CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY
FOR
REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN - PHASE | AT
FORMER ATHENS TANK FARM
WILLOWBROOK, CALIFORNIA
(File No. 12-103)

The information and analysis in this Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as provided for in Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. and
California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq. The analysis in this document assumes
that, unless otherwise stated, the project will be implemented in accordance with all applicable laws,
regulations, ordinances, and permits from other agencies.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

1) Project Title:

Remedial Action Plan - Phase |, Former Athens Tank Farm, Willowbrook, County of Los Angeles,
California.

2) Lead Agency Name and Address:

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 West 4" Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, California 90013

3) Lead Agency Contact Person Name, Address, and Phone number:

Teklewold Ayalew (Ph.D., PG)
Project Manager

320 West 4" Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, California 90013
(213) 576-6739

4) Project Location:

The project is located in Willowbrook, an unincorporated area within the County of Los Angeles, California
(Figures 1 and 2). The former Athens Tank Farm (Site) area encompasses the Earvin Magic Johnson
Regional Park (EMJRP), the Ujima Village Apartment complex (UVA), and the Ujima Housing Corporation
(UHC) properties (Figure 3). The Site is bounded by Avalon Boulevard and a single-family residential
development on the west, El Segundo Boulevard on the south, 120th Street on the north, and Clovis
Avenue and a single-family residential development on the east.

a) Geographic Coordinates (bounding latitudes and longitudes);

North: 33° 55’ 24.98" N (East 120" Street)

East: 118°15' 22.11 W (Clovis Avenue and a residential area)

South: 33° 54’ 59.36" N (El Segundo Boulevard)

West: 118°15' 54.23" W (South Avalon Boulevard and a residential area)
b) Public Land Survey System (i.e. township, range)

The site is located in Survey Township 3 South, Range 13 West of the San Bernardino Base
and Meridian.
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6) Project Sponsor's Contact Name, Address, and Phone number

Dok Choe

ExxonMobil Environmental Services Company
12851 East 166th Street

Cerritos, CA 90703

(310) 212-3863

7) General Plan Designation

Existing Adopted General Plan’

Open Space (O) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park;

Low Density Residential (1) — Ujima Village Apartment Complex; and
Low Density Residential (1) - Ujima Housing Corporation (all properties)

2012 Draft General Plan 2035°

Water (OS-W) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park (two artificial lakes);

Parks and Recreation (OS-PR) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park;
Parks and Recreation (OS-PR) - Ujima Village Apartment Complex;

Public and Semi-Public (P) - Ujima Housing Corporation (East 126" Street and Wadsworth Avenue); and
Residential 9 (H9) - Ujima Housing Corporation (Clovis Avenue and El Segundo Boulevard),

8) Zoning

Open Space (O-S) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park;

Single Family Residence (R-1) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park;

Single Family Residence (R-1) - Ujima Housing Corporation;

Single Family Residence (R-1-5000) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park;

Limited Multiple Residence (R-3-20U) - Ujima Village Apartment Complex;

Neighborhood Business (C-2) - Earvin Magic Johnson Regional Park; and
Neighborhood Business (C-2) - Ujima Housing Corporation.

9) Brief description of project: (briefly describe the whole action involved, including but not
limited to later phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary
for its implementation)

Background

The former Athens Tank Farm (Site) property occupied a 122-acre area located in Willowbrook, an
unincorporated area within the County of Los Angeles, California. The Site encompasses the Earvin
Magic Johnson Regional Park (EMJRP), Ujima Village Apartment complex (UVA), and Ujima Housing
Corporation properties (UHC).

! Existing adopted general plan November 25, 1980 designation from the Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning
website at http:/planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan/existing

Z 2012 Draft General Plan 2035 proposed designation from the Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning website
htip://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan/draft2012
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Operations as a tank farm at the Site began in 1924 and ceased in 1962. Improvements at the tank farm
included twenty-two 80,000 barrel above ground storage tanks (removed in 1963); two crude oil
reservoirs with a combined capacity of 1.8 million barrels (removed in 1963); a pipeline pumping station
(removed in 1963); and an absorption plant (removed in 1964). The Site property was sold and remained
vacant from 1965 until 1971, when UVA was developed. The land now occupied by EMJRP was
developed in the early to mid-1980s.

Environmental site assessment investigations at UVA and UHC properties were conducted beginning in
the 1990s. Environmental investigations and human health screening evaluations/risk assessments of
EMJRP, UVA, and UHC by ExxonMobil Environmental Services Company (EMES) were initiated in 2007.

A Remedial Action Plan (titlted Remedial Action Plan Phase | and referred hereafter as RAP) was
prepared for the site by EMES and submitted to the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
(Regional Board) on June 15, 2012. The RAP focuses on soil and soil vapor conditions with the specific
objective of removing methane and petroleum hydrocarbon volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including
benzene, present in shallow soil vapors at the Site.

