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1.0 INTRODUCTION	AND	SUMMARY	

1.1 INTRODUCTION	

The purpose of this document is to present public comments and responses to those comments 
received on the Draft Revised and Recirculated Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(IS/MND) for the Big Tujunga Reservoir (BTR) Restoration Project. The Los Angeles County 
Flood Control District (LACFCD), now administered by the Los Angeles County Public Works 
(Public Works), as the Lead Agency, has evaluated all substantive comments and has prepared 
written responses. In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] Section 15074[b]), the decision-making 
body of the Lead Agency must consider the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, and 
comments received before approving the Project. This document, which will be provided to the 
Los Angeles County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, as the decision-making 
bodies, has been prepared in accordance with CEQA and represents the independent judgment 
of the Lead Agency. 

1.2 PROJECT	LOCATION	AND	SITE	ACCESS	

The proposed Project site is located in Big Tujunga Canyon within the Angeles National Forest 
(i.e., San Gabriel Mountains). BTR and Maple Canyon Sediment Placement Site (SPS) are located 
within the unincorporated Los Angeles County on lands owned by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS). 
BTR is located on the north and west side of Big Tujunga Canyon Road, approximately 4.5 miles 
north of the La Crescenta-Montrose community and approximately 7.0 miles northeast of the 
community of Sunland. The Big Tujunga Dam structure is approximately 0.7-mile northeast of 
the Project site’s access road connection to Big Tujunga Canyon Road. The Maple Canyon SPS 
access road extends approximately 1.1 miles in an easterly direction up the terraced hillsides 
from the entrance gate at Big Tujunga Canyon Road to the top of the existing fill area. Maple 
Canyon SPS is approximately 1.8 miles (when traveling via existing access roads) from the 
plunge pool of BTR. BTR and Maple Canyon SPS can be accessed from the southwest in the 
community of Sunland via Big Tujunga Canyon Road or from the southeast in the City of La 
Cañada-Flintridge by the Angeles Crest Highway (State Route [SR] 2) to Big Tujunga Canyon 
Road. 

1.3 PROJECT	DESCRIPTION		

1.3.1 PROJECT	BACKGROUND	

In 2013, an IS/MND (2013 Draft IS/MND) was prepared for the Project1, and was circulated for 
public review from May 13, 2013, to June 26, 2013, for a 45-day public review period. To account 
for the approximate six years that have passed since the public review period of the 2013 Draft 
IS/MND, a Revised and Recirculated IS/MND has been prepared to clarify revisions to the Project 

 
1  The previous IS/MND was titled the Big Tujunga Reservoir Sediment Removal Project. 
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Description and to update the analysis of environmental impacts and associated mitigation 
measures accordingly.  

Table 2-1, Summary of Changes to the 2013 Draft IS/MND, on page 2-7 of the Draft Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND identifies the said modifications.  

1.3.2 	PROPOSED	PROJECT	

The proposed Project involves the removal of sediment from the BTR and placement of the 
sediment in the adjacent Maple Canyon SPS. The proposed Project involves the use of trucks and 
equipment to remove sediment and restore capacity to the BTR, and to allow it to adequately 
perform its main functions of flood control and water conservation. The following minor 
activities would occur in conjunction with the proposed sediment removal: (1) hydroblasting to 
flush a stilling well on the dam crest; (2) repairing the hydraulic sluicegate; (3) paving the 
unpaved sections of the north access road and repairing the culvert crossing; (4) incorporating 
slope protection measures adjacent to the spillway; (5) rehabilitating the northern reservoir 
access ramp to safely access the Reservoir bottom; (6) installing a boat dock at the dam face; and 
(7) performing minor coring on existing dam riser and installing a slide gate to facilitate 
dewatering. 

Maple Canyon SPS can accommodate approximately 4.4 million cubic yards (mcy) of additional 
sediment, which would bring the SPS to its ultimate planned sediment capacity. Currently, BTR 
contains approximately 2.1 mcy of sediment, which would be removed and placed within Maple 
Canyon SPS.	However, future storms have a potential to deposit additional sediment into BTR 
prior to Project implementation or during the storm seasons within the anticipated sediment 
removal period. Therefore, the Project has an upper limit of 4.4 mcy of sediment removal from 
BTR, which represents the maximum amount of sediments and equates to the remaining capacity 
for sediment placement within Maple Canyon SPS. Although there is potential for a larger 
amount of sediment to enter the reservoir, the final amount of sediment to be removed from BTR 
would equal the current accumulated amount of 2.1 mcy plus any additional sediment 
accumulated between now and Project completion. The removal of 2.1 mcy would bring the 
reservoir back to maximum capacity. However, no more than 4.4 mcy of sediment would be 
removed from BTR.  

1.3.3 DEWATERING	ACTIVITIES	

Prior to the excavation of the accumulated sediment from BTR, the reservoir must be dewatered. 
All sediment removal operations that would occur within BTR—including dewatering, sediment 
removal activities, and equipment set-up and break-down—would be conducted annually from 
approximately April 16 to October 14 (i.e., non-storm season); work could continue past October 
14 until the first major forecasted storm. During dewatering, water held in BTR would be drained 
through the dam valves to the maximum extent possible, and the remaining water would be 
discharged by mechanical pumping and/or through the hydraulic slide gate (once sediment has 
been removed below the level of the slide gate). During sediment removal activities, flows into 
BTR would bypass the work area through a High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) pipeline that 
conveys inflow from the reservoir upstream of the activities, through the dam’s 
riser/penstock/valve, and would outlet around the transition point between the plunge pool and 
the beginning of Big Tujunga Creek. The bypass pipeline would prevent water from entering the 
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work site and sediment from BTR from flowing downstream, thereby resulting in an inflow equal 
to outflow during the non-storm season, reflecting the non-storm season natural creek flow 
conditions.  

1.3.4 SEDIMENT	REMOVAL	ACTIVITIES	

Once the dewatering is complete and the bypass line is fully operational, sediment removal 
activities would begin. Double-bottom belly dump trucks or off-highway trucks would be 
mobilized to the Project site at the beginning of the non-storm season and would stay on-site 
until sediment removal activities are concluded for that season, unless repairs or emergencies 
arise that require the removal of the dump trucks from the Project site. The LACFCD has 
committed to designing and implementing the Project in an environmentally sensitive manner 
by minimizing air quality impacts and any other potentially significant impacts. The LACFCD’s 
Contractor would pave approximately 2.15 miles of the approximately 5-mile truck haul route that 
is currently unpaved in order to comply with South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) thresholds for particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5). Additionally, the Project would 
use construction equipment that meet Tier 4 Final or better emission standards. 

Specific-sized rocks/aggregate would be separated from the excavated sediment during annual 
sediment removal activities and would be stockpiled onsite for reuse within the USFS boundaries. 
Aggregate crushing within BTR would occur during the non-storm season (i.e., April 16 through 
October 14) throughout the entirety of Project implementation. However, only 28,000 cy of 
aggregate would be stockpiled at the staging area over the course of the annual sediment 
removal activities. After the aggregate material stockpile reaches a volume of 28,000 cy (stored 
within 12 stockpiles of varying sizes), all sediment (including aggregate material) removed from 
BTR would be deposited within Maple Canyon SPS. The stockpiles would be available for long-
term use by Public Works' Stormwater Maintenance Division (SWMD) and Road Maintenance 
Division (RMD) for routine maintenance activities that are unrelated to the BTR Project. Once the 
rock and aggregate are used/depleted, which is assumed to require several years, these stockpiles 
would not be replenished.  

All sediment removal activities would occur during the non-storm season, between approximately 
April 16 and October 14 (or until the first forecasted storm). Prior to the first forecasted storm, 
all sediment removal and bypass equipment would be removed from BTR, and flood control 
operations would resume for the remainder of the storm season. Therefore, from approximately 
October 15 to April 15 during each year of Project activity, there would be no sediment removal 
activities occurring within BTR and it would continue to perform its main functions of flood 
control and water conservation.  

1.3.5 REVEGETATION	AND	CLOSURE	OF	MAPLE	CANYON	
SEDIMENT	PLACEMENT	SITE	

The closure of Maple Canyon SPS is considered to be a part of the proposed Project, as sediment 
removal activities from BTR have the potential to fill the remaining capacity (i.e., 4.4 mcy) at 
Maple Canyon SPS. Once Maple Canyon SPS is filled to capacity, the facility would be closed in 
accordance with the requirements of a revegetation plan to be finalized to the satisfaction of the 
USFS, which would include a 10-year revegetation monitoring program and efforts to improve 
the visual aspects of the site upon closure of Maple Canyon SPS, including removal of irrigation 
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and water tanks. The potential closure-related impacts of the Maple Canyon SPS are included as 
part of this Project. These closure activities will be set forth in USFS’ Draft	Maple	Canyon	Sediment	
Placement	Site	Revegetation	Plan,	which would be finalized to the satisfaction of the USFS. 

1.3.6 MOBILIZATION/STORM	SEASON	OPERATIONAL	
CHARACTERISTICS		

BTR would continue to be operated according to standard operating guidelines during the rainy 
season from approximately October 15 through April 15. LACFCD’s Contractor would demobilize 
from the Reservoir before the first major storm (approximately October 15) of each year. The 
Contractor would be required to remove all equipment and remove or secure structures within 
the Reservoir, including temporary water diversion structures and Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) and remobilize at the end of each storm season (approximately April 15). Once the 
sediment removal is complete and all equipment and structures are removed from the Reservoir 
and Maple Canyon SPS, there would be no long-term changes to the existing inspection, 
maintenance, or operations activities at the Reservoir. 

1.4 THE	FINAL	REVISED	AND	RECIRCULATED	IS/MND	

In accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15073, the Draft Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND was circulated for a 30-day public review and comment period beginning on September 
24, 2021 and ending on October 25, 2021. A total of seven comments were received on the Draft 
Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND. These comments are in addition to comments that were 
received during the public review of the 2013 Draft IS/MND. The 13 comment letters received 
in 2013 are also included and addressed in this Responses to Comments document. 

The Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND consists of three documents: (1) the Draft Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND; (2) the Technical Appendices; and (3) the Responses to Comments 
document. The Responses to Comments document includes four sections: Section 1.0, provides 
the introduction; Section 2.0 provides a list of commenters on the original Draft IS/MND as well 
as the Draft Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND; Section 3.0 provides responses to 
environmental comments received on both documents; and Section 4.0 includes the revisions to 
the text of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND.  
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2.0 COMMENTS	ON	THE	DRAFT	IS/MND	AND	REVISED	
AND	CIRCULATED	DRAFT	IS/MND	

As indicated in Section 1.3.1, above, the original 2013 Draft IS/MND was prepared and circulated 
in 2013. During the review of the Draft IS/MND, a number of comments were received, and 
responses were prepared but not sent to the commenting agencies due to changes to the Project. 
Modifications were made to the Project Description that required recirculation of the Draft 
IS/MND. Thus, the Draft Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND was prepared to clarify 
revisions to the Project Description and to update the analysis of environmental impacts and 
associated mitigation measures accordingly. Subsequently, in accordance with the State CEQA 
Guidelines, Section 15073, the Draft Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND was circulated for 
a 30-day public review beginning on September 24 and ending on October 25, 2021. The Draft 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND was also available on Public Works’ website.  

During the public review of both documents, the LACFCD received comment letters from federal, 
State, regional and local agencies, and individuals. Written responses have been prepared to all 
comments received and are presented in Section 3.0 of this document.  

The following is a list of commenters that submitted comments on the original 2013 Draft 
IS/MND and the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. As such and for ease of reference, the 
commenters on each document are separately identified in the table, below. The comments 
included written and e-mail correspondence in addition to a verbal comment transmitted via 
telephone. The comments are listed chronologically within each category and numbered. The 
responses have been prepared to match the bracketing on the comment letters. Each comment 
letter is followed by responses to address the comments.  

No.	 Commenter	
Date	of	

Correspondence	

COMMENTS	ON	THE	DRAFT	IS/MND	‐	2013	

State	Agencies		

1 
Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams 
(DSOD) 

June 7, 2013 

2 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) June 10, 2013 

3 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) July 2, 2013 

Local	and	Regional	Agencies		

4 County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LACFD) June 4, 2013 

5 County of Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department (LACSD)  June 20, 2013 

6 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) June 26, 2013 

Organizations	

7 Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council (STNC) June 20, 2013 

8 Friends of the Los Angeles River (FoLAR) June 26, 2013 

Individuals 

9 Rick Grubb (Grubb [1]) June 9, 2013 

10 Snowdy Dodson (Dodson) June 20, 2013 
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No.	 Commenter	
Date	of	

Correspondence	

11 Sunland Resident (Resident) June 21, 2013 

12 Rick Grubb (Grubb [2]) June 26, 2013 

13 Lori Paul (Paul) July 16, 2013 

COMMENTS	ON	THE	DRAFT	REVISED	AND	RECIRCULATED	IS/MND	‐	2021	

Federal	Agency		

14 United States Forest Service, Angeles National Forest (ANF) October 23, 2021 

State	Agencies		

15 California Division of Safety of Dams (CDSOD) October 12. 2021 

16 California Department of Transportation, District 7 (Caltrans) October 20, 2021 

17 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) October 25, 2021 

Local	and	Regional	Agencies		

18 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) October 12, 2021 

19 County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) October 14, 2021 

20 Office of the Sheriff, County of Los Angeles (OSCLA) October 20, 2021 
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3.0 RESPONSES	TO	COMMENTS	

As indicated above, upon circulation of the original IS/MND in 2013, comments were received 
on the document. However, as changes to the Project Description occurred and the process was 
halted to address the potential impacts of the changes, the responses to the initial set of 
comments were never sent to the commenting agencies. Therefore, the original comments and 
associated responses are provided in this section of the Responses to Comments document.  

The additional comments received on the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND in 2021 during 
the public review of the document are also provided in this section. Both sets of responses are 
numbered to match the bracketing on the comment letters. Comment letters received are 
categorized by federal, State, and local and regional agencies. Within each category, the 
responses are provided chronologically.  

The said sets of comments and associated responses are provided as Sections 3.1 and 3.2, below.	

3.1 COMMENTS	ON	THE	2013	DRAFT	INITIAL	
STUDY/MITIGATED	NEGATIVE	DECLARATION	

3.1.1 STATE	AGENCIES	

Three comments were received from State agencies on the 2013 Draft IS/MND, including a letter 
from the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) acknowledging receipt of the Draft 
IS/MND: 

 Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD), June 7, 2013 

 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR), June 10, 2013 

 Natural Resources Agency, Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), July 2, 2013 
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Letter	1:	Department	of	Water	Resources,	Division	of	Safety	of	Dams	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	7,	2013	

DSOD-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the Department of Water Resources, Division 
of Safety of Dams (DSOD) comment letter, dated June 7, 2013. The comment raised 
in the said letter is addressed below and included in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND document, which will be provided to the Los Angeles County 
Board of Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when Project 
approval is recommended. 

The comment acknowledges that the Big Tujunga Dam is under the jurisdiction of the 
California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams, and that the 
Project would not affect the safety of the Dam. The comment is noted and will be 
forwarded to the decision makers. The LACFCD will notify the Area Engineer, Richard 
Draeger, prior to dewatering of the Big Tujunga Reservoir, as requested in the letter. 
No further response is required. 
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Letter	2:	Governor’s	Office	of	Planning	and	Research	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	10,	2013	

OPR-1 The letter acknowledges receipt of the Draft IS/MND for the public review period, 
which closed at OPR on June 7, 2013. In accordance with Section 15073 of the State 
CEQA Guidelines, a Negative Declaration (ND) or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) 
must be subject to a 30-day public review period when submitted to the State 
Clearinghouse for review by State agencies. Therefore, the OPR letter stated that the 
mandatory 30-day review period lasted from May 9, 2013, through June 7, 2013. 
However, the LACFCD voluntarily established an extended public review period, as 
stated in the Notice of Completion (NOC) provided to the OPR on May 9, 2013. 

The letter from OPR acknowledges that the LACFCD has complied with the State 
Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental documents pursuant to 
CEQA. The only letter received by OPR was from the California Department of Water 
Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD), dated June 7, 2013. The said letter (Letter 
1) and associated response are included above. 
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Letter	3:	California	Department	of	Fish	and	Wildlife	

Comment	Letter	Dated	July	2,	2013	

Introduction	 	

The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
comment letter, dated July 2, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter are addressed below 
and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which will be provided to 
the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when 
Project approval is recommended. 

The comment reiterates the Project description; expresses appreciation for the work that the 
LACFCD has done with the Santa Ana Sucker Working Group (SASWG); and identifies the 
commenter’s (CDFW’s) role as the Trustee and Responsible Agency. The comment is noted and 
will be forwarded to the decision makers. No further response is required.  

CDFW-1A Since this comment was made, additional focused surveys for Santa Ana sucker and 
arroyo toad were conducted, as described in Section 4.4.1 of the Draft Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND. 

LACFCD conducted annual monitoring for Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, and Santa 
Ana speckled dace downstream of the Dam every September/October as part of a 
10-year long-term monitoring effort that extended from 2009 to 2018. Results of 
these survey efforts have been summarized in Tables 4-7, 4-8, and 4-9 in Section 
4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. The results of the annual monitoring 
were presented to the SASWG, which consists of fisheries biologists and staff from 
the USFWS, CDFW, USFS, LACFCD, and the Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power (LADWP). Following completion of the 10-year monitoring effort, the 
SASWG continues to meet once to twice per year to discuss the approach to 
supplemental releases, the status of Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) preparation, 
and the status of the Reservoir Restoration Project. Additionally, focused surveys 
for special status fish upstream of BTR were conducted in 2019 and confirmed the 
absence of fish upstream of BTR. The results of these surveys are also incorporated 
into Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND and are attached as 
Appendix B-5.   

Focused surveys for arroyo toad described in the 2013 IS/MND were conducted in 
2011 and included only areas upstream of BTR. Focused surveys for arroyo toad 
were conducted downstream of the Dam in 2016 and confirmed the absence of this 
species. Focused surveys for arroyo toad upstream of BTR were conducted in 2017 
and also in 2018. Results of the 2017 and 2018 surveys were consistent with 2011 
surveys; the upstream area is occupied but the numbers are very low (i.e., one 
individual observed). Focused surveys have not been updated since 2018 because 
the area is known to be occupied and pre-construction surveys will be conducted 
to determine the number of individuals in the area at the time of construction. 
Additionally, during preparation of the Big Tujunga Dam HCP, the USFWS stated 
that updating focused surveys for arroyo toad was not necessary; the surveys 
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conducted to date were sufficient to serve as the HCP baseline (Psomas 2017). The 
mitigation measure has also been revised to include additional pre-construction 
focused surveys. The original measure required only one pre-construction survey, 
but MM Bio-5 (Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) now requires three pre-construction surveys to be conducted within 30 
days prior to dewatering BTR (i.e., March 15 to April 15) each year that Project 
activities are scheduled to be conducted. 

CDFW-1B See Response CDFW-1A, above, for a summary of surveys conducted for arroyo 
chub and Santa Ana speckled dace. 

A focused survey for western pond turtle was conducted in summer 2018. The 
survey included a trapping effort conducted within BTR and the plunge pool. Visual 
surveys were conducted upstream of BTR and downstream of the dam because 
water was not deep enough to conduct trapping in these areas. Western pond 
turtles were also incidentally observed during many focused surveys efforts from 
2011 to 2018. As described in Section 4.4.1, western pond turtles are assumed to 
occur in BTR, upstream of BTR and downstream of the dam. 

Typically, focused surveys are conducted to determine the presence or absence of 
species in a Project study area. Two-striped garter snake is known to occur because 
it has been incidentally observed during focused surveys conducted from 2011 
through 2018. Coast Range newt has not been incidentally observed during surveys 
but is known to occur in this portion of the forest; therefore, its presence is assumed 
in all suitable habitat for the purposes of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
impact analysis. It is unnecessary to conduct focused surveys for two-striped garter 
snake and Coast Range newt because the results would not change the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND findings. MM BIO-8 (Renumbered to MM BIO-7 in the Final 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) requires pre-construction surveys for two-
striped garter snake and Coast Range newt (see Response CDFW-6E under CDFW 
Letter 17, dated October 25, 2021). 

CDFW-1C Focused surveys for the least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher were 
conducted in spring/summer 2012 and spring/summer 2016; both species were 
absent from the Project study area. A least Bell’s vireo territory was incidentally 
observed during multiple surveys for arroyo toad upstream of BTR in 2017; 
successful breeding was confirmed. Focused surveys for least Bell’s vireo and 
southwestern willow flycatcher were updated in spring/summer 2018; both 
species were absent. Based on the 2017 observation of least Bell’s vireo, the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND assumes potential presence of these species in suitable 
habitat throughout the Project study area. MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in 
the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) requires three surveys conducted 
within two weeks prior to the start of Project activities within 500 feet of suitable 
riparian habitat and protective measures would be required if these species are 
observed. Because these species are migratory and arrive when the Project would 
be occurring (April/May), the measure requires that a weekly survey be conducted 
to ensure appropriate protective measures would be in place. Additionally, during 
preparation of the Big Tujunga Dam HCP, the USFWS stated that updating focused 
surveys for least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher was not necessary; 
the surveys conducted to date were sufficient to serve as the HCP baseline (Psomas 
2017). 
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CDFW-2 Mitigation measures included in the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND require pre-
construction surveys and relocation of Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, and Santa 
Ana speckled dace (MM BIO-4 [Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND]), arroyo toad (MM BIO-5 [Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the 
Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]), western pond turtle (MM BIO-7 
[Renumbered to MM BIO-6 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]), two-
striped garter snake and Coast Range newt  (MM BIO-8 [Renumbered to MM BIO-7 
in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]; see CDFW Response-6E under 
CDFW Letter 17, dated October 25, 2021). Each of the measures requires approval 
by CDFW prior to relocation. 

As described in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, focused 
surveys for Sierra Madre yellow-legged frog were conducted in summer 2018; the 
species was absent from the survey area. This species was also never incidentally 
observed during any of the focused surveys conducted from 2011 through 2019. 
Therefore, there would be no impact on this species and no mitigation would be 
required. 

CDFW-3 As presented in Table 4-6 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, the coastal 
California gnatcatcher is not expected to occur in the Project study area because the 
Project is above the elevational range of the gnatcatcher. The Project study area 
ranges from approximately 2,150 to 3,400 feet above mean sea level (msl), whereas 
the coastal California gnatcatcher typically occurs between sea level and 2,000 feet 
above msl. Also, there is little coastal sage scrub present in the Project study area 
(excluding the laurel sumac scrub and disturbed California buckwheat scrub which 
are not suitable); the coastal sage scrub that is present is surrounded by chaparral. 
The sage scrub patch sizes are likely too small to support gnatcatchers. According 
to California Natural Diversity Database records (CDFW 2021b, quadrangles 
searched Chilao Flat, Condor Peak, and Sunland), there are only four records of 
coastal California gnatcatcher reported from the area; observations were in large 
areas of alluvial sage scrub at lower elevations (1,014, 1,040, 1,080, and 1.258 feet 
above msl) near the Interstate 210 (over 10 miles downstream/west of the Project). 
For these reasons, coastal California gnatcatcher is not expected to occur. 

CDFW-4 See Response CDFW-2I, 2J, and 5P, under CDFW Letter 17, dated October 25, 2021. 

Additionally, MM BIO-9 (Renumbered to MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) requires that a Water Quality Certification be obtained from 
the RWQCB. This permit will include strict requirements to maintain water quality. 

CDFW-5A During sediment removal activities, the bypass pipeline would carry all available 
flows downstream of the Dam. No outflow can be provided if there is no inflow. 
During sediment removal, inflow/outflow would be entirely dependent on natural 
conditions. 

As described on in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, during 
normal non storm season operations, LACFCD typically releases the same amount 
of water from the Dam that comes into the Reservoir as inflow from upstream (i.e., 
inflow equals outflow). A statistical analysis of inflow/outflow of the Reservoir 
during the non-storm season was conducted (see Dewatering Flow Data 
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Memorandum in Appendix B-9 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND). While the 
time period analyzed (1999–2012) included a wide range of natural variation with 
both extremely dry and wet years, the analysis verified that inflow typically equaled 
outflow. If water levels become dangerously low during Project activities, it would 
be the result of a natural weather event; all inflow to BTR would be conveyed to 
downstream areas via the bypass line.  

MM Bio-4 (Revised to MM Bio-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) 
provide monitoring for stranded or distressed special status fish downstream from 
the Project. The Special Status Fish Relocation Plan required by this measure will 
describe relocation activities for special status fish. See also Response CDFW-5P 
and CDFW-5Q, under CDFW Letter 17, dated October 25, 2021. 

CDFW-5B MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) requires preparation of a Special Status Fish Relocation Plan that would 
be submitted to USFWS and CDFW for approval prior to relocation.  

CDFW-6 MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) for special status fish, MM BIO-5 (Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) for arroyo toad, and MM BIO-7 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-6 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) for western pond turtle 
include the following statement, “All non-native animal species encountered during 
the pre-construction survey shall be permanently removed from the plunge pool 
and creek.”  

A formal aquatic species removal program is not currently included in the Project 
or mitigation measures because the Project would not have significant impacts 
related to aquatic invasive species. Aquatic invasive species are currently present 
in the reservoir, plunge pool, and along the creek downstream of the dam. 
Dewatering the reservoir and plunge pool would eliminate non-native species from 
the reservoir and plunge pool, and thus would provide a beneficial impact by 
reducing the number of non-native species in those Project areas.    

LACFCD has prepared an HCP for the long-term operation and maintenance of Big 
Tujunga Dam. Per the Draft HCP (Psomas 2021), which is a stand-alone document, 
funding would be provided annually for habitat enhancement projects along Big 
Tujunga Creek. Non-native wildlife species removal is included as a habitat 
enhancement project that could be carried out with this funding (Psomas 2021b). 
It should be noted that public review of the HCP was completed in March 2022, and 
no comments were received from the agencies and the public. Currently, the HCP is 
in the process of being finalized. 

CDFW-7A See Response CDFW-6, above. 

CDFW-7B Project impacts on Santa Ana sucker were considered potentially significant prior 
to mitigation. With implementation of the MMs in Section 4.4.3 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND and appropriate Best Management Practices, the Project 
would reduce potentially significant impacts to the Santa Ana sucker to less than 
significant levels. Mitigation for impacts on the Santa Ana sucker have focused on 
avoiding direct and indirect impacts on the Santa Ana sucker below the Dam.  
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The USFWS, CDFW, and USFS are working together on a plan to re-introduce Santa 
Ana sucker upstream of BTR (USFS 2021). The Draft HCP assumes this future action 
would be carried out by the resource agencies and evaluates the effects of dam 
operations on the future translocated sucker (Psomas 2021b). 

CDFW-8 Comment noted. Since the end of the 10-year long-term monitoring in 2018, the 
SASWG has continued to meet once to twice annually. As mentioned above, LACFCD 
has prepared an HCP for the long-term operation and maintenance of Big Tujunga 
Dam. Per the HCP conditions, the HCP Working Group comprised of LACFCD, 
LADWP, USFWS, CDFW, USFS, and species experts will meet annually to discuss the 
results of species monitoring for all HCP Covered Species (i.e., Santa Ana sucker, 
arroyo chub, Santa Ana speckled dace, arroyo toad, western pond turtle, least Bell’s 
vireo, southwestern willow flycatcher, and western yellow-billed cuckoo) and 
habitat enhancement projects that will be carried out in accordance with the 
provisions of the HCP. 

3.1.2	 REGIONAL	AND	LOCAL	AGENCIES	

Three comment letters were received from regional and local agencies on the 2013 Draft 
IS/MND. The comment letters are listed below: 

 County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LACFD)—June 4, 2012 

 County of Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department (LACSD)—June 20, 2013 

 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)—June 26, 2013 
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Letter	4:	County	of	Los	Angeles	Fire	Department	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	4,	2013	

LACFD-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the Los Angeles County Fire Department 
(LACFD) comment letter, dated June 4, 2013. The comment indicates that all 
applicable divisions and units of the Los Angeles County Fire Department have 
reviewed the IS/MND, and they have no comments, objections, or revisions. The 
comment is noted and will be included in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND document, which will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of 
Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when Project approval is 
recommended. No further response is required. 
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Letter	5:	County	of	Los	Angeles	Sheriff’s	Department	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	20,	2013	

LACSD-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department 
(LACSD) comment letter, dated June 20, 2013. The comment raised in the said letter 
indicates that the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department has reviewed the IS/MND, 
and that the Project is not anticipated to significantly impact the Department’s 
resources or operations. The comment is noted and will be included in the Final 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which will be provided to the Los 
Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when 
Project approval is recommended. 
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Letter	6:	South	Coast	Air	Quality	Management	District	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	26,	2013	

SCAQMD-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) comment letter, dated June 26, 2013. The comments raised in the said 
letter are addressed below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND document, which will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of 
Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when Project approval is 
recommended. 

As stated in the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) letter, 
SCAQMD staff is concerned that the project design features (PDFs) may not provide 
the flexibility that is needed to ensure insignificant air quality impacts from the 
Project. It should be noted that the Conveyor Belt System Option is no longer 
considered for the Project, and thus the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND does not 
include that option for consideration. As such, all PDFs from the 2013 Draft IS/MND 
have been converted to and updated as mitigation measures (MMs) in the Revised 
and Recirculated Draft IS/MND. Specifically, PDF AQ-1 has been converted to MM 
AQ-1. An option has been added to MM AQ-1 that allows for use of off-highway 
trucks with the equivalent capacity of 33 cubic yards (cy), but with a reduced 
number of allowable round truck trips per day. PDF AQ-2 of the 2013 Draft IS/MND 
has been converted to MM AQ-2 in the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND, and 
now requires all off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than 50 
horsepower to meet Tier 4 Final or better off-road emissions standards. This 
strengthened the requirements for off-road equipment, which previously required 
Tier 3 standards for off-road equipment to be met if the Low Emission Trucking 
Option had been selected. Additionally, PDF AQ-3 has been converted to MM AQ-3 
in the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND. The incorporation of MMs AQ-1 
through MM AQ-4 would reduce all air quality impacts to less than significant, as 
detailed in Table 4-4, Maximum Daily Construction Emissions Summer Season – 
with all Mitigation Measures, of the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND. The 
calculation data to support the IS/MND quantitative analysis of air quality impacts 
is included in Appendix A of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND.	

SCAQMD-2 As requested in the comment, the LACFCD will provide the SCAQMD with a copy of 
the final Project conditions required to ensure enforcement of the Project’s MMs. 

SCAQMD-3 As requested in the comment, prior to the adoption of the Project, the LACFCD will 
post all responses to the comments online at 
https://pw.lacounty.gov/wrd/Projects/BigTujunga/, including the SCAQMD’s 
letter, dated June 26, 2013.  

Project	Design	Features	

SCAQMD-4 The comment again expresses concern that the PDFs may not provide the flexibility 
that is needed. Please refer to Response SCAQMD-1, above, which identifies the 
changes made to the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND, specifically regarding 
PDFs. 



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

3-26 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT  
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

SCAQMD	Regulations	and	Recommendations	

SCAQMD-5 The SCAQMD comment indicates that the Conveyor Belt Option and any on-site 
crushing or screening of oversized materials would require SCAQMD permits. The 
Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND no longer proposes the Conveyor Belt 
Option, and as such, an SCAQMD permit would not be required. However, the 
Project would include onsite crushing or screening of oversized materials, and 
LACFCD concurs that this would require an SCAQMD permit. This SCAQMD permit 
would be obtained prior to Project implementation. 

SCAQMD-6 Regarding enforcement of the Project’s PDFs and MMS, please refer to Response 
SCAQMD-2, above.	
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3.1.3	 ORGANIZATIONS	

Two comment letters were received from organizations on the 2013 Draft IS/MND. The 
comment letters are listed below: 

 Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council (STNC)—June 20, 2013 

 Friends of the Los Angeles River (FoLAR)—June 26, 2013 
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Letter	7:	Sunland‐Tujunga	Neighborhood	Council	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	20,	2013	

STNC-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council 
(STNC) comment letter, dated June 20, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter 
are addressed below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
document, which will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for 
consideration in their decision making when Project approval is recommended. 

The comment urges that the Conveyor Belt System Option be selected as the primary 
method of sediment transport. The comment is noted. It should be noted that the 
LACFCD is committed to designing and implementing the Project in an 
environmentally sensitive manner by minimizing air quality impacts. As presented in 
Section 1.1 of this document, the LACFCD has determined that the Conveyor Belt 
System Option that was analyzed in the 2013 Draft IS/MND as a potential method of 
sediment removal is no longer considered; therefore, the Low Emissions Trucking 
Option would be implemented upon Project approval. Even though the 2013 IS/MND 
analyzed the environmental impacts of both options and disclosed the possibility of 
either option being ultimately implemented, in light of the changes disclosed in the 
Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND, the Conveyor Belt is no longer an option. 
Instead, the Project would implement MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4, which increase 
overall stringency of applicable mitigation to reduce air quality impacts. 
Incorporation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4 would reduce air quality emissions 
when compared to typical sediment removal activities using standard hauling trucks 
and/or standard off-road equipment and would result in less than significant impacts 
to all environmental topics subject to evaluation pursuant to CEQA.   

In addition, heavy truck traffic would be reduced in comparison to the traffic analyzed 
in the 2013 Draft IS/MND by: (1) implementing a once-per-season mobilization and 
demobilization of dump trucks to and from the Project site rather than daily dump 
truck trips during the non-storm season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable 
aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in 
subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate material) removed from 
BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need to haul to aggregate 
processors over the course of five years. While aggregate stockpiling can occur any 
time during the sediment removal years, at the end of the Project, aggregate would 
be removed from the stockpile location and placed in the SPS. This would reduce the 
impacts associated with that scenario by reducing daily traffic volumes and noise 
levels below what was assessed in the 2013 Draft IS/MND. Additionally, the Revised 
and Recirculated Draft IS/MND shall require all off-road equipment to meet Tier 4 
Final or better off-road emission standards, which increases the stringency of 
requirements when compared to the 2013 Draft IS/MND. 

