’s Design Review Board. The update to the General Plan Design Element would also
contain policies to ensure that new development in the City maintains high visual quality.
Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area? . _

Less Than Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the General Plan may create
substantial light and glare. However, light and glare impacts will be considered at the
development review stage to ensure that the visual character and quality of sites is maintained
either through zoning code requirements and/or the City’s Design Review Board. Also, the City
is already developed thus the change in land use will not significantly increase light or glare.
Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. Would the project:

(In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland.)

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

No Impact. The City of Downey is located within a fully developed urban setting. Neither the
properties that are proposed to have their land uses changed, nor surrounding propetrties are

designated as farmland. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the
ElR is required.

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson act contract?

No Impact. The properties that are proposed to have their land uses changed in City of Downey
are located within a fully developed urban setting. Neither the subject property nor surrounding
properties are zoned for agricultural use or Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, no impacts are
anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.
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(c)

33.

(a)

(b)

- (0)

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

No Impact. The City of Downey is located within a fully developed urban setting. Therefore, the
update of the General Plan will not result in any changes to the environment that would result in
converting farmland to a non-agricultural use. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no
further analysis in the EIR is required.

. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air
" quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the

following determinations. Would the project:

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

Potentially Significant Impact ~ EIR Analysis Required. The City of Downey is located
within the South Coast Air Basin and subject to the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan
(SCAQMD), prepared by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).
Development pursuant to the General Plan may conflict with the adopted AQMP through the
generation of pollutants.

The EIR shall: . .
» Assess of the existing air quality environment of the City in local and regionai context.
" o Assess the General Plan’s consistency with the Air Quality Management Plan and
CEQA Air Quality Handbook, both prepared by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District. _
» Recommend mitigation measures necessary to bring project into compliance with the
South Coast Air Quality Management Plan.

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation? '
Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. The City of Downey is located

- within the South Coast Air Basin, which is in non-attainment in respect to meeting federal air

quality standards. Development pursuant to the Géneral Plan may violate air quality standards
or contribute to this existing non-attainment status, through the generation of poliutants during
construction and upon occupancy.

The EIR shall:
» ldentity short-term air quality impacts associated with construction activities that may
occur because of the City’s General Plan.
+ - |dentify long-term air quality impacts resulting from traffic generation and point source
emissions that may occur because of the City's General Plan.
* Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce short- and long- term impacts to
~ alevel of insignificance.

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria poliutant for which the

project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)? ,

Potentially Significant Impact ~ EIR Analysis Required. The City of Downey is located
within the South Coast Air Basin, which is in non-attainment in respect to certain criteria

poliutants. Development pursuant to the General Plan may increase existing levels of criteria
pollutants.

The EIR shall:
» Analyze effect on criteria pollutants, as required by the CEQA Air Quality Handbook or
as otherwise mandated by the South Coast Air Quality Management District.

* Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.
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(d)
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3.4

@

®)
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Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
General Plan may expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations either by
permitting the establishment of sensitive receptors near congested roadways and/or existing
facilities that emits toxic pollutants, or by permitting the establishment of congested roadways
and/or existing facilities that emits toxic poilutants near existing sensitive receptors.

The EIR shall:

o Analyze the impacts of concentrations of carbon monoxide (“CO hot spots™) along
-congested roadways onto adjoining properties (that may be occupied by sensitive
receptors), as required by Chapter 5 and Chapter 9 of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook,

« Provide a list of existing facilities that emit toxic pollutants, as identified as SCAQMD.

e Analyze potential impacts of establishing sensitive receptors near facilities that emit
toxic pollutants.

e Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? .
Less Than Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the General Plan may potentially

- create objectionable odors. However, odor impacts will be considered at the development

review stage to ensure that these do not affect substantial number of people. Therefore, no
significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. The City of Downey is located within a fully developed urban setting. No species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local, regional, state, or federal
documents are expected within the City of Downey. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and
no further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

No Impact. No adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Plan or other habitat
conservation plan are located within the City of Downey. Therefore, no impacts are antIC|pated'
and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? ' :
Less Than Significant Impact. Portions of the San Gabriel River and Rio Hondo River Flood
Control Channels, located at the east and west ends of the City, where concrete channel bed -
has been removed and natural vegetation has returned. However, the proposed policies and
programs of the General Plan will not impact these communities of the San Gabriel River and

Rio Hondo River. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in
the EIR is required.
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3.5

(@

(b)

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

No Impact. No wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act have been
identified within the City of Downey. Therefore, the proposed update of the General Plan will
not impact any wetlands. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the
EIR is required.

* Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
" - wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or

impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. The movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or mlgratory wildlife corridors, or the use of native wildlife nursery
sites have not been identified in the City of Downey. Therefore, the proposed update of the
General Plan will not result in any.impacts. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no
turther analysis in the EIR is required.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the General Plan may potentially
conflict with tree preservation policies and other policies protecting biological resources.
However, the City of Downey has not adopted a tree preservation ordinance and.impacts on
trees. Impacts on other biological resources will be addressed during the development review
stage of a project. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in
the EIR is required.

CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The policies and programs of the General Plan address
structures and objects that are considered historical resources as defined on CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5. Since Downey is a mature community, there are many structures and objects
that are more than 50 years old that may also potentially be considered historical resources.
However, since age is only one of many factors that determine historical significance, not all
structures and objects more than 50 years old may be historically significant. Further analysis
to determine impacts, if any, on historical resources shall be conducted at the development
review stage prior to project approval. The proposed General Plan Update will not resuit in the
demolition of any existing structures. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no
further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Development and redevelopment projects pursuant to the
update of the General Plan may involve grading activities as part of future development.
However, the City of Downey is nearly built out with very little vacant undeveloped land. The

_ majority of the 16 properties subject to the proposed land use changes are already developed

and have been previously been graded. Therefore, the likelihood that archaeological resources
exist on-site is low. Previous development within the City of Downey has not revealed any
archaeological resources, as defined Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, no
significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.
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Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature? : -

No Impact. Development and redevelopment projects pursuant to the update of the General
Plan may involve grading activities as part of future development. However, the City of Downey
is nearly built out with very little vacant undeveloped land. The majority of the 16 properties
subject to the proposed land use changes are already developed and have been previously
been graded. Therefore, the likelihood that paleontological resources exist on-site is low.
Previous development within the City of Downey has not revealed any paleontological
resources, as defined Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, no significant
impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

- No Impact. Development pursuant to the General Plan is not expected to disturb any human

remains since all burials in the City have occurred in the Downey Cemetery since the late
1880s. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk

of loss, injury, or death involving:

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

No Impact. According to the State Department of Conservation, Department of Mines and
Geology, there are no areas within the City of Downey which are delineated on the Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no
further analysis in the EIR is required.

2) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the General Pian shall comply
with the Uniform Building Code, which requires construction methods that minimize the
effects of earthquake on structures. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and
no further analysis in the EIR is required.
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3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
General Plan may be subject to liquefaction hazards. Since the adoption of the current
general plan in 1992, there has been evidence that the groundwater table level within the’
City is higher than originally identified. On March 1999, the California Division of Mines and-
Geology determined that areas in Downey were potentially subject to liquefaction during
ground-shaking and established a liquefaction hazard zone. All properties within the City of
Downey are located within the liquefaction hazard zone, which requires that a
geotechnical/soils report is prepared during plan check for future construction to address
seismic hazards including liquefaction. Hazards due to liquefaction are not expected to
increase due to changes in the groundwater table levels, since the groundwater table levels
are not expected to rise above target levels. The aquifer and groundwater table levels
underneath properties for the City of Downey are regulated by the Water Replenishment
District of Southem California. The proposed update of the General Plan would only tend to
lower the groundwater table level due to the increase in the amount of groundwater pumped
from within the City’s limits due to the associated increase in water demand. As such,
hazards due to liquefaction are not expected to increase as a direct result of the proposed
update of the General Plan.

The EIR shall
« Identify existing and projected groundwater table levels, as determined by the Water
Replenishment District (WRD) of Southern California.

4) Landslides?

No Impact. Landslides are not considered a potential hazard since the City of Downey has
a relatively flat topography with no steep hills or slopes. Therefore, no impacts are
anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Downey is largely developed with few undeveloped
infill areas. As such, the potential for significant soil erosion or loss of topsoil is minimal except
during construction stages when soil is exposed. Therefore, development pursuant to the
General Plan may create erosion impacts. However, standard erosion-control practices during
construction including the use of Best Management Practices, obtaining an NPDES permit etc.
will reduce these potential impacts to levels less than significant for future projects. Therefore,
no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

" Be located on a geological unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as

a result of the project, and potentially result in on-or off-site landslide lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact. According to the State of California Department of
Conservation Seismic Hazard Zone Maps, the majority of the City of Downey is located in area
subject to liquefaction. As a result, development pursuant to the General Plan may be located
on soil that is unstable due to liquefaction. However, as future development applications are
submitted, a geotechnical/soils report will be required during plan check to address soil stability,
including liquefaction. Individual geotechnical/soils reports will include mitigation pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 2693(c) to address potential impacts related to liquefaction.

- Theretore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.
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(d)
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3.7

@

(b)

(c)

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1997) creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Impact. All of the soil types in Downey can be compacted to a degree
that does not hinder site development. By adhering to accepted soils engineering and grading
practices, the risk of settlement for future development pursuant to the proposed update of the
General Plan can be mitigated. In areas where expansive soils are identified or suspected,
appropriate grading plans and foundation designs will be incorporated into the project’s design
and would insure that the impact remains less than significant. Therefore, no significant

-impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water? :

No Impact. The installation of septic tanks or other alternative types of wastewater disposal
systems is not permitted in the City. Sewers are required by the Downey Municipal Code.
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

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

‘Less Than Significant Impact. Development and redevelopment of land uses proposed by

the update of the General Plan may involve routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous
materials. However, the transport, use and disposal of these materials must comply with local,
state, and federal hazardous materials regulations. The proposed update ot the Safety Element
of the General Plan will contain policies to protect residents, workers, and visitors of the City
from potential hazards. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further
analysis in the EIR is required.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Land uses that involve hazardous materials and have a
potential for upsets and accidents must comply with local, state, and federal hazardous
materials regulations. The proposed update of the Safety Element of the General Plan will
contain policies to protect residents, workers, and visitors of the City from potential hazards.
Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
Potentially Significant Impact ~ EIR Analysis Required. Sites or activities within the City of
Downey Development may emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste and be within one-quarter mile of existing schools.

The EIR shall:

e Provide a list of sites and activities that emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste and are within one-quarter mile of
an existing school as allowed by current Federal Law.

+ Identify when health risk assessments would be required for future projects in the City

that handle or emit hazardous materials. The content of these assessments would also
be identified.
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(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Sites within the City of Downey
Development may be included on list of hazardous material sites and may create a significant
hazard to the public.

The EIR shall:
o Provide a list of hazardous materials site compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5.

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

No Impact. The City of Downey is not located within an airport fand use plan or within two miles
of an airport.

Af) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
No Impact. The City of Downey is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no
impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

(9) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed update to the General Plan will not conflict with
emergency plans. Rather, the General Plan will contain policies to facilitate implementation of
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, no signifi cant
impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

(h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Downey is located within a fully developed urban
setting and is not adjacent to wildlands. Large wildland fires are not expected to occur within
the City. However, small urban nuisance fires do occur from time to time along open space
corridors along the rivers within the City. The proposed update of the General Plan would
include policies and procedures to protect land uses from these fires. Therefore, no significant
impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

3.8 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

(a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the

proposed General Plan may affect the City’s ability to conform to water discharge (runoff) and
water quality requirements.

The EIR shall:
» Assess existing water discharge quality.

Determine impacts on water discharge quality by future development that will occur as
a result of the proposed update of the General Plan.

¢ Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.
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Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby well would drop
to a level which would not support eX|st|ng land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted?

Potentially Significant Impact —~ EIR Analysis Required. The City of Downey Water Division
provides water service for the majority of the City and relies entirely on groundwater as the
source of water. The City of Downey operates 23 water wells with 20 of them active. The City
currently imports water to supplement its groundwater supply. In addition, small portions are
supplied by reclaimed water. The City also maintains .connections with the Metropolitan Water
District (MWD) that can be used during periods of drought or emergency.

Other districts that provide services include the City of Santa Fe Springs and thie Southern
California Water Company for the portion of the City located east of the San Gabriel River and
the Los Angeles County Water District for the Rancho Los Amigos gold course and hospital
complex properties in the vicinity of Old River School Road and Quiill Drive. Developments
pursuant to the proposed update to the General Plan may create additional impacts on
groundwater supplies. .

The EIR shall:
o Determine impacts on groundwater supplies by the proposed update to the General
Plan.

+« Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on-or off-site?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed General Plan may increase the amount of impervious surfaces on undeveloped sites

" and, therefore, increase runoff. The increase in runoff may exceed capacity of existing

stormwater facilities and require alteration to existing drainage patterns.

The EIR shall:
« Assess existing stormwater drainage system.
o Determine impacts on stormwater drainage systems by the proposed update of the
General Plan.
Assess stormwater runoff on area water quality.
*  Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Please see the discussion in 3.8

(c).

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

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Please see the discussion in 3.8

{c).
Otherwise substantially degrade water qualiiy"
Potentially Significant Impact EIR Analysis Required. Please see the discussion in 3.8

(a).

23
£:24



CEQA INmAL STuDY 3.0 - DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
DOWNEY VISION 2025 March 26, 2004

(9) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?
No Impact. Development pursuant to the updated General Plan will not place properties within
a 100-year flood hazard area based on the City’s review of applicable FEMA maps. Therefore,
no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

(h) . Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?
No Impact. Development pursuant to the update to the General Plan will not place properties
located within a 100-year flood hazard area based on the City’s review of applicable FEMA
maps. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. The City of Downey is located

~ adjacent to two flood control channels, San Gabriel River and Rio Hondo, and therefore, some

" properties may be at risk of flooding due to levee failure. The I-105 Freeway has also
experienced some flood problems in the past.

The EIR shall:
« Identify the area and its population at risk due to levee failure.
¢ Recommend mitigation measures necessary that do not increase the risk of fiooding or
levee failure.

(i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
No Impact. The City of Downey is not adjacent to coastlines or hillside so inundation resulting
from seiches, tsunamis or mudflows is not expected. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and
no further analysis in the EIR is required.

3.9 LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

(a) Physically divide an established community? :
No Impact. The proposed update to the General Plan does not provide for new roadways or
other physical features that would disrupt existing land use patterns. Therefore, no impacts are
"anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

Potentially Significant Impact- EIR Analysis Required. The policies and programs of the
proposed update to the General Plan will advocate changes to the Zoning Code and other City
policies in accordance with the Housing Element updated in December 2002. However, these
policies and programs may conflict with existing plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the
purpose of mitigation of an environmental effect.

The EIR shall:

* Address changes in the City’s General Plan, zoning code and other policies proposed
as aresult of the proposed update of the General Plan.

(¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?
No Impact. The City of Downey is located within a fully developed urban setting. The project
will not affect any habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan since none
exist in the area. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is
required.
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MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

No Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed update of the General Plan will not result in
the loss of availability of known mineral resources in the City of Downey that would be of value
to the region and residents of the state based on the City’s review of state maps showing the
location of important mineral resources in the State. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and
no further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

No Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed update of the General Plan will not result in
the loss of availability of locally-important mineral resource recovery sites delineated on the
existing General Plan, specific plan, or other land use plan on the subject property based on the
City’s review of state maps showing the location of important mineral resources in the State.
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

NOISE. Would the project result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established
in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed update of the General Plan may expose persons to generation of noise levels in
excess of acceptable standards both from short-term (construction) and long-term (traffic, land
uses) sources.

The EIR shall:
¢ Include a noise analysis of existing and projected noise levels generated by traffic using
the Federal Highway Administration Traffic Noise Model 1.0 or other noise prediction
model that meets the requirements of the State General Plan Guidelines.

« Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce short- and long- term impacts to
a level of insignificance. :

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

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Requ:red Development pursuant to the
proposed update of the General Plan may expose persons to groundborne vibration as a result
of future construction activities or groundborne noise levels from activities associated with
commercial, industrial, and other land uses.

The EIR shall:

* Address short-term noise generators, impacts and levels, including but not limited to
those associated with construction activities.

¢ Address long-term noise generators, impacts and levels, including but not limited to
those associated with commercial, industrial, and other land uses.

¢ Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.
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)

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

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Long-term noise generators
unrelated to the proposed update of the General Plan may also increase ambient noise levels.
These noise generators may include vehicular traffic and land uses.

The EIR shall:
« Identify the ambient noise levels throughout the City.
Conduct field ambient noise level measurements of 10 to 15 sites, at locations as
agreed by the City and consultant.
« ldentify noise levels generated by the long-term noise generators.
Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance. :

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

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Short-term noise generators
unrelated to the proposed update of the General Plan may also increase ambient noise levels.
These noise generators may include railroad noise, railroad horns, regular air traffic, and
unplanned air flights (helicopters).

The EIR shall:
« Identify the existing ambient noise levels throughout the City.
+ ldentify potential short-term noise generators including, but not limited to, railroad noise,
railroad horns, regular air traffic, and unplanned air flights (helicopters). ’
« ldentify noise levels generated by the short-term noise generators.
+ Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

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

No Impact. The City of Downey is not located within an airport land use plan and there are no
airports within two miles of the City. Therefore, the proposed update of the General Plan would
not expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels from
airports. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people

residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The City of Downey is-not in the vicinity of an airport. Therefore, the proposed
update of the General Plan would not expose people residing or working in the City to excessive

noise levels from a private airstrip. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further

analysis in the EIR is required.
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POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

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

Less Than Significant Impact. It is projected that the proposed update of the General Plan
will result in the potential for 2,415 additional housing units, 11,335 additional residents, and
4,900 additional employees in the City of Downey by the Year 2025. Since Downey is a mature

~community with no expanses of vacant land, this growth can only be accommodated through in-

fill development and development of underutilized properties. This amount of growth is not

significant relative to the Citywide totals of 34,010 housing units, 107,823 residents, and 55,500

employees, according to SCAG figures for the Year 2000. Additionally, the growth will most
likely be spread out over the 20-year period of the General Plan and would not induce

substantial growth in the Downey area. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no

further analysis in the EIR is required.

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?

- Less Than Significant Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed update of the General

Plan will not displace a substantial number of housing units or people in housing located in
areas classified for non-residential uses may be absorbed in commercial areas to be
reclassified to residential designations, and in the formation of mixed use residential/
commercial land use designations proposed by the General Plan Update. Therefore, no
significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

- Less Than Significant Impact. Please see the discussion for 3.12 (b).
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PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project:

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public services:

1)

2)

3)

Fire Protection?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. The Downey Fire Department
provides fire and paramedic services for the City. Development pursuant to the updated
General Plan may create a potential for increases in calls for fire service.

The EIR shall:
* Assess the existing staffing and resources of the City's Fire Department.
« ldentify any other impact generated by the proposed update to the General Plan on
the Fire Department.
¢ Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance. :

Police Protection?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. The Downey Police Department
provides police protection for the City. Development pursuant to the update to the General
Plan may create a potential for increases in calls for police service.