The RAP proposes soil vapor extraction (SVE) as the remedial technology to be implemented in a two
phase approach. The Phase | SVE system is proposed to expedite removal of waste constituents in
shallow soil vapors at the south and southeast perimeter of the Site (Figure 4), reduce the potential for
off-Site migration of subsurface soil vapors, provide valuable field data that will be applied to the second
phase of SVE work (Phase Il}, and to begin to address subsurface soil vapors in adjacent off-Site areas.
The Phase [l SVE system will be designed based on results observed during SVE Phase |
implementation, ongoing off-Site investigations, groundwater investigations, and consultation with
Regional Board. The RAP also proposes that a minimum of nine locations of lead-affected shallow soil
will be excavated and disposed at an appropriately licensed facility. This CEQA environmental checklist
form includes activities related to Phase | SVE system implementation and soil removal and backfill at the
nine locations described above. The Phase Il SVE system implementation activities will be included in a
subsequent CEQA environmental checklist submittal that will be developed following 6 months of
operation of the Phase | SVE system.

Proposed Project

Soil Vapor Extraction System

The Phase | SVE system will consist of 15 SVE wells, buried vapor conveyance piping, an air pollution
control device (off-gas unit), instrumentation and controls, and a fenced area to enclose the equipment.

Phase | SVE system wells will consist of:

1) Seven SVE wells to be installed along the east side of Clovis Avenue;

2) Four SVE wells to be installed along the west side of Clovis Avenue in locations
staggered from the wells on the east side; and

3) Four SVE wells to be installed to the north of El Segundo Boulevard, in the southeast

corner of the Site,

The future expansion of the Phase | SVE system (designated as the Phase Il SVE system) will
conceptually include approximately 32 additional SVE wells that would be installed after demolition of
UVA is completed (currently scheduled by the County of Los Angeles for 2012).

The location and number of additional Phase Il SVE system wells may be modified based on results
observed during Phase | SVE system operation, ongoing off-Site investigations, groundwater
investigations, consultation with Regional Board, and as future use of the Site becomes better understood
(continued use as a park, plans for UVA property, park improvements, efc.).
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Phase Il SVE system wells conceptually consist of:

1) Seven SVE wells installed along the east side of Clovis Avenue in Phase |;

2) Four SVE wells installed along the west side of Clovis Avenue in locations staggered
from the wells on the east side in Phase |; and

3) Four SVE wells installed to the north of El Segundo Boulevard, in the southeast corner of

the Site in Phase I.
4) Twenty four SVE wells to be installed at UVA;
5) Three SVE wells to be installed at UHC (900 East 126th Street property);
6) Two SVE wells to be installed at EMJRP to the east of UHC; and
7) Three SVE wells to be installed at EMJRP to the west of UHC.

The installation of the SVE wells and system piping will cause periodic temporary restrictions to public
access. Once installation is completed, the public will be able to use the area during SVE system
operation.

The Phase | SVE system equipment will be installed within a fenced enclosure approximately 100 feet
long by 100 feet wide for security, aesthetics, and sound attenuation. The conceptual SVE system design
for Phase | consists of a vacuum blower assisted by two (2) Internal Combustion Engines (ICE unit) to
extract soil vapor from the SVE wells and for air pollution control. The conceptual SVE system design for
Phase Il will consist of vacuum blower(s) and a thermal oxidizer for air pollution control. A system of
header and branch piping will be configured to convey extracted soil vapor to the SVE system enclosure.

Shallow trenches (approximately 4 feet deep and 2 feet wide) will be excavated for the installation of
Phase | SVE system piping. The estimated in-place volume of soil to be excavated from trenches for
SVE system piping is approximately 1,200 cubic yards. Permitting, soil excavation and backfilling
activities for SVE piping trenching are expected to take approximately 6 months to complete. The
excavated soil will be stockpiled at the side of the trench, placed and covered with plastic sheeting when
not actively being worked on and at the end of each workday. Excavated soll, if impacted by petroleum
hydrocarbons, will be transported off-site by a state-licensed waste hauler and disposed at an appropriate
licensed facility. During excavation activities, dust control measures, such as watering the excavated
area, will be implemented to reduce the potential for transport out of the working area. Backfill materials
may consist of the excavated soil, laboratory-certified clean fill or alternative backfill materials (e.g.
cement slurry). After the backfill areas are brought to grade, the current ground cover will be replaced
and returned to previous condition(s).

The SVE system, including the SVE wells, is anticipated to be temporary until remedial action objectives
for the Site are achieved. When the regulatory agencies direct it, the site remediation system, including
piping and SVE wells will be removed and the Site returned to present surface conditions.

Soil Removal Excavations

" Soil will be excavated at nine locations that have lead impacted soil (Figure 5). The vertical extent of the
excavations will be limited to 10 feet below ground surface (bgs). The estimated in-place volume of lead
impacted soil to be excavated is approximately 72 cubic yards. These soil removal excavations do not
include trenching excavations for SVE system piping installation.

Soil excavation and backfilling activities for soil removal are expected to take approximately two weeks to
complete. Work will be typically performed between 7:00 a.m. and 3:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
The excavated soil will be directly loaded into trucks or, as an alternative, stockpiled or placed in covered
soil bins. Stockpiled soil will be placed and covered with plastic sheeting when not actively being worked
on and at the end of each workday.

Excavated soil will be transported off-site by a state-licensed waste hauler and disposed of at an
appropriate licensed facility. During excavation activities, dust control measures, such as watering the
excavated area, will be implemented to reduce the potential for transport out of the working area. Backfill
materials may consist of laboratory-certified clean fill or alternative backfill materials (e.g. cement slurry).
After the backfill areas are brought to grade, the current ground cover will be replaced and returned to
previous condition(s).
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10) Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings

The Site is bounded by 120" Street and single-family and apartment developments on the north, Clovis
Avenue and a single-family residential development on the east, El Segundo Boulevard on the south, and
Avalon Boulevard and a single-family residential development on the west. The area east of Clovis
Avenue consists of single-family residential developments, with some commercial properties that are
generally located along the major thoroughfares that traverse the area. The area south of El Segundo
Boulevard consists of single-family residential developments, with some commercial properties.

