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HUNTINGTON DRIVE SOUTH: BRIDGE NO. 53C-0013

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Location

The proposed project would be located at the intersection of Soto Street, Mission Road,
and Huntington Drive in the Montecito Heights area of Northeast Los Angeles. Figure 1
shows the regional location, Figure 2 shows a project vicinity map (Thomas Guide
Page 595, grid C-7), and Figure 3 depicts the existing bridge and street configuration.

B. Purpose

The purposes of the proposed project are three-fold: 1) to improve the efficiency of traffic
movements along Mission Road, Huntington Drive, and Soto Street; 2) to eliminate a
seismic hazard posed by the existing Soto Street Bridge, which is subject to collapse
under current maximum credible event (MCE) estimates; and 3) to remove the bridge
from the federal Eligible Bridge List (EBL) by correcting deficiencies that contribute to
categorization of this structure as functionally obsolete under the Federal Highway
Administration’s Highway Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation (HBRR) program.
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According to the Caltrans Bridge Inspection Report, this bridge has an inspection rating
of 63.6 and was determined to be functionally obsolete due to: inadequate vertical and
horizontal clearances, insufficient curb-to-curb width to accommodate Average Daily
Traffic (ADT) volumes, and substandard bridge railings.

C. Description

The City of Los Angeles proposes removal of the Soto Street Bridge (currently extended
between Supreme Court and Turquoise Street) and reconfiguration of the Soto
Street/Mission Road and Huntington Drive South and Huntington Drive North
intersections.

The proposed project would result in reconfiguration of Mission Road, Soto Street,
Huntington Drive North and Huntington Drive South to provide major north—south
through traffic movements between Mission Road and Huntington Drive North. A
signalized intersection is proposed for Mission Road and Soto Street (at Supreme Court).
The intersection at Huntington Drive North and Huntington Drive South would be
realigned with Radium Drive. A new frontage road with two cul-de-sacs would be
constructed and the resulting residual median area between Mission Road and Huntington
North landscaped to improve the aesthetic appearance of the area. The project may
include a public art piece, proposed for location in the landscaped area. Room for a bike
lane along each side of Mission Road and Huntington Drive through the project limits
would also be added. Future bike lanes, as called for in the city’s Bicycle Plan, are
expected to be designed in accordance with Caltrans’ Highway Design Manual. Figure 4,
which follows, is schematic drawing of the surface circulation system and realigned
intersections after completion of the proposed project. Figure 5 illustrates a preliminary
landscaping concept for the cul-de-sac median area.

The proposed project would require both full and partial acquisitions of some adjacent
commercial parcels. Table 1 below describes the properties to be acquired.
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Table 1: Parcel Information

Full/Partial

4112 N. Mission Road

5211-019-003

(9% of property area)

Parcel Description Parcel Number s s Description
Acquisition
Vacant Building
= 211-019-

2124 N. Mission Road 5211-019-001 Full 4,849 sq. ft.
2,278 sq. ft.: southern corner +

Commercial / Industsial 5209-030-006 & | ¢ %P af"'a] gﬁtfi‘ﬁ;foi"]’;‘r‘ff Z'c‘qsu'isi T

. . 3 of property ;

4285 S. Huntington Drive i area) portion of existing building
(improvement required).

Vacant Remnant Partial "};’\)Ngn%n:dogtiguqllt{w pagce;ls (B

. ivi y existing Soto

Between Mission Rd. & 5211-019-002 (87% of Property  |gyeer access road: total of 2,613

Soto St. area)
sq. ft.

. : 2,638 sq. ft.; building take
C 1/ Industrial Full ?
4;73“;”:& e D'a, 5209-030-008 . required, displacement of one
SERDIIGINY PRIVS business occupant.
Commercial / Industrial Partial 864 sq. fi., 165 sq ft of existing

building to be acquired
(improvement required).
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Sources: Environmental Systems Research Institute, 2001; Myra L Frank & Associates, Inc., 2003.

Figure 1: Regional Location Map
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Figure 2: Project Location Map
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Figure 3: Existing Conditions
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Source: ACT Consultig Engineers, Inc., 2002; Myra L. Frank & Associates, Inc., 2003.

Figure 4: Proposed Project
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Figure 5: Preliminary Landscaping Plan

The proposed project’s construction zone would extend along Mission Road from
Superior Court to Canto Drive and along Huntington Drive North from approximately
Tourmaline Street to Superior Court (see Figure 4). Construction of the project, which
would entail excavation, grading, road paving, and miscellaneous finish work, would last
approximately | year starting in 2005. Grading work would also be required between
Mission Road at Supreme Court and Huntington Drive South at Turquoise Street after
bridge and embankment removal. The respective utility companies would relocate any
owned equipment and facilities that subject to impact by the proposed project, prior to
construction. Temporary service outages could occur during relocation; however, should
such outages were to occur, they would be of short-term (generally, less than two-hours).