STNC-2 The comment states that the MND did not adequately addressed increased truck and 
vehicular traffic on Big Tujunga Canyon Road and Oro Vista Avenue, which passes 
through a residential neighborhood.  
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Although there would be a temporary increase in construction truck and worker 
vehicle traffic along the Project’s haul route, as described in both Draft IS/MNDs, 
traffic and traffic-related hazards would be reduced to less than significant levels with 
the implementation of MM TRA-1, in Section 4.17, Transportation/Traffic, of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. Cross traffic at Big Tujunga Canyon Road would 
be controlled in compliance with MM TRA-1, which requires a Traffic Control Plan 
to be prepared, in compliance with the California Department of Transportation’s 
(Caltrans’) Manual	on	Uniform	Traffic	Control	Devices (MUTCD). This Plan would 
require the use of flag person(s) stationed at the intersection of the Project access 
road and Big Tujunga Canyon Road during all trucking operations and would 
prohibit truck traffic queuing along Big Tujunga Canyon Road. Additionally, 
temporary construction signage would be installed along Big Tujunga Canyon 
Road on northerly and southerly approaches to the access road to alert traffic of 
construction traffic ahead. The Plan would require mandatory participation by the 
Contractor’s construction crew in traffic safety meetings to ensure that the Plan is 
fully implemented and periodically monitored for compliance. Thus, with the 
implementation of MM TRA-1, the crossing of large dump trucks across Big 
Tujunga Canyon Road, which could result in traffic hazard, would be less than 
significant. 

Regarding dump truck traffic, the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND analyzed Double-
bottom belly dump trucks or off-highway trucks with 18 cubic yards of capacity 
would be mobilized to the Project site at the beginning of the non-storm season for 
sediment and aggregate removal activities. A peak of approximately 97 worker 
roundtrips would occur for one month yearly during sediment removal activities 
(from September 15 through October 14) during the morning and afternoon. The 
trips would add to traffic volumes to the local freeway system in the non-storm 
season, specifically the I-210 and Big Tujunga Canyon Road. In compliance with RR 
TRA-1, the movement of large vehicles or loads, such as large equipment, on public 
roadways must be conducted in compliance with the Los Angeles County Code (Title 
16, Highway), which requires a moving permit (Chapter 16.22, Moving Permits) and 
includes provisions regarding the size (i.e., height, width, weight) of vehicles/loads 
(in accordance with provisions of the California Vehicle Code); number of trips; 
seasonal/time limitations; and other conditions when necessary to assure against 
undue interference with traffic or road damage. The proposed Project will also 
require implementation of temporary traffic control measures in accordance with the 
Standard	Specifications	 for	Public	Works	Construction (Greenbook), which contains 
standards for traffic and access (i.e., maintenance of access, traffic control, and 
notification of emergency personnel). Per RR TRA-2, oversized transport vehicles on 
State highways, if required, would need to obtain a Caltrans transportation permit. 
Impacts on the circulation system would be less than significant and no mitigation is 
required. 

During the non-storm season, trucks would be running from BTR to Maple Canyon 
SPS and back to BTR during the day. It is estimated that 400 truck trips would occur 
each day, which would be crossing Big Tujunga Canyon Road. As indicated above, MM 
TRA-1 is proposed to address the potential issue pertaining to traffic hazard. 
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Overall, heavy truck traffic would be reduced in comparison to the traffic analyzed in 
the 2013 Draft IS/MND by (1) implementing a once-per-season mobilization and 
demobilization of dump trucks to and from the Project site rather than daily dump 
truck trips during the non-storm season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable 
aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in 
subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate material) removed from 
BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need to hauling the aggregate 
materials to processors or other approved sites, over the course of five years. While 
aggregate stockpiling can occur any time during the sediment removal years, at the 
end of the Project, aggregate would be removed from the stockpile location and 
placed in the SPS. The IS/MND air quality analysis is based on the peak day emissions, 
which would not be changed by the elimination of aggregate hauling (which would 
not occur on the peak day). However, the Project’s overall emissions would be 
reduced on an annual basis over the course of the five-year sediment removal 
activities due to these changes. 

Executive	Summary	

STNC-3 The comment asserts that very little comparison is made between the two options of 
sediment removal in terms of environmental impact, cost, or other criteria. The 
comment is noted; however, the Project no longer considers the Conveyor Belt 
System Option, thus, the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND does not include that 
option in the analysis. Instead, as discussed in the Revised and Recirculated Draft 
IS/MND, the Project would implement the Low Emission Trucking Option from the 
2013 Draft IS/MND, with an option of using off-road trucks. Per MM AQ-1 of the 
Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND, the Project could use on- or off-road trucks, 
but would limit the maximum trips per day depending on type of truck. Section 4.3, 
Air Quality, includes a detailed analysis of specific air quality impacts for the Project. 
Lastly, CEQA requires the analysis of environmental impacts and does not require 
analysis or discussion of a financial cost-benefit comparison. 

4.3	Air	Quality	

STNC-4 The comment asserts that both sediment removal options were treated equally (in 
the 2013 Draft IS/MND). As previously indicated, the Conveyor Belt Option is no 
longer an option for Project implementation. As detailed in Response STNC-1, above, 
the Project would implement the Low Emission Trucking Option, as detailed in MM 
AQ-1 of the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND.  As discussed in Section 4.3, Air 
Quality, the proposed Project would generate pollutants during construction. 
However, as shown in Tables 4-3 through 4-4 of the Revised and Recirculated Draft 
IS/MND, construction emissions would not exceed regional SCAQMD CEQA 
significance thresholds with implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4. 
Additionally, as indicated in Response STNC-2, above, the heavy truck traffic would 
be reduced due to Project changes in comparison to the traffic analyzed in the 2013 
Draft IS/MND by (1) implementing a once-per-season mobilization and 
demobilization of dump trucks to and from the Project site rather than daily dump 
truck trips during the non-storm season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable 
aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in 
subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate material) removed from 
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BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need to haul to aggregate 
processors over the course of 5 years. While aggregate stockpiling can occur any time 
during the sediment removal years, at the end of the Project, aggregate would be 
removed from the stockpile location and placed in the SPS. Therefore, the Project’s 
overall emissions would be reduced on an annual basis over the course of the five-
year sediment removal activities due to these changes. As shown in Section 4.3, Air 
Quality, air quality models used in the 2013 Draft IS/MND were updated (CalEEMod 
Version 2016.3.2 and EMFAC 2017). Taking into account the updated models and the 
changes in truck trips summarized above, the Project revisions would result in similar 
emissions levels to those presented in the 2013 Draft IS/MND, and no revisions are 
required to the conclusions of less than significant impact with mitigation. 

4.4	Biological	Resources	

STNC-5 Since this comment was made, additional focused surveys for Santa Ana sucker and 
arroyo toad were conducted, as described in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND. The results of the annual monitoring, which are conducted by 
LACFCD downstream of the Dam every September/October as part of a 10-year 
long-term monitoring effort that extended from 2009 to 2018, were presented to 
the SASWG, which consists of fisheries biologists and staff from the USFWS, CDFW, 
USFS, LACFCD, and the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP). 
Following completion of the 10-year monitoring effort, the SASWG continues to meet 
once to twice per year to discuss the approach to supplemental releases, the status of 
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) preparation, and the status of the Reservoir 
Restoration Project. Additionally, focused surveys for special status fish upstream of 
BTR were conducted in 2019 and confirmed the absence of fish upstream of BTR. The 
results of these surveys are also incorporated into Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND and are attached as Appendix B-5.   

Regarding downstream flows, during sediment removal activities, the bypass 
pipeline would carry all available flows downstream of the Dam. No outflow can be 
provided if there is no inflow. During sediment removal, inflow/outflow would be 
entirely dependent on natural conditions. 

As described in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, during normal 
non storm season operations, LACFCD typically releases the same amount of water 
from the Dam that comes into the Reservoir as inflow from upstream (i.e., inflow 
equals outflow). A statistical analysis of inflow/outflow of the Reservoir during the 
non-storm season was conducted (see Dewatering Flow Data Memorandum in 
Appendix B-9 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND). While the time period 
analyzed (1999–2012) included a wide range of natural variation with both 
extremely dry and wet years, the analysis verified that inflow typically equaled 
outflow. If water levels become dangerously low during Project activities, it would be 
the result of a natural weather event; all inflow to BTR would be conveyed to 
downstream areas via the bypass line. MM Bio-4 (Revised to MM Bio-3 in the Final 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) provide monitoring for stranded or distressed 
special status fish downstream from the Project. The Special Status Fish Relocation 
Plan required by this measure will describe relocation activities for special status fish. 
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As discussed in Section 4.4.1, the arroyo toad does not occur downstream of the Dam 
(see 2016 focused survey for arroyo toad in Appendix B-3). Additionally, LACFCD 
conducted a protocol focused survey for arroyo toad along Big Tujunga Creek from 
Big Tujunga Dam downstream to Hansen Dam; no arroyo toad were observed during 
the survey (BonTerra Consulting 2010). Arroyo toad is believed to be extirpated 
downstream of Big Tujunga Dam. Dewatering is not expected to impact arroyo toad. 
Sediment removal activities that could affect the arroyo toad upstream of BTR 
discussed in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. MM BIO-5 
(Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) provides 
avoidance and minimization measures that would mitigate impacts on arroyo toad to 
less than significant. 	

4.16	Transportation/Traffic	

STNC-6 The comment states that the MND fails to address the issue of increased truck and 
vehicular traffic on Big Tujunga Canyon Road and Vista Avenue. Please refer to 
Response STNC-2, above. 

STNC-7 The comment asserts that based on number of round trips per day, trucks would be 
passing through the residential neighborhoods along Oro Vista Avenue every 7 to 8 
minutes. Please refer to Response STNC-2, above. 

STNC-8 Regarding the issue of pedestrian safety, all vehicle traffic must comply with 
California Vehicle Code (CVC) Division 11, Rules of the Road, including hazards 
signage and speed limits. There is no evidence to suggest that construction-related 
Project traffic would generate hazards to pedestrians in the Project vicinity. Any 
increased vehicular activity due to Project implementation would comply with 
applicable State law and posted speed limits. 

STNC-9 The comment alleges that the increase in heavy truck traffic between 2015 and 2020 
would impact safety for pedestrians and bicyclists on Foothill Boulevard and 
Wentworth Avenue and jeopardize the goal of increasing recreation opportunities. 
The comment is noted. It should be noted that there is no evidence to suggest that 
construction-related Project traffic would generate hazards to bicyclists in the Project 
vicinity. The presence of truck traffic, in compliance with RR TRA-1, MM TRA-1 and 
the CVC Division 11, Rules of the Road, would not conflict with existing or planned 
pedestrian or bicycle amenities in the Sunland-Tujunga area. Sections 21200 through 
21212 of the California Vehicle Code are applicable to the use of bicycles on roads and 
highways. According to Section 21200(a), “A person riding a bicycle or operating a 
pedicab upon a highway has all the rights and is subject to all the provisions 
applicable to the driver of a vehicle by this division”. On roadways with no bicycle 
lanes, unless determined to be unsafe, bicyclists should ride as close as practicable to 
the right-hand edge of the roadway. Therefore, the presence of bicyclists on any of 
the haul route roadways is a permissible use that, when both bicyclists and vehicles 
are operated in compliance with State law, would not pose a dangerous condition. If 
bicycle lanes are present, then the buffer between the bicyclists and vehicles is even 
greater. Further, as discussed above under Response STNC-2, , above, the daily truck 
traffic anticipated in the IS/MND would be reduced by (1) implementing a once-per-
season mobilization and demobilization of dump trucks to and from the Project site 
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rather than daily dump truck trips during the non-storm season, and (2) for the first 
year, reusing all suitable aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment 
within the Forest, and in subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate 
material) removed from BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need 
to haul to aggregate processors over the course of five years. As such, there would be 
no need for an aggregate haul route through Big Tujunga Canyon Road, Oro Vista 
Avenue, Foothill Boulevard, Wentworth Street, and Sheldon Street.  

Also, please refer to Response STNC-10, above, regarding recreational impacts. 

STNC-10 The comment states that the Big Tujunga Canyon Road and Oro Vista Avenue are not 
designed for heavy truck traffic. The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the 
decision makers. Please refer to Response STNC-2, above, regarding traffic impacts. 
Also, please refer to Responses STNC-8 and STNC-9, above, regarding traffic hazards.  

It should be recognized that the Big Tujunga Canyon Road is a 2-lane County-
maintained Road with approximately 12-foot-wide lanes that is within the Angeles 
National Forest. The speed limit on the road has a maximum of 55 miles per hour, 
which is reduced as the road nears residential areas and curves. Big Tujunga Canyon 
Road is adequately able to accommodate truck traffic and has accommodated similar 
sediment removal operations in the past, including most recently, the 2009 Big 
Tujunga Dam Retrofit Project. There is no evidence to suggest that travel along Big 
Tujunga Canyon Road, when conducted in compliance with all traffic laws, is unsafe 
or dangerous. 

Project implementation would not hinder recreational opportunities or access to 
recreational attractions within the Forest. Project-related sediment removal and 
placement activities would not occur on Sundays or holidays, which are peak 
recreational traffic days. 

STNC-11 The comment also indicates that the Big Tujunga Canyon Road is a very dangerous 
road with a high accident rate. The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the 
decision makers. As previously discussed, the presence of truck traffic as anticipated 
in the 2013 Draft IS/MND, in compliance with RR TRA-1, MM TRA-1 and the CVC 
Division 11, Rules of the Road, would not result in significant roadway hazards. 
However, the daily truck traffic anticipated in the IS/MND would be reduced by (1) 
implementing a once-per-season mobilization and demobilization of dump trucks to 
and from the Project site rather than daily dump truck trips during the non-storm 
season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable aggregate material separated 
from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in subsequent years placing all 
sediment (including aggregate material) removed from BTR within Maple Canyon 
SPS, thereby eliminating the need to rather than hauling to aggregate processors over 
the course of five years.  

Additionally, there is no evidence to suggest that the existing rate of vehicular 
accidents along Big Tujunga Canyon Road would be altered by the presence of 
construction trucks. It must be assumed that any increased vehicular activity due to 
Project implementation would be conducted in accordance with applicable State law 
and posted speed limits. Project-related traffic would not affect the intersection of the 



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

3-38 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT  
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

Angeles Forest Highway and Big Tujunga Canyon Road because the Project site is 
southwest of this intersection and truck traffic would not travel northeasterly along 
Big Tujunga Canyon Road. 

STNC-12 The comment states that the Oro Vista Avenue is a narrow road with significant 
amount of pedestrian traffic as it passes through a residential neighborhood. Please 
refer to Response STNC-2, above, regarding traffic impacts. Also, please refer to 
Responses STNC-8 and STNC-9, above, regarding traffic hazards. 

4.15	Recreation	

STNC-13 The comment asserts that the issues of safety and noise hazards caused by increased 
truck traffic on the recreation users is not addressed. Please refer to Responses STNC-
2, above, regarding traffic impacts. Also, please refer to Responses STNC-8 and STNC-
9, above, regarding traffic hazards.  

 Project implementation would not hinder recreational opportunities; access to 
recreational attractions; or access to public parking along the route that employee 
vehicles and equipment transport would take to the Project site, as this would occur 
approximately two times per year (once-per-season mobilization and demobilization 
of dump trucks to and from the Project site). The presence of truck traffic does not 
restrict access to any existing or proposed future land uses.  

 Regarding the issue of traffic noise, the 2013 Draft IS/MND analyzed the following 
scenario as stated in Section 4.12 Noise: the rate of aggregate hauling in the storm 
season is estimated at 28 round trips per day, resulting in an increase in hourly 
average truck noise of less than 2 A-weighted decibels (dBA), which is not discernible 
to the average ear. On roads with less volume, the hourly average traffic noise 
increase may be 3 dBA, which would be barely discernible. Individual truck passbys 
may be audible and noticed by persons along the route. Public health and safety 
activities, including all flood control operations and maintenance activities, are 
exempt from the County’s Noise Ordinance. The temporary traffic noise increases 
were determined not to be substantial. Additionally, due to the reductions in truck 
traffic described in Response STNC-2, above, the findings of the 2013 Draft IS/MND 
regarding traffic noise is conservative and overestimates the actual truck noise level 
that would be expected from the Project based on the planned Project revisions. 

Summary	

STNC-14 Regarding the decision between the Low Emission Trucking Option or the Conveyor 
Belt System Option, please refer to Response STNC-1, above. 

 It is true that the Conveyor Belt Option would result in reduced truck trips during the 
storm season compared to the Low Emission Trucking Option. But, as previously 
discussed, the presence of truck traffic—in compliance with RR TRA-1, MM TRA-1 
and the CVC Division 11, Rules of the Road—would not result in significant roadway 
hazards under either Option. Further, as discussed above under Response STNC-2, 
above, the daily truck traffic anticipated in the IS/MND would be reduced by (1) 
implementing a once-per-season mobilization and demobilization of dump trucks to 
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and from the Project site rather than daily dump truck trips during the non-storm 
season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable aggregate material separated 
from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in subsequent years placing all 
sediment (including aggregate material) removed from BTR within Maple Canyon 
SPS, thereby eliminating the need to haul to aggregate processors over the course of 
five years. While aggregate stockpiling can occur any time during the sediment 
removal years, at the end of the Project, aggregate would be removed from the 
stockpile location and placed in the SPS. 

STNC-15 Regarding the decision between the Low Emission Trucking Options for the Conveyor 
Belt System Option, please refer to Response STNC-1, above. 

STNC-16 Regarding hauling of the aggregate by trucks through the community during the 
winter months, as discussed in Response STNC-2, above, for the first year, the LACFCD 
will be reusing all suitable aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment 
within the Forest, and in subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate 
material) removed from BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need 
to haul to aggregate processors over the course of five years. 

STNC-17 Regarding the existing condition of Oro Vista Avenue, please refer to Response STNC-
2, above. 
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Letter	8:	Friends	of	the	Los	Angeles	River	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	26,	2013	

FoLAR-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the Friends of the Los Angeles River (FoLAR) 
comment letter, dated June 26, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter are 
addressed below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
document, which will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for 
consideration in their decision making when Project approval is recommended. 

Section 1603 of the California Fish and Game Code (1603) refers to the need for a 
Streambed Alteration Agreement from CDFW. MM BIO-9 (Renumbered to MM BIO-8 
in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) requires that the Project obtain all 
necessary regulatory permits, including the Streambed Alteration Agreement. 

FoLAR-2 Section 1.3.3 of the IS/MND states: “Prior to mitigation, Project implementation 
would result in potentially significant impacts to Air Quality, Biological Resources, 
Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards/Hazardous Materials, 
Hydrology/Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, and Traffic/Transportation”. The 
text is provided to clarify that mitigation measures have been developed to avoid or 
reduce impacts to less than significant levels for those environmental topics. Project 
design features and mitigation measures would be included in the Contractor 
Specifications, as appropriate, and verified as part of the Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) to ensure compliance and implementation. The Project 
would not result in significant impacts to any environmental factors with 
implementation of identified mitigation measures. 

FoLAR-3 Vegetation mapping, general plant and wildlife surveys, habitat assessments for 
special status species, several focused surveys, and a jurisdictional delineation have 
been completed in the Project area to determine the presence of biological resources 
that may be impacted by the Project. A summary of the findings of these surveys is 
provided in Section 4.4.1, as well as Appendices B-1 through B-10 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND.   

Table 4-6 in the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND states the status and likelihood of 
occurrence of all species listed in this comment, with the exception of the black 
bullhead, red swamp crayfish, and green sunfish. Black bullhead, red swamp crayfish, 
and green sunfish are non-native exotic animal species that are predators of native 
aquatic wildlife. These species eat juveniles or small individuals of native species 
including (but not limited to) the Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, Santa Ana speckled 
dace, arroyo toad, and western pond turtle. Eradicating these species from the system 
would increase the health of the riparian system. 

MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) 
for special status fish, MM BIO-5 (Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) for arroyo toad, and MM BIO-7 (Renumbered to MM BIO-6 in 
the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) for western pond turtle include the 
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following statement, “All non-native animal species encountered during the pre-
construction survey shall be permanently removed from the plunge pool and creek.”  

A formal aquatic species removal program is not currently included in the Project or 
mitigation measures because the Project would not have significant impacts related 
to aquatic invasive species. Aquatic invasive species are currently present in the 
reservoir, plunge pool, and along the creek downstream of the dam. Dewatering the 
reservoir and plunge pool would eliminate non-native species from the reservoir and 
plunge pool, and thus would provide a beneficial impact by reducing the amount of 
non-native species in those Project areas.    

LACFCD has prepared an HCP for the long-term operation and maintenance of Big 
Tujunga Dam. Per the Draft HCP (Psomas 2021b), funding would be provided 
annually for habitat enhancement projects along Big Tujunga Creek. Non-native 
wildlife species removal is included as a habitat enhancement project that could be 
carried out with this funding. It should be noted that public review of the HCP was 
completed in March 2022, and no comments were received from the agencies and the 
public. Currently, the HCP is in the process of being finalized.   

As presented in Section 4.4.3 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, with the 
incorporation of mitigation measures, all impacts to biological resources would be 
less than significant. These mitigation measures address potential impacts on special 
status plants (MM BIO-1 and MM BIO-2), Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, and Santa 
Ana speckled dace (MM BIO-4 [Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND]), arroyo toad (MM BIO-5 [Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the 
Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]), least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow 
flycatcher (MM BIO-6 [Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND]), western pond turtle (MM BIO-7 [Renumbered to MM BIO-6 
in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]), two-striped garter snake and Coast 
Range newt (MM BIO-8 [Renumbered to MM BIO-7 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND]), jurisdictional resources (MM BIO-9 [Renumbered to MM BIO-
8 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]); and nesting birds/raptors (MM 
BIO-10 [Renumbered to MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]). 

FoLAR-4 Please see Response FoLAR-2 and Response FoLAR-3, above. 

Section 4.4.3 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND includes mitigation measures 
for avoidance and minimization efforts that will ensure that species would not be 
impacted. For example, there are measures related to control of sediment; relocation 
of special status species out of harm’s way; and measures for weekly monitoring to 
ensure that the Project’s measures are functioning properly and are not harming the 
resources. If the potential to significantly harm a resource was identified, a 
corresponding measure was included to ensure that that potential significant effect 
would be reduced to a less than significant level.  

With regard to nesting birds and raptors, nearly every outdoor project has potential 
to impact nesting birds and raptors because certain types of birds can nest anywhere, 
even in ornamental landscaping or existing structures. Therefore, a measure to 
conduct pre-construction nesting bird surveys is a standard measure for any project 
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that would begin during the nesting season. The pre-construction survey will identify 
any nesting birds/raptors and will protect any active nest until nesting is complete as 
determined by a qualified Biologist. As described in MM BIO-10 (Renumbered to MM 
BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), vegetation removal should be 
conducted outside the nesting season to the extent possible to avoid impacts to 
nesting birds. 

FoLAR-5 Regarding the wildlife concerns, please refer to Response FoLAR-3 and Response 
FoLAR-4, above. 

As stated on page 1-2 of the IS/MND, the LACFCD is committed to designing and 
implementing the Project in an environmentally sensitive manner by minimizing air 
quality impacts. As presented in Section 1.1 of this Responses to Comments, the 
LACFCD has determined that the Conveyor Belt Option that was analyzed in the 2013 
IS/MND as a potential method of sediment removal is unlikely to be implemented; 
therefore, it is assumed that the Low Emissions Trucking Option would be 
implemented upon Project approval. The IS/MND analyzed the environmental impact 
of both Options and disclosed the possibility of either Option being ultimately 
implemented. With incorporation of MM AQ-1, the Low Emission Trucking Option 
would reduce air quality emissions when compared to typical sediment removal 
activities using standard hauling trucks and/or standard off-road equipment and 
would result in less than significant impacts to all environmental topics subject to 
evaluation pursuant to CEQA.  

In addition, heavy truck traffic would be reduced in comparison to the traffic analyzed 
in the 2013 IS/MND by (1) implementing a once-per-season mobilization and 
demobilization of dump trucks to and from the Project site rather than daily dump 
truck trips during the non-storm season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable 
aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in 
subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate material) removed from 
BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need to haul to aggregate 
processors over the course of 5 years. While aggregate stockpiling can occur any time 
during the sediment removal years, at the end of the Project, aggregate would be 
removed from the stockpile location and placed in the SPS. This would reduce the 
impacts associated with that scenario by reducing daily traffic volumes, emissions, 
and noise levels below what was assessed within the IS/MND. 

FoLAR-6 As stated on page 1-2 of the IS/MND, the LACFCD is committed to designing and 
implementing the Project in an environmentally sensitive manner by minimizing air 
quality impacts. As presented in Section 1.1 of this Responses to Comments, the 
LACFCD has determined that the Conveyor Belt Option that was analyzed in the 2013 
IS/MND as a potential method of sediment removal is unlikely to be implemented; 
therefore, it is assumed that the Low Emissions Trucking Option would be 
implemented upon Project approval. The IS/MND analyzed the environmental impact 
of both Options and disclosed the possibility of either Option being ultimately 
implemented. With incorporation of MM AQ-1, the Low Emission Trucking Option 
would reduce air quality emissions when compared to typical sediment removal 
activities using standard hauling trucks and/or standard off-road equipment and 
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would result in less than significant impacts to all environmental topics subject to 
evaluation pursuant to CEQA.  

In addition, heavy truck traffic would be reduced in comparison to the traffic analyzed 
in the 2013 IS/MND by (1) implementing a once-per-season mobilization and 
demobilization of dump trucks to and from the Project site rather than daily dump 
truck trips during the non-storm season, and (2) for the first year, reusing all suitable 
aggregate material separated from the excavated sediment within the Forest, and in 
subsequent years placing all sediment (including aggregate material) removed from 
BTR within Maple Canyon SPS, thereby eliminating the need to haul to aggregate 
processors over the course of 5 years. While aggregate stockpiling can occur any time 
during the sediment removal years, at the end of the Project, aggregate would be 
removed from the stockpile location and placed in the SPS. This would reduce the 
impacts associated with that scenario by reducing daily traffic volumes and noise 
levels below what was assessed within the IS/MND. 

FoLAR-7 The information in this comment is still accurate. No further response is required.  

FoLAR-8 As stated in Section 3.0 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, Maple Canyon SPS 
currently holds approximately 2.5 million cub yards (mcy) of sediment. An additional 
2.1 to 4.4 mcy of sediment from this Project would cover approximately 29 acres 
within Maple Canyon SPS, of which approximately 8 acres currently contains 
sediment from previous projects; this would occupy the remaining capacity of the 
SPS.  

Section 4.4, Biological Resources, and Appendices B-1 through B-10 of the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND contain thorough documentation of the survey results and 
impact analyses of flora and fauna in the Project study area, which includes Maple 
Canyon SPS. MM BIO-2 provides measures to protect special status plant species (i.e., 
Plummer’s mariposa lily and fragrant pitcher sage) that were observed along the 
access roads in Maple Canyon SPS. No Threatened or Endangered wildlife have 
potential to occur in Maple Canyon; therefore, no mitigation for special status wildlife 
applies to Maple Canyon SPS. As describes above, MM BIO-10 (Renumbered to MM 
BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) provides measures to avoid and 
minimize impacts to nesting birds/raptors. 

Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, and Appendix C of the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND contain thorough documentation of the records searches and survey results 
and impact analyses of potential for cultural resources in the Project study area, 
including historic, archaeological, and paleontological resources. Regarding historic 
resources, although the Big Tujunga Dam is determined as eligible for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places, no alteration of the dam structure would occur 
from sediment removal activities. There would be no adverse effects to the dam or 
any changes to the historic significance as a result of the Project. Additionally, based 
on the analyses conducted, no prehistoric archaeological sites are recorded in the 
vicinity of the Project site, and thus no mitigation measures are required.  

Regarding archaeological resources, there is a possibility that archaeological 
materials could be uncovered during necessary soil disturbance activities. Although 
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the likelihood of encountering archaeological resources on the Project site is 
considered low, implementation of MM CUL-1, which describes procedures for 
monitoring and protocols to be followed in the event that cultural resources are 
discovered during grading, would reduce this potentially significant impact to a less 
than significant level. 

In terms of potential disturbance of human remains, there is no indication that human 
remains are present within the Project area. The records search and field survey 
indicate no evidence of human remains on or near BTR or Maple Canyon SPS. 
However, in the unlikely event of an unanticipated encounter with human remains in 
BTR, the California	Health	and	Safety	Code and the California	Public	Resources	Code 
require that any activity in the area of a potential find be halted, and the Los Angeles 
County Coroner be notified, as described in RR CUL-1. There would be less than 
significant adverse impacts to human remains with compliance with RR CUL-1. 

Therefore, in light of analyses conducted, no additional surveys or investigations 
beyond those required through the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program are 
required.	

.	
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3.1.4	 INDIVIDUALS	

Five comment letters/emails were received from individuals on the Draft IS/MND in 2013. The 
comment letters are listed below: 

 Rick Grubb (Grubb [1])—June 9, 2013 

 Snowdy Dodson (Dodson)—June 20, 2013 

 Sunland Resident (Resident)—June 21, 2013 

 Rick Grubb (Grubb [2])—June 26, 2013 

 Lori Paul (Paul)—July 16, 2013 
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Letter	9:	Rick	Grubb	(1)	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	9,	2013	

Grubb (1)-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of Mr. Rick Grubb (1) (Grubb [1]) comment 
letter, dated June 9, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter are addressed 
below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, 
which will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for 
consideration in their decision making when Project approval is recommended. 

As stated on page 2-2 of the IS/MND, comments or questions, postmarked by 5:00 
PM on June 26, 2013, on the IS/MND could have been sent in writing by mail to 
the LACFCD P.O. Box address, via email to reservoircleanouts@dpw.lacounty.gov, 
or by fax to (626) 979-5436. 

Grubb (1)-2 Since this comment was made, additional focused surveys for arroyo toad were 
conducted, as described in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 
As discussed in Section 4.4.1, the arroyo toad does not occur downstream of the 
Dam (see 2016 focused survey for arroyo toad in Appendix B-3). Additionally, 
LACFCD conducted a protocol focused survey for arroyo toad along Big Tujunga 
Creek from Big Tujunga Dam downstream to Hansen Dam; no arroyo toad were 
observed during the survey (BonTerra Consulting 2010). Arroyo toad is believed 
to be extirpated downstream of Big Tujunga Dam. Dewatering is not expected to 
impact arroyo toad. Sediment removal activities that could affect the arroyo toad 
upstream of BTR discussed in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND. MM BIO-5 (Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) provides avoidance and minimization measures that 
would mitigate impacts on arroyo toad to less than significant. 

Grubb (1)-3 The LACFCD has completed its Sediment Management Strategic Plan, which sets 
forth guidelines for sediment management in flood control facilities throughout 
Los Angeles County. This document sets forth the LACFCD’s commitment to 
evaluating the implementation of alternative means of sediment disposal, 
including flow-assisted sediment transport (fasting)sluicing where appropriate. 
The 2009 Station Fire was an unusual event in that approximately 87 percent of 
the Big Tujunga Watershed was burned, resulting in unusually large sediment 
flows that reduced the Reservoir’s capacity to accommodate future volumes of 
sediment. Sluicing Fasting and flushing methods require a balance of the correct 
volume and flow velocity of water based on the amount, type, and gradation of 
sediment. Given the tremendous volume of sediment currently in the reservoir 
and the uncertainty of the volume and intensity of future storm runoff events, 
sluicing fasting or flushing would likely cause harmful effects to the downstream 
area’s species, habitat, water conservation, and recreation. Therefore, sediment 
disposal through sluicing fasting is not an option at this time.  

The LACFCD is engaged in ongoing discussions with the USFS, the USFWS, and the 
CDFW regarding ways to safely allow the passage of sediment through the Big 
Tujunga Reservoir Dam via flow-assisted sediment transport, which may reduce 
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the need for and/or frequency of future sediment cleanouts. As such, any sluicing 
fasting or other means of allowing sediment to flow downstream of the Dam prior 
to the conclusion of the coordinated effort between the LACFCD and the resource 
agencies would be premature and could potentially have detrimental effects on 
the federally listed Santa Ana sucker. 	
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Letter	10:	Snowdy	Dodson	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	20,	2013	

Dodson-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of Mr. Snowdy Dodson (Dodson) comment letter, 
dated June 20, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter are addressed below 
and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which will 
be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in 
their decision making when Project approval is recommended. 

As described in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, focused plant 
surveys were conducted in spring/summer 2011 and were updated in 
spring/summer 2016 (see Appendix B-7). Rainfall data was provided by LACFCD 
for Big Tujunga Dam for each water year (Table 1). The 2011 focused surveys were 
conducted in an extremely high rainfall year; 38.35 inches of rain were received at 
the dam from October 1, 2010 to September 30, 2011. Therefore, results of the 2011 
focused surveys are considered optimal for the detection of special status plant 
species. The 2016 focused surveys were conducted in a below average rainfall year; 
16.72 inches of rain were received at the dam from October 1, 2015 to September 
30, 2016. Although the rainfall conditions were not optimal during this survey year, 
reference populations of target species were monitored and confirmed to be 
blooming prior to the surveys. Based on the reference survey results, Project 
surveys were conducted when target plant species were observable.   

TABLE	1	
ANNUAL	RAINFALL	MEASURED	AT	BIG	TUJUNGA	DAM	

 
Year	(October	1	to	September	30)	 Total	Annual	Rainfall	

2008–2009 19.37 

2009–2010 36.17 

2010–2011	 38.35	

2011–2012 17.50 

2012–2013 11.09 

2013–2014 11.25 

2014–2015 16.09 

2015–2016	 16.72	

2016–2017 28.80 

2017–2018 12.69 
Average Year = 25.56 inches 
Wet Year > 32 inches 
 
Bold	text denotes years that focused plant surveys were conducted for 
the Reservoir Restoration Project. 

Davidson’s bush-mallow was on the list of target species for both the 2011 and 2016 
focused surveys. A reference population for Davidson’s bush-mallow was observed 
in flower on April 20, 2011, at lower Big Tujunga Canyon in Sunland; surveys were 
conducted on April 20 and 27, 2011, by Botanists Robert Allen and David Bramlet. 
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A reference population for Davidson’s bush-mallow was observed in flower on May 
12, 2016; surveys were conducted on May 18, 2016, by Botanists Allison Rudalevige 
and Katie Gallagher. As mentioned above, the focused survey reports are provided 
in Appendix B-7. 