11) Other public agencies whose approval is required for Phase | RAP (e.g., permits)

e County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Encroachment, Excavation, and Construction
permits;

e Los Angeles County Fire Department, Use and Storage of Liquefied Propane and inspection for
natural gas connections permits; and

e South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), Permit to Construct and Permit to
Operate.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

X Aesthetics o Agricultural Resources X Air Quality

o Biological Resources X Cultural Resources X Geology and Soils

X Greenhouse Emission X Hazards/Hazardous Materials X Hydrology/Water Quality
o Land Use/Planning o Mineral Resources X Noise and Vibration

o Population and Housing X Public Services X Recreation

X Transportation and Traffic X Utilities and Services Systems

X Mandatory Findings of Significance

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

Potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed project are provided below in a checklist
format developed pursuant to 2011 CEQA Statue and Guidelines - Appendix G. The checklist has been
used to assess the significance or insignificance of each potential impact. A brief explanation of each
impact analysis is provided after the checklists. Mitigation measures, as required, are discussed below
each analysis.

Impact classifications used in the checklist are defined as follows:

“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be
significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is
made, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.

"Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact."
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to
a less than significant level.

"Less Than Significant Impact” applies to an effect that would not be significantly adverse.

“No Impact” applies where the effect occurs without impact.
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I AESTHETICS

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Have a substantial effect on a scenic vista? X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, X

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

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

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

Impact Analysis:

There are no scenic vistas or designated state scenic highways near this area. No historic buildings are
located at the Site.

The project is expected to take place at Clovis Avenue, the former UVA area, the UHC, and small
portions of EMJRP. The nearest potential sensitive receptor to the project would be the residential area
located east of Clovis Avenue between East 122™ Street and East EI Segundo Boulevard, during work
activities that will take place at Clovis Avenue. All of the streets at this residential area are cul-du-sac’s
with no access from Clovis Avenue. Since the proposed work at Clovis Avenue will be behind the
residential properties, residents at this area will not have a view and therefore there will be no negative
aesthetic impact, even on a temporary basis.

The installation of the SVE wells is anticipated to take approximately two weeks. Once completed, well
covers will be visible and will be flush with the ground.

Permitting and installation of the SVE system piping is anticipated to take approximately 6 months.
Existing landscaping will be replaced in kind upon completion of excavation and piping installation
activities.

The project is located in an urban area and the limited lighting introduced at the equipment compound will
not impact the existing conditions at the project site or surrounding areas. The implementation of the
operation of the SVE system proposed in RAP Phase | is anticipated to take approximately 2 years.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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1. AGRICULTURAL 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: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or X
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural Use, X
or a Williamson Act contract?
c) Involve other changes in the existing X

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

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project location is not within or near existing zoning for agricultural purposes. Therefore, no

significant impact to agricultural resources will result.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are

necessary.
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. 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:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

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

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

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

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial X
pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a X
substantial number of people?

Impact Analysis:
The Site is located within the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

The proposed project may involve the release of limited volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions
and/or dust. Excavation of volatile organic compound (VOC) and semi volatile organic compound
(SVOC) impacted soils within the geographic area encompassed by the SCAQMD must be conducted
and managed in accordance with the requirements of a SCAQMD Rule 1166 Permit, VOC emissions from
excavation activities of impacted soil. Several types of air monitoring will be performed during pilot test
operations in accordance with the SCAQMD monitoring and reporting requirements, to assess potential
release of VOCs and SVOCs to the atmosphere. The Project Proponent has included within the project
description that it will obtain the applicable air quality permits and comply with associated monitoring and
reporting requirements. The conditions of approval of the RAP - Phase 1 will also require compliance
with the SCAQMD Rule 1166 and Rule 403 air quality notification, monitoring and reporting requirements.
If the SCAQMD Rule 1166 and Rule 403 action levels are exceeded, work will stop and mitigation
measures identified below will be implemented prior to re-starting work.

Phase | SVE System Piping Installation

Trenching excavation and backfilling activities will be performed for the installation of Phase | SVE system
piping using diesel-power construction equipment that will have emissions of carbon dioxide, carbon
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, VOCs, and particulate matter. These activities may result in the release of
methane, VOCs, and SVOCs, by several mechanisms, including volatilization, dust emissions, and/or soil
vapors escaping to the atmosphere. Additionally, trench excavation at areas with petroleum hydrocarbon
impacted soils could give off an odor. The estimated in-place volume of soil to be excavated from SVE
system piping trenches is approximately 1,200 cubic yards. Trench excavated soil with photoionization
detector (PID) screening VOC values of less than 50 ppm may be used for trench backfill.

Phase | SVE System Operation

Emissions from Phase | SVE system operation activities will include carbon dioxide, carbon monoxide,
nitrogen oxides, and particulate matter from the use of two (2) propane-powered internal combustion
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engines (ICE) integrated into one unit. Residual concentrations of methane, VOCs and SVOCs will also
be emitted. SVE system operations will be conducted and managed consistent with the requirements of
SCAQMD operation permit monitoring and reporting requirements. The Phase | SVE system operation
will be conducted approximately 2 years prior to start-up of the Phase Il system.