The EIR shall:
e Assess the existing staffing and resources of the police department.
+ Identify any other impact generated by the proposed update to the General Plan on
the Police Department including traffic, parking, calls for service, crime rate, etc.
 Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

Schools?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. The Downey Unified School
District provides public school service for the majority of the City with 20 schools within the
City limits. Other districts that provide services include the ABC Unified School District and
the Whittier Union High School District for portions of the City located east of the San
Gabriel River, Los Angeles Unified School District for one non-residential property on the
western edge of Firestone Boulevard and Montebello Unified School District for portions of
the istand district west of the Rio Hondo River. However, the other districts do not have any
school facilities in the City. Development pursuant to the General Plan may create a
potential for increases in demand for schools.

The EIR shall:
* Assess the existing staffing and resources of the local schools.
+ ldentify the impact generated by the proposed update to the General Plan on
classroom sizes, school enrollment, and other performance objectives.
* Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.
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(b)

4) Parks?

Pbtentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
General Plan may create a potential for increases in demands for City parks.

The EIR shall:

» Assess the existing staffing and resources of the City’s parks.

« Identify the impact generated by the proposed update to the General Plan on
parkiand ratio per resident, equipment per resident, and other performance
measures.

o Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

5) Other public facilities?
Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
General Plan may create a potential for increases in demands for other public facilities.

The EIR shall:

e Assess the existing staffing and resources of the City’s library and identify the
impact generated by the proposed update to the General Plan on performance
measures.

e Assess the electricity energy needs of the City and identify the impact generated by
the proposed General Plan on performance measures.

+« Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of

-insignificance. '

RECREATION. Would the project:

- Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

Potentially Significant Impact - EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed update to the General Plan may increase the use of existing parks and recreational
facilities. Currently, the City has 11 parks with a combined area of 106.5 acres. In addition, the
City is planning on constructing a 10-13 acre park as part of the Downey Landing project. In
addition, a 1-acre park is proposed as part of Phase Il of the Rancho Business Park project.

* As a built-out community, the ability to develop new recreational areas in Downey is limited.

Therefore, the proposed General Plan focuses on upgrading the amenities at existing parks and
recreational facilities as well as potentially using school sites to supplement parks.

The EIR shall:
+ Analyze the demand for parkland, equipment, and other amenities at parks and
recreational facilities based on population projections.
+ Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

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

No Impact. The proposed update to the General Plan does not provide for any new recreational
facilities. Therefore, there would be no construction or expansion of these facilities to create an
adverse physical effect on the environment. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no
further analysis in the EIR is required.
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(a)

(b)

(©

(d)

(e)

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

Cause an increase in traffic which'is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load
and capacity of the street system (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)? -

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed update of the General Plan will cause an increase in traffic in relation to existing traffic

load and capacity.

The EIR shall:

o Evaluate existing conditions on major arterial roadway segments and at key
intersections. '

e Forecast and evaluate (consistent with the existing conditions analysis) future No
Project alternative conditions based on the currently adopted General Plan Land Use
Eilement and traffic increases due to cumulative development in the surrounding region.

o Forecast and evaluate (consistent with the existing conditions analysis) future Preferred
Project alternative conditions based on the Preferred Land Use Alternative.

s Project alternatives will be analyzed based on a general comparison of overall trip
generation for the City of Downey.

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

Potentially Significant Impact— EIR Analysis Required. There are presently two CMP-
monitored intersections that border the City of Downey: Lakewood Boulevard at Rosecrans in
the City of Bellflower, and Rosemead Boulevard at Telegraph Road in the City of Pico Rivera.
Other CMP-monitored intersections and segments may be impacted. Development pursuant to
the proposed update of the General Plan may add additional trips to these CMP monitored
intersections.

The EIR shall:
¢ Discuss consistency of update of the General Plan with the CMP.

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

Less Than Significant impact. Development pursuant to the proposed update to the General
Plan will typically not exceed three stories and, therefore, will not affect air traffic patterns.
Structures over this height will require review of impacts during the development review stage.
Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed General Plan may require modifications to
street designs, but the policies and programs of the proposed General Plan will ensure that
future roadways comply with City standards for roadway design. Therefore, no impacts are
anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed General Plan will provide adequate
emergency access as required by the City Development Code/Zoning Code for all projects.
Therefore, Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.
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(9)

3.16

(@

(b)

(c)

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

No Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed update of the General Plan must comply
with parking standards in the zoning code. Some developments may utilize standards in the
Code thal provide flexibility in regards to parking: shared use parking, off-site parking, parking
assessments, valet parking, reduced parking within downtown district. However, approvals
shall be based on the provision of adequate parking pursuant to the code. Therefore, the
update of the General Plan will not result in inadequate parking capacity. Therefore, no impacts
are anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

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

No Impact. The proposed policies and’ programs of the General Plan actively encourage and
support alternative transportation so there is no conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs. Therefore, the update of the General Plan will not conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation modes. Therefore, no impacts are
anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board? .
Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed General Plan may affect existing wastewater facilities and stormwater facilities due to
future development within the City which may exceed wastewater requirements of the local
regional water quality board.

The EIR shall:

Assess the existing capacity of the applicable wastewater facilities.

Identify the impact generated by the proposed General Plan.

Assess the capacity of the stormwater facilities. '

Contact the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County to assess whether projected
capacity can be accommodated in addition to existing commitments.

+ Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
-insignificance.

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Please see the discussion in 3.16

(a).

Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

Potentially Significant Impact — EIR Analysis Required. Please see the dxscussnon in3.16

(a)-
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4]

(9)

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

Potentially Significant Impact— EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed update of the General Plan will require additional water rights, supplies, and facilities
to meet the associated increase in water demand. The City of Downey Water Division provides
water service for the majority of the City. Other districts that provide services include the City of
Santa Fe Springs and the Southemn California Water Company for the portion of the City located

east of the San Gabriel River and the Los Angeles County Water District for the Rancho Los

Amigos gold course and hospital complex properties in the vicinity of Old River School Road
and Quill Drive.

The EIR shall:
e Assess the existing water supply and demand.
« Identify the additional water demand generated by the proposed update to the General
Plan.
« Identify the potential use of reclaimed water/water conservation awareness.
e Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of less than
significant.

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Potentially Significant Impact— EIR Analysis Required. Please see the discussion in 3.16

(a).

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs?

Potentially Significant Impact— EIR Analysis Required. Nearly 50 percent of Downey's
solid waste is recycled through the DART (Downey Area Recycling & Transfer Facility)
materials recovery facility, located in the southeastern portion of the City. Waste that cannot be
reclaimed is then transferred to landfills. Currently, approximately 20 percent of waste is
transferred to landfills in Los Angeles County, in particular the Puente Hills fandfill in Whittier.
However, the majority of waste is now transferred-to landfills in Orange County, in particular the
Frank R. Bowerman landfill in Irvine. It is projected that a larger portion of waste will be
transferred to landfills in Orange County as landfills in Los Angeles County and other Counties
reach capacity.

The policies and programs of the General Plan, together with State Law, aim to continue
diverting solid waste at the DART facility for separation and recycling prior to transfer to landfills.
Still, development pursuant to the proposed General Plan may require expansions of regional
landfills or the adoption of alternative methods (such as transporting waste by rail to newer
more remote landfills) to address solid waste disposal needs.

The EIR shall:
e Assess the existing capacity of landfills that service Downey
¢ Project landfill demands to the Year 2025.

* Recommend mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to a level of
insignificance.

* Assess conformance to federal, state, and local regulations related to solid waste.

Comply with federal, stéte, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
Potentially Significant Impact— EIR Analysis Required. Please see the discussion in 3.16

().
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@

(b)

(c)

FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

The following findings have been made regarding the mandatory findings of significance
set forth in Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines, based on the results of this
environmental assessment.

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

prehistory?

No Impact. Development pursuant to the proposed update of the General Plan will not
significantly degrade the quality of the environment or substantially reduce the habitat of fish or
wildlife species or cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels. The
update to the General Plan will also not eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important .
examples of the major periods of Califonia history or prehistory. Therefore, no impacts are
anticipated and no further analysis in the EIR is required.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? “Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Potentially Significant Impact - EIR Analysis Required. Developmerit pursuant to the
proposed General Plan may create cumulatively air quality, hazard and hazardous materials,
hydrology and water quality, noise, public services and recreation, and transportation related

impacts. These cumulative impacts will be analyzed in the project EIR.

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

Potentially Significant Impact- EIR Analysis Required. Development pursuant to the
proposed General Plan may require policies and mitigation measures to address such issues.

The EIR shall: _

« Evaluate results from the proposed project that could create direct and indirect adverse
effects on humans. These impacts include air quality, transportation and circulation,
noise, public services, water quality, geological/soils, hazardous materials, land use,
biological and aesthetic impacts that could be created by the proposed changes to the
City’s General Plan. The significance of these impacts will be analyzed in the EIR.
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-

ABC Unified School District
16700 Norwalk Bivd.
Cerritos, CA 90703

California Environmental Protection Agency
Department of Toxic Substances Control
1011 N. Garandview Av.

Glendale, CA 91201

Central Basin Municipal Water District
17140 S. Avalon Bivd.

Suite 210

Carson, CA 90746

City of Norwalk

Transit Department
12650 E. Imperial Hwy.
Norwalk, CA 90650

Nepartment of Environmental Health
A County Solid Waste Management Pgm

2525 Gorporale Place

Monterey Park, CA 91754

Downey Unified School District
11627 Brookshire Ave.
Downey, CA 90241

Los Angeles County
Depariment of Public Works
900 S. Freemont Ave.
Athambra, CA 91803

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Board
320 W. 4th St.

Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Montebello Unified School District
1235 Montebello
Montebello, CA 90640

California Air Resources Board
1001 "I" Street
Sacramento, CA 95812

California Integrated Waste Management Board
8800 Cal Center Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95826

" Cerritos Community College

11110 Alondra Blvd.
Norwalk, CA 90650

Comcast
14338 Lakewood Bivd.
Bellflower, CA 90706

Department of Health Services
1449 W. Temple St.

Room 202

Los Angeles, CA 90026

Gateway Cities

Council of Governments
7300 Alondra Blvd.
Suite 201

Paramount, CA 90723

Los Angeles County

Department of Regional Planning
320 W. Temple

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
MS 2200

1 Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Native American Heritage Commission

915 Capital Mall

Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814
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California Department of Conservation
Division of Mines and Geology

801 K" Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

California-Department of Transportation
District 7, Advanced Planning

120 S. Spring St.

Los Angeles, CA 90012

City of Downey Water Division
9252 Stewart & Gray
Downey, CA 90241

DART

Downey Area Recycling & Transfer Facility
9770 Washbum Rd.

Downey, CA 90241

Downey Regional Medical Center
11500 Brookshire Ave.
Downey, CA 90241

Los Angeles Unified School District
333 S. Beaudry Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Los Angeles County
Depariment of Health Services
313 N. Figueroa St., 9 Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metropolitan Water District of

‘Southern California

700 N. Alameda St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Park Water Company
9750 Washburn Avenue
Downey, CA 90241



HEVRR Py wnuye

3600 Workman Mill Rd.
Whittier, CA 90601

Southeast Area Animal Control
9777 Seaaca St.
Downey, CA 90241

Southern California Gas Company
P.O. Box 3334
Anaheim, CA 92803

Water Replenishment District
of Southern California
12621 E. 166th St.

Cerritos, CA 90703

" I-5 Consortium Cities
Joint Powers Authority
16600 Civic Center Dr.
Bellflower, CA 90706

City of Beliflower

Community Development Department
16600 Civic Center Dr.

Bellflower, CA 90706

City of Commerce

Community Development Department
2535 Commerce Way

Commerce, CA 90040

Cily of Hawaiian Gardens
Community Development Department
21815 Pioneer Blvd.

Hawaiian Gardens, CA 90716

City of Lakewood
Planning and Building
5050 Clark Avenue
Lakewood, CA 90712

City of Lynwood

Community Development Department
11330 Bullis Road

Lynwood, CA 90262

of Los Angeles Counly
1955 Workman Mill Rd.
Whittier, CA 90601

Southern California Association of Governments

818 W. Seventh St.
12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Southern California Water Company
630 E. Foothill Bivd.
San Dimas, CA 91773

Whittier Union High School District
9401 S. Painter
Whitlier, CA 90605

City of Artesia
Planning Department
18747 Clarkdale Ave.
Aresia, CA 90701

City of Bell Gardens

Communily Development Department
7100 S. Garfield Ave.

Bell Gardens, CA 90201

City of Compton
Planning Department
205 S. Willowbrook Av.
Compton, CA 90220

City of Huntington Park

Community Development Deparlment
6550 Miles Avenue

Huntington Park, CA 90255

City of La Mirada

Community Development Department
13700 La Mirada Bivd.

La Mirada, CA 90638

City of Maywood

Department of Planning & Building
4319 E. Slauson Ave.

Maywood, CA 90270
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21865 E. Copley Dr.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Southem California Edison
Central District

9901 Geary Avenue

Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

Slate of California

Govemor's Office of Planning & Research

1400 Tenth Street »
Sacramento, CA 95812

Verizon California
12905 E. Los Nietos Rd
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670

City of Bell

Planning Department
6330 Pine Ave.

Bell, CA 90201

City of Cerritos

Community Development Department
18125 Bloomfield Ave.

Cerritos, CA 90703

City of Cudahy
Planning Department
5220 Santa Ana St.
Cudahy, CA 90201

City of La Habra Heights

Community Development Department
1245 N, Hacienda Rd.

L .a Habra Heights, CA 90631

Cily of Long Beach

Depariment of Planning & Building
333 W. Ocean Bivd.

Long Beach, CA 90802

City of Montebello

Community & Economic Development
1600 W. Beverly Bivd.

Montebello, CA 90640



Communily Uevelopment Department
12700 Norwalk Blvd.
Norwalk, CA 90651

f—

City of South Gate

Community Development Depariment
8650 California Avenue

South Gate, CA 90280

City of Vemon

Community Services & Water Department
3801 Santa Fe Ave.

Vernon, CA 90058

LOMMUNILY & ECONDIMIC Leveiopinent
16400 Colorado Ave.

‘Paramount, CA 90723

City of Santa Fe Springs
Planning Services

11710 E. Telegraph Rd.
Sata Fe Spring, CA 90670

City of Whittier

Community Development Department
13230 Penn St.

Whittier, CA 90602
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6615 Passons Blvd.
Pico Rivera, CA 90660

City of Signal Hill

Community Development Deparlment
2175 Cherry Ave.

Signal Hill, CA 90755
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(] Agricultural Land [[] Forest Land/Fire Hazard ] Septic Systems [x] Water Supply/Groundwater
[x] Air Quality [x] Geologic/Seismic [x] Sewer Capacity [[J Wetland/Riparian
[[] Archeological/Historical [C] Minerals [xd Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading 1 Wildlife
[] Coastal Zone [x] Noise [x] Solid Waste (] Growth Inducing
[x] Drainage/Absorption {[1 Population/Housing Balance  [x] Toxic/Hazardous {x] Landuse
{] Economic/Jobs [x] Public Services/Facilities {x] Traffic/Circulation {1 Cumulative Effects
[] Fiscal [x] Recreation/Parks ’ [] Vegetation [] Other

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:

\éf‘rious residential, commercial, industrial, open space, school, parks land uses/ zoning/General Plan designations throughout the
— -

Project Description:

The City of Downey will prepare an EIR that analyzes the environmental impacts created by the proposed update of nine of the ten

chapters of the existing General Plan (Downey Vision 2010) adopted by the City in 1992. Land Use designations are 31501858393‘89410
be change for 16 areas throughout the City..
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Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Form A, continued
KEY

_____Resources Agency
____ Boating & Waterways
_____ Coastal Commission
_____ Coastal Conservancy
~____ Colorado River Board
_____Conservation
_ Fish & Game
____ Forestry & Fire Protection
____ Office of Historic Preservation
____ Parks & Recreation
______Reclamation Board
S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission
___Water Resources (DWR)
Business, Transportation & Housing
_____Aecronautics. ‘ _
¥ California Highway Patrol
~ ¥ CALTRANS District # 7
___ Department of Transportation Planning (headquarters)
__ Housing & Community Development

Food & Agriculture
Health & Welfare

Health Services

State & Consumer Services
General Services
OLA (Schools)

'Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date March 29, 2004

M- e,
/R

S = Document sent by lead agency
X = Document sent by SCH
v/ = Suggested distribution

~ Environmental Protection Agency
_‘/_Air Resources Board
_ ¥ California Waste Management Board
~__ SWRCB: Clean Water Grants
______SWRCB: Delta Unit
. SWRCB: Water Quality
~____ SWRCB: Water.Rjghts
V' Regional WQCB #

Youth & Adult Corrections

-Corrections

(tos g )

Independent Commissions & Offices
_____ Energy Commussion
_Native American Heritage Commission
~____ Public Utilities Commission
__Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
__State Lands Commission

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

V' Other CALIE DEFT OF ConNServaTioX - Div/ OF

MINES +Geo 0GY, CAL EPA -0ETT, OF TOIC

SUBSTANES (onirfoL,

Ending Date April 28, 2004

Date W 2’@/, %d/;/

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: _City of Downey

Address: 11111 Brookshire Avenue

City/State/Zip: Downey, CA 96241-7016

Contact: Jay Jarrin, Senior Planner

Phone: (962 ) 904-7154

Applicant:
Address:

City/State/Zip:
Phone: (_ )

For SCH Use Only:

Date Recetved at SCH

Date Review Starts -

Date to Agencies

Date to SCH

Clearance Date

Notes:

C-39
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DOWNEY VISION 2025
NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENT LIST

Date
Comment | Comment
No. Received Agency
1 4/2/2004 |South Coast Air Quality Management District
2 4/6/2004 |Office of Planning & Research
3 4/12/2004 {City of Whittier
4 4/12/2004 |California Department of Transportation
5 4/12/2004 |Southern California Gas Company
California Environmental Protection Agency - Department of Toxic
6 4/14/2004 |Substances Control
7 4/16/2004 |County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
California Department of Conservation - Division of Oil, Gas, &
8 4/22/2004 |Geothermal Resources
9 4/27/2004 |Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
10 4/30/2004 |County Department of Health Services
11 5/10/2004 |County Department of Public Works
12 5/10/2004 |California Integrated Waste Management Board
13 5/10/2004 |Southern California Association of Governments

Page 1

D-1
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TN

APR:0 2 2004
~ PLANNING
South Coast ] CTWrly s
Air Quality Management District 7

i 21865 E. Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
| (909) 396-2000 - www.agmd.gov

: .

April 1,2004 .

Mr. Jay Jarrin, Senior Planner
City of Downey

Planning Division

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

Dear Mr. Jarrin:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan Update

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD’s comments are recommendations
regarding the analysis of potential air quality impacts from the proposed project that should be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Air Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality
Handbook in 1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses.
The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when
preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the SCAQMD’s
Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Altematively, lead agency may
wish to consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2002
Model. This model is available on the CARB Website at: www.arb.ca.gov.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from
all phases of the project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts
from both construction and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality
impacts typically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment
from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources
(e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., construction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are
not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and
coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air
quality impacts from indirect sources, that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips
should be included in the analysis. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant impacts due to the




Mr. Jay Jarrin -2- April 1, 2004 .

decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be
included.

Mitigation Measures

In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
all feasible mitigation measures be utilized during project construction and operation to minimize
or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying
possible mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA
Air Quality Handbook for sample air quality mitigation measures. Additionally, SCAQMD’s
Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementatlon Handbook contain numerous measures for
controlling construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation
if not otherwise required. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts
resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sources . _

SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s
‘Public Information Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the
Public Information Center is also available via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage
(http: //www agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions
are accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air
Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this
letter.