Dodson-2 As described in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, sediment 
placement in Maple Canyon would permanently impact 2.11 acres of CDFW 
jurisdiction. MM BIO-9 (Renumbered MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) requires regulatory permitting with the resource agencies. 
Potential mitigation options include one or both of the following: (1) payment to a 
resource agency-approved mitigation bank or regional riparian enhancement 
program; and/or (2) establishment of riparian habitat (on site or off site) at a ratio 
of no less than 1:1, determined through consultation with the resource agencies. 
LACFCD will work with USFS, USACE, CDFW, and RWQCB to determine the 
appropriate mitigation strategy to replace the functions and values to Maple 
Canyon SPS. Mitigation will be, at a minimum, biologically equivalent to the habitat 
value that is being removed. Additionally, per terms of the USFS Special Use Permit, 
Maple Canyon SPS would be revegetated following completion of the Project. 
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Letter	11:	Sunland	Resident	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	21,	2013	

Resident-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of Sunland Resident (Resident) comment letter, 
dated June 21, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter are addressed below 
and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which will 
be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in 
their decision making when Project approval is recommended. 

Subsequent to the completion of the IS/MND, the LACFCD and USFS determined 
that the environmentally superior and more cost-effective method of beneficially 
reusing the rocks/aggregate from the excavated sediment would be to limit their 
transport and use to within the Forest boundaries, rather than to aggregate 
processors outside of the Forest. In the first year of sediment removal only, 
aggregate material would be stored at the stockpile area west of Maple Canyon SPS 
and would be available for use by both the Public Works’ Flood Maintenance (FMD) 
and Road Maintenance Divisions (RMD) for routine maintenance activities that are 
unrelated to the BTR Sediment Removal Project. In subsequent years, all sediment 
(including aggregate material) removed from BTR would be deposited with the 
sediment within Maple Canyon SPS. 

Resident-2 The commenter’s quoted text is not verbatim from the Draft 2013 IS/MND. As 
stated on Page 4-107 of the IS/MND, the analysis assumed that during the storm 
season, approximately 28 round-trip truck trips would occur each day to transport 
crushed rock materials from the Project site to aggregate processors or other 
approved site permitted to accept/process such materials. As discussed in 
Response Resident-1, above, in the first year of sediment removal only, aggregate 
material would be stored at the stockpile area west of Maple Canyon SPS and would 
be available for use by both the Public Works’ Flood Maintenance (FMD) and Road 
Maintenance Divisions (RMD) for routine maintenance activities that are unrelated 
to the BTR Sediment Removal Project. In subsequent years, all sediment (including 
aggregate material) removed from BTR would be deposited with the sediment 
within Maple Canyon SPS. Beneficial reuse within the Forest would also eliminate 
the estimated 28 round-trip truck trips per day through residential neighborhoods 
to aggregate processors outside the Forest.  

Resident-3 The LACFCD’s goal of beneficially reusing aggregate materials is in response to 
community feedback provided through the preparation of the LACFCD’s Sediment 
Management Strategic Plan, which sets forth guidelines for sediment management 
in flood control facilities throughout Los Angeles County. The LACFCD will not be 
reimbursed for the beneficial reuse of any aggregate materials, or the costs 
associated with transporting the materials within the Forest. 

Resident-4 Since this comment was made, additional focused surveys for arroyo toad were 
conducted, as described in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 
As discussed in Section 4.4.1, the arroyo toad does not occur downstream of the 
Dam (see 2016 focused survey for arroyo toad in Appendix B-3). Additionally, 
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LACFCD conducted a protocol focused survey for arroyo toad along Big Tujunga 
Creek from Big Tujunga Dam downstream to Hansen Dam; no arroyo toad were 
observed during the survey (BonTerra Consulting 2010). Arroyo toad is believed to 
be extirpated downstream of Big Tujunga Dam. Dewatering is not expected to 
impact arroyo toad. Sediment removal activities that could affect the arroyo toad 
upstream of BTR discussed in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 
MM BIO-5 (Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) provides avoidance and minimization measures that would mitigate 
impacts on arroyo toad to less than significant. 

As discussed above, the arroyo toad is considered extirpated downstream of the 
dam, as such, there would be no sediment needs of this species downstream of the 
dam. Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND describes the biological 
resources (i.e., “life forms”) downstream of the dam, including vegetation types, 
flora, and fauna. Tables 4-5 and 4-6 list the potential for special status plant and 
wildlife species to occur in the Project study area. Jurisdictional resources and 
wildlife movement are also discussed. Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND describes impacts on these biological resources while Section 4.4.3 of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND includes mitigation for those impacts found to be 
significant. With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts on 
biological resources would be considered mitigated to less than significant. 

Resident-5 The LACFCD, as lead agency, has authorized the preparation of the IS/MND 
pursuant to CEQA. The IS/MND indicates that, while the Project would have 
environmental impacts, modifications and/or mitigation measures have been 
incorporated into the Project to reduce its potentially adverse impacts to levels 
considered less than significant (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15070). As such, an 
IS/MND is the appropriate environmental document because the proposed Project 
would not result in any significant unavoidable impacts after mitigation. 
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Letter	12:	Rick	Grubb	(2)	

Comment	Letter	Dated	June	26,	2013	

Grubb(2)-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of Mr. Rick Grubb (Grubb[2]) second comment 
letter, dated June 26, 2013. The comments raised in the said letter are addressed 
below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which 
will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration 
in their decision making when Project approval is recommended. 

The LACFCD, as lead agency, has authorized the preparation of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND pursuant to CEQA. The Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
indicates that, while the Project would have environmental impacts, modifications 
and/or mitigation measures have been incorporated into the Project to reduce its 
potentially adverse impacts to levels considered less than significant (State CEQA 
Guidelines, Section 15070). As such, an IS/MND is the appropriate environmental 
document because the proposed Project would not result in any significant 
unavoidable impacts after mitigation. 

Since this comment was made, additional focused surveys for arroyo toad were 
conducted, as described in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 
As discussed in Section 4.4.1, the arroyo toad does not occur downstream of the 
Dam (see 2016 focused survey for arroyo toad in Appendix B-3). Additionally, 
LACFCD conducted a protocol focused survey for arroyo toad along Big Tujunga 
Creek from Big Tujunga Dam downstream to Hansen Dam; no arroyo toad were 
observed during the survey (BonTerra Consulting 2010). Arroyo toad is believed to 
be extirpated downstream of Big Tujunga Dam. Dewatering is not expected to 
impact arroyo toad. Sediment removal activities that could affect the arroyo toad 
upstream of BTR discussed in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 
MM BIO-5 (Renumbered to MM BIO-4 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) provides avoidance and minimization measures that would mitigate 
impacts on arroyo toad to less than significant. 

As discussed above, the arroyo toad is considered extirpated downstream of the 
dam, as such, there would be no sediment needs of this species downstream of the 
dam. The absence of arroyo toads downstream of the dam is considered the 
baseline existing condition for evaluation of Project effects. 

The 2005 Critical Habitat designation states that lands originally identified as 
critical habitat in 2001 along Subunit 7a (along Big Tujunga Creek downstream of 
the BTR) were excluded from the 2005 Critical Habitat because they are not known 
to be occupied (USFWS 2005). Consistent with this finding, the 2011 Revised 
Critical Habitat designation includes only areas upstream of the BTR (USFWS 2011). 
Upstream of BTR, the sediment removal boundary was reduced to avoid impacts to 
the 2011 Revised Critical Habitat for arroyo toad. 

Grubb(2)-2 Please refer to Response Grubb(2)-2, above, regarding the arroyo toad.  
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Regarding the issue of releasing sand or gravel downstream of the Dam, it is 
important to note that the 2009 Station Fire was an unusual event in that 
approximately 87 percent of the Big Tujunga Watershed was burned, resulting in 
unusually large sediment flows that reduced the BTR’s capacity to accommodate 
future volumes of sediment. Sluicing and flushing methods require a balance of the 
right volume and flow velocity of water based on the amount, type, and gradation 
of sediment. Given the tremendous volume of sediment currently in BTR and the 
uncertainty of the volume and intensity of future storm runoff events, sluicing or 
flushing could cause harmful effects to the downstream species, habitat, water 
conservation, and recreation. Therefore, sediment disposal through sluicing is not 
an option at this time. LACFCD is considering the use of flow-assisted sediment 
transport as a method to pass sediment through the dam in the future, which may 
reduce the need for and/or frequency of future sediment cleanouts. As this is not 
part of the Proposed Action, it is not addressed in the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND. 

Grubb(2)-3 Please see Responses Grubb_2-1 and Grubb_2-2, above. 

Grubb(2)-4 Please see Responses Grubb_2-1 and Grubb_2-2, above. 

Grubb(2)-5 The LACFCD has completed its Sediment Management Strategic Plan, which sets 
forth guidelines for sediment management in flood control facilities throughout Los 
Angeles County. This document sets for the LACFCD’s commitment to evaluating 
the implementation of alternative means of sediment disposal, including sluicing 
where appropriate. The long-term management of sediment within the LACFCD 
facilities is beyond the scope of this Project. 
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Letter	13:	Lori	Paul	

Comment	Letter	Dated	July	16,	2013	

Paul-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of Ms. Lori Paul (Paul) comment letter, dated July 16, 
2013. The comments raised in the said letter are addressed below and included in the 
Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which will be provided to the Los 
Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when 
Project approval is recommended. 

This comment discusses the Project’s impact on Maple Canyon SPS, which is on USFS 
land, and that the USFS is in the process of preparing an Environmental Assessment 
(EA) pursuant to NEPA for this Project. This information is accurate.  

As shown in Table 4-14, the Project would impact 3.83 acres of scrub oak chaparral and 
2.49 acres of chamise chaparral in Maple Canyon SPS. Following the Project, 20.97 acres 
of scrub oak chaparral and 20.15 acres of chamise chaparral. This represents an impact 
of 17 percent of the scrub oak chaparral and 11 percent of the chamise chaparral 
mapped in the Project study area; 83 percent of scrub oak chaparral would remain and 
89 percent of chamise chaparral would remain. Additionally, following the project, the 
area where sediment is placed would be revegetated with native species planted from 
locally collected seed. A Revegetation Plan has been prepared by the USFS for Maple 
Canyon SPS and includes performance criteria that the site will be required to meet. 
Therefore, the impact to these chaparral vegetation types/habitats would be 
temporary. It should be noted that the Project study area also include 4.53 acres of thick 
leaf yerba santa scrub, 2.62 acres of chamise chaparral-thick leaf yerba santa scrub, 
1.35 acre of hoary leaf ceanothus chaparral, and 61.26 acres of birch leaf mountain 
mahogany chaparral that would not be impacted by the Project. A total of 110.88 acres 
of chaparral vegetation types within the Project study area (i.e., immediately adjacent 
to the impact area that would not be impacted by the Project) and would be available 
for wildlife to use throughout the Project. The Project is also surrounded by the Angeles 
National Forest, of which, chaparral vegetation types are a large component. Southern 
California National Forests (i.e., Angeles, Cleveland, Los Padres, and San Bernardino) 
support more than 830,000 acres of chaparral (USFS 2005). As evaluated in Section 
4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, the loss of chaparral communities due to 
Project implementation relative to the availability of this vegetation would be 
considered less than significant.  

The comment regarding the “the severely denuded burn zone” from the Station Fire 
(August 2009) was more relevant at the time the comment letter was prepared. As of 
the recirculation of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, over 12 years have passed 
since the Station Fire, allowing the burned habitat to recover. Because chaparral is a 
fire-adapted habitat that thrives best when burned approximately every 30 years, many 
of the shrubs are adapted to fires and recover by “crown sprouting” (sprouts grow from 
the burned trunks/roots) following fire, allowing this habitat type to recover relatively 
quickly from fires. Additionally, the seeds of many chaparral species germinate 
following fires. Vegetation mapping was updated in 2017, which was 8 years after the 
Station Fire and thus reflects its post-fire conditions. Therefore, this portion of the 
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comment is no longer relevant due to the passage of time and the natural recovery of 
the habitat. 

Paul-2  Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND gives a representative list of 
common bird species that were observed in the Project study area during surveys. Each 
general and focused wildlife survey report included in the Appendices lists all plants 
and wildlife observed during surveys (see Appendices B-1, B-3, B-4, B-5, B-6, B-7, and 
B-8). The species mentioned in this comment were all noted as being observed in the 
study area in either the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND and/or the compendia of 
species noted during the focused surveys. None of the species mentioned in this 
comment are listed as special status. 

Paul-3  The federal “Species of Concern” list, to which the commenter refers, is no longer 
maintained by the USFWS. The Special Animals list is a list of all species currently 
considered special status by the USFWS, the CDFW, the USFS, the Bureau of Land 
Management, and other conservation organizations. The western gray squirrel is 
not listed on the most recent Special Animals list (October 2021; CDFW 2021). The 
western gray squirrel was also not listed on the USFS’ most recent list for the 
Angeles National Forest Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, Candidate, and Forest 
Service Sensitive Plants and Animals Which May Occur Within the Angeles National 
Forest, Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties, California (USFS 2013).  

Paul-4 Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND provides a representative list of 
common amphibian and mammal species observed in the Project study area. Each 
general and focused wildlife survey report included in the Appendices lists all plants 
and wildlife observed during surveys (see Appendices B-1, B-3, B-4, B-5, B-6, B-7, and 
B-8). Most of the species mentioned in this comment are listed as either observed or 
expected to occur in the Project study area. None of the species mentioned in this 
comment are listed as special status.  

Paul-5  Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND included only an evaluation of 
special status invertebrate species with potential to occur in the Project study area. The 
Crotch bumblebee, which was recently proposed for State listing, was determined to 
have potential to occur. All of the species listed in the comment are common species 
that would be expected to occur. The minor loss of the habitat associated with sediment 
placement within Maple Canyon SPS (of which 5.23 acres are already developed) would 
not substantially reduce the population or habitat of these common species within the 
regional context of the Angeles National Forest. See Response Paul-1, above. 

Paul-6 Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND gives a representative list of 
common reptile species observed in the Project study area. Each general and focused 
wildlife survey report included in the Appendices lists all plants and wildlife observed 
during surveys (see Appendices B-1, B-3, B-4, B-5, B-6, B-7, and B-8). Many of the reptile 
species mentioned in the comment may occur in the Project study area. The minor loss 
of the habitat associated with sediment placement within Maple Canyon SPS (of which 
5.23 acres are already developed) would not substantially reduce the population or 
habitat of these common species within the regional context of the Angeles National 
Forest. See Response Paul-1, above. The northern three-lined boa is addressed in Table 



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT 3-67 
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

4-6; this species is not expected to occur because it is not historically known from the 
area. MM BIO-8 (Renumbered to MM BIO-7 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) would relocate two-striped garter snakes to outside the work area before 
work begins. 

Paul-7  Section 4.41 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND describes the dominant plant 
species in each vegetation type. The species noted in the comment are listed to describe 
the upland habitats in the Project study area. See Response Paul-1, above, regarding 
damage from the Station Fire. 

Paul-8  See Response Paul-1, above, regarding damage from the Station Fire.  

Paul-9  As discussed in Response Paul-2 through Response Paul-7, above, the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND has addressed these species according to the requirements of 
CEQA. The various biological studies and reports included in Appendix B of the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND have been prepared in compliance with CEQA, and all 
relevant information has been reported in accordance with accepted scientific and 
technical standards that are consistent with the requirements of the USFWS and the 
CDFW.  

Regarding the issue of “public and organizations” having access to the Maple Canyon 
SPS, as discussed in Section 2.3 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, Maple Canyon 
SPS is designated as a sediment placement location per the USFS Land Management 
Plan. The facility is gated, and public access is purposefully restricted to minimize 
potential for injuries, as well as to minimize opportunities for vandalism and illegal 
dumping. Regarding the “resource (going) unnoticed”, this site has been in operation 
as an SPS since 1981 and its operation was permitted by the USFS, the USFWS, the 
USACE, the CDFW, and the RWQCB. 

Paul-10  The USFS has included a requirement to revegetate Maple Canyon SPS as a requirement 
of the Special Use Permit (MM LUP-1). The Revegetation Plan has been drafted by the 
USFS and would be implemented by LACFCD to the satisfaction of the USFS, as required 
by the Special Use Permit. 

The Revegetation Plan for Maple Canyon includes the following: responsible parties; 
schedule; methods for site preparation, seeding/planting, and maintenance; 
performance standards; remedial measures; maintenance monitoring; oak and native 
tree requirements (including San Gabriel oak); and rare plant requirements. If use of 
the Maple Canyon SPS is required for future projects, revegetation activities would be 
in accordance with the requirements of the Special Use Permit and/or future 
amendments to be approved by the USFS. 

Paul-11  The Maple Canyon SPS facility has been designed to ensure that the sediment remains 
in place. As described on page 4-64 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND Regulatory 
Requirement (RR) GEO-1 requires that grading, excavation, and earthwork shall 
comply with the County Code (Appendix J of Title 26, Building Code), as they relate to 
excavations; fills; drainage and terracing; slope planting and erosion control; and other 
pertinent standards to prevent general hazards and flood hazards on and near areas 
proposed for ground disturbance. The filling operations would be made within terraces 
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with slopes designed to limit erosion and drain lines with drop inlets would be installed 
at regular intervals to intercept runoff flows and to reduce runoff velocity and the 
potential for erosion. 

Paul-12  As discussed on page 2-6 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, Maple Canyon SPS 
is designated as a sediment placement location per the USFS Land Management Plan. 
The proposed sediment removal activities would also not conflict with the strategic 
goals in the Forest Plan, as they relate to community protection, forest health, invasive 
species, outdoor recreation, energy resources, watershed conditions, and the mission 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. The Project would support the watershed 
functions of the Angeles National Forest, which is a beneficial impact.  

Paul-13  As discussed in Response Paul-9, above, the Maple Canyon SPS facility is gated and 
public access is purposefully restricted to minimize potential for injuries, as well as to 
minimize opportunities for vandalism and illegal dumping. The LACFCD has hired 
qualified biological consultants to independently evaluate the resources present in the 
Project study area. Reports written by the consultants are reviewed by Biologists at the 
USFWS, the CDFW, the RWQCB, and/or the USFS, as applicable, and are included in 
Appendix B. The Biologists hold permits qualifying them to conduct surveys and also 
binding them to reporting the results of special status species observed during the 
surveys. 

Paul-14  As stated in Table 4-14 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, approximately 5.23 
acres are categorized as “Developed” within the total 29.67 acres of impact within 
Maple Canyon SPS. However, the presence of developed areas does not alter the 
assessment of any biological resources adjacent to these areas. Neither the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND nor the associated Appendix B technical reports include 
descriptions of vegetation communities or jurisdictional resources that were 
diminished in value due to their location near developed areas. However, it is important 
to note that CEQA mandates that an environmental analysis consider a project’s 
impacts in comparison to the existing conditions of the Project study area, not historic 
conditions. See also Response Paul-1, above. 

Paul-15  Continued use of Maple Canyon SPS would not be precedent setting. As discussed in 
Section 2.3 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, Maple Canyon SPS is designated 
as a sediment placement location per the USFS Land Management Plan and has been 
operating as a sediment placement site since 1981. Additionally, procedures to obtain 
project approvals and permits for all issues have become increasingly complicated, and 
it can take many years to get through the planning, approval, and permitting process. 
The LACFCD has completed its Sediment Management Strategic Plan, which sets forth 
guidelines for sediment management in flood control facilities throughout Los Angeles 
County. This document establishes the LACFCD’s commitment to evaluating alternative 
means of sediment disposal, including sluicing where appropriate.  

Paul-16  Potential impacts on the Santa Ana sucker were evaluated in Section 4.4.2 of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND with supporting documentation in Appendix B-5 and 
B-9. With implementation of MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND), the Project’s effect on the Santa Ana sucker would be less 
than significant. Additionally, a Biological Opinion (BO) must be obtained from the 
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USFWS prior to the initiation of the Project; the BO will not be granted by the USFWS 
unless they determine that the Project would not jeopardize the species.  

Regarding other flood-control facilities, the LACFCD's primary objective is to provide 
flood protection and water conservation within its boundaries, which includes over  
3,300 miles of underground storm drains, 27 sediment placement sites, 172 debris 
basins, 27 spreading facilities and 14 major flood-control dams and reservoirs. 
Operation and maintenance activities at these facilities are critical to ensuring the 
protection of downstream land uses from flood events. LACFCD complies with CEQA 
and obtains regulatory permits for activities as required. 	

Paul-17  As previously discussed, the LACFCD has completed its Sediment Management 
Strategic Plan, which sets forth guidelines for sediment management in flood-control 
facilities throughout Los Angeles County. This document establishes the LACFCD’s 
commitment to evaluating alternative means of sediment removal and disposal, 
including sluicing where appropriate. Specifically, for the Big Tujunga Reservoir and 
Dam, the LACFCD is engaged in ongoing discussions with the USFS, the USFWS, and the 
CDFW regarding ways to safely allow the passage of sediment through the Big Tujunga 
Reservoir Dam via flow-assisted sediment transport, which may reduce the need for 
and/or frequency of future sediment cleanouts. It should be noted that the FAST’ing 
method for future cleanouts is pending discussions and approval by the regulatory 
agencies. At this time, the said agencies do not approve of this method.  

Regarding the comment referring to “long delayed maintenance”, it is important to note 
that the 2009 Station Fire was an unusual event in that approximately 87 percent of the 
Big Tujunga Watershed was burned, resulting in very large sediment flows that 
reduced the Reservoir’s capacity to accommodate future volumes of sediment. Sluicing 
and flushing methods require a balance of the right volume and flow velocity of water 
based on the amount, type, and gradation of sediment. Given the volume of sediment 
currently in BTR and the uncertainty of the volume and intensity of future storm runoff 
events, sluicing or flushing could cause harmful effects to the downstream species, 
habitat, water conservation, and recreation. Therefore, alternative means of sediment 
disposal through sluicing are not an option at this time. Further, the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND is addressing the Project being planned as a non-emergency 
action to fully address the current status of the Big Tujunga Reservoir and Dam, due to 
the 2009 Station Fire, and to restore capacity to this facility. The LACFCD-owned 
property at La Tuna Canyon is not a component of the Project addressed in the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND, nor does the LACFCD currently have plans to utilize the La 
Tuna Canyon site as a sediment placement location. 

Without sluicing as an option, another alternative for the project would be truck 
excavated material out of Forest Service lands. An initial evaluation of this option 
showed that it would have more potentially significant environmental impacts such as 
to air quality, traffic, etc. 

Paul-18  The loss of 20.46 acres of native sage scrub/chaparral (14.14 acres of laurel sumac 
scrub, 2.49 acres of chamise chaparral, 3.83 acres of scrub oak chaparral) would be 
adverse but would be less than significant when compared to the 830,000 acres of 
chaparral present in Southern California forests. The significance of an impact, as 
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defined by CEQA, is based on the context of the loss (how much of the habitat is 
remaining in the Project region) and the thresholds of significance established by the 
Lead Agency and the regulatory agencies. It is important to note that CEQA mandates 
that an environmental analysis consider a Project’s impacts in comparison to the 
existing conditions of the project study area, not historic conditions. 

Paul-19  See Response Paul-1, above, for a discussion of the 2009 Station Fire. See Response 
Paul-17, above, for a discussion of the Sediment Management Strategic Plan completed 
by the LACFCD, which discusses beach nourishment. 

Paul-20  See Response Paul-1, above, for a discussion of the 2009 Station Fire.  

Maple Canyon SPS is designated as a sediment placement location per the USFS Land 
Management Plan and has been operating as a sediment placement site since 1981. The 
design for Maple Canyon SPS is based on Public Works’ Hydraulic Design Manual 
standards and incorporates features to reduce erosion. When considering the potential 
options for sediment placement from BTR, initial evaluation determined that the 
continued use of the adjacent Maple Canyon SPS would have potential environmental 
impacts that could be mitigated to a less than significant level. The other feasible 
alternative, trucking the sediment out of the forest and through local neighborhoods to 
an alternate placement site, would have more potentially significant impacts pertaining 
to air quality and traffic. 

Paul-21  Impacts on the Santa Ana sucker, Santa Ana speckled dace, arroyo chub, and western 
pond turtle were evaluated in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 
MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) 
provides measures to protect the Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, and Santa Ana 
speckled dace. MM BIO-7 (Renumbered to MM BIO-6 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) provides measures to protect western pond turtles. Each of 
these measures includes pre-construction surveys and relocation of the species out of 
harm’s way prior to the initiation of Project activities. As mentioned above, a BO must 
be obtained from the USFWS prior to the initiation of the Project; the BO will not be 
granted by the USFWS unless they determine that the Project would not jeopardize the 
Santa Ana sucker. 

Additionally, LACFCD has prepared a Draft HCP for the long-term operation and 
maintenance of Big Tujunga Dam. The HCP’s Covered Species are Santa Ana sucker, 
arroyo chub, Santa Ana speckled dace, arroyo toad, western pond turtle, least Bell’s 
vireo, southwestern willow flycatcher, and western, yellow-billed cuckoo2. The HCP 
would provide funding for habitat enhancement projects to benefit Covered Species 
over a 30-year permit term. 

  

 
2  Southwestern willow flycatcher and western, yellow-billed cuckoo have not been observed breeding in the HCP study 

area to date; however, there is suitable habitat, and they have potential to occur over the duration of the HCP. 
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3.2 COMMENTS	ON	THE	REVISED	AND	RECIRCULATED	DRAFT	
INITIAL	STUDY/MITIGATED	NEGATIVE	DECLARATION	

3.2.1 FEDERAL	AGENCIES	

One comment letter was received from a federal agency. The comment letter is listed below: 

 United State Forest Service, Angeles National Forest (ANF)—October 23, 2021 
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Letter	14:	United	States	Forest	Service,	Angeles	National	Forest	

Comment	Letter	Dated	October	23,	2021	

Please	note,	this	letter	includes	both	comments	and	responses.	

The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the United States Forest Service, Angeles National Forest 
(ANF) comment letter, dated October 23, 2021. The comments raised in the said letter are 
addressed below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which 
will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in their 
decision making when Project approval is recommended.	

On‐Site	and	Surrounding	Land	Uses	

Comment ANF-1   

Missing photo locations are depicted by the two red arrows. Project views need to be captured 
and analyzed from the Big Tujunga Scenic Viewpoint that looks directly into the Reservoir, and 
from the turnouts along Angeles Forest Highway that are above the Maple Canyon sediment 
placement site.  
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Response ANF-1 

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. A detailed analysis of 
potential visual impacts of the Project is included in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the Revised and 
Recirculated Draft IS/MND. Exhibits 2-4, 2-4A, and 2-4B of the Draft Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND provide eight site photographs of views characteristic of the Project site and Project 
area. The discussion acknowledges views of the upstream side of the dam into the BTR from the 
Scenic Viewpoint along Big Tujunga Canyon Road, as identified in the comment. The discussion 
does indicate that the views would be available only to persons who make a stop at the Scenic 
Viewpoint along the road, otherwise the site would be minimally visible to drivers on the Big 
Tujunga Canyon Road due to the lower elevation of the BTR; the curved alignment of Big Tujunga 
Canyon Road in the vicinity of the BTR; and the intervening vegetation and topography. It should 
also be noted that the BTR has always been visible from this particular viewpoint in the existing 
condition. The modified condition (i.e., during sediment removal and placement activities) 
would include the presence of trucks, equipment, and workers at the BTR and Maple Canyon SPS, 
which is a temporary condition. The Project activities are necessary to allow the BTR to 
adequately perform its main functions of flood control and water conservation. Sediment 
removal and placement are parts of the process. Implementation of the proposed Project cannot 
be avoided, as it would maintain the function of the BTR to provide for the safety of the public. 
Thus, given the necessity of the Project, sediment removal activities should be an accepted 
condition. Additionally, it should be recognized, as discussed in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, the removal of sediment is temporary in nature and would 
have less than significant impacts on scenic vistas and the visual character of BTR from the scenic 
viewpoint and from views along Big Tujunga Canyon Road, as identified in the comment. After 
completion of the Project and removal of the sediment, the bottom of the BTR would be covered 
by surface water and would return to its existing visual condition.  

As shown in Exhibit 4-1, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) does identify a scenic viewpoint at Big 
Tujunga Road. It should be noted that the commenter requested that views be captured and 
analyzed from a point further northeast than the scenic viewpoint identified by the USFS in 
Exhibit (i.e., “ANF Scenic Viewpoint” within comment letter). Additionally, as shown on Exhibit 
4-1, the USFS does not indicate a scenic viewpoint at the location provided by the commenter 
(i.e., east of Maple Canyon SPS). In terms of views of the Maple Canyon SPS, they are only 
available to vehicular activity along a portion of the Angeles Forest Highway, which is located 
approximately 650 feet from the top of the eastern end of Maple Canyon SPS, as detailed on page 
4-5 of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. No direct views of the SPS are available as the 
SPS is located lower than the road. There are no designated hiking trails within, or public access 
to, Maple Canyon SPS or BTR. It should also be noted that views of the sediment placement 
activities would be temporary, and upon completion, the revegetation plan to be approved by 
the U.S. Forest Service would restore biological function to the hillsides and reduce visual 
impacts, in addition to control erosion at the SPS.  

Therefore, given the temporary nature of the activities and the necessity of the sediment removal 
the potential visual impacts would be less than significant. 

	 	



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT 3-75 
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

Temporary	Stockpile	Staging	Area	

Comment ANF-2  

This long-term impact is identified, yet the impacts are not addressed thoroughly enough nor 
mitigated enough to explain how they intend to meet the designated Forest Scenic Integrity 
Objectives (SIO) within the Project Area (which is a High SIO), in accordance with the Aesthetic 
Management Standards for this site: 

Aesthetic	Management	Standards	 

S9:	Design management activities to meet the Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIOs) shown on 
the Scenic Integrity Objectives Map.  

S10:	Scenic Integrity Objectives will be met with the following exceptions:  

 Minor adjustments not to exceed a drop of one SIO level is allowable with the Forest 
Supervisor's approval.  

 Temporary drops of more than one SIO level may be made during and immediately 
following project implementation providing they do not exceed three years in 
duration.  

High	Scenic	Integrity:	This classification provides for conditions where human activities are 
not visually evident. This refers to landscapes where the valued (desired) landscape 
character “appears” intact. Deviations may be present but must repeat the form, line, color, 
texture, pattern, and scale common to the landscape character. The landscape appears 
unaltered.  

Sediment	removal	operations	would	also	involve	the	onsite	crushing	and	stockpiling	of	rock	
and	gravel	materials	 that	are	determined	 to	be	 suitable	 for	beneficial	 re‐use	within	 the	
Forest.	During	sediment	removal	activities,	some	large	rocks	would	be	set	aside	within	the	
dewatered	reservoir;	processed/crushed	to	reduce	the	size	of	the	rocks;	and	sorted	by	size	
for	stockpiling	of	up	to	28,000	cubic	yards	(cy).	This	activity	may	occur	during	each	year	of	
sediment	 removal	 activity.	Once	 the	 aggregate	 has	 reached	 a	 volume	 of	 approximately	
28,000	cy	 from	the	crushing	process,	the	stockpiles	would	not	be	replenished.	Aggregate	
material	may	be	stored	at	the	staging	area	west	of	Maple	Canyon	SPS	(as	shown	on	Exhibit	
2‐1)	and	would	be	available	for	future	use	by	both	Public	Works'	Stormwater	Maintenance	
Division	(SWMD)	and	Road	Maintenance	Division	(RMD)	for	routine	maintenance	activities	
that	are	unrelated	to	the	BTR	Restoration	Project.	At	the	staging	area,	the	aggregate	would	
be	arranged	into	12	gravel	cones,	which	would	range	in	height,	from	approximately	14	to	
41	feet,	and	in	diameter,	from	42	to	120	feet	at	maximum	capacity.	Exhibits	4‐2A	and	4‐3A,	
Visual	Simulation	–	Aggregate	Stockpiles,	in	Section	4.1,	Aesthetics	of	this	IS/MND,	depicts	
views	 of	 the	 proposed	 aggregate	 stockpiles	 from	 Big	 Tujunga	 Canyon	 Road.	 After	 the	
aggregate	material	stockpile	has	reached	a	volume	of	approximately	28,000	cy,	all	sediment	
(including	 aggregate	 material)	 removed	 from	 BTR	 would	 be	 deposited	 within	 Maple	
Canyon	SPS.	The	stockpiles	of	aggregate	would	remain	at	the	staging	area	until	they	are	
eliminated	over	 time	 through	various	ongoing	 road	and	general	maintenance	activities.	
Because	the	rate	at	which	the	stockpiles	will	be	used	is	unknown,	and	because	the	ultimate	
end‐use	of	the	aggregate	material	is	not	a	part	of	this	proposed	Project,	this	Draft	IS/MND	
considers	the	environmental	impacts	associated	with	the	presence	of	the	stockpiles	on	the	
Project	site	long	term.	
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Response ANF-2  

The comment regarding aesthetic management standards and the Scenic Integrity Objectives is 
noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. The above-referenced discussion is not part 
of the analysis of visual impacts in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND, but rather, part of the Project Description (Section 3.0). Additional discussion and 
analysis are included in Section 4.1.  

Regarding the aggregate stockpile, it should be noted that the discussion pertaining this issue 
was initiated by the USFS based on the notion that the aggregate materials should be maintained 
and used within the Forest. LACFCD will confirm the final stockpile size and location with the 
USFS prior to completion of the Project. Various options are currently being discussed and 
considered. The discussion and analysis in the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND are meant to 
assess the maximum potential impacts associated with the aggregate stockpile to provide 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) clearance for the worst-case condition. Thus, any 
reduction in the height and size of the stockpile would reduce the potential visual impacts and 
be permissible under CEQA.  

But it is noted that based on the initial discussions with the USFS, to maximize the volume of the 
aggregate materials within the stockpile, a mathematical formula, taking into account the radius 
of circle and the height of the cone, was used to determine the maximum height of the aggregate 
stockpile. As such, the height of 20 feet was not based on a hypothetical decision by the LACFCD. 
As indicated above, the final decision regarding the location and size of the stockpile will be 
confirmed with the USFS prior to completion of the Project. 