Operation of the ICE unit for off-gas treatment will result in estimated emissions of 8 metric tons of
nitrogen oxides per year. These emissions are equivalent to 43 pounds on nitrogen oxides per day,
which is below the SCAQMD CEQA threshold of 55 pounds of nitrogen oxide per day. Nitrogen oxides
are ozone precursors and are included as criteria pollutants; the project region is non-attainment for
ozone under applicable federal and state ambient air quality standards.

Soil Removal Excavations

Soil excavation and backfiling activities will be performed at nine locations using diesel-power
construction equipment that will have emissions of carbon dioxide, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides,
VOCs, and particulate matter. These activities may result in the release of methane, VOCs, and SVOCs,
by several mechanisms, including volatilization, dust emissions, and/or soil vapors escaping to the
atmosphere and particulate matter containing lead by dust emissions. Additionally, excavation at areas
with petroleum hydrocarbon impacted soils could give off an odor. The estimated in-place volume of soil
to be excavated is approximately 72 cubic yards. Excavated soil will be properly disposed at a licensed
facility.

Measures in Project Propsoal:

Implementation of the following measures identified as part of the project will reduce the level of impact to
less than significant:

1. Dust Suppression: During SVE system piping trenching excavation, soil removal excavation, and
backfilling activities, dust and particulate matter at the excavation exclusion zone boundary will be
continuously monitored using a miniRAM™ dust monitor, or equivalent, during excavation and loading
operations in accordance with SCAQMD Rule 403 Fugitive Dust requirements. Dust and particulate
matter control measures will be implemented to prevent or minimize migration. Periodic watering of
the active excavation areas will be conducted throughout trench and soil removal excavation and
backfilling activities. Water mist may also be used on soil placed in the transport trucks or bins. After
the soil is loaded into the transport trucks, the load will be covered with a tarp to prevent dust
generation during transportation from the Site to the disposal facility. Soil will be brushed from truck
tires and truck bodies. Trucks may also be required to run over rumble strips to remove excess soil
before leaving the Site.

2. Odor Suppression: During SVE system piping trenching excavation, soil removal excavation, and
backfilling activities, odor control measures will be implemented in sequential steps that will include:
(a) application of water spray to the working area and excavated soils; (b) spraying the excavation
surface and excavated soils with Simple Green™ using a pump sprayer; (c) application of Odex®, a
commercial vapor and odor suppressant chemical manufactured by Kuma Corporation; and (d)
application of vapor/odor suppressant foam, if warranted. 0dex® is an all-natural, biodegradable,
odor neutralizing solution made entirely of food-grade products. If unpleasant odor emissions cannot
be promptly controlled, work will be temporarily halted so that alternative odor control methods can be
evaluated and implemented.

3. VOCs Suppression: During SVE system piping trenching excavation and soil removal excavation,
excavated soils and the excavation face will be monitored for VOCs using a photoionization detector
(PID) calibrated to hexane. Monitoring will be performed at a distance of not more than 3 inches
above the soil surface. Monitoring will be performed at a frequency of not less than one reading for
every two cubic yards of soil excavated and not exceeding 15 minutes between monitoring readings.
If PID readings of 50 parts per million (ppm) or greater are detected for a sustained period of 15
seconds, SCAQMD will be notified within 24 hours of the first detection of VOC-impacted soil and
appropriate mitigation measures will be implemented immediately as required by SCAQMD Rule
1166 Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from Decontamination of Soil. If PID measurements of
1,000 ppm or greater are detected for a sustained period of 15 seconds, excavation work will stop
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and SCAQMD will be notified within one hour of detection and appropriate mitigation measures will be
implemented immediately as required by SCAQMD Rule 1166. Once these notification and mitigation
measures have been accomplished, work will resume.

4. Methane Suppression: SVE piping trenching and soil removal excavations will be monitored for
potential presence of methane using a flame ionization detector (FID) or a four-gas meter. |f methane
is detected at a concentration of 10 percent of the lower explosive limit (LEL), work will stop and the
area will be ventilated using portable fans. Once methane concentrations have been reduced to less
than 10 percent of the LEL, excavation activities will be resumed.

Therefore, the project as proposed includes measures to avoid significant impacts to air quality and no
additional mitigation is required.
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Iv. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

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

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

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

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

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

Impact Analysis:

The site is located in an urban area of the County of Los Angeles and has been developed since the early
1920s. The native habitat was removed during the initial site development. Since that time, the area has
been developed with residential housing and a public park. The public park is heavily managed with
regular lawn, a parking area, and paved walkway maintenance. The project will not impact any of the
existing trees within the park. There are also two artificial lakes within the park. The project will not
impact the lakes in any way with installation, operation, or maintenance of the remediation activities.

Mitigation Measures:

The proposed project would not result in any impact to biological resources; therefore, no mitigation is

required.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the X
significance of a historical resource as defined
in §15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the X
significance of an archaeological resources
pursuant to §15064.5?

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

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

Impact Analysis:

Operations at the Site as a Tank Farm began in 1924 and ceased in 1962. The Site property was sold
and remained vacant from 1965 until 1971, when UVA was developed. The land now occupied by
EMJRP was developed in the early to mid-1980s.