Construction of the proposed project would be phased to minimize traffic impacts.
Portions of the new intersection roadways and temporary connector roads would be
constructed so that vehicles now traveling over the Soto Street Bridge could be diverted
around the bridge while the bridge is being demolished. Demolition of the bridge would
occur by first removing the steel span structures and then removal of the concrete
portions. The area now occupied by the bridge would then be graded and new roadway
facilities constructed. Construction and demolition activities would generally occur
during daytime hours, however, some weekend and night construction activity could be
necessary for safety reasons and to minimize traffic impacts caused by the required short-
term roadway closures. Figure 4, previously displayed, illustrates the pertinent features
of the proposed project. The darkened area, near the center of the schematic, represents a
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new landscaped community space that would be created to separate the Soto Street and
Huntington Drive South cul-de-sacs from Mission Road.

The City’s Administrative Code requires that “...an amount equal to one percent (1%) of
the total cost of all construction, improvement or remodeling work for each public works
capital improvement project undertaken by the City shall be included in the project
budget for expenditures in compliance with the City’s Public Works Improvements Arts
Program.l This surtax is placed within a Trust Fund that is administered by the Board of
Cultural Affairs to pay for approved public art, which may be placed either in, on, or
adjacent to a public facility as seen fit by the Board.” The public landscape area,
proposed for creation by the termination of Huntington Drive South and Soto Street (see
Figure 4, previously displayed) has been identified by the Department of Cultural Affairs
as a candidate site for the placement of a public art piece that would be paid for by the
proposed project in compliance with the Administrative Code. A preliminary sculpture
(see Figure 6) is under consideration by the Department of Cultural Affairs for placement
within the landscaped area. It should be noted that Cultural Affairs would make the final
selection, on the art to be placed, in consultation with the community.

The analysis in this document assumes that, unless otherwise stated, the project would be
designed, constructed and operated following all applicable laws, regulations, ordinances
and formally adopted City standards (e.g., Los Angeles Municipal Code and Bureau of
Engineering Standard Plans). Construction would follow the uniform practices
established by the Southern California Chapter of the American Public Works
Association (e.g., Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction and the Work
Area Traffic Control Handbook) as specifically adapted by the City of Los Angeles (e.g.,
The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Additions and Amendments to the
Standard Specifications For Public Works Construction (AKA "The Brown Book,"
formerly Standard Plan S-610)).

As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los
Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of disability and, upon request, would provide
reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and
activities.

II. EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

The Soto Street Bridge was constructed in 1936 as a grade separation for the Pasadena
Short Line of the Pacific Railway System to enhance public safety. It was constructed as
a joint venture between the State of California, the Pacific Railway Company and the
City of Los Angeles as a public convenience and to eliminate a safety hazard posed by
the at-grade crossing of the rail line at the Mission Road, Soto Street and Huntington
Drive intersection. The dual railroad tracks were removed in the early 1960’s, following

' Los Angeles Administrative Code, Public Works Improvements Arts Program; Div. 19,
Ch. 6, Art 2.
Soto Street Bridge over Mission Road &

Huntington Drive South
Initial Study




cessation of Pacific Railway Red Car service and the Bridge was converted to vehicular
use. Currently, the bridge carries vehicular traffic over the major intersection of Mission
Road and Huntington Drive. Its configuration consists of two northbound lanes and a
single southbound lane, which is joined by a two-lane on-ramp at the end of the bridge.
Traffic flow beneath the bridge, from Huntington Drive South to Mission Road and from
Mission Road to Soto Street (see Figure 3 — Existing Conditions) is constricted because
of the limited roadway width between existing bridge piers.

The Bridge’s main spans consist of steel girders and steel floor beams. The approach
spans are cast-in-place concrete T-beams. The total length of the bridge is 491 feet
(149.7 meters), out-to-out width is 52 feet (15.8 meters), curb-to-curb width is
approximately 44 feet (13.4 meters), and the approach roadway width is 50 feet (15.2
meters). The bridge carries a total of 3 lanes of traffic (two northbound and one
southbound). Figure 3, previously displayed, is a schematic drawing of the existing
bridge and the project area. Photo 1, which follows, shows the existing bridge as viewed
from the southwest.