Sincerely,

Gtive Oty
Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Planning, Rule Development and Area-Sources- -

- SS:CB:1i

LAC040330-11L1
Control Number
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA & i '%
g g
Governor s Offrce of Plannrng and Research % £

?ﬂ

SR State Clearlnghouse and Plannmg Unlt Hof :
Amold = _ _ R -/
‘Schwarzenegger T JanBoel
" Governor " Tt ' ““Acting Deputy -
S I _ Drrector
S e N -Noﬁ.cé-s»ﬂ"-r_fe:pﬁrtaﬁ_on g RECE‘VED
Muh20,2004 APR 06 20
© Tor " Rewewmg Agencres
Re: . Downey Vrsron 2025-Comprehensnve General Plan Update
SCH# 2004031 159 _ , .
t Attached for your eview and comment is. the Notrce of Prepara'aon (NOP) for thc Downey VlSlOIl 2025~ g '
. Comprehenswe General Plan Update draﬁ Envxronmental {rnpact Report (E[R) - -
' Responsnble agencxes ‘must’ transmrt therr comments on the scope and content of the NOP focusmg on spec1ﬁc
information related to their own statutory responsrbrhty wrthm 30. davs of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agencv
Thrs is a courtesy notice provrded by the State Clearmghouse with a reminder for you to comment ina txmely '
manner: We encouragg other. agencres to. also respond to- this’ notlce and express thexr concems early in the
' ‘ 'envrronmental rev1ew process o T e - . . o 2
Pl‘ease 'dir_e_ct your cor_nments '_to:.. E kY
_J ay Jarrin o )
City of Downey -~ ~ .
11111 Brookshire Avenue iy
Downey, CA 90241
with a copy to the. State Clcarmghouse n: the Oﬂice of Planmng and Research Please refer to the SCH number
: not\,d above in all correspondence cont,cmmo th.s pro;ect ' . _ o
If you have any questions about. the envnonmental document review process please call the State Clearmghouse at
-(916)445 0613.- ’ o _ .
Sincerely,
Scott Morgan
Project Analys( State Cleanngh use
Attachments
cc: Lead Agency .
E
p——

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
(916)445-0613 D-4 WWW.0pr.ca.gov



" Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2004031159
Project Title  Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan Update
Lead Agency Downey, City of
Type NOP Notice of Préparation
Description  Proposed update of nine of the ten chapters of the existing General Plan (Downey Vision 2010}

adopted by the City.in 1992. Land Use designations are also proposed to change for 16 areas
throughout the City. '

Lead Agency Contact

Name Jay Jarrin
Agency City of Downey
Phone 310-904-7154 Fax
email -
Address 11111 Brookshire Avenue
City Downey ' State CA  Zip 90241
Project Location
County Los Angeles
City Downey
Region
Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways 1-5, 1-105, I-605
Airports
Railways Union Pacific
Waterways Rio honda River, San Gabriel River
Schools Various
-Land Use
Project Issues  Air Quality; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Geologic/Seismic; Noise; Public Services;
Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid
‘Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Landuse
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Fish
Agencies and Game, Region 5; Office of Emergency Services; Department of Water Resources; Native

American Heritage Commissibn; California Highway Patrol; Depadmeht of Housing and Community
Development; Caltrans, District 7; Integrated Waste Management Board; Department of Toxic
Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Department of Parks and
Recreation

Date Received

03/29/2004 Start of Review 03/29/2004 End of Review 04/27/2004

D-5

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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City of Whiltti
13230 Penn Street, Whittier, California 90602-1772
(562) 945-8200 '

RECEIVED
APR 12 2004
PLANNING
April 9, 2004
Attn: Jay Jarrin,-Senior Planner -
Downey Planning Division

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

SUBJECT: COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
~Dear Mr. Jarrin:

Thank you for mailing a copy of your Notice of Preparation to the City of Whittier
( on March 29, 2004. This letter confirms that the City of Whittier has no

A comments at this time.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (562) 464-3380.
Sincerely,
afael Guzman,
Senior Planner
Cc:  Don Dooley, Planning Manager, Planning
Joe Dyer, Assistant Director, Public Works
H:\Plelmning\Conespondcnce(address)\LTR — Downey Comprehensive GP Update — RG -4 9 04
-



STATE OF CALIFORNIA— BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY . ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING

IGR/CEQA BRANCH
/0 SO. SPRING ST.
' )S ANGELES, CA 90012
PHONE: (213) 897-4429 Flex your power!

FAX: (213) 897-1337 | Be energy efficient!
IGR/CEQA No. 040405AL, NOP ' -
Downey Vision 2025 General Plan Update
Vic. City Wide, LA-105, 19, 05, 605
SCH # 2004031159
April 7,2004

Mr. Jay Jarrin RECEIVED

City of Downey | - APR 1 2’.m
11111 Brookshire Avenue

Downey, CA 90241 o PLAN N I NG
Dear Mr. Jarrin:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced proj ject.

To assist us in our efforts to evaluate the impacts of this project on State transportation
facilities, a traffic study in advance of the DEIR should be prepared. We wish to refer the
proyect S trafﬁc consultant to our trafﬁc study guldehne Websrte

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide.pdf
and we list here some 'elernie'nt_s of what we generally are eXpecting in the traffic study:

1. Presentations of assumptions and methods used to develop trip generation, trip
distribution, ch01ce of travel mode, and assignments of trips to State Route 105, 605,
05, 19.

2. Consistency of project travel modelmg with “other regional and local modeling
forecasts and with travel data. - The IGR/CEQA office may use indices to- check results
Differences or 1ncon31sten01es must be thoroughly explalned '

3. Analysis of ADT, AM and PM peak-hour volumes for both the existing and future
conditions in the affected area. This should include freeways, interchanges, and
intersections, and all HOV facilities. Interchange Level of Service should be specified
(HCM2000 method requested). Utilization of transit lines and vehicles, and of all
facilities, should be realistically estimated. Future conditions would include build-out
of all projects (see next item) and any plan-horizon years.

4. Inclusion of all appropriate traffic volumes. Analysis should include traffic from the
project, cumulative traffic generated from all specific approved developments in the
area, and traffic growth other than from the project and developments. That is,

include: existing + project + other proj + other growth. D-8
“Caltrans improves m across California” -



5. Discussion of mitigation measures appropriate to alleviate anticipated traffic impacts.
These mitigation discussions should include, but not be limited to, the following:

» Description of Transportation Infrastructure Improvements
e Financial Costs, Funding Sources and Financing

e Sequence and Scheduling Considerations
 Implementation Responsibilities, Controls, and Monitoring

Any mitigation involving transit, HOV, or TDM must be rigorously justified and its effects
conservatively estimated. Improvements involving dedication of land or physical construction
may be favorably considered.

6. Specification of developer’s percent share-of the cost, as well as a plan of realistic
mitigation measures under the control of the developer. The following ratio should be
estimated: additional traffic volume due to project implementation is divided by the
total increase in the traffic volume (see Appendix “B” of the Guidelines). That ratio

- would be the project equitable share responsibility. '

We note for purposes of determining project share of costs, the number of trips from
the project on each traveling segment or element is estimated in the context of
forecasted traffic volumes which include build-out of all approved and not yet
approved projects, and other sources of growth. Analytical methods such as select-
zone travel forecast modeling might be used.

The Department as commenting agency under CEQA has jurisdiction superceding that
of MTA in identifying the freeway analysis needed for this project. Caltrans is
responsible for obtaining measures that will off-set project vehicle trip generation that
worsens Caltrans facilities and hence, it does not adhere to the CMP guide of 150 or
more vehicle trips added before freeway analysis is needed. MTA’s Congestion
Management Program in acknowledging the Department’s role, stipulates that Caltrans
must be consulted to identify specific locations to be analyzed on the State Highway
System. Therefore State Route(s) mentioned in item #1 and its facilities must be
analyzed per the Department’s Traffic Impact Study Guidelines.

We look forward to reviewing the traffic study. We expect to receive a copy from the
State Clearinghouse when the DEIR is completed. However, to expedlte the review

process, and clarify any misunderstandings, you may send a copy in advance to the
undersigned.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (213) 897-3747 or Alan Lin the
project coordinator at (213) 897-8391 and refer to IGR/CEQA No. 040405AL.

Sincerely, | R ECE |VED

APR 12 2004
M* (@M PLANNING

CHERYL J. POWELL
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc:  Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse
“Caltrans improves mBﬂrg across Califorrua”



Southern California Gas Company
Technical Services Department
1919 S. State College Blvd., Bldg. A

The Anaheim CA. 92806

Gas
Company

)
A @ Sempra Energy utility™ RECEIVED

APR 12 2004
City of Downey Planning Division P LAN N I N G

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

April 8, 2004

Attention: Jay Jarrin
Subject: EIR Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan Update

Thank you for providing the opportunity to respond to this E.LR. (Environmental Impact Report)
Document. We are pleased to inform you that Southern California Gas Company has facilities in the area
where the aforementioned growth is proposed. Gas service to the area can be provided from an existing gas
main located in various locations. The service will be in accordance with the Company’s policies and
“exteision rules on file with the California Public Utilities Commission when the contractual arrangements
are made.

" This. letter. is npot a contractual commitment to serve the proposed project but is only provided as an
-informational service. The availability of natural gas service is based upon conditions of gas supply and -
regulatory agencies. As a public utility, Southem California Gas Company is under the jurisdiction of the
California Public Utilities Commission. Our ability to serve can also be affected by actions of federal
regulatory agencies. Should these agencies take any action, which affect gas supply or the conditions under
which service is available, gas service will be provided in accordance with the revised conditions.

This letter 1s also provided without considering any conditions or non-utility laws and regulations (such as
environmental regulations), which could affect construction of a main and/or service line extension (i.e., if
hazardous wastes were encountered in the process of installing the line). The regulations can only be
determined around the time contractual arrangements are made and construction has begun.

Estimates of gas usage for residential and non-residential projects are developed on an individual basis and
are obtained from the Commercial-Industrial/Residential Market Services Staff by calling (800) 427-2000
(Commercial/Industrial Customers) (800) 427-2200 (Residential Customers). We have developed several
programs, which are available upon request to provide assistance in selecting the most energy efficient
appliances or systems for a particular project. If you desire further information on any of our energy
conservation programs, please contact this office for assistance.

Sincerely,

Technical Supervisor
West Region-Anaheim

KK/ah
err04.doc

D-10



Department of Toxic Subétances Control

S

Edwin F. Lowry, Director

Terry Tamminen ' ~ 1011 N. Grandview Avenue  Amold Schwarzenegger -
Agency Secretary Glendale, California 91201 Govemor
© CalEPA . . » C E |VE D
April 9, 2004 ' | RE'_ -
| APR 14 2004

Mr. Jay Jarrin
Senior Planner
~City of Downey
11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, California 90241-7016.

PLANNING

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE DOWNEY VISION 2025-COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

Dear Mr. Jarrih:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your Notice of -
Preparation (NOP) of a draft Enwronmental Impact Report (EIR) for the pro;ect
mentloned above. _

Based onrthe review of the docdment,_ DTSC comments are as follbws:

1. The draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or historic uses at
the Project site have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at
the Project area.

2. The draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site Within '
the Project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

3. The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required invesﬁgétion
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4. The Initial Study of the NOP indicates that the project site is included on a list of

: hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would create potentially significant hazard to the public
or environment. Therefore, an environmental assessment should be conducted
at the project site to evaluate whether the site is contaminated with hazardous
substances from the past and current uses.

D-11
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Mr. Jay Jarrin
April 9, 2004

- Page 2

5 ‘All environmental mvestlgatlon and/or remedlatlon should be conducted under a
Workplan which is approved by a regulatory agency who has jurisdiction to
oversee hazardous waste cleanups. Proper investigation and remed|al actlons
should be conducted at the site prior to its development

6. If dunng constructlon_of the pro;ect, soil contammatlon is suspected, construction
in the area should stop, and appropriate health and safety procedures should be
implemented. If it is determined that contaminated soils exists, the draft EIR
should identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be
conducted, and which government agency will provide regulatory oversight.

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment preparation and
cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP). For additional _
information on the VCP please visit DTSC’s web site at www.dtsc.ca.gov. If you would

. like to meet and discuss this matter further, please contact Mr. Alberto Valrrudlano

. Project Manager at (818) 551-2870 or me, at (818) 551-2877.

Sincerely,

Wodad T
Hanan R. Jeche

Unit Chief _ _
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch — Glendale Office

cc:  Govemor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Ch.ief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806
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WATER )
RECLAMATION

| SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

COUNTY SANITATION DISTFHCTS-
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whitiier, CA 90607-4998 o JAMESESIAML
Telephone: {562) 6997411, FAX: {562) 6995422 ' Chief Engineer and General Monager

www.lacsd.org

April 15, 2004 " RECEIVE D
'FileNo: 02-00.04-00 - . _ ‘
18000400  APR 16 2004

PLANNING

Mr. Jay Jarrin, Senior Planner
Planning Division

City of Downey

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

Dear Mr. Jarrin:

Downey Vision 2025 — Comprehensive General Plan Update

The County Santitation Districts of Los Angeles. Céunty (Districts) received a Notice of

Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on March29, 2004. The City
- of Downey (City) is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of. Dismcts Nos 2 and.18. We offer the
following comments regarding sewerage service:

l.

The Districts own, operate, and maintain only the large trunk sewers that form the backbone of
the regional wastewater. conveyance system. Local collector and/or lateral sewer lines are the

- responsibility of the jurisdiction in which they are located. As such, the Districts cannot

comment on any deficiencies in the sewerage system in the City except to state that presently no ..
deficiencies exist in Districts’ facilities that serve the City.

Wastewater generated by the City is treated at the Joint Water Pollution. Control Plant (IWPCP)
located in the City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 385 million gallons per day (mgd)
and currently processes an average flow of 321.6 mgd, and the Los Coyotes Water Reclamation
Plant (WRP) located in the City of Cerritos, which has a design capacity of 37.5 mgd and
currently processes an average flow of 32 mgd.

A copy of the Districts' average wastewater generation factors is enclosed to allow you to
estimate the volume of wastewater individual projects will generate.

- The Districts should review individual developments within the City in order to determine

whether or not sufficient trunk sewer capacity exists to serve each project.

The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts’ Sewerage System or increasing the
existing strength and/or quantity of wastewater attributable to a particular parcel or operation
already connected. This connection fee is required to construct an incremental expansion of the
Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed project, which will mitigate the impact of this
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Mr. Jay'jarrin _ 2 _ | Aprfl 15, 2004

o will be cdnsnstcnt with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the counties of. Los Anggles; ~
Orange, San Bernardino, Rwemde Ventura, and Imperial. The available capacity of the

project on the present Sewerage System. Paymcnfof a connection fee will be required before a -

permit to connect to the sewer is issued. For more specific information regarding the connection
fee application procedure and fees, please contact the annectio_n Fee Counter at extension 2727.

In order for the Districts to conform fo the requirements of thc Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the
design capacities of the Districts’ wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth
forecast adopted by ‘the Southern California. Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific

policies includéd in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into

the Air Quality Management Plan, which is prepared by the South Coast Air Quality

Management District in order to improve air quality in the South Coast Air Basin as mandated by

the CAA. All expansions of Districts' facilitics must be sized and service phased in a manner that

Districts' treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels associated with -the approved

growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute a guarantee of wastewater

service, but is to advise you that the Districts intend to provide this service up to the levels that

are legally permitted and to inform you of the currently existing capacity and any proposed

~ expansion of the Districts’ facilities.

RIF:eg

If y'ou have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 699-7411, extension 2717.
| Very truly yours,
James F. Stahl

Q»Uf\bx Ec/)\ﬂtzew

Ruth I. Frazen
Engineering Technician ,
Planning & Property Management Section

Enclosure .

333202.1
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TABLE 1

LOADINGS FOR EACH CLASS OF LAND USE

DESCRIPTION

RESIDENTIAL

Single Family Home

" "Duplex

Triplex

Fourplex

Condominiums

Single Family Home
(reduced rate)

Five Units or More

Mobile Home Parks

COMMERCIAL

Hotel/Motel/Rooming House
Store

Supermarket

Shopping Center

Regional Mall

- Office Building

Professional Building
Restaurant
Indoor Theatre.
Car Wash
Tunnel - No Recycling
Tunnel - Recycling
Wand
Financial Institution
Service Shop
Animal Kennels
Service Station
Auto Sales/Repair

- Wholesale Outlet

Nursery/Greenhouse
Manufacturing

Dry Manufacturing
Lumber Yard
Warehousing

Open Storage
Drive-in Theatre

SUSPENDED

D-15

FLOW COD SOLIDS
(Gallons (Pounds (Pounds
UNIT OF MEASURE P__er Dav) Per Day) Per Day)
Parcel 260 1.22 0.59
. Parcel 312 1.46- 0:70
Parcel 468 .2.19 1.05
Parcel 624 2.92 1.40
Parcel 195 0.92 0.44
Parcel - 156 0.73 0.35.
No. of Dwlg. Units 156 0.73 0.35 -
No. of Spaces 156 0.73 0.35
Room 125 0.54 0.28
1000 f* 100 0.43 0.23
1000 £ 150 2.00 1.00
1000 2 325 3.00 1.17
1600 ft* 150 2.10 0.77
1000 % 200 0.86 0.45
1000 f® 300 1.29 0.68
1000 fi*. 1,000 16.68 5.00
1000 ft* 125 0.54 0.28
1000 £ 3,700 15.86 833
1000 f* 2,700 11.74 6.16
1000 /7 700 3.00 1.58
1000 f 100 0.43 0.23
1000 f? 100 0.43 0.23
1000 £ 100 0.43 0.23
1000 2 100 0.43 0.23
1000 ft2 100 0.43 0.23
1000 f* 100 0.43 0.23
1000 £ 25 0:11 0.06
1000 £t 200 1.86 0.70
1000 fi? 25 0.23 0.09
1000 £ 25 0.23 0.09
1000 £ 25 0.23 0.09
1000 ft* 25 0.23 0.09
1000 f* 20 0.09 0.05



TABLE 1
(contmued)

LOADINGS FOR EACH CLASS OF LAND USE

'DESCRIPTION

COMMERCIAL

Night Club
_Bowlmg/Skatmg
Chb -
Auditorium, Amusement
Golf Course, Camp, and
‘Park (Structures and
" Improvements
Recreational Vehicle Park
Convalescent Home '
Laundry
Mortuary/Cemetery
Health Spa, Gymnasium
With Showers -
Without Showers
Convention Center,
_ Fairground, Racetrack,
Sports Stadium/Arena

INSTITUTIONAL
CoﬂegéfUniversity '

Private School
Church

T

"LAWILLSER Viforms\Mable Hoadings doc

¥

D-16

SUSPENDED
FLOW COD "~ SOLIDS
_ (Gallons (Pounds (Pounds
UNIT OF MEASURE Per Day) Per Day) Per Day)
1000 £ 350 1.50 0.79
1000 f* 150 1.76 0.55
1000 i 125 0.54 0.27
1000 £’ 350 1.50 0.79
1000 f* 100 0.43 0.23
No. of Spaces 55 034 0.14
Bed 125 0.54 028 -
1000 f* 3,825 16.40 8.61
1000 R 100 1.33 0.67
1000 600 2.58 135
1000 f* 300 1.29 0.68
Average Daily 10 0.04 0.02
" Attendance e
Student - 20 0.09 0.05
o 1000F2 - . .200 . . 086 045
1000 i 50 021

0.11°

February 10, 2004

A
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COSERVAIQN |

DIVISION OF OIL,
GAS, & GEOTHERMAL
RESOURCES

S816 CORPORATE AVE.

