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INTRODUCTION
1.1

Purpose and Scope of the Initial Study

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code
[PRC] § 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 14,
§15000 et seq.), this Initial Study has been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental effects
associated with the construction and operation of the proposed Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard
Intersection Improvements Project (hereinafter referred to as the “proposed project” or “project”). The
proposed project is also referred to as City Capital Improvement Project No. 805 or “CIP No. 805”.
This Initial Study includes a description of the proposed project; an evaluation of the project’s potential
environmental impacts; the findings of the environmental analyses; and a recommended Mitigation
Program to lessen or avoid the project’s significant adverse impacts on the environment. These mitigation
measures would be included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).
Pursuant to Section 15367 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of El Monte (City) is the Lead Agency for
the project. The Lead Agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or
approving a project. The City has the authority for environmental review in accordance with CEQA and
adoption of the environmental document.
This Initial Study has evaluated the environmental issue areas contained in the checklist provided in
Section 3.0. The analysis provides decision‐makers and the public with information concerning the
potential environmental effects associated with the implementation of the proposed project, and
potential ways to reduce or avoid possible environmental impacts. This Initial Study is intended to be used
as a decision‐making tool for the City in considering and taking action on the proposed project. Any
responsible agency may elect to use this environmental analysis for discretionary actions associated with
the implementation of the proposed project.

1.2

Summary of Findings

Based on the environmental checklist form prepared for the proposed project and supporting
environmental analysis, with the implementation of the Mitigation Program (Standard Conditions and
Requirements, and Mitigation Measures), the project would have no impact or a less than significant
impact on the following environmental issue areas: Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forestry Resources,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Population and Housing, Public
Services, Recreation, Transportation, and Utilities. The proposed project’s impacts on the following issue
areas would be less than significant with the implementation of the Mitigation Program: Air Quality,
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology
and Water Quality, Noise, Public Services, and Tribal Cultural Resources. All impacts would be less than
significant after mitigation.
As set forth in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, an Initial Study leading to a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) can be prepared when the Initial Study has identified potentially significant
environmental impacts but revisions have been made to the project, prior to public review of the Initial
Study, that would avoid or mitigate the impacts to a level considered less than significant; and there is no
substantial evidence in light of the whole record before the public agency that the project may have a
significant effect on the environment.
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1.3

Initial Study Public Review Process

The Notice of Intent (NOI) to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration has been provided to the Clerk of
the County of Los Angeles and mailed to responsible agencies, nearby property owners, and others who
expressed interest in being notified. The NOI has been posted at the project site and at the City of El
Monte Community and Economic Development Department and has been published in the local
newspaper.
A 30‐day public review period has been established for the IS/MND in accordance with Section 15073 of
the State CEQA Guidelines. During the public review period, the IS/MND, including the technical
appendices, can be accessed on the City’s website and is available for review at the locations identified
below.
City of El Monte
Community and Economic Development Department,
Planning Division
11333 Valley Boulevard
El Monte, California 91731
Hours: 7:30 AM to 5:30 PM, Monday through Thursday
El Monte Library
3224 Tyler Avenue
El Monte, California 91731
(626) 444‐9506
Hours: 10:00 AM to 8:00 PM, Monday through Thursday
9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Friday and Saturday; 1:00 PM to 5:00 PM Sunday
Norwood Library
4550 N. Peck Road
El Monte, California 91731
(626) 443‐3147
Hours: 10:00 AM to 8:00 PM, Monday through Thursday
9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Friday and Saturday; 1:00 PM to 5:00 PM Sunday
In reviewing the IS/MND, affected public agencies and interested members of the public should focus on
the adequacy of the document in identifying and analyzing the potential environmental impacts and the
ways in which the potentially significant effects of the project can be avoided or mitigated. Comments on
the IS/MND and the analysis contained herein may be sent to:
Tony Bu, Associate Planner
City of El Monte
Community and Economic Development Department,
Planning Division
11333 Valley Boulevard
El Monte, California 91731
(626) 258‐8626
Written comments may also be sent via email to tbu@elmonteca.gov. Comments sent via email should
include the project title in the subject line and a valid mailing address in the email.
2
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Following receipt and evaluation of comments from agencies, organizations, and/or individuals, the City
of El Monte will determine whether any substantial new environmental issues have been raised. If so,
further documentation may be required. If not or if the issues raised do not provide substantial evidence
that the project will have a significant effect on the environment, the IS/MND and the project will be
considered for adoption and approval, respectively.

1.4

Report Organization

This document has been organized into the following sections:
Section 1.0 – Introduction. This section provides an introduction and overview describing the conclusions
of the Initial Study.
Section 2.0 – Project Description. This section identifies key project characteristics and includes a list of
anticipated discretionary actions.
Section 3.0 – Environmental Analysis. The Environmental Checklist Form provides an overview of the
potential impacts that may or may not result from project implementation. This section contains an
analysis of environmental impacts identified in the environmental checklist.
Section 4.0 – References. The section identifies resources used to prepare this document.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1

Project Location and Setting

The project is proposed to enhance the flow of vehicle and pedestrian traffic through one of the busiest
street intersections in the City of El Monte (City). Several different public mass transit bus lines travel
through the Ramona Boulevard/Valley Boulevard intersection.
The project site is located entirely in the City of El Monte in Los Angeles County, California. The site is
shown in a regional and local context in Figure 1, Regional Location Map, and Figure 2, Local Vicinity Map,
respectively. Interstate 10 (I‐10) is approximately 1,600 feet to the south. The site is generally bordered
by a mix of land uses including but not limited to retail, residential, governmental, and institutional uses.
Project improvements are proposed on Ramona Boulevard, east and west of Valley Boulevard; on Valley
Boulevard, north and south of Ramona Boulevard; and on Valley Mall, north of Ramona Boulevard. Within
the limits of the project study area, Ramona Boulevard is an east‐west undivided Secondary Arterial with
two travel lanes in each direction. There is a striped two‐way left‐turn lane to the west of Valley Boulevard,
and a raised street median to the east of Valley Boulevard. Valley Boulevard is a north‐south divided Major
Arterial with two travel lanes in each direction separated by a two‐way‐left‐turn lane. Valley Mall runs in
the north‐south direction and runs parallel to Valley Boulevard until intersecting with Valley Boulevard
and Ramona Boulevard.
Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard currently operates as a five‐leg intersection with the southbound
approach at Valley Mall being the fifth leg. Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard are relatively flat with
slight gradient toward the underpass eastbound on Ramona Boulevard. Vegetation is limited to
landscaping along the street frontages, street medians and on the adjacent properties. Surrounding land
uses are identified in Table 1, Surrounding Land Uses.
There are 13 public mass transit bus routes which pass through the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at
Valley Boulevard. There are currently three dedicated bus stops within the limits of the proposed street
intersection project.

2.2

Proposed Project

The proposed project would enhance traffic circulation through the public street intersections of Ramona
Boulevard at Valley Boulevard. Currently, these are 13 public mass transit bus routes which pass through
the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard, including 3 lines for the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)1; 5 lines for the Foothill Transit District2, 4 lines for the
City of El Monte Transit3, and 1 line for the City of Norwalk Transit System4.

1
2

3

4

METRO Lines 76, 176, and 268. https://www.metro.net/. Accessed November 26, 2018.
Foothill Transit Lines 190, 194, 282, 488, and 492. http://foothilltransit.org/lines‐and‐schedules/. Accessed
November 26, 2018.
City of El Monte: Blue Route, Green Route, Orange Route, and Yellow Route. https://www.ci.el‐
monte.ca.us/327/Trolleys. Accessed November 26, 2018.
Norwalk Transit System Route 7. https://www.norwalk.org/city‐hall/departments/norwalk‐transit‐system‐
nts/fares‐schedules. Accessed November 26, 2018.
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Table 1: Surrounding Land Uses
Direction

North

Ramona Boulevard

Valley Boulevard

Valley Mall

Bank of America, Citibank, Downtown El
Monte gateway, two single‐story commercial
U.S. Post Office, Graded parking lots
buildings, Residential development project
under construction

Two‐story
office building

East

Metrolink Overpass

Multi‐tenant retail building, two
single‐story commercial buildings,
residential development project
under construction

South

El Monte Courthouse, Los Angeles County
Sheriff’s Department, El Monte Union High
School District, multi‐tenant retail building

El Monte Union High School District,
Johnson Avenue

West

California Avenue, parking lot

Bank of
El Monte Courthouse, Citibank, Valley
America,
Mall, graded parking lots
parking lots

Citibank,
parking lots

Ramona
Boulevard

Figure 3, Site Plan, shows the project limits for the proposed project. Improvements are proposed on the
north and south sides of Ramona Boulevard from Valley Boulevard west for approximately 350 linear feet,
and from Valley Boulevard east for approximately 300 linear feet. On Valley Boulevard, improvements are
proposed on the east and west sides of the roadway from Ramona Boulevard north for approximately 250
linear feet, and south of Ramona Boulevard for approximately 300 linear feet. Improvements are
proposed on the east and west sides of Valley Mall for approximately 200 linear feet north of Ramona
Boulevard.
The proposed project would involve reconstruction of new street medians on Ramona Boulevard at Valley
Boulevard intersection; the addition of a new street median to the west leg of the intersection; increase
the length of left‐turn and right‐turn pockets; and the roadway realignment of Valley Mall. Segments of
Ramona Boulevard 200 feet east of Valley Boulevard, and to 200 feet west of Valley Mall would be
widened. Additional turning lanes would be added to both Ramona and Valley Boulevard as a result of the
proposed street median reconstruction. Several landscaping areas on nearby properties and existing
street medians would be enhanced throughout the project site.
The primary purpose of the project is to enhance the vehicular and traffic operations, improve pedestrian
safety, and increase connectivity, mobility, and access for public mass transit users, bicyclists, and
pedestrians. Additional improvements are proposed to revitalize intersection aesthetics with increased
landscaping and promote an urban sustainable and environmentally friendly design. The acquisition of
some additional public street right‐of‐way is required for the proposed project.
Several bus facilities improvements are proposed. A new bus pad is proposed within the westbound travel
lane between Valley Mall and Valley Boulevard on the north side of Ramona Boulevard adjacent to the
Citibank site. The existing bus shelter at the southwest corner of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at
Valley Boulevard (11234 Valley Blvd.; APN 8579‐021‐909) would be relocated. A new bus pad is proposed
along the Ramona Boulevard Eastern Segment; the existing bus shelter would be relocated. Along the
Valley Boulevard Southern Segment, a bus turnout at 11234 Valley Boulevard (APN 8579‐021‐909) with
two bus shelters is proposed. Should existing bus stops be inaccessible during construction, alternative
stops would be provided; locations would be determined in coordination with the transit authorities.
6
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As identified in Table 2, Right‐of‐Way Acquisitions, the widening and improvements noted below would
require four partial property acquisitions totaling approximately 14,300 square feet along the Ramona
Boulevard at Valley Boulevard intersection (Figure 3). The proposed property acquisitions would involve
non‐structural areas of non‐residential properties, limited landscaping, surface parking areas, and public
sidewalks.
Table 2: Right‐of‐Way Acquisitions
Assessor Parcel
Number (APN)

Existing Land Use

Address

Approximate
Acquisition Area (sf)

