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Subject
Appropriate $2.2 million for final design of the Solids Handling Facilities Project at the F. E. Weymouth
Filtration Plant (Approp. 15369)

Description
Over the past year, the F. E. Weymouth Filtration Plant (Weymouth plant) has been treating a higher percentage
of State project water (SPW) than was typical in the past. It is anticipated that the increased use of SPW supplies
at the Weymouth plant will continue into the future due to drought and other resource issues related to the
Colorado River Aqueduct (CRA) supply. Additionally, in recent years, increased quantities of SPW supplies
have been made available to Metropolitan for use within its system. The ability to reliably treat increased SPW
supplies at Weymouth plant ensures that Metropolitan maximizes the use of available supplies and provides
flexibility in delivering treated water to its distribution system during drought conditions on the Colorado River
watershed.
While SPW supplies are of relatively high quality, the organic content of this water is higher than comparable
supplies from the CRA. Also, the organic content of the SPW supplies fluctuates on a periodic basis. As such,
when treating SPW supplies, the Weymouth plant must use higher ferric chloride dosages, relative to the amounts
required for CRA supplies, to comply with Stage 1 of the Microbial/Disinfection By-Products Rule. This Rule
became effective January 1, 2002. Recent experience has shown that treating higher volumes of SPW has
produced more residual solids from the water treatment process than were previously handled at the plant. The
increased solids production is currently being mechanically processed with temporary (leased) equipment.
Permanent solids handling facilities will allow Metropolitan to reliably treat higher percentages of SPW while
complying with all water quality regulations and existing permit conditions.
In November 2001, Metropolitan’s Board authorized funding to study permanent on-site solids handling facilities
and other issues related to elevated coagulation content. In May 2003, Metropolitan’s Board authorized
preliminary design of the Weymouth solids handling facilities and entering into a professional services agreement
with Black & Veatch Corporation for water treatment process engineering services. Preliminary design of
permanent Weymouth solids handling facilities has been completed. The proposed action would authorize final
design of the solids handling facilities at Weymouth. A combination of Metropolitan staff and Black & Veatch
will conduct the final design.
This project has been evaluated and recommended by the CIP Evaluation Team and funds have been included in
the fiscal year 2003/04 capital budget under the Weymouth Improvements Program (Approp. 15369).
See Attachment 1 for the detailed report and Attachment 2 for the financial statement.

Policy
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code § 5108: Capital Project Appropriation

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
CEQA determination for Option #1:
To comply with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, Metropolitan as the Lead Agency prepared a Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) on the proposed Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project (project). The MND
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was distributed for a 30-day public review period beginning on May 28, 2003 and ending on June 26, 2003. The
MND includes the Initial Study and Environmental Checklist form (see Attachment 3). Attachment 4 contains
comment letters received during the public review period along with responses to those comments. As stated in
the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15074), the Board is required to review and consider the MND, the Initial
Study, and comments received during the public review period prior to the adoption of the MND. Adoption of the
MND is dependent on the finding by the Board that, based on the whole record before it, there is no substantial
evidence that, with the mitigation measures required by the MND, the proposed project will have a significant
impact on the environment. In addition, the MND reflects the Lead Agency's independent judgment and analysis.
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) in Attachment 5 is required under CEQA
(Section 21081.6) and must also be adopted by the Board prior to project approval.
All of the above documentation, including other materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which
the Lead Agency decision is based, has been and will be on file at Metropolitan’s headquarters located at
700 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
The CEQA determination is: Review and consider the information in the MND, Initial Study, and comments
received during the public review period; adopt the MND for the proposed project; and adopt the MMRP.
CEQA determination for Option #2:
None required

Board Options/Fiscal Impacts
Option #1
Adopt the CEQA determination and
a. Appropriate $2.2 million; and
b. Authorize all final design activities up to award of a competitively bid construction contract for the
Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project.
Fiscal Impact: $2.2 million of budgeted CIP funds under Appropriation 15369
Option #2
Do not authorize final design activities for the Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project.
Fiscal Impact: The plant will continue to use the existing belt press contractor at a daily cost of $2,000 to
$8,000 depending on the sludge production. This option may also result in difficulties in reliably treating
SPW to meet water quality standards.

Staff Recommendation
Option #1
7/25/2003
Roy L. Wolfe
Manager, Corporate Resources

Date

7/28/2003
Ronald R. Gastelum
Chief Executive Officer

Date

Attachment 1 – Detailed Report
Attachment 2 – Financial Statement for Weymouth Filtration Plant Improvements Program
Attachment 3 – Mitigated Negative Declaration
Attachment 4 – Comment Letters and Responses to Comment Letters
Attachment 5 – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
BLA #2301
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Detailed Report
The F. E. Weymouth Filtration Plant was placed into service in 1941 with an initial capacity of 100 mgd. The
plant was expanded twice to its current capacity of 520 mgd. The plant typically treats a blend of State project
water (SPW) and Colorado River water (CRW). The plant uses conventional water treatment processes including
coagulation, flocculation, sedimentation, filtration, and disinfection. The plant delivers treated, chloraminated
water to Metropolitan’s Central Pool portion of the distribution system.
Background/Purpose
Stage 1 of the Microbial/Disinfection By-Products Rule (M/DBP), which became effective January 1, 2002,
requires improved removal of the precursors that form disinfection by-products (DBPs). SPW contains higher
concentrations of DBPs precursors (e.g., total organic carbon and bromide) than CRW, and forms more DBP’s
when chlorinated. Until the Weymouth Oxidation Retrofit Program (ORP) is operational, treating a higher
percentage of SPW necessitates the use of higher ferric chloride dosages to remove total organic carbon. The
high ferric chloride dosages required to comply with the M/DBP rule produce increased residual solids. The
current solids handling facilities and leased belt presses cannot reliably treat this increased residual solids
production.
In November 2001, Metropolitan’s Board authorized funding to study future on-site solids handling facilities and
other issues related to elevated coagulant (ferric chloride) dosages. These studies indicated that new solids
handling facilities are required to process the increased solids production. Staff recommends the addition of two
sludge thickeners, a permanent belt press, and a conveyor/hopper system to economically dewater sludge prior to
disposal off-site. Addition of these facilities will allow Metropolitan to reliably treat higher percentages of SPW
while complying with all water quality regulations and existing discharge permit conditions.
In May 2003, Metropolitan’s Board authorized preliminary design of the Weymouth solids handling facilities and
entering into a professional services agreement with Black & Veatch Corporation for water treatment process
engineering services, including assistance with design of solids handling facilities at the Weymouth and Diemer
plants. Preliminary design of the Weymouth solids handling facilities has now been completed. This action will
authorize final design of the Weymouth solids handling facilities.
Project Description
The new permanent solids handling facilities will consist of two additional thickeners, three belt presses, a
polymer feed system, conveyors, hoppers, an internal truck turnaround within the facility and the interconnecting
piping, electrical, and control systems necessary for a complete and reliable system. The belt presses and polymer
feed system will be housed in a new dewatering building located east of the existing thickeners. A new electrical
substation will be required to provide 480-volt power to the new solids handling facility and the washwater return
pumps in Filter Building No. 2. A separate construction contract may be issued for this substation to expedite
overall completion of the project and to ensure that this work occurs during the lower-flow winter months.
The final design work will be a combined effort by Metropolitan staff and Black & Veatch. This scope of work
has already been included within Metropolitan’s professional services agreement with Black & Veatch.
Therefore, no new agreements or amendments are required for this work. Using a single consulting firm to
perform this work at both Weymouth and Diemer will promote standardization of facilities, is consistent with the
Corporate Resources Group’s staffing plan as incorporated in the fiscal year 2003/04 budget, and ensures that
projects are implemented in accordance with their board-adopted schedules. The final design cost as a percentage
of the estimated total construction cost is approximately 15 percent.
Cost Estimate
Attachment 2 shows the total requested funding of $2.2 million for all work in advance of award of a
competitively bid construction contract.

August 19, 2003 Board Meeting

8-1

Attachment 1, Page 2 of 2

Project Milestones
May 2004 – Board award of construction contract for permanent solids handling facilities
July 2005 – Completion of construction of permanent solids handling facilities
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Financial Statement for Weymouth Filtration Plant Improvements Program
A breakdown of Board Action No. 7 for Appropriation No. 15369 for design of permanent solids handling
facilities within the Weymouth Improvements Program is as follows:
Previous
Board
Action No. 6
(May 2003)

Current
Board
Action No. 7
(Aug. 2003)

New Total
Appropriated
Amount

Labor
Studies and Investigations

$ 846,000

$0

$ 846,000

Design and Specifications

389,000

129,000

518,000

Owner Costs (Program Management, Bidding
Process, Design Review)

702,000

322,000

1,024,000

Construction Inspection and Support

580,000

0

580,000

Metropolitan Installation and Construction

737,000

0

737,000

692,000

0

692,000

33,000

2,000

35,000

685,000

1,460,000

2,145,000

Contracts

5,097,000

0

5,097,000

Remaining Budget

1,465,000

287,000

1,752,000

$11,226,000

$2,200,000

$13,426,000

Materials and Supplies
Incidental Expenses
Professional/Technical Services

Total
Funding Request
Program Name:

Weymouth Filtration Plant - Improvements Program

Source of Funds:

Construction Funds (Pay-As-You-Go Fund)

Appropriation No.:

15369

Board Action No.:

7

Requested Amount:

$ 2,200,000

Capital Program No.:

15369-I

Total Appropriated
Amount:

$ 13,426,000

Capital Program Page No.:

E-76

Total Program Estimate:

$ 68,252,000

Program Goal:

I – Infrastructure Reliability
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The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
Mitigated Negative Declaration
Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project

For additional information
regarding this document contact:
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Environmental Planning
700 N. Alameda Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Mr. Anthony A. Klecha
(213) 217-5528

Metropolitan Report No. 1200
May 2003
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SECTION 1
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
PROJECT INTRODUCTION AND LOCATION
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) proposes to implement the
Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project (Project) in the city of La Verne in Los Angeles
County, California. Metropolitan is the lead agency for this Mitigated Negative Declaration and
Initial Study (MND/IS).
The purpose of the proposed Project would be to: 1) increase the capacity of the existing solids
handling facilities; 2) replace the existing, temporary belt presses and polymer dosing system
with a permanent solids dewatering facility; and 3) provide power to the new solids handling
facilities and to the existing washwater return pumps in Filter Building No. 2 at the F.E.
Weymouth Filtration Plant (Weymouth plant).
The proposed Project would take place entirely within the existing 140-acre Weymouth plant,
which is owned and operated by Metropolitan. The Weymouth plant is located in the city of La
Verne, approximately 25 miles east of the city of Los Angeles (see Figure 1). The city of La
Verne General Plan (1999) (General Plan) identifies the Weymouth plant as a “community
facility,” located in Neighborhood 6 – West La Verne, with a zoning designation of “O”
(Official).
The Weymouth plant is bordered to the north by a mobile home park and single-family detached
residential homes; on the east by four-lane Wheeler Avenue (east of which are single-family
detached residential homes, a park, an elementary school, and a preschool); on the south by
single-family detached residential homes; and on the west by the two-lane residential streets of
Sedalia Avenue, East Gladstone Street, and Moreno Avenue with single-family detached
residential homes and a school located further to the west.
PROJECT BACKGROUND
Completed in 1940, the Weymouth plant was the first filtration plant built by Metropolitan and
largely serves Los Angeles and Orange counties. Two sources of water are filtered through
this plant. The amount from each source depends on availability and source water quality.
One source originates in the mountain ranges in seven western states, travels down the
Colorado River and flows through Metropolitan's 242-mile Colorado River Aqueduct. The
second source of water supplied to the Weymouth plant comes from Northern California rivers
and streams that feed the State Water Project 444-mile California Aqueduct. As one of the
largest filtration plants in the United States, the Weymouth plant delivers up to 520 million
gallons per day.
In order to provide potable water in accordance with state and federal drinking water
standards, the Weymouth plant uses a conventional filtration process to remove harmful
chemicals and bacteria. Various chemical coagulants, such as ferric chloride and polymer, are
used to remove particles in the water. These particles stick to the ferric chloride and polymer
and form large particles called floc. The water and floc particles flow into large