SUITE 200
CYPRESS
CALIFORNIA -
90630-4731
PHONE
714/816-6847

CFAX -
714/816-6853

INTERNET
consrv.ca.gov

[ I -
AWWO LD

SCHWARZENEGGER
GOVENOR

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
STATE OF CALIFORNTIA o

RECEIVED
APR 22 200’!
PLANNING

April 21, 2004

Mr. Jay Jarrin — Senior Planner
City of Downey

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, California 90241

Subject Notice of Preparatlon for the Downey V|S|on 2025 — ,
Comprehensive General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report, -
SCHi#t 2004031159

Dear Mr. Jarrin:-
The Department of Conservation's (Department) Division of Oil, Gas, and

Geothermal Resources (Division) has reviewed the above referenced
project. The Division supervises the-drilling, maintenance; ‘and plugglng

';'and abandonment of oil, gas, and geothem1a| wells in-California.™ ~

The proposed project is located outside the ‘administrative boundaries of a

known oil field. However, ‘there are numerous abandoned wells located

‘on or near the project boundaries. These wells are identified on Division

Map W-1-5 and in Division records. The Division recommends that all

‘wells within or in close proximity to project boundanes be accurately
‘plotted on future project maps.

Building over or in the proximity of plugged and abandoned wells should
be avoided if at all possible. [f this is not possible, it may be necessary to
plug or re-plug wells to current Division specifications. Also, the State Oil
and Gas Supervisor is authorized to order the reabandonment of
previously plugged and abandoned wells when construction over or in the
proximity of wells could result in a hazard (Section 3208.1 of the Public
Resources Code). If reabandonment is necessary, the cost of operations
is the responsibility of the owner of the property upon which the structure
will be located. Finally, if construction over an abandoned well is

unavoidable an adequate gas ventlng system should be placed over the
well. _

Furthermore, if any plugged and abandoned or uiarecorded wells are
damaged or uncovered during excavation or grading, remedial plugging
operations may be required. If such damage or discovery occurs, the
Division'’s district office must be contacted to obtain information on the
requirements for and approval to perform remedial operations.
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" Mr. Jay Jarrin — Senior Planner - City of Downey
April 21, 2004 |
Page 2

To ensure proper review of building projects, the Division has published an ;
informational packet entitled, "Construction Project Site Review and Well Abandonment
Procedure” that outlines the information a project developer must submit to the Division-
for review. Developers should contact the Division's Cypress district office for a copy of .

~the site-review packet. The local planning department should verify that final building
plans have undergone Division review prior fo the start of constructlon

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation for the Draft -
Environmental Impact Report. If you have questions on our comments, or require

technical assistance or information, please call me at the Cypress district office: 5816
: Corporate Avenue, Surte 200, Cypress CA 90630-4731; phone (714) 816-6847

Sincerely,

Ve

Associate Oil & Gas Engineer

cc: State Clearinghouse — Office of Planning and Research
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B METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

RECEIVED
| PLANNING

April 21, 2004

Mr. Jay Jarrin

City of Downey Planning Division
11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, California 90241

Dear -Mr. Jarrin:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft _
Environmental Impact Report for the Downey Vision 2025 Comprehensive General Plan Update

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has reviewed a copy of
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the
Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan Update for the city of Downey (City). The

- proposed project includes the update of nine of the ten chapters of the existing general plan
document adopted in 1992. The chapters to be updated include Land Use, Circulation,
Conservation, Safety, Noise, Open Space and Recreation, Design, Economics Development, and
Hazardous Waste. The update includes changes to the issues, goals, policies, and programs of
the General Plan, as well as changes to the land use diagram of the General Plan. Land use
designation changes are proposed for 16 different areas within the City. This letter contains
Metropolitan’s response to the NOP as a potentially affected agency.

Metropolitan owns and operates facilities within the City. Metropolitan’s Lower Feeder extends

through the City in a generally northwest-southeast direction within the street rights-of-way for

Stewart and Gray Road, Bellflower Boulevard, and Washbum Road. In addition, the South

Coast Feeder extends through the southeast portion of the City in a generally north-south
_direction within the street right-of-way for Woodruff Avenue.

Metropolitan is concerned with potential impacts to the Lower and South Coast feeders that
could occur as a result of updates made to the General Plan. Of the 16 areas proposed for land
use designation changes, two areas are adjacent to or encompass Metropolitan’s facilities. The
Lower Feeder passes through Area 9 (Lakewood Boulevard and Stewart and Gray Road) within
the street right-of-way for Stewart and Gray Road and the South Coast Feeder is adjacent to Area
14 (Columbus High School), located on the northeast comer of Imperial Highway and Woodruff
Avenue, within the street right-of-way for Woodruff Avenue. The land use designation for Area
9 1s proposed for change from Office to General Commercial and the land use designation for
Area 14 1s proposed for change from General Commercial to School.

700 N: Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 « Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 90054-0153 « Telephone (213) 217-6000



Mr. Jay Jarrin
Page 2
Apnl 21, 2004

Metropolitan requests that the lead agency consider our facilities during its project planning and
in the impact analysis in the Draft EIR. It is necessary that the lead agency identify and avoid
potential impacts to Metropolitan’s facilities that may occur as a result of the proposed change in-
land use designations, change in General Plan policies, or any future development associated
with the updated General Plan. Metropolitan requests that the lead agency avoid actions or
activities that would place restrictions on our access to facilifies and routine and/or emergency
operations and maintenance activities. As our pipelines are within street rights-of-way within the

. project area, it is not likely that the proposed land use designations will directly impact our
facilities; however, impacts could occur from future development occurring as a result of the
change in land use designation. Development activities that could impact our pipelines include,
but are not limited to, roadway improvements or installation/upgrade of utility systems.

Metropolitan must be allowed to maintain its rights-of-way and access to the Lower Feeder, the

- South Coast Feeder, and any other Metropolitan facilities at all times in order to repair and

~ maintain the current condition-of these facilities. In order to avoid potential conflicts with
Metropolitan's rights-of-way, we require that any design plans for any activity in the area of
Metropolitan's pipelines or facilities be submitted for our review and written approval.

The project applicant may obtain detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan's pipelines and
rights-of-way by calling Metropolitan’s Substructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To
assist the project applicant in preparing plans that are compatible with Metropolitan’s facilities
‘and easements, we have enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of
Facilities, Fee Properties, and/or Easements of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern

- California." Please note that all submitted designs or plans must clcarly 1dcnt1fy Metropolitan’s
facilities and nghts—of—way

The Initial Study indicates that there could be potentially significant impacts to groundwater
supplies and water supply and that these areas will require further analysis in the Draft EIR.
Metropolitan encourages projects within its service area to include water conservation measures.
Water conservation, reclaimed water use, and groundwater recharge programs are integral
components to regional water supply planning. Metropolitan siipports mitigation measures such
as using water efficient fixtures, drought-tolerant landscaping, and reclaimed water to offset any
increase in water use associated with the proposed project.
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Mr. Jay Jarrin
Page3
Apnl 21, 2004

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future environmental documentation, including a copy of the Draft EIR, on this project
and other future development projects. If we can be of further assistance, please contact Mr.

| -Anthony Klecha of the Environmental Planning Team at (213) 21 7-5528’._

Very truly yours,

Laura J. Simonek
Manager, Environmental Planning Team

JAH/rd]

 (Public Folders/EPU/Letters/19-APR-04A doc — Jay Jarrin)

Enclosure: Planning Guidelines
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Guidelines for Developments in the -

Axéa-of'FaCilitieS;,Fee.Prqgerties, and/oxr Easements

-of The Metropolitan-Water“Distrithof SOuthepnicaliforniaﬁ

"Introducfion

a. The follow1ng general- guldellnes should be

”f_followed for the design ‘of proposed  facilities and
- » developments in.the area of Metropolltan s facllltles, fee
_properties, and/or easements. '

" b. We requlre that 3 coples of your tentatlve and -
flnal record maps, grading, paving, street 1mprovement,
landscape, storm drain, and utility plans be submitted
for our review and written approval &s they pertaln to

:Metropolltan s fac111t1es, fee propertles and/or

easements, prior to the: commencement.@f any construction
work.

Pleﬁs, Parcel and Tract'MaE§

. The follow1ng are Metropolltan s requlrements for the
identification of its facilities, fee- properties, and/or
'easements on’ your plans, parcel maps and tract maps :

a. Metropolitan's fee properties ahd/pr'eesements and
its pipelines and other facilities must be fully shown and
idéntified. as Metropolitan's on all applicable plans.

b. Metropolitan's fee properties'andIOI easements
must be shown and identified as Metropolitan's with the
official recording data on all appllcable parcel and
tract maps.

c. ‘Metropolitan's fee properties and/or easements

- and existing survey monuments must be dimensionally tied

to the parcel or tract boundaries.

d. Metropolitan's records of surveys must be
referenced on the parcel and tract maps.
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Malntenance of Access AlongﬁMeterolltan s nghts of—Wgy

a. Proposed cut.or 411 slopes exceedlng 10 percent

- are. ncrmally not allowed within Metropolitan's fee

properties or easements. This is required to facilitate the

‘use of construction and maintenance equipment, and provide
. access to its aboveground and belowground facilities.

b. We require . that 16—foot—w1de commercial- type

':drlveway approaches be -constructed on both sides of all

streets crosslng Metropolltan s rlghts-of—way. ‘Openings

" are required in any median-island.’ Access ramps, if
_necessary, must be at least l6-feet-wide. Grades of ramps

are normally not allowed to exceed 10 percent. If the slope
of an access ramp must exceed 10 percent due to the

- -topography ., ‘the ramp must -be paved. We require a
- 40=foot-long level area on the driveway approach te access

ramps where the ramp meets the street. At Metropolltan s
~fee proPertles, we.may requlre fences and gates.}

Cc. The terms of Metropolitan's permanent easement
deeds normally preclude the building or maintenance of
structures of any nature or kimd within. its easements, to

ensure safety and avoid interference with operation.and

maintenance of Metropolitan's pipelines or other facilities.

'Metropolltan ‘must have vehicular access along the easements
-at all times for inspection, patrolling, and for maintenance

of the plpellnes and other facilities on a routine basis.

“We require a 20-foot-wide clear Zone around all above-ground
'fac111t1es for thls routine ‘access. This clear zone should

slope away from our facility on a grade not to exceed

_2'percent. We must also have access along the easements

with construction equlpment An example of this is shown on
Figure 1.

d. The footlngs of any proposed buildings adjacent to
Metropolltan s fee properties and/or easements must not
encroach into the fee property or easement or impose

additional loading on Metropolitan's pipelines or other
facilities therein. A typical situation is shown on

Figure 2. Prints of the detail plans of the footings for
any building or structure adjacent to the fee property or
easement must be submitted for our review and written
approval as they pertain to the pipeline or other facilities
therein. Also, roof eaves of buildings adjacent to the
easement or fee property must not overhang into the fee
property or easement area.
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e. Metropolltan s plpellnes and other facxlltles,

rp.g. structures, manholes, equlpment . survey monuments, etc.
"within its fee properties and/or easements must be protected

from damage by the easement holder on Metropolrtan s
property. or. the property owner where’ Metropolitan has an

_easement, at no expense to Metropolltan. If the: fac111ty is
~a ecathodic protection station it shall be located prior to

- any grading or excavation. The exact location, descrlptlon

and way of protection shall be shown on the. related plans

. for the easement area.:'

“Easements on. Metropolltan s Prqperty

‘a. We encourage the use of Metropolltan s. fee rlghts-
of-way by governmental agencies for public street and
utility purposes, provided that such use does not interfere
with Metropolltan s use of the property, the entire.width of

;,the property is accepted 1nto the agency's publlc street

system and fair- market value is 'paid for such use. of the

: rlght—of—way.

b. Please contact the Director of Metropolltan s

”nght of Way and Land Division, telephone (213) 250-6302,
-concerning easements for landscaping, street, storm drain,
.. sewer, water or:other’ public facilities proposed, within

Metropolitan's fee properties. A map and legal descrlptlon

.0f the requested easements must be submitted. Also, written
~evidence must be submitted that shows the city or county

will accept the easement' for the specific purposes into its
public system. The grant of the easement will be subject to
Metropolitan's rights to use its land for water pipelines .
and related purposes to the same extent as if such grant had
not been made. There will be a charge for the easement.
Please note that, if entry is required on the property prior
to issuance of the easement, an entry permit must be
obtained. There will also be a charge for the entry permit.

Landscaping

Metropolitan's landscape quidelines for its fee
properties and/or easements are as follows:

- a. A greenvbelt.hay be allowed within Metropolitan's
fee property or easement.

b. All landscape plans shall show the location and
size of Metropolltan s fee property and/or easement and the
location and size of Metropolitan's pipeline or other
facilities therein.
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6.

c. Absolutely no trees will be allowed within 15 feet

~of the centerline of Metropolltan 'S ex1st1ng or future

pIPEllneS and facxlltles. s _ . _u

Fa

d. Deep—rooted trees are- prohlblted w1th1n

--Metropolltan s fee properties and/or easements. - Shallow- _
rooted trees are the only trees allowed.’ The shallow-rooted
“trees will not be permitted any- closer than 15 feet from the-
.centerline of theé pipeline, and such trees shall not be

* taller than 25 féet with a root spread no greater “than

20 feet in diameter. at maturity. Shrubs, bushes, vines, and
ground cover are permitted, but larger shrubs and bushes
should not be planted directly over our pipeline.. Turf is
acceptable. We requlre submittal of landscape plans for

Metropolltqn s prlor review -and written approval (See
_Flgure 3). : . , 2
e. The landscape plans must contain prov151ons for

-Metropolltan s vehicular access at all times-along its -

-.rights-of-way to its plpellnes or facilities therein.
. Gates capable of accepting Metropolitan's locks are

required in any fences across its rights-of-way. Also,
any walks or drainage facilities across its access route
must be constructed to AASHTO H—20 loadxng standards.

£. Rights. to landscape any. of Metropolltan s fee

%propertles must be. acquired from its Right of Way and

Land Division. Appropriate entry permits must be obtained

‘prior to any entry on its property. There will be a charge

for any: entry permlt or easements requlred.

dFencing

Metropolitan requires that perimeter fencing of its fee
properties and facilities be constructed of universal chain
link, 6 feet in height and topped with 3 strands of barbed
wire angled upward and outward at a 45 degree angle or an
approved equal for a total fence height of 7 feet. Suitable
substitute fencing may be considered by Metropolitan.
(Please see Figure 5 for details).

Utilities in Metrqpolitan‘s Fee Properties and/or Easements
or Adjacent to Its Pipeline in Public Streets

Metropolitan's policy for the alinement of utilities
permitted within its fee properties and/or easements and

street rights-of-way is as follows:
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a. Permanent structures, ihcludiﬂg;eatch basins,
manholes, power poles, telephone riser boxes, etc., shall

~not be located within 1ts fee propertles and/oxr easements. -

b. .We request that permanent utlllty structures

“_fw1th1n publlc streets, in which Metropolitan's facilities

”eare constructed under the Metropolitan Water District
"BAct, be placed as far from our pipeline as p0551b1e, but

" not closer than 5 feet from the outside of our ‘pipeline.

: c. The installation of ut111t1es over or under
Metropolltan s pipeline(s) must be  in accordance with the
" requirements shown on the’ enclosed prints of Drawings -
Nos. C-11632 and C-9547. Whenever possible we request a
minimum of one foot clearance between Metropolitan's plpe
and your facility. Temporary support of Metropolltan s
pipe may also be requlred at undercrossings of its pipe
"in an open trench. ~The temporary" support plans must be
reviewed and approved by Metropolltan

d. Lateral utlllty cr0551ngs of Metropolltan s
plpellnes must be as perpendicular to its pipeline
alinement as practical. Prior to any excavation our
pipeline shall be located manually and any excavation
within two feet of our pipeline must be done by hand.
_ This shall be noted on the approprlate draw1ngs.

. e. Utilities constructed longitudinally within
fMetropolltan s rlghts—of—way must be located outside the
“theoretical trench prism' for uncovering its pipeline and
must be located parallel to and as close to its rights-
of-way lines as practical.

- £f. When piping is jacked or 1nstalled in jacked
casing or tunnel under Metropolitan's pipe, there must be
at least two feet of vertical clearance between the
bottom of Metropolltan s pipe and the top of the jacked
pipe, jacked casing or tunnel. We also require that
detail drawings of the shoring for the jacklng or
tunneling pits be submitted for our review and approval.
Provisions must be made to grout any voids around the
exterior of the jacked pipe, jacked casing or tumnnel. If
the piping is installed in a jacked casing or tunnel the
annular space between the piping and the jacked ca51ng or
-tunnel must be filled with grout.
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g. . Overhead electrlcal and telephone llne
requlrements._ ~

1) © Conductor clearances are to conform to the
- California, State Public Utilities"- Comm1551on, General
‘fOrder 95, for .Overhead Electtrical Line 'Construction or
- at a greater clearance: if required by Metropolitan.
" Under no. clrcumstances shall clearance be 1ess than
:35 feet : :

2) ‘A marker must be. attached to the power pole
;show1ng the ground clearancé and line voltage, to help
‘prevent damage .to your facilities- durlng malntenance or

"jother work. bexng done in the area. '

. _ 3) ‘Line clearance over Metropolltan s fee

"propertles and/or easements shall be shown on the
drawing to indicate the lowest point of the line
under the most adverse. conditions including
consideration of sag, wind load, temperature change,
and support type. We require that overhead lines be
‘located at least 30 feet laterally away from all
above-ground . structures on the plpellnes,

4) When;underground electrical condaits,.
120 volts or greater, are installed within ‘
Metropolitan's fee property and/or easement, the
.conduits must be incased in a minimum of three inches
- of red concrete. Where possible, above ground warning
signs must also be placed at the right-of-way lines
" where the conduits enter and exit the right-of-way.

h. The construction of sewerlines in Metropolitan's
fee properties and/or easements must conform to the
California Department of Health Services Criteria for the

' ‘Separation of Water Mains and Sanltary Services and the

local City or County Health Code Ordinance as it relates to
installation of sewers in the vicinity of pressure
waterlines, The construction of sewerlines should also
conform to these standards in street rights-of- way.

i. Cross sections shall be provided for all pipeline
crossings showing Metropolltan s fee property and/or
easement limits. and the location of our pipeline(s). The

exact locations of the crossing pipelines and their

elevations shall be marked on as-built drawings for our
information.
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j. Potholing of Metropolitan's" plpellne is requlred
1f the vertical clearance between a utility and

»:Metropolltan s pipeline is indicated on the. plan to be one
" foot or less. -If the indicated: clearance is between one and
o twor feet,”pothollng is suggested. Metropolltan will provide
a representatlve to a551sts ‘others in locating and
- “identifying its pipeline.. Two-worklng days notice 1s
;requested T S

”Lk; ' Adequate shorlng and brac1ng is requlred for the

.;full depth of the trench when the excavation encroaches

w1th1n the .zone ' shown on-: Figure . 4.