8579‐022‐028

Bank of America

11138 Valley Mall

900

8579‐021‐909

Government building

11234 Valley
Boulevard

565

8567‐021‐013

Neighborhood commercial
center

11110 Ramona
Boulevard

1,920

8568‐032‐005

2 one‐story commercial
buildings

11105 Ramona
Boulevard

10,915

Total

2.2.1

14,300 sf

Roadway Improvements

Ramona Boulevard: Western Segment
West of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard, Ramona Boulevard would continue to
operate as a four‐lane roadway. The eastbound lanes on Ramona Boulevard (south side of the roadway)
would have a ten‐foot‐wide street median (beginning approximately at the Bank of America property) and
would taper to two feet as it approaches the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard to
create a left‐turn pocket. The proposed widening would accommodate two, 11‐foot‐wide through travel
lanes; a 10‐foot‐wide left‐turn only lane; a 13‐foot‐wide right‐turn lane; and a 12‐foot‐wide public
sidewalk.
Westbound Ramona Boulevard (north side of the roadway) would have two through lanes (11 feet and
24 feet) with a 20‐foot‐wide public sidewalk. The 20‐foot‐wide segment of the public sidewalk would be
on the north side of Ramona Boulevard between the realignment of Valley Mall and Valley Boulevard. The
public sidewalk would include a bike rack, new bus shelter, and various landscaping improvements. A bus
pad is proposed within the 24‐foot‐wide westbound travel lane between Valley Mall and Valley Boulevard
on the north side of Ramona Boulevard adjacent to the Citibank site.
On the southwest corner of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard (11234 Valley
Boulevard; APN 8579‐021‐909), an approximately six‐foot‐wide right‐of‐way area would need to be
acquired to widen the public sidewalk to 12 feet. The existing bus shelter at this location would be
relocated, and a tree would be removed. A proposed landscaping area would replace the current road
segment on the southwest corner, thereby eliminating the fifth leg of the Ramona Boulevard at Valley
Boulevard intersection.
The proposed right‐of‐way acquisition area for the Ramona Boulevard western segment improvement is
approximately 565 square feet in size.
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Ramona Boulevard: Eastern Segment
East of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard, approximately 270 feet of the existing
street median would be reconstructed, and new landscaping would be installed. Eastbound Ramona
Boulevard (south side of roadway) would be widened to accommodate an 11‐foot‐wide and a 22‐foot‐
wide travel lane with a 12‐foot‐wide public sidewalk. Expanding the public sidewalk would require an
approximately seven‐foot‐wide right‐of‐way acquisition (11110 Ramona Boulevard; APN 8567‐021‐013).
A proposed bus pad would be within the 22‐foot‐wide travel lane and the existing bus shelter would be
relocated. These improvements would not result in the loss of existing parking stalls within the
neighborhood shopping center located at 11110 Ramona Boulevard. However, approximately 1,920
square feet of additional right‐of‐way is required for this segment of improvements from the 1110
Ramona Boulevard property.
Westbound Ramona Boulevard (north side of roadway) would have a 10‐foot‐wide left‐turn lane; a 11‐
foot‐wide through lane; a 11‐foot‐wide shared through/right‐turn lane; a new 14‐foot‐wide right‐turn
lane, and a 12‐foot‐wide public sidewalk.
As a part of the reconfiguration of Ramona Boulevard, the existing property on the northeast corner of
Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard would be acquired. The commercial buildings (11105 Ramona
Boulevard; APN 8568‐032‐005) would be demolished in order to provide right‐of‐way for the new
westbound right‐turn/through lane and the remaining portion of the 11105 Ramona Boulevard property
would be replaced with public landscaping (e.g., groundcover, shrubs, trees) with a new six‐foot‐wide
public sidewalk.
The proposed right‐of‐way acquisition area for the north side of the Ramona Boulevard eastern segment
is approximately 10,915 square feet in size.
Valley Boulevard: Southern Segment
The proposed project would reconstruct the existing street median on Valley Boulevard south of the
intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard. The street median would be 18 feet and taper to
8 feet as it approaches the crosswalk on Ramona Boulevard. The street median would be landscaped.
Northbound, Valley Boulevard (east side of roadway) would have two 10‐foot‐wide left‐turn lanes; two
11‐foot‐wide through lanes; a 14‐foot‐wide right‐turn‐only lane; and a 12‐foot‐wide public sidewalk.
Extending the public sidewalk would require the acquisition of a 4‐foot‐wide right‐of‐way area from the
neighborhood shopping center (11110 Ramona Boulevard; APN 8567‐021‐013).
Southbound, Valley Boulevard (west side of roadway) would have two, 11‐foot‐wide through lanes; a
14‐foot‐wide right‐turn merge lane; and a 12‐foot‐wide public sidewalk. The project proposes a bus
turnout at 11234 Valley Boulevard (APN 8579‐021‐909) with two bus shelters. An existing walkway from
the government building would be extended to join the proposed public sidewalk improvement. A
separate 10‐foot‐wide walkway would traverse the new landscaped area connecting to the existing
pedestrian walkway on Ramona Boulevard.
The total right‐of‐way acquisition from 11110 Ramona Boulevard (along Valley Boulevard and along
Ramona Boulevard) for this southern segment of Valley Boulevard would be approximately 1,920 square
feet in size.
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Valley Boulevard: Northern Segment
North of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard, Valley Boulevard would be widened
to accommodate additional turn lanes with street median improvements. The existing street median
would be replaced with a 215‐foot‐long street median that would taper from 2 to 5 feet as it approaches
the crosswalk on Ramona Boulevard. Northbound, Valley Boulevard (east side of the roadway) would have
two, 11‐foot‐wide through lanes; a 14‐foot‐wide right‐turn‐only lane; and a 12‐foot‐wide public sidewalk.
The right‐turn lane would provide access from Valley Boulevard into the new residential development
located northeast of the intersection. North of the entrance into the residential development, Valley
Boulevard transitions to two travel lanes. Southbound, Valley Boulevard (west side of the roadway) would
have two, 10‐foot‐wide left‐turn‐only lanes; two, 11‐foot‐wide through lanes, and one, 14‐foot‐wide
shared through/right‐turn lane. These improvements would occur within the existing public street right‐
of‐way.
Valley Mall
North of Ramona Boulevard, the project proposes to realign Valley Mall to create a T‐intersection. The
southbound approach at Valley Mall would be restricted to right‐in/right‐out movements; this movement
would be controlled by a stop sign. Eastbound left turns would be eliminated because a raised street
median would be constructed on Ramona Boulevard. The southbound approach (west side of the
roadway) would have an 18‐foot‐wide right‐in/right‐out lane separated by a 2‐foot‐wide street median.
The street median widens to 11 feet and would include landscape improvements.
The existing “Downtown El Monte” monument sign would be relocated from the existing street median
in Valley Mall to the northwest corner of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard.
Several new trees would be planted, and one existing tree would be removed from proposed public
sidewalk area. The proposed roadway realignment and pedestrian improvements would require the
acquisition of approximately 900 square feet of right‐of‐way at 11138 Valley Mall (APN 8579‐022‐028).
No any additional public right‐of‐way is required for the proposed Valley Mall improvements.
Relocated Bus Stop
As summarized above, the proposed project would modify or improve several bus stops. Figure 3b shows
the general location of the bus stops upon the completion of project improvements.

2.2.2

Landscaping

The proposed project includes landscaping to improve the overall aesthetic character of the downtown
area. Of the existing landscaping within the project area, the project proposes to retain approximately 14
trees and approximately 4,327 square feet of landscaped areas. As a part of the project, 2 existing trees
are expected to be removed and approximately 15 new trees and approximately 846 square feet of new
ground cover would be planted.
Figure 4a, Figure 4b, and Figure 4c, Conceptual Landscape Plans, depict the conceptual landscape plans
for the proposed project. On the southwest corner of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley
Boulevard, the planting area replacing the fifth leg of the intersection is proposed to have a landscape
area with trees and shrubs. Plants would include but not be limited to dwarf weeping bottlebrush
(Callistemon Viminalis ‘Little John’), Mexican bush sage (salvia lucantha) and Cream De Mint Dwarf Mock
Orange (Pittosporum Tobira ‘Cream De Mint’). Groundcover would include existing grasses mixed with
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trailing lantana (Lantana Montevidensis) and Blue Chalksticks (Senecio Serpens). Eight pink trumpet trees
(Handroanthus Impetiginosus) would be planted along walkways.
All proposed landscaping improvements would be consistent with Chapter 14.02, Drought Response
Conservation Plan, of the City of El Monte Municipal Code, which requires all landscaping enhancements
to feature low water use plants. Per Municipal Code 17.10.020, plants would be selected based on their
ability to promote a consistent landscape aesthetic while also demonstrating compliance with the City’s
goal for water efficient landscapes.
Street median improvements on the south leg of Valley Boulevard would include two new Canary Island
pines (Pinus Canariensis); seven existing trees in the street median would be retained. Shrubs including
Bird of Paradise (Strelitzia Reginae), Mexican bush sage, and dwarf weeping bottlebrush would be planted
in the street median.
Landscaping improvements on Ramona Boulevard near its intersection with Valley Boulevard (APN 8568‐
032‐005) would include native, low‐maintenance grasses and Blue Chalksticks. Golden Rain trees
(Koelreuteria Panciulata) would be planted alongside the proposed public sidewalk.
Street median landscaping on the eastern leg on Ramona Boulevard would blend with the existing
landscaping. Shrubbery including Kangaroo Paw (Anigozanthos X ‘Harmony’), Grey Desert Spoon
(Dasylirion Wheeleri), and dwarf weeping bottlebrush are proposed. Street median landscaping on the
west leg of Ramona Boulevard would be similar but would also include three Pink Trumpet trees.
The street median on northern leg of Valley Boulevard would include groundcover such as autumn sage.
Most the landscaping planting area between Valley Mall and Valley Boulevard would remain. Some
improvements would include Blue Chalksticks for groundcover and several different shrubs including
Agave (Agave Attenuata) along the pedestrian public sidewalk.
The proposed street median on Valley Mall would share similar landscaping details as those along Valley
Boulevard. Reconstruction of Valley Mall would remove one tree.
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STRUCTURE ASSESSMENT (PER ANSI A300
STANDARD) PRIOR TO CUTTING TO ENSURE THE
TREES HEALTH WILL NOT BE COMPROMISED. IF
TREE DIES OR HEALTH IS COMPROMISED IT SHALL
BE REPLACED IN SIZE AND KIND AT CONTRACTORS
EXPENSE.

100% SUBMITTAL - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION
CITY OF EL MONTE
CIP NO. 805

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

RAMONA BLVD AT VALLEY BLVD - CIP NO. 805
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
LANDSCAPE PLAN
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RAMONA BLVD AT VALLEY BLVD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

SEE SHEET LS-03 FOR COMPLETE PLANT
SCHEDULE

MATCH LINE 'A' SEE PLAN LS-01

I HAVE COMPLIED WITH THE CRITERIA OF
THE AB 1881 ORDINANCE AND APPLIED
THEM FOR THE EFFICIENT USE OF WATER
IN THE LANDSCAPE DESIGN PLAN.
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FIGURE 4B: Conceptual Landscaping

Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard Improvements Project

LANDSCAPE NOTES

NOTE: ALL EXISTING TREES ALONG VALLEY BLVD SOUTH SIDE OF INTERSECTION SHALL BE TRIMMED /
SKIRTED 15' FROM BASE. CONTRACTOR SHALL HAVE
A CERTIFIED ARBORIST PERFORM A TREE
STRUCTURE ASSESSMENT (PER ANSI A300
STANDARD) PRIOR TO CUTTING TO ENSURE THE
TREES HEALTH WILL NOT BE COMPROMISED. IF
TREE DIES OR HEALTH IS COMPROMISED IT SHALL
BE REPLACED IN SIZE AND KIND AT CONTRACTORS
EXPENSE.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FAMILIARIZE HIM/HERSELF WITH THE LIMITS OF WORK AND
EXISTING CONDITIONS AND VERIFY ALL INFORMATION. IF DISCREPANCIES EXIST,
CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT IN WRITING WITHIN
SEVEN CALENDAR DAYS PRIOR TO PERFORMING LANDSCAPE WORK.

7.

MULCH: PREMIUM SHREDDED ORGANIC WOOD MULCH - NATURAL DARK BROWN.
COLORED MULCH WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED. MULCH SHALL BE USED WITHIN
ENTIRE MEDIAN ISLAND AREAS AS SHOWN ON PLANS. THESE AREAS WILL BE AT
3" THICKNESS DEPTH. PROVIDE WEED BARRIER UNDERNEATH THE MULCH.

CONTRACTOR SHALL REFER TO THE LANDSCAPE PLANTING DETAILS, PLANT
SCHEDULE (SEE SHEET LS-03), GENERAL NOTES AND ALL CONTRACT
DOCUMENTS FOR FURTHER AND COMPLETE INSTRUCTIONS.

2.

PLANT QUANTITIES ARE PROVIDED FOR CONVENIENCE. IN THE EVENT OF
QUANTITY DISCREPANCIES THE DRAWING SHALL TAKE PRECEDENCE. ANY
DISCREPANCIES SHALL BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE ENGINEER.

3.

ANY SUBSTITUTION IN SIZE AND/OR PLANT MATERIAL MUST BE APPROVED BY THE
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT IN WRITING. ALL PLANTS WILL BE SUBJECT TO
8.
APPROVAL BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT BEFORE PLANTING CAN BEGIN.

4.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD ADJUST LOCATION OF PLANT MATERIAL AS
NECESSARY TO AVOID DAMAGE TO ALL EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES
AND/OR EXISTING ABOVE GROUND ELEMENTS. ALL CHANGES REQUIRED SHALL
BE COMPLETED AT THE CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE AND SHALL BE COORDINATED
WITH THE ENGINEER.