The project is expected to take place in Clovis Avenue, the former UVA area, the UHC, and small
portions of EMJRP. There are no known historic, archaeological, paleontological or unique geologic
resources that exist or existed at the Site. Therefore, there would be no significant cultural resources
impacted by the project.

While the project is not anticipated to impact cultural resources, if any suspect object with regards to
cultural resources is encountered, work will be temporarily suspended and the appropriate local
authorities informed. After a finding has been appropriately addressed, as necessary, work in the area
will resume.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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VI GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

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

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

ii.  Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?
iv.  Landslides?

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

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is, X
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?

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

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

Impact Analysis:

The project does not include housing or structures that would cause the public harm during a strong
seismic event. The ground has been previously graded for park and groundwater is relatively deep so
liquefaction is not anticipated. The Site surrounding areas are relatively level, and not susceptible to
landslides.

The proposed project activities are not expected to be located on soil that is unstable. A geotechnical
engineer will make periodic inspections to observe excavation areas for signs of instability. If these
observations reveal instability or potential instability, the excavation work will be stopped. A geotechnical
engineer will evaluate Site conditions and if appropriate, the trench excavation will be promptly shored.
Upon completion, excavation areas will be backfilled to grade. Backfill soil will be approved by a
geotechnical engineer prior to its import to the site.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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VIL GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either X
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or X
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Impact Analysis:

Equipment used in soil removal excavation, SVE wells installation, SVE piping trench excavation, loading
and transporting of soil, SVE system compound construction, SVE system operation, and personnel
vehicle movement during the implementation of the proposed project will generate greenhouse gas
emissions (i.e., carbon dioxide) from combustion of fossil fuels in engine-powered equipment.

The duration of the Phase | SVE system implementation and operation approximately will be
approximately 2 years prior to start-up of the Phase Il SVE system. The data collected during the first 6
months of operation of the Phase | SVE system will be used to support the design of the Phase Il SVE
system. The emissions associated with construction activities are temporary and minimal, thus emissions
are not estimated here. The Phase | SVE system operation will generate greenhouse gas emissions
estimated at approximately 1,400 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO.e) per year, consistent
with carbon dioxide emissions from the combustion equipment that are integral to the off-gas treatment
system. The estimated operational emissions are below the SCAQMD interim industrial standard of
10,000 metric tons of CO,e per year.

Mitigation Measures:

The resulting greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed project would have less than significant
impact to the environment. Therefore, no additional mitigation is required.
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VIll. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the X
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the X
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous X

or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

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

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

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private X
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

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

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk X
of loss, injury or death involving wild land fires,
including where wild lands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wild lands?

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project activities involve excavation of impacted soil and soil vapor extraction (SVE) of
volatile organic compounds that are or may be considered hazardous. These materials will be transported
and disposed of off-site by a state-licensed waste hauler. Soils will be sprayed with water mist as they are
loaded for dust, vapor and odor control in accordance with Southern California Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) Rule 1166 requirements. All transport vehicles will be loaded on plastic sheeting.
Loaded trucks will be covered with tarps prior to leaving the site. Waste manifests will be completed for
each load removed from the Site and will accompany the haul truck to the disposal facility. During
transportation and use, these materials will be properly containerized and secured from the general
public. Thus, any hazardous materials will not be accessible by the general public.

The SVE equipment was configured to: extract soil vapor from SVE wells and treat the extracted soil
vapor to meet the SCAQMD permit requirements. The SVE operation uses a Trailer-mounted VR
Systems, model V4, dual-internal combustion engine (dual- IC Engine) unit to induce vacuum on the SVE
well and treat extracted soil vapor to meet SCAQMD permit requirements;
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Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

b) Substantially degrade 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)?.

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

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

e) Creates or contributes runoff which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

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

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

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

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Impact Analysis:

Proposed Phase | project activities will not exceed a depth of 30 feet below ground surface (bgs). Based
on observations from the groundwater monitoring well installations and sampling performed at the Site,
the first encountered groundwater beneath the Site is located at depths ranging from approximately 40 to
65 feet bgs and therefore Phase | project activities would not result in any impact to groundwater. Thus, a
violation of a water quality standard or a waste discharge requirement is not anticipated.

The proposed project activities would not result in a substantial alteration of existing drainage patterns,
nor would it increase the rate or amount of surface runoff such that flooding would result (Figure 6).
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In the event a rainfall runoff that exceeds the capacity of existing stormwater drainage systems or the soil
becomes over-saturated, generating runoff that would need to be managed, care will be taken that the
excavated soil is placed in covered bins or encapsulated in Visqueen® plastic sheeting until loading and
off-site transport can be coordinated. Stockpiling of excavated soils on plastic sheeting will be minimized.
Loaded trucks will be covered with tarps prior to leaving the Site.

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts to hydrology and water quality.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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X. LAND USE PLANNING

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Conflict with an 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 X
plan or natural community conservation plan?

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project would not result in significant impacts to land use planning.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known X

mineral resource that would be of value to the

region and the residents of the state?
b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally- X

important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

Impact Analysis:

The project site has no known mineral resources.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are

necessary.