General Setting

The project site is located between the El Sereno and Montecito Heights neighborhoods
within the Northeast Community Planning Area. The City’s Bicycle Plan designates
Huntington Drive, Mission Road, and Soto Street in the project area as routes for Class II
bike lanes. Area topography surrounding the proposed alignment is moderately sloping
with somewhat steep hills rising to the east. Both Mission Road and Huntington Drive
trend northeasterly through the study area. Commercial land uses and single-family
residences are located both to the west and east of the proposed project’s alignment. A
church is situated on the southwestern comer of Canto Avenue and Mission Road and an
undeveloped hillside, largely comprised of open space, is also located to the east.

Single and multiple family residences and Huntington Drive Elementary School are
located to the north and northwest of the project. Photo 1, previously displayed, shows
the existing bridge in relation to the apartment complex. Photo 2 shows the north end of
the bridge with residences in the background. An apartment complex is located to the
southeast of the bridge. Land uses to the south of the project area, between North Mission
Road and North Soto Street, are primarily industrial with some public facility uses (see
Photo 3). The six parcels to be acquired (both full and partial acquisitions needed) are
either vacant, or developed with commercial and/or industrial buildings (one of which is
abandoned). Photo 4 shows the building located at 4273 Huntington Drive South, which
would be acquired. Table 1, previously displayed, provides additional information
regarding the parcels and structures to be acquired.

Soto Street Bridge over Mission Road &
Huntington Drive South

Initial Study - G ?



Figure 6 — Candidate Art Exhibit
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Photo 4: Building at 4273 Huntington Drive South Looking Northwest
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There are no street trees located along Mission Road/Huntington Drive North in the
project area. However, some recently planted street trees appear in front of the apartment
complex to the east of the bridge. Six of these trees would need to be removed.

Street lights (cobra type fixtures) are located at regular intervals along Mission Road,
Huntington Drive North, Huntington Drive South, and Soto Street, including the Soto
Street Bridge (see Photo 1, previously displayed).

Cultural Resources

A Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) was prepared for the proposed project in
accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1996, as
amended. The Summary of Findings for that report states, in part: “No archeological
resources were identified within the Area of Potential Effect (APE).”*> Two architectural
field surveys of all properties within the APE were also undertaken in accordance with
standard Caltrans guidelines and procedures. Six (6) properties, including the bridge,
were identified within the APE for further evaluation. Four (4) of these were determined
to be pre-1957 structures and subsequently evaluated according to Caltrans guidelines.
None of these were determined to be eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). The remaining two were evaluated in accordance with Caltrans
Interim Policy for the Treatment of Buildings constructed in 1957 or later and neither was
found to be eligible for listing in the NRHP.

Noise

Ambient noise levels in the project vicinity are dominated by transportation sources
related to vehicular traffic traveling along Soto Street, Mission Road, Huntington Drive
North and the Soto Street Bridge. A noise study was prepared for the proposed project
and included six noise measurements. The study found that noise levels in the project
area range from approximately 67 dBA to 74 dBA (Leq) and are primarily a result of
traffic along Mission Road and Huntington Drive North. The three measurements along
Mission Road/Huntington Drive North (near Canto Drive, Montrose Drive, and
Esmeralda Street) returned the highest levels (72 to 74 dBA). The lowest levels were
observed at the measurement sites to the east of the bridge where levels around 67 dBA
were detected.” The single-family residences fronting Huntington Drive South are not
shielded from the roadway; however, the single-family and multi-family residences
located on the east side of Huntington Drive North at Turquoise Street are partially
shielded by an 8-foot retaining wall.

Circulation System

Mission Road, Huntington Drive North, and Soto Street in the project area primarily
accommodate commuter traffic between the downtown Los Angeles area and areas to the

? Historic Property Survey Report for the Soto Street Bridge Over Mission Road and
Huntington Drive Removal Project, December 2002.

3 Noise Study for the Proposed Soto Street Bridge over Mission Road and Huntington
Drive South, January 2003.
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north and east such as Pasadena and Alhambra. Approximately 1,400 vehicles travel
through the area during the peak hours, of which 98 percent are cars. The remaining
traffic consists of trucks, most of which are considered medium sized trucks. Large
trucks comprise a very small fraction (less than one percent) of the traffic through the
study area.

Mission Road, Huntington Drive North, and the existing bridge are the more heavily
traveled roads in the project area. Peak-hour traffic is diurnal with the AM flow being
predominantly from northeast to southwest and in the opposite directions in the afternoon
and evenings. Southbound traffic traveling on Huntington Drive North generally
continues on Mission Road, although a small percentage transitions to Soto Street via the
existing bridge. Northbound traffic on Mission Road continues on Huntington Drive
North and Huntington Drive South, with Huntington Drive North receiving the bulk of
the traffic. Northbound traffic on Soto Street primarily transitions to Huntington Drive
North via the Soto Street Bridge, although a small portion connects with Huntington
Drive South. None of the streets in the project area currently have bike lanes.
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1. AESTHETICS—Would the project

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? O O O
Reference: Thresholds L1, L2
Comment: The proposed bridge removal project would be located
along an existing roadway surrounded by residential,
commercial, and industrial properties. There are no known
designated scenic vistas in the vicinity of the project site

) Substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to trees,  [] ] O X
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings in a state scenic highway?