5.

ANY DAMAGE OR DISTURBANCE TO THE EXISTING LANDSCAPE AREAS SHALL BE
CORRECTED AND COMPLETED AT THE CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE. WORK SHALL
BE COORDINATED WITH THE ENGINEER.

CITY OF EL MONTE
11333 VALLEY BOULEVARD
EL MONTE, CA 91731
(626) 580-2058
www.ci.el-monte.ca.us
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9.

ALL NEW TREES TO RECEIVE ROOT CONTROL BARRIERS. INSTALL ALL TREES
WITH A MINIMUM OF 7' SEPARATION FROM ALL UTILITIES, UNLESS A
ROOT-BARRIER IS UTILIZED. INSTALL ROOT BARRIER PER MANUFACTURER
SPECIFICATION. ROOT BARRIER SHALL EXTEND 10 FEET LINEARLY BEYOND TREE
TRUNK IN EACH DIRECTION (20 FEET OF ROOT BARRIER ON EACH SIDE, 2 SIDES
TOTAL) BETWEEN CURB AND SIDEWALK.
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAIN PLANTED AREAS DURING THE PLANT
ESTABLISHMENT PERIOD BY MEANS OF CONTINUOUS WATERING, PRUNING,
RAISING TREE ROOT BALLS WHICH SETTLE BELOW GRADE, APPLICATION OF
SPRAYS WHICH ARE NECESSARY TO KEEP THE PLANTINGS FREE OF INSECTS
AND DISEASES, FERTILIZING, WEEDING, MOWING, EDGING AND/OR OTHER
OPERATIONS NECESSARY FOR PROPER CARE AND UPKEEP.

100% SUBMITTAL - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION
CITY OF EL MONTE
CIP NO. 805

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

RAMONA BLVD AT VALLEY BLVD - CIP NO. 805
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
LANDSCAPE PLAN
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RAMONA BLVD AT VALLEY BLVD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
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THE AB 1881 ORDINANCE AND APPLIED
THEM FOR THE EFFICIENT USE OF WATER
IN THE LANDSCAPE DESIGN PLAN.
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FIGURE 4C: Conceptual Landscaping

Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard Improvements Project

CITY OF EL MONTE
11333 VALLEY BOULEVARD
EL MONTE, CA 91731
(626) 580-2058
www.ci.el-monte.ca.us

100% SUBMITTAL - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION
CITY OF EL MONTE
CIP NO. 805

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

RAMONA BLVD AT VALLEY BLVD - CIP NO. 805
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
LANDSCAPE DETAILS
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2.3

Construction and Phasing

Construction activities would require standard construction equipment for concrete demolition, roadway
excavation, paving, traffic signal installation, and storm drain modifications. Construction staging and
parking would be accommodated within the project site and/or at the adjacent undeveloped properties
or public parking lots owned by the City. No construction staging would occur at the Smart & Final
Shopping Center. During construction, at minimum one through travel lane in each direction along
Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard would be continuously operational. The existing intersection of
Valley Mall at Ramona Boulevard would be completely closed during realignment activities. However,
access to businesses would be maintained throughout the construction period.
Once it has commenced, project construction would occur over an approximate six‐month period.
Construction activities would be conducted in the following stages:


Demolition of existing concrete improvements such as curb ramps, driveways, curb and gutter,
sidewalks at widening areas, removal of existing street medians, and removal of private
improvements within the newly acquired right‐of‐way;



Construction of storm drain catch basins and connection to existing main and reestablishment of
utility services;



Realignment of Valley Mall including construction of new pavement and concrete improvements.



Construction of Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard pavement and roadway improvements;



Installation of landscaping and irrigation;



Installation of street amenities and bus shelters;



Installation of new traffic signal and street lights;



Construction of street median improvements; and



Complete paving and striping.

2.4

Project Approvals

The actions/approvals by the City of El Monte to implement the project include, but are not limited to,
the following:


Right‐of‐way construction permit



Acquisition of private property for construction activities and project implementation

Subsequent non‐discretionary approvals (which would require separate processing through the City)
would include, but may not be limited to, grading and street encroachment permits, a final Water Quality
Management Plan, and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics
Biological Resources
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Agricultural and Forestry
Resources
Cultural Resources

Air Quality
Geology/Soils
Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use/Planning

Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Noise

Population/Housing

Mineral Resources

Recreation

Transportation/Traffic

Public Services

Tribal Cultural Resources

Utilities/Service Systems

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION:
On the basis of this initial evaluation (check one):
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to
be addressed.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required
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CERTIFICATION:
Prepared by:
Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc.
Reviewed by:

Tony Bu, Associate Planner
City of El Monte

Date
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I.

No Impact

Less Than Significant
Impact

Less Than Significant
Impact W/ Mitigation

Potentially Significant
Impact

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a publicly available 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?
II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to
the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non‐agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code section 1222(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104
(g))?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐
forest use?
e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to
non‐agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non‐forest use?
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Impact

Less Than Significant
Impact W/ Mitigation

Potentially Significant
Impact

Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard
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III. AIR QUALITY. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially 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?
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?
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 US 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 species or with established native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?
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Less Than Significant
Impact W/ Mitigation

Potentially Significant
Impact
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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 Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site;
archaeological or historical site, structure, or object; or unique
geological feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication
42?
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?
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Less Than Significant
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c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on‐
or off‐site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18‐1‐B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
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?
VII. GREENHOUSE EMISSIONS. Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, either directly or indirectly,
that may have a significant impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
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?
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
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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?
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g.,
the production rate of pre‐existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on‐or off‐
site?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on‐ or off‐site?
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?
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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)

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?

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to
the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?
XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
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?
XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground‐borne
vibration or ground‐borne 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?
XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
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?
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES.
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any
of the public services:
i) Fire Protection?
ii) Police Protection?
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iii) Schools?
iv) Parks?
v) Other Public Facilities?
XV. RECREATION
a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
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?
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/ TRAFFIC. Would the project:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non‐motorized travel and relevant components of the
circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards 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 due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
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f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance of safety of such facilities?
XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or
b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a California Native American tribe.
XVIII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?
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?
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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?
XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self‐sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history
or prehistory?
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
4.1

Aesthetics

Threshold (a)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less Than Significant Impact. Under CEQA, a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive
views of a highly‐valued landscape for benefit of the general public. The City of El Monte General Plan
identifies views of the San Gabriel Mountains as a scenic resource. The foothills are located approximately
7 miles north with the ridgelines approximately 20 miles north of the project site. Where viewsheds within
project study area are not obstructed by existing development and mature trees, the San Gabriel
Mountains are visible in the background. The proposed improvements to Ramona Boulevard, Valley
Boulevard, and Valley Mall would not substantially change the profile of the existing roadways causing
the elimination of background views of the mountains. Therefore, impacts to scenic vistas would be less
than significant and no mitigation is required.
Threshold (b)

Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway?

No Impact. There are no eligible or officially designated State scenic highways in or proximate to the City
of El Monte. The nearest designated scenic highway, Route 2, is located 14 miles north of the project site.
There are no trees, rock outcroppings, or buildings on the site that could be considered a scenic resource.
Consequently, the project would not substantially damage scenic resources within a State scenic highway.
Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required.
Threshold (c)

Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

No Impact. The project site is located within the downtown area of El Monte. Ramona Boulevard and
Valley Boulevard are arterials roadways that run east to west, and north to south respectively. The project
site is the five‐leg intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard and Valley Mall. Within the limits
of the project study area, Ramona Boulevard is an east‐west undivided Secondary Arterial with two travel
lanes in each direction. Valley Boulevard is a north‐south divided Major Arterial with two travel lanes in
each direction separated by a two‐way‐left‐turn lane. Valley Mall runs in the north‐south direction and
runs parallel to Valley Boulevard until intersecting with Valley Boulevard and Ramona Boulevard.
Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard are relatively flat with slight gradient toward the underpass
eastbound on Ramona Boulevard. The project site is bordered by land uses including Citibank and Bank of
America to the northwest, Columbia School to the south, multi‐tenant retail building to the southeast, a
small two building retail development to the northeast, and the El Monte Courthouse Administration
building to the southeast. A residential development is located directly behind the retail buildings at 11127
Ramona Boulevard.
The proposed project includes landscaping and new street lighting (light standards) to improve the overall
aesthetic character of the downtown area. Of the existing landscaping, the project proposes to retain
approximately 14 trees and approximately 4,327 square feet of landscaped areas. As a part of the project,
approximately 15 trees and approximately 846 square feet of ground cover would be planted (see
Figure 4a and Figure 4b, Conceptual Landscape Plan). By improving the project site with well‐designed
roadways and landscaping, the project would enhance the visual character of the area. The project would
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not degrade the visual character or quality of the surrounding properties. Therefore, no impact would
occur and no mitigation is required.
Threshold (d)

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in the Project Description, the project site and the surrounding
area is developed. Existing light sources around the project site are typical of developed, urban areas
including but not limited to building signage, light standards, traffic signals, lighting internal to structures,
and headlights from vehicular traffic.
The proposed project would relocate and replace several light standards associated with roadway
realignments and geometry. New 200‐Watt safety light signals would be installed at the Ramona
Boulevard at Valley Boulevard intersection. Several existing light standards south on Valley Boulevard
would be replaced. Existing lighting on Valley Mall would be replaced with 50‐to 150‐Watt lights on
decorative poles. Policies in the Community Design element encourage the minimization or elimination
of light pollution and light trespass. General Plan Community Design Policy 5.7 aims to incorporate
pedestrian‐oriented lighting fixtures in primary pedestrian areas. Adherence to the Municipal Code and
policies of the General Plan would preclude significant impacts associated with light and glare. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.2

Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Threshold (a)

Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resource Agency, to non‐agricultural use?

No Impact. The City of El Monte, inclusive of the project site, is an urban area with no farmland or forest
lands. The State of California, Department of Conservation, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program,
has designated the project site as Urban and Built‐Up Land. This farmland category defines Urban and
Built‐Up Land as land developed at a density of at least 1 dwelling unit per 1.5 acres, or approximately 6
structures to a 10‐acre parcel. Land uses include but are not limited to residential, industrial,
office/commercial, institutional, and public administration. There is no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Farmland of Local Importance on the project site or in the project
vicinity.5 No farmland would be converted. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is
required.
Threshold (b)

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
Contract?

No Impact. The Williamson Act, codified in 1965 as the California Land Conservation Act, allows local
governments to enter into contracts with private land owners with the intent of restricting the use of land
to agricultural or related open space in return for a lower tax rate assessment. The current Los Angeles
County Williamson Act Map does not identify any properties proximate to the project site as being under
a Williamson Act contract. No properties along Ramona Boulevard, Valley Boulevard, or Valley Mall
adjacent to the roadway improvement area are zoned for agricultural uses. No impact would occur and
no mitigation is required.
Threshold (c)

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code section 51104 (g))?

Threshold (d)

Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non‐
forest use?

No Impact. As discussed previously, the project site is in an urbanized, mixed‐use area of the City bordered
by urban development. No properties along Ramona Boulevard, Valley Boulevard, or Valley Mall adjacent
to the roadway improvement area are zoned for agricultural or forestry uses. The City of El Monte General
Plan and the El Monte Zoning Code do not identify any forest land preservation policies. No forest lands
occur proximate to the project site. Consequently, the project would not result in a loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation is required.
Threshold (e)

5

Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature could result in conversion of Farmland, to non‐agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non‐forest land?