1
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sedimentation basins that allow the particles to settle to the bottom, forming sludge. From the
sedimentation basins, the clarified water flows into multimedia filters. Coal and sand are used
as filter media to remove any particles left in the water. Chlorine and ammonia are used to
disinfect the water prior to distribution.
From the sedimentation basins, sludge is sent to the thickeners where the sludge is further
concentrated. The decant water from the thickener is returned to the treatment process. This
project addresses the handling of the residual solids from the thickeners.
In November 2001, the Weymouth plant converted its primary coagulant from aluminum
sulfate (alum) to ferric chloride to improve arsenic removal. Plant operations also increased
coagulant dosages to improve disinfection by-product precursor removal. This removal is
required to comply with Stage 1 of the Microbial/Disinfection By-Products (M/DBP) Rule,
which became effective January 1, 2002. The precursors that form disinfection by-products
differ widely in Metropolitan’s two main sources of supply. State Water Project water (SPW)
supplies contain higher concentrations of disinfection by-product precursors (e.g., total
organic carbon and bromide) than Colorado River water supplies and form more disinfection
by-products when chlorinated.
Over the last year, the Weymouth plant has been treating a higher percentage of SPW. This
activity has necessitated the use of higher than expected ferric chloride dosages to remove total
organic carbon. Average coagulant dosages have increased over the past year from 3 mg/L to 8
mg/L ferric chloride. Extended duration dosages have been higher. This trend is expected to
continue with a potential range from 12.5 mg/L to 20 mg/L to treat higher volumes of SPW.
Prior to 2002, the residual solids collected from the thickeners were sent to the Los Angeles
County Sanitation Districts’ (LACSD) sewer system. With the implementation of Stage 1 of the
M/DBP Rule, the ferric chloride coagulant dosage has increased substantially, resulting in
increased solids production and limiting Metropolitan’s ability to discharge its solids into the
LACSD sewer system. Currently, the residual solids are pumped from the gravity thickeners to a
temporary belt press operation for dewatering and disposal offsite.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
This proposed Project would upgrade, update and expand facilities to enable reliable solids
handling at the Weymouth plant. The proposed improvements would be located in the
northeastern portion of the Weymouth plant adjacent to the existing thickeners and temporary
dewatering facility and would occur within three acres of the Weymouth plant (see Figures 2 and
3). The proposed Project scope would involve:
•

Construction of two additional thickeners (65 feet diameter, ten feet below grade) and
related pumps, piping, and accessories immediately adjacent to the existing thickeners and
below grade;
Replacement of the existing temporary dewatering system with a permanent solids
dewatering facility, consisting of three belt presses and a polymer (polyacrylamide) dosing
system to be housed in a concrete dewatering building (approximately 100 feet x 50 feet x
33 feet), a conveyor, a hopper (approximately 27 feet in height) and all interconnecting
piping, electrical, and programmable logic controllers (PLCs), which would tie into the

3
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FIGURE 2. Proposed Solids Handling Facilities (Conceptual Design)
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FIGURE 3. Aerial View of Weymouth Plant with Proposed Facilities
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Weymouth plant’s existing supervisory control and data acquisition system (SCADA),
necessary for a complete system (see Figure 4);
•

Construction of a 1,000 kilovolt amp (kVA) electrical substation, which would be fed by
the Weymouth plant’s existing 2.4 kV transformer and would provide 480 V power for the
new solids handling project and the existing washwater return pumps in Filter Building
No. 2. This electrical equipment would consist of a main disconnect, a transformer and
switchgear, and would be approximately 18 feet x eight feet x nine feet high, and located
just west of the existing thickeners;

•

Creation of a truck turnaround and an approximate 50 feet x 50 feet unloading area
adjacent to the proposed dewatering facility to allow for the immediate off-hauling of
dewatered solids from the Weymouth plant site; and,

•

Discontinuance of the routine use of the existing solids holding area, currently located in
the southeastern portion of the Weymouth plant site.

The design and construction of the proposed solids handling facilities would be in accordance
with the California Building Code. All exterior security lighting under the proposed Project
would consist of low-pressure sodium fixtures, which would be angled down and away from
neighboring residences.
Installation of the proposed facilities would require grading and/or excavation of an approximate
three-acre area of generally level, undeveloped property within the Weymouth plant. An internal
access road within the plant would require minor realignment. Trenches would be excavated for
the interconnecting process piping and would vary from approximately five feet to 15 feet below
grade. Trenches would also be required for other water lines, utility lines and electrical duct
banks. The thickener sidewall would be approximately ten feet below grade and the residual
solids collector approximately 17 feet below grade. Cut and fill estimates indicate that a cut of
approximately 13,000 cubic yards of material would be required with the recompaction of
approximately 8,000 cubic yards. Net export from the Project site would be approximately 5,000
cubic yards of material, all of which would be hauled offsite.
As part of the proposed Project, if archaeological artifacts or paleontologic remains were to be
encountered during ground-disturbing activities, earth moving would be temporary diverted while
a qualified archaeologist or paleontologist (as applicable) would examine the materials to
determine their importance and, if warranted, collect and process them.
Since the proposed Project would result in a land disturbance of greater than one acre, a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared which would specify an array of
water quality controls to manage both pre- and post-construction storm water runoff. As part of
the proposed Project, Metropolitan would implement a variety of erosion and sediment controls,
such as preserving existing vegetation where feasible, compacting soil in disturbed areas, and
strategically placing sandbags and/or straw bales. These controls and/or similar best management
practices would prohibit any substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. Upon completion of
the proposed facility installations, all exposed areas would be paved or otherwise stabilized to
prohibit any substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil.

6
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FIGURE 4. Proposed Dewatering Building North Elevation (Conceptual Design)
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The Project site is surrounded by human activity at the Weymouth plant, has been previously
disturbed, and consists of non-native grasses, shrubs and trees, including approximately 17
bluegum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus), 19 California washingtonia (Washingtonia filifera),
and 15 pine (Pinus sp.). The proposed Project would require the removal of most of this
vegetation to accommodate the new solids handling facilities.
Construction equipment that would typically be used to implement the proposed Project includes
two backhoes/loaders, a forklift, two generators, a water truck, a dump truck, an asphalt paving
machine, an asphalt roller, two air compressors, a mortar mixer, two cranes, and welding
equipment. The idle running of internal combustion engine-driven construction equipment would
be avoided, where possible. Construction activities would add approximately 92 average daily
trips to and from the construction areas to accommodate worker commutes and deliveries
(corresponding to 43 construction workers and three delivery/haul trucks commuting to and from
the Project site). The majority of the construction workers would be expected to park
immediately adjacent to the Project site at temporary laydown areas. The remaining workers
would use designated parking stalls within the “Wheeler Gate” lot, located near the easterly edge
of the Weymouth plant.
Based upon Weymouth’s average solids generation, up to five hauling trucks per day, for four
days a week, would be required to load and transfer residual solids to an offsite disposal area.
Appropriate signage will be added to direct the solids disposal trucks when onsite. The hauling
trucks would arrive sporadically throughout the day and utilize the newly-constructed turnaround
that would merge with an existing internal roadway within the Weymouth plant prior to entering
the unloading area. The northern edge of the proposed turnaround would be located
approximately 50 feet from the nearest residence. The actual unloading process (i.e., the transfer
of solids from the hopper into the hauling trucks) would occur at a distance of approximately 250
feet from the nearest residences and would be expected to last for up to 15 minutes. Truck
loading and hauling activities would generally occur Monday through Thursday, between the
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.
The proposed Project would not involve a change in the hours of operation for the proposed belt
presses. The presses would generally operate on a daily 12- to 24-hour basis, similar to the
existing presses, depending upon the seasonal sludge generation rates. No additional personnel
beyond those currently required to operate the existing plant would be required.
Chemical storage and application associated with the operation of the proposed dewatering
facility would be limited to dry polymer (polyacrylamide) storage and liquid application. Dry
storage of polymer would be in 50-pound bags within the dewatering building. Polymer
application would be in solution created by the polymer dosing system. Potential health risks
associated with polymer would be limited to contact risks such as skin and mucous membrane
irritation. Minor elements of polymer would also be mildly corrosive. Handling of polymer
would be in accordance with Materials Safety Data Sheet, and the Weymouth Plant’s
Environmental Health and Safety Manual.
Operation of the new facilities would not change the content of the residual solids generated at
the Weymouth plant. The residual solids would not pose any threat to the offsite population.
Interim storage of the material within the proposed hopper tanks would keep dust generation
from the residual solids to a minimum. Since the residual solids would transfer directly from
the proposed hopper system into the hauling trucks, direct contact with the material would not
occur. The residual solids would be hauled to an approved offsite landfill or recycling facility.

8

August 19, 2003 Board Meeting

8-1

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Attachment 3, Page 15 of 68
Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
Mitigated Negative Declaration

Figures 5 and 7 exhibit the existing conditions at the proposed Project site. Figures 8 and 9
exhibit a typical belt press and the existing dewatering building at Metropolitan’s Skinner
Filtration Plant for a relative comparison only, respectively.
REQUIRED APPROVALS
•

None required

PROJECT SCHEDULE
Construction activities at the project site are anticipated to occur for a period of approximately
twelve months, from Spring 2004 through Spring 2005. Construction of the new electrical
substation is planned for Spring 2004 and would take approximately six months to complete.
The construction of the solids handling facilities would commence in Summer 2004, and would
continue for approximately ten months. Construction activities would be conducted Monday
through Saturday from approximately 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Grading and paving activities
associated with the proposed truck turnaround (the Project component proposed to be located
closest to neighboring residences) would be completed in a total of approximately two weeks.

9
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FIGURE 5. View of Existing, Temporary Belt Press Facilities

FIGURE 6. View of Existing (foreground)
and Proposed (background) Thickener Area
10
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FIGURE 7. View of Proposed Solids Dewatering Area

FIGURE 8. View of Typical Belt Press
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FIGURE 9. View of Skinner Filtration Plant Dewatering Building
(belt presses and polymer dosing system housed inside)
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SECTION 2
INITIAL STUDY
This MND complies with Section 21064.5 of the California Public Resources Code (California
Environmental Quality Act [CEQA]) and Article 6 of the State CEQA Guidelines (14 California
Code of Regulations). The following IS, Environmental Checklist, and evaluation of potential
environmental effects (see Section 3) were completed in accordance with Section 15063(d) of the
State CEQA Guidelines to determine if the proposed Project could have any potentially
significant effect on the physical environment, and if so, what mitigation measures would be
imposed to reduce such impacts to less-than-significant levels.
An explanation is provided for all determinations, including the citation of sources as listed in
Section 5. A "No Impact" or a "Less-than-Significant Impact" determination indicates that the
proposed Project would not have a significant effect on the physical environment for that specific
environmental category. With regards to construction noise, the proposed Project would include
specific mitigation measures (see Section 4) to reduce the potentially significant impact to a lessthan-significant level. No other environmental categories for this evaluation were found to be
potentially affected in a significant manner by the proposed Project.
INITIAL STUDY AND ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
1. Project Title:

Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
700 N. Alameda Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Anthony A. Klecha (213) 217-5528

4. Project Location:

F. E. Weymouth Filtration Plant
City of La Verne, Los Angeles County

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
700 N. Alameda Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

6. General Plan Land Use Designation:

Community Facility1

7. Zoning:

Zone O (Official)2

8. Description of Project:

See Project Description in Section 1 of the
MND

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

See Project Location in Section 1 of the
MND

10. Other agencies whose approval is required:

None required

1
2

City of La Verne Community Development Department. The City of La Verne General Plan. June 1999.
Ibid.
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SECTION 3
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
I.