Regarding aggregate reuse, based on initial discussions, the LACFCD and USFS determined that 
the reuse of rocks/aggregate from the excavated sediment and restriction of their use to within 
the Forest boundaries was the more environmentally superior and cost-effective method, when 
compared to transporting this material to aggregate processes outside of the Forest. Beneficial 
reuse within the Forest would eliminate the estimated 28 round-trip truck trips per day to 
aggregate processors outside of the Forest. Additionally, the aggregate would be placed at the 
stockpile area west of Maple Canyon SPS only during the first year of sediment removal. In 
subsequent years, all sediment and aggregate material removed from BTR would be deposited 
with the sediment within Maple Canyon SPS. As such, there would be no need for an aggregate 
haul route through Big Tujunga Canyon Road, Oro Vista Avenue, Foothill Boulevard, Wentworth 
Street, and Sheldon Street.  

Additionally, it is noted that the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND is a CEQA document. It 
is not a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) or a joint CEQA/NEPA document, as such 
compliance with the designated Forest Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIO) is not a requirement for 
the Project. It also needs to be recognized that a NEPA Environmental Assessment (EA) is being 
prepared or this Project. The EA will analyze the potential aesthetics impacts of the Project in 
light of the USFS significance criteria and thresholds.   

Comment ANF-3 

Why is 20 feet maximum a determining design factor that is supposed to help these piles seems 
less visible? Who came up with this seemingly arbitrary height limit and what is the rationale? 
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As	provided	in	MM	AES‐1,	LACFCD	will	ensure	that	the	aggregate	stockpiles	located	furthest	to	
the	west	with	the	highest	visibility	from	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	be	removed	first.	During	the	
final	year	of	sediment	removal	activities,	whether	or	not	activities	last	for	the	full	five	years,	the	
LACFCD	must	ensure	that	all	remaining	stockpiles	do	not	exceed	a	maximum	height	of	20	feet.	
If	required	in	order	to	meet	the	20‐ft	height	restriction,	the	LACFCD	must	remove	the	necessary	
amount	of	aggregate	from	the	stockpiles	and	deposit	the	aggregate	within	the	Maple	Canyon	
SPS	prior	to	the	conclusion	of	the	Project	activities.	Implementation	of	MM	AES‐1	would	ensure	
that	 impacts	pertaining	 to	 visual	 character	or	quality	of	 the	 surrounding	area	 is	 less	 than	
significant.	

Response ANF-3 

Please refer to Response ANF-2, above. 

Other	Miscellaneous	Improvements	

Comment ANF-4  

Why is there a boat dock installation taking place at the end of this Project, when it was already 
supposed to have happened in February 2012, as noted in Section 2.3.2. of the Project Proposal:	

PROJECT	BACKGROUND	

In	recent	years,	the	Big	Tujunga	Dam	was	subject	to	substantial	rehabilitation.	The	LACFCD	
commenced	the	Big	Tujunga	Dam	Seismic	Upgrade	Project	in	April	2008	and	completed	it	in	
February	2012…	

The	Seismic	Upgrade	project	included	rehabilitating	and	strengthening	the	dam...	Outlet	valves	
were	replaced,	and	a	new	low‐flow	valve	was	added…	Additional	modifications	included	raising	
parapet	walls;	modifying	the	crest	of	the	dam	to	function	as	an	auxiliary	spillway;	installing	a	
new	dam	control	system;	 installing	a	boat	dock;	constructing	a	new	control	house	and	valve	
house;	and	installing	a	new	emergency	generator	and	fuel	tank.	

Also, it would be good to know that if it hasn’t already been implemented, if this proposed boat 
dock design will be designed to meet the Forest Built Environment Image Guidelines (BEIG) and 
Scenic Integrity Objectives, since it will likely be visible from the Scenic Overlook that’s located 
along Big Tujunga Road. 

Other	minor	activities	that	would	occur	in	conjunction	with	the	proposed	restoration	activities	
include:	(1)	hydroblasting	to	flush	a	stilling	well	on	the	dam	crest;	(2)	repair	of	the	hydraulic	
sluicegate;	 (3)	 access	 road	 paving	 and	 repair	 of	 the	 culvert	 crossing;	 (4)	 slope	 protection	
measures	adjacent	to	the	spillway;	(5)	rehabilitating	the	northern	access	ramp	to	safely	access	
the	reservoir	bottom;	 (6)	 installing	a	boat	dock	at	 the	dam	 face;	and	 (7)	performing	minor	
coring	on	existing	dam	riser	and	installing	a	slide	gate	to	facilitate	dewatering.	These	activities	
are	described	in	more	detail	below.	

On	the	existing	access	road	downstream	of	the	dam	where	the	road	crosses	over	the	Big	Tujunga	
Wash,	a	new	concrete	slab	would	be	poured	over	the	existing	culvert	crossing.	This	would	be	a	
one‐time	event	 that	would	occur	before	any	 large	 construction	 trucks/equipment	would	be	
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allowed	 to	 cross	 the	 culvert.	 Additionally,	 prior	 to	 sediment	 removal	 activities,	 per	 the	
requirements	set	 forth	 in	Mitigation	Measure	(MM)	AQ‐3,	 the	Project	requires	the	paving	of	
approximately	2.15	miles	of	haul	road	behind	the	dam	 in	order	to	reduce	 fugitive	dust	 from	
truck	trips.	
	
As	one	of	the	miscellaneous	activities,	boat	dock	installation	would	take	place	either	in	the	final	
year	of	cleanout	or	when	final	grade	is	achieved	at	the	face	of	the	dam.	The	installation	would	
occur	over	two	weeks	using	hand	tools,	truck	for	transporting	materials,	and	possibly	a	loader.	
The	activity	would	involve	installing	anchor	assemblies	(four	total)	at	elevations	of	2,142	and	
2,294	feet;	assembling	boat	dock;	and	fastening	wire	rope	to	lower	anchor	assembly,	through	
the	ring	of	boat	dock,	and	to	upper	anchor	assembly	(both	sides).	

Response ANF-4 

The comment regarding installation of the boat dock is noted and will be forwarded to the 
decision makers. It is acknowledged that installation of the boat dock was part of the Big	Tujunga	
Dam	 Seismic	 Upgrade	 Project, which was completed in February 2012. However, a few 
components of the said project, including installation of the boat dock, were not completed as 
part of that project due to extenuating circumstances. Therefore, as installation of the boat dock 
is necessary for functioning of the BTRRP, the impacts of installation of the boat dock are also 
addressed in the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND.   

As stated on page 3-10 of the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND, the boat dock installation 
would take place either in the final year of cleanout or when final grade is achieved at the face of 
the dam. The installation would occur over two weeks using hand tools, a truck for transporting 
materials, and possibly a loader. The activity would involve installing anchor assemblies (four 
total) at elevations of 2,142 and 2,294 feet; assembling boat dock; and fastening wire rope to 
lower anchor assembly through the ring of boat dock and to upper anchor assembly (both sides). 

Regarding the design of the boat dock meeting the Forest Built Environment Image Guidelines 
(BEIG) and Scenic Integrity Objectives, the comment is noted and will be forwarded to the 
decision makers.   

Aesthetics	‐	Existing	Conditions	

Comment ANF-5 

Technically true from passing vehicles, but there are multiple turnouts just above the Maple 
Canyon SPS where the public can stop and look into the SPS, and photographs need to be taken 
from these pullouts and analyzed for potential Project viewshed impacts.    

BTR	is	located	at	the	bottom	of	the	canyon,	north	and	west	of	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road,	and	is	
minimally	 visible	 from	 transient	 vehicular	 traffic	 due	 to	 intervening	 topography	 and	
vegetation.	Maple	Canyon	SPS	is	located	in	the	hillsides,	east	of	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road,	and	
is	not	visible	from	transient	vehicular	traffic	along	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	due	to	intervening	
topography,	tall	trees,	and	vegetation,	and	is	minimally	visible	from	Angeles	Forest	Highway.	
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Response ANF-5 

Please refer to Response ANF-1, above.   

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. Upon initiating the CEQA 
process and the visual impacts analysis for the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, various 
photo locations points were considered by the LACFCD, and upon review of multiple locations, 
it was determined that the views identified on Exhibit 4-2, would best represent key vantage 
points from which “public views” of the Project site would be visible. It should also be noted that 
Exhibits 2-4, 2-4A, and 2-4B also provide eight photographs of views of the Project site that are 
characteristic of the site. Additionally, as shown on Exhibit 4-1 of the Draft Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND, the USFS only identifies one scenic viewpoint in the vicinity of the Project. 
As such, the analysis from the said vantage points provides a comprehensive discussion of 
potential visual impacts.    

Comment ANF-6 

Although not a Federal Plan, they reference this LA County Plan which identifies scenic resources 
as Mountain	 Vistas and the San	 Gabriel	Mountains, yet the existing Forest Scenic Viewpoint 
identified in Exhibit 4-1 that looks directly into the Reservoir is not analyzed.    

The	County	of	Los	Angeles	General	Plan’s	Conservation	and	Natural	Resources	Element	states	
that	“[s]cenic	resources	consist	of	designated	scenic	highways	and	corridors	(or	routes),	and	
hillsides	 and	 ridgelines”.	 These	 resources	 include	 the	 coastline,	mountain	 vistas,	 and	 other	
scenic	features	of	the	region,	such	as	the	San	Gabriel	Mountains,	Verdugo	Hills,	Santa	Susana	
Mountains,	Simi	Hills,	Santa	Monica	Mountains,	and	Puente	Hills	(LACDRP	2015a).	

Response ANF-6 

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. Please note, the LACFCD is 
the Lead Agency on the CEQA document (i.e., Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) for the proposed 
Project. Pursuant to Section 15367 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Lead Agency is the public 
agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out a project and has the authority the 
Project and its associated environmental documentation. The LACFCD has the principal 
authority over this Project; the Project will comply with the County’s General Plan, which is the 
County’s “blueprint” or a comprehensive long-term plan for the physical development and 
presents a jurisdiction’s vision for development. The Conservation and Natural Resources 
Element of the County’s General Plan outlines policies and goals to protect the resources, 
including scenic resources, within the boundaries of the County. As such the analysis of visual 
impacts must reference the said element and identify the scenic resources that need to be 
preserved and protected from any future impacts of the Project. Therefore, the standards and 
objectives within the “LA County Plan” are the equivalent of the designated Forest Scenic 
Integrity Objectives. 

Comment ANF-7  

The Forest Land Management Plan has different definitions for scenery and scenic resources, 
and they are based on landscape viewsheds by the public in general (not just from Scenic Byways, 
trails, etc.), and the entire Forest has been assigned Scenic Integrity Objectives that Standards S9 
and S10 require the Forest to strive to meet.  
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Scenery:	General appearance of a place, general appearance of a landscape, or features of a 
landscape.  

Scenery	Management:	The art and science of arranging, planning and designing landscape 
attributes relative to the appearance of places and expanses in outdoor settings.  

Scenery	Management	System:	The USDA Forest Service methodology for classifying the 
aesthetic values of landscapes are based upon the scenic attractiveness of the landscape, the 
landscape’s visibility and the public’s concern about changes in the landscape from a natural 
condition.  

Scenic:	 Of or relating to landscape scenery; pertaining to natural or natural-appearing 
scenery; constituting or affording pleasant views of natural landscape attributes or positive 
cultural elements.  

Scenic	Attractiveness:	The scenic importance of a landscape based on human perceptions 
of the intrinsic beauty of landform, rock-form, water-form, and vegetation pattern. Reflects 
varying visual perception attributes of variety, unity, vividness, intactness, coherence, 
mystery, uniqueness, harmony, balance and pattern. It is classified as: (1) Distinctive, (2) 
Typical and (3) Indistinctive.  

Scenic	 Integrity:	State of naturalness or, conversely, the state of disturbance created by 
human activities or alteration. Integrity is stated in degrees of deviation from the existing 
landscape character.  

Scenic	 Integrity	 Objectives:	 The objectives that define the minimum level to which 
landscapes are to be managed from an aesthetics standpoint.  

Scenic	Quality:	The essential attributes of the landscape that when viewed by people, elicit 
psychological and physiological benefits to individuals and therefore to society in general.  

Scenic	Resource:	Attributes, characteristics and features of landscapes that provide varying 
responses from and varying degrees of benefits to humans.   

Seen	Area:	The total landscape area observed based upon landform screening. Seen areas 
may be divided into zones of immediate foreground, foreground, middle ground, 
background, and some landscapes are seldom seen by the public.  

Seldom	 Seen:	Remote areas of the landscape infrequently viewed by the public or only 
visible from aerial viewpoints.   

The	County	of	Los	Angeles	General	Plan’s	Conservation	and	Natural	Resources	Element	
states	 that	 “[s]cenic	 resources	 consist	 of	 designated	 scenic	 highways	 and	 corridors	 (or	
routes),	and	hillsides	and	ridgelines”.	These	resources	include	the	coastline,	mountain	vistas,	
and	other	scenic	features	of	the	region,	such	as	the	San	Gabriel	Mountains,	Verdugo	Hills,	
Santa	Susana	Mountains,	Simi	Hills,	Santa	Monica	Mountains,	and	Puente	Hills	(LACDRP	
2015a).	

Response ANF-7 

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. Please refer to Response 
ANF-6, above. 
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Comment ANF-8 

The highlighted statement correctly points out that the Maple Canyon SPS is	visible from Angeles 
Forest Highway but fails to acknowledge nor address the project scenic impacts to that viewshed 
based on their County General Plan criteria, which ironically also identifies the “San Gabriel 
Mountains” and “mountain vistas”	as scenic resources.	But they are ignoring/overlooking that 
fact and simply focusing on the fact that Angeles Forest Highway is not an “Officially Designated 
Scenic Highways” or “Eligible State Scenic Highway”. However, the Forest Land Management 
Plan takes all viewsheds and the entire Forest as a whole, into account, and these views of the 
Project from Angeles Forest Highway need to be analyzed for scenic Project impacts.  

Angeles	Forest	Highway	is	located	approximately	650	feet	from	the	top	eastern	end	of	Maple	
Canyon	SPS.	Maple	Canyon	SPS	 is	visible	as	 it	slopes	down	from	the	western	edge	of	Angeles	
Forest	Highway.	Several	 freeways	and	highways	have	been	 included	 in	the	California	Scenic	
Highway	Mapping	System	as	“Officially	Designated	Scenic	Highways”	or	“Eligible	State	Scenic	
Highways”.	The	nearest	Officially	Designated	Scenic	Highway	is	SR‐2,	which	runs	through	the	
San	Gabriel	Mountains	from	I‐210	in	La	Cañada	Flintridge	to	the	San	Bernardino	County	line	
(Caltrans	2017).	As	previously	discussed,	the	Project	site	is	not	visible	from	SR‐2.	I‐210,	from	U.S.	
101	 to	 SR	 126	 is	 an	 Eligible	 State	 Scenic	 Highway	 (not	 Officially	 Designated).	 I‐210	 is	
approximately	5.4	miles	south	of	the	Project	site,	and	neither	BTR	nor	Maple	Canyon	SPS	are	
visible	from	the	freeway.	

Response ANF-8 

The comment regarding the Forest Land Management Plan taking all viewsheds and the entire 
Forest as a whole, into account is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. However, 
it should be recognized that the criteria, set forth in the County General Plan, Conservation and 
Natural Resources Element, are different, and they are used in the analysis and determination of 
potential visual impacts of the proposed Project.  Also, it is noted that the significance threshold 
against which the analysis is prepared specifically identifies proximity to the “state scenic 
highway” as the criterion for analyzing impacts. Therefore, using the said criterion is appropriate 
in analyzing the Project’s potential visual impacts.    

For additional discussion, please refer to Response ANF-6, above. 

Comment ANF-9 

All of this content is noted in the document, yet it fails to get addressed in the analysis. 

Under	the	Land	Management	Plan	(Forest	Plan)	for	the	Angeles	National	Forest,	BTR	and	Maple	
Canyon	SPS	are	 located	 in	an	area	designated	 to	have	High	Scenic	 Integrity	Objectives.	The	
Scenic	Integrity	Objectives	relate	to	the	natural	appearance	of	an	area.	Areas	with	High	Scenic	
Integrity	include	those	where	the	natural	landscape	appears	unaltered	and	human	disturbance	
is	not	evident.	Scenic	integrity	objectives	can	be	achieved	through	the	use	of	best	environmental	
design	 practices	 to	 harmonize	 changes	 in	 the	 landscape	 and	 advance	 environmentally	
sustainable	design	solutions	and	by	mitigating	ground	disturbance	to	maintain	scenic	integrity	
(USFS	2005a).	



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

3-82 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT  
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

The	USDA	Land	Management	Plan	for	the	Angeles	National	Forest	defines	the	“Angeles	Uplands	
West”,	which	contains	BTR,	as	“a	popular,	expansive,	chaparral‐covered	landscape	that	serves	
as	 a	mid‐elevation	 gateway	 to	 the	 high	 country	 (Angeles	 High	 Country	 Place).	 This	 area	
provides	dramatic	canyon	panoramas	along	the	Angeles	Crest	Scenic	Byway.	Visitors	can	also	
find	 recreation	experiences	 that	provide	challenge	 in	a	 remote	 setting.	 It	 is	one	of	 the	 “Key	
Places”	 representing	 the	 most	 picturesque	 national	 forest	 locations,	 containing	 its	 own	
landscape	character”	(USFS	2005b).	

The	USFS	identifies	the	area	surrounding	the	Project	site	as	a	“High	Impact	Recreation	Area”	as	
shown	on	Exhibit	4‐1,	USFS	Recreation	Areas.	As	shown	on	Exhibit	4‐1,	a	Scenic	Viewpoint	is	
identified	along	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	 just	north	of	the	dam	structure	to	the	east	of	the	
reservoir.	This	viewpoint	is	a	location	where	vehicles	can	pull	off	the	road	and	temporarily	park	
in	order	to	view	the	surrounding	scenery.	This	viewpoint	contains	six	parking	spaces	and	has	
views	of	the	surrounding	mountainsides;	the	north	side	of	the	dam	structure;	and	the	water	
within	the	reservoir.	

Response ANF-9 

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. 

Please refer to Response ANF-1, above. 

Impact	Analysis	–	Regulatory	Requirements	

Comment ANF-10 

Incorrect. There are the following Forest LMP Standards to adhere to: 

Aesthetic	Management	Standards	 

S9:	Design management activities to meet the Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIOs) shown on 
the Scenic Integrity Objectives Map.  

S10:	Scenic Integrity Objectives will be met with the following exceptions:  

 Minor adjustments not to exceed a drop of one SIO level is allowable with the Forest 
Supervisor's approval.  

 Temporary drops of more than one SIO level may be made during and immediately 
following project implementation providing they do not exceed three years in 
duration.  

Regulatory	Requirements	

None	required.	

Response ANF-10 

As discussed in Response ANF-6, above,	it is noted that the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
has been prepared pursuant to CEQA.  Some LMP standards are applicable to the Project, and 
they will be included in the NEPA EA, which is being prepared for this Project. The EA will analyze 
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the potential aesthetics impacts of the Project in light of the USFS significance criteria and 
thresholds.   

Impact	Discussion	–	a)	Would	 the	project	have	a	substantial	adverse	effect	on	a	scenic	
vista?	

Comment ANF-11  

That’s what you’re supposed to do at a “Scenic Viewpoint”, literally stop and look, yet this 
language makes it sound like something that rarely happens at a Scenic Viewpoint and justifying 
that it would therefore be “minimally visible”. This Scenic Viewpoint needs furthermore accurate 
analysis. 

Views	of	the	upstream	side	of	the	dam	into	BTR	would	be	available	to	those	who	choose	to	stop	
at	the	Scenic	Viewpoint	along	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road,	as	 identified	 in	Exhibit	4‐1.	Unless	
stopping	at	 the	Scenic	Viewpoint,	 these	activities	would	be	minimally	visible	and	 fleeting	 to	
vehicle	drivers,	hikers,	and	bicyclists	on	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	due	to	the	lower	elevation	of	
BTR;	 the	 curvy	 alignment	 of	 Big	 Tujunga	 Canyon	 Road	 in	 the	 vicinity	 of	 BTR;	 and	 the	
intervening	 vegetation	 and	 topography.	 Because	 sediment	 is	 below	 the	water	 surface,	 the	
removal	of	sediment	would	have	no	long‐term	impact	to	scenic	vistas	and	the	visual	character	
of	BTR	from	the	Scenic	Viewpoint	and	from	views	along	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road.	In	the	storm	
season	of	each	year,	and	after	the	completion	of	the	proposed	Project,	the	sediment	bottom	of	
the	BTR	would	be	covered	by	surface	water.	

Response ANF-11 

The modified condition (i.e., during sediment removal and placement activities) would include 
the presence of trucks, equipment, and workers at the BTR and Maple Canyon SPS, which is a 
temporary condition and is typical of a construction-related project. The impacts of said 
construction activities during the five years of Project implementation to scenic viewpoints are 
detailed under Threshold 4.1(a) of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. Therefore, no further 
analysis is required. It should also be noted that the Project would implement activities on a 
LACFCD-maintained facility. Although the BTR may provide scenic benefits, it is also a facility 
that requires maintenance to restore capacity to the BTR for flood control and water 
conservation. For additional details, please refer to Threshold 4.1(a) of said document, and 
Response ANF-1, above.  

Comment ANF-12  

Again, there is a designated Scenic Viewpoint that literally looks into BTR. The conclusions 
drawn in this document have no basis and for some reason are glossing over the obvious, 
including how there are vehicle pullout s along Angeles Forest Highway that are within 650 of 
the Maple Canyon SPS looking directly down into the SPS.   

Hikers	come	to	the	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	area	for	natural	and	scenic	views.	Recreational	visitors	
are	generally	found	along	Big	Tujunga	Creek	downstream	of	the	dam	and,	thus,	have	no	or	very	
limited	views	of	BTR	and	Maple	Canyon	SPS.	As	previously	discussed,	views	of	Maple	Canyon	SPS	
are	only	available	to	vehicular	activity	along	a	portion	of	the	Angeles	Forest	Highway,	which	is	
located	approximately	650	feet	from	the	top	of	the	eastern	end	of	Maple	Canyon	SPS.	There	are	
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no	designated	hiking	trails	within,	or	public	access	to,	Maple	Canyon	SPS	or	BTR.	The	nearest	
trailhead	is	approximately	1.2	miles	west	of	the	Project	site	and	hikers	would	have	no	view	of	
Project	maintenance	activities	due	to	distance	and	intervening	vegetation,	slopes,	and	hillsides.	

Response ANF-12 

Although views would be altered as a result of Project implementation (i.e., during construction 
activities), these views are characteristic of sediment removal projects. The Project activities are 
necessary to restore capacity to the BTR for flood control and water conservation. Sediment 
removal and placement are parts of the process, and this view is typical of a construction-related 
project. Implementation of the proposed Project cannot be avoided, as it would maintain the 
flood control and water conservation functions of the BTR for the safety of the public. Thus, given 
the necessity of the Project, sediment removal activities are accepted conditions of functioning 
of a dam. Additionally, it should be recognized, as discussed in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, the removal of sediment would have less than significant 
impacts on scenic vistas and the visual character of BTR from the scenic viewpoint and from 
views along Big Tujunga Canyon Road, as identified in the comment. As discussed above, 
sediment removal is a typical process for the longevity of any dam, and after completion of the 
Project and removal of the sediment, the bottom of the BTR would be covered by surface water 
and would return to its existing visual condition. Further, some materials that may be stockpiled 
during sediment removal, will be removed at the end of the Project, so the visual quality of the 
site will return to pre-Project condition. The material will either be placed within the fill at the 
SPS or placed back within the reservoir footprint along the sides of the canyon.     

Comment ANF-13 

Since when is a few hours considered a short period of time to take-in a scenic view? Where is 
this information/rationale derived from? It is a flawed methodology that needs to be revisited. 

Thus,	changes	in	scenic	views	would	only	be	visible	to	a	few	select	travelers	or	hikers	that	may	
be	walking	on	undesignated	trails	or	hillsides	or	stopping	at	the	scenic	outlook;	these	travelers	
would	be	present	for	short	periods	of	time	(from	a	few	minutes	to	a	few	hours)	in	areas	adjacent	
to	BTR	and	Maple	Canyon	SPS.	Additionally,	in	2020,	the	USFS	prepared	a	Draft	Maple	Canyon	
Sediment	Placement	Site	Revegetation	Plan	to	replace	the	plan	previously	prepared	by	LACFCD	
in	coordination	with	the	new	SUP	 for	Maple	Canyon	SPS.	The	Draft	Maple	Canyon	Sediment	
Placement	Site	Revegetation	Plan	is	currently	in	review	by	the	USFS.	As	such,	the	document	is	
not	available	for	public	review	at	this	time.	

Response ANF-13 

In the context of impacts, in general and in CEQA, temporary impacts are defined as impacts that 
would be finite and not permanent. The duration of “from a few minutes to a few hours” being 
considered a short period of time may be considered subjective and the opinion of the 
commenter; however, there are no conflicting applicable thresholds or guidelines stating that 
the said duration is a long period of time. Nevertheless, the change in visual condition of the 
project site is noted but is typical of sediment removal activities for any dam. Also, it should be 
noted, as discussed above, some materials that may be stockpiled during the Project, will be 
removed at the end of the Project, so the visual quality of the site will return to pre-Project 
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condition. The material will either be placed within the fill at the SPS or placed back within the 
reservoir footprint along the sides of the canyon.  

Comment ANF-14  

It’s not reasonable to draw a conclusion based on a Plan that, in just the previous paragraph, was 
identified as being a “Draft” and still “currently in review”.  

The	 revegetation	 plan	 describes	 in	 detail	 the	 revegetation	 activities	 to	 restore	 biological	
functions	to	the	hillsides;	reduce	visual	impacts;	to	control	erosion	at	the	SPS.	This	Plan	would	
require	the	LACFCD	to	provide	annual	monitoring	reports	to	the	USFS	to	ensure	the	success	of	
the	revegetation	efforts.	Once	plant	growth	has	fully	stabilized	after	the	growing	period,	steps	
will	 be	 taken	 to	 enhance	 the	 visual	 aspects	 of	 Maple	 Canyon	 SPS	 from	 the	 manmade	
improvements	on	the	site.	The	Draft	Maple	Canyon	Sediment	Placement	Site	Revegetation	Plan	
would	ensure	that	aesthetic	impacts	at	Maple	Canyon	SPS	would	be	less	than	significant	and	no	
mitigation	 required.	Therefore,	 sediment	 removal	and	placement	activities	within	BTR	and	
Maple	 Canyon,	 and	 the	 revegetation	 and	 closing	 of	Maple	 Canyon	 SPS	would	 not	 have	 a	
substantial	adverse	impact	on	a	scenic	vista. 

Response ANF-14 

The Draft Maple Canyon Sediment Placement Site Revegetation Plan would be implemented per 
mitigation measure (MM) LUP-1, and is held to performance standards, including the following: 
“Canopy cover by native species shall attain cover during the 180-day establishment period. 
Restored areas shall also have acceptable cover at the beginning of the growing season of the 
year and increase in coverage over the implementation period of ten years. Restored areas shall 
have an annual nonnative species composition deemed acceptable by the USFS.” As such, this 
impact would be less than significant with implementation of MM LUP-1. It should also be 
acknowledged that the Draft Maple Canyon Sediment Placement Site Revegetation Plan will be 
finalized to the satisfaction of the USFS (emphasis added). 

Comment ANF-15  

Again, if this is occurring, it would be good to know the design and the cumulative effects this 
may have when seen from the Scenic Vista. 

Other	minor	activities	that	would	occur	 in	conjunction	with	the	proposed	sediment	removal	
activities	include:	(1)	hydroblasting	to	flush	a	stilling	well	on	the	dam	crest;	(2)	repair	of	the	
hydraulic	 sluicegate	 (3)	 access	 road	 paving	 and	 repair	 of	 the	 culvert	 crossing;	 (4)	 slope	
protection	measures	adjacent	to	the	spillway;	(5)	the	temporary	rehabilitating	the	northern	
access	ramp	to	safely	access	the	reservoir	bottom;	(6)	installing	a	boat	dock	at	the	dam	face;	
and	(7)	performing	minor	coring	on	existing	dam	riser	and	installing	a	slide	gate	to	facilitate	
dewatering.	The	hydroblasting	and	 repair	 of	 the	 sluicegate	are	activities	 that	would	 occur	
largely	within	the	dam	structure	and	with	the	exception	of	small	trucks	and	equipment,	would	
not	be	visible	or	have	any	impact	on	scenic	vistas.	The	rest	of	the	activities	may	be	slightly	visible	
from	 public	 views	 along	 Big	 Tujunga	 Canyon	 Road,	 but	 not	 such	 that	 would	 result	 in	 a	
significant	visual	impact. 

Response ANF-15 
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As stated on page 4-5 of the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND, hydroblasting and repair of 
the sluicegate are activities that would occur largely within the dam structure and with the 
exception of small trucks and equipment, would not be visible or have any impact on scenic 
vistas. The rest of the activities may be slightly visible from public views along Big Tujunga 
Canyon Road, but not such that would result in a significant visual impact. It should be noted that 
the specifics of design and duration of these activities is detailed under heading 3.1.8, Other 
Miscellaneous Improvements, of Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Revised and Recirculated 
Draft IS/MND. These activities would be minimal and occur for short periods of time (i.e., on the 
order of days, with the longest activity to occur over one month). Cumulative aesthetic impacts 
of all Project components are detailed under Threshold 4.21(b) of Section 4.21, Mandatory 
Findings of Significance. This impact was determined to be less than significant with mitigation. 
Please see pages 4-154 through 4-159 of the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND for this 
discussion. 

Comment ANF-16  

This remains to be seen, since this analysis was not conducted to take into account the Forest 
Scenery Standards and the Scenic Vista and Angeles Forest Highway views from the turnout. 
There are also concerns with the assessments made further down in this document regarding 
Post-Mitigation Stockpiles along Big Tujunga Canyon Road.  

Therefore,	the	proposed	Project	would	not	have	a	substantial	adverse	effect	on	a	scenic	vista.	
Temporary	dewatering	of	BTR	and	sediment	removal	activities	would	be	visible	from	the	Scenic	
Viewpoint,	but	 impacts	would	not	alter	 the	viewshed	or	 topography,	and	all	Project‐related	
impacts	would	be	temporary	and	less	than	significant	and	no	mitigation	is	required.	

Response ANF-16  

Please refer to Responses ANF-1 and ANF-2, above. 

Comment ANF-17  

Without acknowledgement of Forest LMP Standards S9 & S10, on top of other glaring omissions, 
this conclusion cannot be verified.  

Less	than	Significant	with	Mitigation.	Sediment…	
	…The	stockpiling/staging	area	for	aggregate	material	adjacent	to	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	
is	shown	on	Exhibit	2‐1.	As	described	in	Section	3.1.6	of	this	Revised	and	Recirculated	IS/MND,	
aggregate	removed	from	BTR	would	be	arranged	into	12	gravel	cones,	which	would	range	in	
height,	 from	approximately	14	 to	41	 feet	 tall,	and	 in	diameter,	 from	42	 to	120	 feet	wide	at	
maximum	capacity.	The	first	stockpiles	that	would	be	visible	on	the	southwesterly	portion	of	the	
staging	area,	cones	#1	and	#2,	would	be	approximately	39	and	41	feet	tall,	respectively.	Other	
stockpile	cones	that	would	exceed	30	feet	in	height	include	cones	#9,	#10,	and	#11.	All	other	
stockpile	cones	would	be	between	14	to	26	feet	in	height.	

	
Approximately	28,000	cy	of	aggregate	material	would	be	removed	from	BTR	during	sediment	
removal	activities	and	would	be	trucked	to	the	staging	area.	Aggregate	crushing	within	BTR	
would	occur	throughout	the	non‐storm	season	(i.e.,	April	16	through	October	14)	throughout	
the	 entirety	 of	 Project	 implementation.	 However,	 only	 28,000	 cy	 of	 aggregate	 would	 be	
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stockpiled	at	the	staging	area	over	the	course	of	the	annual	sediment	removal	activities.	After	
the	 aggregate	 material	 stockpile	 reaches	 a	 volume	 of	 28,000	 cy,	 all	 sediment	 (including	
aggregate	material)	removed	from	BTR	would	be	deposited	within	Maple	Canyon	SPS. 

Response ANF-17  

Please refer to Responses ANF-1 and ANF-2, above. 

Comment ANF-18  

Any impact that lasts 3 years after Project completion is considered a permanent impact and 
should be mitigated to meet the established scenic integrity Objectives for this site which is high. 

The	 stockpiles	of	aggregate	would	 remain	at	 the	 staging	area	 temporarily,	until	 they	were	
eliminated	over	time	through	various	ongoing	road	and	general	maintenance	activities	within	
the	Forest.	However,	because	the	rate	at	which	the	stockpiles	would	be	used	is	unknown,	and	
because	the	ultimate	end‐use	of	the	aggregate	material	is	not	a	part	of	this	proposed	Project,	
this	Revised	and	Recirculated	IS/MND	considers	the	environmental	impacts	associated	with	the	
presence	of	the	stockpiles	on	the	Project	site	for	the	long‐term.	

The	bridge	that	crosses	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	has	views	of	the	southern	portions	of	the	
access	road	and	the	terraced	slopes	adjacent	to	the	staging	area.	The	proposed	Project	would	
use	 this	 staging	 area	 for	 the	 temporary	 stockpiling	 of	 aggregate	materials.	 Currently,	 this	
staging	area	 is	 flat	and	graded	with	no	 vegetation	and	 is	directly	adjacent	 to	Big	Tujunga	
Canyon	Road.	These	stockpiles	would	be	visible	from	drivers	who	stop	at	parking	area	just	south	
of	the	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	bridge	that	crosses	over	the	Big	Tujunga	Creek,	as	well	as	from	
drivers	continuing	northward	along	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road.	
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Response ANF-18 

The commenter states that any impact that lasts three years after Project completion is 
considered a permanent impact. It should be noted that there are no thresholds or criteria 
supporting this statement. Please refer to Response ANF-12, above. 

Comment ANF-19  

The simulations clearly show the color contrast of these materials, and contrary to the claims 
that they “blend with the surrounding rocky landscape in both color and texture” the simulated 
images clearly show the opposite. Topsoil and vegetation is what gives the natural color and 
texture that these unearthed materials will not have, which is why they look white against the 
darker native backdrop.  