California Important Farmland Finder, State of California Department of Conservation,
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.html, accessed September 12, 2017.
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No Impact. The project site and surrounding area do not contain farmland or forest land. The
improvements proposed for Ramona Boulevard, Valley Boulevard, and Valley Mall would not result in the
direct or indirect conversion of farmland to non‐agricultural use or forest land to non‐forest use. No
impacts would occur and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.3

Air Quality

The Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard Widening Project Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study was
prepared by Entech Consulting Group (Entech, 2017). The report is included in this Initial Study as
Appendix A and the results are summarized herein.
Threshold (a)

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) which includes all of
Orange County and the non‐desert portions of Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and Riverside counties. The
SCAB includes 6,600‐square miles from the Pacific Ocean to the San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San
Jacinto Mountains. It is a coastal plain with broad valleys and low hills, and a semi‐arid climate. The South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and the California Air Resources Board (CARB) monitor
air quality within the SCAB.
The Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) is prepared by SCAQMD and the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG). Air quality plans describe air pollution control strategies and
measures to be implemented by a city, county, region, and/or air district. The primary purpose of an air
quality plan is to bring an area that does not attain federal and State air quality standards into compliance
with the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act and California Clean Air Act. Non‐attainment is used to
refer to an air basin where one or more ambient air quality standards are exceeded. In addition, air quality
plans are development to ensure that an area maintains a healthful level of air quality based on the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and the California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS). The current attainment status for the SCAB is provided in Table 3, South Coast Air Basin
Attainment Status.
Table 3: South Coast Air Basin Attainment Status
Attainment Status
Pollutant

Federal Standards

State Standards

Ozone (1‐hour)

No Federal Standard

Non‐attainment

Ozone (8‐hour)

Non‐attainment/Extreme

Non‐attainment

PM10

Attainment/Maintenance

Non‐attainment

PM2.5

Non‐attainment

Non‐attainment

Carbon Monoxide

Attainment/Maintenance

Attainment

Nitrogen Dioxide

Attainment/Maintenance

Attainment

Sulfur Dioxide

Attainment

Attainment

Sulfates

N/A

Attainment
a.

Non‐attainmenta.

Lead

Non‐attainment

Hydrogen Sulfide

N/A

Unclassified

Visibility Reducing Particles

N/A

Unclassified

Vinyl

N/A

Unclassified

a.

Partial non‐attainment for Los Angeles County only

Source: Entech, 2017.
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On December 12, 2012, the SCAQMD’s governing board approved the 2012 Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP), which outlines its strategies for meeting the NAAQS for particulate matter less than 2.5 microns
in diameter (PM2.5) and ozone (O3). The AQMP was forwarded to the CARB for inclusion in the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP) in January 2013. The 1‐hour ozone attainment demonstration and vehicle
miles traveled emissions offset demonstration was submitted through CARB to the United State
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA).
The SCAQMD’s CEQA Handbook identifies two key indicators of consistency with the AQMP:
1. Whether a project will result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality
violations or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emission reductions specified in the AQMP.
2. Whether a project will exceed the assumptions in the AQMP based on the year of project buildout
and phase.
With respect to the first criterion, based on the air quality modeling analysis conducted for the proposed
project, the construction and operation of the project would not result in significant impacts based on the
SCAQMD thresholds of significance. Therefore, project construction and operation would not increase the
frequency or severity of existing air quality violations. The proposed project is not projected to contribute
to the exceedance of any air pollutant concentration standards.
With respect to the second criterion, as part of the Local Significance Threshold (LST) analysis prepared
for the proposed project and as described below, the SCAQMD’s attainment plans thresholds would not
exceeded and a less than significant impact is expected. On this basis, the proposed project is determined
to be consistent with the SCAQMD AQMP.
Total project emissions would be less than the SCAQMD significance thresholds. The emissions increase
due to the project would not interfere with the AQMP or the attainment of the ambient air quality
standards. Therefore, emissions from the project would not be greater than those anticipated in the
AQMP. Therefore, the determination of AQMP consistency is primarily concerned with the long‐term
influence of a project on air quality in the SCAB. The project would not result in a long‐term impact on the
region’s ability to meet State and federal air quality standards. Also, the proposed project would be
consistent with the goals and policies of the AQMP for the control of fugitive dust. Impacts would be less
than significant.
Threshold (b)

Would the project violate an air quality standard or contribute to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The SCAQMD has established quantitative thresholds
against which a project’s emissions could be evaluated to determine if there is a potential for a significant
impact related to construction and operational activities. The SCAQMD recommends that projects be
evaluated to assess both regional and localized impacts. The City uses the thresholds established by the
SCAQMD in its CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD 1993, as amended). The thresholds are identified in
Table 4, Air Quality Significance Thresholds.
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Table 4: Air Quality Significance Thresholds
Pollutant

Construction

Operation

NOx

100 lbs/day

55 lbs/day

ROG

75 lbs/day

55 lbs/day

PM10

150 lbs/day

150 lbs/day

PM2.5

55 lbs/day

55 lbs/day

SOx

150 lbs/day

150 lbs/day

CO

550 lbs/day

550 lbs/day

3 lbs/day

3 lbs/day

Criteria Pollutants Mass Daily Thresholds

Lead
TAC, AHM, and Odor Thresholds
Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs)

Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk  10 in 1 million
Cancer Burden > 0.5 excess cancer cases
Hazard Index  1.0 (project increment)

Odor

Project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to SCAQMD Rule
402

Ambient Air Quality for Criteria Pollutants
NO2 1‐hour
NO2 annual

0.18 ppm (State)
0.03 ppm (State) and 0.0534 ppm (federal)

PM10 24‐hour
PM10 annual average

10.4 g/m3 (construction) and 2.5 g/m3 (operations)
1.0 g/m3

PM2.5 24‐hour

10.4 g/m3 (construction) and 2.5 g/m3 (operations)

SO2 24‐hour
SO2 annual average

0.25 ppm (State) and 0.075 ppm (federal – 99th percentile)
0.04 ppm (State)

Sulfate 24‐hour average

25 g/m3

CO 1‐hour average
CO 8‐hour average

20 ppm (State) and 35 ppm (federal)
9.0 ppm (State/federal)

Lead 30‐day average
Lead rolling 3‐month average

1.5 g/m3
0.15 g/m3

g/m3 = microgram per cubic meter; pphm = parts per hundred million; mg/m3 = milligram per cubic
meter; ppm = parts per million; TAC = toxic air contaminant; GHG = greenhouse gases; CO2e =
CO2‐equivalent
Source: Entech, 2017.

Construction Emissions. Emissions from the construction phase were estimated based on anticipated
construction equipment requirements, the expected type and duration of construction activities, and the
limits of disturbances. Construction is expected to occur over approximately 160 days. Short‐term
construction‐generated emissions of criteria air pollutants and ozone precursors associated with the
proposed project were modeled using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version
2016.3.1, as recommended by SCAQMD. The estimated maximum daily construction emissions are
summarized in Table 5, Maximum Daily Construction Emissions. As shown in the table, construction
emissions resulting from the proposed project would not exceed the applicable SCAQMD regional
emission thresholds of significance for any criteria pollutant.

43

Section 4 | Environmental Analysis

Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard
Intersection Improvements Project

Table 5: Maximum Daily Construction Emissions (lbs/day)
CO

NOx

ROG

SOx

PM10

PM2.5

Summer

22.4

56.6

5.3

0.04

20.8

12.4

Winter

22.4

56.6

5.3

0.04

20.8

12.4

SCAQMD Thresholds

550

100

75

150

150

55

Exceeds Threshold?

No

No

No

No

No

No

Source: Entech, 2017.

Localized Significance Threshold Analysis. SCAQMD has developed Local Significance Thresholds (LSTs)
that represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or State ambient air quality standards, and thus
would not cause or contribute to localized air quality impacts. LSTs are developed for each of the 38 source
receptor areas (SRAs) in the SCAB. The project site is in SRA 9, East San Gabriel Valley.
The Localized Significance Threshold (LST) Methodology provides a look‐up table for construction and
operational emissions based on the emission rate, location, and distance from receptors, and provides a
methodology for air dispersion modeling to evaluate whether a construction or operation could cause an
exceedance of an ambient air quality standard. The local air quality emissions from construction were
analyzed using the SCAQMD’s Mass Rate Localized Significant Threshold Look‐Up Tables and the
methodology described in Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (SCAQMD, revised July 2008) to
determine if the daily emissions of CO, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5, from the project would result in a significant
impact to local air quality. If the calculated emissions for a project fall below the applicable thresholds
identified in the mass rate look‐up tables, a project would not have significant localized air quality impacts.
Table 6, Unmitigated Localized Construction Emissions of Maximum Daily Emissions, identifies the
unmitigated localized impacts at the nearest receptor location in the project area. Emissions during
construction would exceed the applicable thresholds for PM2.5. Mitigation Measure (MM) AQ‐1 would be
required.
Table 6: Unmitigated Localized Construction Emissions of Maximum Daily Emissions (lbs/day)
CO

NOx

PM10

Summer

84.5

144.0

70

41.7

Winter

84.5

144.0

70

41.7

5,658

284

84

26

No

No

Yes

SCAQMD Thresholdsa.
Exceeds Threshold
a.

No

PM2.5

LSTs for a 2‐acre site in SRA 9 at a distance of over 600 feet from a sensitive receiver.

Source: Entech, 2017.

Table 7, Mitigated Localized Construction Emissions of Maximum Daily Emissions, identifies the mitigated
localized impacts at the nearest receptor location near the project site. MM AQ‐1 requires the
implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403. Rule 403 requires that fugitive dust be controlled with the best
available control measures to reduce dust so that it does not remain visible in the atmosphere beyond
the property line of a project site. With the implementation of mitigation, emissions during the grading
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phase of construction activity would not exceed applicable thresholds for any criteria pollutant. Therefore,
impacts would be mitigated to a less than significant level.
Table 7: Mitigated Localized Construction Emissions of Maximum Daily Emissions (lbs/day)
CO

NOx

PM10

PM2.5

Summer

84.5

144.0

36.4

23.3

Winter

84.5

144.0

36.4

23.3

SCAQMD Thresholds

5,658

284

84

26

No

No

No

No

Exceeds Threshold
b.

LSTs for a 2‐acre site in SRA 9 at a distance of over 600 feet from a sensitive receiver.

Source: Entech, 2017.

Operational Emissions. The proposed realignment of and improvements to Ramona Boulevard, Valley
Boulevard, and Valley Mall would allow for a more efficient flow of traffic and reduce traffic delays.
Because the proposed project is an operational improvement intended to accommodate current and
future traffic volumes, the roadway improvements do not generate traffic and would not increase
vehicular traffic volumes beyond General Plan buildout assumptions. Operational emissions would be
negligible, consisting of periodic repainting or maintenance of exterior surfaces. Therefore, a less than
significant impact would occur and no mitigation is required for operational emissions.
Threshold (c)

Would the project result in cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is in non‐attainment under an applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emission which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact to air quality would occur
if the project would result in a cumulative considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
region is non‐attainment under an applicable NAAQS or CAAQS, including the release of emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors. The ozone precursors are VOC and NOx. The SCAB is
in non‐attainment for ozone (State and federal), PM10 (State), PM2.5 (State and federal), and lead (federal,
partial non‐attainment in a portion of Los Angeles County). To determine whether the project would
result in a cumulatively considerable increase in non‐attainment criteria pollutants or exceed the
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors, project emissions may be evaluated based on the
quantitative emission thresholds established by the SCAQMD in its CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD
1993, as amended). The SCAQMD has established quantitative thresholds against which a project’s
emissions could be evaluated to determine if there is a potential for a significant impact. When direct
impacts from a project are less than significant, a project may still have a cumulatively considerable impact
on air quality if the emissions from the project, in combination with the emissions from other proposed
or reasonably foreseeable future projects are in excess of screening levels identified above, and the
project’s contribution accounts for more than an insignificant proportion of the cumulative total
emissions. As previously addressed, the proposed project would not result in significant construction air
quality impacts including non‐attainment criteria pollutants. Therefore, the project’s contribution
to regional pollutant concentrations would not be cumulatively considerable.
With respect to the proposed project’s construction emissions and regional conditions, the SCAQMD has
developed strategies to reduce criteria pollutant emissions outlined in the AQMP pursuant to the federal
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Clean Air Act mandates. As such, the project would comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 (see MM AQ‐1). Per
SCAQMD rules and mandates, as well as the CEQA requirement that significant impacts be mitigated to
the extent feasible, these same requirements (i.e., Rule 403 compliance, implementation of all feasible
mitigation measures, and compliance with adopted AQMP emissions control measures) would also be
imposed on projects throughout the SCAB. Compliance with SCAQMD rules and regulations and mitigation
would reduce the proposed project’s construction‐related impacts to a less than significant level.
Therefore, project‐related construction emissions, in combination with those from other projects in the
area, would not substantially deteriorate the local air quality. The project’s contribution would not be
considered cumulatively considerable.
As previously discussed, the proposed project would not result in long‐term air quality impacts; emissions
would not exceed SCAQMD operational thresholds. Adherence to SCAQMD rules and regulations would
be required for projects in the SCAB. Emission reduction technology, strategies, and plans are constantly
being developed. As a result, the proposed project would not contribute a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any non‐attainment criteria pollutant. Impacts would be less than significant.
Threshold (d)