1. The location of utilities wlthln Metropolltan s

- . fee property and/or easement shall be plainly marked to
~help prevent damage during maintenance or .other -work done
~ in the area. Detectable tape over buried utilities
" ‘should be placed a minimum of 12 inches above the utility’

and shall conform to the" follow1ng requlrements-

- 1) Water pipeline: A two- 1nch ‘blue warnlng
tape shall be imprinted with:

"CAUTION BURLED WATER PIPELINE“

_ 2) Gas, o0il, or chemical plpellne- A
two-inch. vyellow warnlng tape" shall be imprinted
with:
,FCAUT10N~BUkIED‘ PIPELINE"
3) Sewer or storm drain plpellne- A

two-inch green warning tape shall be imprinted with:
"CAUTION BURIED - PIPELINE"
4) Electric, street lighting, or traffic

signals conduit: A two-inch red warning tape shall
be imprinted with: ' ‘

"CAUTION BURIED ' ‘CONDUIT"
5) Telephone, or television conduit: A -
two-inch orange warnlng tape shall be 1mpr1nted
with:

"CAUTION BURIED ___ CONDUIT"
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m. Cathodlc Protectlon requlrement5°

1) - If there is a CathOdlC ‘protection Station

 for Metropolltan s pipeline in ‘the area of the. proposed

work, it shall be located prior to any gradlng or

- excavation. The exact location; descrlptlon and manner
~ of protection shall be shown on all appllcable plans.
Please contact Metropolitan's Corrosion Enginéering

Section, located at Metropolitan's F. E. Weymouth

Softening and. Filtration Plant, 700 North Moreno

: Avenue, la. Verne, California 91750, telephone (714)

- 593-7474, for the:locations of. Metropolltan s cathodlc
) protectlon statlons.

2) If an 1nduced—current cathodic” protectlon
system is to be installed on any plpellne crossing
Metropolltan s pipeline, please contact Mr. Wayne E.
~ Rismer at (714) 593-7474 or (213) 250- 5085. He will
“ review the proposed system and determine if any
conflicts will arise with the existing cathodic
protection systems installed by Metropolltan.

- 3) Wlthln Metropolltan s rights-of-way,
pipelines and carrier pipes (casings) shall be coated
with an approved protective coating to conform to
Metropolltan s.requirements, and shall be maintained in
a neat and orderly condition as directed by Metropolitan.
“The application and monltorlng of cathodic protection
on the pipeline and casing shall conform to Title 49 of .
the Code of Federal' Regulations, Part 195.

4) If a steel carrier pipe (casing) is used:

(a) Cathodic protection shall be provided
by use of a sacrificial magnesium anode (a sketch
showing the cathodic protection details can be
provided for the designers information).

(b) The steel carrier pipe shall be
protected with a coal tar enamel coating inside
and out in accordance with AWWA C203 specification.

n. All trenches shall be excavated to comply with the

CAL/OSHA Construction Safety Orders, Article 6, beginning
with Sections 1539 through 1547. Trench backfill shall be
placed in 8-inch lifts and shall be compacted to 95 percent
relative compaction (ASTM D698) across roadways and through
protective dikes. Trench backfill elsewhere will be
compacted to 90 percent relative compaction (ASTM D698).
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o. Control cables connected with the’operation of
Metropolitan s system are buried within streets, its fee

' properties. and/or easemenits. The locations and elevations
.. .0of these cables shall be shown on the drawings. ~ The

drawings. shall note that priox to. any excavation in the

zﬁ area,.the control.cables shall be located and measures
" ‘shall be taken by the contractor to protect the cables in

"ﬁiiplace.

p, Metropolltan is a member of Underground Service
Alert A{USA).. - The contractor (excavator) shall contact

.USA -at 1-800-422-4133 (Southern Califormia) at least 48 A
_.hours prior to starting any excavatlon work. The contractor
will be liable for any damage to Metropolltan s facilities

as a result of the constructlon.

_:Paramount nght o

Fac111t1es constructed w1th1n Metropolltan s fee

properties and/or easements shall be subject to the
" paramount right of Metropolitan to use its fee pr0perties>
- and/or easements for the purpose for which they were
~ acquired. If at any time Metropolitan or its assigns
- should, in the exercise of their rights, find it necessary
to remove any of the facilities from the fee properties

and/or easements, such removal and replacement shall be at
the expense of the owner of the facility.

Modification of‘Metropolitan‘s Facilities*

When a manhole or other of Metropolltan s facilities
must  be modified to accommodate your construction or recons-
truction, Metropolitan will modify the facilities with its.
forces. This should be noted on the construction plans. The
estimated cost to perform this modification will be given to
you and we will require a deposit for this amount before the
work is performed. Once the deposit is received, we will
schedule the work. Our forces will coordinate the work with
your contractor. - Our final billing will be based on actual
cost incurred, and will include materials, construction,
engineering plan review, inspection, and administrative
overhead charges calculated in accordance with Metropolitan's
standard accounting practices. If the cost is less than the
deposit, a refund will be made; however, if the cost exceeds
the deposit, an invoice will be forwarded for payment of the
additional amount. '
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10.

11.

a2,

Drainage

a. Residential or'céﬁmeicial development typically

.- increases and conceéntrates the peak storm water runoff as
“well as the totdl yearly storm runoff from an area, thereby.

increasing the requlrements for storm drain facilities

‘downstream of the development. Also, throughout the year
-Water from landscape irrigation, car washing, and other

outdoor domestic water uses flows into the storm drainage
system resulting in weed abatement, insect 1nfestat10n,

‘obstructed access and other problems. Therefore, it is
‘Metropolitan's usual practice not to approve plans that show
“discharge of drainage from developments onto 1ts fee
propertles and/or eéasements. S

b. If water must be carrled across or dlscharged onto
Metropolitan's fee propertles and/or easements, Metropolitan
will insist that plans for development provide that it be
carried by closed conduit or lined oPen channel approved in
writing by Metropolitan.  Also the drainage facilities must be

- maintained by others, e.g., city, county, homeowners association,

etc. If the development proposes changes to existing drainage
features, then the developer shall make provisions' to provide

for replacement and these changes must be aoproved by Metropolita
1n wrltlng. ) A

'Coﬂstrﬁction_Cdordinatidn

During construction, Metropolitan's field representative
will make periodic inspections. We request that a stipulation
be added to the plans or specifications for notification of
Mr. of Metropolitan's Operations Services Branch,

itelephone (213) 250-___ , at least two working days prlor to

any work in the v1cln1ty of our- facxlltles.

Pipeline Loading Restrictions

a. Metropolitan's pipelines and conduits vary in
structural strength, and some are not adequate for
AASHTO H-20 loading. Therefore, specific loads over the
specific sections of pipe or conduit must be reviewed and
approved by Metropolitan. However, Metropolitan's pipelines
are typically adequate for AASHTO B-20 loading provided that
the cover over the pipeline is not less than four feet or
the cover is not substantially increased. If the temporary
cover over the pipeline during construction is between three
and four feet, equipment must restricted to that which
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_lmposes loads no greater than AASHTO H-10.. If the cover is

‘betweeén. two and three feet, equlpment must be restricted to
_‘that of a Caterpillar D-4 tract-type tractor., If the cover
" is less than two feet, only hand equipment may be used.

:Also, if the contractor plans to use any equipment over

_ Metropolitan's pipeline.which will 1mpose loads greater than

13.

14.

. AASHTO H-20, it will be necessary to ‘submit the specifications
‘'of such equipment for our review and approval at.least one
jweek prior to its use. More restrictive requirements may-

apply to the loading guideline over the San Diego Pipelines

i_1 and 2, portions: of the Orange County Feeder, and the-
" Colorado River Aqueduct. Plea$Se contact us for loading

restrictions on all of Metropolltan s plpellnes and

_”condults.

b. The“ekisting cover over the plpéilne shall be

" maintained unless Metropolitan determlnes that proposed
changes do not pose: a hazard to the 1ntegr1ty of the
”plpellne oxr an. impediment to its malntenance.

Blasting

a. At least 20 days prior to the start of any

' dr11l1ng for rock excavation blasting, or any blasting, in

the vicinity of Metropolitan's facilities, a two-part

‘preliminary conceptual plan shall be submltted to

Metropolltan as follows:

b. Part 1 of the conceptual plan shall 1nc1ude a

_'complete summary of proposed transportatlon, handllng,
- storage, and use of exp1051ons,\

c. ~Part 2 shall include the proposed general concept
for blasting,: including controlled blasting techniques and
controls of .noise, fly rock, airblast, and ground vibration.

CEQA Requirements

a. When Environmental Documents Have Not Been
Prepared B ' B '
- 1) Regulatlons implementing the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) require that
Metropolitan have an opportunity to consult with the
agency or consultants preparing any environmental
documentation. We are required to review and consider
. the environmental effects of the project as shown in
the Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) prepared for your project before committing
Metropolitan to approve your request.
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15.

2) In order.to ensure compllance with the
regulations, 1mp1ement1ng CEQA where Metropolltan is not
the Lead Agency, the following minimum procedures to

. ensure compllance W1th the Act have been establlshed-

_ a) Metropolltan shall be timely adv1sed of
'"fany determination “that: a: Categorlcal Exemptlon
appl;es to the :project. The Lead Agency is to
. advise Metropolltan that it and other agencies
ijpart1c1pat1ng in the progect ‘have complied with
the requirements of CEQA prlor to Metropolltan s
part1c1patlon.v‘ =

b) Metropolltan is to be conSuItea during
the preparatlon of the Negatlve Declaratlon or
_EIR. . .

__c) . Metropolitan is to review and submit any
necessary comments on: the Negative Declaratlon or
“draft EIR.

4d) Metropolitan is to be indemnified for
any costs or liability arising out of any
violation.of any laws or regulations including but
" not limited to the California Environmental
Quallty Act and lts 1mplement1ng regulatlons.

{b} When Env1ronmenta1 Documents Have Been Prgpared

If environmental documents have been prepared for your

.pro;ect please furnish us a copy for our review and files

in a tlmely manner. so- that we may have sufficient time to
review and comment. The following steps must also be
accomplished: - '

- 1) The Lead Agency is to advise Metropolitan
that it and other agencies participating in the project
have complied with the requirements of CEQA prior to
Metropolitan's participation.

2) You must agree to indemnify Metropolitan, its
-offlcers, englneers, and agents for any costs or
liability. arising out of any violation of any laws or
~ regulations including but not limited to the California
Environmental Quality Act and its implementing regulations.

Metropolitan's Plan-Review Cost

a. An engineering review of your proposed facilities
and developments and the preparation of a letter response
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giving Metropolltan S comments, requlrements and/or approval
that will requlre-ﬂ man—~hours or less of effort is. typicallw
performed at, no..cost to:the’deéveloper, unless a fac111ty

" ““must be modified where Metropolitan has superior rights. If

16.

an engineering review and letter response requires more than

'8 man-hours . of.effort by Metropolltan to determine if the

proposed’ facxllty ‘or .developmerit is compatible with its
facilities, oxr if modifications to Metropolitan's manhole(s)
or other ‘ac111t1es ‘will be required, then all of
Metropolitan's..costs associated with the project must. be
paid by the developer, unless the developer has superlor
rights.

b. A deposit of funds will be required from the
‘developer before Métropolitan can begin its detailed
engineering plan review that will exceed 8 hours. The
amount of the required deposit will be determined after a
cursory review of the plans for the proposed development

C. Metropolltan s final billing will be based on
actual cost incurred, and will include engineering plan
review, inspection, materials, constructlon, and
administrative overhead charges calculated in accordance

- with Metropolitan's standard accounting practices. IXf the

cost is less than the deposit, a refund will be made; .
however, if the cost exceeds the deposit, an invoice will be

forwarded for payment of the additional amount. Additional

dep051ts may be required if the cost of Metropolltan s
review exceeds the amount of the -initial deposit.

Caution

We advise you that Metropolitan's plan reviews and
responses are based upon information available to
Metropolitan which was prepared by or on behalf of
Metropolitan for general record purposes only. Such
information may not be sufficiently detailed or accurate for
your purposes. No warranty of any kind, either express or
implied, is attached to the information therein conveyed as
to its accuracy, and no inference should be drawn from
Metropolitan's failure to comment on any aspect of your
project. You are therefore cautioned to make such surveys
and other field investigations as you may deem prudent to
assure yourself that any plans for vour project are correct.
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17. Additional Informatlon

s Should you requlre addltlon&i aaformatlon, please contact-

Civil En Agglneerlnq-Snbstructures Sectlon
Metropolitan Water District”
of Southern-California
- : P.O. Box 54153 o
R Los .Angeles, California“ 90054 0153 -
e S 4213) 217~ -6000 " S

'7 §eV- Jéhuary 2§; 1989

" Encl.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

Pulilic Health RECEIVED
THOMAS L. GARTHWAITE, M.D. APR 30 2004

Dircctor of Health Scrvices and Chicl Medics! Officer BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

JONATIIAN E. FIELDING, M.D., M.P.H. Pl"-AN N I N G Glosia Motina

Dircctor of Public Health and Health Officer Forct Dinkrict
Yvoone Brathwolte Burke
Environmental Health Secand Distric
ARTURO AGUIRRE, LEHS., M.A. Zov Yoroslresd
Directer of Environmentui Health Thied Désteict
Don Knaba
Fourth Disxict

Bureau of Enviroamental Protection

Solid Waste Management Program/L.A. County LEA Michuel D. Antonevich
5050 Comoterce Drive Baldwin Pavrk, Callfornia 91706-1423

TEL (626) 430-5540 - FAX (626) 813.3022

www.iapublichealth.org/ch

April 22, 2004

Jay Jarmnin, Senior Planner
Downey Planning Division
11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

Deat Mr. Jarrin:

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR DOWNEY VISION 2025-
COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

Staff from the Los Angeles County Health Department’s, Solid Waste Managemeunt
Program/Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) have reviewed the above-mentioned document and
have the following comments that the proposed Environmental Jmpact Report (EIR) the project
should address:

o Will adequate solid waste collection services be available to the to the city through the period
discussed in this notice of preparation?

» How will the projected increase in dwelling units, population, and employment affect solid
waste collection? How will the increase in solid waste collection vehicles and/or vehicle
trips affect traffic and transportation in the city?

« Will the Downey Area Recycling and Transfer Facility be able to accommodate an increase
in waste from the City of Downey? Do the landfills in Orange County have the capacity and
site life to continue to handle Downey’s waste as Los Angeles County Landfills reach
capacity? : . s

If you have any questions you can call me at (626) 430-5569.

Sincerely, , |

Chris Mastro, EHS IV
Solid Waste Management Program

D-42



JUN-82-2084 11:18 FROM PLANNING TO 17149665221 P.85/19

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALIIAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91807-1311

JAMES A. NOYES, Director Tclephone: (626) 4585100
www_ladpw,org ) ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91802-1460
RECEIVED
May 4, 2004 INREPLY PLEASE
PLANNING
Mr. Jay Jamin
Senior Planner
City of Downey

Planning Division
11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

Dear Mr. Jarrin:

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF PREPARATION
DOWNEY VISION 2025-COMPREHENSIVE
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

CITY OF DOWNEY

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the subject document. The
proposed project consists of the adoption and implementation of comprehensive
updates for the City of Downey's General Plan. The General Plan guides the City to the
Year 2025 by establishing goals and policies that address land use, economic
development, transportation, and infrastructure, housing, public safety, noise, open
space and conservation, and other related issues. The project site encompasses the
entire City of Downey. We have reviewed the submittal and offer the following
comments.

Environmental Programs

As projected in the Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, which was
approved in late 1997 by a majority of the cities in the County of Los Angeles with a
majority of the population and by the County Board of Supervisors in January 1998, a
shortfall in permitted daily landfilt capacity may be experienced-in the County within the
next few years. The construction and demoalition activities associated with the proposed
- project and the postdevelopment operation over the life of the proposed project will
increase the generation of solid waste and may negatively impact the solid waste
management infrastructure in the County. Therefore, the proposed environmental
document should identify what measures the City of Los Angeles plans to implement to
mitigate the impact of the residual solid waste generated by this project considering the
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Mr. Jay Jarrin
May 4, 2004
Page 2

City's stated interest to close all landfills within the City's boundaries by 2006.
Otherwise, the cumulative impact of solid waste generation from individual projects will
negatively impact the solid waste management infrastructure in the County. Mitigation
measures may include, but are not limited to, implementation of waste reduction and
recycling programs to divert the solid waste, including construction and demolition
waste and excavated material, from the landfills.

The existing hazardous waste management infrastructure in this County is inadequate
to handle the hazardous waste currently being generated. The proposed project may
generate hazardous waste and/or household hazardous waste, which could adversely
impact existing hazardous waste management infrastructure. This issue should be
addressed and mitigation measures provided. If any excavated soil is contaminated by
or classified as hazardous waste by an appropriate agency, the soil must be
appropriately managed and disposed.

The Califomia Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, as amended,
requires each development project to provide an adequate storage area for collection
and removal of recyclable matenals. The environmental document should
include/discuss standards to provide adequate recyclable storage areas for
collection/storage of recyclable and green waste materials for this project.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Patrick Holland at (626) 458-3563.

Land Development
Hydrology and Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) Review

The Draft Environmental Impact Report should include a drainage concept/SUSMP
report to assess and mitigate drainage and SUSMP impacts. The analysis should
“address increases in runoff, any change in drainage paitems, treatment method
proposed for SUSMP regulations, and the capacity of storm drain facilities. '

The Notice of Permit/Draft Environmental Impact Report shall require a sewer area
study be submitted to determine if the existing sewerage system within the City of
Downey servicing all project areas with changed land uses, increased development
densities, and other areas with increased sewer flows have adequate capacity to accept
all tributary area sewer discharges. This tributary area shall include, but not limited to,
the proposed flows from the redevelopment areas and tributary flows from adjacent city
areas and, if applicable, all other tributary areas beyond the City's boundaries. The
sewer area study shall be approved by the City and/or agencies having jurisdiction of
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Mr. Jay Jarrin
May 4, 2004
Page 3

the tributary area. If the system is found to have insufficient capacity, upgrade of the
existing sewerage system is required to the satisfaction of all affected agencies. In
addition, the sewer deficiencies shall be addressed in the final environmental
documents.

As stated in the report, the project would potentially significant impact the water supply
which may require or result in the construction of new water or waste water facilities.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Timothy Chen at (626) 458-4921.
Transportation Planning

The proposed project will not have any significant impacts on County of Los Angeles
Highways.

if you have any questions, please contact Mr. Hubert Seto at (626) 458-4349.

Traffic and Lighting

We do not have any specific comments at this time. We would like the opportunity to
review the related environmental documents and traffic studies on a project-by-project
basis for any potential traffic impacts to County roadways and intersections in the
unincorporated areas. The County’s methodology shall be used when evaluating the
County and/or County/city intersections. The cumulative impacts generated by the
project and nearby developments and the level of service analysis for the affected
intersections shall be addressed. If traffic signals or other mitigation measures are
- warranted at the affected intersections, the developer shall determine its proportionate
share of traffic signal or other mitigation costs and submit this information to Public
. Works for review and approval.

if you have any questions, please contact Ms. Michelle Melonakis of our Traffic Studies
Section at (626) 300-4769.

Watershed Management

The proposed project should include investigation of watershed management
opportunities to maximize capture of local rainfall on the project site, eliminate
incremental increase in flows to the storm drain system, and provide filtering of flows to
-capture contaminants originating from the project site.
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“May 4, 2004
Page 4

Los Angeles River/Harbor Watershed

Ensure post-construction erosion controls and stormwater pollution prevention methods
or practices are addressed.

We encourage using native and/or drought tolerant landscaping as part of the General
Plan update.

The Environmental Impact Report should address how hazardous waste and associated
contamination will be mitigated. ' '

if you have any questions, please contact Mr. Ofori Amoah at (626) 458-4352.