AESTHETICS – Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. No designated scenic vistas or state scenic highways overlook the Project site.3
The Project site would be located within the 140-acre Weymouth plant in the city of La
Verne. The Weymouth plant is bordered to the north by a mobile home park and singlefamily detached residential homes; on the east by four-lane Wheeler Avenue (east of which
are single-family detached residential homes, a park, and an elementary school and
preschool); on the south by single-family detached residential homes; and on the west by the
two-lane residential streets of Sedalia Avenue, East Gladstone Street, and Moreno Avenue,
with single-family detached residential homes and a school across the streets. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not affect a scenic vista. No impact would occur.
b) No Impact. The proposed Project would occur entirely within the existing Weymouth plant
property. There are no scenic resources within or in the vicinity of the proposed Project site.
The plant and the surrounding area consists predominantly of industrially- and residentiallydeveloped properties with landscape vegetation. As part of the proposed Project, several
non-native, mature trees, including approximately 17 bluegum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus
globulus), 19 California washingtonia (Washingtonia filifera), and 15 pine (Pinus sp.), would
be removed along the interior of the Weymouth plant to accommodate the new solids
handling facilities. Near the proposed project is an existing nursery. The proposed Project
would not involve the removal of the boxed nursery trees located along the northern property
line. These nursery trees are stored between the neighboring residences and Weymouth’s
3

Southern California Association of Governments, Regional Transportation Plan, Programmatic
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), 2001
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treatment facilities and would not be affected by the proposed Project. The boxed nursery
trees, however, are subject to the needs and operational activities of the nursery, which may
require relocating and/or replacing these trees from time to time. Implementation of the
proposed Project would not affect any historic buildings, rock outcroppings or other scenic
resources. Hence, the proposed Project would have no impact on existing scenic resources.
c) Less-than-significant Impact. The proposed structures would be designed in conformance
with the existing visual character of the Weymouth plant site. The proposed Project would
include the construction of a permanent solids dewatering facility, two additional thickeners,
a truck turnaround, and an electrical substation near the existing solids handling facilities.
The construction of a concrete building to house the proposed permanent belt presses would
replace the existing outdoor belt presses, and thus would improve the existing visual quality
of the Project site by removing the existing open-air belt press operation (see Figures 4 and
5).
During the approximate ten-month construction period for the solids handling facilities, an
eight-foot-high sound wall would be installed parallel to the existing chain link fence along a
section of the Weymouth plant’s northern boundary. The sound wall would extend from the
existing masonry wall location (past the first pre-manufactured home to the northeast) to the
sixth pre-manufactured home to the northwest (see Mitigation Measure NO-4 (Noise)). The
purpose of the sound wall would be to reduce construction-related noise levels to neighboring
residences to a less-than-significant level. The proposed sound wall would temporarily alter
the southern view for these residents during the approximate ten-month construction period
for the solids handling facilities. Following Project construction, the sound wall would be
entirely removed and the area would be returned to pre-Project conditions.
As stated above in item b), construction of the proposed facilities would require the removal
of several non-native, mature trees, which would incrementally change the minimal
landscaping portion of the predominantly industrial character of the site. The proposed
Project would not require the removal of the boxed nursery trees located along the northern
property line. The boxed nursery trees, however, are subject to the needs and operational
activities of the nursery, which may require relocating and/or replacing these trees from time
to time. Hence, the proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact
would result with Project implementation.
d) Less-than-significant Impact. The Weymouth plant has existing indoor and outdoor
lighting for safety and security purposes in order to operate and function as a water treatment
facility. The proposed Project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare.
Only minor increases in the amount of light and glare from interior and security lighting may
be visible to residents living in nearby single-family homes, including mobile homes. All
exterior security lighting under the proposed Project would consist of low-pressure sodium
fixtures, which would be angled down and away from neighboring residences. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed Project would have a less-than-significant impact.
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AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In
determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and
Site Assessment Model (1977) prepared by the
California Department of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?
c) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use?
Discussion:
a), b) & c) No Impact. There are no agricultural resources or operations in the vicinity of the
Project site.4 The proposed Project would be conducted entirely within property owned by
Metropolitan, and, with the exception of a few isolated parcels of undeveloped property, the
Project site is fully developed. The property’s General Plan land use designation is
“Community Facility” and its zoning designation is “O” (Official). Metropolitan would
acquire no new lands for the proposed Project; therefore, no lands enrolled under the
Williamson Act would be impacted. No impacts to agricultural resources would occur.

4

Farrell, Darlene. City of La Verne Community Development Department. Personal communication on
March 27, 2003.
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AIR QUALITY: Where available, the
significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to
make the following determinations. Would
the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation
of the applicable air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute to an existing or projected air
quality violation?
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing
emissions, which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would be situated within the South Coast Air Basin. The
basin is regulated by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The
SCAQMD is the regional agency empowered to regulate stationary and mobile air emission
sources. The proposed Project would involve construction activities that would require a few
pieces of heavy equipment operating onsite for a period of approximately twelve months.
According to the analysis of construction-related air quality impacts below, emissions would
not exceed the construction emission thresholds established by the SCAQMD to meet its
objectives in its Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP).
Operational emissions from the Project site would not increase as a result of the proposed
Project. No additional personnel beyond those currently required to operate the existing plant
would be required. Therefore, the operation of the proposed Project would result in no net
increase of vehicle trips onsite. There would be no other potential sources of substantial air
emissions based on a review of the Project design plans or with the use of new equipment.
The proposed Project would incrementally reduce air quality emissions generated by
Metropolitan’s solids handling activities at the Weymouth plant by essentially eliminating the
need for onsite hauling between the belt presses and the existing solids holding area.
Currently, an average of 15 dump trucks per day are required to transfer the residual solids
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from the dewatering presses to the existing holding area, located in the southeastern section
of the Weymouth plant. With the implementation of the proposed Project, residual solids
would be transferred to the existing holding area only when offsite hauling of the solids
would not be possible. In addition, the proposed Project would be consistent with the city of
La Verne’s General Plan and would not generate growth that would be inconsistent with
Regional Plans. Therefore, the proposed Project would be consistent with the AQMP last
updated by the SCAQMD in 1996. Hence, there would be no impact.
b) Less-than-significant Impact. The proposed Project would be located in the South Coast
Air Basin, which is designated as non-attainment for ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), and
particulates (PM10). Calculations for potential construction- and operation-related emissions
are detailed below:
Construction Emissions
Construction activities would consist of the construction of the solids dewatering building,
the truck turnaround, the additional thickeners, and the electrical substation; grading,
excavation, and vegetation removal; shallow trenching to complete utility connections; and
the installation of other minor interior features associated with the proposed Project.
During construction, emissions would be generated from equipment, demolition activities,
construction workers’ commute trips, and construction material hauling. The SCAQMD’s
CEQA Air Quality Handbook (1993) (Handbook) provides a methodology for estimating
construction exhaust emissions. The Handbook also includes emissions significance
thresholds for criteria pollutants from construction activities as follows:

TABLE 1. Construction Air Emissions Significance Thresholds Established by
the SCAQMD
Carbon Monoxide (CO)
Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)
Particulates (PM10)

550 lbs/day
75 lbs/day
100 lbs/day
150 lbs/day

Source: CEQA Air Quality Handbook, SCAQMD, 1993.

The proposed Project would take approximately twelve months to complete. During that
time, construction would occur over a 12-hour period each day for six days per week.
However, heavy equipment usage would not be anticipated to exceed more than eight hours
per day.
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Construction equipment anticipated to be onsite during this period would include the
following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Two backhoes/loaders
One forklift
Two generators
One water truck
One dump truck
Two air compressors
One mortar mixer
Two cranes
One asphalt paving machine
One asphalt roller
Welding equipment

It was assumed that approximately three trucks traveling to and from the site to supply
materials and remove debris, traveling 30 miles each way, would occur each day. It was also
assumed that approximately 43 temporary construction workers would commute 30 miles
each way to and from the site each day. Using these factors, the calculated emissions for the
proposed Project using the Handbook are shown in Table 2:
All of the estimated constructed emissions shown in Table 2 are less than the SCAQMD
significance thresholds shown in Table 1. Because of the temporary nature of the
construction activities (i.e., twelve months) and because the equipment employed would emit
criteria pollutants that are less than the significance criteria thresholds, the construction of the
proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant air quality impact.

TABLE 2. Estimated Construction Air Emissions
Total Emissions
Carbon Monoxide (CO)
Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)
Particulates (PM10)

37.1 lbs/day
7.1 lbs/day
91.7 lbs/day
5.3 lbs/day

Source: Emission factors from EMFAC2002, 2003 summer. These emission factors are approved
by the California Air Resources Board for planning purposes.

Operational Emissions
Operational (vehicle) emissions from the proposed Project would not increase upon
completion of the proposed Project. Although the proposed Project would result in expanded
and permanent solids handling facilities at the Weymouth plant, contractor staff
(approximately two) who currently operate the temporary solids handling facilities would be
replaced by Metropolitan employees. Members of the general public would not travel to the
Project site to conduct business and, therefore, the trips generated by the proposed Project
would be primarily commuter related. No additional personnel would be required onsite to
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operate the proposed improvements, thus no additional commuter vehicle trips to and from the
Project site would occur. In addition, offsite hauling of material would not increase beyond
current levels upon completion of the proposed Project. Conversely, the proposed Project
would incrementally reduce air quality emissions generated by Metropolitan’s solids handling
activities at the Weymouth plant by essentially eliminating the need for onsite hauling between
the belt presses and the existing solids holding area. Currently, an average of 15 dump trucks
per day are required to transfer the residual solids from the dewatering presses to the existing
holding area, located in the southeastern section of the Weymouth plant. With the
implementation of the proposed Project, residual solids would be transferred to the existing
holding area only when offsite hauling of the solids would not be possible. Hence, no impact
would occur in terms of operational emissions.
Since neither the operational or construction-related emissions of the proposed Project would
exceed the SCAQMD’s thresholds, the proposed Project represents a less-than-significant
impact to air quality.
c) Less-than-significant Impact. The proposed Project would occur within the South Coast
Air Basin. The basin is a non-attainment area for CO, ozone, and PM10. As shown above in
item b), the proposed Project would not result in a substantial increase in any of the emissions
of criteria pollutants per the thresholds of the SCAQMD. Construction activities would be
less-than-significant and would be completed in approximately twelve months. The proposed
Project would involve the enclosure and expansion of the Weymouth plant’s existing solids
handling facilities. No new residences, commercial buildings, or public roads would be
constructed with the implementation of the proposed Project. Instead, the proposed Project
would be designed to accommodate the increase in solids that has already occurred as a result
of changes in the treatment process (i.e., more stringent water quality standards and treatment
of a source water blend containing more SPW and less from the Colorado River Aqueduct)
and not on an increase in local or regional population. Therefore, the proposed Project would
not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria air pollutant for which
the region is in non-attainment. Hence, the proposed Project would result in a less-thansignificant impact.
d) Less-than-significant Impact. The SCAQMD defines sensitive receptors as residential
areas, schools, playgrounds, health care facilities, day care facilities, and athletic facilities.
There are residences located near the Project site at the northern property line. However, as
shown in the answers to items a) and b) above, the proposed Project would not exceed the
SCAQMD thresholds of significance for air emissions during either construction or
operation. Short-term construction activities and trips generated by Project operation would
not generate substantial traffic congestion that could create CO hot spots. There are no other
sources of air pollution associated with the proposed Project. Therefore, construction and
operational activities would have a less-than-significant impact on local sensitive receptors.
e) Less-than-significant Impact. The solids generated onsite would not create any substantial
odors to local sensitive receptors. The solids content now handled at the Weymouth plant is
composed of inert dirt and sand materials and does not have any septic component. The
solids handled by the proposed Project would be processed in an enclosed concrete structure,
then deposited in a hopper tank before being transferred to an offsite disposal area (i.e., an
approved landfill and/or recycling facility). On occasion, some residual solids may be
temporarily stored onsite within the existing holding area if offsite hauling of the residual
solids would not be possible. Field observations at the existing solids holding area at the
Weymouth plant indicated that the only noticeable odor was a wet, earthy smell from the
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solids pile that was not detectable 50-100 feet downwind of the pile. Given the content of the
processed solids and the distance to the nearest sensitive receptors, the solids handling
activities would not create any odors that would be detectable from the nearby residences and
no impact would occur.
Certain areas of the Project site require asphalt paving, including around the dewatering
facility, the thickener area, and the truck turnaround location. During construction, paving
these areas with asphalt would create odors that may be detectable at the neighboring land
uses to the north of the Project site. However, any odors created by the asphalt would be
temporary and short-term. Additionally, by virtue of compliance with the city of La Verne’s
noise restrictions, construction activities would be limited to daytime hours, when there is
generally a good occurrence of air mixing. Hence, any objectionable odors affecting the
neighboring land uses during paving activities and related construction would be considered
temporary and less-than-significant.
Vehicle emission (diesel) odors generated by hauling trucks during solids loading and hauling
activities may be detectable in the proximity of neighboring residences. Hauling trucks would
arrive sporadically throughout the day and utilize the newly-constructed turnaround that would
merge with an existing internal roadway within the Weymouth plant prior to entering the
unloading area. The northern edge of the proposed truck turnaround would be located
approximately 50 feet from the nearest residence. The actual unloading process (i.e., the
transfer of solids from the hopper into the hauling trucks) would occur at a distance of
approximately 250 feet from the nearest residences and would be expected to last
approximately 15 minutes. Hauling trucks would remain idling during the unloading process.
Based upon Weymouth’s average solids generation, up to five hauling trucks per day, for four
days a week, would be required to load and transfer residual solids to an offsite disposal area.
Truck loading and hauling activities would generally occur Monday through Thursday,
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Any odors generated by the hauling trucks
would be short-term, would occur sporadically throughout the day, would be typical of
existing treatment plant hauling and chemical delivery requirements, and would occur during
the day, when there is generally a good occurrence of air mixing. Hence, any potential odors
generated by the hauling trucks would be short-term and less-than-significant.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES – Would the
project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special-status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Conservation Community Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
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Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would be located in an urban area (city of La Verne)
within Metropolitan’s Weymouth plant. The proposed improvements would be constructed
within isolated pockets of undeveloped areas contained within the Weymouth plant and
divided by two paved roadways immediately adjacent to existing solids handling facilities.
The Project site is surrounded by human activity at the Weymouth plant, has been previously
disturbed, and consists of non-native grasses, shrubs and trees, including approximately 17
bluegum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus), 19 California washingtonia (Washingtonia
filifera), and 15 pine (Pinus sp.). The Project site may provide some temporary habitat for
species adapted to urban areas, such as rodents and bird species. However, the site does not
provide undisturbed, critical, or suitable habitat for any sensitive species known to occur in
the general region.5 Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in
any substantial adverse impacts on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or specialstatus species. No impact would occur.
b) & c) No Impact. As mentioned above in item a), the proposed Project site would be located
in an urbanized area of the city of La Verne. The Project site would be within the boundaries
of Metropolitan’s existing water treatment plant. Much of the Project site is either developed
with existing structures or paved. Vegetation on the Project site consists of non-native
grasses, shrubs, and trees, including bluegum eucalyptus, California washingtonia, and pine.
The Project site does not support any riparian, wetland, or other sensitive natural habitats.
Therefore, no impacts would occur.
d) No Impact. The proposed Project would be located in an urban area within the boundaries of
the Weymouth plant site. As mentioned above, there are only isolated pockets of
undeveloped areas at the Project site containing non-native grasses, shrubs, and trees. The
Project site does not support any wildlife corridors or natural waterways. Therefore, the
proposed Project would have no effect on fish or wildlife movement or migration, nor would
it impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. No impact would occur.
e) No Impact. The Project site supports non-native grasses, shrubs, and trees, including 17
mature bluegum eucalyptus trees. The proposed placement of the solids handling facilities
may require the removal of all of these trees. The General Plan of the city of La Verne has a
policy of replacing eucalyptus trees that are removed with native trees. However, since the
proposed Project is within Metropolitan’s property and the site is used to support the
treatment and distribution of water, the removal of these trees would be exempt from the
city’s General Plan policy per California Government Code Section 53091. Therefore, there
would be no impact with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as tree preservation policies or ordinances.
f) No Impact. The proposed Project site would lie within the Weymouth plant, which is not
subject to any habitat or natural community conservation plans. The proposed
improvements would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, nor would it conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan. No impacts would occur.