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur when a project would generate pollutant
concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive receptors, which include populations
that are more susceptible to the effects of air pollution than the population at large.
Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots. A CO hot spot is an area of localized carbon monoxide pollution that is
caused by severe vehicle congestion on major roadways, typically near intersections. The purpose of the
analysis is to verify that a project would not cause or contribute to a violation of the CO standard at
intersections for which a significant impact would occur. An adverse CO concentration, known as a “hot
spot”, would occur if an exceedance of the State one‐hour standard of 20 parts per million (ppm) or the
eight‐hour standard of 9 ppm were to occur. CO hot spots are caused by vehicular emissions, primarily
when idling at congested intersections. With the turnover of older vehicles, the introduction of cleaner
fuels, and the implementation of increasingly sophisticated and efficient emissions control technologies,
CO concentration in the SCAB is now designated as in attainment. CO concentrations in the project vicinity
have also steadily declined.
A qualitative evaluation was performed to determine if the proposed project’s traffic volumes and related
levels of service would produce the volume of traffic required to generate a hot spot modeling analysis.
Comparisons were made with high volume intersections presented in the regional SCAB CO “hot spot”
modeling analysis conducted in 2003 for four busy intersections in Los Angeles, utilizing the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District screening criteria which identifies that a project would have to increase
traffic volumes at a single intersection by more than 44,000 vehicles per hour, or 24,000 vehicles per hours
where vertical and/or horizontal air does not mix in order to generate a significant CO impact. The
proposed project would not produce this volume of traffic. For the project buildout under cumulative
conditions, the highest daily volume would be 9,461, which is lower than the representative thresholds.
Therefore, CO “hotspots:” are not an environmental impact of concern for the proposed project. Localized
air quality impacts related to mobile‐source emissions would therefore be less than significant.
Toxic Air Contaminants. Projects of concern for mobile sources of toxic air contaminants (TACs) are
typically where either the location of a new facility that has the potential to emit TACs within 1,000 feet
of an existing school; or the location of a new school is within 1,000 feet of an existing facility that has the
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potential to emit TACs. Columbia Elementary School at 3400 North California Avenue boarders the south
side of Ramona Boulevard. The proposed project would not move the roadways closer to the school
thereby causing a significant impact.
Threshold (e)

Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook identifies certain land uses as
sources of odors. These land uses include agriculture, wastewater treatment plant, food processing plants,
chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The proposed
realignment of and improvements to Ramona Boulevard, Valley Boulevard, and Valley Mall would allow
for a more efficient flow of traffic and reduce traffic delays. The roadway widening does not involve the
types of uses that would emit objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.
During construction, emissions from construction equipment, such as diesel exhaust, and volatile organic
compounds from architectural coatings and paving activities may generate odors. However, these odors
would be temporary and are not expected to affect a substantial number of people. The use of materials
during construction that could generate odors are required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 402 to prevent
odor nuisances on sensitive land uses. Therefore, impacts relating to both operational and construction
activity odors from the proposed project would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
MM AQ‐1

Prior to the issuance of the Public Works bid documents for the improvement of the
project (CIP No. 805), and upon the issuance of any Grading Permit, the Director of Public
Works shall confirm that the project plans and specifications for CIP No. 805 stipulate
that, in compliance with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule
403, excessive fugitive dust emissions shall be controlled by regular watering or
other dust prevention measures, as specified in the SCAQMD’s Rules and Regulations.
In addition, SCAQMD Rule 402 requires implementation of dust suppression techniques
to prevent fugitive dust from creating a nuisance off‐site. Implementation of the
following measures would reduce short‐term fugitive dust impacts on nearby sensitive
receptors:


All active portions of the construction site shall be watered twice daily to prevent
excessive amounts of dust;



Non‐toxic soil stabilizers shall be applied to all inactive construction areas
(previously graded areas inactive for 20 days or more, assuming no rain), according
to manufacturers’ specifications;



All excavating and grading operations shall be suspended when wind gusts (as
instantaneous gust) exceed 25 miles per hour;



On‐site vehicle speed shall be limited to 15 miles per hour;
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All on‐site roads shall be paved as soon as feasible, watered twice daily, or
chemically stabilized;



Visible dust beyond the property line which emanates from the project shall be
prevented to the maximum extent feasible;



All material transported off‐site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely
covered to prevent excessive amounts of dust prior to departing the job site;



Track‐out devices shall be used at all construction site access points;



All delivery truck tires shall be watered down and/or scraped down prior to departing
the job site;



A construction relations officer shall be appointed to act as a community liaison
concerning on‐site construction activity including resolution of issues related to
fugitive dust generation;



Streets shall be swept at the end of the day if visible soil material is carried onto
adjacent paved public roads and use of SCAQMD Rule 1186 and 1186.1 certified
street sweepers or roadway; and



Replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.
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4.4

Biological Resources

Threshold (a)

Would the project have a substantial 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 of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. Special‐status plants include those listed, or candidates for listing, as threatened or
endangered by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW), and species identified as rare by the California Native Plant Society. Special‐status plants include
those listed, or candidates for listing, as threatened or endangered.
The General Plan EIR does not identify any significant sensitive species or habitats within the City. The
project site is a previously developed roadway arterial surrounded by urban land uses. No sensitive species
are found on the project site or surrounding properties based on the City of El Monte General Plan EIR, or
on the CDFW California Natural Diversity Database and the USFWS database. Consequently, the project
would not cause a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on a
sensitive species. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold (b)

Would the project 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?

No Impact. Riparian habitat refers to the trees, other vegetation, and physical features normally found on
the banks and floodplains of rivers, streams, and other bodies of fresh water. The project site includes
segments of three roadways and is located within a highly‐urbanized area of the City. There are no natural
occurring water sources or native plant habitats on the site. The nearest water source to the project site
is the Rio Hondo, approximately 0.6 mile to the west. The surrounding area does not support any aquatic
resources regulated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, or CDFW
as jurisdictional “waters of the U.S.” or “waters of the State.” No riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or USFWS, are present
within or near the project site. Consequently, the project would not cause a substantial adverse effect on
a USFWS or CDFW regulated riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans or policies. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold (c)

Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?

No Impact. As discussed previously, the project site is not within the vicinity of identified natural resources
that have the potential to contain riparian habitat or natural water courses. Wetlands are defined under
the federal Clean Water Act as land that is flooded or saturated by surface water or groundwater at a
frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that normally does support, a prevalence of vegetation
adapted to life in saturated soils. Wetlands include areas such as swamps, marshes, streams, lakes, and
bogs. No wetlands are within the vicinity of the project site. Consequently, the project would not impact
federally protected wetlands.
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Threshold (d)

Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Nesting birds and their nests are protected under the
provisions of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and Section 3513 et. seq. of the California Fish and
Game codes. Suitable habitat for birds protected by the MBTA occurs within the limits of disturbance for
the project site. The intentional loss of any active bird nests during construction would be considered a
significant impact.
Any disturbance to the existing landscape trees would need to occur outside of the nesting season to
comply with the California Fish and Game Code and MBTA. The nesting season generally occurs from
February through August. Consistent with the regulatory requirements of the California Fish and Game
Code and MBTA, if tree trimming or removal are deemed necessary during the nesting season, then all
suitable nesting habitat should be surveyed for the presence of nesting birds prior to project‐related
vegetation clearing. Typically, if an active nest is detected, an appropriate avoidance buffer around the
nest, as determined by a qualified biologist, would be flagged and avoided until the nesting cycle is
complete. With compliance with federal and State regulatory requirements set forth in Mitigation
Measure (MM) BIO‐1, no direct or indirect impacts to special‐status wildlife species would occur.
Threshold (e)

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Chapter 14.03 of the Municipal Code, El Monte Tree
Protection and Preservation Ordinance, establishes polices for the protection and preservation of trees.
Under Section 14.03.030, it is unlawful to carve, remove, severely prune, poison, top, or relocate a
Protected Tree, unless a tree removal permit is issued by the City. A Protected Tree is defined as a public
tree, Heritage Tree, or native tree. A Heritage Tree is defined in the Municipal Code as a tree, shrub, or
plant that meets one of the following criteria: (1) has a single trunk circumference of at least 36 inches;
(2) has a combined trunk circumference of at least 75 inches for a multi‐trunk tree; (3) is at least 35 feet
in height; (4) is a part of a stand of trees where each depends on another for survival; or (5) is historically
or culturally significant. Palm trees are excluded. Native trees include several species of oak, cottonwood,
walnut, willow, sycamore, and redwood.
There are several non‐native trees along Ramona Boulevard, Valley Boulevard, and Valley Mall, some of
which could be as tall as 35 feet and could be considered heritage trees. The proposed project includes
the installation of several landscaping upgrades to improve the overall aesthetic character of the
downtown area.
Of the existing landscaping within the project area, the project proposes to retain approximately 14 trees
and approximately 4,327 square feet of landscaped areas. According to the preliminary plant schedule,
approximately 15 trees with 846 sf of new ground cover would be planted. Two existing trees would be
removed. To ensure that the status of these trees is confirmed and, if warranted, replacement trees
planted, MM BIO‐2 is required. Implementation of MM BIO‐2 would reduce potential project impacts to
a less than significant level.
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Threshold (f)

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. According to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and City of El Monte General Plan
EIR, there are no Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans in the City.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
MM BIO‐1

Removal of any trees or vegetation shall occur outside the bird nesting season, which
occurs between January 1st to September 15th (which accommodates the nesting period
for passerine birds and raptors). If the nesting season cannot be avoided and tree or
vegetation removal occurs between January 1st to September 15th, the City of El Monte
shall retain a qualified biologist subject to the review and approval of the Public Works
Director to verify the presence of nesting birds and to develop a plan for avoidance. The
City shall comply with the plan for avoidance if required.

MM BIO‐2

Prior to any earth disturbance activities, a tree inventory shall be prepared by a certified
arborist to locate and identify all Protected Trees within the limits of disturbance. The
tree inventory shall outline specific measures to document native trees with protected
status and heritage trees within the project site. Per the requirements of the City of El
Monte, the following criteria shall be documented within the tree inventory: field location
by GPS for all listed native trees and heritage trees; enumeration of all trees on both aerial
image and spreadsheet; trees identification of each tree by both scientific and common
name; trunk diameter, measured at 4.5 feet above root crown; approximate canopy
height and diameter; health assessment of each tree by a certified arborist; and digital
copies of the GPS shape file and spread sheet in Excel and/or PDF format. If any Protected
Trees occur on the project site that need to be removed as part of the proposed project,
a tree removal permit shall be obtained from the City of El Monte per Section 14.03.060
of the El Monte Municipal Code. Additionally, trees shall be replaced at a minimum 2:1
ratio and as required by Section 14.03.090 of the El Monte Municipal Code.
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4.5

Cultural Resources

Threshold (a)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

No Impact. Historical resources are defined as buildings, structures, objects, sites, and districts of
significance in history, archaeology, architecture, and culture. These resources include intact structures
of any type that are 50 years or more of age. These resources are sometimes called the “built
environment” and can include, in addition to houses, other structures such as irrigation works and
engineering features. Historical resources are preserved because they provide a link to a region’s past as
well as a frame of reference for a community.
The CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5, define “historic resources” as resources listed in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or determined to be eligible by the California Historical Resources
Commission for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources.6 The National Register recognizes
properties that are significant at the national, State and local levels. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5, a site or structure may be considered a historical resource if it is significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or
cultural annals of PRC Section 5020.1(j), or if it meets the criteria for listing in either the National Register
of Historic Places or the California Register of Historical Resources (14 Code of Federal Regulations § 4850).
CEQA allows local historic resource guidelines to serve as the California Register of Historical Resources
criteria if enacted by local legislation to act as the equivalent of the State criteria.
The General Plan identifies several historic resources within the City, including the Santa Fe Trail Park and
the Osmond house. One property at Valley Boulevard and Santa Anita Avenue is listed on the California
Register of Historic Places. The City’s Historic Resource Identification Report (February 2015) identified
buildings that could be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places within the downtown area.
However, none are within the limits of disturbance or adjacent to the project site.
The proposed project includes the acquisition of property for public street right‐of‐way including 11105
Ramona Boulevard at the northeast corner of the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard.
However, only at the 11105 Ramona Boulevard site would the public right‐of‐way acquisition affect any
existing structures or buildings. The property at this location contains two single‐story, stucco‐clad
commercial buildings of approximately 1,430 square feet and 1,595 square feet in size. The commercial
buildings were constructed by 1964. These structures are unoccupied as of the date of the release of the
Initial Study for public review. The 11105 Ramona Boulevard property was formerly occupied by a florist
and automobile electronics business. Although these vernacular buildings are over 45 years old, they are
not significant to City’s history nor do they feature any unique architectural characteristics.
In addition, a previous cultural resource survey was conducted when an approximate 180‐foot tunnel
segment of the former El Monte High School campus was discovered during construction of the new
residential project adjacent to the Valley Boulevard northern segment of the project. The tunnel ran east
of Valley Boulevard and north of Ramona Boulevard. The study concluded that the tunnel was not eligible
for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources and was not considered a historical resource
under CEQA.