These	 simulations	 depict	 the	 existing	 condition	 and	 the	 pre‐mitigated	 condition	 when	 all	
stockpiles	would	be	at	their	maximum	size	and	height.	These	two	locations	provide	the	most	
visibility	 for	the	stockpiles;	there	are	no	views	of	the	staging/stockpile	area	 from	the	Scenic	
Overlook	or	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	north	of	the	dam.	

As	shown	in	Exhibit	4‐2A,	the	stockpiles	would	be	visible	from	the	bridge	area,	although	they	
would	not	be	a	primary	feature	in	the	viewshed.	As	shown	in	Exhibit	4‐2B,	the	stockpiles	would	
be	more	visible	for	drivers	on	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	traveling	northward	adjacent	to	the	
staging	 area.	 In	 this	 location,	 the	 stockpiles	would	 be	 nearer	 to	 the	 roadway	 and	 a	more	
prominent	feature.	The	stockpiles	would	consist	of	stones,	gravel,	rocks,	and	other	aggregate	
obtained	during	sediment	removal	activities,	which	are	earthen	materials	that	blend	with	the	
surrounding	rocky	landscape	in	both	color	and	texture. 

Response ANF-19 

Please refer to Response ANF-2, above. Aggregate material would only consist of material 
within the BTR. As the aggregate is made of natural materials from the surrounding 
environment, it would not be an uncharacteristic material for the area and would not 
introduce an unnatural substance to the environment. The cone-like (i.e., ridgeline) shape of 
the aggregate stockpiles is characteristic of the surrounding mountains and ridgelines. It 
should also be noted that the aggregate stockpiles are a temporary condition, which were 
extensively discussed with the USFS. 

Comment ANF-20  

Proposed MM AES-1 does not do enough to meet the designated High SIO. As seen in the 
simulated image below where this MM has been applied, the contrast is still there and will be 
prominent for travelers along BTR. More needs to be done to meet this criteria: 

High	Scenic	Integrity:	This classification provides for conditions where human activities are 
not visually evident. This refers to landscapes where the valued (desired) landscape 
character “appears” intact. Deviations may be present but must repeat the form, line, color, 
texture, pattern and scale common to the landscape character. The landscape appears 
unaltered.  
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The	aggregate	would	be	obtained	from	the	BTR	and	consist	of	materials	that	are	from	the	
natural	slopes	and	drainages	of	the	Big	Tujunga	Creek	watershed	within	the	Forest.	As	such,	
they	would	not	appear	out	of	character	for	the	area,	which	consists	of	rocky	steep	slopes	
and	naturally	 vegetated	areas.	Additionally,	 the	 stockpiles	would	be	placed	adjacent	 to	
graded	 switchback	 access	 roads,	which	 are	 in	 the	 context	 of	 other	 developed	 features,	
including	the	dam,	spillway,	BTR	office	and	control	house,	and	parking	lots.	However,	due	
to	 the	 size	 and	 height	 of	 some	 of	 the	 stockpiles	 (up	 to	 41	 feet	 tall)	 and	 because	 their	
elimination	cannot	be	predicted	within	the	5‐year	construction	period,	the	visual	impacts	of	
the	stockpiles	must	be	considered	as	a	 long‐term	 feature.	Because	the	Project	would	not	
dictate	the	rate	at	which	the	stockpiles	are	depleted	over	time,	the	potential	visual	impacts	
of	 the	 stockpiles	being	 located	at	 the	Project	 site	 indefinitely	 could	 result	 in	potentially	
significant	visual	impacts	related	to	the	visual	character	or	quality	of	the	surrounding	area	
prior	 to	mitigation.	 Therefore,	 implementation	 of	MM	 AES‐1	 is	 required	 to	 reduce	 the	
impacts	 to	 the	 visual	 character	 of	 the	 surrounding	 area.	MM	 AES‐1	 requires	 that	 the	
LACFCD	ensure	that	the	aggregate	stockpiles	located	furthest	to	the	west	with	the	highest	
visibility	 from	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	must	be	removed	 first.	During	the	 final	year	of	
sediment	removal	activities,	whether	or	not	activities	last	for	the	full	5	years,	the	LACFCD	
must	ensure	that	all	remaining	stockpiles	do	not	exceed	a	maximum	height	of	20	 feet.	 If	
required	 in	 order	 to	 meet	 the	 20‐ft	 height	 restriction,	 the	 LACFCD	 must	 remove	 the	
necessary	amount	of	aggregate	from	the	stockpiles	and	deposit	the	aggregate	within	the	
Maple	Canyon	 SPS	prior	 to	 the	 conclusion	of	 the	Project	activities.	This	post‐mitigation	
condition	is	depicted	in	Exhibit	4‐3A,	Visual	Simulation	–	Post‐Mitigation	Stockpiles	from	
Bridge	Visual	Simulation	–	Stockpiles	 from	Bridge	and	Exhibit	4‐3B,	Visual	Simulation	–	
Post‐Mitigation	 Stockpiles	 from	 Big	 Tujunga	 Canyon	 Road,	 which	 depict	 the	 most	
prominent	 views	 of	 the	 stockpiles	 in	 the	 post‐mitigation	 conditions	with	 the	maximum	
height	of	20	feet.	

As	 shown,	 the	mitigated	 views	 substantially	 reduce	 the	 visibility	and	prominence	of	 the	
stockpiles	 to	 viewers	 at	 the	 bridge	 as	well	 as	 drivers	 along	Big	Tujunga	 Canyon	Road.	
Additionally,	MM	AES‐1	requires	that	the	most	visible	stockpiles	are	eliminated	first,	which	
would	 first	reduce	 the	visibility	of	cones	#1	and	#2.	With	 implementation	of	MM	AES‐1,	
impacts	to	the	visual	character	or	quality	of	the	surrounding	area	would	be	reduced	to	less	
than	significant.		

Response ANF-20 

Please refer to Response ANF-2, above. It should also be noted that the aggregate stockpiles 
are a temporary condition, which were extensively discussed with the USFS. 

Mitigation	Measures	–	MM	AES‐1	

Comment ANF-21 

Again, what is the rationale behind “20 feet” being a solution to mitigating scenic impacts? A 20 
foot mound of contrasting light colored material along the road is still very visible. More needs 
to be done, in order to truly conclude that the impacts have been reduced to meet the designated 
Scenic Integrity Objectives for this site. 
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MM	AES‐1		 The	LACFCD	shall	ensure	that	the	aggregate	stockpiles	located	furthest	to	the	west	
with	the	highest	visibility	from	Big	Tujunga	Canyon	Road	must	be	removed	first.	
During	the	final	year	of	sediment	removal	activities,	whether	or	not	activities	last	
for	the	full	5	years,	the	LACFCD	shall	ensure	that	all	remaining	stockpiles	do	not	
exceed	a	maximum	height	of	20	feet.	If	required	in	order	to	meet	the	20‐foot	height	
restriction,	the	LACFCD	shall	remove	the	necessary	amount	of	aggregate	from	the	
stockpiles	 and	deposit	 the	 aggregate	within	 the	Maple	Canyon	 SPS	 before	 the	
conclusion	of	the	Project.	

Response ANF-21 

Please refer to ANF-2 regarding the height of the aggregate stockpiles. 

Comment ANF-22 

This is the simulation that this report says depicts “materials that blend with the surrounding 
rocky landscape in both color and texture” and that the “impacts to the visual character or quality 
of the surrounding area would be reduced to less than significant” 

Just by looking at this simulation it is clear that that is not the case, and it definitively does meet 
this SIO: 

High	Scenic	Integrity:	This classification provides for conditions where human activities are 
not visually evident. This refers to landscapes where the valued (desired) landscape 
character “appears” intact. Deviations may be present but must repeat the form, line, color, 
texture, pattern and scale common to the landscape character. The landscape appears 
unaltered. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response ANF-22 

Please refer to Responses ANF-1, ANF-2, and ANF-19, above, regarding the visual impacts and 
aggregate stockpiles.  
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Comment ANF-23 

As a Forest Landscape Architect, I find that the conclusions drawn by this assessment are 
inaccurate. Recommend that further analysis and mitigation be implemented that identifies the 
full scenic/visual impacts of this proposed Project and enables it to meet the Forest Land 
Management Standards and desired conditions.  

Response ANF-23 

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. The discussion in Section 
4.1, Aesthetics, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, provides a detailed and adequate 
analysis of potential visual impacts of the proposed Project. The analysis has been prepared 
using the relevant and applicable significance thresholds and criteria. As such, no further 
analysis is required.    
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3.2.2 STATE	AGENCIES	

One verbal comment (telephone conversation) and two comment letters were received from 
State Agencies. The comments are listed below: 

 California Division of Safety of Dams (CDSOD)—October 12, 2021 

 California Department of Transportation, District 7 (Caltrans)—October 20, 2021 

 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)—October 25, 2021 
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Comment	15	(Verbal—Telephone	Conversation)	

October	12,	2021	

The commenter, Mr. Richard Draeger of the California Division of Safety of Dams (DSOD) 
called and expressed that DSOD would like to be notified at the time of sluice gate testing 
and be present to ensure the sluice gate operates correctly. 	
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Letter	15:	California	Department	of	Safety	of	Dams	

Verbal	Comment	Dated	October	12,	2021	

DSOD-1 The LACFCD appreciates receipt of Mr. Richard Draeger of California Division of 
Safety of Dams (DSOD) verbal comment, on October 12, 2021. The comment 
regarding the operation of the sluice gate is noted and will be included in the Final 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which will be provided to the Los 
Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in their decision making when 
Project approval is recommended. The LACFCD will notify DSOD of the sluice gate 
testing and will accommodate their presence at the site to ensure operation of the 
gate. 

 

	 	



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT 3-95 
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

 

  



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

3-96 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT  
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

 



Responses	to	Comments	
 

  

 BIG TUJUNGA RESERVOIR RESTORATION PROJECT 3-97 
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON DRAFT REVISED AND RECIRCULATED IS/MND 

Letter	16:	California	Department	of	Transportation,	District	7	

Comment	Letter	Dated	October	20,	2021	

 

The LACFCD appreciates receipt of the California Department of Transportation, District 7 
(Caltrans) comment letter, dated October 20, 2021. The comments raised in the said letter are 
addressed below and included in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND document, which 
will be provided to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors for consideration in their 
decision making when Project approval is recommended. The comment reiterates the Project 
description. No response is required. 

Caltrans-1 The comment concurs with the regulatory requirement (RR TRA-2) regarding a 
permit from Caltrans for oversized vehicles on State highways and mitigation 
measure (MM TRA-1) regarding the Traffic Control Plan that would be prepared 
in compliance with Caltrans’ Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(MUTCD). The comment expresses that the Construction Transportation Control 
Plan (CTCP) should identify the construction period and include detail plans for 
bicycle and pedestrian detours during construction, if applicable, and consider 
adequate barriers for safety of pedestrians and bicyclists. The comment is noted 
and revisions are hereby incorporated to MM TRA-1, on page 4.142, in Section 
4.17.3, Mitigation Measures, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as 
follows (red	 italics shows the additional text and red strikethrough show the 
deletions):						

MM	TRA‐1  Prior to commencement of any sediment removal activities 
in the first year of Project implementation, the LACFCD 
shall prepare a Construction Traffic Control Plan (CTCP), in 
compliance with the California	Manual	for	Uniform	Traffic	
Control	Devices (MUTCD), and its California supplements, 
that specifies the duration of the construction period and 
addresses potential traffic hazards and impacts to traffic 
congestion related to Project implementation. The Plan 
shall include, but not be limited to, the following 
requirements: (1) detailed	plans	for	bicycle	and	pedestrian	
detours	during	construction;	these	plans	shall	meet	or	exceed	
the	MUTCD	standards;	(2)	a flag person(s) shall be stationed 
at the intersection of the Project access road and Big 
Tujunga Canyon Road during all trucking operations; (23) 
viable	detour	routes	that	include	adequate	barriers	against	
motorized	traffic	for	safety	and	comfort	of	pedestrians	and	
bicyclists	shall	be	maintained	during	construction;	(4)	truck 
traffic shall be managed such that no queuing shall occur on 
Big Tujunga Canyon Road; (35) the construction crew shall 
be required to attend traffic safety meetings to ensure that 
the Plan is fully implemented; (46) requirements shall be 
set for the design and use of traffic signs, driveway access, 
barricades, and other measures to maintain public 
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convenience and safety for motorists, cyclists, pedestrians, 
and construction workers; and (57) the coordination 
protocol shall be confirmed with law enforcement and 
other emergency agencies, as necessary. 

It should be noted, as identified in Section 4.17, Transportation, of the IS/MND, 
due to the nature of the Project, it would not create a demand for alternative 
transportation systems and would not affect public transit services. No demand 
for pedestrian facilities or trails would be created by the Project since there would 
be no change to land uses in the Project area. While the Angeles National Forest 
offers various opportunities for hiking and biking, there are no designated trails 
near the Project site. The nearest trailhead is Condor Peak located approximately 
1.2 miles southeast of the entrance road to BTR. Additionally, the Project site is 
not near any alternative transportation systems. It was determined that the 
increase in truck traffic on Big Tujunga Canyon Road would have less than 
significant impacts on alternative transportation systems. Nevertheless, MM TRA-
1 identifies (as item 4) that requirements will be set in place for traffic signs, 
driveway access, barricades, and other measures to maintain public convenience 
and safety for motorists, cyclists, pedestrians, and construction workers during 
construction activities.  

Caltrans-2 The comment acknowledges that the Project would not result in additional trips 
during operation, and consequently no significant VMT impacts would occur to 
State Route 2 (SR 2), except for additional trips during construction. The comment 
is noted and no further response is required. 

Caltrans-3 The comment identifies that any work in the vicinity of Caltrans right-of-way as 
well as use of oversized vehicles on State highways would require permits from 
Caltrans. The LACFCD concurs, and the comment is noted and will be forwarded 
to the decision makers.  
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Letter	17:	California	Department	of	Fish	and	Wildlife	

Comment	Letter	Dated	October	25,	2021	

Introduction	

The comments acknowledge review of both the 2013 IS/MND as well as the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND. The commenter identifies the role of the CDFW as the Trustee Agency (for 
fish and wildlife resources and holds those resources in trust by statute for all the people of the 
State—Fish & G. Code, Sections 711.7, subdivision [a] & 1802; Public Resources Code, Section 
21070; Guidelines, Section 15386, subdivision [a]) and Responsible Agency (under CEQA—
Public Resources Code, Section 21069; CEQA Guidelines, Section 15381). The comment is noted 
and will be forwarded to the decision makers. 

The comment also reiterates the Project description. The comment is noted, and no further 
response is required. 

Comment	#1:	No	Flow	Contingency	Plan	

CDFW-1A The Project Description of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND clearly defines the 
amount of time that the flow would be restricted to accomplish Project activities. As 
described in the Project Description and shown in Table 3-1 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND, the valves would be closed for five days during dewatering of 
the plunge pool, installation of the bypass line, and installation of water quality 
BMPs. These activities cannot be done while the creek is flowing; therefore, flows 
must be stopped for a limited time period. Once the bypass line and BMPs have been 
installed, flows would not be restricted; the bypass pipeline would carry all 
available flows from upstream of BTR to downstream of the plunge pool throughout 
the sediment removal work. Inflow would equal to outflow during the non-storm 
season, reflecting the non-storm season natural creek flow conditions.  

CDFW-1B	 This portion of the comment summarizes the Project Description described in 
Section 3.0 and the Project impacts described in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND. 

CDFW-1C	 This portion of the comment describes the special status species described in 
Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. The comment states that 
least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher have been observed 
immediately downstream of the Dam. While potentially suitable habitat is present 
immediately downstream of the Dam, neither has been observed in this location.  

It should be noted that, to date, least Bell’s vireo has not been observed downstream 
of the Dam within the Project survey area, which extends 1.5 mile downstream of 
the Dam. Although full protocol surveys for least Bell’s vireo were conducted 
upstream and downstream of BTR in 2012, 2016, and 2018, this species has only 
been observed in one spring/summer (incidental observations during protocol 
arroyo toad surveys in 2017) and only upstream of BTR. While the Project survey 
area has not been a regularly occupied area (possibly because it is at the higher end 
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of the least Bell’s vireo’s elevational range), the impact analysis in Section 4.4.2 
assumes that it could occur in potentially suitable habitat in any year during Project 
implementation and requires pre-construction surveys and mitigation measures to 
avoid and minimize impacts on the species if it occurs during the Project. 

It should also be noted that the southwestern willow flycatcher has never been 
observed in the Project survey area. Protocol focused surveys have been conducted 
upstream and downstream of BTR in 2012, 2016, and 2018 and this subspecies has 
never been observed. Migrant willow flycatchers have been observed during these 
surveys; however, migrant flycatchers can occur in any habitat as they move 
through the region; an observation does not indicate habitat suitability. 
Nevertheless, the impact analysis in Section 4.4.2 assumes that southwestern 
willow flycatcher could occur in any year during Project implementation and 
requires pre-construction surveys and mitigation measures to avoid and minimize 
impacts on the species if it occurs during the Project.  

CDFW-1D Why	impacts	would	occur: This portion of the comment accurately summarizes 
the Project description (Section 3.1.3). No further response is required, 

CDFW-1E The Contractor is expected to continue sediment removal activities until the first 
storm of the season is predicted, at which point, they would demobilize for the 
season. During sediment removal activities, the downstream system would receive 
any available surface flows from upstream of BTR (as they would in a natural 
system with no Dam) via the bypass pipeline.      

Since the Contractor would not demobilize until the first storm of the season is 
predicted, the first storm is expected to follow shortly after demobilization. The first 
storm would bring water to refill BTR. As stated by the commenter, the amount of 
time that it would take to refill BTR to minimum pool is dependent on the timing 
and intensity of storms that season. The reservoir was previously dewatered over 
multiple storm seasons for the Seismic Upgrade Project (2007–2010). During the 
2007–2008 storm season, the reservoir reached minimum pool on January 25, 
2008; during the 2008–2009 storm season, the reservoir reached minimum pool on 
February 7, 2009; and during the 2009–2010 storm season, the reservoir reached 
minimum pool on December 13, 2009. Although water would be held behind the 
Dam until reaching minimum pool, leakage of 1–2 cubic feet per second (cfs) would 
supply water to downstream riparian and aquatic habitats once there is some water 
held in BTR, even when the valves are closed.  

Additionally, once the first storm occurred, tributaries downstream of the Dam 
would flow freely to support the riparian habitat and aquatic species downstream. 
There are four tributaries within 1.1 mile downstream of the Dam (Maple Canyon, 
Hansen Canyon, Breakneck Canyon, and Clear Creek) that would provide flows to 
the stream following a storm. Overall, approximately 46 percent of the watershed 
area is located downstream of the Dam (82.3 square miles upstream of the Dam; 
70.7 square miles downstream of the Dam); therefore, holding water until the Dam 
reaches minimum pool would not deprive the downstream system of flows as 
downstream areas would receive tributary storm flows. 
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Psomas conducted a Tributary Analysis as part of the hydraulic studies to support 
the Big Tujunga Dam Habitat Conservation Plan (Psomas 2020). This modeling 
effort determined that the limit of hydraulic influence for releases up to 600 cfs3 
during the storm season is Clear Creek, approximately 1.1 mile downstream of the 
Dam. This means that more than 50 percent of flows along Big Tujunga Creek come 
from tributaries downstream of Clear Creek during storms up to 600 cfs. 	

CDFW-1F During sediment removal activities, the bypass pipeline would carry all available 
flows downstream of the Dam. No outflow can be provided if there is no inflow; 
during sediment removal, inflow/outflow would be entirely dependent on natural 
conditions. 

During periods of below average rainfall, riparian habitat and aquatic resources 
decline, even when no Project activities are occurring. The 10-year Santa Ana 
Sucker and Benthic Macroinvertebrate monitoring showed declining Habitat Rank 
scores (based on physical habitat variables), declining Benthic Index of Biotic 
Integrity scores (based on benthic macroinvertebrate diversity), the number and of 
special status fish species, and the distribution of special status fish were all lower 
during periods of low rainfall than in years of higher rainfall (Psomas 2019). Similar 
declines in habitat quality and species numbers were observed throughout the 
region during periods of low rainfall. 

See Response CDFW-1E, above, for a discussion of flows following the completion 
of sediment removal activities until minimum pool is reached. 

CDFW-1G This comment is titled “Evidence impacts would be significant”; however, it is a 
statement of California Fish and Game Code, it does not provide “evidence” that the 
Project would not provide sufficient water.  

Psomas conducted a Historic Aerial Analysis as part of the hydraulic studies to 
support the Big Tujunga Dam Habitat Conservation Plan (Psomas 2020). The extent 
of riparian vegetation and the sinuosity of the creek were analyzed between Big 
Tujunga Dam and Hansen Dam over the time period from 1954 to 2017 (i.e., when 
aerial photographs were available). This analysis found little change in the stream 
morphology of Big Tujunga Creek had occurred over the period analyzed and that 
the extent of riparian vegetation had increased substantially over the same period 
(1954 to 2017). Public Works provided Psomas with BTR outflow data covering the 
period from 1990 to 2018 to accomplish the hydraulic analyses. Dam operations 
included several time periods when there were no releases for weeks or months, 
yet the overall riparian system continued to function as a natural riparian system 
and has increased in cover. Therefore, it could be argued that “sufficient water” has 
been provided to support the downstream riparian system.  

Supplemental releases throughout the non-storm season are a recent addition to 
the system beginning with the completion of the Seismic Upgrade Project in 2012. 
Since that time, riparian vegetation has increased and the amount of sediment 

 
3  While 600 cfs was used in the modeling exercise for a conservative model, Dam operations only release up to 500 cfs 

so as not to overtop the Oro Vista Avenue crossing downstream. 
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settling out has caused the stream to become embedded. While it is unknown 
whether the increase in vegetation was due to recovery from the 2009 Station Fire, 
the addition of the supplemental releases, or both. During the most recent Santa 
Ana Sucker Working Group Meeting (April 2021), it was discussed that having five 
years without supplemental releases during the Reservoir Restoration Project 
would be interesting to compare the system with and without supplemental 
releases to help assess whether the supplemental releases are beneficial or 
detrimental to the habitat quality for the Santa Ana sucker (Psomas 2021a). 

See Responses CDFW-1E and CDFW-1F, above, for a discussion of flows to support 
the downstream riparian habitat and aquatic species during and immediately 
following sediment removal activities each year. 

Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s):	

Mitigation Measure #1 

CDFW-1H Public Works will work with CDFW to minimize no flow periods. At this time, the 
most feasible approach is to pump water up to the riser elevation (2,188 feet) until 
the reservoir reaches the elevation of the outlet structure. Additional details will be 
available as the Project design is finalized. A no flow contingency plan could be 
prepared prior to initiation of the Project.  

CDFW-1I MM Bio-4 (Revised to MM Bio-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) 
already provides monitoring for stream condition, water quality, and stranded or 
distressed special status fish downstream from the Project. As noted by the 
commenter, the Special Status Fish Relocation Plan required by MM BIO-4 (Revised 
to MM Bio-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) will describe pre-
construction survey and relocation activities for special status fish.  

CDFW-1J As described in the Flood Control Act, the Dam is operated “to protect the areas 
downstream from damage from flood or storm waters and to provide for the control 
and conservation of flood, storm, and other waste waters and to conserve these 
waters for beneficial and useful purposes by spreading, storing, retaining or causing 
to percolate into the soil within the district” (i.e., through groundwater recharge). 
Dam construction was completed 1931; since that time, Dam operations have 
included time periods where the valves were closed to hold water for water 
conservation purposes or during maintenance projects.  

See Response CDFW-1G, above, for a discussion of how Dam operations have 
supplied sufficient water to the downstream system, as consistent with California 
Fish and Game Code 5937.  

Mitigation Measure #2 

CDFW-1K Please see Response CDFW-1H, above. 
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Mitigation Measure #3 

CDFW-1L Per MM BIO-4 (Revised to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), 
special status fish would be relocated out of the plunge pool prior to work activities. 
BMPs would be installed in the plunge pool, including a barrier that would exclude 
special status fish from re-entering the plunge pool during Project activities so that 
they would not be harmed or killed by Project activities. Downstream of the plunge 
pool, there would be no barriers to fish passage. The bypass pipeline would provide 
available flows to the downstream system.  

Comment	#2:	Impacts	to	Water	Quality	

CDFW-2A Specific	 impacts: This portion of the comment summarizes the potential water 
quality impacts that could impact special status species, as discussed in Section 
4.4.2.  

CDFW-2B Why	 impacts	would	 occur: This portion of the comment summarizes Project 
activities, as discussed in Section 3.1, that could affect water quality. The comment 
states that the activities would occur for seven months out of the year (mid-April 
through mid-October) each year of the Project. It should be noted that the 
dewatering, installation of the bypass line, and installation of BMPs would occur 
within one month in a wet year (more quickly in an average or dry year); sediment 
removal activities would occur for the remainder of the time period (mid-May 
through mid-October). The most critical time period for water quality would occur 
during dewatering for the first month of Project activities each year.   

CDFW-2C This portion of the comment states that dewatering of BTR and the plunge pool 
could affect water quality (e.g., increase turbidity), which is consistent with the 
discussion of potential water quality impacts that could impact special status 
species in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. However, this 
comment does not consider implementation of MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-
3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), which would mitigate for water 
quality impacts through the use of best management practices (BMPs).   

CDFW-2D The commenter provides additional detail explaining how water quality (turbidity) 
could affect special status fish. The new text is hereby incorporated on page 4-57, 
in Section 4.4.2, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	
italics shows the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

If sediment-laden water is released into Big Tujunga Creek, it could impact 
water quality for the Santa Ana sucker downstream of BTR, possibly 
harming eggs of the sucker. Increased	turbidity	could	 injure	or	 irritate	the	
respiratory	structures	of	the	sucker,	which	could	cause	mortality.	It	could	also	
settle	over	eggs	of	the	sucker,	affecting	reproduction,	and/or	could	settle	over	
food	 resources	 (e.g.,	 algae),	which	 provide	 food	 for	 the	 sucker. and could 
Therefore, effects	on	water	quality	could	result in a potentially significant 
impact. 
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CDFW-2E The commenter provides additional detail explaining how water quality (high 
temperature) could affect special status fish. The following text is hereby 
incorporated on page 4-57, in Section 4.4.2, of the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows the additional text): 

During	sediment	removal,	a	bypass	line	would	carry	flows	from	Big	Tujunga	
Creek	upstream	of	BTR	to	the	creek	downstream	of	the	dam	near	the	plunge	
pool.	Surface	water	diversions	can	potentially	 increase	water	temperatures,	
particularly	 if	diverted	 flows	are	allowed	 to	stagnate	 in	artificial	unshaded	
pools	 or	 if	 they	 are	 conveyed	 through	 black‐colored,	 solar‐heated	 bypass	
pipelines.	 Adverse	water	 temperatures	 could	 stress	 Santa	 Ana	 sucker	 and	
result	 in	 mortality.	 Additionally,	 high	 water	 temperatures	 can	 reduce	
available	 dissolved	 oxygen,	which	 could	 also	 stress	 Santa	Ana	 suckers	 and	
result	 in	 mortality.	 Therefore,	 as	 required	 by	 MM	 BIO‐3,	 the	 water	
temperature	at	the	outflow	will	be	similar	to	the	water	temperature	at	the	
inflow.	

MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) already included measures to address maintaining water temperature 
from the inflow to the outflow of the bypass lines; therefore, no changes are needed 
to the mitigation measure. 

CDFW-2F This portion of the comment describes the special status species described in 
Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated Draft IS/MND. The comment states 
that arroyo toad and Coast Range newt have been observed downstream of BTR. 
While potentially suitable habitat is present downstream of the Dam, neither has 
been observed in this location. 

As stated in Section 4.4.1, focused surveys for arroyo toad were conducted 
downstream of the Dam in 2016 and 2018; no arroyo toad were observed 
downstream of the Dam. This is consistent with a focused survey that was 
conducted from one mile downstream of Big Tujunga Dam downstream to the 
inflow to Hansen Reservoir. Arroyo toad are considered extirpated from 
downstream of the Dam.  

Many focused surveys have been conducted in the Project survey area from 2011 
through 2018. While none of the protocol surveys specifically focused on Coast 
Range newt, methods of the surveys were consistent with the detection of the 
species, but Coast Range newt has never been observed. As stated in Section 4.4.1, 
potential habitat is present, and the species may occur.  

CDFW-2G 	Primary desilting activities would occur upstream of the dam in a basin designed 
to limit turbidity within the released water; baker tanks, and/or sand filters may 
also be used if determined necessary to reduce turbidity of the released water. The 
plunge pool would serve as a final desilting/sedimentation basin with a turbidity 
curtain and other water quality BMPs. The design of the overall 
dewatering/diversion plan is currently being refined within the framework, as 
described in the Project documents. 
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CDFW-2H Evidence	 impacts	would	be	significant: This comment states that a significant 
impact on water quality could result in a mandatory finding of significant per 
Section 15065 of CEQA. Section 4.4.2 identifies water quality as a potentially 
significant impact to special status species; water quality BMPs are required within 
the mitigation for special status fish (MM BIO-4 [Renumbered as MM BIO-3 in the 
Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]) and western pond turtle (MM BIO-7 
[Renumbered as MM BIO-6 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]). With 
implementation of these mitigation measures, effects on water quality would not be 
expected to cause a species to drop below self-sustaining levels or to substantially 
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species. Therefore, a 
mandatory finding of significance would not be necessary. 

Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s)	

Mitigation Measure #1: 

CDFW-2I	 This comment provides specific water quality standards CDFW would like 
implemented into the mitigation measures. The new text is hereby incorporated 
into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered as MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND), on page 4-74, in Section 4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to 
read as follows (red	 italics shows the additional text and red strikethrough show 
the deletions): 

F. Prior to dewatering of the reservoir (beyond normal dam operations) 
and/or any work in the plunge pool, LACFCD’s Contractor shall install 
water quality filtration BMPs to satisfy permitting requirements from the 
LACFCD, USACE, RWQCB, and/or CDFW. Filtration BMPs—including but 
not limited to sand/gravel bags, silt fencing and/or other filtering 
devices—shall be placed between the plunge pool and Big Tujunga Creek 
to prevent sediment from exiting the plunge pool into downstream waters. 
Once installed, the BMPs would allow the plunge pool to serve as a large 
sedimentation basin in which waters released from the dam would be 
temporarily retained to allow for sediments to drop to the bottom of the 
pool. These BMPs would be designed with the goal of preventing or 
limiting the flow of disturbed sediment and particulate matter 
downstream during Project activities. Waters	released	from	the	Reservoir	
and/or	plunge	pool	shall	not	contain	oils,	greases,	waxes,	or	other	materials	
in	concentration	that	results	in	a	visible	film	or	coating	on	the	surface	of	the	
water	or	on	objects	in	the	water.	Downstream	total	suspended	solids	(TSS)	
shall	be	maintained	at	ambient	levels.	Where	natural	turbidity	is	between	0	
and	50	Nephelometric	Turbidity	Units	(NTU),	increases	shall	not	exceed	20	
percent	of	the	baseline	(i.e.,	sample	taken	from	the	bottom	of	BTR	right	next	
to	the	tower	a	few	days	prior	to	the	initiation	of	dewatering).	Where	natural	
turbidity	is	greater	than	50	NTU,	increases	shall	not	exceed	10	percent	of	the	
the	baseline.	Discharge	pH	shall	not	be	changed	more	than	0.5	units	from	
ambient	 levels	 and	 shall	 be	 between	 6.5	 and	 8.5.	 Dissolved	 oxygen	
concentrations	shall	not	be	depressed	below	6	milligrams	per	liter	(mg/L),	
except	when	natural	conditions	cause	lesser	concentrations.	Ambient	levels	
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shall	be	measured	at	a	sampling	location	in	Big	Tujunga	Creek	at	least	200	
feet	upstream	of	the	point	of	diversion.		

The LACFCD shall hire an ECM to inspect the BMPs daily throughout 
sediment removal Project	activities.	During	dewatering	of	the	Reservoir	and	
plunge	pool,	water	quality	measurements	shall	be	taken	by	the	ECM	(or	a	
qualified	 Biological	Monitor)	 daily	 when	 discharges	 will	 be	made.	 Only	
discharges	that	meet	or	exceed	the	standards	above	shall	be	released	from	
the	 Reservoir	 and	 plunge	 pool.	 Water	 quality	 measurements	 for	 each	
discharge	shall	be	recorded	and	provided	to	the	resource	agencies	weekly	
and/or	upon	request. If BMPs are not functioning properly, the ECM shall 
notify LACFCD immediately and corrective action shall be taken 
immediately. If effective corrective action is not taken within 48 hours, the 
ECM shall recommend that LACFCD’s Construction Inspector suspend 
construction activities; the ECM shall report the conditions and necessary 
corrective actions to the LACFCD, USFWS, CDFW, and/or RWQCB; work 
shall remain suspended until the condition is corrected to the satisfaction 
of the LACFCD and the appropriate resource agencies. 

I. When the bypass line is in place, water temperature shall be maintained 
from the inflow to the outflow. The bypass line shall be insulated and/or 
methods shall be used to decrease the water temperature prior to it re-
entering the stream (e.g., submerge, cover, or shade the bypass line; 
avoiding black or corrugated pipe if not shaded). Waters	with	measured	
temperatures	 exceeding	 78	 degrees	 Fahrenheit	 shall	 not	 be	 discharged	
downstream.	 Additionally,	 a	 temporary	 trash	 rack	 shall	 be	 installed	
upstream	of	the	bypass	inlet	and	shall	be	monitored	daily	by	the	ECM	(or	a	
qualified	Biologist)	and	maintained	as	needed	to	ensure	effective	operation	
of	the	bypass	pipeline.	