5

California Department of Fish and Game. Natural Diversity Database. San Dimas Quadrangle.
March 2003.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES – Would the
project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a unique archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The city of La Verne’s General Plan designates the Weymouth Filtration Plant
as a Local Landmark.6 Within the Weymouth plant, the proposed Project would replace the
existing temporary dewatering system, composed of two mobile belt presses, a polymer
dosing system with a permanent dewatering facility and interconnected piping, electrical, and
control systems. The existing facilities were installed in June 2002 and February 2003 and
are not historic resources. The proposed Project would also include the construction of two
thickeners, a truck turnaround, and an electrical substation. The construction of these
facilities would be consistent with other uses within the Weymouth plant and, therefore,
would not result in any substantial adverse change to the significance of the city of La
Verne’s designation of the Weymouth Filtration Plant as a Local Landmark. Therefore, no
impacts would occur.
b), c) & d) No Impact. There are no known archaeological or paleontologic resources on the
Project site, nor are there any unique geological features. 7 In addition, no religious or sacred
uses are known to have occurred on the Project site. The proposed Project would involve
grading activities and excavation within an approximate three-acre area adjacent to the
existing thickeners in the northeastern portion of the Weymouth plant. As part of the
proposed Project, if archaeological artifacts or paleontologic remains were to be encountered
during ground-disturbing activities, then temporary diversion of earth moving would be done
while a qualified archaeologist or paleontologist (as applicable) would examine the materials
to determine their importance and, if warranted, collect and process them.
6

City of La Verne Community Development Department. The City of La Verne General Plan. June
1999.
7 Applied EarthWorks, Inc. Cultural Resources Literature and Records Search: Weymouth Plant Site,
La Verne. June 27, 2002.
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There is one recorded prehistoric habitation site (CA-LAN-75) located southwest of the
Project site. This site is outside of the Project impact area and would not be affected. In
addition, 14 archaeological surveys have been previously conducted within a half-mile radius
of the Project site. No cultural resources were identified as a result of these surveys.8 No
impacts would occur.
VI.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS – Would the
project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

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

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

ii)

Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

8 Ibid.
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c) Be located on strata or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code, creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?
Discussion:
a) Less-than-significant Impact. The Project site would not be located within an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone, as presented in the most recent Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42. The nearest active faults to the Project site are located approximately
five miles away and are the Sierra Madre, Indian Hill, San Jose (B), and Central Avenue
faults.9
Ground shaking is a common hazard in Southern California. This would be a less-thansignificant impact because the proposed Project would not increase the human or
environmental exposure to such a hazard and would not involve the construction of habitable
structures. Any new structures would be required to meet the updated California Building
Code in order to ensure the safety of the structures. According to the California Division of
Mines and Geology (2001), the area of the proposed Project would not be affected by
liquefaction and landslide hazards. Therefore, the proposed Project would have a less-thansignificant impact on the risk of exposure of people or structures to fault rupture, seismic
ground shaking, liquefaction, and landslide hazards.
b) Less-than-significant Impact. Installation of the proposed solids handling facilities would
require grading and/or excavation of an approximate three-acre area of generally level,
undeveloped property within the Weymouth plant. Trenches would be excavated for the
interconnecting process piping and would vary from approximately five feet to 15 feet below
grade. Thickener inlet and outlet lines would be approximately five feet below grade.
Trenches would also be required for other process water lines, utility lines and electrical duct
banks. The thickener sidewall would be approximately ten feet below grade and the residual
solids collector approximately 17 feet below grade. Cut and fill estimates indicate that a cut
of approximately 13,000 cubic yards of material would be required with recompaction of
approximately 8,000 cubic yards. Therefore, net export from the Project site would be
approximately 5,000 cubic yards of material, all of which would hauled offsite. Upon
completion of the proposed facility installations, all exposed areas would be paved or

9 California Division of Mines and Geology. Geologic Map of California. 1977.
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otherwise stabilized to prohibit any substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil. Therefore, the
proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant impact.
c) & d) No Impact. Geologic formations underlying the Project site consist of alluvium, tertiary
volcanic flow rock, older metamorphic and uplifted Miocene marine sedimentary deposits.10
According to the California Division of Mines and Geology (2001), the area of the proposed
Project would not be affected by liquefaction and landslide hazards. The potential for soil
liquefaction, lateral spreading, and/or collapse would be low. The proposed Project would
not be located on expansive soils that might create a hazard to life or property. Design and
construction of the proposed Project would be performed in accordance with the California
Uniform Building Code. Hence, there would be no impact.
e) No Impact. The existing sewer facilities at the Weymouth plant would adequately support
the temporary use by construction workers. Overall, the construction and operation of the
proposed Project would not involve the construction or use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater treatment disposal systems to handle wastewater generation. Therefore, no
impacts would result from Project implementation.
VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS – Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

10 California Division of Mines and Geology. Geologic Map of California, Olaf P. Jenkins Edition. Los
Angeles Sheet. 1969, 1991, 2001.
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project result in
a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?
Discussion:
a) & b) Less-than-significant Impact. Construction and operation of the proposed Project
would not include the use or storage of any explosive or hazardous substances, nor would the
proposed Project include the use or storage of any materials that are not currently utilized
onsite. Therefore, no accidental explosion or releases of hazardous substances would occur
and no impacts would occur.
The solids generated during dewatering operations would not be flammable or reactive. The
solids content now handled at the Weymouth plant is comprised of inert dirt and sand
materials and does not contain any hazardous substances component. General controls for
the material include minimizing dust generation and avoiding direct contact. Interim storage
within the proposed hopper tanks would keep dust generation from the residual solids to a
minimum. Since the material would transfer directly from the proposed hopper system into
the hauling trucks, direct contact with the solids material would not occur. Finally, the
composition of the solids generated by the proposed facilities would not be different than the
composition of the solids generated by the existing, temporary facilities, nor would the
material pose any threat to the offsite population.
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Chemical storage and application associated with the operation of the proposed dewatering
facility would be limited to dry polymer (polyacrylamide) storage and liquid application.
Dry polymer is currently used at the temporary belt press operation. The proposed Project
would not increase the polymer usage at the Weymouth plant. Dry storage of polymer would
be in 50-pound bags within the solids dewatering building. Polymer application would be in
solution created by the polymer dosing system. Potential health risks associated with
polymer would be limited to contact risks such as skin and mucous membrane irritation.
Minor elements of polymer would also be mildly corrosive. Handling of polymer would be
in accordance with Materials Safety Data Sheet, and the Weymouth Plant’s Environmental
Health and Safety Manual. Given the stable nature of polymer, the storage procedures, and
the limited nature of human health impacts, the use and storage of polymer onsite does not
pose a substantial risk of upset. These established handling procedures would reduce any
potential human health impacts to a less-than-significant level.
c) No Impact. No known existing or proposed schools are located within one-quarter mile
radius of the Project site. Also, the proposed Project would not emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste. Therefore, no impact
would occur with Project implementation.
d) No Impact. The Project site has not been identified on any hazardous waste list as listed on
Government Code Section 65962.5. Hence, there would be no impact.
e) & f) No Impact. The proposed Project, which would be located approximately 1.7 miles
north of Brackett Field Airport, a private use airstrip, would involve the construction and
replacement of solids handling facilities at an existing water treatment plant and would not
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area. There would be
no public airports within the vicinity of the proposed Project. Hence, no impacts would occur
with Project implementation.
g) No Impact. The proposed Project would not interfere with a current emergency response
plan or an emergency evacuation plan for local, state or federal agencies. For both
construction and operational phases, the proposed Project would be implemented within the
boundaries of an existing water treatment plant and would not block emergency access on
public streets. All applicable emergency procedures would be implemented during
construction and operation of the proposed Project; therefore, no impact would occur.
h) No Impact. There are no wildlands located onsite at the Weymouth plant, nor are there
wildlands adjacent to the proposed Project site. Therefore, no impact would occur.
VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
– Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
should be a net deficit in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a
level which would not support existing
land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation onor off-site?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding onor off-site?
e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?
i)

Attachment 3, Page 37 of 68

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as
a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
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Inundation of seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?

a) No Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide expanded and permanent
solids handling facilities at an existing water treatment plant. The proposed Project would
not result in any violations of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
Rather, the proposed expansions would upgrade and update existing solids handling facilities
and expand facilities to enable reliable solids handling at the Weymouth plant. The solids
generated at the plant are a product of removing chemicals and bacteria from the water supply
to meet federal and state water quality standards. The proposed Project would improve the
existing solids handling facilities, thereby enhancing water quality and further assuring
compliance with applicable water quality standards. The proposed improvements would also
further ensure compliance with Stage 1 of the Microbial/Disinfection By-Products Rule.
Implementation of the proposed Project would also provide enhanced storm water quality
controls. For example, the proposed enclosed hopper tanks would serve as intermediate
storage areas for the solids until offsite hauling takes place. Use of the new hoppers would
essentially eliminate the need to stockpile solids onsite within the existing unlined holding
area. In addition, the proposed Project would construct a concrete dewatering building to
house Weymouth’s belt presses and chemical dosing system. Furthermore, since the
proposed Project would result in a land disturbance of greater than one acre, a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared as required under the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction Activity (General Permit). The proposed Project’s
SWPPP would specify an array of water quality controls to manage both pre- and postconstruction storm water runoff, such as preserving existing vegetation where feasible,
compacting soil in disturbed areas, and strategically placing sandbags and/or straw bales.
Hence, no impacts would occur.
b) No Impact. Installation of the proposed improvements would require paving and/or the
installation of new facilities on less than three acres of undeveloped property within
Metropolitan’s Weymouth plant. Excavation depths would be approximately 15-17 feet
below grade and, based on available data provided by the Department of Water Resources
and Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, construction activities would not
encounter groundwater during excavation.11,12 The proposed Project would not deplete any
groundwater supplies or substantially interfere with groundwater recharge rates. Hence, no
impacts would occur.
c) No Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project would require grading and/or
excavation activities on approximately three acres of generally level, undeveloped property.
No streams, rivers, or natural drainages currently traverse the Project site or exist within the
immediate vicinity. As part of the proposed Project, Metropolitan would implement a variety
of erosion and sediment controls, such as preserving existing vegetation where feasible,
compacting soil in disturbed areas, and strategically placing sandbags and/or straw bales.
These controls and/or similar best management practices would be specified in the proposed
Project’s SWPPP and would prohibit any substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site.
Therefore, no impacts would occur.
11
12

