OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

NOVEMBER 21, 2002

SUBJECT: 
Division 8 Compressed Natural Gas Fueling Facility
ACTION:
APPROVE INITIAL STUDY/ MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

RECOMMENDATIONS
A.
Approve and certify the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Division 8 Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) Fueling Facility Upgrade to increase CNG fueling capacity at that location (See Attachments A and B);

B.

Approve the Division 8 CNG station upgrade;

C.
Adopt the recommended Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the IS/MND (See Attachment C); and,

D.
Authorize staff to file a Notice of Determination of the IS/MND with the Los Angeles County Clerk (See Attachment D).

ISSUE

At the July 25, 2002 meeting, the Board approved award of a contract to The Hanover Company (Hanover) to upgrade the existing CNG fueling station at Division 8, located in Chatsworth.  Construction can begin only after California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements are met.  CEQA requires that public agencies prepare the appropriate documentation to inform the public and decision makers of the significant effects a discretionary project will have on the environment.  In compliance with CEQA, an Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) has been prepared for the project regarding the environmental impacts of expanding and modifying the existing CNG fueling facilities at MTA Division 8.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The MTA is required to comply with CEQA in order to upgrade the CNG station.  The station upgrade will increase the fueling capacity and ensure the MTA’s ability to meet current service commitments and expand its CNG fleet. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
· The Board has the option of disapproving the IS/MND.  This alternative would have the effect of rejecting the CNG Upgrade Project for Division 8, since the State's requirement to comply with CEQA would not have been met.  This alternative is not recommended since the problem of diesel air emissions would persist and MTA would lose the many public services, environmental, and financial benefits of the CNG Upgrade Project.

· The Board has the option of requiring additional environmental review, such as preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  This option is not recommended because there is no substantial evidence in the administrative record to support a fair argument that the proposed CNG Upgrade Project may have a significant impact on the environment.  Absent evidence of significant impact, CEQA does not require preparation of an EIR, but allows a Mitigated Negative Declaration.

· The Board has the option of adding new mitigation measures, removing or modifying any of the recommended mitigations discussed in this report and substituting measures which are equally or more effective.  This alternative is neither supported or opposed by MTA staff and is subject to the Board’s discretionary action on the proposed project.  However, in MTA’s Environmental Compliance staff’s opinion, the proposed mitigation measures for potential Hazards and Hazardous Materials and Noise impacts are adequate to reduce impacts to less than significant levels and fully satisfy the requirements of CEQA.

FINANCIAL IMPACT
As already indicated, the Board approved the award of the contract to Hanover to upgrade the CNG station at Division 8.  If the Board does not approve the IS/MND, the Board also does not approve the CNG Upgrade.  The MTA would be liable for all costs incurred by Hanover including costs necessary to terminate their subcontracts.

BACKGROUND

The MTA’s CNG fleet consists of 1,864 buses in operation.  The CNG station at Division 8, which was constructed in 1994, was MTA designed station.  It was designed with a backup compressor but it has been necessary to increase CNG buses assigned to this location, leaving the Division with no backup capacity when station maintenance and repair are required.  The station will be upgraded to increase fueling capacity and improve station performance by adding three gas motor drive compressors to replace the two existing compressors, increasing gas drying and storage capacity and upgrading the control and detection systems.  The MTA will retain ownership of any existing equipment remaining in use, and will lease the new equipment and control system that Hanover will add.  Hanover will be responsible for the maintenance of the entire station for ten years.

The CNG station upgrade will avoid added costs and operating inefficiencies associated with fueling CNG buses at distant facilities.  The expanded fueling capacity will also enable the MTA to assign more CNG buses to this division.  

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE AND RECOMMENDED MITIGATIONS UNDER CEQA
MTA is conducting the public review process concurrently with the November Board agenda preparation cycle.  A Notice of Availability and Notice of Intent to Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the MTA Division 8 CNG Fueling Facility was issued on October 3, 2002 (See Attachment E).  The IS/MND was made available for public review for a period of 20 days.  The public comment period began officially on October 4, 2002 and ended on October 25, 2002.  All comments from agencies or interested parties received during the comment period will be considered as part of MTA’s determination on the IS/MND and the CNG Upgrade Project.  Another opportunity for the public to provide input will be at the December 5, 2002 Board Meeting.

The IS/MND analyzed the environmental factors that could be potentially affected by the project, including noise, air quality, land use/planning, aesthetics, public services and mandatory findings of significance.  Each category was evaluated as to how the proposed CNG Upgrade Project could impact the existing environment.  Due to the limited potential for environmental impacts, the IS/MND determined that the proposed CNG Upgrade Project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment and does not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report.  This is because the proposed project has no potentially significant impacts after mitigation.

With the inclusion of mitigation measures for Hazards and Hazardous Materials and Noise, the CNG Upgrade Project will not have any significant adverse effect on the environment.

NEXT STEPS

Any comments received from the public review period will be resolved prior to Board approval of the IS/MND.  Responses will be provided to the Board at the Committee meeting.   MTA will file a Notice of Determination with the Los Angeles County Clerk.  After Board approval, construction will begin, with a scheduled completion date of April 8, 2003.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is proposing to upgrade and expand an existing Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) fueling facility at the Division 8 Maintenance and Operations Facility.  Pursuant to Section 21065(a) of the Public Resources Code (PRC), this activity constitutes a “project” requiring compliance with the full-disclosure provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), codified as Section 21000 et seq. of the PRC.

This Initial Study (IS) has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, and the State of California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (Division 6, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 6 of the California Administrative Code) for the purpose of analyzing the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental effects associated with the proposed project.  The State CEQA Guidelines are codified as Section 15000 et seq. of the California Code of Regulations.

1.1 Project Background and Overview

The MTA is the primary municipal bus transit provider in Los Angeles County.  Based on its commitment to use alternative fuels to power transit buses and comply with Federal and State air quality mandates in the region, the MTA is converting its bus fleet and light duty vehicles to use alternative fuels.  Compressed Natural Gas, a clean burning fuel, was selected by the MTA as its primary alternative fuel source to gasoline and diesel fuel. The addition of CNG vehicles requires that CNG fueling facilities will be added or upgraded at most of the MTA Maintenance and Operations Divisions. Increasing the use of CNG powered vehicles by the MTA will reduce the exhaust emissions associated with operating buses and other vehicles in Los Angeles County, and assist in meeting the goals and requirements for improving air quality as implemented by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

The proposed project involves the expansion and upgrade of an existing CNG fueling facility at MTA Division 8, located on 9201 Canoga Avenue in the community of Chatsworth in the City of Los Angeles, shown in Figure 1, Vicinity Map.  The new facility will be installed in the location of the existing CNG facility, which is part of the fueling and maintenance facility on the site. 

1.2 Purpose and Legal Authority 

Pursuant to Section 21065(a) of the Public Resources Code (PRC), the proposed activity described above and in more detail in Section 2.0, “Project Description”, constitutes a “project” requiring compliance with the full disclosure provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); codified as Section 21000 et. seq. of the PRC.  Pursuant to Section 15051 (a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority (MTA) shall act as Lead Agency for this project. Section 15063(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency to conduct an Initial Study (IS) to determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environment.  

The MTA, acting in its capacity as Lead Agency, required this IS to analyze the direct, indirect and cumulative environmental effects associated with the Division 8 CNG project.  Pursuant to Section 15070 of the State CEQA Guidelines: if, on the basis of the IS, the Lead Agency finds that there is no substantial evidence the project, either as proposed or as modified to include the mitigation measures identified in the IS per Section 15370 (d), will cause a significant effect on the environment, the Lead Agency shall prepare a Negative Declaration (ND) or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for pending actions. 