Mitigation Measure #2: 

CDFW-2J The following new text is hereby incorporated into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM 
BIO-3 in the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-74, in Section 4.4.3, of 
the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	 italics shows the 
additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

F. Prior to dewatering of the reservoir (beyond normal dam operations) 
and/or any work in the plunge pool, LACFCD’s Contractor shall install 
water quality filtration BMPs to satisfy permitting requirements from 
the LACFCD, USACE, RWQCB, and/or CDFW. Filtration BMPs—including 
but not limited to sand/gravel bags, silt fencing and/or other filtering 
devices—shall be placed between the plunge pool and Big Tujunga 
Creek to prevent sediment from exiting the plunge pool into 
downstream waters. Once installed, the BMPs would allow the plunge 
pool to serve as a large sedimentation basin in which waters released 
from the dam would be temporarily retained to allow for sediments to 
drop to the bottom of the pool. These BMPs would be designed with the 
goal of preventing or limiting the flow of disturbed sediment and 
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particulate matter downstream during Project activities. Waters	
released	 from	 the	Reservoir	 and/or	 plunge	 pool	 shall	 not	 contain	 oils,	
greases,	waxes,	or	other	materials	in	concentration	that	results	in	a	visible	
film	or	 coating	on	 the	 surface	of	 the	water	or	on	objects	 in	 the	water.	
Downstream	total	suspended	solids	(TSS)	shall	be	maintained	at	ambient	
levels.	 Where	 natural	 turbidity	 is	 between	 0	 and	 50	 Nephelometric	
Turbidity	Units	(NTU),	increases	shall	not	exceed	20	percent	of	the	baseline	
(i.e.,	sample	taken	from	the	bottom	of	BTR	right	next	to	the	tower	a	few	
days	 prior	 to	 the	 initiation	 of	 dewatering).	Where	 natural	 turbidity	 is	
greater	 than	 50	 NTUs,	 increases	 shall	 not	 exceed	 10	 percent	 of	 the	
baseline.	 Additionally,	waters	 shall	 not	 contain	 oils,	 greases,	waxes,	 or	
other	materials	in	concentration	that	results	in	a	visible	film	or	coating	on	
the	surface	of	the	water	or	on	objects	in	the	water.	Discharge	pH	shall	not	
be	changed	more	than	0.5	units	from	ambient	levels	and	shall	be	between	
6.5	and	8.5.	Dissolved	oxygen	concentrations	shall	not	be	depressed	below	
6	milligrams	per	liter	(mg/L),	except	when	natural	conditions	cause	lesser	
concentrations.	Ambient	levels	shall	be	measured	at	a	sampling	location	
in	Big	Tujunga	Creek	at	least	200	feet	upstream	of	the	point	of	diversion.		

The LACFCD shall hire an ECM to inspect the BMPs daily throughout 
Project activities. During	dewatering	of	 the	Reservoir	and	plunge	pool,	
water	quality	measurements	 shall	be	 taken	by	 the	ECM	 (or	a	qualified	
Biological	Monitor)	daily	when	discharges	will	be	made.	Only	discharges	
that	 meet	 or	 exceed	 the	 standards	 above	 shall	 be	 released	 from	 the	
Reservoir	 and	 plunge	 pool.	Once	 the	 bypass	 pipeline	 is	 in	 place,	water	
quality	measurements	shall	be	taken	by	the	ECM	(or	qualified	Biological	
Monitor)	 at	 a	 location	 200	 feet	 upstream	 of	 the	 inflow	 to	 the	 bypass	
pipeline	 and	 at	 the	 outflow	 of	 the	 bypass	 pipeline.	 Water	 quality	
measurements	shall	be	recorded	once	per	working	day	 for	the	 first	 four	
days	after	reservoir	dewatering	starts,	and	once	per	week	thereafter	and	
shall	include	flow,	water	temperature,	dissolved	oxygen,	pH,	and	turbidity.	
The	 ECM	 or	 qualified	Biological	Monitor	 collecting	water	 quality	 data	
shall	be	qualified	to	collect	and	interpret	water	quality	data.	Water	quality	
data	 shall	 be	 recorded	 and	 shall	 be	 provided	 to	 the	 resource	 agencies	
weekly	and/or	upon	request.	 If BMPs are not functioning properly, the 
ECM shall notify LACFCD immediately and corrective action shall be 
taken immediately. If	dead	 fish	or	adverse	water	quality	conditions	are	
observed,	 LACFCD	 or	 their	 designee	 shall	 notify	 the	 resource	 agencies	
immediately. If effective corrective action is not taken within 48 hours, 
the ECM shall recommend that LACFCD’s Construction Inspector 
suspend construction activities; the ECM shall report the conditions and 
necessary corrective actions to the LACFCD, USFWS, CDFW, and/or 
RWQCB; work shall remain suspended until the condition is corrected to 
the satisfaction of the LACFCD and the appropriate resource agencies. 

I. When the bypass line is in place, water temperature shall be maintained 
from the inflow to the outflow. The bypass line shall be insulated and/or 
methods shall be used to decrease the water temperature prior to it re-
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entering the stream (e.g., submerge, cover, or shade the bypass line; 
avoiding black or corrugated pipe if not shaded). Waters	with	measured	
temperatures	 exceeding	78	degrees	Fahrenheit	 shall	not	be	discharged	
downstream.	 Additionally,	 a	 temporary	 trash	 rack	 shall	 be	 installed	
upstream	of	the	bypass	inlet	and	shall	be	monitored	daily	by	the	ECM	(or	
a	 qualified	 Biologist)	 and	 maintained	 as	 needed	 to	 ensure	 effective	
operation	of	the	bypass	pipeline. 

CDFW-2K 	See Response CDFW-2G, above. 

Mitigation Measure #3: 

CDFW-2L  Normal operation of the reservoir allows releases to minimum pool at elevation 
2,188 feet, which is the elevation of the lowest riser. Because the lowest riser is 
approximately 20 feet above the sediment level, no increase in turbidity is expected 
for dewatering to minimum pool. Therefore, the proposed measure would not be 
necessary. See Response CDFW-2G, above, which describes the use of a desilting 
basin upstream of the dam to reduce turbidity of the released water. 

CDFW-2M During pre-dewatering releases, water will be released at a rate of 250 cfs, which 
will naturally aerate the water as it discharges from the dam. Use of devices at this 
stage are not anticipated to be necessary. See Response CDFW-2J, above, which 
requires water quality monitoring. If dissolved oxygen levels drop during a later 
stage of dewatering (e.g., pumping), aeration devices would be considered. 

CDFW-2N The LACFCD cannot avoid conducting Project activities during the peak spawning 
season (March 1 to July 31) as it would reduce the number of months available for 
sediment removal from about 6 months to about 1.5 months each year, quadrupling 
the overall construction time that would be needed to complete Project activities 
(i.e., 20 years instead of 5 years). 

The goal is to have the bypass line installed as quickly as possible each season. The 
time that it takes to install the bypass line would depend on the reservoir level and 
the inflow rate. For this Project, the bypass line and the desilting system would be 
constructed as two separate systems; the bypass line would bring flows from 
upstream of the reservoir while the desilting system would bring flows from 
dewatering below minimum pool. Therefore, the speed with which the bypass line 
is constructed would not reduce turbidity, which would be handled by the desilting 
system. 

Mitigation Measures #4 and #5: 

CDFW-2O The requirement for a temporary trash rack was added to MM BIO-4 (Renumbered 
to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) per Response CDFW-
2J, above. 

Fish blocking nets are not considered necessary at the bypass pipeline intake 
because no fish (native or non-native) were observed during the focused fish 
surveys upstream of BTR (2011 and 2019; both included electrofishing). If the 
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resource agencies translocate native fish upstream prior to/during the initiation of 
the Project, appropriate exclusion measures will be implemented, as described in 
the HCP. 

The current design of the bypass intake includes a polypropylene liner with 
aggregate on top. The location of the intake would be in the upper reservoir where 
the sediment is coarse sand, which if disturbed, would be expected to settle quickly 
rather than being transported through the bypass pipe.	

Comment	#3:	Impacts	to	Streams		

CDFW-3A Issues: The proposed action evaluated in the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
includes only activities related to the sediment removal maintenance project. The 
ongoing presence of the Dam, its operation, and other Dam maintenance activities 
are considered the existing condition for the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
impact analysis.  

MM BIO-9 (Renumbered as MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) states that a Streambed Alteration Agreement would need to be obtained 
from CDFW for impacts within their jurisdiction. 

CDFW-3B Specific	 Impacts: This comment correctly states the acres of impacts to CDFW 
jurisdiction. It should be noted that the jurisdictional delineation delineated Big 
Tujunga Creek to approximately one mile downstream of the plunge pool, even 
though there would be no direct impacts to the creek below the plunge pool. Section 
4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND discusses potential water quality 
impacts on downstream resources (i.e., the downstream Significant Ecological 
Area). MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) includes measures to protect water quality and MM BIO-9 (Renumbered 
as MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) requires that a permit 
be obtained from the RWQCB. Implementation of these measures, and compliance 
with regulatory permits will ensure that impacts on downstream jurisdictional 
resources are less than significant. 

CDFW-3C Why	 impacts	 would	 occur: This comment summarizes Project activities. 
Vegetation removal within BTR would be limited to the upper portion of the 
Reservoir and would total 0.92 acre of woody vegetation (0.23 acre of arroyo 
willow thicket, 0.06 acre of white alder grove—willow thicket, 0.17 acre of black 
willow thicket, and 0.46 acre of mulefat scrub). This vegetation would be removed 
from within the BTR footprint; the sediment and debris would be expected to settle 
out in BTR and would not affect downstream conditions along Big Tujunga Creek. 
Vegetation removal within Maple Canyon SPS would increase sediment and debris 
within the 2.11 acres of jurisdictional drainages that would be permanently 
impacted by sediment placement; however, it should be noted that these are dry 
except following storms. In compliance with jurisdictional permits that would be 
obtained per MM BIO-9 (Renumbered to MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND), BMPs will be used to protect exposed soils in Maple Canyon 
SPS following vegetation removal so that there is no runoff of sediment/debris to 
downstream areas. 	
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The following new text is hereby incorporated in Section 3.1.5, Sediment Placement 
at Maple Canyon SPS, on page 3-7, in Section 3.0, Project Description of the Draft 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	 italics shows the 
additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

 Prior to any sediment placement, areas within the fill footprint of Maple 
Canyon SPS would be cleared of vegetation and grubbed. BMPs	will	be	used	
to	protect	exposed	soils	in	Maple	Canyon	SPS	following	vegetation	removal	so	
that	 there	 is	no	 runoff	of	 sediment/debris	 to	downstream	areas.	BMPs	will	
remain	in	place	until	the	revegetation	plan	for	the	SPS	is	implemented.	

CDFW-3D The comment correctly states that the Project would permanently impact 2.11 acres 
(including 0.08 acre of California sycamore woodland) in Maple Canyon SPS. The 
comment correctly states that the Project would impact 46.02 acres within BTR and 
1.45 acres in the plunge pool that are under the jurisdiction of CDFW. However, 
areas within BTR and the plunge pool are largely unvegetated as they are comprised 
of open water. Additionally, the edges of BTR are vertical cliffs that lack vegetation 
along the water’s edge for the majority of BTR. Vegetation within BTR is located 
only at the upper end of BTR where the configuration is stream-like. As mentioned 
above, vegetation removal within the would affect 0.92 acre of riparian 
scrub/woodland vegetation (0.23 acre of arroyo willow thicket, 0.06 acre of white 
alder grove—willow thicket, 0.17 acre of black willow thicket, and 0.46 acre of 
mulefat scrub) and 2.29 acres of riparian herb (smartweed—cocklebur patch). 
These vegetation types are expected to re-establish along the creek in the same 
areas following completion of vegetation removal, with seeds washing down from 
upstream seed sources, as they did following the previous sediment removal 
Project in the 1980s. Riparian herb vegetation can establish within a few months, 
while riparian scrub can establish within a few years. Therefore, the impact would 
be considered temporary. Following the sediment removal, the upper end of BTR 
would be structured as a natural streambed to blend with Big Tujunga Creek 
upstream of BTR; therefore, the cross-section would include bank areas where 
riparian vegetation could become established.  

CDFW-3E Dewatering activities are not expected to impact vegetated habitat within and near 
the BTR basin because the only vegetation is located at the upper end of BTR (see 
Response CDFW-3D, above). Vegetation in the stream-like portion of BTR obtains 
water from flows in Big Tujunga Creek, which would continue until the bypass 
pipeline is installed. Vegetation within the Project work area (where the bypass 
pipeline would be installed) would be removed prior to bypass pipeline installation. 
Therefore, vegetation within and near BTR is not expected to be affected by 
dewatering.  

CDFW-3F See Response CDFW-3A, above. 

CDFW-3G Evidence	impacts	would	be	significant: This comment is titled “Evidence impacts 
would be significant”; however, it is a statement of California Fish and Game Code. 
MM BIO-9 (Renumbered as MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) would ensure that the appropriate CDFW Streambed Alteration 
Agreement is obtained per Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code. 
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CDFW-3H See Response CDFW-3A, above. 

CDFW-3I See Response to CDFW-1G, above, for a discussion of sufficient water and 
Responses to CDFW-1E and CDFW-1F, above, related to downstream flows for the 
Project. 

CDFW-3J As noted by the commenter and discussed in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND, the Project would impact riparian habitats including 0.92 
acre of riparian scrub/woodland vegetation (0.23 acre of arroyo willow thicket, 
0.06 acre of white alder grove—willow thicket, 0.17 acre of black willow thicket, 
and 0.46 acre of mulefat scrub) and 2.29 acres of riparian herb (smartweed—
cocklebur patch) upstream of BTR, and 2.11 acres of CDFW jurisdictional areas 
(including 0.08 acre of California sycamore woodland) in Maple Canyon SPS. As 
discussed in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, white alder 
grove–California sycamore woodland, white alder grove–willow thicket, California 
sycamore woodland–red willow thicket, black willow thicket, and arroyo willow 
thicket are considered vulnerable by CDFW (i.e., sensitive natural communities).  

The commenter states that impacting streams and riparian habitats could result in 
substantial erosion or siltation within and downstream of the Project site “absent 
appropriate mitigation”; however, the Project would include mitigation measures 
to implement BMPs to protect water quality (MM BIO-4 [Renumbered to MM BIO-3 
in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND]) and would be required to obtain 
regulatory permits per MM BIO-9 (Renumbered to MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND) that would require implementation of BMPs to protect 
water quality. With implementation of water quality BMPs as required by MM BIO-
4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) and 
regulatory permits, erosion and siltation would be expected to be less than 
significant. 

Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s):	

Mitigation Measure #1 

CDFW-3K MM BIO-9 (Renumbered to MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) requires that a CDFW Streambed Alteration Agreement be obtained prior 
to initiation of Project activities, including vegetation removal, dewatering below 
minimum pool, and ground-disturbing activities. Water releases to lower the 
reservoir level to minimum pool are considered within normal Dam operations.   

Mitigation Measure #2 

CDFW-3L See Response CDFW-3A, above. 

Mitigation Measure #3 

CDFW-3M See Response CDFW-3D, above, for a discussion of permanent versus temporary 
vegetation impacts. 
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MM BIO-9 (Renumbered to MM BIO-8 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) requires that a CDFW Streambed Alteration Agreement be obtained. It 
also states that mitigation ratios will be no less than 1:1 as determined through 
consultation with the resource agencies. Mitigation for impacts on CDFW 
jurisdictional area will be negotiated during permitting. The final mitigation ratio 
will be included in the Streambed Alteration Agreement. 

CDFW-3N Recommendation	#1: Comment noted. 

CDFW-3O Recommendation	#2:	See Response CDFW-3A, above. 

Comment	#4:	Impacts	to	Least	Bell’s	Vireo	and	Southwestern	Willow	Flycatcher	

CDFW-4A Specific	 Impacts	 and	why	 impacts	would	 occur:	 This comment summarizes 
potential Project impacts, which are described in Section 4.4.2. Also, see Response 
CDFW-1C, above.  

CDFW-4B Evidence	impacts	would	be	significant:	This comment is titled “Evidence impacts 
would be significant”; however, it is a statement of California Fish and Game Code, 
it does not provide “evidence” that the Project would result in take of least Bell’s 
vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher.  

The tentative construction plan is to clear riparian vegetation (the habitat of least 
Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher) at the upper end of the sediment 
removal footprint between September 15 and October 15, which is after least Bell’s 
vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher have left for their wintering grounds and 
prior to the initiation of the storm season. There is 0.92 acre of riparian 
scrub/woodland to be removed from the upper end of BTR (0.23 acre of arroyo 
willow thicket, 0.06 acre of white alder grove—willow thicket, 0.17 acre of black 
willow thicket, and 0.46 acre of mulefat scrub). Because it is a limited amount, its 
removal is only expected to take a few days; therefore, it should be achievable in the 
planned timeframe.  

Although riparian habitat that would be directly impacted would be removed 
outside the nesting season, riparian habitat would remain adjacent to the sediment 
removal area. Therefore, MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND) requires pre-construction surveys for least Bell’s vireo 
and southwestern willow flycatcher prior to the start of work and continuing 
weekly during work within 500 feet of suitable riparian scrub/woodland habitat. If 
any least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatchers are observed, active nests 
will be protected with a 500 foot Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) buffer.  

CDFW-4C It is unclear how MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) would not commit the Project to mitigation as it is a required 
mitigation measure.  

As explained above in Response CDFW-1C, above, protocol surveys for least Bell’s 
vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher were conducted in 2012, 2016, and 2018; 
no least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher were observed during any of 
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the protocol surveys. In all of the field surveys that have been conducted in the 
survey area, spanning the time period from 2011 through 2019, one least Bell’s 
vireo territory has been observed upstream of BTR (2017). Least Bell’s vireo was 
observed over 460 feet upstream of the sediment removal footprint, at its closest 
observation, and 1,050 feet upstream during two other survey visits (see Exhibit 4-
5). The upper location is located around a bend in the canyon; both the distance and 
the canyon topography would shield the upstream location from indirect impacts 
of noise and human activity occurring in the sediment removal area.  

MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) would require pre-construction surveys whenever work would be within 
500 feet of riparian habitat (upstream or downstream of BTR). If either species is 
observed, a protective buffer would be established around the active nest to protect 
it from noise, human activity, and other construction effects.  

Within BTR, if work needed to occur within 500 feet of occupied habitat, it may be 
possible to delay work within 500 feet until the area is no longer occupied (i.e., after 
least Bell’s vireo/southwestern willow flycatcher leave for their wintering grounds 
in late August/September, as determined by a qualified Biologist).  

If work needed to occur within 500 feet and could not be avoided while the habitat 
was occupied (e.g., haul roads downstream of the plunge pool adjacent to riparian 
habitat), a Riparian Bird Construction Plan (RBCP) would be prepared for review 
and approval by the resource agencies; work would only commence within 500 feet 
of an active nest with an approved RBCP in place. MM BIO-6 (D) (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-5 [D] in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) provides a 
quantitative threshold of 60 dBA for noise at the edge of the least Bell’s 
vireo/southwestern willow flycatcher territory (i.e., specific performance 
standard). It states that “appropriate noise reduction measures (e.g., temporary 
noise barriers)” will be used to achieve the noise reduction. The measure required 
biological monitoring during installation of the temporary noise barriers (e.g., 
sound walls) and requires the establishment of noise monitoring stations that will 
be monitored weekly throughout work from March 15 to September 15. The RBCP 
cannot be prepared until the specific location of the least Bell’s vireo/southwestern 
willow flycatcher is known. Once the location (if any) is known, LACFCD can 
determine the appropriate placement of noise barriers in relation to work activities 
to reduce noise in the habitat to below the threshold identified. 

In summary, MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND) is (1) required (i.e., commits the Project to mitigation); (2) 
requires specific performance standards that the mitigation will achieve (i.e., 500-
foot protective buffer; use of temporary noise measures to reduce noise to 60 dBA 
or less at the edge of the territory); and (3) identifies potential actions that can 
feasibly achieve the performance standard (i.e., ESA fencing/signage, biological 
monitoring, temporary noise barriers, noise monitoring), which are standard 
measures used throughout the industry to protect these species. MM BIO-6 
(Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) is 
adequate to avoid and minimize impacts on least Bell’s vireo and southwestern 
willow flycatcher; no take is anticipated to occur. 
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Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s):	

Mitigation Measure #1: 

CDFW-4D The current plan is to remove all riparian vegetation outside of the 
breeding season (i.e., March 15 to September 15); however, MM BIO-6 
(Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) allows 
some flexibility to respond to conditions that may arise during construction, 
assuming the removal would be in compliance with project permits. If any riparian 
vegetation would be removed during the breeding season, a pre-construction 
survey for least Bell’s vireo/southwestern willow flycatcher and a pre-construction 
survey for nesting birds (MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) 
would be conducted prior to removal of the vegetation. The mitigation measure has 
not been revised to restrict vegetation removal to outside the breeding season 
because it is not considered necessary to avoid impacts on these species; 
appropriate avoidance measures are already included in the measure.	

CDFW-4E The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-79, in Section 
4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

A. Prior to the start of sediment removal activities each year, a qualified 
Biologist (one with experience and necessary permits to survey for least 
Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher approved by the resource 
agencies) shall survey all riparian habitat within 500 feet of the 
construction limits for the presence of least Bell’s vireo and southwestern 
willow flycatcher nests/territories. Three surveys shall be conducted 
within two weeks prior to the initiation of Project activities each year. 
During	 each	 survey,	methods	 shall	 follow	 the	 current	 USFWS	 protocols	
(except	 for	 the	 number	 and	 timing	 of	 surveys,	 which	 will	 follow	 this	
measure). Any active nests/territories shall be mapped on an aerial 
photograph and marked on applicable construction plans. A Letter Report 
will be prepared and submitted to the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW to 
document the results of the pre-construction survey within 30 days of 
completion of the survey. 

CDFW-4F The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-79, in Section 
4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text): 

B. A 500-foot protective buffer shall be established around a least Bell’s vireo 
or southwestern willow flycatcher territory identified in the field. Project	
activities	including	sediment	removal,	sediment	hauling,	vehicle	traffic,	and	
foot	 traffic	 shall	 not	 occur	 within	 this	 500‐foot	 protective	 buffer. The 
protective buffer shall be marked with lath and rope, orange snow fencing, 
or other suitable fencing to provide an adequate buffer from construction 
work. Signs shall be posted to indicate that the area is an “Environmentally 
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Sensitive Area” and that no work activities shall occur within the fencing. 
WEAP training shall educate workers on the importance of 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas. The Biological Monitor shall check the 
fencing/signage weekly to ensure that it stays in place throughout 
sediment removal activities and shall notify the LACFCD’s Construction 
Inspector immediately if the fencing/signage needs to be repaired. 

Mitigation Measure #2: 

CDFW-4G MM BIO-6 (Renumbered to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) states that LACFCD will obtain a Consistency Determination (Section 
2080.1) from CDFW; the species addressed are also federally listed and a Section 7 
Consultation will address the species at a federal level. The Project CEQA document 
addresses all Project impacts to least Bell’s vireo/southwestern willow flycatcher 
and includes mitigation that is expected to meet the requirements of a California 
Endangered Species Act (CESA) Incidental Take Permit (ITP). 

Comment	#5:	Impacts	to	Special	Status	Fish	Species	

CDFW-5A Issue:	This comment summarizes the impacts on special status fish species. As 
stated in Section 4.4.1 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, no special status 
fish occur upstream of BTR or within BTR. MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in 
the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) requires that special status fish be 
captured and relocated out of the plunge pool prior to the initiation of work 
activities (e.g., pumping water out of the plunge pool). With the implementation of 
MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND), no direct take of special status fish species is expected. Blocking nets 
would be used to prevent special status fish from re-entering the Project area. While 
this would be a temporary impediment to fish passage into the plunge pool during 
work activities, it would not disrupt movement of the species to upstream areas as 
Big Tujunga Dam already prevents fish passage upstream of the plunge pool.   

CDFW-5B Specific	 Impacts:	 This comment summarizes Project activities and the 
construction schedule. See Response CDFW-2B, above. 

Why	impacts	would	occur: 

CDFW-5C See Responses CDFW-2C and CDFW-2D, above. 

CDFW-5D See Response CDFW-2E, above. 

CDFW-5E As described in Table 3-1, the valves would be closed for a period of five days during 
installation of the bypass line. Once the bypass line is installed, natural stream flow 
would be diverted through the bypass line for the remainder of the non-storm 
season while work activities are occurring. Once the bypass line is installed, 
downstream habitat would receive all available stream flows via the bypass line.  

Big Tujunga Dam was completed 1931; since that time, Dam operations have 
included time periods where the valves have been temporarily closed to hold water 
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for water conservation purposes or during maintenance projects. While some 
segments of the stream may dry (depending on rainfall, tributary flows, and the 
length of time the valves are closed), other segments will remain wetted and will 
act as refugia. Streams in Southern California dry during the non-storm season 
under natural conditions; native aquatic species are adapted to these conditions.  

CDFW-5F MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) requires that special status fish species be relocated out of the plunge pool 
prior to the initiation of Project activities. Specifically, the measure states “The 
SSFRP shall be prepared, approved, and implemented prior to dewatering (beyond 
normal dam operations)”. Therefore, dewatering of the plunge pool would not affect 
special status fish species because they would be relocated out of the plunge pool 
prior to dewatering the plunge pool using pumps. 

CDFW-5G See Response CDFW-2G, above. 

CDFW-5H Evidence	impacts	would	be	significant: This comment is titled “Evidence impacts 
would be significant”; however, it is a definition of California Species of Special 
Concern and CEQA Section 15380, it does not provide “evidence” that the Project 
would take of special status species that would require a mandatory finding of 
significance. Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND cites Section 
15380 of CEQA in the determination that impacts on some California Species of 
Special Concern (i.e., arroyo chub, Santa Ana speckled dace, western pond turtle) 
would be potentially significant and require mitigation. With implementation of 
MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) and MM BIO-7 (Renumbered to MM BIO-6 in the Final Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND), Project effects on these species would not be expected to 
cause a species to drop below self-sustaining levels or to substantially restrict the 
range of these species. Therefore, a mandatory finding of significance would not be 
necessary.  

CDFW-5I See Responses CDFW-3A and CDFW-5A, above, regarding fish passage. See 
Response CDFW-1G, above, for a response to California Fish and Game Code 5937. 

Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s)	

Mitigation Measure #1: 

CDFW-5J Project activities cannot entirely avoid the spawning season for special status fish 
species (i.e., March 1 to July 31). If this approach were taken, 2.5 months (August 1 
to October 15) would be available for Project activities each summer/fall prior to 
the storm season, when the Dam is needed to function for public safety. The Project 
is estimated to take approximately 35 months to complete; limiting Project 
activities to 2.5 months each year would extend the Project over 14 years. This 
would not be feasible from a construction cost/logistics standpoint and would not 
be desirable for the species to be exposed to the indirect effects of construction over 
this length of time. It would also leave Maple Canyon Sediment Placement site 
unvegetated for a longer length of time. 
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See Response CDFW-4D, above, which limits riparian vegetation removal to 
between September 16 and March 14. 

It is not feasible to conduct dewatering and installation of the surface water 
diversion (including temporary halting of flows for five days) prior to March 1 
because the Dam needs to operate for flood control purposes to protect public 
safety until April 15. However, MM BIO-4 (G) (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 [G] in the 
Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) includes a measure that limits the 
maximum release to 180 cfs during the peak spawning season (March 1 to July 31). 

Mitigation Measure #2: 

CDFW-5K MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) has been required to mitigate for Project impacts on special status fish.  

LACFCD is currently preparing a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for the Operation 
and Maintenance of Big Tujunga Dam in consultation with the USFWS (Psomas 
2021b). The HCP includes funding for long-term enhancement projects including, 
but not limited to, removal of non-native riparian vegetation, removal of non-native 
wildlife, removal of barriers to fish movement, installation or supplementation of 
instream cobble and gravel substrate, installation or supplementation of instream 
woody debris, and removal of trash and homeless encampments. CDFW has served 
in an advisory role during preparation of the HCP. 

Mitigation Measure #3: 

CDFW-5L Comment noted. Section 4.4.3 provides mitigation measures for all Project impacts 
that would be considered significant.  

Mitigation Measure #4: 

CDFW-5M The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-73, in Section 
4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

B. A one visit pre-construction survey for Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, and 
Santa Ana speckled dace shall be conducted by a qualified Biologist (one 
holding a 10[a] permit for the Santa Ana sucker approved by the resource 
agencies) immediately prior to the	initiation	of	Project	activities,	including 
installation of water quality BMPs at the downstream end of the plunge 
pool. If any Santa Ana suckers or other special status fish species are 
observed, the Biologist shall relocate all individuals to areas of suitable 
habitat per the SSFRP. All non-native animal species encountered during 
the pre-construction survey shall be permanently removed from the 
plunge pool and creek. 

CDFW-5N The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-74, in Section 
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4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

D. Regardless of whether special status fish species are observed during pre-
construction surveys, the combination of water quality BMPs, fish	
exclusion	screening, and/or blocking nets shall be used to exclude special 
status fish species from entering the work area from downstream. The 
design of the exclusion and method of installation shall be included in the 
SSFRP and approved by the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW. Blocking nets and 
water quality BMPs shall be installed under the supervision of a Biological 
Monitor in order to ensure that no special status fish species are impacted 
during installation of the exclusion measures. 

CDFW-5O The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-75, in Section 
4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

G. The	 inflow	 of	 all	 pumps	 used	 for	 dewatering	 shall	 be	 covered	with	 fish	
exclusion	screening.	The	screen	used	on	the	pump	for	dewatering	the	plunge	
pool	shall	meet	the	following	specifications:	(1)	a	porosity	with	a	minimum	
open	area	of	27	percent;	(2)	round	openings	shall	not	exceed	0.094	inch	(2.38	
millimeters	 [mm]);	 (3)	 square	openings	 shall	not	exceed	0.094	 inch	 (2.38	
mm),	measured	diagonally;	(4)	slotted	openings	shall	not	exceed	0.0689	inch	
(1.75	mm).	The	screen	used	on	the	pump	for	dewatering	the	reservoir	shall	
have	 a	 screen	with A screen with 0.125-inch (3.2-mmmillimeter) mesh 
shall be used at the inflow of the pump for dewatering the reservoir to 
prevent non-native animals from spreading from the reservoir to areas 
below the dam occupied by Santa Ana sucker. All non-native animal 
species encountered during dewatering of the reservoir shall be 
permanently removed from the reservoir. Post-project, placement of non-
native species shall not be allowed in the reservoir, plunge pool, or Big 
Tujunga Creek/Wash. 

CDFW-5P The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-76, in Section 
4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

J. A qualified Biological Monitor (one with experience with special status 
fish species approved	 by	 the	 resource	 agencies) shall conduct daily 
monitoring along the creek during dewatering outside the storm season 
(April 16 to October 14) and stream bypass installation. The Biological 
Monitor shall also conduct weekly monitoring throughout sediment 
removal activities to ensure that BMPs are in place and no release of 
sediment is observed downstream of the plunge pool; and to ensure that 
Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, or Santa Ana speckled dace are not 
stranded as dewatering flows recede. The Biological Monitor shall visually 
monitor habitat and	 instream	conditions from the dam to approximately 
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1.5 mile downstream of the dam. The	 Biological	 Monitor	 shall	 also	
quantitatively	monitor	water	quality	(i.e.,	water	temperature,	pH,	dissolved	
oxygen,	and	turbidity	levels)	at	no	fewer	than	three	locations	(approved	by	
the	resource	agencies)	on	a	weekly	basis	during	dewatering	and	sediment	
removal	activities. If the Biological Monitor notes dead	or	distressed	aquatic	
life,	 or a change in the condition of downstream habitat/instream	
conditions that was likely caused by dewatering flows and/or BMPs not 
functioning effectively to protect water quality4, the Biological Monitor 
shall immediately notify the LACFCD’s Construction Inspector that 
immediate corrective action is required. If	dead	or	distressed	aquatic	life	
was	 observed	 by	 the	 Biological	 Monitor	 and	 reported	 to	 the	 LACFCD	
Construction	 Inspector,	 LACFCD	 shall	 immediately	 notify	 the	 resource	
agencies.	 If corrective action has not been taken within 48 hours, the 
Biological Monitor shall recommend that LACFCD’s Construction 
Inspector suspend construction activities and the Biological Monitor shall 
report the conditions and necessary corrective actions to the LACFCD, 
USFWS, and CDFW; work shall remain suspended until the condition is 
corrected to the satisfaction of the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW. If the 
Biological Monitor observes Santa Ana sucker or other special status 
species adults, juvenile, or larva stranded in drying pools outside the 
active channel during dewatering or at any time during construction, 
he/she shall be authorized to relocate the fish to suitable habitat in the 
adjacent active channel. The Biological Monitor shall prepare Weekly 
Monitoring Reports describing construction activities as they pertain to 
the Santa Ana sucker and Santa Ana sucker Critical Habitat areas; the 
reports shall be submitted to the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW. 

The commenter requested that daily monitoring for distressed wildlife be 
conducted daily during any periods of insufficient water flow through the dam; this 
comment was not incorporated. Once the bypass pipeline is installed, all available 
water would be provided to downstream areas via the bypass line. Assuming the 
bypass pipeline is functioning effectively, the lack of flow would be a result of 
natural weather conditions, not a result of Project activities. Biological monitoring 
would continue to occur weekly throughout the Project and the Biological Monitor 
would note a lack of flow and a trend toward drying, which would be discussed in 
the weekly reports provided to the resource agencies.  

The commenter requested deletion of the text shown in strikeout “from the dam to 
approximately 1.5 miles downstream of the dam”. This change was not 
incorporated because this was added to the measure based on a previous comment 
from the U.S. Forest Service asking for the monitoring area to be defined. Without 
this, the distance downstream of the dam that will be monitored would be 

 
4  Flood control releases may occur in association with a storm that occurs during the non-storm season. Changes in the 

condition of stream habitat related to flood control releases would not be included in the notification/corrective action 
requirements unless they were associated with repairing BMP functioning for the maintenance project following the 
storm. 
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ambiguous and could mean anything from 50 feet downstream to several miles 
downstream. 