Department of Water Resources. Groundwater Level Data. Website:
http://wdl.water.ca.gov/gw/admin/main_menu_gw.asp Accessed on May 12, 2003.
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works. Hydrologic Report 2000-2001. 2001.
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d), e) & f) No Impact. As stated above in items a) through c), the proposed Project would
involve the construction and replacement of solids handling facilities at an existing water
treatment plant. Project implementation would result in the paving and/or the installation of
new facilities on approximately three acres of undeveloped property within the Weymouth
plant. As mentioned above, no streams, rivers, or natural drainages currently traverse the
Project site or exist within the immediate vicinity. Implementation of these improvements
would not result in a substantial increase in surface runoff (e.g., flooding) or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, nor would the proposed Project result in a
substantial degradation of water quality. In addition, the proposed improvements would
provide enhanced water quality controls, which would further decrease any potential for
pollutant sources to impact surface runoff. For example, the new dewatering facilities (i.e.,
the belt presses and chemical dosing system) would be housed in a concrete dewatering
building. The new building would represent a vast improvement over the existing facilities,
which currently operate out in the open, along an internal roadway. In addition, the proposed
hopper system would permit Metropolitan to essentially discontinue solids stockpiling
practices at the existing unlined holding area. Furthermore, implementation of the proposed
Project would require the preparation of a SWPPP, which would specify several pre-and postconstruction water quality controls to manage storm water runoff, such as preserving existing
vegetation where feasible, compacting soil in disturbed areas, and strategically placing
sandbags and/or straw bales. Therefore, no impacts would occur relating to flooding,
stormwater runoff, or water quality.
g), h), i) & j) No Impact. The Project site would not be located within a 100-year floodplain as
designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA),13 nor would the
proposed Project involve the construction of any housing. The proposed Project would not
be subject to tsunami or seiche wave inundation because it would not be situated near a large
body of water, nor would the Project site be subject to mudslides. No impacts would occur.
IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING – Would the
project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Physically divide an established
community?

13 Federal Emergency Management Agency. Flood Insurance Maps. Map No. 0650430900B. July 6, 1998.
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b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including,
but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would be built and operated within the boundaries of an
existing water treatment plant within the city of La Verne. Adjacent housing to the north of
the Weymouth plant would not be affected. All construction and operational activities
associated with this Project site would occur within the Weymouth plant. The proposed
Project would not result in any division of an established community. Therefore, no impact
would occur.
b) No Impact. The land use designation and zoning of the Project site would be Community
Facility and Zone O (Official) as identified in the city of La Verne’s General Plan. The
proposed improvements would not create any new land uses at the Weymouth plant that do
not already exist. Rather, the improvements would further support the treatment and
distribution of water at the existing plant. The proposed Project would not be subject to the
city of La Verne’s General Plan per California Government Code 53091, nor would the
implementation of the proposed Project conflict with any other applicable general plan or
zoning designations. No impact would occur.
c) No Impact. Refer to item IV. f) (Biological Resources).
X.

MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the
project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the
state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?
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Discussion:
a) & b) No Impact. According to the USGS Division of Mines and Geology no known mineral
resources would be located within the boundaries of the proposed Project site,14 nor are there
any local delineations of the Project site as an important mineral resource recovery site.
Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of any mineral
resource that would be of future value. No impacts would occur.
XI.

NOISE – Would the project result in:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?
c) A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise
levels?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

14

California Division of Mines and Geology. Open File Report 94.15.
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Discussion:
Applicable Standards
Construction and operational activities would be subject to the Noise Control Ordinance of Los
Angeles County, which has been adopted into the city of La Verne Municipal Code by reference.
The ordinance provides specific noise restrictions to avoid construction noise impacts that are
applicable to the proposed Project:
Operating or causing the operation of any tools or equipment used in
construction, drilling, repair, alteration or demolition work between weekday
hours of 7:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., or at any time on Sundays or holidays, such
that the sound therefrom creates a noise disturbance across a residential or
commercial real-property line, except for emergency work of public service
utilities or by variance issued by the health officer is prohibited.
The ordinance includes the following maximum allowable construction-related noise levels at
single-family residences for intermittent, short-term operation of mobile equipment:
•

75 dBA:

Daily, except Sundays and legal holidays, 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.; and

•

60 dBA:

Daily, 8:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. and all day Sunday and legal holidays.

In addition to the above, the city of La Verne’s General Plan establishes an increase of five
decibels (5 dBA CNEL) as a significance threshold for operational noise-related impacts from new
projects.15 The General Plan further establishes compatible use standards for various land uses
based on long-term noise levels. The maximum noise level considered acceptable for singlefamily residential/mobile home parks is 60 dBA CNEL.16
a) & d) Less-than-significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation. Sensitive noise receptors
in the vicinity of the Project site consist of a mobile home park and single-family detached
residential homes located directly north of the Weymouth plant. The northern property line
between the Weymouth plant and the detached residential homes is divided by a seven-foothigh masonry wall. The adjacent mobile home park is currently separated from the plant by a
seven-foot-high chain link fence. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide
expanded and permanent solids handling facilities at an existing water treatment plant.
Construction Impacts
Construction of the proposed solids handling facilities would be the source of short-term noise
impacts. Construction noise would be generated primarily by the use of heavy equipment
during grading and excavation activities.
The proposed Project would result in a modest, short-term increase in truck traffic to deliver
materials and to remove debris from the site. Construction equipment would include two
backhoes/loaders, two generators, a forklift, two air compressors, a mortar mixer, two cranes,
15
16

Scherer, Eric. City of La Verne Community Development Department. Personal communication on
July 2, 2002.
City of La Verne Community Development Department. The City of La Verne General Plan.
Table N-1. June 1999.
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an asphalt paving machine, an asphalt roller, a water truck, a dump truck, a jackhammer, a
chipping gun, a hand compactor, and welding equipment. The typical maximum noise levels
generated by these pieces of equipment measured at a distance of 50 feet from the equipment
is approximately 85 dBA Leq for any individual piece of equipment.17 If two such pieces of
equipment were operating simultaneously the doubling of noise intensity would result in a
reading of approximately 88 dBA Leq at 50 feet from the source. Noise intensity decreases
(attenuates), under most conditions, at a rate of 6 dBA Leq for each doubling of distance from
the source. Therefore, at a distance of 100 feet the noise intensity would be reduced by 6
dBA. At 200 feet away, the noise intensity would be reduced by approximately 12 dBA.
During construction, actual noise levels would vary substantially depending upon the
construction schedule and the types and number of equipment in operation at any given time.
Individual pieces of heavy equipment seldom operate continuously for extended periods of
time in a single location. Rather, such equipment would be typically operated for short
periods of time at a given site and during only a portion of the total construction period. For
example, grading and paving activities associated with the proposed truck turnaround (the
Project component proposed to be located closest to sensitive noise receptors) would be
completed in a total of approximately two weeks. By comparison, implementation of the
entire Project, including mechanical and electrical works, would be completed in
approximately twelve months. Nevertheless, the relatively small area comprising the Project
site (approximately three acres) would essentially physically limit the simultaneous operation
of more than a few pieces of heavy equipment during any particular time.
Noise impacts were estimated using a reasonable, noise-intensive construction scenario of two
pieces of heavy equipment operating simultaneously at a distance of 100 feet from the
northern property line and four additional pieces of heavy equipment operating simultaneously
at a distance of 250 feet away from the same property line. Based on this scenario, the noise
level estimated at the property line of the nearest sensitive receptor would be 83 dBA18. For
the single-family residences, there is a seven-foot-high masonry wall at the property line that
would reduce the noise levels by approximately 10 dBA, decreasing the noise levels from the
Project to 73 dBA, which is less than the threshold of significance. Conversely, the property
line at the mobile home park consists of a chain-link fence that would not attenuate noise.
Therefore, the estimated noise level of 83 dBA from construction would be significant. Unless
mitigated, this noise level would exceed the 75 dBA significance standard established in the
applicable noise ordinance. However, with the installation of a temporary sound wall between
the Weymouth plant and the mobile homes, noise levels generated by Project construction
activities would be reduced to below the 75 dBA threshold of significance. To further ensure
that Project noise levels would not exceed the significance threshold (e.g., in the event that
equipment use would occur within 100 feet of the nearest sensitive receptor), all internalcombustion engine powered construction equipment and machinery and all diesel engine
driven generators and air compressors would be equipped with noise-attenuation devices.
With the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, specified below, the
construction-related noise levels generated by the proposed Project would meet all applicable
noise criteria. Consequently, construction-related noise levels with mitigation would be
reduced to a less-than-significant impact.
17
18

Acentech Incorporated. MWD Weymouth Filtration Plant Solids Handling Facilities Project
Construction Noise Evaluation. May 2003.
Acentech Incorporated. MWD Weymouth Filtration Plant Solids Handling Facilities Project
Construction Noise Evaluation. May 2003.
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MITIGATION MEASURES
NO-1

Construction activities shall be limited to Monday through Saturday between the
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., and shall not take place at any time on Sundays or
legal holidays.

NO-2

Construction equipment shall have improved noise muffling, including improved
exhaust silencers for generators and acoustical enclosures for the air compressors.
The contractor shall install improved noise muffling on all other internal
combustion engine driven construction equipment and have the manufacturer’s
recommended noise abatement measures, such as mufflers, engine covers, and
engine vibration isolators in good working condition.

NO-3

Loading and staging areas onsite shall be located away from existing residential
areas.

NO-4

Prior to commencing construction of the solids handling facilities, Metropolitan
shall install an eight-foot-high sound wall (masonry, plywood, or chain link with
panels/blankets) on top of the berm in front of the pre-manufactured homes site.
This eight-foot-high sound wall should run from the existing masonry wall location
(past the first pre-manufactured home to the northeast) to the sixth premanufactured home to the northwest.
Sound insulating blankets or sound wall materials shall be designed to have a
minimum noise reduction (insertion loss) of 10 dBA, achieved with a Sound
Transmission Class (STC) of 27 or greater. The surface of the sound wall or sound
insulating blankets must present a solid face from top to bottom, with any openings
or cutouts.