The information and analyses contained in this IS supports the finding that the proposed project, construction of a new CNG compressor compound and fueling facility at Division 8, will not cause a significant environmental effect. The MTA will prepare the proposed MND in accordance with Sections 15071 and 15072 of the State CEQA Guidelines.  

This IS document compiles the results of the environmental analysis required under Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. This environmental analysis supports a finding that the construction of the proposed project, as described, will not produce any significant effects on the environment. The information in this IS provides an environmental basis for subsequent discretionary actions on the project.  The resulting document is not, however, a policy document and its approval or certification does not assume or compel any action on the part of those agencies from whom permits and other discretionary approvals will be required.

1.3  Incorporation by Reference 

Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15150, this IS incorporates by reference all or portions of other technical documents that are a matter of public-record.  Those documents either relate to the proposed project or provide additional information concerning the environmental setting in which the project is proposed.  Where all or a portion of another document is incorporated by reference, the incorporated language shall be considered to be set forth in full as part of the text to this IS.

The information contained in this Initial Study is based, in part, on the following related technical studies that include the project site or provide information addressing the general project area:

· City of Los Angeles Conservation Plan, December 1973, Revised 1991

· City of Los Angeles General Plan 

· Risk of Upset Report, Dames & Moore, 1998  

· City of Los Angeles Zoning Code, Revised 2000

· Noise Analysis, Davy & Associates, September 2002 (Appendix C)

· City of Los Angeles General Plan Safety Element, November 1996

· California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Zones Map, Canoga Park Quadrangle, February, 1, 1998

· California Division of Mines and Geology Special Study Zone Map, Effective February 1, 1998.

1.4 Statutory Requirements 

Section 15063(d) of the State CEQA Guidelines identifies specific disclosure requirements for inclusion in an IS.  Pursuant to those requirements, this IS includes the following:

1. A description of the project, including the location of the project.

2. An identification of the environmental setting.

3. An identification of environmental effects by use of a checklist. The entries on the checklist are briefly explained to indicate that there is some evidence to support the entries (Appendix A).

4. A discussion of ways to mitigate any significant effects identified, if any.

5. An examination of whether the project is compatible with existing zoning, planing and other applicable land use controls.

6. The name of a person or persons who prepared or participated in the preparation of the IS.

1.5 List of Entitlements and Regulatory Permits 

A list of all necessary entitlements and regulatory permits that must be obtained for the proposed project is provided in Table 1 (Project Entitlements and Regulatory Permits).
Table 1

Project Entitlements and Regulatory Permits

South Coast Air Quality Management District   


Air Quality Permit

County of Los Angeles Fire Department 



Division 5 Hazardous Materials Permit

2.0 PROJECT Description
2.1 Project Location

The project is located within the MTA Division 8 facility located in the community of Chatsworth in the City of Los Angeles (see Figure 2 Overall site plan). The project address is 9201 Canoga Avenue, Chatsworth, California.  The MTA Division 8 property is located on the northeast corner of the intersection of Nordhoff Street and Canoga Avenue, and is bordered by Prairie Street to the north and Alabama Avenue to the west.  The property is zoned MR2-1, Restricted Light Industrial Zone, and has a general plan designation of Light Manufacturing.  A compressed natural gas station is a permitted use in the MR2-1 zone and is currently existing on site (see Figure 3 Existing equipment layout).

The project site is bordered by Prairie Street to the north and Alabama Avenue to the west, in the far northeast corner of the Division 8 facility.  The adjacent area is also zoned as MR2-1, with established industrial and commercial uses on all land surrounding the project and the property. The adjacent area has a general plan designation of Light Manufacturing. Approximately 750 feet away, there is a residentially zoned area, comprising mobile homes and apartments. That area is zoned as

2.2 Environmental Setting

MTA Division 8 is located in the west San Fernando Valley in the City of Los Angeles. This urban area includes commercial and industrial uses. A review of the City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning documents for this area, as well as a review of current area maps and a site inspection, indicates that Aggeler High School is located on the southwest corner of Plummer Street and Variel Street, approximately 1400 feet from the MTA property. No hospitals are within 1000 feet of the property line in Division 8. As mentioned before there is a portion of a residential area that begins approximately 750' away from the MTA property boundary at Nordhoff and Canoga. This area is zoned R3-1, for Multiple Dwelling Units, with a General Plan Designation of Limited Manufacturing.

2.3 Project Description

The project proposed for Division 8 is the installation of a new Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) compressor compound and fueling system to replace the existing CNG facility installed in 1994.  The new compressors will be located in approximately the same location as the existing CNG compressor compound, in a paved portion of the lot (see Figure 4 and Figure 5 New Equipment Layout and Site Photographs). The new fueling system will be installed to replace the system now in use, with no change in layout or location.

The new compressor compound will include: (one) gas dryer; (three) high-speed gas compressor packages with emissions controls, engine silencers, and a sound attenuated equipment enclosure; (one) back up generator; (six) storage spheres; (one) defueling system; computerized control systems and a gas detection system.  In addition, (four) new gas dispensers for the MTA buses and (one) new gas dispenser for MTA light duty vehicles will be installed to replace the existing dispensers, also installed in 1994.  The Gas Company will replace the existing gas meter assembly and emergency shut down (ESD) valve that supplies the current CNG system.  In addition, the future connections installed with the existing CNG operation will be used for this project. 

The MTA requires that its new CNG facilities meet regulatory requirements related to air quality, noise reduction and safety.  The compressor equipment is designed and rated to meet all emissions and sound attenuation requirements as established by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and the City of Los Angeles. In addition the equipment meets the latest Federal, State and local fire and electrical code requirements. The storage system includes all required shut off, drain and relief valves to ensure all safety standards are met. The dispensing and defueling area is equipped with a gas detection system including emergency shut down, to monitor the immediate atmosphere for the presence of methane in excess of federally-established safety standards. A detailed description of the CNG operation, including dispensing and storage, is attached in Appendix C.  

2.4 Project Objectives

This project will achieve the following objectives:

· Replacement of an existing CNG facility with a new CNG facility that meets the most current safety and operational standards available.

· Reduce exhaust emissions by MTA vehicles and hasten the conversion of MTA’s conventionally fueled vehicle fleet by providing convenient access for CNG fueling. 

· Privatization of all operations and maintenance for MTA’s CNG fueling facilities in order to increase efficiency and reduce capital outlay. 

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

3.1 Introduction

In accordance with its role as Lead Agency, the MTA will include substantive evidence in conjunction with an environmental assessment document utilized to prepare the Initial Study. This information will then be reviewed to determine whether the project may have a significant effect on the environment, to establish mitigation measures when such an effect is identified, to justify the adoption of a negative declaration, and to adopt a mitigation monitoring program (Section 21081.6).  If the project will have a significant effect on the environment, the MTA will determine whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project. 

The information for the proposed project was obtained from materials provided by the MTA, The Hanover Company, and The Gas Company, in September of 2002.

The checklist utilized for this IS will be found in Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines. The findings for each category are defined as:

· “Potentially Significant Impact” – indicating that the proposal may produce a significant effect on the environment

· “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” – indicating that the proposal may produce a significant effect, but implementation of mitigation measures as part of the project will reduce the impact to a less than significant level

· “Less Than Significant” – indicating that the impacts from the project as proposed may impact the environment, but the impacts are below thresholds of significance.

· “No Impact” – indicating that the project as proposed will not impact the environment. 