If you have any questions regarding the above comments or the environmental review
process of Public Works, please contact Ms. Massie Munroe at (626) 458-4359.

Very truly yours,

JAMES A. NOYES
Director of Public Works

Assistant Depgty Director
Watershed Mdhagement Division

MM:ro

CAMyFiles\ MMIDOWNEYVISION2025,.doc
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California Integrated Waste Managemcnt Board

Linda Moulton-Patterson, Chair
1001 1 Street @ Sacramento, California 95814 e (916) 341-6000
Mailing Address: P. O. Box 4025, Sacramento, CA 95812-4023

Wy Tamminen www _ciwmb.ca.gov Arnold Schwarzenegger
Secretary for Governor
Environmental
" Protection
RECEIVED
MAY 10 2004

May 6, 2004 » PLANN'NG

Mr. Jay Jamnin, Senior Planner
City of Downey

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241-7016

Subject: SCH No. 2004031159 — Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for Downey Vision 2025 — Comprehensive General Plan Update for the
City of Downey, Los Angeles County

Dear Mr. Jamn:
Board staff of the California Integrated Waste Mariagement Board (CTWMB or Board) just

received in the mail, a copy of the above referenced environmental document. Board:staffhas =~ .. w o
reviewed the document and has ho comments at this time. .o R

- Under the Utilities and Service Systems Section 16.f. (landfills) it 1s indicated Potentially -~ ¢+ o0 S
Significant Impact — EIR Analysis required. The Board is involved in the Pepmitting, Regulating '
and Inspection of landfills and because of this, we will be interested 1n reviewing your Draft
Environment Impact Report to access the impact on local and regional landfills. If you are not
aware, Puente Hills Landfill should close in 2013 and begin final closure soon thereafter.

If you have, any questions or I can be of further assistance please to do hesitate to contact
me at 916.341.6728 or e-mail at rseamans@ciwmb.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

/—\f\/( i ]

Raymond M. Seamans

Permitting and Inspection Branch, Region 4
Environmental Review

Permitting and Enforcement Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

California Environmental Protection Agency
- € Printed on Recycled Paper

The energy chalienge facing California is real. Every Caltfornian needs lo take immediate action to reduce energy consunipaba For
a frst of simple ways you can reduca demand and cut your energy costs, see our Wab site at hup//www.¢ivmb.ci.gov/
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cc:  Wilham Marciniak
Pcrmitting and Inspection Branch, Region 4
Permitting and Enforcement Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

- 17+ « i Suzanne Hambleton, Supervisor
' Permitting and Inspection Branch, Region 4
#.:+ ¢ Permitting and Enforcement Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

2

UMNLISTAFRCEQA\2004 DOCSYCOUNTIES\Los Angeles-19\Cormment Letters\NOP City of Downéy - Downey Vision 2025 5-6.doc
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FROM PLANNING T0O 17149669221

RECEIVED
MAY 10 2004
PLANNING

May 3, 2004

Mr. Jay Jarrin

Senior Planner

Planning Division

City of Downey

11111 Brookshire Avenue
Downey, CA 90241

RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the City of Downey: Downey Vision 2025Compmhensnve General-
Plan Update — SCAG No.1 20040251

Dear Mr. Jarrin:

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the City of Downey: Downey Vision 2025-Comprehensive General Plan
Update to SCAG for roview and cormment. As areawide clearinghouse for regionally
significant projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs
with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG's responsibilities as a regional planning
organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations. Guidance provided by
these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take actions that
contribute to the attainment of regional goals and policies.

We have reviewed the aforementioned Notice of Preparation and have determined that the
proposed Project is regilonally slgnificant per Callfornia Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines (Sectlon 15206). The proposed Project considers a local general plan,
element, or amendment for which an environmental impact report is being prepared. CEQA
requires that EIRs discuss any inconsistencies between the proposed project and applicable
general plans and regional plans (Section 15125 [d]). If there are inconsistencies, an
explanation and rationalization for such inconsistencies should be provided.

Policies of SCAG's Regional Comprshensive Plan and Guide and Regional Transportation
Plan, which may be applicable to your project, are outlined in the attachment. We expect the
Draft EIR to specifically cite the appropriate SCAG policies and address the manner In
which the Project Is conslstent with applicable core policies or supportive of
applicable anciltary policles. Please use our policy numbers 1o refer to them in your -
Draft EIR. Also, we would encourage you to use a side-by-side comparison -of SCAG .
policies with a discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with the
Proposed Project.

Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG to review the Draft EIR when this document
is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact me
at (213) 236-1867. Thank you.

ntergovemmental Review
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COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL. IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE
CITY OF DOWNEY
DOWNEY VISION 2025
COMPREHENSIVE GENERAL. PLAN UPDATE
SCAG NO. | 20040251
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project considers a comprehensive update of the City of Downey General
Plan.

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprshensive Plan and
Guide (RCPG) contains the following policies that are particularly applicable and should
be addressed in the Draft EIR for the City of Downey Comprehensive General Plan
Update.

3.01 The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG's
Regional Council and that reflect local plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG
in all phases of implementation and review.

Regional Growth Forecasts

The Draft EIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts which are the 2001 RTP
(April 2001) Population, Household and Employment forecasts for the Gateway Cities
Council of Govemments (GWCCOG) subregion and the City of Downey These forecast

follows:

GWCCOG

SUBREGION 2000 2005 2010 2018 2020 2025
POPULATION 2021497 21056832 2,147.761 2.168,992 2,244,951 2,302,727
HOUSEHOLD 575,571 583,857 597,995 612.065 626.177 641.185
EMPLOYMENT 81 54_223 B60.715 907.739 935,552 960,967 987.992
CITY OF s

DOWNEY 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025
POPULATION 100,850 104,824 104,837 104.850 104 866 104,884
HOUSEHOLD 33.393 33.649 33.688 33,729 33769 23811
EMPLOYMENT 49 934 52.635 55.430 57,083 58.596 60,201
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3.03 The timing, financing, and location of public facilities, utility systems, and
transportation systems shall be used by SCAG lo implement the region’s growth
policies.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
STANDARD OF LIVING

The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals to spend
less income on housing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and
that enable firms to be more competitive, strengthen the regional strategic goal to
stimulate the regional economy. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the
following policies would be intended to guide efforts toward achievement of such goals
and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers.

3.05 Encourage pattemns of urban development and land use, which reduce costs on
infrastructure construction and make better use of existing facilities.

3.09 Support local jurisdictions’ efforts to minimize the cost of infrastructure and public
service delivery, and efforts to seek new sources of funding for development and
the provision of services.

3.10 Support local jurisdictions’ actions to minimize red tape and expedite the permitting
process to maintain economic vitality and competitiveness.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL _TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
QUALITY OF LIFE ‘

The Growth Management goals to attain mobility and clean air goals and to develop
urban forms that enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of life styles, that
preserve open space and natural resources, and that are aesthetically pleasing and
preserve the character of communities, enhance the regional strategic goal of maintaining
the regional quality of life. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the
following policies would be intended to provide direction for pian implementation, and
does not allude to regional mandates.

3.12 Encourage existing or proposed local jurisdictions’ programs aimed at designing
land uses which encourage the use of transit and thus reduce the need for
© roadway expansion, reduce the number of auto trips and vehicle miles traveled,

and create opportunities for residents to walk and bike.

3.13 Encourage local jurisdictions’ plans that maximize the use of existing urbanized
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areas accessible to transit through infill and redevelopment.

3.16 Encourage developments in and around activity centers, transportation corridors,
underutilized infrastructure systems, and areas needing recycling and
redevelopment.

3.18 . Encourage planned development in locations least likely to cause environmental
impact.

3.20 Support the protection of vital resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge
areas, woodlands, production lands, and land containing unique and endangered
plants and animals. '

3.21 Encourage the implementation of measures aimed at the preservation and
protection of recorded and unrecorded cultural resources and archaeological sites.

322 Discourage development, or encourage the use of special design requirements, in
areas with steep slopes, high fire, flood, and seismic hazards.

3.23 Encourage mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain locations, measures
aimed at preservation of biological and ecological resources, measures that would
reduce exposure to seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage, and fo
develop emergency response and recovery plans.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL,
AND CULTURAL EQUITY

The Growth Management Goal to develop urban forms that avoid economic and social
~ polarization promotes the regional strategic goal of minimizing social: and geographic
~ disparities and of reaching equity among all segments of society. The evaluation of the

‘proposed project in relation ta the policy stated below is intended guide direction for the

accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference with
local land use powers.

3.24 Encourage efforts of local jurisdictions in the implementation of programs that

increase the supply and quality of housing and provide affordable housing as
evaluated in the Regional Housing Needs Assessment.

3.27 Support local jurisdictions and other service providers in their efforts to develop-

sustainable communities and provide, equally to all members of society, accessible
and effective services such as: public education, housing, health care, social
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services, recreational facilities, law enforcement, and fire protection.

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Regional Transporttation Plan (RTP) also has goals, objectives, policies and
actions pertinent to this proposed project. This RTP links the goal of sustaining mobility
with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development pattems, and
‘encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic,
geographic and commercial limitations. Among the relevant goals, objectives, policies and
actions of the RTP are the following:

Core Regional Transportation Plan Policies

4.01 Transportation investments shall be based on SCAG’s adopted Regional
Performance Indicators:

Mobility - Transportation Systems should meet the public need for improved
access, and for safe, comfortable, convenient, faster and economical movements
of people and goods.

« Average Work Trip Travel Time in Minutes — 25 minutes (Auto)

PM Peak Freeway Trave! Speed ~ 45 minutes (Transit)

PM Peak Non-Freeway Travel Speed

Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Fwy)

Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Non-Fwy)

¢ O o @0

Accessibility - Transportation system should ensure the ease with which
opportunities are reached. Transportation and land use measures should be
employed to ensure minimal time and cost.

« Work Opportunities within 45 Minutes door to door travel time (Mode Neutral)

o Average transit access time

Environment - Transporiation system should sustain development and

preservation of the existing system and the environment. (All Trips)

o CO, ROG, NOx, PM10, PM2.5 — Meet the applicable SIP Emission Budget and
: the Transportation Conformily requirements

Reliability ~ Transportation system should have reasonable and debendable levels
of service by rmode. (All Trips) :

o Transit—-63%
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e Highway —76%

- Safety - Transportation systems should provide minimal accident, death and injury.
(All Trips)
o Fatalities Per Million Passenger Miles — 0
e Injury Accidents — 0

Equity/Environmental Justice - The benefits of transportation investments should

be equitably distributed among all ethnic, age and income groups. (All trips)

e By Income Groups Share of Net Benefits — Equitable Distribution of Benefits
among all Income Quintiles

Cost-Effectiveness - Maximize retum on transportation investment (All Trips). Air
Quality, Mobility, Accessibility and Safoty
« Retum on Total Investment — Optimize return on Transportation Investments

4.02 Transportation investments shall mitigate environmental impacts to an acceptable
level.

4.04 Transportation Control Measures shall be a priority.
4.16 Maintaining and operating the existing transportation system will be a priority over

expanding capacity.

AIR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS

The Air Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project includes:

5.07 Detemine specific programs and associated actions needed (e.qg., indirect source
rules, enhanced use of telecommunications, provision of community based shuttle
services, provision of demand management based programs, or vehicle-milos-

traveled/emission fees) so that options to command and control regulations can be
assessed. '

5.11 Through the environmental document review process, ensure that plans at all
levels of govemment (regional, air basin, county, subregional and local) consider

air quality, land use, transportation and economic relationships to ensure
consistency and minimize conflicts.
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OPEN SPACE CHAPTER ANCILLARY GOALS

Qutdoor Recreation

9.01 Provide adequate land resources to meet the outdoor recrealion needs of the
present and future residents in the region and to promote tourism in the region.

9.02 Increase the accessibility to open space lands for outdoor recreation.
9.03  Promote self-sustaining regional recreation resources and facilities:

Public Health and Safety

9.04 Maintain open space for adequate protection of lives and properties against
natural and man-made hazards.

9.05 Minimize potentially hazardous developments in hillsides, c}anyons, areas
susceptible to flooding, earthquakes, wildfire and other known hazards, and
areas with limited access for emergency equipment.

9.06 Minimize public expenditure for infrastructure and facilities to support urban
: lype uses in areas where public health and safety could not be guaranteed.

Resource Production

9.07  Maintain adequate viable resource production lands, particularly lands devoted
to commercial agriculture and mining operations.

Resource Protection

9.08  Develop well-managed viable ecosystems or known habitats of rare, threatened
and endangered species, including wetlands.
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WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OPTIONS

The Water Quality Chapter core recommendations and policy options relate to the two
water quality goals: to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity
of the nation's water; and, to achieve and maintain water quality objectives that are
necessary to protect all beneficial uses of all waters.

11.07 Encourage water reclamation throughout the region where it is cost-effective,
feasible, and appropriate to reduce reliance on imported water and wastewater
discharges. Current administrative impediments to increased use of wastewater
should be addressed.

GROWTH VISIONING -

The fundamental goal of the Growth Visioning effort is to make the SCAG region a better
place to live, work and play for all residents regardless of race, ethnicity or income class.
Thus, decisions regarding growth, transportation, land use, and economic development
should be made to promote and sustain for future generations the region’s mobility,
livability and prosperity. The following “Regional Growth Principles™ are proposed to
provide a framework for local and regional decision making that improves the quality of
life for all SCAG residents. Each principle is followed by a specific set of strategies
intended to achieve this goal.

Principle 1:  Improve mobility for all residents

« Encourage transportation investments and land use decisions that are mutually
supportive.
l.ocate new housing near existing jobs and new jobs near existing housing.
Encourage transit-onented development.

« Promote a variety of travel choices

Principle 2:  Foster livability in all communities

Promote infill development and redevelopment to revitalize existing communities.
Promote developments, which provide a mix of uses.

Promote “people scaled,” walkable communities.

Support the preservation of stable, single-famity neighborhoods.
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Principle 3: Enable prosperity for all people

Provide, in each community, a variety of housing types to meet the housing needs of
all income levels.
Support educational opportunities that promote balanced growth.

Ensure environmental justice regardless of race, ethnicity or income class.
Support local and state fiscal policies that encourage balanced growth
Encourage civic engagement.

Principle 4: Promote sustainability for future generations

Preserve rural, agricultural, recreational and environmentally sensitive aneas.

Focus development in urban centers and existing cities.

Develop strategies to accommodate growth that uses resources eﬁ" iciently, eliminate
pollution and significantly reduce waste.

Utilize “green” development techniques.

CONCLUSIONS

-All feasible measures needed to mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts
associated with the proposed project should be implemented and momtored as required
by CEQA.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
Roles and Authorities

THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (SCAG) is a Joint Powers Agency established
under California Govemment Code Section 6502 et seq. Under federal and state law, SCAG is designated as a Council
of Governments (COG), a Regional Transporation Planning Agency (RTPA}, and a Melropolitan Planning Organization
(MPQ). SCAG's mandated roles and responsibilities include the following:

SCAG is designated by the federal government as the Region's Mefropolitan Planning Organization and mandated to

maintain a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process resulting in a Regional

Transportation Plan and a Regional Transportation Improvement Program pursuant fo 23 U.5.C. 134, 49 US.C. '5301
et seq., 23 C.F.R. ‘450, and 49 C.F.R. '613. SCAG is also the designated Reglonal Transportation Planning Agency,

and as such is responsible for both preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Regional Transpostation

Improvement Program (RTIP) under Califorla Govemment Code Section 65080 and 65082 respectively.

SCAG is responsible for developing the demographic projections and the integrated land use, housing, employment,
and transporiation programs, measwres, and strategies poitions of the South Coast Air Qualily Management Plan,
pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 40480(b)-(c). SCAG is also designated under 42 U.8.C. 7504(a)
as a Co-Lead Agancy for air quality planning for the Central Coast and Southeast Desert Air Basin District.

SCAG is responsible under the Federal Clean Air Act for determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs to
the State Implementation Plan, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 7506.

- Pursuant to Califomia Govemment Code Section 65089.2, SCAG is responsible for reviewing all- Congestion
Management Plans (CMPs) for consistency with reglonal transportation plans required by Section 65080 of the
Government Code. SCAG must also evaluate the consistency and compatibility of such programs within the region.

SCAG is the authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review of Programs proposed for federal financial
assistance and direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12,372 (replacing A-95 Review).

SCAG reviews, pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21087, Enviconmental Impacts Repoits of
projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plans [Califomia Environmental Quallty Act Guidelines
Sections 15206 and 15125(b)].

Pursuant to 33 U.S.C. "1288(a}(2) (Section 208 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act), SCAG is the authonzed
Areawide Waste Treatment Management Planning Agency.

SCAG is responsibie for proparation of the Reglonal Housing Needs Assessment, pursuant to California Govemment
Code Section 85584(a).

SCAG Is responsible (with the Association of Bay Area Governments, the. Sacramento Area Council of Govemnments,
and the Association of Monterey Bay Area Govemments) for preparing the Southern. California Hazardous Waste
Managetment Plan pursuant to Calitoria Health and Safety Code Section 2513833. -

Revisad July 2001

by

[ SHETAR

.‘!
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CLIMATE/METEOROLOGY
REGIONAL CLIMATE

The North Pacific high-pressure cell is the dominant climatic influence over the eastern North
Pacific Ocean, particularly during the summer. This semi-permanent high-pressure cell produces
a predominantly northwesterly flow of maritime air over the coastal waters of California. During
winter, the Pacific High weakens and moves south, resulting in weaker and less persistent
northwesterly winds along the California coast than in the warmer half of the year.

As the air mass approaches the coast of California, this large-scale circulation pattern is modified
by local influences. The differential heating between the desert and the adjacent Pacific Ocean
modifies the prevailing winds, enhancing the winds during the warmer half of the year and
weakening them during the colder portion. On a localized and sub-regional basis, the airflow in
California is channeled by its mountain ranges and valleys. The coastal mountain ranges limit
the flow of maritime air into the interior of California. This transition from a cool and damp

marine environment to a dry and warm continental climate therefore occurs over a fairly short
distance.

SouTH COAST AIR BASIN

The South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) is a 6,600 square mile coastal plain bounded by the Pacific
Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San Bemardino, and San Jacinto mountains to the north
and east. The SCAB includes all of Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles,
Riverside, and San Bemnardino Counties. Basin-wide conditions are characterized by warm

summers, mild winters, infrequent rainfall, moderate onshore daytime breezes, and moderate
humidities.

All seasons generally exhibit onshore flows during the day and offshore flows at night, after the
land cools below the temperature of the ocean. The likelihood of strong offshore flows,

including Santa Ana winds, is greater during winter than during summer (California Air
Resources Board 1984).

The topography and climate of Southern California combine to produce unhealthful air quality in
the South Coast Air Basin. Low temperature inversion, light winds, shallow vertical mixing, and
extensive sunlight, in conjunction with topographical features such as adjacent mountain ranges

that hinder dispersion of air pollutants, combine to create degraded quality, especially in inland
valleys of the basin.