Operational Impacts
For a discussion of operational impacts, refer to XI. c) (Noise).
b) Less-than-significant Impact. Local sensitive receptors include residential areas located
directly north of the Project site in the city of La Verne. Based on the distance between the
areas of major construction and the nearest sensitive receptors, and considering the types of
construction that would occur, the adjacent uses and the workers at the Weymouth Plant site
would not be impacted by excessive groundborne noise or vibration. All construction-related
traffic would be on fully improved roads and construction would be completed within
approximately twelve months of the start of work.
Project operation would not generate substantial groundborne noise or vibration. Rather,
only a minor amount of groundborne vibration may be detected due to the proposed truck
turnaround. The northern edge of the proposed turnaround would be located approximately
50 feet from the nearest residence. Based upon Weymouth’s average solids generation, up to
five hauling trucks per day, for four days a week, would be required to load and transfer
residual solids to an offsite disposal area. The hauling trucks would arrive sporadically
throughout the day and utilize the newly-constructed turnaround that would merge with an
existing internal roadway within the Weymouth plant prior to entering the unloading area.
Any groundborne vibration generated by the hauling trucks would be short-term and less than
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significant. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact from excessive levels of groundborne
noise or vibration would occur with Project implementation.
c) Less-than-significant Impact. The proposed solids handling facilities would be the source
of long-term operational noise. Operational noise from the proposed improvements would be
associated with the operation of the belt presses and conveyor belt, and solids loading and
hauling activities associated with offsite removal. The proposed Project would place the new
belt press facility approximately 240 feet away from the closest residence along the northern
property line. The existing presses currently lie approximately 390 feet from the nearest
residences. However, unlike the existing temporary dewatering presses, which operate
uncovered and generate a fair amount of noise (refer to Table 3), the new permanent
dewatering presses would be housed in a concrete structure, which would substantially reduce
the level of noise generated.
A steel housing structure, similar to the concrete dewatering building proposed in this Project,
but with fewer noise attenuation properties, currently exists at Metropolitan’s Skinner
Filtration Plant (Skinner plant) (see Figure 9). The proposed facility would have greater mass
than the Skinner plant facility (it would be constructed of concrete rather than steel) and,
unlike the Skinner plant facility, the proposed ancillary conveyor system would be enclosed.
Nevertheless, since the proposed facility’s enclosed belt presses would be similar to the
enclosed presses at the Skinner plant facility, it was determined that the noise generated from
the Skinner facility would provide a conservative approximation of the noise that would be
generated by the proposed dewatering facility. Hence, noise measurements were conducted at
both the Skinner plant facility and at the existing temporary presses onsite to compare and
predict existing and project-related noise levels (see Table 3).
In comparing the noise generated from the existing uncovered presses at Weymouth with the
housed presses at the Skinner plant, the uncovered presses generate a noise level of 67.1 dBA
Leq at a distance of 50 feet. At the closest residence to the proposed dewatering facility, the
existing ambient noise level was measured at 48.1 dBA Leq. By comparison, noise levels at a
distance of 50 feet outside of the steel structure at the Skinner plant were measured to be 56.4
dBA Leq, more than ten decibels less than the existing uncovered presses at the Weymouth
plant. At a distance of 240 feet away (equal to the approximate distance between the nearest
residence and the proposed dewatering facility), the noise level dropped to 50.1 dBA at the
Skinner plant, only 2 dBA more than the existing ambient noise level measured at the nearest
residences. Since it is widely accepted that the average healthy human ear can barely perceive
noise level changes of 3-dBA, a 2-dBA increase would be virtually inaudible. Furthermore,
since the proposed concrete structure would have a greater mass than the steel building at
Metropolitan’s Skinner plant, and since the proposed Project would enclose the ancillary
conveyor system, the projected noise that would be generated from the proposed dewatering
facility would be even less than the 50.1 dBA measured at the Skinner facility. Since the
difference between the existing ambient noise level at the nearest residences and the projected
noise level would be less than 2 dBA, which is barely perceptible to the average healthy
human ear, and since the proposed facility would not result in any operating noise levels in
excess of standards established in the General Plan or local noise ordinance, then the noise
generated from operating the proposed dewatering facility, by itself, would result in a lessthan-significant impact.
Also, the proposed Project would not involve a change in the hours of operation for the
proposed belt presses. The presses would generally operate on a daily 12- to 24-hour basis,
similar to the existing presses, depending upon seasonal solids generation rates. Additionally,
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since no additional personnel would be required onsite to operate the proposed improvements,
no additional vehicle trips to and from the Project site would occur and hence no impacts
relating to personnel commuting to and from the site would result with Project
implementation.
Noise readings taken between 8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m., for a 15-minute interval, on July 2,
2002, April 29, 2003, and May 6, 2003, registered the following noise levels:
TABLE 3. Ambient Noise Measurements
Location

Average (Leq)

Peak (Lmax)

Onsite, 50 feet from existing,
uncovered belt press facilities
Onsite, 390 feet from existing,
uncovered belt press facilities
(at northern property line/mobile home park)
Onsite, 460 feet from existing,
uncovered belt press facilities
(at northern property line/single-family homes)
Skinner plant, 50 feet from steel dewatering
building (housed belt presses facilities)
Skinner plant, 240 feet from steel dewatering
building (housed belt presses facilities)
Moreno Ave. & Gladstone Ave.
(northwest corner)
Sedalia Ave. & Forestdale St.
(northwest corner)

67.1 dBA

72.0 dBA

49.7 dBA

57.7 dBA

48.1 dBA

58.9 dBA

56.4 dBA

66.4 dBA

50.1 dBA

60.2 dBA

57.1 dBA

74.4 dBA

55.9 dBA

69.0 dBA

The proposed Project may result in short-term increases in operational noise associated with
solids loading and hauling activities. Based upon Weymouth’s average solids generation, up
to five hauling trucks per day, for four days a week, would be required to load and transfer
residual solids to an offsite disposal area (i.e., an approved landfill or recycling facility).
Truck loading and hauling activities would generally occur Monday through Thursday,
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. The hauling trucks would arrive sporadically
throughout the day and utilize the newly-constructed turnaround that would merge with an
existing internal roadway within the Weymouth plant prior to entering the unloading area.
The northern edge of the proposed turnaround would be located approximately 50 feet from
the nearest residence. As the hauling trucks approach this turnaround, a modest, but shortterm increase in noise would occur in the immediate vicinity of the turnaround resulting in a
less-than-significant impact to neighboring residences. The actual unloading process (i.e., the
transfer of solids from the hopper into the hauling trucks) would occur at a distance of
approximately 250 feet from the nearest residences and would be expected to last
approximately 15 minutes. Hence, loading and offsite hauling activities associated with the
operation of the proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant impact.
Implementation of the proposed Project would not change the number of trucks required for
offsite hauling. The Project would, however, essentially eliminate the need for onsite transfer
of solids from the dewatering facilities to the existing holding area located in the southeastern
section of the Weymouth plant. Currently, approximately 15 trucks per day are required to
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transfer residual solids to the existing holding area. However, with the implementation of the
proposed hopper system, this routine practice would be essentially eliminated.
Noise generated from other operational components of the proposed Project, specifically the
two additional thickeners and the electrical substation, would have no impact. Operation of
the proposed thickeners would be inaudible to the nearest sensitive receptors since they would
be located approximately 200 feet away. This finding is based on the fact that noise generated
by the existing thickeners at the Weymouth plant is inaudible at a distance of 50 feet.
Likewise, the proposed electrical substation would be located approximately 300 feet from the
nearest sensitive receptor. The proposed 300-foot distance would provide sufficient
attenuation to reduce the minor amount of operational noise that would be generated by the
proposed substation to a level of no impact. Hence, no operational-related noise impacts
would result from the proposed thickeners or the electrical substation.
The proposed Project is consistent with the city of La Verne’s General Plan land use
designation for the site (Community Facilities) and, therefore, would not introduce a noise
source that would be inconsistent with the noise projections in the General Plan. Therefore, no
conflict (i.e., no impact) related to Project implementation and the city of La Verne’s General
Plan would result.
e) & f) No Impact. The proposed Project would be located within two miles of the Brackett
Field Airport. As stated in the city of La Verne’s General Plan (page N-2) “Airport
operations, at the current levels and future levels are not considered significant based on the
noise studies conducted for this update.” Additionally, the proposed Project would be a
component of the water treatment process and would not be a noise sensitive use. Therefore,
no impacts from airport-related noise would occur with Project implementation.
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XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING – Would
the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would be located in the city of La Verne. No new
commercial buildings, or housing would be built in conjunction with Project implementation.
The proposed Project would not directly or indirectly induce substantial population growth in
the area. The need for increased solids handling capacity is based on new water treatment
methods and the increased reliance on more SWP water blending and less water from the
Colorado River Aqueduct, not on an increase in local or regional population. Hence, no
impacts relating to substantial population growth would occur.
b) No Impact. No housing would be constructed, demolished, or replaced as a result of the
proposed Project. All work would occur within the boundaries of the Weymouth Plant.
Since only two regular Metropolitan employees would replace two outside contractors
currently operating the existing temporary belt presses, there would be no net increase of
employment possibilities at the proposed Project site, and no additional housing would be
needed during operations. Furthermore, local construction workers would not require new or
additional housing within the twelve-month construction period. Therefore, no impact to
housing would occur with Project implementation.
c) No Impact. Two regular Metropolitan employees would replace two outside contractors
currently operating the existing temporary belt presses. No other displacement of personnel
would occur. Therefore, the proposed Project would not necessitate the construction of any
replacement housing. No impact would occur.
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XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES – Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times, or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?
Other public facilities?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would involve the expansion and replacement of solids
handling facilities at an existing water treatment plant. Public access onsite is restricted. The
site is currently fenced, gated, and patrolled by security guards. The proposed improvements
would not alter or require the construction of new schools, parks, or other public facilities,
nor would the proposed Project substantially increase the need for police and fire services
beyond existing conditions. No impacts would occur.
XIV. RECREATION – Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
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b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities, which
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would involve improvements to an existing water
treatment plant in the city of La Verne. The proposed Project would not increase demand for
neighborhood or regional parks. No impact to recreation would occur.
b) No Impact. No recreational facilities would be included or required by the proposed Project.
Therefore, no impacts would occur.
XV. TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC – Would
the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase
in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?
b) Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads
or highways?
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards to a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?
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g) Conflict with adopted policies supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The Project area is urban with nearby residential and commercial uses. Traffic
on the nearby streets operates at acceptable levels during morning and evening peak hours
according to the city of La Verne, Department of Public Works. 19 In general, the proposed
Project would result in a modest, short-term increase in traffic trips during the proposed
twelve-month construction period. Construction activities would add approximately 92
average daily trips (ADT) to and from the construction areas to accommodate worker
commutes and deliveries (corresponding to 43 construction workers and three delivery/haul
trucks commuting to and from the Project site).
Local streets currently carry many times the 92 daily trips according to the city of La Verne,
Public Works Department. Foothill Boulevard, Wheeler Avenue, Sedalia Avenue and
Moreno Avenue have 33,000, 17,820, 1,080 and 1,810 ADT, respectively.20 Also, according
to the Department of Public Works, all of the nearby intersections (Moreno Avenue/Foothill
Boulevard, Wheeler Avenue/5th Street, Wheeler Avenue/Bonita Avenue, Sedalia
Avenue/Bonita Avenue) function at Level of Service (LOS) ‘C’ or better. The city of La
Verne’s General Plan uses a recommended minimum capacity standard of LOS ‘D’. Since all
of the intersections are substantially above this threshold, the proposed Project, during
construction, would not result in any intersection operating at LOS ‘E’. Consequently,
during the construction phase of the proposed Project, there would be no impact to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system.
After completion of the proposed Project, two Metropolitan employees would replace the two
contract operators currently running the temporary belt press facilities. Thus, daily commuter
trips to the site would not change. Additionally, the current number of existing truck trips
necessary for the export of residual solids would remain the same under the proposed Project.
Therefore, following Project construction, traffic would return to pre-Project conditions as no
additional personnel would be required to operate the proposed facilities. Therefore, no
impact would occur to the local traffic load in the Project vicinity during the operational
phase of the proposed Project.
b) No Impact. As noted in the answer to question a) above, none of the adjacent streets would
be substantially affected by the proposed Project. The closest road that is designated in the
Los Angeles County Congestion Management Plan (CMP) is Foothill Boulevard.21 The
minor increase to the traffic levels would return to pre-Project conditions upon completion of
construction activities. Construction activities would generate approximately 92 daily trips
(43 construction workers and three daily trucks). Foothill Boulevard would not be
substantially impacted by the proposed Project. Other links in the CMP are located farther
away than Foothill Boulevard and they would be even less impacted by the 92 average daily
trips that would be generated by the proposed Project. In addition, no additional personnel