6

California Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), Section 5024.1(g).
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Therefore, roadway reconstruction and associated landscaping improvements would not impact historical
resources discussed above within the downtown area. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold (b)

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Archaeological resources are the physical remains of
past human activities and can be either prehistoric or historic in origin. Archaeological sites are locations
that contain significant evidence of human activity, including food remains, waste from the manufacturing
of tools, tools, concentrations or alignments of stones, modification of rock surfaces, unusual
discoloration or accumulation of soil, or human skeletal remains. Archaeological sites are often located
along creek areas and ridgelines.
The City General Plan EIR records search results indicate that there are no recorded archeological sites
within the City. However, because of the City, inclusive of the project site, is within the tribal band’s
historic territory, Mitigation Measure CUL‐1 is added to the project to ensure any Native American
resources that may be found on the site are properly identified and protected. With inclusion of this
measure, potential project impacts regarding archaeological resources would be reduced to less than
significant levels. Please also refer to the Tribal Cultural Resources section of this Initial Study.
Threshold (c)

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

No Impact. Paleontological resources are the fossilized remains of organisms from prehistoric
environments found in geologic strata. These resources are valued for the information they yield about
the history of the earth and its past ecological settings. The potential for fossil occurrence depends on the
rock type exposed at the surface in a given area.
According to the General Plan EIR, the City is within the San Gabriel Basin, which consists primarily of
recent, unconsolidated alluvial materials that have a low probability of containing paleontological
resources. The project site is already graded and reconstruction of the street medians, roadway
improvements, and landscaping improvements would include subsurface excavation of approximately six
to ten inches below existing grade. Therefore, due to the low probability of paleontological resources and
heavily developed nature of the project surroundings, no impact is anticipated.
Threshold (d)

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

No Impact. No formal cemeteries are in or near the project area. Most Native American human remains
are found in association with prehistoric archaeological sites. As discussed previously, the project site is
not proximate to identified archaeological resources. Given the extent of disturbances from the
construction and operation of the roadways and the existing private improvements at 11105 Ramona
Boulevard, it is unlikely that ground‐disturbing activities associated with the construction of the roadway
and street median improvements would exceed depths of previous disturbance. However, there is always
the possibility that subsurface construction activities associated with the proposed project, such as
trenching and grading, could potentially damage or destroy previously undiscovered human remains.
Accordingly, this is a potentially significant impact. Pursuant to State of California Health and Safety Code
provisions (notably § 7050.5‐7055), should any human remains be uncovered, all construction activities
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must cease and the Los Angeles County Coroner, City Public Works Director and Police Department be
immediately contacted. Therefore, the proposed project has little potential to disturb human remains.
Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation provided under Tribal Cultural Resources.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
SC CUL‐1

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, CEQA Section 15064.5, and Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98 mandate the process to be followed in the event of an
accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.
California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that in the event that human
remains are discovered within the project site, disturbance of the site shall be halted until
the coroner has conducted an investigation into the circumstances, manner and cause of
death, and the recommendations concerning the treatment and disposition of the human
remains have been made to the person responsible for the excavation, or to his or her
authorized representative, in the manner provided in Section 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code. If the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to his or her
authority and if the coroner recognizes or has reason to believe the human remains to be
those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the
Native American Heritage Commission and PRC 5097.98 shall be followed.

Mitigation Measures
Please also refer to MM TCR‐1 through MM TCR‐8 under Tribal Cultural Resources.
MM CUL‐1

Prior to the issuance of a grading permit and/or action that would permit site disturbance
(whichever occurs first), the City of El Monte shall retain a qualified archaeologist to be
available during excavation and grading activities. If potential Native American resources
are uncovered during ground disturbing activities, the City shall halt work in the
immediate area of the find, inform the Public Works Director immediately, and the
archaeologist and Native American tribal monitor shall be directed to examine the
material to determine whether it is a “unique cultural resource” as defined in Section
21083.2 (g) of the State CEQA Statues. If this determination is positive, the scientifically
consequential information shall be fully recovered by the archaeologist or Native
American tribal monitor depending on the resource. Work may continue outside the area
of the find. However, no further work shall occur in the immediate location of the find
until all information recovery has been completed and a report concerning same filed
with the City, a designated repository as appropriate and made available to interested
representatives of Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated
with the project area.
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4.6

Geology and Soils

A geotechnical investigation, Geotechnical Engineering Design Services Ramona Boulevard at Valley
Boulevard Intersection Improvement Project (Geotechnical Investigation), was prepared by Hushmand
Associates, Inc. (Hushmand, 2016). The intent of the Geotechnical Investigation was to evaluate the
geologic, seismic, and geotechnical conditions at the locations of the proposed construction. The
Geotechnical Investigation report is summarized herein and provided in Appendix B of this Initial Study.
El Monte is in the central San Gabriel Valley, part of the larger Los Angeles Basin. Most of the City is
covered by valley alluvial sediments (gravel, sand, and silt) from the Quaternary age (1.8 million years ago
to the present) deposited by streams flowing out of the San Gabriel Mountains. The San Gabriel River
borders the City on the east and the Rio Hondo bisects the western half of the City from the north to the
southwest. The San Gabriel Valley is surrounded by the San Gabriel Mountains to the north, the Puente
Hills and Montebello Hills to the south, and the San Jose Hills to the southeast. All of these mountains and
hills are outside of the City.
Hazards associated with earthquakes include surface rupture and ground shaking, and secondary hazards
such as liquefaction and tsunamis. Surface rupture occurs when the ground along a fault breaks, causing
rapid surface displacement and damaging buildings.
The intensity of ground shaking expected at a particular site depends upon the magnitude of the
earthquake, the distance to the epicenter, and the geology of the area between the epicenter and the
property. Greater movement can be expected at sites located on poorly consolidated material, such as
alluvium, proximate to the causative fault, or in response to a seismic event of great magnitude.
Liquefaction is a seismic phenomenon in which loose, saturated granular and non‐plastic, fine‐grained
soils lose their structure or strength when subjected to high‐intensity ground shaking. Liquefaction occurs
when three general conditions exist: (1) shallow groundwater (within the top 50 feet of the ground
surface); (2) low‐density non‐plastic soils; and (3) high‐intensity ground motion.
The risk of surface fault rupture in the City is negligible since no known active faults are within the City
limits. The California Geological Survey identifies the City within a Zone of Required Investigation for
Liquefaction, due to the presence of young alluvial‐fan deposits composed of unconsolidated gravel,
sand, and silt as well as young wash deposits consisting of unconsolidated sand, silt, and gravel. According
to the General Plan EIR, strong ground shaking is potentially present in the City.
Most of the City is flat and therefore not subject to landslide hazards. Lateral spreading is not likely to be
a substantial hazard in most of the City due to the nearly flat terrain. To address seismic hazards and
reduce risk, the City adopted the 2016 California Building Codes (CBC) and the 2016 Los Angeles Building
Code into Municipal Code 15.01.010. The State of California has established minimum standards for
building design through the California Building Code (CBC), which contain specific requirements for
seismic safety, excavation, foundations, retaining walls, and site demolition. The State also regulates
grading activities, including drainage and erosion control (CBC, Chapter 18, Appendix J).
Expansive soils can change dramatically in volume depending on moisture content. When wet, these soils
can expand; conversely, when dry, they can contract or shrink. Sources of moisture that can trigger this
shrink‐swell phenomenon can include seasonal rainfall, landscape irrigation, utility leakage, and/or
perched groundwater. Expansive soil can exhibit wide cracks in the dry season, and changes in soil volume
have the potential to damage concrete slabs, foundations, and pavement.
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Soils with moderate to high expansion potential are a common cause of foundation deterioration, cracking
of concrete slabs, and roadway damage. The geotechnical investigation identifies the most common soils
on the project site as silty sands, with low expansion potential.
Threshold (a.i)

Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving the 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?

No Impact. The Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act mitigates seismic hazards by prohibiting
construction of structures for human occupancy in regions with active faults. Under the Act, the State
Geologist establishes regulatory zones known as earthquake fault zones around the surface traces of
active faults and issues appropriate maps. The Seismic Hazards Mapping Act addresses non‐surface fault
rupture earthquake hazards, including seismically induced landslides and liquefaction.7 The Act resulted
in a mapping program identifying areas that have the potential for liquefaction, landslide, strong ground
shaking, or other earthquake and geologic hazards. As noted in the General Plan EIR, there are no active
or inactive faults within the City and no Alquist‐Priolo delineated fault zones.
Threshold (a.ii)

Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground
shaking?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The City is within the seismically active Southern
California region with fault zones including the San Andreas, San Gabriel, Newport‐Inglewood, Palos
Verdes, Whittier and Puente Hills. There are no faults in the City. Consequently, the project could be
affected by a future seismic event. All roadway construction would adhere to the provisions in the City’s
Municipal Code 12.08.080, which requires improvements to conform with the Standard Specifications for
Public Works Construction. The project would also be required to comply with the recommendations of
the Geotechnical Investigation, outlined in MM GEO‐1. Implementation of MM GEO‐1 and adherence to
the Municipal Code would reduce impacts to a less than significant level.
Threshold (a.iii) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic‐related ground
failure, including liquefaction?
Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. According the General Plan Figure PHS‐1, the project
site is within a liquefaction hazard area. As discussed above, the project would to comply with the
requirements of the approved Geotechnical Investigation including subgrade preparation (MM GEO‐1).
Roadway construction which involves subsurface preparation, aggregate base compaction, and hot mixed
asphalt, would adhere to Municipal Code 12.08.080, which requires conformance with Standard
Specifications for Public Works Construction. Compliance with the mitigation measure and adherence to
the Municipal Code 12.08.080 would reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

7

California Geological Survey, Seismic Hazard Zonation Program,” http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/shzp”
Accessed September 5, 2017.
56

Section 4 | Environmental Analysis

Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard
Intersection Improvements Project

Threshold (a.iv) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides?
No Impact. Landslides often occur during or after strong earthquakes typically involving hillside or canyon
land. As discussed in the General Plan EIR, the City is mostly built out, relatively flat, and with no major
hillsides or slopes that would be subject to substantial soil erosion, landslides, or mudslides. The project
site is relatively flat and surrounded by urban developments. Due to the flat terrain and nature of the
proposed project, no impact related to landslides would occur.
Threshold b)

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Properties within the limits of disturbance are
currently developed. Implementation of the proposed roadway improvements would be subject to local
and State codes and requirements for erosion control and grading. Since construction activities would
disturb one or more acres, the proposed project would be subject to the provisions of the National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Construction General Permit. Construction activities
subject to this permit includes clearing, grading and disturbances to the ground such as stockpiling, or
excavation. During grading and other construction activities when soils are exposed and/or stockpiled,
temporary soil erosion may occur which could be exacerbated by rainfall. Potential erosion related to
grading and stockpiling would be managed through the preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) as required by State Water Resources Control Board. In addition, the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) requires that all post development storm water runoff not
exceed the predevelopment peak flow. The Geotechnical Investigation also provided recommendations
for project construction during subsurface removals (MM GEO‐1). Compliance with the SWPPP and
LARWQCB requirements and implementation of MM GEO‐1 would reduce impacts to less than significant.
Threshold c)

Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in an on‐site or off‐
site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed above, compliance with the requirements of an approved
Geotechnical Investigation as required by the City’s Municipal Code would mitigate potential adverse
impacts from geologic events related to seismic activities. Consequently, project impacts related to
unstable soils, including landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse liquefaction,
would be less than significant due to the flat terrain and absence of groundwater underneath the site.
Roadway design would adhere to the specifications outlined in the Standard Specifications for Public
Works Construction, under Municipal Code 12.08.080. Therefore, adherence to all applicable regulations
would reduce impacts to a less than significant level.
Threshold d)

Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18‐1‐B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The project site comprises of two major arterials in a
relatively flat area and surrounded by urban development. Because the project site is relatively flat, it is
not susceptible to potential impacts associated with expansive soils such as downhill creep or landslide.
The project specific Geotechnical Investigation concluded that the near‐surface soils at the intersection of
Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard intersection are considered to have a low expansion potential.
Additionally, the proposed project would adhere to the recommendations within the Geotechnical
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Investigation involving subsurface soil removal. Therefore, impacts to expansive soils would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.
Threshold e)

Would the project 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?