Reference: Thresholds L1, L2

Comment: The proposed project is not within the vicinity of a state
scenic highway

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site O O X O
and its surroundings?
Reference: Thresholds L1, L3
Comment: The proposed project would eliminate an existing view
obstruction and open sight lines to the surrounding hills that
are currently blocked. The proposed project would require
removal of six recently planted trees, currently located on a
Huntington parcel that is to be acquired; however, in
accordance with City policy, and trees removed to enable a
public project are to be replaced at the ratio of 2:1.

c)

Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely O O O X
affect day or nighttime views in the area?
Reference: Thresholds L4, Site Visit
Comment: The proposed project is expected to result in a net reduction
in the number of streetlights within the project area;
primarily through removal of the elevated lights currently
situated on the bridge, which have been a source of
nuisance light and glare.

d)

2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES--Would the project

Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide N O O X
) importance (Farmland) as shown on maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?
Reference: Thresholds A1, A2, 8
Comment: The areas surrounding the project site are zoned for
residential, commercial, and industrial uses (RS, R1, RES,
RD2, RD5, C1, M1). The project site is neither farmland nor
designated for agricultural uses
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Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act O O O X

B contract?
Reference: 8
Comment: See response to a) above
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their O O O X

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

Reference: 8
Comment: See response to a) above

3. AIR QUALITY—Would the project

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

Reference: Thresholds E1, E2, E3, SCAQMD

Comment: The proposed project would be constructed and operated in
the South Coast Air Basin, currently a non-attainment area
for ozone, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and fine
particulate matter (PM10). The South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) has adopted an Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP), which sets forth strategies for
attaining all national air quality standards by certain
deadline dates and for meeting state standards at the
earliest feasible date. The AQMP also serves as the State
Implementation Plan for bringing the air basin into
attainment. The proposed project is listed in the Regional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), which is part
of the AQMP, and is therefore in conformity with the State
Implementation Plan. Consequently, the proposed project
would not conflict with air quality plans.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing O O O X
or projected air quality violation?
Reference: Thresholds E1, E2, ES3, 1
Comment: The proposed project is listed in the RTIP and woulid,
therefore, not result in regional air quality violations. The
proposed project is unlikely to cause any local violation
because it would not cause an increase in vehicle miles
traveled.

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria poliutant [ | O X
for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
Reference: 11
Comment: See response to ltem 3b

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? ] ] X a
Reference: Thresholds E1, E2, E3; 1,11, 13, and 14
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Comment: The SCAQMD has established thresholds of significance for
criteria pollutants for the operation and construction of
projects. The thresholds are as follows

SCAQMD Significance Thresholds, (pounds per day)

Type of|] CO | ROG | NOX | sOx | PMIO
Impact

Operation 550 55 55 wa 150
Construction 550 75 100 150 150

Air pollutant emissions from operation of the proposed
project are not expected to exceed existing conditions
because total traffic volume and vehicle miles traveled
through the project area would not be changed. Therefore,
the proposed project would not generate new operational
emissions in excess of SCAQMD significance thresholds.
Construction impacts include airborne dust and gaseous
emissions from heavy equipment and trucks. Although the
project would involve numerous construction stages, the
worst-case phase would be when the demolition of the
existing bridge occurs concurrently with grading activities,
as these represent the most intensive construction
activities. Emission impacts during this worst-case stage
would largely originate from the breaking up of the concrete
structures, exhaust from equipment and trucks, and grading
of unpaved areas.