LocAL METEOROLOGY

Temperatures in Downey average a very comfortable 63 degrees year-round. Summer
afternoons are typically in the middle 80s, and winter mornings may drop to the low- to mid-40s.
Significant extremes of temperature are rare. Rainfall in Downey averages 14 inches of rain
during a normal year. Almost all the rainfall comes from the fringes of mid-latitude storms from
late November to early April with summers often completely dry.
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Winds in the Downey area blow primarily from southwest to northeast by day and from
northeast to the southwest at night in response to the regional pattern of onshore flow by day and
offshore flow at night. Average wind speeds are 5 mph, reaching 8 to 10 mph in the aftemoon,
but dropping to near-calm conditions at night. In the late afternoon, the winds from the
southwest are replaced by a marine air “push” from the South Bay around the northern side of
the Palos Verdes Peninsula. Strongest onshore flow across Downey in the late afternoon is,
therefore, more from west-northwest.
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AIR QUALITY
AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

Air quality is determined primarily by the type and amount of contaminants emitted into the
atmosphere, the size and topography of the basin, and its meteorological conditions. During
several times of the year, the South Coast Air Basin experiences poor atmospheric mixing
conditions and light winds which are conducive to the accumulation of air pollutants and thus
poor air quality.

Air quality is measured by comparing contaminant levels in ambient air samples to national and
state standards. These standards are set by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and the California Air Resources Board (CARB) at levels determined to be protective of public
health and welfare with an adequate margin of safety. The Federal Clean Air Act of 1970 first
authorized national ambient air quality standards. California ambient air quality standards were
authorized by the State legislature in 1967. The California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS) describe adverse conditions; that is, pollution levels must be below these standards
before a Basin can attain the standard. National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
describe acceptable conditions. Air quality is considered in "attainment" if pollutant levels are
below or equal to the standards continuously and exceed them on an average of no more than

once each year (NAAQS). California standards are generally more stringent than the national
standards.

National AAQS were established in 1971 for six pollution species with states retaining the option
to add other pollutants, require more stringent compliance, or to include different exposure
periods. The initial attainment deadline of 1977 was extended to 1987 for national AAQS, and
has now been further extended in air quality problem areas like Southern California until the year
2010. Because California had established AAQS several years before the federal action and
because of unique air quality problems introduced by the restrictive dispersion meteorology,
there is considerable difference between state and national clean air standards. Those standards
currently in effect in California are shown in Table 1.

The Federal Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990 required that the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency review all national AAQS in light of currently known health effects. EPA
was charged with modifying existing AAQS or promulgating new ones where appropriate. EPA
subsequently developed standards for chronic ozone exposure (8+ hours per day) and for very

small diameter particulate matter (called "PM-2.5"). These national AAQS were adopted on
July 17, 1997.
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Table 1
Ambient Air Quality Standards

California Standards Federal Standards
Averaging
Pollutant Time Concentration Method Primary Secondary Method
Ozone (03) 1 Hour 0.09 ppm (180 pg/im?) Ultraviolet 0.12 ppm (235 pgim?) Same as Ultraviolet
8 Hour _ Photometry 0.08 ppm (157 pighn?) Primary Standard Photometry
. 24H 50 pg/m? 150 pg/m?
Respirable ~ v L Hem Inertial Separation
Particulate Annual Gravimetic or Same as and Gravimetric
Arithmetic 20 ua/m? Beta Attenuation 50 ua/m? Primary Standard Analysis
Matter (PMw) Mean Hg Hg
Fi 24 Hour No Separate State Standard 65 pg/m? :
Pl n : at — Same as InemagSeparation
articulate nnual . . and Gravimetic
y . Gravimetric or Beta Primary Standard : N
Matter (PMz.s) An&;ﬁm 12 pgfm? Attenuation 15 pg/m? Analysis
b 8 Hour 9.0 ppm {10 mg/m?) 9 ppm (10 mg/m3) Non-Dispersive
Carbon Non-Dispersi None Infrared Photometry
-Dispersive
Monoxide 1 Hour 20 ppm (23 mg/m3) Infrared Photometry 35 ppm (40 mg/m?) {NDIR)
(CO) 8 Hour (NDIR)
(Lake Tahog) | G PPM (7 mg/m) - - -
Nitrogen Annual
Dioxide A"S;f‘m - Gas Phase 0.053 ppm (100 pig/m?) Same as Gas Phase
NO Chemiluminescence Primary Standard Chemiluminescence
( 2) 1 Hour 0.25 ppm (470 pg/m3) -
30-Day average 1.5 pg/m? - - -
Lead Calendar Atomic Absorption Same as High Volume
Quarter - 1.5 pg/im® Primary Standard Sampler and Atomic
Absorption
Annual
Arirt‘/llmeﬁc - 0.030 ppm (80 pg/m3) -
ean
Sulfur Dioxide Uttraviolet Spechropholometry
(302) 24 Hour 0.04 ppm (105 pg/m?) Fluorescence 0.14 ppm (365 pg/nv) - (Paaen:s';g?‘me
3 Hour - - 0.5 ppm (1,300 pigim?)
1 Hour 0.25 ppm (655 pgim3) - -
Extinction coefficient of 0.23 per kilometer—
Visibility visibility of 10 miles or more {0.07-30 miles or
- more for Lake Tahoe) due to particles when
Reducing BHour | retative humidity is less than 70 percent. No
Particles Method: Beta Attenuation and Transmittance
through Fitter Tape.
Sulfates 24 Hour 25 pg/m? ton Chromatography Federal
Hydrogen Uttraviolet
X}
Sulfide 1 Hour 0.03 ppm (42 pg/m3) Fluorescence
Standards
. . Gas
Vinyl Chloride 24 Hour 0.01 ppm (26 pg/m?) Chromatography
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Planning and enforcement of the new federal standards for PM-2.5 and for ozone (8-hour) were
challenged by trucking and manufacturing organizations. In a unanimous decision published at
the end of February 2001, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that EPA did not require specific
congressional authorization to adopt national clean air standards. The Court also ruled that
health-based standards did not require preparation of a cost-benefit analysis. The Court did find,
however, that there was some inconsistency between existing and "new" standards in their
respective attainment schedules. These attainment planning schedule inconsistencies centered
mainly on the 8-hour ozone standard. In November 2002, EPA agreed to downgrade the
attainment designation for a large number of communities to “non-attainment” for the 8-hour
ozone standard. Because the South Coast Air Basin is far from attaining the 1-hour federal
standard, the recent 8-hour ozone non-attainment designation will not substantially alter the

attainment planning process, except that the compliance deadline for the 8-hour ozone standard
will likely be extended to 2021.

Evaluation of the most current data on the health effects of inhalation of fine particulate matter
prompted the California Air Resources Board to recommend adoption of the statewide PM 2.5
standard that is more stringent than the federal standard. This standard was adopted on June 20,
2002. The State PM 2.5 standard is more of a goal in that it does not have specific attainment
planning requirements like a federal clean air standard. The State standard became enforceable
in 2003 when it was incorporated into the California Health and Safety Code.

Of the standards shown in Table 1, those for ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate
matter (PM-10) are exceeded at times in the South Coast Air Basin. They are called “non-
attainment pollutants.” Because of variations in both regional meteorology and in area-wide

differences in levels of air pollution emissions, patterns of non-attainment have strong spatial and
temporal differences.

BASELINE AIR QUALITY

Existing levels of ambient air quality and historical trends and projections in the City of Downey
are best documented from measurements made by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD). The South Coast AQMD operates various air quality monitoring stations
which monitor regional air pollutants such as ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen oxides
(NOx). The air quality monitoring station nearest to Downey is located in Pico Rivera. There
are no respirable particulate air pollution (PM-10) monitoring stations near Downey, but the
local PM-10 concentrations can be inferred from regional patterns. Table 2 summarizes the last

seven years of published data from the Pico Rivera air monitoring station. From this data the
following conclusions can be drawn:

a. Photochemical smog (ozone) levels continue to occasionally exceed standards. The one-hour
federal was not exceeded fro the first time on record near Downey in 1999. Since then
federal one-hour standards have been exceeded an average of once per year.
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Air Quality Monitoring Summary

Table 2

(Number of Days Standards Were Exceeded and Maximum Levels
During Such Violations)

Pollutant/Standard 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
Ozone

1-Hour > 0.09 ppm 14 24 6 11 7 3 18
1-Hour > 0.12 ppm 4 8 0 2 1 0 1

8- Hour > 0.08 ppm 5 8 1 4 2 0 2 1
Max 1-Hour Conc. (ppm) 0.13 0.18 0.12 0.14 0.13 0.11 0.13 J
Carbon Monoxide

1-Hour > 20. ppm 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

8- Hour > 9. ppm 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Max 1-Hour Conc. (ppm) 10 11 9 11 6 5 -
Max 8-Hour Conc. (ppm) 6.1 6.1 5.4 5.3 4.0 4.0 3.9
Nitrogen Dioxide

1-Hour > 0.25 ppm 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Max 1-Hour Conc. (ppm) | 0.15 | 0.14 | 016 | 013 | o014 | 012 | 014 |
PM-2.5

24-Hour >65 pg/m’ - - 2111 | 4116 | 3/93 | 0/118 U-
Max. 24-Hour Conc. - - 85.6 89.5 77.3 61.0 | 903

Note:  There are no representative measurements of PM-10 particulate air pollution made near Downey.

- = No data available.

Source: Califonia Air Resources Board, summaries of Air Quality Data, Pico Rivera AQMD air monitoring

station.
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b. Levels of primary automotive (unreacted) exhaust such as carbon monoxide very
infrequently exceed their clean air standards, but not with the same frequency or intensity as
the regional smog levels. Occasional violations of CO standards have noticeably diminished.
The one-hour state CO standard and the 8-hour state and/or federal CO standard have not
been exceeded near Downey since 1994.

c. PM-10 levels are not monitored at any SCAQMD monitoring station near Downey. Given,
however, the regionally p ervasive problem of small diameter respirable particulate matter,
violations of PM-10 standards are e xpected in the project vicinity with routine frequency.
Monitoring data for PM-2.5 is available from 1999 onward. An average of 2 percent of
PM-2.5 readings have exceeded the federal 24-hour PM-2.5 ambient standard. Such a
frequency of violations is somewhat lower than in inland valleys in western Riverside or San
Bernardino Counties where the regional PM-2.5 “hot spot” is normally found.
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AIR QUALITY PLANNING

AR QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLANNING

The Federal Clean Air Act (1977 Amendments) required that designated agencies in any area of
the nation not meeting national clean air standards must prepare a plan demonstrating the steps
needed to bring the area into compliance with all national standards by December 31, 1987. The
South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) could not meet the deadline for ozone, nitrogen dioxide, carbon
monoxide, or PM-10. In the SCAB, the agencies designated by the governor to develop regional
air quality plans are the SCAQMD and the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG). The two agencies first adopted an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) in 1979 and

revised it several times subsequently as earlier attainment forecasts were shown to be overly
optimistic.

In 1988, because of considerable uncertainty in federal Clean Air Act reauthonzation, the
California Legislature enacted the California Clean Air Act (CCAA). The CCAA requires that
regional emissions be reduced by 5 percent per year until attainment can be demonstrated. In
July 1991, the SCAQMD adopted a revised AQMP that was designed to meet the CCAA
requirements. The 1991 AQMP deferred the attainment date to 2010, consistent with the 1990
federal Clean Air Act.

The 1990 Federal Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) required that all states with air basins
with "serious" or worse ozone problems submit a revision to the State Implementation Plan
(SIP). The 1991 AQMP was modified/adapted and submitted as the SCAB portion of the SIP.
The 1991 SIP submittal estimated that an 85% basin-wide reduction in volatile organic
compound (VOC) emissions and a 59% reduction in oxides of nitrogen (NOx) between 1990 to
2010 was needed to meet federal clean air standards. About 40% of these reductions were to

come from existing pollution control programs. The rest would come from new rules,
technologies or other reduction programs.

In 1996, EPA approved the 1994 submittal of the SCAB portion of the SIP. The plan was finally
approved after considerable debate on the contingency measures that should be implemented if
progress is not as rapid as anticipated in the 1994 SIP. The CAAA required that an updated plan
be submitted by February 8, 1997 that included attainment plans for all pollutants exceeding
federal standards. The CCAA requires an update of the state-mandated clean air plan every three
years. The last update was completed December 31, 2003.

An updated 1997 AQMP to meet federal requirements was locally adopted. The California Air
Resources Board (ARB) forwarded this plan on to EPA for its consideration and recommended
approval. The 1997 AQMP was designed to meet both federal (EPA) and state (ARB) air quality
planning guidelines. Components of the 1997 plan update included:

¢ Demonstration of attainment for ozone, CO, and PM-10.

o Updated emissions inventories (1993 base year) of VOC, NOx, CO, SOx and PM-10.
» Emissions budgets for future years of the inventoried compounds.
* An updated pollution control strategy.

o Contingency measures if the plan as presently proposed fails to meet stated timetables.
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Additional research and photochemical computer modeling, as well as improved emissions
estimates, now suggest that formerly predicted emissions reductions required to meet standards
need not be quite as severe as thought earlier. Table 3 summarizes the currently proposed
regional attainment planning for ozone (VOC and NOx) and for carbon monoxide (CO).
Emissions reductions of around 62 percent for VOC, 56 percent for NOx and 66 percent for CO
are anticipated from the currently proposed AQMP update. Within the plan, some measures
considered "long-term reductions” require additional technological development whose
development schedule is uncertain. There is therefore no clear scientific consensus that the 1997
AQMP update will be able to achieve its mandatory clean air objectives by the end of 2010.

The Draft 1997 AQMP was challenged by several environmental organizations as not being
consistent with the 1990 CAAA on rates of progress toward attaining the ozone standard. The
Ninth Circuit Court found for these organizations. A 1999 Amendment to the proposed SIP
Revisions was developed that accelerates the schedule for a number of new SCAQMD rules and
regulations. The 1999 SIP Amendment complies with the court-ordered acceleration of the
development of new rules and regulations designed to bring the air basin into compliance. The

1999 SIP Amendment was approved by EPA in 2000 as the currently adopted clean air plan for
the basin.

A new clean air plan has been approved locally (SCAQMD/SCAG) and at the state level (ARB).
It was forwarded to EPA and has recently become the adopted SIP Revision. The plan continues
most emissions reductions programs, but also points out that some emissions have been
undercounted and incorrectly reported, and that additional control measures must be
implemented if the federal attainment deadlines for clean air standards are to be met. The recent
ozone trend toward increased numbers of violations of standards and higher absolute maxima
than at the tum of this decade is particularly worrisome. A flattening of the improvement trend
was anticipated, but the trend reversal suggests that a b acksliding processisinmotion. T he
likely failure t meet further near-term improvement targets may require i nvoking contingency
measures that had been hoped as not necessary.

With the conversion of the federal 1-hour ozone standard to an 8-hour standard, a new attainment
timeline will likely be adopted. EPA’s proposed attainment scheduled for the South Coast Air

Basin is 17 years to 2021. The progress mile-posts would be spread out over a longer period
than for the current 2010 attainment deadline for the 1-hour standard.

A General Plan Update, which includes land use designation changes, such as that proposed in
the City of Downey, relates to the AQMP through the land use and growth assumptions used to
forecast automotive air pollution emissions. The SCAB AQMP is based upon the existing
designated land uses contained in the currently adopted General Plan. To the extent that the land
use designation changes for the proposed General Plan Update do not deviate substantially from
the currently adopted General Plan, they are, by inference also consistent with the AQMP. Such
consistency implies that the project will not create any anticipated regional air quality impacts
because such impacts have already been incorporated within the framework of the regional air
quality planning process. If, however, adoption of the new land use designations allows for a

substantially greater intensity of development than currently anticipated, such growth
inducement could create air quality planning inconsistency.
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South Coast Air Basin Attainment Plan

Table 3

(Emissions in tons/day)

VOC* NOx* CO**
Current Inventory®
Stationary + Areawide 337 147 236
On-Road Mobile 346 659

Off-Road Mobile

300

2010 Forecast
Stationary + Areawide 531 98 337
On—Road MOblle 163 360 1,913

Off-Road Mobile

Short-term + Intermediate
Reductions

<1,468>

Long-term Reductions <204> <77> <0>
2010 Remaining’ 413 530 2,425
#2002 Base Year.

*With current emissions reduction programs and adopted growth forecasts.
‘Levels at which all federal air quality standards will be met.

*Summer 0zone precursors
**Winter CO "hot spot” precursors.

Source: California Air Resources Board, The 2003 California Almanac of Emission & Air Quality, and SCAQMD,

Draft Final 1997 AQMP (October 1996).
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AIR QUALITY IMPACTS
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

Air quality impacts are considered “significant” if they cause clean air standards to be violated
where they are cwrrently met, or if they measurably contribute to an existing violation of
standards. Any substantial emissions of air contaminants for which there is no safe exposure, or
nuisance emissions such as dust or odors, would also be considered a significant impact.

Appendix G of the California CEQA Guidelines offer the following five tests of air quality
impact significance. A project would have a potentially significant impact if it:

a. Conflicts with or obstructs implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

b. Violates any air quality standard or contributes substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation.

c. Results in a cumulatively c onsiderable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality

standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
PIrecursors).

d. Exposes sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.
e. Creates objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

Many pollutants require further ¢ hemical transformation before they reach- their most harmful
form. Impact quantification on a single- project basis is therefore not feasible. To overcome this
difficulty, the SCAQMD has designated significant emissions levels as surrogates for evaluating
impact significance independent of any chemical transformation processes. Projects in the

SCAB with daily emissions that exceed any of the following emission thresholds are
recommended by the SCAQMD to be considered significant:

SCAQMD Emissions Significance Thresholds (Ibs/day)

Pollutant Construction Operations
ROC 75 55
NOx 100 55

CO 550 550
PM-10 150 150
SOx 150 150

Source: SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, November, 1993 Rev.

These threshold levels have been used in analyzing the air quality impact of the implementation
of the General Plan Update in the City of Downey.

E-12

CA\WORK\REPORTS\AIRV2004\P04-067 DOWNEY GEN PLN UPDTE-A.DOC 1 l



CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY IMPACTS

Dust will be created during clearing, grading and building assembly of various projects within
the sixteen areas of modified land use designation in the City of Downey. Much of this dust is
comprised of large diameter material that rapidly settles back out of the air. A smaller portion of
such dust is comprised of 10-micron or less particulate matter (PM-10) which remains suspended
in the air semi-indefinitely. Such dust is comprised of chemically inert soil particulates with
very little of the material in the ultra-small diameter (2.5 microns or less, called PM-2.5) size
range.

The main impact from construction dust is the soiling nuisance from off-site deposition of larger
particles, and visibility effects of smaller particles. EPA indicates that the primary impact
distance from large diameter construction dust is less than 100 feet. Most dust soiling effects
during construction will remain within each construction site. The individual land use re-
designation areas in the City of Downey vary in acreage from less than 0.5 acres to 42.1 acres,
with at least thirteen of the sixteen sites being less than, or equal to, 15 acres. Typically, large
project sites are not under simultaneous disturbance. Because the air basin is non-attainment
status, restrictions on grading disturbance areas are often imposed to keep dust emissions under
the significance thresholds.

- The South Coast AQMD CEQA Handbook suggests a dust emission rate of 26.4 pounds per acre
under disturbance on any given day. This factor is based upon dust control in effect in 1993
when the CEQA Handbook was prepared. Compliance with subsequent revisions to SCAQMD
Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) have reduced PM-10 emissions to around 10.2 pounds per acre per day
with the required use of best available control methods (BACMs) for fugitive dust. For purposes

of analysis, various disturbance "footprints" will produce the following estimated daily PM-10
emissions:

Disturbance Standard Dust Enhanced Dust
Footprint Control Control (BACM)
(acres) (pounds per day) (pounds per day)
2 53. 20.
S 132. 51.
6 158.% 61.
7 185.% 71.
10 264.%* 102.
14 370.* 143.
15 396.* 153.%

*Exceeds significance thresholds of 150 pounds per day.
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With usage of required BACMs, daily footprint areas of 14 acres or less may be under
simultaneous disturbance without exceeding the significance thresholds. PM-10 impacts from
implementation are less-than-significant with these restrictions.