3.2 Environmental Checklist Form

Pursuant to Section 15063 (d)(3), the following assessment provides the substantial evidence supporting the environmental findings of the Initial Study.  The responses are established by the environmental factors presented in Appendix G for the CEQA Environmental Checklist (attached here as Appendix A).  The format of this section is based on that checklist, including the categories of environmental impacts and findings as stated in that checklist.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

I. AESTHETICS – Would the project:
a) Have substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact.  Per the City of Los Angeles, there are no designated scenic vistas within the project vicinity.1 The existing 8 to 9-foot high concrete block wall will screen the new CNG facility to the north and west (see Figures 5E and 5F).  The project will not result in any substantial aesthetic changes over existing conditions.  No impacts to scenic vistas will occur as a result of the project's implementation.

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

No Impact.  Per the City of Los Angeles, there are no designated scenic resources or highways within the project vicinity1.  The project would not result in any substantial damage to scenic resources over existing conditions.  Therefore, no impacts to scenic resources would occur as a result of project development.
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?

No Impact.  The project does not propose any substantial alteration to the existing site.  As a result, the visual character of the site would remain virtually unchanged, and the proposed project would not substantially degrade the visual quality or character of the site.  The existing 8 to 9-foot screen wall surrounding the Division 8 Maintenance and Operation facility will be maintained to provide screening along Prairie and Alabama Street.

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

No Impact.  The project will not result in any new sources of light and glare or interfere with any views.  The CNG facility will utilize existing on-site light sources.  There are no residential uses within the area surrounding the project.  Therefore, there will be no impacts from light and glare as a result of implementing this project.

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) 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 project site is an existing, established MTA Maintenance and Operations facility and is located in a developed urban setting.  The area does not contain any agricultural uses or operations.  No impacts would occur to agricultural resources as a result of development of this project.  

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact.  The project site is located in a developed urban setting and does not contain any agricultural uses or operations.  Adjacent zoning allows industrial and commercial uses.  No impacts will occur to agricultural resources as a result of development of this project.  

c) 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 proposed CNG facility will be located on an existing MTA lot and will not require expansion of the property. The area surrounding the MTA lot is fully developed and is not designated as farmland.  No impacts will occur to agricultural resources as a result of development of this project

III. AIR QUALITY – Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

No Impact.  The applicable air quality plan for the project area is the 1997 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) prepared by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  CEQA requires that projects be consistent with the AQMP.  One of the goals of the AQMP is reducing emissions from diesel engines throughout the South Coast Air Basin.  The project involves the installation of equipment and improvements to allow the use of CNG-fueled buses.  CNG is considered a clean burning fuel.  In the long term, the operation and use of CNG buses will incrementally contribute toward regional, State, and Federal goals for improved air quality in the South Coast Air Basin.  The proposed project will be consistent with the AQMP and future beneficial impacts are anticipated. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  There is an existing CNG unit on-site.  The new CNG facility will not add or contribute any additional adverse impacts to air quality.  Construction contractors will be required to follow all applicable SCAQMD rules and regulations to minimize any impacts to air quality during construction.  The facility will obtain and comply with all terms of permits to be issued by the SCAQMD (Authority to Construct, Permit to Operate).  In the long term, the operation and use of CNG buses will incrementally contribute toward regional, State, and Federal goals for improved air quality in the South Coast Air Basin.  As a result, the project will have a less than significant impact on air quality and will not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.  Beneficial impacts are anticipated.

c)  Result in a cumulatively considerable 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 which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

No Impact.  As discussed under Responses III.a) and III.b), above, the project as proposed, will not result in any significant air quality impacts and therefore, will not contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of critical pollutants.  Cumulatively, the operation of CNG vehicles will reduce the exhaust emissions associated with MTA buses and other vehicles, in order to contribute to meeting the goals of the Clean Air Act as implemented by the SCAQMD. The facility will obtain and comply with all terms of permits to be issued by the SCAQMD.  

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

No Impact.  The proposed project source is more than 1000-feet away from any schools or hospitals.  A portion of the Southern Pacific Railway and Canoga Avenue separate the project area from the local high school located 1400 feet away.  The project will meet all appropriate emissions standards established by SCAQMD according to the Authority to Construct/Permit to Operate required prior to project implementation.  Refer to Response III.a), above. Cumulatively, the operation of CNG vehicles will reduce the exhaust emissions associated with MTA buses and other vehicles, in order to contribute to meeting the goals of the Clean Air Act as implemented by the SCAQMD.

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

No Impact.  The proposed project will reduce the number of diesel-fueled buses, which are a primary source of objectionable odor.  There may be some reduction in odors associated with the operation of CNG buses. The natural gas that supplies the CNG operation will be contained in a manner that will not allow it to be vented into the ambient atmosphere. No impact related to odor is anticipated.

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

No Impact.  There are no designated biologically sensitive areas or species within the property.1 No endangered, threatened, or rare species of plants or animals or their habitats are known to exist on the property or immediate surrounding environment.  Based on the historic use of the project site, the urbanized nature of the project site, the absence of on-site vegetation and the extent of the current site coverage with impervious material (e.g., asphalt, concrete), insufficient habitat area exists to support any sensitive plant or animal species.  No significant impacts are anticipated.

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

No Impact.  There are no designated riparian areas or species within the property or adjacent area.1 No endangered, threatened, or rare species of plants or animals or their habitats are known to exist on the property or immediate surrounding environment.  Based on the historic use of the project site, the urbanized nature of the project site, the absence of on-site vegetation and the extent of the current site coverage with impervious material (e.g., asphalt, concrete), insufficient habitat area exists to support any sensitive plant or animal species.  No impacts are anticipated.

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?

No Impact.  Per the City of Los Angeles, the California Department of Fish and Game,  and the USGS Canoga Park 7.5' Quadrangle, there are no designated wetlands within or adjacent to the project property. No locally designated natural communities exist on-site.  Therefore no impacts are anticipated.

d) 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.  There are no designated biologically sensitive areas or species on or adjacent to the property.  No wildlife corridors or wildlife nursery sites exist within the yard area of Division 8. Based on the historic use of the project site, the urbanized nature of the project site, the absence of on-site vegetation and the extent of the current site coverage with impervious material (e.g. asphalt, concrete), insufficient habitat area exists to support any resident wildlife species.

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

No Impact.  There are no designated biological resources within the project site or adjacent area.1 No designated trees exist on the Division 8 property.  Therefore, the project would not conflict with any policies or ordinances designed to protect biological resources.

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?

No Impact.  There is no conservable habitat available on or adjacent to the project location, therefore the project will not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.  
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5?

Less Than Significant Impact. This site is not located within a designated cultural resource area.2 The project site is currently paved and no further major excavation or other disturbances of the site would occur. No significant impacts to historical resources are anticipated.  However, to avoid damaging any unknown archaeological resources, if previously unidentified cultural resources are found during construction, work will cease at that location and the MTA will arrange for proper treatment of these resources.

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  This site is not located within a designated cultural resource area.1 The project site is currently paved and no further major excavation or other disturbances of the site would occur. No significant impacts to archaeological resources are anticipated.  However, to avoid damaging any unknown artifacts, if previously unidentified cultural resources are found during construction, work will cease at that location and the MTA will arrange for proper treatment of these resources.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. This site is not located within a designated cultural resource area2. The project site is currently paved and no further major excavation or other disturbances of the site would occur. No significant impacts to paleontological resources are anticipated. However, to avoid damaging any unknown paleontological resources, if previously unidentified cultural resources are found during construction, work will cease at that location and the MTA will arrange for proper treatment of these resources.

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  This site is not located within a designated cultural resource area3 The existing CNG Facility was developed in 1994 and no further major excavation or other disturbances of the site will occur.  The current project is not expected to disturb any human remains.  However, to avoid damaging any unknown resources, if previously unidentified human remains are found during construction, work will cease at that location and the MTA will arrange for proper treatment of those remains.
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential 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.