No Impact. The nature of the project would not involve the use of septic tanks. Therefore, no impact
would occur and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
MM GEO‐1

Prior to the issuance of the Public Works bid documents for the improvement of the
project (CIP No. 805), the City shall review all project plans for grading, foundation,
structural, infrastructure, and all other relevant construction documents to ensure
compliance with the applicable recommendations from the Geotechnical Investigation
and other applicable Municipal Code requirements.
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4.7

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard Widening Project Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study was
prepared by Entech Consulting Group (Entech, 2017). The report is included in this Initial Study as
Appendix A and the results are summarized herein.
Threshold a)

Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases (GHGs).
The major concern with GHGs is that increases in their concentrations are causing global climate change.
Global climate change is a change in the average weather on Earth that can be measured by wind patterns,
storms, precipitation, and temperature. Although there is disagreement as to the rate of global climate
change and the extent of the impacts attributable to human activities, most in the scientific community
agree that there is a direct link between increased emissions of GHGs and long‐term global temperature
increases.
The principal GHGs are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6),
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). Because different GHGs have different warming
potential and CO2 is the most common reference gas for climate change, GHG emissions are often
quantified and reported as CO2 equivalents (CO2e)8. For example, SF6 is a GHG commonly used in the utility
industry as an insulating gas in circuit breakers and other electronic equipment. SF6, while comprising a
small fraction of the total GHGs emitted annually world‐wide, is a much more potent GHG with 22,800
times the global warming potential as CO2. Therefore, an emission of one metric ton (MT) of SF6 could be
reported as an emission of 22,800 MT of CO2e. Large emission sources are reported in million metric tons
(MMT) of CO2e.
While the SCAQMD has issued proposed standards and guidelines, there is no adopted State or local
standard for determining the cumulative significance of the proposed project’s GHG emissions. In
December 2008, SCAQMD adopted a 10,000 MTCO2e/year for industrial facilities, but only with respect to
projects where SCAQMD is the lead agency. Additionally, SCAQMD has proposed, but not adopted, a 3,000
MT/year CO2e threshold for mixed use developments, a 3,500 MT/year CO2e threshold for residential
developments, and a 1,400 MT/year CO2e threshold for commercial developments. As an alternative to
the aforementioned proposed thresholds for residential, commercial, and mixed‐use developments,
SCAQMD has also recommended the use of a single numerical threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e/year for all non‐
industrial projects; as such, this threshold has been used for this Initial Study. These thresholds were
developed for individual land use projects. These thresholds have not been adopted as of this writing.
In guidance provided by the SCAQMD’s GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Working Group in September
2010, SCAQMD considered a tiered approach to determine the significance of residential and commercial
projects. The draft tiered approach is outlined in meeting minutes dated September 29, 2010.


8

Tier 1. If the project is exempt from further environmental analysis under existing statutory or
categorical exemptions, there is a presumption of less than significant impacts with respect to
climate change. If not, then the Tier 2 threshold should be considered.

CO2e = Carbon dioxide equivalent
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Tier 2. Consists of determining whether or not the project is consistent with a GHG reduction plan
that may be part of a local general plan, for example. The concept embodied in this tier is
equivalent to the existing concept of consistency in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(h)(3),
15125(d) or 15152(a). Under this tier, if the proposed project is consistent with the qualifying local
GHG reduction plan, it is not significant for GHG emissions. If there is not an adopted plan, then a
Tier 3 approach would be appropriate.



Tier 3. Establishes a screening significance threshold level to determine significance. The Working
Group has provided a recommendation of 3,000 metric tons (MT) of CO2e per year for mixed use
projects.



Tier 4. Establishes a service population efficiency threshold to determine significance. The
Working Group has provided a recommendation of 4.1 MT of CO2e per year for plans based on
statewide service population.

The City, as the Lead Agency, has determined that the appropriate threshold that would apply to the
proposed project would be the 3,000 MT/year CO2e threshold for all non‐industrial projects. GHG impacts
are considered on a global scale, as single projects are not typically not substantial enough to result in a
measurable increase in global concentrations of GHG emissions. The CEQA Guidelines acknowledges that
GHG is a cumulative impact. As such, impacts of GHG emissions are analyzed here on a cumulative basis.
Construction Emissions. Construction activities would be temporary and would excavation, trenching,
grading, striping, landscaping, and concrete paving. The construction activities would result in the
emission of GHGs from equipment exhaust, construction‐related vehicular activity and construction
worker automobile trips. Emission levels for construction activities would vary depending on the number
and type of equipment, duration of use, operation schedules, and the number of construction workers.
Total estimated construction‐related GHG emissions for the proposed project are shown in Table 8,
Estimated Total Construction‐Related GHG Emissions.
Table 8. Estimated Total Construction‐Related GHG Emissions
Emission Source

Estimated CO2e Emissions

Construction Emissions
Total

184.4 (MT)

Annual Construction (Amortized over 30 years)

6.14 (MT/yr)

CO2e= carbon dioxide equivalent; MT =metric tons; MT/yr = metric tons per year.
Source: Entech, 2017.

As shown, the project’s total estimated mitigated GHG emissions during construction would equal
approximately 184.4 MTCO2e. This would equal to approximately 6.14 MTCO2e per year after amortization
over 30 years per SCAQMD methodology. This level is below the SCAQMD’s Tier 3 threshold of 3,000
metric tons of CO2e emissions (Entech, 2017). Impacts would be less than significant.
Threshold b)

Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less Than Significant Impact. The SCAQMD supports State, federal, and international policies to reduce
levels of ozone depleting gases through its Global Warming Policy and rules, and the proposed project
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would comply with the SCAQMD’s interim GHG threshold. The CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan includes
Recommended Actions that are recommended to reduce GHG emissions. The proposed project would
reduce vehicle emissions through traffic flow improvements which is consistent with the Regional
Transportation Reduction Targets (T‐3) of the CARB Scoping Plan. Construction emissions for the proposed
project would be below the SCAQMD GHG emissions threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year. Therefore, the
proposed project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted and is
consistent with the CARB Scoping Plan to reduce GHG emissions. The GHG assessment demonstrates that
the proposed project would result in less than significant impacts related to GHG.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.8

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The following analysis is based, in part, on the Valley Boulevard and Ramona Boulevard Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment (Kimley‐Horn, 2018), which is included as Appendix C to this Initial Study.
The Phase I ESA included a review of local, State, and federal environmental record sources, standard
historical sources, aerial photographs, fire insurance maps and physical setting sources, previous reports,
a site reconnaissance of the site to review use and current conditions and to check for the storage, use,
production or disposal of hazardous or potentially hazardous materials and interviews with persons and
agencies knowledgeable about current and past site use.
Threshold a)

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than Significant Impact.
Short‐Term Construction Impacts.
During construction, hazardous and potentially hazardous materials typically associated with construction
activities would be routinely transported and used on the project site. These hazardous materials could
include gasoline, diesel fuel, lubricants, and other products used to operate and maintain construction
equipment. The transport, use, and handling of these materials would be a temporary activity coinciding
with project construction. Although such materials may be stored on the project site, any transport, use,
and handling of these materials is expected to be limited to quantities and concentrations required to
operate and maintain equipment. Removal and disposal of any hazardous materials from the project site
during construction would be conducted by a permitted and licensed service provider.
Any handling, transport, use, or disposal would comply with all applicable federal, State, and local
agencies and regulations, including the U.S. EPA, the California Department of Toxic Substances Control,
the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the California Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, and the Los Angeles County Fire
Department (the Certified Unified Program Agency for unincorporated Los Angeles County and most
incorporated jurisdictions, including the City of El Monte).
Long‐Term Operational Impacts. Hazardous and potentially hazardous materials may be transported by
vehicles traveling on project roadways. However, this transport, while occurring on the project site, is not
a part of the proposed project. Therefore, long‐term operational impacts associated with the transport,
use, and disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.
Threshold b)

Would the project 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?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed project would include the demolition
of the existing property on the northeast corner of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard. The
commercial buildings (11105 Ramona Boulevard; APN 8568‐032‐005) would be demolished in order to
provide right‐of‐way for the new westbound right through lane and the remaining portion of the 11105
Ramona Boulevard property would be replaced with public landscaping (e.g., groundcover, shrubs, trees),
a new six‐foot‐wide public sidewalk, and potentially public art. Given the age of the buildings, asbestos‐
containing materials and lead‐based paints could be present within the interior and exterior materials and
surfaces. Demolition of structures could expose construction personnel to asbestos‐containing materials
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(e.g., roof materials and stucco) and lead‐based paint unless proper precautions are taken to minimize
exposure. The potential for release of asbestos and lead during demolition would be considered a
significant impact. Because exposure to such materials can result in adverse health effects in uncontrolled
situations, several regulations and guidelines pertaining to abatement of and protection from exposure
to asbestos have been developed for demolition activities. Consistent with SCAQMD Rule 1403, MM HAZ‐
1 requires a pre‐demolition survey to be conducted, and, if identified, asbestos‐containing materials and
lead‐based paint would be removed and disposed of by qualified contractors in accordance with State
regulations.
The commercial buildings at 11105 Ramona Boulevard utilized on‐site septic tanks, which may have
resulted in localized soil impacts from regulated substances such as chlorinated solids, petroleum
hydrocarbons and/or heavy metals. Due to the potential for localized soil or groundwater impacts, the
on‐site septic system is considered a recognized environmental condition (REC). Furthermore, the
adjacent property to the north once served as a maintenance yard for the El Monte High School. A
Remedial Action Plan for Soil and Soil Vapor Impact was prepared for the property to the north of the
project site, due to the presence of metals and volatile organic compounds (VOC) in the soil and soil vapor.
Portions of the property on site were previously occupied by a dry‐cleaning business which utilized an
underground storage tank (UST). This UST may have been responsible for the tetrachloroethylene (PCE)
detected in the soil vapor. Elevated PCE concentrations were detected in the soil vapor immediately north
of the project site. Therefore, the contamination is considered a REC for the project site.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ‐2 would be required to address the associated potential
impacts from the RECs. MM HAZ‐2 would require the preparation of a Phase II ESA which would include
soil surveys and testing for possible contaminants. The presence of contamination on the property has
the potential to impact the future development and use of the site. Therefore, the proposed project would
not create is significant public hazard with implementation of MM HAZ‐1 and HAZ‐2.
Threshold c)

Would the project 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
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. Government Code Section 65962.5 refers to the Hazardous Waste and
Substances Site List, commonly known as the Cortese List, maintained by the California Department of
Toxic Substances Control. The Cortese list contains hazardous waste and substance sites including public
drinking water wells with detectable levels of contamination, sites with known underground storage tanks
(USTs) having a reportable release, solid waste disposal facilities from which there is a known migration,
hazardous substance sites selected for remedial action, historic Cortese sites, and sites with known toxic
material identified through the abandoned site assessment program.
One Cortese site, the San Gabriel Groundwater Basin, is partially located in the City of El Monte. The San
Gabriel Valley has been under environmental investigation since 1979 when groundwater contaminated
with volatile organic compounds (VOCs) was first identified. The groundwater contamination resulted
from the historic use and improper handling and disposal of chlorinated solvents (such as
tetrachloroethene (PCE) and trichloroethene (TCE)) and other chemicals (other VOCs, 1,4‐dioxane,
perchlorate, NDMA).
In May 1984, U.S. EPA listed four broad areas of regional‐scale groundwater contamination within the
Groundwater Basin on the National Priorities List (NPL) under the Comprehensive Environmental
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Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA). Since listing the San Gabriel Valley Superfund Sites,
U.S. EPA has been working to address the groundwater contamination on a regional scale through
installation and operation of groundwater extraction systems that control the contaminant migration.
Extracted groundwater is treated to safe levels and, if feasible, is reused for drinking water supply.
Although the groundwater cleanup activities started in the 1990s, and progress has been made, the
groundwater contamination in the San Gabriel Valley is extensive and will require long‐term remediation.
However, the proposed roadway improvements would not introduce sensitive land uses to the area or
require subsurface excavation that would enter the groundwater table. As such, impacts would be
considered less than significant.
Threshold d)

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one‐quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

Less Than Significant Impact. Columbia Elementary School at 3400 North California Avenue boarders the
south side of Ramona Boulevard. As discussed above, the proposed project is not associated with the
transport or use of hazardous materials. However, hazardous and potentially hazardous materials may be
transported by vehicles traveling on the roadways. The transport of hazardous materials, while occurring
on the project site, is not a part of the proposed project. Therefore, operational impacts associated with
the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.
Threshold e)

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The El Monte Airport is located at 4233 Santa Anita Avenue, approximately 1.4 miles north of
the project site. The proposed project does not feature any designs or improvements that would be
considered a hazard to airport operations. The proposed project would not conflict with the El Monte
Airport Land Use Plan and is not located within an approach or departure flight corridor for the El Monte
Airport. The project would not result in an airport related safety hazard; therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold f)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. There is no private airstrip within the vicinity of the project site. Consequently, the project
would not result in a safety hazard related to proximity to an airstrip. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold g)

Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City has an emergency preparedness plan that complies with State
law and interfaces with other cities and counties within Southern California. The 2004 Natural Hazard
Mitigation Plan (NHMP) outlines the operations and activities that would occur in the event of a disaster.
It also allows for coordination with other agencies in the event that the City is affected by a disaster
elsewhere. The NHMP designates potential evacuation routes: east–west routes include I‐10, Ramona
Boulevard, and Valley Boulevard, and north–south routes include Peck Road and Santa Anita Avenue.
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The project is proposed to reduce conflicts between through traffic and turn movements thereby
enhancing roadway safety. During construction of the project, there would be a need for temporary lane
closures. However, traffic lanes in each direction would remain open. Access to businesses would not be
impeded. Therefore, impacts associated with emergency response or evacuation plans would be less than
significant.
Threshold h)

Would the project 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 into wildlands?