Facilities construction will require heavy equipment operations to prepare the ground, excavate
for utilities and services, and perform building erection. The average commercial project in
California requires 250,000 brake horsepower hours (BHP-HR) of equipment operations. For a
5-or 10-acre per year disturbance area, and 200 days of construction per individual project, the

average daily construction equipment emissions, relative to the SCAQMD Handbook daily
significance thresholds, are as follows (pounds/day):

Daily Emissions Percent of Threshold
5-Acre 10-Acre SCAQMD 5-Acre 10-Acre
Pollutant Project Project Threshold Project Project
I CO 11.8 23.6 550 2.1 42
ROG 3.6 7.2 75 4.8 9.6
i NOx 53.6 107.2* 100 53.6 107.2*
SOx 3.8 7.6 150 2.5 5.1
] PM-10 1.8 3.6 150 1.2 2.4

*Exceeds significance thresholds, but can be mitigated to less-than-significant.
Source: SCAQMD CEQA Handbook (1993); Table A9-3-A 6,250 BHP-HR/day average equipment utilization.

Daily equipment exhaust emissions are all well below significance threshold levels with the
exception of the NOx emissions for a 10-acre parcel. The emissions would exceed significance
thresholds by approximately 7 percent. With regular tune-ups for off-road heavy equipment,
NOx emissions can be mitigated to up to 10 percent. Therefore, the NOx emissions impacts can
be mitigated to less-than-significant. Any parcel greater than 10 acres could experience
significant, but temporary, NOx emissions impacts. As with the dust emissions, the non-
attainment status of the airshed plus the possible proximity of adjacent residential uses to many
individual development projects requires that best available control measures (BACMs) be

implemented even if significance thresholds are not exceeded. A menu of BACMs is included in
the mitigation discussion.

While daily equipment exhaust can be maintained at less-than-significant if the individual project
threshold 1s maintained at 10 acres or less, continuous construction activity over a three-month
period may cause the quarterly NOx threshold to be more readily exceeded seen as follows:
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Quarterly Emissions Percent of Threshold

5-Acre 10-Acre SCAQMD 5-Acre 10-Acre

Pollutant Project Project Threshold Project Project
CO 0.38 0.77 24.75 1.5 3.0
ROG 0.12 0.23 25 4.6 9.2

NOx 1.74 3.48 25 69.6 139.2*

SOx 0.12 0.25 6.75 1.9 3.7
PM-10 0.06 0.12 6.75 0.9 1.8

*Exceeds significance threshold, can be mitigated by restricting project size or number of days of maximum
activity.

If any existing structures to be demolished or renovated were built when hazardous compounds
were routinely used as building products, they may have asbestos containing materials (ACMs),
lead based paint (LBP), or other harmful building materials within their structures. Any
demolition or renovation requires a pre-construction hazards assessment. If such materials are
present, particularly asbestos, a number of strictly regulated remediation procedures must be
implemented. Such mandatory measures are required to protect both remediation workers and
the general public. Remediation impacts are therefore less-than-significant through required
compliance with existing SCAQMD hazards control regulations.

Construction activities use diesel-fueled equipment that emits diesel particulate matter (DPM) in
its exhaust. DPM is a known carcinogen. Individual cancer risk at any off-site receptor is
calculated by assuming that a person sits continuously outside of their home for the next 70 years
while breathing e xhaust p ollutants. T he e xcess ¢ ancer risk from ¢ onstruction p rojects due to
DPM is typically less-than-significant because:

1. Construction projects last only a few months out of the 70-year risk “window.”

2. Many people are gone during the daytime when equipment is operating, and do not remain
outside their home to continuously when they are home.

3. Emussions standards for new construction equipment require soot filters that will make the
equipment fleet for future major projects much cleaner than the current fleet.

DPM exposure i1s of concern in the City of Downey because many residences are located near
freeways that have a high percentage of trucks traveling through the City. Residents living near
freeways may have double the cancer risk due to DPM than the public at large (a cancer risk of
0.002 near the freeway versus 0.001 for Downey residents at large). Short-term diesel exhaust
from construction projects, however, will not substantially exacerbate that risk.
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OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Minor amounts of "direct” air pollution emissions will be associated with individual projects
within the General Plan Update land use change areas. Asphalt paving emissions for parking
lots, or landscape utility equipment or pesticides/herbicides used in landscape maintenance are
examples of direct emissions. They represent a very minor fraction of the total project burden.

The bulk of project-related impacts would derive from trips generated by any land use
intensification within the land use redesignation areas. The proposed General Plan Update has a
duration of approximately 20 years, with an anticipated build out by year 2025. As shown in the
table below, a total of 16 areas have been proposed for land use designation changes in the
General Plan Update. Many of these areas are being proposed for land use re-designation to
become consistent with the existing land uses within the area, therefore no change in daily
generated traffic trips is anticipated within these areas. In other areas, the change in land use is
not expected to substantially alter the generated trips because the updated designation is similar.
There are however, four areas which are predicted to increase and to generate substantially
different traffic trips as a result of the land use reclassification as follows:

=

Potential
Currently Adopted Land Traffic
Area Existing Land Use Use Proposed Land Use Change?

WrE DT

S0 CE e S S P

Commercial Med Density R Neighborhood Commercial
IS S S AR R T BCEe
OIS BE A R o e e SRR T e b A
4 Commercial Neighborhood Commercial General Commercial
5 School Low Density Residential School
6 Commercial Restaurant Office Neighborhood Commercial
7 Commercial Neighborhood Commercial General Commercial
8 Residential (75%)/ General Commercial Med Density Residential
Commercial (25%)

General Office Mixed Use Commercial Manufacturing
11 Medical Office (65%)/ Neighborhood Commercial Commercial Manufacturing
Commercial {35%)
12 SFDR/Commercial/Rail Low/Med Residential and Mixed Use
Station = “Mixed Use” General Commercial
13| Residential Apa | Neighborhood Commercial | General Commercial |

14 School General Commercial School
| 15 Low Density Residential Office Low Density Residential
L 16 Low Density Residential Med Density Residential Low Density Residential

E-16

CAWORK\REPORTS\AIR\20041P04-067 DOWNEY GEN PLN UPDTE-A DOC 15




The project traffic study estimates a daily trip increase of 6,481 average daily traffic (ADT) by
2025 build-out. The mobile source emissions associated with the increase of trips generated by
the land use changes in the General Plan Update were calculated using the California Air
Resources Board URBEMIS2002 Computer Model with a build-out year of 2025. Results of
this calculation are shown in Table 4. Daily emissions from anticipated growth for every
emissions category are below the SCAQMD thresholds with a wide margin of safety. Regional
air quality impacts are therefore less-than-significant.

AIR QUALITY PLANNING CONSISTENCY

The basin air quality management plan contains a number of land use measures and goals that
are considered air quality positive. These include intensification of land uses near points of
multiple transportation system access, mixed land uses to encourage non-vehicular mobility
between homes, jobs and goods/services, and economic revitalization of depressed and blighted
urban core areas. The General Plan Update meets these objectives by helping to achieve a
balance of land uses throughout the City.

The air quality plan also encourages a better jobs/housing balance as a means of reducing vehicle
trips (VT) and vehicle miles traveled (VMT). The City of Downey is jobs rich and housing poor.
A jobs:housing ratio of 1.62 compared to the basin-wide average of 1.29. A conversion of
commercial space to housing opportunities thus is consistent with air quality planning objectives.
The General Plan Update is housing oriented, and therefore the plan is consistent with
jobs/housing goals of VT/VMT reduction. SCAG's Regional Comprehensive Plan forecasts area
growth of almost 13,500 residents and 4,200 jobs within the City of Downey by year 2025. The

General Plan Update accommodates a very small part of that forecast growth. There is no
planning inconsistency on a city-wide or regional scale.

MICRO-SCALE AIR QUALITY

Increased traffic on City of Downey streets from internal growth and from pass-through traffic
will increase congestion at major intersections. The greater congestion will increase the numbers
of diling vehicles and associated air pollution. Long vehicle delays could cause localized
violations of air quality standards, particularly for carbon monoxide (CO), often called “hot
spots.” Hot spot potential will be somewhat offset by a continually cleaner vehicle fleet from the

retirement of older cars. There are therefore two concurrent CO exposure trends that could result
in either worsening or improving air quality.

A micro-scale air quality impact analysis was therefore performed for those intersections where
existing levels of service are “E” or “F,” or at those intersections where improvements beyond
allowable limits would be necessary to achieve LOS=D or better. For the traffic volumes and
delay times associated with LOS=D or better intersections, in the City of Downey, CO levels are
not sufficiently elevated as to create any “hot spot” potential.
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Table 4

Project-Related Operational Emissions

(pounds per day)
Emissions
(Ib/day) _
Year 2020 ROG NOx Co PM-10 SO,
Area Source Emissions 29 1.1 2.8 0.01 0.02
Operational Source 16.6 18.9 2137 55.6 0.4

Emissions (Vehicle)
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150

Percent of Threshold 35 36 39 37 <1.

Source: URBEMIS2002; Output in Appendix.
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A CO screening model based on the Caltrans Air Quality Technical analysis Notes (AQTAN,
1988) use of the CALINE4 model was used to evaluate the localized air quality within 25 feet of
fourteen ( 14) intersections w here ¢ ongestion e xceeds p erformance goals, or w here reasonably
available mitigation is not feasible under the currently adopted or the proposed general plan.
Table 5 shows the maximum local 1-hour CO concentration. The maximum I-hour CO
exposure at the Pico Rivera SCAQMD monitoring station (closest station to Downey) in 2002
was 5.0 ppm. It would require a local contribution of 15.0 ppm to equal the most stringent
1-hour standard of 20 ppm. Even with substantial traffic stagnation and assumed worst-case
meteorological conditions (nearly calm winds and a strong low-level temperature inversion),
there are no existing “hot spots.” The rate of emissions improvements is forecast to occur faster
than any worsening of traffic conditions. Future build-out air quality is forecast to meet clean air
standards for CO with an even grater margin of safety.

Implementation of the proposed general plan versus the currently approved plan has no
significant micro-scale air quality implications. Both alternatives have an almost identical
number of intersections where LOS=D mitigation is not reasonably available. The inability to
readily mitigate, however, creates no air quality impediment in that local impacts are less-than-
significant under either alternative.
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Table 5

Micro-scale Air Quality Impact Analysis
(1-hour CO concentration in ppm above non-local background)

Existing Adopted Proposed

Roadway/Segment (2004) General Plan | General Plan
Old River School Rd.
at Florence Ave. J 10.9 * *
Paramount Bivd.
at Telegraph Rd. 8.3 * *
at Florence Ave. 12.8 4.7 6.2
at Firestone Blvd. 11.5 * *
at Impenial Hwy. 9.5 * * W
Brookshire Ave.
at Firestone Blvd. * 4.2 * |
Lakewood Blvd. H
at Telegraph Rd. 11.0 * *

Fat Florence Ave. 12.5 * 4.5 B
at Firestone Blvd. 10.4 5.9 * j
at Impenial Hwy. * 7.4 8.7 |
at Foster Rd. * 5.2 7.2
Bellflower Blvd.
at Imperial Hwy. L 111 * 4.1
Woodruff Ave.

Lat Stewart Gray Rd. * 2.3 *
at Imperial Hwy. 10.1 * *

*Intersection operates at LOS=D or better with reasonable mitigation.

Source: AQTAN screening procedures based on CALINE4 model.
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MITIGATION
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

Construction activity impacts from smaller-scale projects will not exceed significance thresholds
requiring mitigation to achieve a less-than-significant impact. Large-scale single projects such
as the Boeing site redevelopment could cause a temporary violation of SCAQMD significance
thresholds. Independent of emissions magnitude, however, construction activities may generate
dust and fumes in close proximity to homes and other sensitive land uses. Impacts are therefore
considered potentially adverse even if significance thresholds are not exceeded. The
implementation of best available control measures (BACMs) is therefore recommended to
minimize nuisance levels of construction activity emissions.

Recommended Construction Activity BACMs includes:
Dust CONTROL

e Use enhanced dust control measures. The menu of enhanced dust control measures mcludes
the following:

< Water all active construction areas at least twice daily.

» Cover all haul trucks or maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

< Pave or apply water four times daily to all unpaved parking or staging areas.

< Sweep or wash any site access points within 30 minutes of any visible dirt deposition on
any public roadway.

< Cover or water twice daily any on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt or other dusty material.
< Suspend all operations on any unpaved surface if winds exceed 25 mph.
< Hydroseed or otherwise stabilize any cleared area which is to remain inactive for more

than 96 hours after clearing is completed.

EMISSIONS

* Require 90-day low-NOx tune-ups for off-road equipment.
¢ Limit allowable idling to 10 minutes for trucks and heavy equipment.

e Limit individual construction sites to less than 10 acres for extended, continuous
construction.

OFF-SITE IMPACTS

¢ Encourage car pooling for construction workers.
e Limit lane closures to off-peak travel periods.

e Park construction vehicles off traveled roadways.
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e Wet down or cover dirt hauled off-site.

e Wash or sweep access points daily.

e Encourage receipt of materials during non-peak traffic hours.
e Sandbag construction sites for erosion control.

HAzARDS

¢ Conduct pre-construction assessments.

e Perform remediation consistent with air hazards criteria in SCAQMD rules and regulations.

OPERATIONAL ACTIVITIES

Operational activity emissions will be below SCAQMD thresholds. No mitigation is mandatory.
However, general growth i1s a contributor to the delay in timely achievement of clean air
standards. The SCAQMD has developed a model air quality element for local general plans.
Consideration should be given to the inclusion of some or all of the model element in this

updated cycle to mitigate the cumulative regional air quality impact of continued citywide
growth. The model element is included in the appendix.
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APPENDIX
Downey General Plan Update

. URBEMIS2002 Computer Model Output
. Model Air Quality Element
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*Yage: 1

URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.4.2
?ile Name: <Not Saved>

2roject Name: Downey GP
>roject Location:

SUMMARY REPORT
{Pounds/Day - Summer)

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

*h%x 2003 rr* ROG NOxX
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 0.42 0.23
A%k 2004 *k* ROG NOx
TOTALS (1lbs/day,unmitigated) 287.20 0.32

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 2.90 1.11

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx

TOTALS {lbs/day,ummitigated) 16.58 18.87
SUM OF AREA AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx

TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 19.48 19.98

213.

216.
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Page: 2

URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 7.4.2

File Name: <Not Saved>
Project Name: Downey GP
roject lLocation: South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area)

W -n-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

Construction Start Month and Year: June, 2003

Construction Duration: 12

Total Land Use Area to be Developed: 0 acres

Maximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 3 acres

Single Family Units: 51 Multi-Family Units: O
Retail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 46420

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED {lbs/day)

PM10
Source ROG NOx co 502 TOTAL
Ak 2003***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 ~ Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 30.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 30.00
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.42 0.23 4.90 ¢.00 06.05
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
\sphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - -
sphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
Msphalt on-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
- Maximum lbs/day 0.42 0.23 4.90 0.00 0.05
Max lbs/day all phases 0.42 0.23 4.90 0.00 30.00
* %k Kk 2004***
Phase 1 — Demolition Emissions
‘Fugitive Dust ’ - - - ~ 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.38 0.21 4.51 0.00 0.05
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 286.50 - - - -
Arch Coatings Worker Trips 0.35 0.16 4.26 0.00 0.05
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 -~ - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 287.20 0.32 8.52 0.00 0.10
Max lbs/day all phases 287.20 0.32 8.52 0.00 0.10
R
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Page: 3

Phase 1 - Demolition Assumptiohs: Phase Turned OFF

Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: Jun '03
Phase 2 Duration: 1.2 months

On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): ©
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor

Phase 3 ~ Building Construction Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Jul '03
Phase 3 Duration: 10.2 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Jul '03
SubPhase Building Duration: 10.2 months
Off-Road Equipment
No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Architectural Coatings: May '04
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Duration: 1 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Asphalt: May '04
SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.5 months
Acres to be Paved: 0
Off-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepower Load Factor
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AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds per Day, Unmitigated)

Source ROG
Natural Gas 0.08
Wood Stoves -~ No summer emissions
"ireplaces - No summer emissions

W bandscaping 0.32
Consumer Prdcts 2.50
TOTALS (1bs/day, unmitigated) 2.90

NOx
1.09

0.03

1.11

co
0.45

2.37

2.83
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UNMITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

ingle family housing

eighborhood Commercial
eneral Commercia 1- 8
eneral Commercial - 13

'OTAL EMISSIONS (lbs/day)

ROG
1.88
3.59
5.15
5.97

16.58

NOx
1.64
4.22
6.03
6.98

co
19.67
47.54
67.91
18.56

18.87 213.68

oes not include correction for passby trips. o
10es not include double counting adjustment for internal trips.

JPERATIONAL (Vehicle) EMISSION ESTIMATES

\nalysis Year: 2020 Temperature (F): 90

IMFAC Version: EMFAC2002
Summary of bLand Uses:
Jnit Type

3ingle family housing
Neighborhood Commercial
seneral Commercia 1- 9
seneral Commercial - 13

Vehicle Assumptions:
Fleet Mix:

Vehicle Type

Light Auto

Light Truck < 3,750 1lbs
Light Truck 3,751- 5,750
Med Truck 5,751- 8,500
Lite-Heavy 8,501-10,000
Lite-Heavy 10,001-14,000
Med-Heavy 14,001-33,000
Reavy-Heavy 33,001-60,000
Line Haul > 60,000 1bs
Urban Bus

Motorcycle

School Bus

Motor Home

Travel Conditions

Urban Trip Length (miles)
Rural Trip Length (miles)
Trip Speeds (mph)

$ of Trips ~ Residential

% of Trips ~ Commercial {
Neighborhood Commercial
General Commercia 1~ 9
General Commercial - 13

(9/2002)

Season:

Trip Rate

9.57 trips
154.91 trips
127.84 trips
118.20 trips

Percent Type

/ dwelling
/ 1000 sq.
/ 1000 sq.
/ 1000 sq.

Summer

units
ft.
ft.
ft.

Non-Catalyst

54.40 0.40
15.30 0.70
16.40 0.60
7.30 0.00
1.10 0.00
0.30 0.00
1.00 0.00
0.80 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.20 0.00
1.60 50.00
0.10 0.00
1.50 0.00
Residential
Home- Home- Home-
Work Shop Other
11.5 4.9 6.0
11.5 1.9 6.0
35.0 40.0 40.0
20.0 37.0 43.0
by land use)

502

Size

51.00

9.48
16.41
20.53

Catalyst
99.40
98.00
98.80
98.60
81.80
66.70
20.00

0.00
0.00
50.00
50.00
0.00
93.30

Comme
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PM10
4.94
12.42
17.74
20.52

55.63

Total Trips

488.07
1,468.55
2,097.85
2,426.65

Diesel
0.20
1.30
0.60
1.430

18.20
33.30
80.00
100.00
100.00
50.00
0.00

100.00
6.70

rcial

Commute Non-Work Customer
10.3
10.3
40.0 4

5.5 5.5
5.5 5.5
0.0 40.0
1.0 97.0
1.0 97.0
1.0 97.0