No Impact.  The project site is not located in a Special Study Fault Zone.
 All structures will be designed and constructed in accordance with the Uniform Building Code to withstand seismic ground shaking.  No significant impacts related to fault rupture are anticipated.  

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not located in a Special Study Fault Zone.  Although all areas of California could potentially be subject to seismic activity, this project will be designed and constructed in accordance with the Uniform Building Code (UBC), Uniform Fire Code (UFC), and National Fire Protection Agency (NFPA) regulations to withstand seismic ground shaking and its effects.  Therefore, no significant impacts related to fault rupture are anticipated.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. Per the California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Hazard Zone Map, the project area is not located in a designated potential liquefaction zone.  The project site is flat and immediate surroundings are developed with impervious surfaces, except for any landscaped areas.  No landslides, rock falls, or mudflows are expected neither to occur that may affect the project nor is the project expected to cause any landslides, rock falls, or mudflows that may affect surrounding properties.
iv) Landslides?

No Impact. Per the California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Hazard Zone Map1, the project area is not located in a designated landslide zone.  The project site is flat and immediate surroundings are developed with impervious surfaces, except for any landscaped areas.  No landslides, rock falls, or mudflows are expected to occur that may affect the project nor is the project expected to cause any landslides, rock falls, or mudflows that may affect surrounding properties.   

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

No Impact.  The excavation required for this project only consists of digging a short (less than 10 feet) shallow trench for natural gas and electrical conduits.  Development of the CNG facility will not significantly change the topography or create unstable soil conditions.

c) Be located on a geologic 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?

No Impact. The project site is level and currently developed to meet safety requirements established in 1994.  Construction of the CNG compressor compound requires minimal grading that would not result in or be affected by unstable soil conditions, nor create on or off-site hazards. The new facility will meet all current, applicable codes for development.

d) 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?

No Impact.  The CNG facility will be constructed to meet or exceed current Uniform Building Code standards for the city of Los Angeles.  Although not anticipated, any unsuitable soils will be removed and replaced with structural fill during construction.  No significant impacts regarding expansive soils are anticipated with the development of this project.

e) 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.  All required sewer and stormwater connections are constructed and in operation at the MTA Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility.  The new CNG facility will utilize the existing systems and will not significantly impact the stability of surrounding soils.  Additional installation of wastewater removal systems will not be necessary.
VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated.  Construction contractors must adhere to the appropriate occupational health and safety requirements applicable for the proposed construction activity.  Safety precautions for the installation and use of the CNG equipment, including refueling and maintenance of buses, will be conducted in accordance with rules and procedures specific to the Division 8 facility and comparable to existing MTA CNG equipment operations.  Extensive training of on-site personnel will be undertaken prior to use and operation of CNG equipment, including buses.  No significant health and safety impacts are anticipated.  See also response VII.b) below.   

b) 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?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated.  Risk is defined as the probability or frequency of occurrence of an event and the consequence of net effect of the event if it occurs.  

Risks of Exposure to an Accidental Release

If an accidental release were to occur, the only substance that would be released would be methane (CH4). The effect of CH4 to humans depends on the duration of exposure and the extent to which gas replaces or displaces oxygen.  The risk of an accidental release would be unusual due to several preventative measures incorporated into the design of the station and strict governmental standards. Typically a person would be exposed only for a short period of time.  A possible effect of the exposure may be temporary dizziness and shortness of breath.  Prolonged exposure may result in temporary or permanent effects such as motor impairment or memory loss.  In extremely rare instances, excessive prolonged exposure may result in death.  

Natural gas in its pure state is tasteless, colorless and odorless.  As a safety measure, an odorant called mercaptan is added so that any leak can be detected easily.  Because natural gas is non-toxic, non-carcinogenic and non-corrosive, in the event of a spill there is no threat to land or water.  In the rare event of a line rupture, CNG does not form combustible pools on the ground, as do other fuels.  In comparison to gasoline and propane, natural gas has a higher ignition point and a very narrow range of flammability allowing for a higher level of safety for the surrounding community.

In the event of an accidental leak, it is highly unlikely that anyone would be exposed to CH4 for more than a few seconds.  The natural gas containment units are outdoors allowing for rapid dispersal of the gas by the air.  CH4 has a lighter atomic weight than oxygen (O2), which will quickly dissipate the CH4 upward into the atmosphere.  

Risks of an Accidental Explosion

The new CNG facility will be designed to avoid and prevent any leakage of fluids or gas.  In the rare event that gas may leak, there could be a possibility of explosion. However, the probability of an explosion is extremely minimal.  Air and methane in the proper proportions could ignite, liberating heat, which is absorbed primarily by the products of combustion.  The rise in temperature of the gases of combustion cause an increase in pressure and if the gases are confined it can result in an explosion.  Ignition of a natural gas leak requires the proper proportions of O2 and CH4 and an adequate source of ignition.  For this reason, areas that present the risk of a gas release maintain a standard, which prohibits the use of flame or sparks within 50ft of the facility at MTA Division 8.

The proposed project involves CNG-related improvements similar to the existing facilities at this and other MTA divisions.  The CNG equipment systems at these locations have been in use for over 7 years with no incidents of release or explosion reported.  Historically, CNG has served as an alternate fuel for vehicles for thirty years with a low rate of adverse impacts.

A risk evaluation was performed to identify the worst-case scenario disaster of a CNG facility (see Appendix B).  The total release of CNG from a buffer storage tank attached to a compressor station (or area) was identified as the worst-case scenario for a CNG project.  The result of such a scenario would be an explosion and fire.  To provide alarm warning, a gas leak detection/monitoring system will be installed and/or upgraded at both the CNG compressor and at the Fuel and Vacuum building. The City of Los Angeles Fire Department will approve the system prior to installation, and again prior to operation.  The release of CNG in any amount via a small leak through a fitting or sealing component will be immediately detected.  The gas detection/monitoring system will utilize both visual and audible alarms and will be fully functional during a power outage.  The gas detection/monitoring system will have internal sensors to measure the amount of gas released from the system, referred to as Lower Explosion Levels (LEL).  20% LEL will result in both visual and audible alarms.  40% LEL will result in an automatic shutdown of all compressors and a shut off of the CNG supply throughout the system. MTA and Fire Department personnel are trained to respond appropriately to the alarms and will implement an approved emergency response plan.    

The most likely worst-case hazard from the proposed bus fueling area and handling systems would be a loss of containment from a loading hose failure.  For evaluation purposes, assume pressurized release of CNG from a loading hose occurs.  Once detected, an emergency shutoff would be used to stop the supply of CNG to the affected area. The fueling area will not be contained within a building.  Due to the open nature of the facility, the probability of gas accumulating at high concentrations is low.  Fire or explosion will be difficult in these conditions.  The filling area of the Fueling and Vacuum Building is designed to prevent the occurrence of sparks.  Without a source of ignition, the potential for any fire or explosion is minimal.

No hospitals or schools are located within 1,000ft of the proposed CNG facility location. A small mobile home park is approximately 750 feet from the property line at Nordhoff and Canoga. An existing 8 to 9-foot tall wall surrounds the property to screen the new facility and incidentally may provide an extra measure of fire protection.  Additional safety measures include, but are not limited to, the following:

Mitigation Measures for Hazardous Materials

Operations and Maintenance.

The CNG equipment operations and maintenance procedures shall include provisions for regular inspections, personnel training, and emergency response.  Said procedures shall incorporate pertinent provisions from manuals in effect at Divisions 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, and 18, on procedures specific to the handling and maintenance of equipment and materials proposed for the Division 8 CNG Fueling Facility, and existing procedures in full force and effect at Division 8.  In addition, sensors shall be included in the design of pumping and fueling stations, pipelines, and valves.  CNG equipment will be equipped with shutdown and monitoring devices.  Appropriate testing off and onsite (Division 8) will occur prior to full operation of the CNG project, as noted below and described in detail within project documents and specifications.