19
20
21

Carragan, Monica. City of La Verne Public Works Department. Personal communication on April 30,
2002.
Ibid.
Ibid.
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would be required to operate the proposed facilities. Therefore no impact would occur that
might affect the level of service criteria of the Congestion Management Plan.
c) No Impact. The proposed Project would not alter air traffic patterns from planes associated
with Brackett Field or any other public or private use airport. No impact would occur.
d) No Impact. The proposed Project would be an expansion and replacement of solids handling
facilities at an existing water treatment plant, and would require only a minor realignment of
an internal access road within the Weymouth plant. No incompatible uses or substantial
increase in hazards would occur as a result of the proposed Project. Hence, no impact would
occur.
e) No Impact. Refer to the discussion in item VII. g) (Hazards and Hazardous Materials).
f) No Impact. The Weymouth plant currently has approximately 300 parking spaces, of which
approximately 50 percent remain vacant at any given time. The proposed Project would
require a modest increase in parking usage during the twelve-month construction period to
accommodate the estimated 43 construction workers. The majority of the construction
workers would be expected to park immediately adjacent to the Project site at temporary
laydown areas. The remaining workers would use available parking spaces within the
“Wheeler Gate” lot, located near the easterly edge of the Weymouth plant. Following Project
construction, parking usage would return to pre-Project conditions as no additional personnel
would be required to operate the proposed facilities. Therefore, the Project site and existing
parking within the Weymouth plant would provide more than adequate parking capacity
during both Project construction and operation. No impact would occur.
g) No Impact. The proposed Project would not impact any facilities involving alternative
transportation policies as all construction and operational activities would occur within the
Weymouth plant boundaries. A review of the city of La Verne’s General Plan Transportation
Element indicates that no policies would be in conflict with the proposed Project.
Additionally, Metropolitan has implemented a rideshare plan for its employees to comply
with SCAQMD 2202. This plan includes benefits/incentives to use alternative transportation
and would continue to be implemented upon completion of the proposed Project. Therefore,
the proposed Project would not conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative
transportation. No impact would occur.
XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS –
Would the project:
Potentially
Significant
Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements
of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?
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b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?
c) Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?
e) Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?
g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project would involve the construction and replacement of solids
handling facilities at Metropolitan’s Weymouth filtration plant. These new facilities would
be constructed adjacent to the existing temporary dewatering presses slated for replacement.
No increases in the amount of wastewater would occur due to Project implementation.
Further, there are no foreseen discharges that would cause an exceedance of any wastewater
treatment requirements. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
b) No Impact. The proposed Project would involve the construction and expansion of solids
handling facilities at an existing water treatment plant. No net increase in the amount of
wastewater generated at the existing solids handling facilities would occur. The Los Angeles
County Sanitation Districts’ capacity to treat wastewater would not be impacted by the
proposed Project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would result in no
impacts with regards to water or wastewater treatment plants.
c) No Impact. Installation of the proposed improvements would require paving and/or the
installation of new facilities on less than three acres of undeveloped property within the
Weymouth plant’s 140 acres. There would be a minor increase in the amount of storm water
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runoff as a result of the construction of the solids handling facilities. Stormwater runoff
would be directed through the Weymouth plant’s existing drainage system. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not necessitate the construction or expansion of storm water drainage
facilities. No impacts would occur.
d) No Impact. The proposed Project would occur on Metropolitan-owned property with
Metropolitan serving as the purveyor of water for the Project site. There would be no
additional requirements for new or expanded entitlements (refer to item XII. a) (Population
and Housing)). Hence, no impacts would occur.
e) No Impact. The proposed Project would not increase the amount of wastewater discharged
into the existing sewer system. Hence, no impact would occur.
f) Less-than-significant Impact. The proposed Project would involve the construction of
solids handling facilities at the existing Weymouth plant. Debris-generating activities would
primarily involve the minor amounts of grading and/or excavation over the approximate
three-acre Project site. Any construction debris generated by the proposed Project would be
recycled or transported to the nearest landfill site with sufficient permitted capacity and
disposed of appropriately. The minor amount of debris generated during construction would
not impact the landfill’s capacity. In terms of operation of the proposed dewatering facilities,
the proposed Project would not result in an increase in the amount of solids disposed of
offsite. The amount of solids exported from the Weymouth plant would remain the same as
existing conditions. Hence, the proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant
impact.
g) No Impact. The proposed Project would be in compliance with applicable federal, state, and
local statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Debris disposed of during construction is
discussed in the response to item f) above. As mentioned above, no increase would occur in
the amount of solids exported from the Weymouth plant upon completion of the proposed
Project. The manner in which solids are disposed of offsite due to the operation of the solids
handling facilities would continue to be conducted in a manner consistent with applicable
federal, state, and local statutes and regulations. No impacts would occur.
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XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?
b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulative considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)
c) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?
Discussion:
a) Less-than-significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation. The proposed Project would
involve the expansion and replacement of solids handling facilities at an existing water
treatment plant. Implementation of the proposed Project would require the temporary
installation of an eight-foot-high sound wall during construction of the solids handling
facilities, resulting in a temporary alteration of the southern view for neighboring residents.
However, the sound wall would be removed following Project construction and thus, would
represent a less-than-significant impact. The proposed Project would also require the removal
of existing, non-native trees and shrubs, resulting in minor changes to the visual characteristics
(primarily industrial) of the Project site and potentially minor increases in light and glare with
the project facilities. However, these changes in visual characteristics would be consistent
with the existing visual character of the Weymouth filtration plant and would represent a lessthan-significant impact. As described in the answers above, the construction and operation of
the proposed Project would also result in less-than-significant increases in air emissions and
traffic. With respect to noise-related impacts, the proposed Project would reduce anticipated
impacts to a less-than-significant level with the implementation of proposed mitigation
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measures. The proposed Project would not impact any sensitive species or habitats as the site
is within an existing water treatment plant facility. Nor would the proposed Project eliminate
important examples of California history. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project
in conjunction with the proposed construction noise mitigation measures would result in a
less-than-significant impact.
b) No Impact. The proposed Project would not have cumulative impacts. The Project site
would be located within a primarily developed property owned by Metropolitan. No
foreseeable cumulative impacts in conjunction with potential local or regional projects would
occur. All construction work would be conducted within approximately a twelve-month
period, all of which would occur within the existing plant site. Following construction
activities, Metropolitan would utilize the solids handling facilities in the same manner in
which the temporary facilities are currently used. Therefore, the impacts of construction and
operations associated with the proposed Project in the area would not be cumulatively
considerable.
c) Less-than-significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation. As previously indicated, the
proposed Project would reduce any noise-related impacts to a less-than-significant level with
the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures. Implementation of the Project
would not result in any construction or operating noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance. Also, as previously stated, the
proposed Project would be located in Southern California, where the potential for exposure to
ground shaking is a common hazard. The proposed Project would comply with all seismic
safety standards for new structures. In addition, all construction activities would follow
applicable safety laws to ensure safe working conditions for construction workers.
Operational activities would comply with applicable Occupational Safety and Health
Administration requirements. Hence, the proposed Project would result in less-thansignificant effects on human beings with the implementation of the proposed mitigation
measures for reducing noise levels.
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SECTION 4
LIST OF MITIGATION MEASURES
NOISE
NO-1

Construction activities shall be limited to Monday through Saturday between the
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., and shall not take place at any time on Sundays or
legal holidays.

NO-2

Construction equipment shall have improved noise muffling, including improved
exhaust silencers for generators and acoustical enclosures for the air compressors.
The contractor shall install improved noise muffling on all other internal
combustion engine driven construction equipment and have the manufacturer’s
recommended noise abatement measures, such as mufflers, engine covers, and
engine vibration isolators in good working condition.

NO-3

Loading and staging areas onsite shall be located away from existing residential
areas.

NO-4

Prior to commencing construction of the solids handling facilities, Metropolitan
shall install an eight-foot-high sound wall (masonry, plywood, or chain link with
panels/blankets) on top of the berm in front of the pre-manufactured homes site.
This eight-foot-high sound wall should run from the existing masonry wall location
(past the first pre-manufactured home to the northeast) to the sixth premanufactured home to the northwest.
Sound insulating blankets or sound wall materials shall be designed to have a
minimum noise reduction (insertion loss) of 10 dBA, achieved with a Sound
Transmission Class (STC) of 27 or greater. The surface of the sound wall or sound
insulating blankets must present a solid face from top to bottom, with any openings
or cutouts.
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SECTION 5
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SECTION 6
AGENCIES CONTACTED
1. City of La Verne, Community Development Department
2. City of La Verne, Public Works Department
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SECTION 7
LIST OF PREPARERS
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Laura J. Simonek, Manager, Asset Management and Facilities Planning Unit
Anthony A. Klecha, Project Manager
Delaine W. Shane, Senior Environmental Specialist
Environmental Science Associates
Christopher Mundhenk
John Herbig
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ESTIMATED EMISSIONS FROM CONSTRUCTION
Construction Imports Inputs
Total Days Allowed for Project

220.00

Total Days Allowed for Construction (Days)

220.00

Total Site Acres (Acres)

3.00

Number of Employees

43

Average Trip Length One Way POV (Miles)

30

Total Work Hours Per Day (Hours/Day)

8

Daily Number of Haul Trucks

3

Average Trip Length One Way Haul Trucks (Miles)

30

Total VMT Water Trucks per day (Miles)

5

Total VMT Dump Trucks per day (Miles)

5

Total Number of Each Equipment used for Construction
# of equipment

2

1

2

0

0

Hours per Day

8

8

8

0

0

0

220

198

209

0

0

0

Days in Operation

0

0

5

0

0

0

0

generator-50

forklift

compressor

generator -25

welder

backhoe

diesel

diesel

diesel

diesel

diesel

diesel

# of equipment

2

0

1

0

1

2

Hours per Day

8

0

8

0

8

8

110

0

110

0

66

132

Miles Per Hour

Days in Operation

5

0

0

0

5

0

loaders

crawler dozer

mortor mix

grader

paver

crane

diesel

diesel

diesel

diesel

diesel

diesel

Miles Per Hour

Assumptions Used in EMFAC2002
% LDA
%LDT
Season

66.00%
34.00%
summer

Daily VMT LDA & LDT
Daily VMT Haul Truck

EMFAC2002 Inputs
LDA
Carbon Monoxide (CO)
Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)
Particulates (PM10)
Source: EMFAC2002

2590.000
180

LDT

HDD

Grams/Mile

Grams/Mile

Grams/Mile

3.02
0.19
0.25
0.01

3.6
0.2
0.3
0.01

2.9
0.65
15.97
0.26
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Vehicle Exhaust Emissions from POV, Construction
Construction Workers POV Emissions
EMFAC
Emissions
Factor.
Est. Emissions
Grams/Mile
lbs/day

3.2172
0.1934
0.267
0.01

Carbon Monoxide (CO)
Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)
Particulates (PM10)

18.35
1.10
1.52
0.06

Source: Emission Factors From EMFAC2002

Haul Truck Emissions
EMFAC
Emissions
Factor.
Grams/Mile

Est. Emissions
lbs/day

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

2.9

1.15

Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)

0.65

0.26

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

15.97

6.33

Sulfur Oxides (SOx)

NA

0

Particulates (PM10)

0.26

0.10

Source: EMFAC2002

Construction Equipment Emissions
generator

forklift

compressor

generator

welder

backhoe

Total

50 hp diesel

175 hp diesel

50 hp diesel

25 hp diesel

50 hp diesel

120 hp diesel

Emissions

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/day

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

0.06

0.24

0.55

0.03

0.55

0.11

Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)

0.03

0.13

0.1

0.01

0.1

0.06

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

0.50

2.24

0.9

0.3

0.9

1.01

Particulates (PM10)

0.01

0.05

0.05

0.006

0.05

0.02

11.0
2.9
37.8
1.3

grader

paver

crane

loaders

crawler dozer mortor mixer

175 hp diesel 250 hp diesel

50 hp diesel

175 hp diesel 175 hp diesel 175 hp diesel

Total
Emissions

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/hour

lbs/day

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

0.23

0.31

0.5

0.24

0.24

0.22

Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)

0.12

0.16

0.1

0.12

0.13

0.11

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

2.07

2.79

1.2

2.18

2.22

2.01

Particulates (PM10)

0.05

0.07

0.05

0.05

0.05

0.05

6.5
2.7
46.0
1.2

Source: ARB Emission Inventory Publication Number MO99_32.3 Table 13 released: 2000
Source: ARB Inventory Publication MO99_32.5 App. B released: 2000
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Total PM10 Fugitive Dust Emissions from construction
Air Pollutant

Unmitigated
Emissions

Emission Factor

Mitigation
Efficiency

Est. Emissions
(lbs/day)

Particulates (PM10) Loaders*
Particulates (PM10) POV & Haul Truck

0.000035

lb/ton

0.42

gm/mile

0.19992 lb/day

50%

0.1
2.56

Total Particulates
3
* Aggregate Batch Drop Equation AP-42, 13.2.4-3 (1) Assume mean wind speed = 1.6475 mph, 7.9% soil moisture content & 280 cubic yards per hour per
loader, 1 cubic yard = 2550 pounds.
Source: Table 11.9-1 EPA AP-42
*Source: ARB Recommended

Volatile Organic Compounds from Architectural Coatings
Square Footage per day

Coating Equivalent

2

0 ft /day
Paint Coating Factor

Equivalent Square Footage
0 ft2/day

2
Paint VOC Content

400 ft2/day

2.08 lb/gal
Total Commercial VOC from Architectural Coatings
0.0
lb/day VOC

Source: SCAQMD Recommended

Reactive Organic Compounds From Street Paving
Asphalt ROC Emission Factor*
Total Acres Being Paved

2.62 lb/acre
2 acres

Total ROC from Paving
0.12 lb/day ROC
*Source: Urbemis 7G Asphalt Emission Factor

Total Air Emissions from Construction Including POV, Fugitive Dust, and
Air Pollutant

Est. Emissions

SCAQMD
Thresholds

(lbs/day)

(lbs/day)

Significant?