CDFW-5Q The suggested comments are hereby incorporated into MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to 
MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND), on page 4-77, in Section 
4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows 
the additional text and red strikethrough show the deletions): 

K. The SSFRP shall also include discussion of potential relocation necessary 
based on natural flow conditions from the dam to 1.5 mile downstream of 
the dam. If the Biological Monitor notices that water levels in active 
channel of the creek in this area decrease to shallow conditions or that 
isolated pools develop as a result of natural rainfall conditions, the 
Biological Monitor shall notify the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW of the 
conditions so the resource agencies (i.e., USFWS and CDFW) may consider 
relocating to	discuss	relocation	of special status fish to suitable habitat or 
temporarily into captivity to avoid potential mortality. The	 Biological	
Monitor	 shall	 relocate	 special	 status	 fish	 to	 suitable	habitat	per	methods	
described	in	the	SSFRP	to	a	location	approved	by	the	resource	agencies.	If	
there	 is	 no	 suitable	 habitat	 available,	 the	 resource	 agencies	 shall	
temporarily	hold	the	special	status	fish	in	captivity. Because this would be 
a result of weather conditions and not a result of the Project, the LACFCD 
shall not be responsible for relocating the fish (if needed) but shall 
cooperate with agency efforts to rescue fish. No relocation shall occur until 
the USFWS and CDFW have confirmed that relocation shall occur. 

The following text was not incorporated into the measure “if adverse stream 
conditions develop as a result of Project activities and/or the presence of Big 
Tujunga Dam within Big Tujunga Creek. See Response CDFW-3A, above, regarding 
the presence of Big Tujunga Dam. In practice, it may be difficult to determine 
whether drying conditions are the result of Project activities, weather conditions, 
or both. Therefore, the revised text bases the relocation solely on the observation 
of the drying stream and imperiled special status fish rather than requiring the 
cause to be determined. 

Comment	#6:	Impacts	to	Coast	Range	Newt	

Issue, Specific Impacts, Why Impacts Would Occur 

CDFW-6A This comment summarizes potential project impacts on Coast Range newt, which 
are discussed in Section 4.4.1. It should be noted that in all the focused survey 
efforts conducted in the Project survey area from 2011 through 2019, including 
both diurnal and nocturnal aquatic surveys, Coast Range newt has not been 
incidentally observed. Nonetheless, the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND identifies 
Coast Range newt as a species that “may occur” and could be impacted by the 
Project.  

CDFW-6B See Response CDFW-2B, above, for information on timing of Project activities. See 
Response CDFW-2C, above, for response to comments on turbidity. 
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The commenter provides additional detail explaining how water quality (turbidity) 
could affect Coast Range newt larvae. The new text is hereby incorporated on page 
4-57, in Section 4.4.2, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND (per Response 
CDFW-2D, above), to read as follows (red	italics shows the additional text and red 
strikethrough show the deletions): 

If sediment-laden water is released into Big Tujunga Creek, it could impact 
water quality for the Santa Ana sucker downstream of BTR, possibly 
harming eggs of the sucker. Increased	turbidity	could	 injure	or	 irritate	the	
respiratory	 structures	 of	 the	 sucker	 (or	 other	 special	 status	 fish	 or	
amphibians),	which	could	cause	mortality.	It	could	also	settle	over	eggs	of	the	
sucker	 (or	other	 special	 status	 fish	or	amphibians),	affecting	 reproduction,	
and/or	 could	 settle	 over	 food	 resources	 (e.g.,	 algae)	 which	 provide	 food	
resources	 for	 the	sucker	(and	other	special	status	 fish	or	amphibians). ,and 
could t Therefore,	 effects	 on	 water	 quality	 could result in a potentially 
significant impact. 

CDFW-6C The commenter provides additional detail explaining how water quality (high 
temperature) could affect Coast Range newt. The following new text is hereby 
incorporated on page 4-57, in Section 4.4.2, of the Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND, to read as follows (red	 italics shows the additional text and red 
strikethrough show the deletions): 

During	sediment	removal,	a	bypass	line	would	carry	flows	from	Big	Tujunga	
Creek	upstream	of	BTR	to	the	creek	downstream	of	the	dam	near	the	plunge	
pool.	Surface	water	diversions	can	potentially	 increase	water	temperatures,	
particularly	 if	diverted	 flows	are	allowed	 to	stagnate	 in	artificial	unshaded	
pools	 or	 if	 they	 are	 conveyed	 through	 black‐colored,	 solar‐heated	 bypass	
pipelines.	Adverse	water	temperatures	could	stress	Santa	Ana	sucker	(or	other	
special	status	fish	or	amphibians)	and	result	in	mortality.	Additionally,	high	
water	temperatures	can	reduce	available	dissolved	oxygen,	which	could	also	
stress	Santa	Ana	suckers	(or	other	special	status	fish	or	amphibians)	and	result	
in	mortality.	Therefore,	as	required	by	MM	BIO‐3,	the	water	temperature	at	
the	outflow	will	be	similar	to	the	water	temperature	at	the	inflow.	

CDFW-6D Evidence	impacts	would	be	significant: This comment is titled “Evidence impacts 
would be significant”; however, it is a definition of California Species of Special 
Concern and CEQA Section 15380, it does not provide “evidence” that the Project 
would have take of special status species that would require a mandatory finding of 
significance. Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND cites Section 
15380 of CEQA in the determination that impacts on some California Species of 
Special Concern would be potentially significant and require mitigation. While the 
Coast Range newt is a California Species of Special Concern, it is not considered rare, 
threatened, or endangered in this portion of its range; thus, it is not treated as listed 
per Section 15380 of CEQA. While the Project would impact suitable habitat for the 
species, the loss of habitat/individuals would not be expected to cause the 
population to decline within the Angeles National Forest. Therefore, mitigation was 
not required for impacts on this species. However, MM BIO-4 (Renumbered to MM 
BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) and MM BIO-7 (Renumbered 
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to MM BIO-6 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) both include measures 
to protect water quality that would also benefit the Coast Range newt. Because the 
Project would not be expected to cause the Coast Range newt to drop below self-
sustaining levels or to substantially restrict the range of these species, especially 
considering implementation of the above-referenced mitigation measures, a 
mandatory finding of significance would not be necessary.  

Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s)	

Mitigation Measure #1 

CDFW-6E Although not required, the following recommended text is hereby incorporated on 
page 4-64, in Section 4.4.2 and MM BIO-8 (Renumbered to MM BIO-7 in the Final 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) on page 4-84, in Section 4.4.3, of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND, to read as follows (red	italics shows the additional text and 
red strikethrough show the deletions): 

Section 4.4.2: 

Although not required by CEQA, two-striped garter snake and	Coast	Range	
newt has have been included in MM BIO-87 because it these similarly is an 
are aquatic species that may occur in the direct footprint of the sediment 
removal area. Mitigation for this these species was compatible with the 
western pond turtle-required measure and would avoid or minimize 
impacts on the two-striped garter snake and	Coast	Range	newt.  

MM BIO-7: 

Prior to the initiation of dewatering/installation of the bypass line each 
year (March or April, depending on water levels in the reservoir), pre-
construction surveys for the two-striped garter snake and	Coast	Range	
newt shall be conducted by a qualified Biologist (one with experience and 
the necessary permits to handle this species approved by the resource 
agencies). Concurrently with the western pond turtle trapping effort 
described in MM BIO-76, the Biologist shall also visually search for two-
striped garter snakes and	Coast	Range	newts in the Project impact area. If 
any two-striped garter snakes or	Coast	Range	newts are captured, they 
shall be relocated to a suitable site along Big Tujunga Creek upstream of 
the construction area or along Big Tujunga Creek downstream of the 
downstream access road boundary. Prior to relocating any two-striped 
garter snakes or Coast	Range	newts, the LACFCD and CDFW shall approve 
the potential relocation site(s) and methods for transfer to the relocation 
sites. Additionally, a qualified Biologist shall be present during dewatering 
of the plunge pool to ensure no two-striped garter snakes or	Coast	Range	
newts are stranded. If any two-striped garter snakes or	Coast	Range	newts 
are observed during the monitoring, they shall be captured by the 
Biologist and released at the relocation site. A Letter Report shall be 
prepared to document the results of the pre-construction surveys and 
monitoring and shall be provided to the LACFCD and CDFW within 30 days 
of completion of the survey.  
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Comment	#7:	Impacts	to	San	Gabriel	Oak	

Issue, Specific Impacts, Why Impacts Would Occur 

CDFW-7A No mitigation measures are proposed for the loss of San Gabriel oak because the 
loss of individuals would be considered less than significant, as discussed in Section 
4.4.2. San Gabriel oak is a CRPR 4.2 species. CNPS considers these species as “Watch 
List” species, they are not considered “rare, threatened, or endangered in 
California” (i.e., CRPR 1B or 2B species). As discussed in Section 4.4.2, the loss of San 
Gabriel oak individuals would be considered adverse but would not be expected to 
cause the species to drop below self-sustaining numbers in the region. During the 
2016 focused surveys, 84 individuals were observed; approximately 10 individuals 
would be removed because they are within the sediment placement area while 
approximately 74 individuals would remain outside of the sediment placement area 
in Maple Canyon. Additionally, this species is also known to occur at other locations 
in the Angeles National Forest. 

CDFW-7B Focused surveys for special status plant species were conducted in spring 2011, 
following a year of extremely a high rainfall year. During years of high rainfall, 
special status species (if present) are expected to bloom in high numbers, increasing 
their chance of detectability. The focused special status plant surveys were updated 
in 2016, which was an approximately average rainfall year. While a few new 
populations were observed, no new species were discovered in 2016 that were not 
observed in 2011. Rainfall has been lower than average in most years since the 2016 
focused special status plant surveys. Special status plant species either do not 
bloom or bloom in lower numbers during periods of low rainfall. Therefore, it was 
not considered prudent to update the surveys as they were not expected to be as 
reliable as previous surveys conducted in 2011 following a winter of high rainfall.  

MM BIO-1 and MM BIO-2 require pre-construction surveys for Greata’s aster, 
Plummer’s mariposa lily, and fragrant pitcher sage conducted the blooming season 
prior to construction (Summer/Fall 2023) so that the populations can be flagged 
for protection prior to construction activities the following spring (Spring 2024). 
Additionally, Public Works is planning to conduct an updated survey for all special 
status plant species in 2023. If additional populations of these species are present, 
they would be detected during these surveys.	

CDFW-7C See Response CDFW-7A, above. 

CDFW-7D See Response CDFW-7B, above. 

CDFW-7E Evidence	 impact	would	 be	 significant: See Response CDFW-7A, above, for a 
discussion of San Gabriel oak. MM BIO-1 and MM BIO-2 mitigate for special status 
plant species observed in the Project survey area. As discussed in Section 4.4.2, 
Plummer’s mariposa lily and fragrant pitcher sage would not be directly impacted 
by the Project (i.e., they are located outside of the access road); however, MM BIO-
2 is included to provide flagging to protect these populations so that they are not 
inadvertently impacted. 
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Recommended	Potentially	Feasible	Mitigation	Measure(s)	

Mitigation Measure #1 

CDFW-7F See Response CDFW-7B, above. 

Mitigation Measure #2 

CDFW-7G Avoidance of all San Gabriel oaks is not feasible because approximately 10 
individuals are located within the sediment placement area. As discussed in Section 
4.4.2 and Response CDFW-7A, above, mitigation would not be required. However, a 
Revegetation Plan has been drafted for Maple Canyon that includes the following: 
responsible parties; schedule; methods for site preparation, seeding/planting, and 
maintenance; performance standards; remedial measures; maintenance 
monitoring; oak and native tree requirements (including San Gabriel oak); and rare 
plant requirements. The Revegetation Plan has been drafted by the U.S. Forest 
Service (USFS) and would be implemented by LACFCD to the satisfaction of the 
USFS, as required by the Special Use Permit (MM LUP-1).If use of the Maple Canyon 
SPS is required for future projects, revegetation activities would be in accordance 
with the requirements of the Special Use Permit and/or future amendments; thus, 
it would need to be approved by the USFS.    

Additional	Comments	and	Recommendations	

Comment	#8:	Impacts	to	Crotch’s	Bumble	Bee	

CDFW-8A This change has not been made because MM BIO-3 has been removed from the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. On November 13, 2020, the Sacramento 
Superior Court ruled that insects are not eligible for listing under the California 
Endangered Species Act5 (Almond	Alliance	of	California	v.	California	Department	of	
Fish	and	Wildlife). In February 2021, the California Fish and Game Commission filed 
an appeal. The current CDFW Special Animals List (October 2021) includes the 
following note about Crotch bumblebee: “As a result of the trial court decision in 
February 2021 and subsequent appeal, the petitioned bumble bees (Bombus) are 
currently not state candidate species.”  

As a result of this change in status, the following revisions are hereby incorporated 
on page 4-43, in Section 4.4.1, of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to read 
as follows (red	 italics shows the additional text and red strikethrough show the 
deletions): 

The Crotch bumble bee (Bombus	 crotchii) is currently was	proposed	as a 
Candidate to be State listed as Endangered in June 2019. However,	as	a	result	
of	 a	 trial	 court	 decision	 in	 February	 2021	 and	 subsequent	 appeal,	 the	
petitioned	 bumble	 bees	 (Bombus	 spp.)	 are	 currently	 not	 state	 candidate	
species	(CDFW	2021b). The CDFW is in the process of reviewing the petition 

 
5  Section 2061 of California Fish and Game Code defines an “endangered species” as a “native species or subspecies of a 

bird, mammal, fish, amphibian, reptile or plant which is in serious danger of becoming extinct throughout all, or a 
significant portion, of its range….”. This definition does not include insects. 
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for listing and evaluating available information. The CDFW status review 
report was expected on December 28, 2020; in June 2021, the status has not 
yet been updated (CDFW 2021c). The Crotch bumble bee is a ground nester 
and often makes its nest in abandoned mammal burrows and can be found 
in most native habitat types, although it prefers grassland and scrub 
habitats. It is primarily associated with plants from the following families: 
Fabaceae,	 Apocynaceae,	 Asteraceae,	 Lamiaceae,	 and Boraginaceae	
(Richardson 2017, Thorp et. al. 1983). Grassland and scrub habitat, as well 
as several plant species from these families are present; therefore, suitable 
habitat is present for this species. This species has been recently observed 
at several locations in the Project region. The nearest observations of this 
species were in 2017 at Charlton Flats Picnic Area, approximately 10 miles 
northeast from the Project, and in 2019 at the Theodore Payne Gardens, 
approximately 10 miles southeast of the Project (CDFW 2021a). Therefore, 
this species may occur.	

Additionally, the following deletions are hereby made to the discussion regarding 
Crotch bumble (Bombus crotchii), in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 4-56, 
in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
to read as follows (red strikethrough show the deletions): 

Crotch	Bumble	Bee	

Crotch bumble bee is a generalist species that could use any habitat in the 
study area. The Project would temporarily impact 23.22 acres of potential 
habitat in Maple Canyon (14.14 acres of laurel sumac scrub, 2.49 acres of 
chamise chaparral, 3.83 acres of scrub oak chaparral, 2.68 acres of annual 
grassland, and 0.08 acre California sycamore woodland). Following the 
Project, Maple Canyon SPS would be revegetated following the Draft Maple	
Canyon	Sediment	Placement	Site	Revegetation	Plan. The Project would also 
temporarily impact 3.37 acres of habitat within the sediment removal 
footprint (0.13 acre of birch leaf mountain mahogany chaparral, 0.06 white 
alder grove–willow thicket, 0.17 acre of black willow thicket, 0.23 acre of 
arroyo willow thicket, 0.46 acre mulefat thicket, 2.29 acres smartweed-
cocklebur patch, 0.01 acre freshwater seep, and 0.02 acre of disturbed 
freshwater seep). These areas would be expected to naturally revegetate 
following completion of the Project. Project haul routes would use existing 
roadways; woodland habitats represent trees overhanging the road that 
may be trimmed, but would not be removed; therefore, they would remain 
available for foraging by the bumble bee during the Project. Additionally, 
there is extensive suitable habitat surrounding the Project in the ANF that 
would be available for use by the bumble bee during the Project. 

The Crotch bumble bee nests in burrows in the ground. Removal of 
vegetation and/or sediment placement in Maple Canyon may impact 
bumble bee nests or overwintering bumble bees. This could cause mortality 
of individuals. Individuals could also be struck by vehicles when flying 
across the haul routes. Pre-construction surveys would avoid and minimize 
impacts on active nests/burrows of Crotch bumble bee if they occurred in 
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the Maple Canyon SPS portion of the impact area during construction (MM 
BIO-3). Crotch bumble bees would not be expected to nest in the riparian 
habitat upstream of BTR because it would be inundated or part of the active 
stream until dewatering. 

The discussion of impacts on Crotch bumblebee in Section 4.4.3 has been deleted as 
the species is considered addressed by the discussion of “Other Special Status 
Wildlife”. This discussion states “The proposed Project would remove habitat for 
several other special status wildlife species observed or with potential to occur in 
the Project area (see Table 4-7).” As mentioned above, the corresponding measure, 
MM BIO-3, has been deleted from the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. 

A query of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) for Crotch bumblebee 
occurrences within Los Angeles County since the year 2000 returned 52 
observations; 50 of these occurrence records were reported since 2017 (CDFW 
2021a). In general, following the proposed listing of a species, biologists report all 
observations of that species to the CNDDB; thus, additional occurrences can be 
found and a species may currently occur more widely than previously known before 
they were proposed. Additionally, while Project activities would result in a loss of 
habitat for Crotch bumblebee, a large amount of suitable habitat would remain in 
the surrounding area within the Angeles National Forest. Therefore, the Project is 
not expected to reduce the population of this species below self-sustaining 
numbers; impacts would be considered less than significant, and no mitigation 
would be required.   

Comment	#9:	Impacts	to	Nesting	Birds	

CDFW-9A This comment summarizes the regulations protecting nesting birds, which are 
described in Section 4.4.2 of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. MM BIO-10 
(Renumbered to MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) 
describes the measures that would be taken to avoid impacts on the active nests of 
bird/raptors. 

CDFW-9B The revisions requested by the commenter are hereby incorporated into the text of 
MM BIO-10 (Renumbered to MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) on page 4-85, in Section 4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to 
read as follows (red	 italics shows the additional text and red strikethrough show 
the deletions): 

The following measures shall be followed implemented prior to the	initiation	
of	any	Project	activities,	including	work within the Reservoir, plunge pool, or	
stream, and or	in the developed areas on	or	around	of the dam. 

A. To the extent possible, vegetation clearing shall be conducted during 
the non-breeding season (September 1 to January 31) in order to 
minimize direct impacts on nesting birds. If vegetation clearing would 
be initiated during the breeding season for nesting birds/raptors 
(February 1–August 31), the maintenance activity shall be conducted 
in compliance with the conditions set forth in the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act.  
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CDFW-9C The revisions requested by the commenter are hereby incorporated into the text of 
MM BIO-10 (Renumbered to MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated 
IS/MND) on page 4-85, in Section 4.4.3, of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, to 
read as follows (red	 italics shows the additional text and red strikethrough show 
the deletions): 

B. In order to avoid direct impacts on active nests, a pre-construction survey 
shall be conducted by a qualified Biologist (one with experience 
conducting nesting bird surveys approved by the resource agencies) for 
nesting birds and/or raptors within four days prior to clearing of any 
vegetation or any work near existing structures. The nesting bird survey 
area shall include a buffer of 300 feet around the work area for nesting 
birds and a buffer of 500 feet around the work area for nesting raptors. If 
the Biologist does not find any active nests in or immediately adjacent to 
the impact area, the vegetation clearing/construction work shall be 
allowed to proceed. If	Project	activities	stop	for	five	or	more	days	(during	
the	breeding	season),	the	pre‐construction	survey	shall	be	repeated.	

CDFW-9D See Response CDFW-4B, above, for a discussion of riparian 
vegetation removal upstream of the Reservoir. The tentative construction plan is to 
remove vegetation within the sediment placement area in Maple Canyon SPS prior 
to the nesting bird season (i.e., remove vegetation between September 1 and 
January 31). However, if the construction schedule is delayed, MM BIO-10 
(Renumbered to MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) has been 
provided to allow for flexibility in achieving the work activities. LACFCD is aware 
that if vegetation is removed during the breeding season, there may be substantial 
constraints on work activities. LACFCD plans to use a phased approach to 
vegetation removal at Maple Canyon SPS, removing only the amount of vegetation 
needed to conduct sediment placement activities the following non-storm season. 

Filing	Fees,	Conclusion	

CDFW-10A Comment noted. Filing fees will be paid upon filing the Notice of Determination. 

Attachment	A:	Draft	Mitigation	Monitoring	and	Reporting	Plan	

CDFW-11A See Responses CDFW-1H and CDFW-1I, above. 

CDFW-11B See Response CDFW-1K, above. 

CDFW-11C See Response CDFW-1L, above. 

CDFW-11D See Response CDFW-2I, above. 

CDFW-11E See Response CDFW-2J, above. 

CDFW-11F See Responses CDFW-2J, CDFW-2K, and CDFW-2M, above. 

CDFW-11G See Response CDFW-2N, above. 
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CDFW-11H See Response CDFW-3K, above. 

CDFW-11I See Response CDFW-3A, above. 

CDFW-11J See Response CDFW-3M, above. 

CDFW-11K See Responses CDFW-4D, CDFW-4E, and CDFW-4F, above. 

CDFW-11L See Response CDFW-4G, above. 

CDFW-11M See Response CDFW-5J, above. 

CDFW-11N See Response CDFW-5K, above. 

CDFW-11O See Response CDFW-5L, above. 

CDFW-11P See Responses CDFW-5M, CDFW-5N, CDFW-5O, CDFW-5P, and CDFW-5Q, above. 

CDFW-11Q See Response CDFW-6E, above. 

CDFW-11R Focused surveys for rare plants were conducted by qualified Biologists over two 
survey seasons (i.e., 2011 and 2016) at the appropriate time of year following 
CDFW’s Protocols	 for	Surveying	and	Evaluating	 Impacts	to	Special	Status	Native	
Plant	Populations	and	Sensitive	Natural	Communities.	The survey reports included 
a description and map of the survey areas; names of qualified botanists, survey 
duration, and a list of focal species; maps of the locations of plants occurring and 
a description of how many individuals were observed at each location; and a 
description of the physical conditions where each special status plant was 
observed. The reports are included in Appendix B-7. 

Pre-construction surveys for special status plants will be conducted per MM BIO-
1 and MM BIO-2. See Response CDFW-7B, above. 

CDFW-11S See Response CDFW-7G, above. 

CDFW-11T See Response CDFW-8A, above. 

CDFW-11U See Responses CDFW-9B and CDFW-9C, above. 

CDFW-11V See Response CDFW-9D, above. 

CDFW-11W See Response CDFW-3N, above.  

CDFW-11X See Response CDFW-3A, above. 
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3.2.3 REGIONAL	AND	LOCAL	AGENCIES	

Three comment letters were received from Regional and Local Agencies. The comment letters 
are listed below: 

 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)—October 12, 2021 

 County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD)—October 14, 2021 

 Office of the Sheriff, County of Los Angeles (OSCLA)—October 20, 2021 
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Letter	18:	South	Coast	Air	Quality	Management	District	

Comment	Letter	Dated	October	12,	2021	

SCAQMD-1 The comment provides a summary of information on the proposed Project, 
particularly regarding air quality impacts. The comment is noted, and no further 
response is required. 

SCAQMD-2 The comment states that it is unclear if the Lead Agency has made any revisions 
to the requirements for on-road trucks, and that this distinction should be 
clarified in the Final MND.  It should be noted that per MM AQ-1 of the 2021 Draft 
IS/MND, there are two options for hauling trucks: on-road (double-bottom 
belly dump trucks) or off-road trucks, with corresponding cubic yard 
capacities and maximum round truck trips allowable per day. Specifically, for 
on-road trucks, MM AQ-1 requires that, if using double-bottom belly dump 
trucks with the equivalent capacity of 18 cubic yards, there would be a 
maximum of 400 round-trip truck trips within a given day (page 4-18 and 4-
20 of the 2021 Draft IS/MND). The 2013 Draft IS/MND required that on-road 
trucks meet the 2010 or newer model year emission standards or that off-road 
equipment meet Tier 3 standards or better (PDF AQ-2). The 2021 Draft 
IS/MND has since been revised to strengthen the standards for off-road 
equipment to meet Tier 4 Final equipment, via MM AQ-2 (Page 2-9 of 2021 
Draft IS/MND). The option to require on-road diesel haul trucks to have 2010 
or newer engines was not included for the 2021 Draft IS/MND. Seven years 
have elapsed since preparation of the 2013 Draft IS/MND. By April 2022 (the 
anticipated start date for construction activities), the available fleet mix for on-
road trucks in the County of Los Angeles will be primarily 2010 model year or 
newer engines trucks due to older trucks passing their useful life.6 Therefore, 
requiring mitigation for 2010 model year or newer trucks would not be as 
effective in 2022 as it was anticipated to be during preparation of the 2013 
Draft IS/MND since it is expected that on-road trucks used for the Project 
would use 2010 or newer engines regardless of mitigation due to the lack of 
availability of trucks with pre-2010 model year engines. Additionally, PDF AQ-
1 (from the 2013 Draft IS/MND) was converted to MM AQ-1 (for the 2021 
Draft IS/MND) and specifies an 18-cubic-yard-capacity for on-road trucks and 
maintains the roundtrip and work hour restrictions from PDF AQ-1 of the 
2013 Draft IS/MND. 

SCAQMD-3 The commenter asserts that zero-emissions (ZE) or near-zero emissions (NZE) 
trucks are feasible today and will become increasingly more commercially 
available during the Project’s five-year construction period. The commenter 
recommends that the Lead Agency require the utilization of ZE or NZE 
construction off-road equipment and heavy duty, on-road haul trucks. It should 

 
6  When selected for the first year of project construction in 2022, CARB’s EMissions FACtor (EMFAC) 2021 model 

estimates that 86 percent of the Heavy Heavy Duty Trucks (HHDT) vehicle population would be from the 2010 model 
year and newer.  
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be noted that the Project would use Tier 4 Final or better off-road emissions 
standards for all off-road diesel-powered construction equipment greater than 50 
horsepower (MM AQ-3), which would reduce air pollutant emissions. 
Additionally, per MM AQ-1, there would be limitations on truck usage per type 
and day. With implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4, air quality 
emissions would be less than the SCAQMD’s mass-daily regional thresholds. As 
such, further mitigation is not required to reduce impacts to less than significant. 
Additionally, as stated on page 3-1 of Section 3.1, Project Activities and Schedule, 
of the 2021 Draft IS/MND, trucks used for the Project would be mobilized to the 
Project site at the beginning of the non-storm season and would stay on-site until 
the sediment removal activities are concluded for that season (as detailed on page 
3-6 of the 2021 Draft IS/MND). The Project site is located within a rural 
mountainous area, in the Big Tujunga Canyon within the Angeles national Forest, 
approximately 4.5 miles north of the La Crescenta-Montrose community and 
approximately 7.0 miles northeast of the community of Sunland. Use of ZE or NZE 
trucks would require frequent use of off-site charging facilities during 
construction activities. Since there are no such facilities nearby the Project, the 
entire truck fleet of the Project site would require additional daily off-site trips to 
charge these vehicles for numerous hours. Additional vehicle trips would be 
required to pick-up and drop-off the drivers from the charging facilities, so they 
don’t wait for hours for their vehicles to charge. This would reduce the available 
construction hours and efficiency to complete the Project. As such, use of ZE or 
NZE trucks would not be practical for this Project due to the lack of availability of 
charging infrastructure at the Project site. Additionally, with implementation of 
MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4, air quality emissions would be less than the 
SCAQMD’s mass-daily regional thresholds and use of ZE or NZE trucks is not 
necessary to reduce air quality impacts to less than significant. 

SCAQMD-4 The comment states that the Lead Agency should require that truck 
operators/construction contractors commit to using 2010 model year or newer 
engines that meet California Air Resources Board (CARB) 2010 engine emission 
standards of 0.01 g/bhp-hr for particulate matter (PM) and 0.20 g/bhp-hr of NOx 
emissions or newer, cleaner trucks. As stated in Response SCAQMD-2, above, the 
option to require on-road diesel haul trucks to have 2010 or newer engines 
was not included for the 2021 Draft IS/MND. Seven years have elapsed since 
preparation of the 2013 Draft IS/MND. By April 2022 (the anticipated start 
date for construction activities), the available fleet mix for on-road trucks in 
the County of Los Angeles will include a majority of 2010 model year or newer 
engines trucks due to increased commercial availability as time has passed. 
Therefore, requiring mitigation for 2010 model year or newer trucks would 
not be as effective at reducing air quality emissions as it was anticipated to be 
during preparation of the 2013 Draft IS/MND, since it is very likely that on-
road trucks used for the Project would use 2010 or newer engines regardless 
of mitigation. Additionally, PDF AQ-1 (from the 2013 Draft IS/MND) was 
converted to MM AQ-1 (for the 2021 Draft IS/MND) and specifies an 18-cubic-
yard-capacity for on-road trucks and maintains the roundtrip and work hour 
restrictions from PDF AQ-1 of the 2013 Draft IS/MND. Therefore, specifically 
requiring 2010 model year or newer trucks is now not necessary to reduce air 
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quality impacts to less than significant for the Project, as it is expected that the 
trucks used for the Project (and mobilized at the site during the non-storm 
season) would be 2010 or newer engines. As air quality emissions from the 
Project are lower than the SCAQMD’s mass daily regional thresholds with 
implementation of MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-4, no additional mitigation is 
necessary to reduce impacts to less than significant.  No further response is 
required.   

SCAQMD-5 The commenter cites CEQA Guidelines 15074, and requests written responses to 
all comments contained in the letter prior to the adoption of the Final MND. 
Comments have been addressed above, in Responses SCAQMD-1 through 
SCAQMD-4, , above, and will be provided to the SCAQMD prior to adoption of the 
Final MND. No further response is required.  

SCAQMD-6 The comment provides the contact information of the commenter. This comment 
is noted, and no further response is required. 
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Letter	19:	County	of	Los	Angeles	Fire	Department	

Comment	Letter	Dated	October	14,	2021	

LAFD-1 The comment reiterates the description of the Project and indicates that the Notice of 
Intent (NOI) was circulated among the County departments. The comment is noted, 
and no further response is required. 

LAFD-2 Planning	 Division. The Planning Division have no comments, and a contact 
information is provided in case of any questions.  

LAFD-3 Land	 Development	 Unit. The Land Development Unit has no comments, and a 
contact information is provided in case of any questions. 

LAFD-4 Forestry	Division	–	Other	Environmental	Concerns.	The comment identifies the 
statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department’s Forestry 
Division and indicates that potential impacts of the Project pertaining to these areas 
should be addressed. The comment further states that if oak trees exist in the Project 
area, per the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance, a permit should be obtained 
for cutting, destroying, removing, relocating, inflicting damage, or encroaching into 
the protected zone of any tree of the oak genus with specific measurements as 
indicated in the comment. Beyond this comment, the Forestry Division has no further 
comments, and a contact information is provided in case of any questions.  

The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers. Section 3.0, 
Project Description of the IS/MND indicates that, Coast live oak (Quercus	agrifolia) 
trees are present along portions of the access road between the reservoir and Maple 
Canyon SPS. Though not anticipated, if any coast live oak tree branches or roots need 
to be trimmed or maintained during Project implementation, it would be done under 
the direction of a certified Arborist to ensure that it would avoid or minimize adversely 
affecting the health and viability of the oak trees. Additionally, Section 4.4, Biological 
Resources of the IS/MND identifies presence of oak trees and Scrub Oak Chaparral on 
the north-facing slopes of the Maple Canyon SPS. A Coast Live Oak Woodland and a 
Bigcone Douglas Fir-Canyon Live Oak Forest are also identified along the margins of 
Big Tujunga Creek and on the steep slopes and side canyons of upper Big Tujunga 
Creek, respectively. 

The analysis indicates that the coast live oak located within the impact boundary 
represent the tree canopy of coast live oak trees over existing roadways and the 
plunge pool. These oak trees are not located on the access roads or in the plunge pool 
and would not be removed. In the unanticipated event that an oak tree needs to be 
trimmed or maintained to accommodate trucks along the access road or work in the 
plunge pool, work would be done or monitored by a certified Arborist to ensure 
proper techniques are applied for the long-term health of the tree. Impacts to coast 
live oaks from trimming and maintenance would be less than significant and no 
mitigation would be required. 
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Further, the analysis under Threshold (e) identifies that Maple Canyon SPS is located 
within the jurisdiction of the USFS; there is no tree preservation policy for the ANF. 
Therefore, there is no requirement to protect the scrub oak or San Gabriel oak trees 
that would be impacted by sediment placement in Maple Canyon SPS. The remainder 
of the Project area falls within LACFCD facilities; these facilities are exempt from oak 
tree ordinance measures required by the County of Los Angeles. However, the LACFCD 
typically follows the County ordinance in good faith. As discussed above, no coast live 
oak trees would be removed by the Project, and if trimming is needed, an Arborist 
would do the work. Therefore, there would be no conflict with local tree policies or 
ordinances. 

LAFD-5 Heath	Hazardous	Materials	Division. The Heath Hazardous Materials Division has 
no comments, and a contact information is provided in case of any questions. 
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Letter	20:	Office	of	the	Sheriff,	County	of	Los	Angeles	

Comment	Letter	Dated	October	20,	2021	

JR-1 The comment appreciates having been invited to review the document and reiterates the 
Project description. No further response is required. 

JR-2 The comment indicates that the Project is within the Crescenta Valley Sheriff’s Station 
and concurs with Section 4.15, Public Services of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
that the Project would not significantly impact the Crescenta Valley Station’s existing 
level of service. The comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers.   

JR-3 The comment acknowledges that a Traffic Control Plan would be prepared for Project 
construction and recommends that emergency access be maintained at all times; that 
construction signs be posted to notify the reduced construction zone speed limits; and 
that LACFCD coordinate with other agencies for compliance with local regulations 
regarding construction trips. LACFCD concurs with the comment, and it is noted and will 
be forwarded to the decision makers.  

JR-4 The comment provides the Department’s updated address and contract information. The 
comment is noted. 
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4.0 REVISIONS	AS	PART	OF	THE	FINAL	REVISED	AND	
RECIRCULATED	IS/MND	

Revisions have been made to the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND based on input 
received during the public review period and while preparing the responses to comments on the 
Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND. The revisions requested by the commenters do not 
reflect a substantial change to the Project description, nor would any of the changes result in a 
new impact or intensification of an impact already identified in the Draft Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND. The changes are not in response to comments that raise significant 
environmental issues. Additions to the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND are shown in red	
italicized text and deletions are shown in red strikethrough text. 