Page 20 of 31




XIl. NOISE

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise X

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

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

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

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

e} For a project located within an airport land use X
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?

f}  For a project within the vicinity of a private X
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project will result in temporary changes to noise and vibration levels. The proposed project
includes monitoring and mitigation measures to avoid and/or reduce impacts to noise or vibration levels.
The conditions of approval of the RAP — Phase | will require conducting and documenting noise levels at
the Site. Noise measurements will be conducted to assess source noise levels and directional
characteristics associated with site excavation and SVE equipment to confirm that noise levels are not
excessive at residential homes near the site operation and ensure that safe conditions are being
maintained for onsite workers. Real-time noise monitoring will be conducted during SVE and excavation
activities to document noise levels and to assess the need for noise mitigation. Noise levels must comply
with the City of Los Angeles Noise Control Ordinance.

Noise producing equipment that may be used over the course of the project includes construction
vehicles, excavation equipment, power tools, vacuum blowers and off-gas treatment units. Specific
drilling and excavation equipment has not been selected at this time. Elevated noise levels resulting from
the proposed project trenching, excavation, and backfill activities would be temporary in nature. There
may be short duration activities where noise reduction is not feasible or warranted (i.e., asphalt or
concrete saw cutting). The use of equipment on-site during soil removal excavation, SVE piping trench
excavation, SVE well installation, as well as the temporary increase in construction vehicles, would only
result in a temporary change to the existing noise levels at the Site. The duration of the project activities
would be limited to approximately 6 months for the installation of the SVE system and 2 years for the
Phase | SVE system operation. The Phase | SVE system equipment (blowers and off-gas units) will be
installed within a fenced enclosure located more than 500 feet from the closest private residence and will
incorporate sound attenuation elements.

The County of Los Angeles Noise Control Ordinance Standard limits exterior noise levels at residential
structures to below 50 decibels (dB) during daytime (7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) and below 45 dB during
nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.). The trench excavation activity would be restricted between the hours
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of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on weekdays, and would be prohibited on weekends. Thus, during the hours
of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, persons may be temporarily exposed to noise levels
exceeding ambient levels during the proposed project operation.

Mitigation Measures:

With the mitigation measures proposed, the project would result in less than significant noise impacts.
Noise mitigation will be triggered when noise levels at the perimeter of the Site exceed background levels
and the levels provided in the County of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance. Noise mitigation measures to
avoid or reduce exceedances may include the following:

1. Contractors performing trench excavation work will be required to utilize well maintained equipment
fitted with properly functioning mufflers. In selecting equipment to be used, contractors will be
directed to utilize the smallest, quietest equipment capable of effectively and safely completing
planned trench excavation tasks. If necessary, equipment will be retrofitted with sound damping
materials and exhaust and intake mufflers.

2. Truck operators will be directed to shut down engines when trucks are staged or during soil loading, if
they are stationary for a period of 5 minutes or longer.

3. When necessary, and to the extent practicable where it can be done safely, sound attenuation
barriers or blankets will be used between the area of the property where trench excavation is
conducted and adjacent properties. Sound attenuation barriers may be constructed on-site using
wood framing for support and plywood covered with sound absorbing materials, or sound blankets
supported on metal frames may be used. Depending on the site physical layout and excavation
location, use of such sound attenuation barriers may require modification of excavation areas and
layout. Sound attenuation barriers will not be placed between the excavation area and the street due
to the need for equipment to operate, excavate, and transfer soil to trucks staged in the street.

4. If noise levels from project activities measured at adjacent residential property lines exceed
background levels and applicable County of Los Angeles noise standards, work will be temporarily
halted so that further noise mitigation measures can be evaluated and implemented.

There may be short duration activities where noise reduction is not feasible or warranted (i.e., asphalt or
concrete saw cutting). In these cases, notices to property owners or residents providing details of
scheduled activities and anticipated noise levels will be mailed in advance of starting activities.

Therefore, the proposed project activities are expected to result in less than significant groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise level impact to nearby residences.
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Xlll.  POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, X
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or directly (for example,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing X
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, X

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project will not result in significant impacts to population or housing. Population growth will
not be affected and displacement of housing or people will not occur. The proposed project will not

require construction of replacement housing.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are

necessary.
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XIV.  PUBLIC SERVICES

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

¢c) Schools?

d) Parks?

e) Other public facilities?

Impact Analysis:

The project activities would not generate an increase in the demand for public services. The nature and
extent of the proposed project activities would not generate a need for any new or physically altered
governmental facilities. There may be limited areas of the park not available for public use during
excavation, but it will be less than significant in area and length of time.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are

necessary.
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XV. RECREATION

Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a) Would the project increase the use of existing X

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

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

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project will result in less than significant recreation impacts. No increase in the use of
existing parks or recreational facilities is expected to occur with implementation of the proposed project
activities.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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XVI.  TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Would the project: Potentially Less Than Less Than No Impact
Significant Significant Significant
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

a) Cause an increase in the traffic which is X

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)?
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a X

level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin achange in air traffic patterns, X
including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

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

equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? X
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? X
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or X

programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project will not result in significant transportation and traffic impacts. The scale of the
activities would not result in a significant impact to traffic and transportation.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. !
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XVIL.

UTILITIES AND SERVICES SYSTEMS

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

a)

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

b)

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

d)

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

f)

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

9)

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

Impact Analysis:

The proposed project would not result in significant impacts related to utilities or service systems. The
project does not involve the construction or expansion of water or wastewater treatment facilities, the

construction or expansion of stormwater drainage facilities, or new or expanded entitlements.

The project related construction and operation activities, including excavation and well drilling activities,
would not result in significant impacts to utilities and service systems.

