













































































































































































Palos Verdes Reservoir Upgrades Project
Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

The number of workers present on-site at any one time would range between 5 and 20, though it is
possible that the various phases of the project could overlap to some extent. The number of workers
anticipated to be present on-site during the various project phases is as follows:

Demolition and removal of concrete: Approximately 17 workers;

Relining/Repaving activities: Approximately 17 to 20 workers;

Construction of new spillway and tower capping: Approximately 4 to 5 workers;
Chemical feed installation and laboratory refurbishment: Approximately 11 workers;
Cover installation: Approximately 10 to 20 workers; and

Start-up/Testing: Approximately 4 to 5 workers.

In addition, one full-time inspector and one part-time inspector would be present at the site for the
duration of the proposed project.

1.3.10 Materials and Waste Management

Construction and demolition (C&D) material generated during demolition of the reservoir lining and
tower would be removed off site for disposal at a local C&D recycling facility. The closest facility to the
project site that accepts inert C&D material for disposal is Chandler’s Sand and Gravel located at 26311
Palos Verdes Drive East. This facility, which is located approximately one mile north of the project site,
or another similar facility near the site, would be used for recycling/disposal of C&D materials. In
addition, some of the pipe planned for removal is coated with Coal Tar Enamel (CTE) and would require
disposal as hazardous waste at an appropriately licensed facility.

Finally, Metropolitan has a Hazardous Materials/Waste Management Program, which would be
incorporated into the contractor specifications during construction activities. All materials and fuel
storage within the staging areas would be managed using standard Best Management Practices (BMP).
These BMPs would include the following to reduce the potential for spills associated with the proposed
project:

e Storage of all construction materials and debris originating from the project in a manner to
preclude their uncontrolled entry to soils or water;

o Storage of potentially-contaminating materials and wastes in covered, leak-proof containers;

e Location of storage areas away from heavy traffic areas and protected from rainfall infiltration;

e Storage of potentially-contaminating materials on a surface that prevents spills from permeating
the ground surface and in an area secure from unauthorized entry at all times; and

e Storage of incompatible materials separately from each other.

Waste management measures would include proper handling, packaging, transporting and disposal of all
hazardous waste brought on site or generated on site through incidental use, including but not limited to
aerosol spray cans, empty vehicle fluids and cleaning cans. In addition, materials containing asbestos,
PCBs and lead have been identified on the site and would be removed as part of the demolition phase of
the project. Specific BMPs for the handling, removal and disposal of wastes containing these materials
would be implemented as part of the proposed project. In all instances, the contractor would be required
to use a licensed hazardous waste hauler to transport these types of wastes to the disposal site.

Development and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution and Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would also be
required during construction of the proposed project. In addition, the contractor’s construction supervisors
and equipment operators would be required to attend pre-construction meetings with the Engineer and any
designated Mitigation Monitor to ensure compliance with the environmental measures and requirements
specified within the contractor’s specifications.

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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1.4 PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL MAY BE REQUIRED FOR
SUBSEQUENT ACTIONS

e California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region
o State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water
e California Division of Safety of Dams

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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SECTION 2 INITIAL STUDY

This document is a proposed Draft Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS-MND), which
addresses the potential environmental effects resulting from the proposed project.

2.1 LEGAL AUTHORITY AND FINDINGS

This IS-MND was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines and relevant provisions of CEQA of 1970, as amended.

Initial Study. Section 15063 of the CEQA Guidelines describes an Initial Study as a preliminary method
for analyzing the potential environmental consequences of a project. The purposes of an Initial Study
include:

(1) Providing the Lead Agency with the necessary information to decide whether to prepare an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or a Mitigated Negative Declaration;

(2) Enabling the Lead Agency to modify a project during the planning stage by mitigating adverse
impacts prior to preparation of CEQA documentation, thus avoiding the need to prepare an EIR;
and

(3) Providing documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a Mitigated Negative Declaration
that the significant environmental impacts of a project have been mitigated to a less-than-
significant level.

Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration. Section 15070 of the CEQA Guidelines states
that a public agency shall prepare a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration for a project
subject to CEQA when:

(a) The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before
the agency, that the project may have a significant effect on the environment; or

(b) The Initial Study identified potentially significant effects but:

1. Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the applicant before a
proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study are released for public review
would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects
would occur; and

2. There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that the
project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.

An IS-MND may be used to satisfy the requirements of CEQA when a proposed project would have no
significant unmitigable effects on the environment. As discussed further in subsequent sections of this
document, implementation of the proposed project would not result in any significant effects on the
environment that cannot be reduced to below a level of significance with the mitigation measures
included herein.

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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2.2 IMPACT ANALYSIS AND SIGNIFICANCE CLASSIFICATION

The following sections of this IS-MND provide discussions of the possible environmental effects of the
proposed project for specific issue areas as identified on the CEQA Environmental Checklist Form in
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. For each issue area, potential effects are discussed and evaluated.

A “significant effect on the environment” is defined by Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines as “a
substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area
affected by a project, including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of
historic or aesthetic significance.” According to the CEQA Guidelines, “an economic or social change by
itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment, but may be considered in
determining whether the physical change is significant.”

Following the evaluation of each environmental effect determined to be potentially significant is a

discussion of mitigation measures and the residual effects or level of significance remaining after the
implementation of the measures.

2.3 INITIAL STUDY AND ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. Project Title: Palos Verdes Reservoir Upgrades Project

2. Lead Agency Name and Address The Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California
700 North Alameda Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

3. Contact Person and Phone Number Malinda Stalvey (213) 217-5545

4. Project Location The City of Rolling Hills Estates, south of Palos

Verdes Drive North, east of Palos Verdes Drive
East, north of residences along Spinning Wheel
Lane and Carriage Drive, and west of Rolling
Hills Covenant Church and Green Hills
Memorial Park (see Figure 6).

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address The Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California
700 North Alameda Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

6. General Plan Land Use Designation Open Space / Cultural Resources Overlay

7. Description of Project See Project Characteristics in Section 1 of this
document

8. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting See Project Location in Section 1 of this
document

9. Other Agencies Whose Approval California Regional Water Quality Control

May Be Required Board

California Department of Public Health
California Division of Safety of Dams

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this proposed project,
involving at least one impact that could be lessened to a level of insignificance through incorporation of

mitigation.

[] Aesthetics ] Agriculture Resources X Air Quality

[X] Biological Resources X] Cultural Resources [] Geology / Soils

[[] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [X] Hazards & Hazardous Materials [ ] Hydrology / Water Quality
[] Land Use / Planning [] Mineral Resources [X] Noise

] Population / Housing [ ] Public Services [] Recreation

X Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities / Service Systems

25 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

]
X

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

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

prepared.

I 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" 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.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
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,
nothing further is required.

@ww 3/6/1s

Signature Date
Deirdre West Manager, Environmental Planning Team
Printed Name Title
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