Equipment.

Shutdowns and alarms shall be electronic and displayed or annunciated on a display panel.  Each compressor shall be equipped with a gas detection and warning system, as well as emergency shutdown switches at each compressor control panel capable of shutting down the entire system.  At a minimum, the compressors shall be monitored relative to gas pressure and temperature, lubricator oil level, pressure and temperature.  All CNG lines and storage tanks shall be monitored for pressure as well.

Off-site testing.

The CNG equipment manufacturer (vendor) shall plan, schedule, and conduct prescribed performance tests, in cooperation with the MTA, or its designated representative.  The procedures for conducting performance tests shall be provided to the MTA prior to the scheduled date of testing.  Each test procedure shall contain pass/fail criteria for each step.  No testing shall take place until the MTA has reviewed and approved the test procedures.  The MTA shall have access to the vendors quality control program for review prior to the start of equipment fabrication.  All off-site testing of CNG equipment shall be conducted prior to shipment by the vendor to the MTA.

On-site testing.

The MTA-retained contractor and the MTA project engineer shall be responsible for inspections, field-tests, adjustments (if necessary), and start-up activities undertaken prior to full operation of the CNG equipment.  MTA approval of test procedures (Test Plan) is required prior to scheduling CNG equipment and systems testing and start-up at the Division 8 site.  As part of the Test Plan, it shall be demonstrated that the CNG system can successfully fuel a small fleet of 25 CNG buses for 5 consecutive days, under various test conditions, without any operational difficulties or problems.  The gas monitoring and warning system shall be tested to show that the system is working properly and that it has been approved for operations by the City of Los Angeles Fire Marshal.

These mitigation measures will ensure compliance with applicable environmental standards and will provide safety for the surrounding community.  Therefore, development of this project as proposed with the mitigation measures will not create any significant environmental or health hazards. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact. Refer to response to VII.a), above.  No hospitals or residential areas are located within a one-quarter mile of the proposed expansion to the existing CNG facility location.  Aggeler High School is located at the southwest corner of Plummer Street and Variel Avenue, approximately 1400 feet away from MTA Division 8’s property line.

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?

No Impact.  The project site is not known to be included on a list of hazardous materials sites 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 project site is not located within a designated airport land use plan.1  It is not within 2 miles of any public airport. The new CNG facility will be constructed inside the existing Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility, which contains an existing CNG fueling station.  As a result, the project is not expected to generate significant safety hazards concerning residents or citizens working in the project area.

f) 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. Per the City of Los Angeles1, the project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.  The new CNG facility will be constructed inside the Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility, which contains an existing CNG fueling station.  As a result, the project is not expected to generate significant safety hazards concerning residents or citizens working in the project area.

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

No Impact. The proposed project will be located within the existing MTA Division 8 site.  Construction contractors must adhere to the appropriate occupational health and safety requirements applicable for the proposed construction activity.  Safety precautions necessary for the installation and use of the CNG equipment will be conducted in accordance with rules and procedures specific to the Division 8 facility and comparable to existing MTA CNG equipment operations.  Construction will comply with City of Los Angeles standards so as to avoid conflict with any major emergency evacuation routes from the project site.  No impacts to applicable adopted emergency response procedures are anticipated.

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?

No Impact.  The project site is paved and located in a fully developed area of the City of Los Angeles.  The State of California has not designated this area as a hazardous fire zone1 and does not require special building standards for fire protection from flammable brush, grass, or trees.  The station will be constructed per current UBC, UFC, NEC, and NFPA codes.  Therefore no impacts from exposure to wildland fires are anticipated.

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY – Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

No Impact.  The project will not directly discharge into surface waters and will utilize the existing approved storm drainage system.  All City, State, and Federal water quality standards will be met or exceeded with development of the CNG facility.

b) 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)?

No Impact.  The majority of the proposed modifications will be above ground.  The only underground feature will consist of a natural gas line.  The addition of this utility line will not significantly affect the quantity of groundwater or the groundwater recharge capability and will not be placed deep enough to alter the integrity of an aquifer.   

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?

No Impact.  The project site is currently developed, paved, and utilizes an existing storm drainage system.  Development of the proposed project will not directly or indirectly affect the direction of water movements or currents in the local bodies of water.

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 amount of surface runoff in a manner, which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

No Impact.  The proposed project will involve minor alterations to on-site conditions. The project would not involve any excavation or trenching since the new CNG facility would replace an existing one.  No significant changes will be made to site elevations.  No alterations will be made to surrounding properties or existing flood management facilities. On-site surface flows will be collected for disposal within the existing storm drain system and will not directly discharge into surface waters.  No significant changes in the amount of surface water or in the drainage patterns are anticipated with development of the proposed project.

e) 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? 
No Impact.  The proposed project will involve minor alterations to on-site conditions.  No significant changes will be made to site elevations.  No alterations will be made to surrounding properties or existing flood management facilities. On-site surface flows will be collected for disposal within the existing storm drain system and will not directly discharge into surface waters.  Replacement of the existing CNG facility will not create a significant amount of additional water runoff.  Therefore, no significant adverse impacts are anticipated.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
No Impact.  The project will utilize the existing storm drainage system and will meet or exceed all City, State, and Federal water quality standards.  No significant impacts to groundwater quality are anticipated with the development of the CNG facility.

g) 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 of the proposed project will not include construction or relocation of residential housing.  No impacts are anticipated.  

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

No Impact.  The proposed project will not locate structures within a 100-year flood hazard area.1 No alterations will be made to surrounding properties or existing flood management facilities or plans.

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?

No Impact.  The replacement of the existing CNG facility will not involve any changes to or affect any flood control devices.

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact.   The project site is not in a coastal area nor is it near a lake (see Figure 1 Vicinity map).  Due to the project location, no impacts concerning seiche or tsunami are anticipated.  Per the California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Hazard Map, the project site is not located in a designated potential landslide area.2 Therefore, no impacts concerning mudflow are anticipated.

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?    

No Impact. The proposed CNG facility would be located on an existing MTA lot and will not require expansion of the property. The area surrounding the MTA lot is fully developed and will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of the established community.

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?  

No Impact.  The project site is located in an MR2-1 zone and has a general plan designation of Light Industrial.  A CNG facility is a permitted use within this zone3 and is compatible with the general plan designation. The project will meet or exceed all applicable environmental standards as adopted by agencies with jurisdictions over the project, including but not limited to the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the City of Los Angeles Fire Department.
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?  

No Impact.  The project site is located in a developed urban setting and not within a designated special habitat area. No endangered, threatened, or rare species of plants or animals or their habitats are known exist on the property or the immediate surrounding environment.  Based on the historic use of the project site, the urbanized nature of the project site, the absence of on-site vegetation and the extent of the current site coverage with impervious material (e.g. asphalt, concrete), insufficient habitat area exists to support any sensitive plant or animal species.  No significant impacts are anticipated.

X.  Mineral RESOURCES.  Would the project:
a) Result in a loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact.  No loss of availability of any known mineral resource that will be of future value to the region and the residents of the State is anticipated with the development of the new CNG facility.

b) 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. No loss of availability of any known mineral resource that will be of future value to the region and the residents of the State is anticipated with the development of the new CNG facility.