An analysis of criteria pollutants that would be generated
during demolition of the existing bridge and concurrent
grading was conducted. Demolition of the bridge is
expected to take approximately 3 weeks within a 3-month
window. During this time, two excavators (with hammer
attachments), haul trucks (approximately 17 trips per day at
20 cubic yard capacity), and eight workers are assumed.
For grading, two loaders (one front-end loader and one
backhoe loader), a haul truck (1 trip per day at a 20 cubic
yard capacity), and five workers are assumed. Construction
is assumed to occur over an 8-hour day, primarily Monday
through Saturday. Workers are assumed to travel 20 miles
to and from the worksite. Emissions for this construction
scenario are shown in the following table, along with the
SCQAMD Thresholds of Significance foe construction.
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WORST-CASE CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS (pounds per day)
CO ROG NOX SOX PMI10
Dettiolitig: 14.8 27 | 306 | 27 17.7
Onsite
Semmaiitin: 12 | 18 | 118 | NA | 559
Offsite ~ ; ' ’
a3 32 | 06 | 67 | 06 | 389
Onsite
Grading:
Offsite 3.1 0.5 3.4 NA 6.2
TOTAL
EMISSIONS 323 5.7 525 33 119.0
SCAQMD
Significance 550 75 100 150 150
Thresholds
for
Construction
Significant? No No No No No
Source: Myra L. Frank & Associates, Inc. May 2003
1. Onsite emissions are generated on the actual project site by
equipment and construction activity.
2. Offsite emissions are generated outside of the project
boundaries by haul trucks and worker travel.

The SCAQMD significance threshold for the criteria
pollutants would not be exceeded and therefore significant
impacts are not expected. Required compliance with
SCAQMD Rule 403 would reduce fugitive dust during the
construction period.

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

Reference:
Comment:

Thresholds E2

The proposed project’s potential for the release of
objectionable odor is limited to the emission of diesel fumes
from heavy construction equipment (which is such a
common sensory experience within the urban setting that it
passes without notice) and the highly unlikely but potential
breach of a sewer main as part of the street reconfiguration
activities associated with the proposed project. If such an
event weré fo occur, the Contractor would immediately act
to prevent the release of odor as part of the City's Standard
Construction Practices.

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?

Reference:

Thresholds G, 10

O O 0O X

o O 0O K
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b)

c)

d)

e)

Comment: Based on a review of the California Department of Fish and
Game’s Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), there are no
listed species identified within ¥%2 mile of the existing
interchange. The potential for Parish's Gooseberry is noted
in an area to the north, just beyond the 2 mile distance.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other

sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies,

regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U. S.

Fish and Wildlife Service

Reference: Thresholds G, 10

Comment: There are no riparian habitats or sensitive natural
communities either within or immediately adjacent to the
project area.

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?

Reference: Thresholds G, 10

Comment: There are no drainages or vegetation supportive of
wetlands in the immediate project vicinity

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

Reference: Thresholds G, 8

Comment: There are no bodies of water, migratory corridors, or
habitats that support native resident or migratory wildlife
species subject to impact by the proposed project.

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,

Natural Conservation Community Plan, other approved local, regional, or

state habitat conservation plan?

Reference: Thresholds M-3-1, 4

Comment: The project area is not designated within any adopted or
approved Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation
Community Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan.

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES—Would the project:

a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical

resource as defined in Section 15064.5?

Reference: Thresholds M-3-1, 4

Comment: None of the properties (including the Soto Street Bridge)
identified within or adjacent to the project area appear
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) or the California Register of Historic Places, or are
designated local landmarks. Hence, the proposed project
would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a defined historical resource.

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
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Reference:
Comment:

Thresholds M 2-1, 4

No prehistoric or historical archaeological resources were
noted during the archaeological survey or as a result of
archival research and contact with interested parties. The
proposed project site is comprised of previously disturbed
areas long in use as public right-of-ways or developed
private parcels. Construction of the proposed project would
not affect undisturbed areas. Construction is not expected
to encounter archaeological resources. If, however,
archaeological resources were encountered during
construction, they would be handled in accordance with the
Standard Specifications and significant impacts are not
expected.

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

Reference:
Comment:

Thresholds M-1, 2, 3

A database search at the Vertebrate Paleontology section
of the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County was
conducted as part of the Northeast Interceptor Sewer EIR,
which included a proximate alignment to the west of the
Project area. That search identified a paleontologic site in
the Lincoln Heights area (just to the west of the project site)
that yielded remains of Mixocetus elysius, a cetotheriid
mysticete whale that is one of the best preserved cetothere
skulls known to science (Kellogg 1834). Although
paleontological resources have been discovered to the
west, the project site is comprised of previously disturbed
areas; consequently, excavation and grading is not
expected to encounter such resources. If, however,
paleontologic resources are encountered during
construction, they would be handled in accordance with
Standard Specifications and significant impacts are not
expected.

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

cemeteries
Reference:
Comment:

Thresholds M-2, 4

No formal cemeteries or other places of human interment
are known to exist within the proposed project area. If
human remains were exposed during construction, the Los
Angeles County Coroner would be contacted in accordance
with Section 7050.5 of the State Health and Safety Code.
State Health and Safety Code 7050.5 states that no further
disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made
the necessary findings as to o