Mitigation Measures:

There are no significant impacts identified for this issue area, and therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary.
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DETERMINATION OF APPROPRIATE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

a

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

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all the potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Samuel Unger, PE Date
Executive Officer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
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ATTACHMENTS

Figure 1
Figure 2
Figure 3
Figure 4
Figure 5
Figure 6

General Location Map

Site Vicinity Map

Site Plan

Phase 1 SVE Wells and Excavation Areas Locations
Proposed Excavation Areas

FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map

Page 31 of 31



) g
- Rostcs Bhed _é o B
(=]

—

L

.J
8

e,
f .'\. -

-
i
Xl s

¥ o o Bﬁlrb,ank

an L

o SRR VI e B ot}

anfirant

- | Wictoeg Bhed

o

Vinsand. Ave

o gy

Wt Nuys Bhed

b

Y

e

\ URAnersal City
W Moult Holiywood Ja

x

s

. -t
O |

-

\
et
e
West Hollywood 7
"
BPV;Jr!y‘_H!_kIS

T

alks
Fn"."ﬁ’ "
N Culver City

\ View Park
1

) :
il ey W SLiL SO Aves
i
'

P
o —t-inglewood 3 -
.\_ ‘Pl e - !

*
! L B inidx Westmont

)

s Westan Ave

- ‘ “1 Atheny
f\iﬁfgundq Hawthorme W

Manhattan Beach “‘Gardend
\‘L Asteia Bl _..\.._#“- ¥

e ehdesn | SG@I L5

| w ¥ R N

Redondo Beachl 4 I

1 Totranc,e.(l '

L& West Carson

Palgs Yeedes i Lomita

Fstates LA

Rotling Hills
Rand l;)u Palps

Estates
Rolling Hills
Verdes

e

Explanation
@ Interstate Route and Route Number

[213] state Route and Route Number

Source; ESRI and its data supphiers, 2010

KLEINFELDER

| Bright People. Right Solutions.

FILE NAME:

www.kleinfelder.com 124094p3_1.mxd

LACreaceiita

L] Jentura Fog

>
T
29

—a
D
o '“SlxﬁllwoM OTNH

est Athes ’t\hlicw Brook

i-e]n'f’ﬂ_ldalf.’ Atondra Park b4 Compton East Comptorl
: t

o™ Carsop

- Long-Beac

ta Canada
Flintridge

|

Altadena

A
Glendala— Pasadena
: i _

Sietra Madre

st Pasadera | Monroyia
| I .
14 A aq 1A

-
/)ﬁ:'l Mni'?nu { l s
. o
e Jemple Gityy™
\/ 15an Gabriel North Bl Monte
" af (EBaldwifi

£ Mante |

Dg
W
./

F 1
[

p&"
A
. vl: 5

A
South P:h_ddpnd]

AlHambra
-

| Rcsnfrlle‘_ad =

)

|

South' El Monte .
L5 L Avotado Helghts
e . J \é
- E6

!
Hac:t.:nd
Heights

’,..__,.'.. 130 How. Ln -

J- South San
f ‘Gabnel

&
Maontebglflo &
. ¥

3/

~Angeles
| : zcornrr‘el\fE( .
HURtINgTon Park+=) i A

[ | . “\:\
Florence a ' AY
\ Bell Gardens, h <3

Iy

i

b |
Pith Rivera.
\ Whittier
e -
South Whittier &

South Gate ll_qd;]hy La Hab

. Santp'Fe Spir;mgs x"“‘\ . Height
fi '\ \ j~Eastla l‘_‘

» | Mirada
d. *Norwalk}--ﬁ- ot
IS T (aMirada 3
| NS ride &
S} .

< _[,

. >
%. " b -
Park

b

|

\ /Paramount . T geliflower

Cerritos_

\ Artesla i :
K\ La Pah?d

L% Bm‘-n:!

\

— Lo Ave

('ysm-]ss

Hawaiian,

Gardens |
N o v
b e A g
f -

43 ‘-ol SOl
Signal Hill |
4 5 gt ey :

|

P Id Ldad e
v lanstos==“=-Ew Stanton
N Rossmoobsest £

&

'_’4

.JN
3
5P
3

AN
[\

Long Beach Pwy | B .

Westininster

il

\ ’
NG
1 ¥ |
Hurtdpgton Beac

Boind Ave ek

Tha infermation included on this graphic repressntation has baw
souress and B subject 1 changs witheut netes. Kisnfeldar mal
WaITARGES, sxprass oo ienplied, 83 10 Sceuracy. compltenes:

usa af such mfermation. This document 5 not intsndad fer use &

rrpded from a vamty of

FORMER ATHENS TANK FARM
939 E. EL SEGUNDO BOULEVARD
WILLOWBROOK, CALIFORNIA 90059

Figure 1




| >, E 111th Dr z
5 [ ¢ 112th St
EE 112th St ﬁ\'a“ﬂ E 112th St g it ?
k
| L™ € von s | ||
3 @ 3
; 4 E 1am st
e
i 2 z E Imperial Hwy
3
E 120th St = ‘%7 £ 120th St
®
E 121st St s e 2
E 121st Pl LEED
E 122nd St @ ’% g
E 123rd St
w
E 124th St » E 124th St
E 126th St E 125th St
E 126th St E 126th St
E 127th St E 127th )
st&mol(n @
o # 5 W El Segundo Bivd
< g % E 129th St
% a.E 130th St u% 2
< c <
z @ 0 2 3 2: Enterprise Park E i §
E132nd St 2 Z <z 3 W 131st St W 131st St
§ g g | 2 W 1320d St O 13004 st W 132nd St
g
5'“-% ® s Z W 133nd St W 133id St
J < E W 134th St
§ 'g B Compton z
|E 136t St = W 135th St W Stockwell St % -.%&
W Piru St % »
E 136th St E Piru % W 138t St %
E 137th St ) W-137th-St
E 138th g ° W 138th St
E 139th St X E 139th St
E Allenhurst St
E 140th St b e
omi 02 04 0.6
Copynght € 1688-2006 Microsoft Corp andior s suppliers All rights reserved. hitprifwww. microsch. comVsireets!
© 2004 NAVTEQ. ANl rights reserved. This data includes taken with p from Canadian authoribes © Har Majesty the Queen in Right of Canada. © Copyright 2004 by
TeleAllas North America, inc All nghis reserved
DRAWN BY: DRD
KLEINFELDER SITE VICINITY MAP
REVISED BY:
43174 BUSINESS PARK DRIVE, SUITE 103 CHECKED BY:
TEMECULA, CALIFORNIA 92590 FORMER ATHENS TANK FARM
PH. 951-506-1488 FAX. 951-506-1491 WILLOWBROOK, Fi
www.kleinfelder.com LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 90059 igure 2
DATE: 12-2007 IAPPROVED BY: PROJECT: 86512 FILE NAME:

@




€ aangiyg

BS006 YINEOSMYD "MOOHSMOTTIIM PR ZUPGOYZL 0.£-229 (E12) Hd
Q¥YATINOB OONNTAS 13 3 686 FWYN 3TH #1006 ¥2 "sjafuy 507 uoesodiog Bursney ewin [

WY HNYL SNIHLY HIWE04 e ¥
. 3 029 9UNS 'IBBNS NS M EES 100l UBIH soueyg siem owiry [77]  sied jeuaifisy uosuyor oibey uine3 -

MITTIINIT T 3 xo|dwog awpedy ey ewdn sopbuy sojo ki [
i uoneueidxg

y .
b o L
" .
’ -
; e

U9 s,

— e DAL :1.!




. PEu L BOREL w27y .
55006 YINHOSI WD ‘YOOHAMO T ud onie-229 (£42) Hd
QEWAZIN0E OONNDIS 13 3 666 PLOG6 ¥O 'sapeduy 507

] 028 NS 19RUS WS WAELS

WHYS HNVL SNIHLY H3WHOS
suningos iybily Hydoad kg

SUONED0T SEAlY UOHEARIXT &I TIANITTM )

UOlEX0T UoNEARSXS pasodold
Ian uonoenxy sodep iog pasodolg W

uoleueldxy 3|U0D IRWIGEUED PIqUiET (uanaalold

pue sj|ap 3AS | #seld . i (\. 1933 5080 Sdl3 A BIUICKIED ‘BuRld TS

.Lv ..‘ e ‘e e

S o Mk T ok e s




S aungig

e
5006 WINHOAITYD HOONAMOTIIM XU L EUYBOVZE

CHWATINOE DONASES 13 '3 686 N

. Wl YNV SNIHLY H3WHOS WODIS T ABOIH03HD
F m ZIHYATY AB NAYHT
sealy uonjeAeax3 pasodoig Z40Z/%0 ]

3vd PEORZL ON 103roud|

90L6-229 [£12) Hd
Y1006 7D 5910y 507
029 FUNS 15805 W05 M £25

Tuoanos bty Hrdoag Jubug

&IATIINIFTH |

\.ll-/

N

BN UONBARIXT pasodold

uelese Buuog 1og MollBYS 081-SS %

uoneuedx3 2|UDT [EUNOUOD USqUET] UoRIRloId
1823 SO¥0 Sdid A BLIOUNED 'Sueld SlES
'tE6L OVN woisks auewipioo] pagaefold

¥

00E

SFAELL T P X (ZgeR ) XL =
ydap x (7 SNIpeEL) X 4L =

¥
-

SPIER 0L = 13%) £9Z =195] 0L X (2198 £) X & =
yidap x (Zysnipes) X U =
Jsapugdo B g 0} PRLUNSSE S1SWN|0A UODEABIXT]
Z£0-S8]
o ’ -
T TN i e
N spiefo1 = jeaycez =128 0L X 2eayg) X L m
Yudep X (Zysniped) X 4t =
Japuyfa B @ 0] PALUNSSE 51 ALUNIOA UOOBARD,

,.
|

J88 €67 =198j 0L X (Zuisejg) X = I
Wpdap x (Z,snipes) x 1 = Is

T

Pug apunles @

W 5PieR 01 = J99) €07 =100) D) X (Z,09) €) X L =
yidap x (Zysmpes) X & =
IRpURAD B 80 0} PALLNSSE S SLNI0A UDNRARI X
Fo0-55]

SPIRA QL = J99) £Z =199} 0L X (299} £) X L =
ydap x (Z,snpe)) X 1L =
JApURAD € 80 0] PALUNSSE S AWMNOA UOREABIXT)
LB0-SS

e & UL g |
SPER 0L = 199) £8C =198} OL X (2,199) €

yidap x (Z,Snpes) K = p)
Japuyfo B 89 0] PRLNSSE 5| SUWNIOA UoREAEIKS