X. NOISE.  Would the project result in:
a) 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?

No Impact.   The proposed project is a permitted use in the MR2-1 zone and is compatible with the general plan designation of Light Manufacturing. The City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance states that ambient noise during nighttime hours shall be considered to be 70 dBA in an M2 zone.  Noise levels may not exceed this ambient noise level by more than 5 dB1.  The project as proposed will place all engine and compressor equipment in acoustical enclosures.  These enclosures, combined with the existing 8 to 9-foot tall wall will provide sound attenuation that will not exceed the existing thresholds for the zone (see attached acoustical analysis, Appendix C). During construction, all noise levels will be within the allowable limits set by governing agencies, including CALOSHA and the City of Los Angeles.  No impacts are anticipated.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
No Impact.  The proposed location of the expanded CNG facility will not be within 1000 feet of any hospitals or schools. The nearest residential area is separated from the project site by the MTA parking area, Nordhoff Street, and several other Industrial and Commercial uses. The compressor compound is designed to eliminate vibrations associated with this operation.  The surrounding community and school will not be exposed to severe groundborne noise levels.  Construction noise will be controlled in accordance with local rules and ordinances.  No impacts are anticipated. 
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project is a permitted use in the MR2-1 zone and is compatible with the general plan designation of light industrial. The City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance states that approximately 70 dBA is allowable as an ambient noise level in the M2 zone. Noise levels may not exceed this ambient noise level by more than 5 dB1. The project as proposed would place all engine and compressor equipment in acoustical enclosures that will reduce sound levels.  These enclosures, combined with the existing 8-foot wall along the periphery of the property will provide sound attenuation that will not exceed the existing thresholds for the zone (see attached Acoustical Analysis, Appendix C). During construction, all noise levels will be within the allowable limits set by governing agencies, including CALOSHA and the city of Los Angeles. Therefore, any impact to existing noise levels is anticipated to be less than significant.
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is a permitted use in the M2R-1 zone and is compatible with the general plan designation of Light Manufacturing. The City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance states that approximately 70 dBA is allowable as an ambient noise level in the MR2 zone. Noise levels may not exceed this ambient noise level by more than 5 dB1.  The project as proposed would place all engine and compressor equipment in acoustical enclosures that will reduce sound levels.  These enclosures, combined with the existing 8-foot wall along the periphery of the property will provide sound attenuation that will not exceed the existing thresholds for the zone (see attached Acoustical Analysis, Appendix C). During construction, all noise levels will be within the allowable limits set by governing agencies, including CALOSHA and the city of Los Angeles. Therefore, any impact to existing noise levels is anticipated to be less than significant.

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 expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
No Impact. The proposed project is not located within a designated airport land use plan area1. Therefore no impacts related to noise from aircraft and airport operations are anticipated.
f) 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 proposed project is not located within a designated airport land use plan area1 or within the vicinity of a private airstrip.  The proposed project is a permitted use in the MR2-1 zone and is compatible with the general plan designation of light industrial. Therefore no impacts related to noise from aircraft and airport operations are anticipated.
XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project:
a) Include 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)?

No Impact.  The proposed project involves the replacement of an existing CNG facility within the Division 8 bus yard and will not affect population growth.  The proposed project will not create a significant number of new jobs to encourage new housing or migration to the general area.  The area surrounding the project has existing developed infrastructure and will not require any additional roadways.  Development of the proposed project will not induce, directly or indirectly, substantial growth in the community.

b)
Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact. The proposed project involves improvements to the existing facilities at Division 8, which contains no residential uses.  Development of the proposed project will not displace or modify any existing housing in the community.

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

No Impact.  The proposed project involves improvements to the existing facilities at Division 8, which contains no residential uses.  Development of the proposed project will not directly or indirectly displace residents in the community.

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered government services in any of the following areas:
a) 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:

i)      Fire protection?

No Impact.  The Los Angeles City Fire Department, Station 96, serves the proposed project and will not affect, alter, or result in a need for additional fire protection services.

ii)       Police protection?

No Impact.  The proposed project is served by the Los Angeles Police Department, Devonshire Division, and will not affect, alter, or result in a need for additional police protection services. 

iii) Schools?

No Impact.  The proposed project will modify an existing CNG facility and will not affect, alter, or result in a need for additional schools.

iv) Parks?

No Impact.  The proposed project will modify an existing CNG facility and will not affect, alter, or result in a need for additional parks.  

v) Other public facilities?

No Impact.  The proposed project will modify an existing CNG facility and the amount of traffic generated will remain constant.  Development of the CNG facility will not affect, alter, or result in a need for additional maintenance of public facilities or roads.

XIV. RECREATION.
a) 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?

No Impact.  The proposed project will not result in a substantial increase in the demand for neighborhood parks due to its use.  Development of the CNG facility will be located within the existing MTA bus yard and will not remove any lands previously used for recreation.  A significant increase in park usage is not anticipated.
b) 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.  A significant impact to existing recreational opportunities or an adverse physical effect on the environment is not anticipated since the site is already developed and the surroundings are fully urbanized.

XV. Transportation/Traffic.  Would the project:
a) 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)?

No Impact.  A CNG facility for city buses is currently located on the project site.  There will be no increase to vehicle trips beyond the existing traffic level.  The amount of traffic generated by the proposed project will be limited to the MTA fleet that obtains fuel in this division.   
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

No Impact.  A CNG facility for city buses is currently located on the project site.  There will be no increase, either individually or cumulatively, to traffic congestion beyond the existing traffic level.  The amount of traffic generated by the proposed project will be limited to the MTA fleet that obtains fuel in this division.  

c) 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?

No Impact.  The proposed project will replace an existing CNG facility within the MTA bus yard.  Therefore, no impacts to existing air traffic patterns are anticipated. No change in location is proposed.

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

No Impact.  The proposed project will replace an existing CNG facility within the MTA bus yard.  The patterns and amounts will not change from their current levels and will not create a change to nearby traffic patterns or increase road hazards.  The design and layout of the facility will minimize any hazards or conflicts for traffic circulation in the MTA yard.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact.  The project site will be located in an existing MTA Bus Maintenance & Operations facility.  The entrance is accessed from two major streets, which can be easily utilized in the case of an emergency.  The existing facility has adequate emergency access.  The proposal will not alter access to the site or nearby uses.  
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?
No Impact. The project site will be located in an existing MTA Bus Maintenance & Operations facility and will utilize the existing fleet. The proposal will not remove any existing parking; therefore, the existing parking on site will be sufficient for its use.
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
No Impact.  The proposed project will not conflict with policies supporting alternative transportation. Bus transportation fueled by compressed natural gas will benefit the local community by decreasing particulate matter in the air and providing mass public transportation.  Development of a CNG facility would therefore, support adopted community policies regarding alternative transportation. 
XII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  Would the project:
a)
Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

No Impact.  All required storm water and sewer connections are already constructed and in operation at the Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility.  Development of the CNG facility will not result in a need for new water treatment or water distribution facilities, substantially alter existing systems, or require a substantial amount of new supplies.
b)
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?
No Impact. All required water and wastewater maintenance systems are already constructed and in operation at the Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility.  The CNG project will not result in the need for expanded facilities.  

c)
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? 

No Impact.  All required storm water connections are already constructed and in operation at the Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility.  The CNG Project would not result in the need for expanded facilities.

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

No Impact.  All required water systems are already constructed and in operation at the Division 8 Maintenance and Operations facility.  Development of the CNG facility will not result in a need for new or expanded entitlements.  

e)
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?

No Impact.  The project does not propose new storm or sewer connections. No additional demand on existing treatment capacity is expected.

f)
Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate project’s solid waste disposal needs?
No Impact.  The proposed project would generate small quantities of construction debris.  This debris would be disposed of at an authorized solid waste disposal facility.  Due to the temporary nature, and relatively low volume of waste, there would be no significant impact on solid waste disposal services.  

g)
Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
No Impact.  The proposed project would not generate a substantial amount of solid waste over existing levels.  It would comply with all local, State, and Federal guidelines regarding solid waste. 