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

37.08

550.00

Reactive Organic Compounds (ROC)

7.14

75.00

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

91.65

100.00

Particulates (PM10)

5.30

150.00

NO
NO
NO
NO

Source: EMFAC7G and SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
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INTRODUCTION

Public review of the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Weymouth Solids Handling
Facilities Project (Project) began on May 28, 2003, and ended on June 26, 2003. In all, four
comment letters were received from three public agencies and one local resident. Each of the
letters, together with Metropolitan’s responses to individually numbered comments, is included
immediately following this page. The letters are arranged in the order indicated below.

STATE AGENCIES
A.

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse

B.

California Department of Fish and Game

C.

California Department of Transportation

LOCAL RESIDENT
D.

2.0

Ray and Joan Sandecki

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter A, California State Clearinghouse, June 27, 2003
1.

Comment noted. Comments from responding agencies are addressed below.

Letter B, California Department of Fish and Game, June 20, 2003
1-3. These comments are noted.
4.

For the proposed Project, and as a standard practice, where appropriate, Metropolitan will
conduct vegetation removal activities outside of the breeding bird season which generally
runs from March 1 through August 15. With regards to man-made nesting substrates, the
proposed Project does not include disturbance to any such nesting substrates for birds.

5.

As noted above in response no. 4, vegetation removal activities will take place outside of
the breeding bird season, therefore weekly bird surveys will not be necessary.

6.

For future projects where Metropolitan is the lead agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Metropolitan will analyze any potential biological
impacts and apply mitigation, as necessary, on a case-by-case basis.

7.

As noted in response no. 4 above, vegetation removal will take place outside of the
breeding bird season. In this regard, Metropolitan has addressed the California Department
of Fish and Game’s concerns prior to consideration of the proposed Project by
Metropolitan’s Board of Directors.

Letter C, California Department of Transportation, June 5, 2003
1.

This comment is noted.

2.

As indicated on pages 6 and 32 of the MND, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) will be prepared as required under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with
Construction Activity (General Permit). The proposed Project’s SWPPP will specify an
array of water quality controls to manage both pre- and post-construction storm water
runoff. Implementation of the SWPPP will adequately address any storm water discharges
resulting from the proposed Project.

3.

Comment noted. If applicable, Metropolitan shall obtain a Caltrans transportation permit
prior to the use of any oversized-transport vehicles on State highways. Large size truck
trips affiliated with the proposed Project will be limited to off-peak commute periods to the
extent feasible.

Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
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Letter D, Ray and Joan Sandecki, May 31, 2003
1.

Comment noted. The purpose of the MND was to determine if the proposed Project could
have any potential significant effect on the physical environment, and if so, what mitigation
measures would be imposed to reduce such impacts to a less-than-significant level. The
proposed Project’s MND was prepared and submitted for public review in accordance with
CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines.

2.

Project impacts, including those affecting neighboring residential uses, have been analyzed
in accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. Potentially significant impacts
related to noise to nearby residences have been fully mitigated to less-than-significant
levels with the proposed implementation of NO-1 – NO-4. Therefore, no significant
impacts to the citizens of the city of La Verne would result.

3.

The location of Weymouth’s existing water treatment facilities and the water treatment
process itself were the primary factors in determining an appropriate location for the
proposed facilities. As described in the MND, the two new thickeners would be located
adjacent to the existing thickeners, allowing them to share utilities. Similarly, because the
solids are pumped from the thickeners to the belt presses, the presses would be best located
near the thickeners. Moreover, the thickeners receive water from the sedimentation basins
and the washwater reclamation facility, all of which are currently located in the
northeastern portion of the plant site.

4.

This comment is not a CEQA-related issue. Economic impacts are not evaluated, nor is it a
CEQA requirement, within a MND or an Environmental Impact Report.

5.

No vehicle shall transport any aggregate material (including sand, dirt and gravel) to or
from the Project site unless the material is covered and/or loaded with a minimum six-inch
freeboard so as to prevent any of its contents or load from dropping, blowing, spilling, or
otherwise escaping from the vehicle. Additionally, a SWPPP will be prepared which will
specify a variety of sediment controls, the implementation of which will minimize any
tracking of small stones, gravel and dirt onto Wheeler Ave, or other public streets.

6.

Truck traffic near existing homes has been evaluated in the MND (refer to page 45 of the
MND).

7.

Trucks removing residual solids from the site currently utilize Wheeler Avenue. As noted
on pages 40 and 45 of the MND, the current number of existing truck trips necessary for
the export of residual solids will remain the same under the proposed Project. Therefore,
there will be no increase in traffic volumes on Wheeler Avenue or other local roadways
upon completion of the proposed Project.

Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
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8.

As indicated on pages 8 and 40 of the MND, up to five hauling trucks per day, for four
days a week, will be required to load and transfer residual solids to an offsite disposal area.
Truck loading and hauling activities will generally occur Monday through Thursday,
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Hauling trucks will arrive sporadically
throughout the day.

9.

The proposed belt presses will generally operate on a daily 12- to 24-hour basis, similar to
the existing facilities, depending upon seasonal solids generation rates. With regards to
operational noise levels, the proposed Project would result in less-than-significant impacts
to local sensitive receptors. Please refer to pages 38 through 41 of the MND.

10.

Comment noted.

Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires all state and local agencies to
adopt mitigation monitoring programs when adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6). This Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) satisfies the requirements of CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines as they relate to the MND for the Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
(Project) prepared by The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
(Metropolitan). This MMRP will be used by Metropolitan staff responsible for ensuring
compliance with mitigation measures associated with the Project.
The Project’s MND identified mitigation measures designed to reduce or substantially avoid
potentially significant impacts of the Project to less-than-significant levels with respect to
Noise. Section 3 of this document describes these mitigation measures and identifies the
implementation phase that will ensure compliance during Project implementation.
Section 4 of this document describes Project elements and regulatory/permit requirements
that are not part of the MMRP but are included herein to convey how the Project will
comply with government codes, ordinances, or regulations and will reduce further the lessthan-significant project impacts.

2.0 PROJECT PURPOSE AND DESCRIPTION
The purpose of the Project is to accomplish the following at the F. E. Weymouth Filtration
Plant (Weymouth plant): (1) increase the capacity of the existing solids handling facilities;
(2) replace the existing, temporary belt presses and the polymer dosing system with a
permanent solids dewatering facility; and (3) provide power for the new solids handling
facilities and the existing washwater return pumps in Filter Building No. 2. Primary Project
components include the following: (1) removal of the existing temporary belt presses and
construction of a concrete building that would house three belt presses and a polymer dosing
system; (2) creation of a truck turnaround area and an approximate 50-foot x 50-foot
unloading area; (3) construction of a 1,000 kilovolt amp electrical substation; and (4)
construction of two additional thickeners.

3.0 MITIGATION MEASURES AND MONITORING PLAN
The Project’s MND describes the Project, its location, and the potential environmental
effects. The environmental review concludes that, with the implementation of specific
mitigation measures, the Project will not have a significant effect on the environment. For
this Project, “Noise” was the only environmental category that would require specific
mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant impacts to a less-than-significant level.
No other environmental categories would be potentially affected in a significant manner by
the Project. The following page describes these mitigation measures and identifies the
implementation phase that will ensure compliance during Project implementation.

Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
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NOISE
Adverse Impact
Potential construction-related noise impacts to neighboring sensitive
receptors
Mitigation Plan
NO-1

Construction activities shall be limited to Monday through Saturday between
the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., and shall not take place at any time on
Sundays or legal holidays.

NO-2

Construction equipment shall have improved noise muffling, including
improved exhaust silencers for generators and acoustical enclosures for the
air compressors. The contractor shall install improved noise muffling on all
other internal combustion engine driven construction equipment and have the
manufacturers’ recommended noise abatement measures, such as mufflers,
engine covers, and engine vibration isolators, in good working condition.

NO-3

Loading and staging areas onsite shall be located away from existing
residential areas.

NO-4

Prior to commencing construction of the solids handling facilities,
Metropolitan shall install an eight-foot-high sound wall (masonry, plywood,
or chain link with panels/blankets) on top of the berm in front of the premanufactured homes site. The eight-foot-high sound wall shall run from the
existing masonry wall location (past the first pre-manufactured home to the
northeast) to the sixth pre-manufactured home to the northwest.
Sound insulating blankets or sound wall materials shall be designed to have a
minimum noise reduction (insertion loss) of 10 dBA, achieved with a Sound
Transmission Class (STC) of 27 or greater. The surface of the sound wall or
sound insulating blankets must present a solid face from top to bottom,
without any openings or cutouts.

Party Responsible for
implementing
Mitigation and
Monitoring Activity:

METROPOLITAN

Implementation Phase:

Pre-construction/Construction

Weymouth Solids Handling Facilities Project
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4.0 PROJECT ELEMENTS AND REQUIRED PERMITS / APPROVALS
In addition to mitigation measures NO-1 through NO-4, the MND identified several Project
elements and regulatory permit requirements that were incorporated into the Project
description and/or otherwise would be implemented to comply with applicable government
codes, plans, ordinances, and/or regulations. These Project elements and regulatory permits
are not part of the MMRP but are presented here to convey information about other
commitments made as part of the Project that will reduce further the Project’s less-thansignificant impacts.

4.1

PROJECT ELEMENTS
The following Project elements shall be implemented as referenced in the Project’s MND
and Responses to Comments, and further clarified below:
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

All exterior lighting under the Project will consist of fixtures that will be angled down
and away from neighboring residences.
Routine use of the existing solids holding area, currently located in the southeastern
portion of the Weymouth plant site, will be discontinued.
The idle running of internal combustion engine-driven construction equipment will be
avoided, where feasible.
If archaeological artifacts or paleontologic remains are encountered during grounddisturbing activities, then temporary diversion of earth moving will be done while a
qualified archaeologist or paleontologist (as applicable) examines the materials to
determine their importance and, if warranted, collect and process them.
Upon completion of the facility installations, all exposed areas will be paved or
otherwise stabilized to prohibit any substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil.
Design and construction of the Project will be performed in accordance with the
California Uniform Building Code.
General controls for the residual solids will include minimizing dust generation and
avoiding direct contact.
Dry storage of polymer will be in 50-pound bags or totes (quantity may vary somewhat
depending on supplier) within the solids dewatering building.
Handling of polymer will be in accordance with Materials Safety Data Sheet and the
Weymouth Plant’s Environmental Health and Safety Manual.
All applicable emergency procedures will be implemented during construction and
operation of the Project.
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x

x
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The Project’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will specify an array of
water quality controls to manage both pre- and post-construction storm water runoff,
such as preserving existing vegetation where feasible, compacting soil in disturbed areas,
and strategically placing sandbags and/or straw bales.
The majority of the construction workers will park immediately adjacent to the Project
site at temporary laydown areas. The remaining workers will use available parking
spaces within the “Wheeler Gate” lot, located near the easterly edge of the Weymouth
plant.
Vegetation removal activities will be conducted outside of the breeding bird season
which generally runs from March 1 through August 15.
If applicable, a Caltrans transportation permit shall be obtained prior to use of any
oversized-transport vehicles on State highways. Large size truck trips affiliated with the
Project will be limited to off-peak commute periods to the extent feasible.
No vehicle shall transport any aggregate material (including sand, dirt and gravel) to or
from the Project site unless the material is covered and/or loaded with a minimum sixinch freeboard so as to prevent any of its contents or load from dropping, blowing,
spilling, or otherwise escaping from the vehicle.

LIST OF REQUIRED APPROVALS
None.

4.3

LIST OF PERMIT REQUIREMENTS BY AGENCY
Metropolitan will be required to obtain the following regulatory permit prior to Project
construction:
x

State Water Resources Control Board
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm
Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity
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