4.1 REVISIONS	TO	THE	TEXT	OF	THE	REVISED	AND	
RECIRCULATED	IS/MND		

4.1.1 SECTION	3.0,	PROJECT	DESCRIPTION	

CDFW provided a comment letter dated October 25, 2021, commenting on the potential for 
vegetation removal at Maple Canyon SPS to affect runoff of sediment and debris into the 
stream. A statement was added to the Project Description that BMPs will be used to protect 
exposed soils in Maple Canyon SPS so that there would be no runoff of sediment and debris 
into downstream areas. Consistent with Section 15073.5 (c)(2), recirculation of the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND is not required when new project revisions are added in response 
to written comments on the project’s effects that are not new avoidable significant effects. 

Therefore, the following new text has been incorporated in Section 3.1.5, Sediment Placement at 
Maple Canyon SPS, on page 3-7, in Section 3.0, Project Description of the Draft IS/MND: 

 Prior to any sediment placement, areas within the fill footprint of Maple Canyon 
SPS would be cleared of vegetation and grubbed. BMPs	will	be	used	 to	protect	
exposed	soils	in	Maple	Canyon	SPS	following	vegetation	removal	so	that	there	is	no	
runoff	of	sediment/debris	to	downstream	areas.	BMPs	will	remain	in	place	until	the	
revegetation	plan	for	the	SPS	is	implemented. 

4.1.2 SECTION	4.4,	BIOLOGICAL	RESOURCES	

Following the circulation of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, CDFW withdrew the 
Candidate status of Crotch bumblebee (Bombus	crotchii); this species is not currently proposed 
for listing. Consistent with CEQA Section 15073.5(c)(4) of CEQA Guidelines, recirculation is not 
required when new information is added to the document to clarify the current regulatory 
context as long as it does not create a new significant impact. Consistent with the Draft Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND, the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND continues to identify a 
possible impact on this species but, as the species is no longer a Candidate for State listing, the 
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impact would no longer be considered significant. Therefore, mitigation would no longer be 
required, and thus MM BIO-3 has been deleted. 

CDFW provided a comment letter dated October 25, 2021, with detailed comments on the types 
of water quality impacts that could affect special status fish species. The Draft Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND identified water quality as an impact that could affect special status fish 
species. Text from CDFW’s comment was incorporated into the impact analysis in the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND to clarify the specific water quality impacts that could occur (e.g., 
turbidity, water temperature at the outflow of the bypass line, pH, dissolved oxygen) and how it 
could impact aquatic life. Similarly, MM BIO-4 (renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND) previously contained text that required BMPs to be used to protect 
water quality and monitoring of BMPs during construction, including a requirement to ensure 
the water temperature at the bypass outflow was consistent with the temperature at the bypass 
inflow. Text was incorporated from CDFW’s comment into the mitigation measure to add specific 
details on water quality parameters to be measured; thresholds for those parameters to be 
exceeded; and specifics on how the water quality parameters will be monitored. Consistent with 
Section 15073.5 (c)(1) of CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
is not required when mitigation measures are replaced with equal or more effective measures 
pursuant to Section 15074.1. 

CDFW provided a comment letter dated October 25, 2021, requesting that specific text be added 
to MM BIO-6 (revised to MM BIO-5 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND).  These 
changes clarified that the pre-construction surveys for least Bell’s vireo and southwestern 
willow flycatcher would follow the current USFWS protocol and the types of Project activities 
that would not be allowed within the 500-foot protective buffer (e.g., sediment removal, 
sediment hauling, vehicle traffic, and foot traffic). Consistent with Section 15073.5 (c)(1) of CEQA 
Guidelines, recirculation of the Revised and Recirculated IS/MND is not required when 
mitigation measures are replaced with equal or more effective measures pursuant to Section 
15074.1. 

CDFW provided a comment letter dated October 25, 2021, requesting that specific text be added 
to MM BIO-4 (renumbered to MM BIO-3 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND).  These 
changes requested that (1) the pre-construction survey may be more than one day; (2) the 
Biologist conducting the surveys be approved by the CDFW; (3) clarifying the initiation of project 
activities; (4) providing specific details on the fish screen parameters; (5) that dead or dying 
aquatic life will be reported; and (6) that LACFCD will be responsible for relocating fish in drying 
conditions. Consistent with Section 15073.5 (c)(1) of CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND is not required when mitigation measures are replaced with 
equal or more effective measures pursuant to Section 15074.1. 

CDFW provided a comment letter dated October 25, 2021, requesting that Coast Range newt be 
added to MM BIO-8 (Renumbered to MM BIO-7 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND). 
As explained in the responses to comments, the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND 
identified potential impacts to Coast Range newt but determined the effects to be less than 
significant. Although the effect would not be significant, Coast Range newt has been added to the 
measure as requested since it would not increase the level of effort required for the survey to 
add the species. Consistent with Section 15073.5 (c)(1) of CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of the 
Revised and Recirculated IS/MND is not required when mitigation measures are replaced with 
equal or more effective measures pursuant to Section 15074.1. 
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CDFW provided a comment letter dated October 25, 2021, requesting that text be added to MM 
BIO-10 (Renumbered to MM BIO-9 in the Final Revised and Recirculated IS/MND) that pre-
construction nesting bird surveys be updated if Project activities stop for five or more days. 
Consistent with Section 15073.5 (c)(1) of CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND is not required when mitigation measures are replaced with equal or more 
effective measures pursuant to Section 15074.1. 

In summary, none of the comments provided identify new, significant avoidable impacts, nor do 
they identify that a new mitigation measure would be needed. Therefore, the revisions to 
biological resources are not considered substantial and recirculation of the Revised and 
Recirculated IS/MND is not required. Therefore, in light of the above discussions, revisions have 
been incorporated to various sections, below. 

The following revisions have been made to the discussion regarding Crotch bumble bee (Bombus 
crotchii), in Section 4.4.1, Existing Conditions, on page 4-43, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources 
of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

The Crotch bumble bee (Bombus	crotchii) is currently was	proposed	as a Candidate 
to be State listed as Endangered in June 2019. However,	as	a	result	of	a	trial	court	
decision	 in	 February	 2021	 and	 subsequent	 appeal,	 the	 petitioned	 bumble	 bees	
(Bombus	spp.)	are	currently	not	state	candidate	species	(CDFW	2021b). The CDFW 
is in the process of reviewing the petition for listing and evaluating available 
information. The CDFW status review report was expected on December 28, 
2020; in June 2021, the status has not yet been updated (CDFW 2021c). The 
Crotch bumble bee is a ground nester and often makes its nest in abandoned 
mammal burrows and can be found in most native habitat types, although it 
prefers grassland and scrub habitats. It is primarily associated with plants from 
the following families: Fabaceae,	 Apocynaceae,	 Asteraceae,	 Lamiaceae,	 and 
Boraginaceae	(Richardson 2017, Thorp et. al. 1983). Grassland and scrub habitat, 
as well as several plant species from these families are present; therefore, suitable 
habitat is present for this species. This species has been recently observed at 
several locations in the Project region. The nearest observations of this species 
were in 2017 at Charlton Flats Picnic Area, approximately 10 miles northeast 
from the Project, and in 2019 at the Theodore Payne Gardens, approximately 10 
miles southeast of the Project (CDFW 2021a). Therefore, this species may occur.	

The following deletion has been made to the discussion regarding Crotch bumble bee (Bombus 
crotchii), in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 4-56, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of 
the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

Crotch	Bumble	Bee	

Crotch bumble bee is a generalist species that could use any habitat in the study 
area. The Project would temporarily impact 23.22 acres of potential habitat in 
Maple Canyon (14.14 acres of laurel sumac scrub, 2.49 acres of chamise chaparral, 
3.83 acres of scrub oak chaparral, 2.68 acres of annual grassland, and 0.08 acre 
California sycamore woodland). Following the Project, Maple Canyon SPS would 
be revegetated following the Draft Maple	 Canyon	 Sediment	 Placement	 Site	
Revegetation	 Plan. The Project would also temporarily impact 3.37 acres of 
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habitat within the sediment removal footprint (0.13 acre of birch leaf mountain 
mahogany chaparral, 0.06 white alder grove–willow thicket, 0.17 acre of black 
willow thicket, 0.23 acre of arroyo willow thicket, 0.46 acre mulefat thicket, 2.29 
acres smartweed-cocklebur patch, 0.01 acre freshwater seep, and 0.02 acre of 
disturbed freshwater seep). These areas would be expected to naturally 
revegetate following completion of the Project. Project haul routes would use 
existing roadways; woodland habitats represent trees overhanging the road that 
may be trimmed, but would not be removed; therefore, they would remain 
available for foraging by the bumble bee during the Project. Additionally, there is 
extensive suitable habitat surrounding the Project in the ANF that would be 
available for use by the bumble bee during the Project. 

The Crotch bumble bee nests in burrows in the ground. Removal of vegetation 
and/or sediment placement in Maple Canyon may impact bumble bee nests or 
overwintering bumble bees. This could cause mortality of individuals. Individuals 
could also be struck by vehicles when flying across the haul routes. Pre-
construction surveys would avoid and minimize impacts on active nests/burrows 
of Crotch bumble bee if they occurred in the Maple Canyon SPS portion of the 
impact area during construction (MM BIO-3). Crotch bumble bees would not be 
expected to nest in the riparian habitat upstream of BTR because it would be 
inundated or part of the active stream until dewatering. 

The following revisions have been made to the discussion regarding water quality (turbidity) 
and how it could affect special status fish, in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 4-57, in 
Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

If sediment-laden water is released into Big Tujunga Creek, it could impact water 
quality for the Santa Ana sucker downstream of BTR, possibly harming eggs of the 
sucker. Increased	turbidity	could	injure	or	irritate	the	respiratory	structures	of	the	
sucker,	which	 could	 cause	mortality.	 It	 could	also	 settle	over	 eggs	of	 the	 sucker,	
affecting	reproduction,	and/or	could	settle	over	food	resources	(e.g.,	algae),	which	
provide	food	resources	for	the	sucker. and could t Therefore, effects	on	water	quality	
could	result in a potentially significant impact.	

The following revisions have been made to the discussion regarding water quality (turbidity) 
and how it could affect Coast Range newt larvae, in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 4-57, 
in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

If sediment-laden water is released into Big Tujunga Creek, it could impact water 
quality for the Santa Ana sucker downstream of BTR, possibly harming eggs of the 
sucker. Increased	turbidity	could	injure	or	irritate	the	respiratory	structures	of	the	
sucker	(or	other	special	status	fish	or	amphibians),	which	could	cause	mortality.	It	
could	also	settle	over	eggs	of	the	sucker	(or	other	special	status	fish	or	amphibians),	
affecting	reproduction,	and/or	could	settle	over	food	resources	(e.g.,	algae)	which	
provide	food	resources	for	the	sucker	(and	other	special	status	fish	or	amphibians). 
,and could t Therefore,	 effects	 on	 water	 quality	 could result in a potentially 
significant impact. 
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The following addition has been made to the discussion regarding water quality (high 
temperature) and how it could affect special status fish, in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 
4-57, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

During	sediment	removal,	a	bypass	line	would	carry	flows	from	Big	Tujunga	Creek	
upstream	of	BTR	to	the	creek	downstream	of	the	dam	near	the	plunge	pool.	Surface	
water	 diversions	 can	 potentially	 increase	 water	 temperatures,	 particularly	 if	
diverted	 flows	are	allowed	 to	stagnate	 in	artificial	unshaded	pools	or	 if	 they	are	
conveyed	 through	 black‐colored,	 solar‐heated	 bypass	 pipelines.	 Adverse	 water	
temperatures	could	stress	Santa	Ana	sucker	and	result	 in	mortality.	Additionally,	
high	water	temperatures	can	reduce	available	dissolved	oxygen,	which	could	also	
stress	Santa	Ana	suckers	and	result	in	mortality.	Therefore,	as	required	by	MM	BIO‐
3,	the	water	temperature	at	the	outflow	will	be	similar	to	the	water	temperature	at	
the	inflow.	

The following addition has been made to the discussion regarding water quality (high 
temperature) and how it could affect Coast Range newt, in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 
4-57, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

During	sediment	removal,	a	bypass	line	would	carry	flows	from	Big	Tujunga	Creek	
upstream	of	BTR	to	the	creek	downstream	of	the	dam	near	the	plunge	pool.	Surface	
water	 diversions	 can	 potentially	 increase	 water	 temperatures,	 particularly	 if	
diverted	 flows	are	allowed	 to	stagnate	 in	artificial	unshaded	pools	or	 if	 they	are	
conveyed	 through	 black‐colored,	 solar‐heated	 bypass	 pipelines.	 Adverse	 water	
temperatures	 could	 stress	 Santa	 Ana	 sucker	 (or	 other	 special	 status	 fish	 or	
amphibians)	 and	 result	 in	mortality.	Additionally,	 high	water	 temperatures	 can	
reduce	available	dissolved	oxygen,	which	could	also	stress	Santa	Ana	suckers	 (or	
other	 special	 status	 fish	 or	 amphibians)	 and	 result	 in	mortality.	 Therefore,	 as	
required	by	MM	BIO‐3,	the	water	temperature	at	the	outflow	will	be	similar	to	the	
water	temperature	at	the	inflow.	

The following addition has been made in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, under Santa	Ana	Sucker, 
on page 4-61, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND:  

Reservoirs	provide	locations	for	the	establishment	and	spread	of	non‐native	wildlife	
species	that	can	then	spread	to	areas	downstream	if	their	eggs,	juveniles,	or	adults	
are	released	 to	downstream	areas	(Stephenson	and	Calcarone	1999).	Non‐native	
aquatic	wildlife	 species	are	present	 in	BTR	and	may	be	 released	 to	downstream	
areas.	These	non‐native	species	act	as	predators	of	all	life	stages	of	the	Santa	Ana	
sucker	 and	 could	 decrease	 their	 populations.	 Complete	 dewatering	 of	 BTR	 and	
plunge	pool	would	have	the	beneficial	effect	of	eradicating	non‐native	fish	from	BTR	
and	the	plunge	pool.	

The following revisions have been made in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, under Arroyo	Chub	and	
Santa	Ana	Speckled	Dace, on page 4-62, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND: 
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and (4) bypass line would limit summer releases to natural stream conditions;	(5)	
complete	dewatering	of	BTR	and	plunge	pool	would	beneficially	remove	non‐native	
fish	that	act	as	predators	on	native	fish	from	these	areas. 

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-3, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-73, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

B. A one visit pre-construction survey for Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, and 
Santa Ana speckled dace shall be conducted by a qualified Biologist (one 
holding a 10[a] permit for the Santa Ana sucker approved by the resource 
agencies) immediately prior to the	 initiation	 of	 Project	 activities,	 including 
installation of water quality BMPs at the downstream end of the plunge pool. 
If any Santa Ana suckers or other special status fish species are observed, the 
Biologist shall relocate all individuals to areas of suitable habitat per the 
SSFRP. All non-native animal species encountered during the pre-
construction survey shall be permanently removed from the plunge pool and 
creek. 

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-3, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-74, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

D. Regardless of whether special status fish species are observed during pre-
construction surveys, the combination of water quality BMPs, fish	exclusion	
screening, and/or blocking nets shall be used to exclude special status fish 
species from entering the work area from downstream. The design of the 
exclusion and method of installation shall be included in the SSFRP and 
approved by the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW. Blocking nets and water quality 
BMPs shall be installed under the supervision of a Biological Monitor in order 
to ensure that no special status fish species are impacted during installation 
of the exclusion measures. 

The following additions have been made to MM BIO-3, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-74, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

H. The	inflow	of	all	pumps	used	for	dewatering	shall	be	covered	with	fish	exclusion	
screening.	The	screen	used	on	the	pump	 for	dewatering	the	plunge	pool	shall	
meet	the	following	specifications:	(1)	a	porosity	with	a	minimum	open	area	of	
27	percent;	 (2)	 round	openings	 shall	not	exceed	0.094	 inch	 (2.38	millimeters	
[mm]);	(3)	square	openings	shall	not	exceed	0.094	 inch	(2.38	mm),	measured	
diagonally;	 (4)	 slotted	openings	 shall	not	exceed	0.0689	 inch	 (1.75	mm).	The	
screen	used	on	the	pump	for	dewatering	the	reservoir	shall	have	a	screen	with A 
screen with 0.125-inch (3.2-mmmillimeter) mesh shall be used at the inflow 
of the pump for dewatering the reservoir to prevent non-native animals from 
spreading from the reservoir to areas below the dam occupied by Santa Ana 
sucker. All non-native animal species encountered during dewatering of the 
reservoir shall be permanently removed from the reservoir. Post-project, 
placement of non-native species shall not be allowed in the reservoir, plunge 
pool, or Big Tujunga Creek/Wash. 
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I. When the bypass line is in place, water temperature shall be maintained from 
the inflow to the outflow. The bypass line shall be insulated and/or methods 
shall be used to decrease the water temperature prior to it re-entering the 
stream (e.g., submerge, cover, or shade the bypass line; avoiding black or 
corrugated pipe if not shaded). Waters	with	measured	temperatures	exceeding	
78	 degrees	 Fahrenheit	 shall	 not	 be	 discharged	 downstream.	 Additionally,	 a	
temporary	trash	rack	shall	be	installed	upstream	of	the	bypass	inlet	and	shall	be	
monitored	daily	by	the	ECM	(or	a	qualified	Biologist)	and	maintained	as	needed	
to	ensure	effective	operation	of	the	bypass	pipeline.	

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-3, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-76, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

J. A qualified Biological Monitor (one with experience with special status fish 
species approved	 by	 the	 resource	 agencies) shall conduct daily monitoring 
along the creek during dewatering outside the storm season (April 16 to 
October 14) and stream bypass installation. The Biological Monitor shall also 
conduct weekly monitoring throughout sediment removal activities to ensure 
that BMPs are in place and no release of sediment is observed downstream of 
the plunge pool; and to ensure that Santa Ana sucker, arroyo chub, or Santa 
Ana speckled dace are not stranded as dewatering flows recede. The Biological 
Monitor shall visually monitor habitat and	instream	conditions from the dam 
to approximately 1.5 mile downstream of the dam. The	Biological	Monitor	shall	
also	quantitatively	monitor	water	quality	(i.e.,	water	temperature,	pH,	dissolved	
oxygen,	and	turbidity	levels)	at	no	fewer	than	three	locations	(approved	by	the	
resource	agencies)	on	a	weekly	basis	during	dewatering	and	sediment	removal	
activities. If the Biological Monitor notes dead	or	distressed	aquatic	 life,	or a 
change in the condition of downstream habitat/instream	conditions that was 
likely caused by dewatering flows and/or BMPs not functioning effectively to 
protect water quality7, the Biological Monitor shall immediately notify the 
LACFCD’s Construction Inspector that immediate corrective action is 
required. If	 dead	 or	 distressed	 aquatic	 life	 was	 observed	 by	 the	 Biological	
Monitor	 and	 reported	 to	 the	 LACFCD	 Construction	 Inspector,	 LACFCD	 shall	
immediately	 notify	 the	 resource	 agencies.	 If corrective action has not been 
taken within 48 hours, the Biological Monitor shall recommend that LACFCD’s 
Construction Inspector suspend construction activities and the Biological 
Monitor shall report the conditions and necessary corrective actions to the 
LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW; work shall remain suspended until the condition 
is corrected to the satisfaction of the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW. If the 
Biological Monitor observes Santa Ana sucker or other special status species 
adults, juvenile, or larva stranded in drying pools outside the active channel 
during dewatering or at any time during construction, he/she shall be 
authorized to relocate the fish to suitable habitat in the adjacent active 
channel. The Biological Monitor shall prepare Weekly Monitoring Reports 

 
7  Flood control releases may occur in association with a storm that occurs during the non-storm season. Changes in the 

condition of stream habitat related to flood control releases would not be included in the notification/corrective action 
requirements unless they were associated with repairing BMP functioning for the maintenance project following the 
storm. 
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describing construction activities as they pertain to the Santa Ana sucker and 
Santa Ana sucker Critical Habitat areas; the reports shall be submitted to the 
LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW. 

The following additions have been made to MM BIO-3, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-74, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

F. Prior to dewatering of the reservoir (beyond normal dam operations) and/or 
any work in the plunge pool, LACFCD’s Contractor shall install water quality 
filtration BMPs to satisfy permitting requirements from the LACFCD, USACE, 
RWQCB, and/or CDFW. Filtration BMPs—including but not limited to 
sand/gravel bags, silt fencing and/or other filtering devices—shall be placed 
between the plunge pool and Big Tujunga Creek to prevent sediment from 
exiting the plunge pool into downstream waters. Once installed, the BMPs 
would allow the plunge pool to serve as a large sedimentation basin in which 
waters released from the dam would be temporarily retained to allow for 
sediments to drop to the bottom of the pool. These BMPs would be designed 
with the goal of preventing or limiting the flow of disturbed sediment and 
particulate matter downstream during Project activities. Waters	released	from	
the	Reservoir	and/or	plunge	pool	shall	not	contain	oils,	greases,	waxes,	or	other	
materials	in	concentration	that	results	in	a	visible	film	or	coating	on	the	surface	
of	the	water	or	on	objects	in	the	water.	Downstream	total	suspended	solids	(TSS)	
shall	be	maintained	at	ambient	levels.	Where	natural	turbidity	is	between	0	and	
50	Nephelometric	Turbidity	Units	(NTU),	increases	shall	not	exceed	20	percent	
of	the	baseline	(i.e.,	sample	taken	from	the	bottom	of	BTR	right	next	to	the	tower	
a	 few	days	prior	 to	 the	 initiation	of	dewatering).	Where	natural	 turbidity	 is	
greater	 than	50	NTUs,	 increases	 shall	not	 exceed	10	percent	of	 the	baseline.	
Additionally,	waters	shall	not	contain	oils,	greases,	waxes,	or	other	materials	in	
concentration	that	results	in	a	visible	film	or	coating	on	the	surface	of	the	water	
or	on	objects	in	the	water.	Discharge	pH	shall	not	be	changed	more	than	0.5	units	
from	 ambient	 levels	 and	 shall	 be	 between	 6.5	 and	 8.5.	 Dissolved	 oxygen	
concentrations	 shall	 not	 be	 depressed	 below	 6	milligrams	 per	 liter	 (mg/L),	
except	when	natural	conditions	cause	lesser	concentrations.	Ambient	levels	shall	
be	measured	 at	 a	 sampling	 location	 in	Big	 Tujunga	 Creek	 at	 least	 200	 feet	
upstream	of	the	point	of	diversion.		

The LACFCD shall hire an ECM to inspect the BMPs daily throughout Project 
activities. During	dewatering	of	the	Reservoir	and	plunge	pool,	water	quality	
measurements	 shall	be	 taken	by	 the	ECM	 (or	a	qualified	Biological	Monitor)	
daily	when	discharges	will	be	made.	Only	discharges	 that	meet	or	exceed	 the	
standards	above	shall	be	released	from	the	Reservoir	and	plunge	pool.	Once	the	
bypass	pipeline	 is	 in	place,	water	quality	measurements	shall	be	taken	by	the	
ECM	 (or	qualified	Biological	Monitor)	at	a	 location	200	 feet	upstream	of	 the	
inflow	to	the	bypass	pipeline	and	at	the	outflow	of	the	bypass	pipeline.	Water	
quality	measurements	shall	be	recorded	once	per	working	day	for	the	first	four	
days	after	reservoir	dewatering	starts,	and	once	per	week	thereafter	and	shall	
include	flow,	water	temperature,	dissolved	oxygen,	pH,	and	turbidity.	The	ECM	
or	qualified	Biological	Monitor	collecting	water	quality	data	shall	be	qualified	
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to	collect	and	interpret	water	quality	data.	Water	quality	data	shall	be	recorded	
and	shall	be	provided	to	the	resource	agencies	weekly	and/or	upon	request.	If 
BMPs are not functioning properly, the ECM shall notify LACFCD immediately 
and corrective action shall be taken immediately. If	dead	fish	or	adverse	water	
quality	 conditions	 are	 observed,	 LACFCD	 or	 their	 designee	 shall	 notify	 the	
resource	agencies	immediately. If effective corrective action is not taken within 
48 hours, the ECM shall recommend that LACFCD’s Construction Inspector 
suspend construction activities; the ECM shall report the conditions and 
necessary corrective actions to the LACFCD, USFWS, CDFW, and/or RWQCB; 
work shall remain suspended until the condition is corrected to the 
satisfaction of the LACFCD and the appropriate resource agencies. 

I. When the bypass line is in place, water temperature shall be maintained from 
the inflow to the outflow. The bypass line shall be insulated and/or methods 
shall be used to decrease the water temperature prior to it re-entering the 
stream (e.g., submerge, cover, or shade the bypass line; avoiding black or 
corrugated pipe if not shaded). Waters	with	measured	temperatures	exceeding	
78	 degrees	 Fahrenheit	 shall	 not	 be	 discharged	 downstream.	 Additionally,	 a	
temporary	trash	rack	shall	be	installed	upstream	of	the	bypass	inlet	and	shall	be	
monitored	daily	by	the	ECM	(or	a	qualified	Biologist)	and	maintained	as	needed	
to	ensure	effective	operation	of	the	bypass	pipeline. 

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-3, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-77, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

K. The SSFRP shall also include discussion of potential relocation necessary 
based on natural flow conditions from the dam to 1.5 mile downstream of the 
dam. If the Biological Monitor notices that water levels in active channel of the 
creek in this area decrease to shallow conditions or that isolated pools 
develop as a result of natural rainfall conditions, the Biological Monitor shall 
notify the LACFCD, USFWS, and CDFW of the conditions so the resource 
agencies (i.e., USFWS and CDFW) may consider relocating to	discuss	relocation	
of special status fish to suitable habitat or temporarily into captivity to avoid 
potential mortality. The	Biological	Monitor	shall	relocate	special	status	fish	to	
suitable	habitat	per	methods	described	in	the	SSFRP	to	a	location	approved	by	
the	 resource	 agencies.	 If	 there	 is	 no	 suitable	 habitat	 available,	 the	 resource	
agencies	shall	temporarily	hold	the	special	status	fish	in	captivity. Because this 
would be a result of weather conditions and not a result of the Project, the 
LACFCD shall not be responsible for relocating the fish (if needed) but shall 
cooperate with agency efforts to rescue fish. No relocation shall occur until the 
USFWS and CDFW have confirmed that relocation shall occur. 

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-5, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-79, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

B. Prior to the start of sediment removal activities each year, a qualified Biologist 
(one with experience and necessary permits to survey for least Bell’s vireo 
and southwestern willow flycatcher approved by the resource agencies) shall 
survey all riparian habitat within 500 feet of the construction limits for the 
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presence of least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher 
nests/territories. Three surveys shall be conducted within two weeks prior to 
the initiation of Project activities each year. During	each	survey,	methods	shall	
follow	 the	 current	 USFWS	 protocols	 (except	 for	 the	 number	 and	 timing	 of	
surveys,	which	will	follow	this	measure). Any active nests/territories shall be 
mapped on an aerial photograph and marked on applicable construction 
plans. A Letter Report will be prepared and submitted to the LACFCD, USFWS, 
and CDFW to document the results of the pre-construction survey within 30 
days of completion of the survey. 

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-5, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-79, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

C. A 500-foot protective buffer shall be established around a least Bell’s vireo or 
southwestern willow flycatcher territory identified in the field. Project	
activities	including	sediment	removal,	sediment	hauling,	vehicle	traffic,	and	foot	
traffic	 shall	 not	 occur	within	 this	 500‐foot	 protective	 buffer.	The protective 
buffer shall be marked with lath and rope, orange snow fencing, or other 
suitable fencing to provide an adequate buffer from construction work. Signs 
shall be posted to indicate that the area is an “Environmentally Sensitive Area” 
and that no work activities shall occur within the fencing. WEAP training shall 
educate workers on the importance of Environmentally Sensitive Areas. The 
Biological Monitor shall check the fencing/signage weekly to ensure that it 
stays in place throughout sediment removal activities and shall notify the 
LACFCD’s Construction Inspector immediately if the fencing/signage needs to 
be repaired. 

The following revisions have been made to the text in Section 4.4.2, Impact Analysis, on page 4-
64 and MM BIO-7, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on page 4-84, in Section 4.4, Biological 
Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

Section 4.4.2: 

Although not required by CEQA, two-striped garter snake and	Coast	Range	newt 
has have been included in MM BIO-87 because it these similarly is an are aquatic 
species that may occur in the direct footprint of the sediment removal area. 
Mitigation for this these species was compatible with the western pond turtle-
required measure and would avoid or minimize impacts on the two-striped garter 
snake and	Coast	Range	newt.  

MM BIO-7: 

Prior to the initiation of dewatering/installation of the bypass line each year 
(March or April, depending on water levels in the reservoir), pre-construction 
surveys for the two-striped garter snake and	Coast	Range	newt shall be conducted 
by a qualified Biologist (one with experience and the necessary permits to handle 
this species approved by the resource agencies). Concurrently with the western 
pond turtle trapping effort described in MM BIO-76, the Biologist shall also 
visually search for two-striped garter snakes and	Coast	Range	newts in the Project 
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impact area. If any two-striped garter snakes or	Coast	Range	newts are captured, 
they shall be relocated to a suitable site along Big Tujunga Creek upstream of the 
construction area or along Big Tujunga Creek downstream of the downstream 
access road boundary. Prior to relocating any two-striped garter snakes or Coast	
Range	newts, the LACFCD and CDFW shall approve the potential relocation site(s) 
and methods for transfer to the relocation sites. Additionally, a qualified Biologist 
shall be present during dewatering of the plunge pool to ensure no two-striped 
garter snakes or	Coast	Range	newts are stranded. If any two-striped garter snakes 
or	Coast	Range	newts are observed during the monitoring, they shall be captured 
by the Biologist and released at the relocation site. A Letter Report shall be 
prepared to document the results of the pre-construction surveys and monitoring 
and shall be provided to the LACFCD and CDFW within 30 days of completion of 
the survey.  

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-9, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-85, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

The following measures shall be followed implemented prior to the	 initiation	of	
any	Project	activities,	 including	work within the Reservoir, plunge pool, stream, 
and or	in the developed areas on	or	around	of the dam. 

A. To the extent possible, vegetation clearing shall be conducted during the non-
breeding season (September 1 to January 31) in order to minimize direct 
impacts on nesting birds. If vegetation clearing would be initiated during the 
breeding season for nesting birds/raptors (February 1–August 31), the 
maintenance activity shall be conducted in compliance with the conditions set 
forth in the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.  

The following revisions have been made to MM BIO-9, in Section 4.4.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-85, in Section 4.4, Biological Resources of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

B. In order to avoid direct impacts on active nests, a pre-construction survey 
shall be conducted by a qualified Biologist (one with experience conducting 
nesting bird surveys approved by the resource agencies) for nesting birds 
and/or raptors within four days prior to clearing of any vegetation or any 
work near existing structures. The nesting bird survey area shall include a 
buffer of 300 feet around the work area for nesting birds and a buffer of 500 
feet around the work area for nesting raptors. If the Biologist does not find 
any active nests in or immediately adjacent to the impact area, the vegetation 
clearing/construction work shall be allowed to proceed. If	Project	activities	
stop	 for	 five	or	more	days	(during	 the	breeding	season),	 the	pre‐construction	
survey	shall	be	repeated.	

4.1.3 SECTION	4.17,	TRANSPORTATION	

Caltrans’ comment letter on the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND, dated October 20, 2021, 
concurred with the Project’s mitigation measure (MM TRA-1) pertaining to the Traffic Control 
Plan that would be prepared in compliance with Caltrans’ Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices (MUTCD). The comment suggested, however, that Construction Transportation Control 
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Plan (CTCP) identify the construction period and include detailed plans for bicycle and 
pedestrian detours during construction (if applicable) and consider adequate barriers for safety 
of pedestrians and bicyclists. Caltrans’ comments were noted and incorporated into MM TRA-1.  

It is noted that per Section 15073.5(b)(1)(2) of CEQA Guidelines, the revisions are not 
considered “substantial revision”, as 1) they do not constitute a new, avoidable significant effect 
for which mitigation measures or project revisions must be included to reduce the impact to 
insignificance or 2) they are not incorporated because the MM TRA-1 does not reduce the 
potential impacts to less than significance and thus new measures or revisions are required. The 
added text primarily provides clarification and additional discussion accommodating bicycle and 
pedestrian safety during construction.  

In light of the above, per Section 15073.5(c)(1) of CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of the Revised 
and Recirculated IS/MND is not required because the requested revisions to MM TRA-1 merely 
provides detail to the measure and renders is more effective, pursuant to Section 15074.1. 

The following revisions have been made to MM TRA-1, in Section 4.17.3, Mitigation Measures, on 
page 4-142, in Section 4.17, Transportation of the Draft Revised and Recirculated IS/MND: 

MM	TRA‐1  Prior to commencement of any sediment removal activities in 
the first year of Project implementation, the LACFCD shall 
prepare a Construction Traffic Control Plan (CTCP), in 
compliance with the California	 Manual	 for	 Uniform	 Traffic	
Control	Devices (MUTCD), and its California supplements, that 
specifies the duration of the construction period and addresses 
potential traffic hazards and impacts to traffic congestion 
related to Project implementation. The Plan shall include, but 
not be limited to, the following requirements: (1) detailed	plans	
for	 bicycle	 and	 pedestrian	 detours	 during	 construction;	 these	
plans	 shall	meet	 or	 exceed	 the	MUTCD	 standards;	 (2)	 a flag 
person(s) shall be stationed at the intersection of the Project 
access road and Big Tujunga Canyon Road during all trucking 
operations; (23) viable	 detour	 routes	 that	 include	 adequate	
barriers	 against	 motorized	 traffic	 for	 safety	 and	 comfort	 of	
pedestrians	 and	 bicyclists	 shall	 be	 maintained	 during	
construction;	 (4)	 truck traffic shall be managed such that no 
queuing shall occur on Big Tujunga Canyon Road; (35) the 
construction crew shall be required to attend traffic safety 
meetings to ensure that the Plan is fully implemented; (46) 
requirements shall be set for the design and use of traffic signs, 
driveway access, barricades, and other measures to maintain 
public convenience and safety for motorists, cyclists, 
pedestrians, and construction workers; and (57) the 
coordination protocol shall be confirmed with law 
enforcement and other emergency agencies, as necessary.	
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