XVI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) 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.  The project, as proposed, will meet or exceed all local, state, and federal standards designed to protect the environment, local wildlife, local plant species, and regional cultural resources.  Development of the new CNG facility will not create 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.

b) 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)?

No Impact.  The project, as proposed, has taken into consideration adjacent uses and the surrounding community.  The fueling facility has been designed to accommodate these existing factors as well as future uses. Development of the new CNG facility will not have the potential to create a cumulatively considerable impact on the community, directly or indirectly.

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

No Impact.  The project, as proposed, will meet or exceed all local, state, and federal standards designed to protect human beings from substantial adverse effects caused by environmental degradation. Proper consideration has been taken to design the fueling facility to prevent the opportunity of a significant environmental impact. Development of the new CNG facility will not have the potential to create environmental damage that would cause directly or indirectly substantial adverse effects on human beings.

XVII.  EARLIER ANALYSES.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, one or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.  Section 15063(c)(3)(D).  In this case discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier analyses used. Identify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review.

None used.

b) Impacts adequately addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state where such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on earlier analysis. 

During our research and communications with the MTA, no previous Environmental Impact Report was found documenting any impacts on the MTA Division 8 facility.

c) Mitigation measures.  For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” describe the mitigation measures which are incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.
The proposed project will not create any adverse significant impacts to the environment or the surrounding community.  All applicable local, State, and Federal standards will be followed to ensure safety, energy efficiency, and building code compliance.  The CNG facility will be designed with automatic shutdowns, alarms, and leak detection systems.  Personnel will be fully trained to properly operate and monitor the facility on a daily basis as well as in the case of an emergency.  Construction of the facility will be conducted per city of Los Angeles standards.  In the event that archeological resources are discovered, an archeologist will be allowed to halt excavation in the area to facilitate evaluation, and to salvage any significant resources to protect important local cultural findings.  The mitigation measures described within the Initial Study will allow the development of the CNG facility without any significant impacts to the surrounding community.  The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for this site takes into account proposed mitigation measures should cultural resources be discovered or hazards involved with the construction and utilization of a CNG facility occur. 
4.0 DETERMINATION 

In accordance with CEQA, if the initial Study supports a conclusion that the project does not have a significant adverse impact on the environment, the Lead Agency is authorized to prepare a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for subsequent public circulation.  Such determination can be made only if  “ … there is no substantial evidence in light of the whole record before the Lead Agency” that such impacts may occur (Section 21080(c), CEQA). Should the Initial Study identify and should the Lead Agency subsequently adopt mitigation measures” … for the changes to the project which it has adopted or made a condition of approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment” (Section 21081.6CEQA). The Lead Agency is required to prepare a Mitigation Reporting and Monitoring Program (MRMP) outlining the proposed methods of compliance.

This Initial Study supports a conclusion that there is no substantial evidence before the MTA that the proposed project will have a significant effect on the environment after the identified mitigation measures have been implemented.  Therefore, the MTA has determined that a MND will be prepared.

ATTACHMENT B

Mitigated Negative Declaration

for the

BUS DIVISION 8

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION PROJECT

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS PROJECT

Case Number:

N/A
Applicant:

Manuel Gurrola, Environmental Compliance

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932
(213) 922-7305
Project Description:
The project involves modifications to MTA Bus Division 8 fueling operations.  The improvements would include the replacement of an existing CNG compressor compound with a larger facility in the same location, and the upgrade of the existing compressed natural gas fueling system. 

Project Location:
The proposed project is located on a portion of MTA Division 8, located at 9201 Canoga Avenue, in the Chatsworth area of the City of Los Angeles. The property is located on the northeast corner of the intersection of Prairie Street and Alabama Avenue. 

Finding:

Based on the analysis presented in the attached Initial Study, all potentially significant impacts can be mitigated below a level of significance with the incorporation of the attached mitigation measures for Hazards.  The project site is not included on the list of hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Other materials which constitute the basis for the decision to adopt this Mitigated Negative Declaration are available for review at the MTA, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California.  

Mitigation Measures:
See attached sheet.

Date: ______________


Signature:
___________________________






Title:

___________________________

ATTACHMENT C

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

for the

BUS DIVISION 8

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
INTRODUCTION
This document briefly describes the mitigation monitoring process for the proposed project and further describes the roles and responsibilities of those governmental agencies involved in the implementation and enforcement of the identified mitigation measures.

Pursuant to the requirements of CEQA Statutes, codified in Public Resources Code (PRC), §21081.6 when a governmental agency makes the findings required by paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) of §21081, “The public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the changes made to the project or conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.  The reporting or monitoring program shall be designed to ensure compliance during project implementation.  For those changes which have been required or incorporated into the project at the request of a responsible agency or a public agency having jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by the project, that agency shall, if so requested by the lead agency or a responsible agency, prepare and submit a proposed reporting or monitoring program.”

Furthermore, “the lead agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other material which constitute the record of proceedings upon which its decision is based.”  Additionally, “a public agency shall provide that measures to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment are fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures.  Conditions of project approval may be set forth in referenced documents which address required mitigation measures or, in the case of the adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other public project, by incorporating the mitigation measures into the plan, policy, regulation, or project design.”

LEAD AGENCY RESPONSIBILITY

The County of Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is the Lead Agency for the proposed project under CEQA, and will be primarily responsible for the monitoring, performance, and effectiveness of the mitigation measures proposed for development and operation of the project.  The MTA will oversee the coordination of the referenced mitigation monitoring programs between the MTA and other governmental agencies.  The MTA will also be responsible for documenting that required mitigation measures have been implemented as scheduled and that mitigated impacts are reduced to the level indicated in the MND.

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM PHASES tc "MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM PHASES " \l 02
The MMRP consists of two distinct phases.  During the first phase, which is typically conducted prior to finalization of the CEQA process, the monitoring plan is prepared and adopted.  In the subsequent phase, which commences upon project approval, project-specific monitoring activities are performed to document the project proponent’s fulfillment of or compliance with those measures.

The MMRP identifies responsible parties, mitigation measures and reporting requirements, implementation time frame, and specific compliance criteria.  This MMRP establishes a reporting mechanism in the form of a mitigation measures status report produced quarterly by the MTA.  This mitigation measures status report will contain, at minimum: a description of each individual mitigation measure; its implementation location; the party responsible for the monitoring of the measure; a summary of the status of the mitigation measure; and future actions that will need to be taken to complete the individual measure.   

MMRP ORGANIZATIONtc "MMRP ORGANIZATION " \l 02
The attached MMRP includes the following information in a matrix format: (1) the environmental topical issue, (2) mitigation measures that would either eliminate or lessen the potential impact from the project, (3) the milestone as to when the mitigation measure is to be implemented, (4) the responsible party involved with implementation of the mitigation measures, and (5) verification of compliance.

PUBLIC ACCESS TO RECORDS

The public will have access to all records and reports used to track the monitoring programs.  The MTA will make available monitoring records and reports, and together develop a comprehensive filing and tracking system to ensure that all monitoring aspects of the project are complied with during the life of the project.

	MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM MATRIX

DIVISION 8 CNG FUELING FACILITY

	Mitigation

Measure No.
	Mitigation Measures
	Monitoring

Milestone
	Agency with

Implementation

Monitoring

Responsibility
	Verification of

Compliance

(Responsible

Monitor to

Initial and Date)

	
	CULTURAL RESOURCES
	
	
	

	CR-1
	The project proponent shall retain a state-certified archaeologist to conduct a cultural resource record search and develop a possible resource-monitoring plan in conjunction with the excavation phase of the proposed project. 
	During design and prior to construction
	MTA Staff. To be determined.
	MTA Staff

	CR-2
	To avoid damaging any unknown cultural resources, if previously unidentified cultural resources are found during construction, work will cease at that location and the MTA will arrange for proper treatment of these resources.
	During construction
	MTA Staff. To be determined.
	MTA Staff

	
	HAZARDS
	
	
	

	H-1
	seq CHAPTER \h \r 1The CNG equipment operations and maintenance procedures shall include provisions for regular inspections, personnel training, and emergency response.  These procedures will incorporate pertinent provisions from manuals in effect at Divisions 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, and 18 on procedures specific to the handling and maintenance of new equipment and materials proposed for the Division 8 CNG Fueling Facility, and existing procedures in full force and effect at Division 8.  In addition, sensors shall be included in the design of compressor and fueling stations, pipelines, and valves.  CNG equipment will be equipped with shutdown and monitoring devices.  Appropriate testing off and onsite (Division 8) will occur prior to full operation of the CNG project, as noted below and described in detail within project documents and specifications.
	During design and  construction
	MTA staff:  To be determined
	City of Los Angeles Fire Department

	H-2
	seq CHAPTER \h \r 1Shutdowns and alarms shall be electronic and displayed or annunciated on a display panel.  Each compressor shall be equipped with a gas detection and warning system, as well as emergency shut-down switches at each compressor control panel capable of shutting down the entire system.  At a minimum, the compressors shall be monitored relative to gas pressure and temperature; lubricator oil level, pressure and temperature.  All CNG lines and storage tanks shall be monitored for pressure as well.
	During design and construction.
	MTA staff:  To be determined
	City of Los Angeles Fire Department

	H-3
	seq CHAPTER \h \r 1The CNG equipment manufacturer (vendor) shall plan, schedule, and conduct prescribed performance tests, in cooperation with the MTA, or its designated representative.  The procedures for conducting performance tests shall be provided to the MTA prior to the scheduled date of testing.  Each test procedure shall contain pass/fail criteria for each step.  No testing shall take place until the MTA has reviewed and approved the test procedures.  The MTA shall have access to the vendor’s quality control program for review prior to the start of equipment fabrication.  All off-site testing of CNG equipment shall be conducted prior to shipment by the vendor to the MTA.
	Prior to operation
	MTA staff:  To be determined
	MTA

	H-4
	seq CHAPTER \h \r 1The MTA-retained contractor and the MTA project engineer shall be responsible for inspections, field-tests, adjustments (if necessary), and start-up activities undertaken prior to full operation of the CNG equipment.  MTA approval of test procedures (Test Plan) is required prior to scheduling CNG equipment and systems testing and start-up at the Division 8 site.  As part of the Test Plan, it shall be demonstrated that the CNG system can successfully fuel a small fleet of 25 CNG buses for 5 consecutive days, under various test conditions, without any operational difficulties or problems.  The gas monitoring and warning system shall be tested to show that the system is working properly and that it has been approved for operations by the Fire Marshal.
	During construction, prior to operation
	MTA staff:  To be determined
	City of Los Angeles Fire Marshal


ATTACHMENT D

Notice of Determination

for the

BUS DIVISION 8

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION PROJECT

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS PROJECT

1. Project Description:
The project involves modifications to MTA Bus Division 8 fueling operations.  The improvements would include the installation of a new CNG compressor compound to replace an existing CNG facility, and the upgrade of the existing compressed natural gas fueling system. 

2. Project Location:
The proposed project is located on a portion of the MTA Division 8 facility, located at 9201 Canoga Avenue, in the Chatsworth area of the City of Los Angeles, 91311.  The project site is located on the northwest corner of Prairie Street and Alabama Avenue.  

3. Approval of Mitigated Negative Declaration at Public Meeting:

This project and the associated mitigated negative declaration were heard by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority Operations Committee at their regular November meeting at 2:00 p.m. on November 20, 2002, in the MTA Board Room at One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California. The Operations Committee determined that the project MND was prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, and voted to approve the MND. The project will appear on the agenda for adoption by the MTA Board at the hearing scheduled for 3:00 p.m., December 5, 2002 in the MTA Board Room at One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California. 

4. Finding:
Based on the analysis presented in the attached Initial Study, all potentially significant impacts can be mitigated below a level of significance with the incorporation of the attached mitigation measures for Hazards and Cultural Resources. The project site is not included on the list of hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Other materials, which constitute the basis for the decision to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration, are available for review at the MTA Library on the 15th Floor, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California.  

Date: ______________


Signature:
___________________________






Title:

___________________________

ATTACHMENT E

Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration

for the

BUS DIVISION 8

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS EXPANSION AND MODIFICATION PROJECT

NOTICE OF AVAILIBILITY

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS PROJECT

1. Project Description:


The project involves modifications to the existing Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) Maintenance and Operations facility, Division 8 fueling operations. The improvements would include upgrading the existing Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) compressor compound, increase storage capacity, upgrade the existing safety detection and dispensing systems, and the conversion of a portion of the existing fueling system from diesel to Compressed Natural Gas. 

2.    Project Location:


The proposed project is located on a portion of the MTA Division 8 facility, located at 9201 Canoga Avenue, in the Chatsworth area of the City of Los Angeles, 91311.  The project site is located on the northwest corner of Prairie Street and Alabama Avenue.  

3.   Review Period:


The MTA, as lead agency, will receive comments on the proposed mitigated negative declaration beginning October 4, 2002 and ending at 5:00 p.m. on October 25, 2002 pursuant to Section 15105 of the State CEQA Guidelines.  Please address all comments to: Manuel Gurrola, Environmental Compliance, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012.  The Initial Study will be available for public review in: The City of Los Angeles, Planning Department, located at 6251 Van Nuys Boulevard, Van Nuys, California, 91401, and in the MTA’s 15th Floor Library, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012.

4.   Public Meeting:


This project and the associated mitigated negative declaration will appear on the agenda for the Metropolitan Transportation Authority Operations Committee.  The meeting will be held on November 20, 2002 at 3:00 p.m., in the MTA Board Room at One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California.  The project will then appear on the agenda for adoption by the MTA Board at the hearing scheduled for December 5, 2002 at 7:00 p.m., in the MTA Board Room at One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012.   

5.   Finding:



Based on the analysis presented in the Initial Study described in section 3, above, all potentially significant impacts can be mitigated below a level of significance with the incorporation of the attached mitigation measures for Cultural Resources and Hazards.  The project site is not included on the list of hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Other materials, which constitute the basis for the decision to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration, are available for review at the MTA’s 15th Floor Library, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012.  

Date: __________________Signature:  ________________________

1 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised July 2000


1 City of Los Angeles Conservation Plan, December 1973, Revised 1991.


1 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised 2000.





2 Cultural Resource Investigation, Greenwood and Associates, September 2002, see Appendix C


1,2,3.Cultural Resource Investigation, Greenwood and Associates, September 2002, see Appendix C


� California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Hazard Zones Map, Canoga Park Quadrangle,


February 1, 1998.


1 California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Hazard Zones Map, Canoga Park Quadrangle, February 1, 1998.


1 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised July 2000


1 Los Angeles County Natural Hazard Disclosure (Fire) Map, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, 


  June 6, 2000


1 FEMA, December 2, 1980


2 California Division of Mines and Geology Seismic Hazard Map, Canoga Park Quadrangle, 


February 1, 1998.


3 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised 2000. 


1 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised 2000.


1 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised 2000.


1 City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code, Revised 2000.
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