No Impact. The City is fully urbanized and does not contain wildfire hazard areas. Consequently, the
project would not expose people or structures to risks from wildland fires. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
MM HAZ‐1

Prior to approval of a demolition permit by the City of El Monte, an asbestos survey and
a lead‐based paint survey shall be conducted pursuant to applicable local, State, and
federal laws. All asbestos‐containing building materials shall be removed prior to
structure demolition. Abatement or paint stabilization techniques shall be applied prior
to demolition. Such measures shall include removal and stabilization of loose, flaking or
peeling paint. Measures shall be taken to ensure that paint chips are not generated in the
demolition process. All work shall be performed by an abatement contractor who is
certified by the California OSHA Division of Occupational Safety and Health (DOSH) with
properly trained and registered workers. All abatement techniques will be in accordance
with DOSH and Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) protocol and also in conformance
with South Coast Air Quality Management District rules. All removed asbestos‐containing
building materials and lead‐based paint shall be properly disposed of at a landfill certified
to accept said materials, and waste shall be transported under the waste manifest by a
certified waste transportation company. Once all of these materials have been removed,
structure demolition may commence.

MM‐HAZ‐2

Prior to approval of a demolition permit by the City of El Monte, a Phase II ESA shall be
conducted by a qualified Phase II/Site Characterization specialist. The Phase II ESA shall
include a collection of soil and/or ground water samples from strategic locations on the
project site with a high probability for contamination. Upon completion of the Phase II
and site characterization activities, the Phase II specialist shall recommend remedial
activities, if necessary, in consultation with the Environmental Health Department. This
recommendation from the Phase II ESA shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the
Environmental Health Department.
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4.9

Hydrology and Water Quality

The Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard Intersections Improvement Project Drainage and low Impact
Development (LID) Report was prepared by Kimley‐Horn and Associates, Inc. (Kimley‐Horn, 2017) for the
proposed project. The report is included in this Initial Study as Appendix E.
Threshold a)

Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

Threshold c)

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on‐ or off‐site?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.
Short‐Term Construction Impacts. Without the appropriate controls in place, on‐site storm water that is
allowed to sheet flow off site can potentially convey various sediments, pollutants, trash, and other
constituents downstream, which subsequently can adversely affect the quality of receiving waters.
Construction activities would disturb more than one acre and therefore the proposed project would be
subject to the provisions of the NPDES Construction General Permit. The Los Angeles Regional Water
Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) is the regional board that serves Los Angeles County. The most recent
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) NPDES Permit, Order No. R4‐2012‐0175 and CAS004001,
require new development and redevelopment projects to incorporate storm water mitigation measures,
such as a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP would include project construction
features designed to prevent erosion and protect the quality of storm water runoff (i.e., BMPs). Sediment
control BMPs may include stabilized construction entrances, straw wattles on embankments, and
sediment filters on existing inlets. The City also requires a Storm Water Low Impact Development (LID)
Plan that serves as the Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP). The LID prescribes structural,
operations, and maintenance best management practices (BMPs) to minimize water pollution and erosion
during the operation phase of a project.
Grading activities would be performed in conformance with the 2016 California Building Standards
Commission (CBC) 2016); the Municipal Code; approved plans and specifications; and good engineering
practices. On‐site and off‐site storm water drainage facilities and project site grading would be designed
and constructed to prevent undue erosion and excessive deposits of mud, silt, and debris upon or within
any public street, storm water channel, storm drain, swale, or watercourse.
Compliance with the requirements set forth in the NPDES Permit, including preparation of a SWPPP and
incorporation of sediment control BMPs, and those provisions established by the Municipal Code to
reduce the potential for off‐site and downstream water quality impacts. Therefore, impacts associated
with water quality standards would be less than significant.
Long‐Term Operational Impacts. Storm water is conveyed as surface flow to three existing storm drains
in Ramona Boulevard and Valley Mall. Two storm drains are on the eastern segment of Ramona Boulevard
and one storm drain is near the northbound lane on Valley Mall. The proposed project would modify the
storm drains located within the limits of the project site to accommodate the changes in horizontal
roadway geometry for Valley Boulevard and Valley Mall. The modifications would include the removal and
replacement of existing catch basins. The number of catch basins would not change.
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Bioretention areas located at the northeast and southwest corner of the Ramona Boulevard at Valley
Boulevard intersection would treat the required storm water quality design volume calculated in
accordance with the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Low Impact Development Standards
Manual (LACDPW, 2014). Table 9, Pervious and Impervious Site Conditions, identifies the pre‐ and post‐
development conditions related to the amount of pervious surfaces. Approximately 9,845 square feet of
impervious surfaces would be converted to pervious surfaces through the introduction of additional
landscaped areas. Compliance with the requirements set forth in the NPDES Construction General Permit,
including preparation of a SWPPP and incorporation of sediment control BMPs, and provisions established
by the Municipal Code to reduce the storm water pollution would reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.
Table 9: Pervious and Impervious Site Conditions
Pervious

Impervious

Project Area

Area (sf)

Existing

3,146.99

2%

154,586.471

98%

57,733.47

100%

12,991.69

8%

144,741.78

92%

57,733.47

100%

+9,845

+6%

‐9,845

‐6%

0

100%

Proposed
Net Change

Percentage

Area (sf)

Total

Percentage

Area (sf)

Percentage

Source: Kimley‐Horn, 2017.

Threshold b)

Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre‐existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or
planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City is situated in the watersheds of the Los Angeles and San Gabriel
Rivers. The project site is in the Los Angeles River Watershed and the nearest body of water is the Rio
Hondo, approximately 0.6 mile west. The City’s water supply is primarily groundwater, extracted by
production wells from the Main San Gabriel Groundwater Basin. The City’s water system serves 20 percent
of the City’s land area, comprising 3,342 connections and 22,446 residents. The City’s Water Department
does not import water nor is its system connected to a transmission pipeline of any water wholesaler. The
water supply features six deep wells, one 200,000‐gallon elevated tank, and a 1 million‐gallon ground‐
level tank. Potable water is delivered through 42 miles of pipeline, reservoirs, booster pumps, water wells,
disinfection facilities, carbon filters, and emergency connections with neighboring water purveyors.
Water use associated with the proposed project would be limited to irrigation of landscaping and would
rely on water supplies composed largely of groundwater. All extraction of groundwater for use within the
City is actively managed by the Main San Gabriel Basin Watermaster Agency. The Watermaster Agency
serves to prevent overdraft, ensure the long‐term reliability of the Groundwater Basin, and avoid adverse
effects to regional groundwater supplies. The project’s preliminary landscaping plan features low water
use plants. New landscaping would adhere to Municipal Code 17.10.020, which requires landscaping to
be comply with the City’s goal for water efficient landscapes. The nature of the proposed project does not
require a new water supply and the water required for the proposed new landscaping is within the City’s
current water supply availability. Adherence to all applicable City regulations would preclude significant
impacts.
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Threshold d)

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on‐ or off‐site?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would maintain existing drainage patterns on Valley
Boulevard, Ramona Boulevard, and Valley Mall. Construction activities would disturb more than one acre
and therefore be subject to the provisions of the NPDES Construction General Permit. The project would
increase the amount of pervious area within the project site with addition of landscaping and bioretention
areas with infiltration. Adherence of the design requirements outlined in Municipal Code 13.20.020 would
ensure that runoff is properly conveyed and discharged as appropriate. Implementation of the BMPs
would reduce the volume and flow rate of storm water to the storm sewer system to the maximum
practical extent. The project would not create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of pollutant
runoff. Compliance with the NPDES permit conditions and the applicable provisions from the City would
reduce impacts to a less than significant level.
Threshold e)

Would the project 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?

Threshold f)

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed previously, the proposed project would increase pervious
surfaces by 9,845 square feet. The proposed bioretention areas and landscaping would adhere to
Municipal Code 17.11.190 which includes provisions for storm water management to minimize runoff and
increase infiltration. Structural source‐control BMPs, which collect and treat storm water originating on
the project site, as well as any constituents contained within these surface flows, in accordance with
NPDES requirements, greatly reduce the opportunity for off‐site and downstream water quality impacts.
The proposed project would not create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of pollutant
runoff. Therefore, impact associated with degradation of water quality would be less than significant
Threshold g)

Would the project 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?

Threshold h)

Would the project place within a 100‐year flood hazard area structures which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) issues Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM)
that identifies land areas that are subject to flooding. FEMA’s minimum level of flood protection for new
development is a 100‐year flood event, a flood that statistically has one percent probability of occurring
in any given year. The City is in a No Special Flood Hazard Area (Zone X), meaning that no part of the City
is in a 100‐year flood zone. The project would allow for roadway improvements and does not include
housing or other types of structures. Consequently, the project would not place housing within a 100‐year
flood hazard area or other delineated flood hazard area. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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Threshold i)

Would the project 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Santa Fe Dam and Reservoir is located on the San Gabriel River two
miles northeast of the City and the Whittier Narrows Dam is located one mile southwest of the City. No
portion of El Monte is within the inundation area of the Whittier Narrows Dam.
The Santa Fe Dam Emergency Plan Inundation Map shows that most of the City (except the
northwesternmost area) within the flood limits associated with dam failure. According to the General Plan
EIR, the Santa Fe Dam is used for flood control and for spreading water for ground recharge and does not
normally impound water. Because the dam does not impound excess water, the General Plan EIR
concluded that the likelihood of substantial flooding due to the impounded water from the Santa Fe Dam
is very low. Nonetheless, in the highly unlikely event of a failure that may result in flooding within the
project area, the City would implement emergency operation procedures to protect the public health and
welfare. Therefore, impacts associated with risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding would be less
than significant.
Threshold j)

Would the project result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Less Than Significant Impact. The General Plan EIR identifies bodies of water that are near the City limits
that could pose a potential risk of inundation due to seiches to portions of the City. The project site is not
proximate to these bodies of water. The City is located 23 miles inland from the Pacific Ocean and is
therefore not at risk of inundation from tsunamis. Due to the generally flat and developed with urban land
uses, the City is at very low risk from mudflows. Therefore, impacts related to exposure from seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow would be less than significant.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No additional standard conditions or requirements are applicable.
Mitigation Measures
MM HYDRO‐1 Prior to the initiation of grading activities, coverage for the project shall be obtained by
electronically submitting permit registration documents to the State or obtaining
coverage via current general construction permit prescribed method by the City pursuant
to State and Federal National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
requirements. As part of the Notice of Intent, a Surface Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) shall be prepared. The Public Works contract documents for CIP No. 805 shall
include a final Storm Water Low Impact Development (LID) Plan in accordance with the
City’s NPDES requirements. The final LIP Plan shall be approved by the City prior to
issuance of grading permit to the City’s Public Works contractor for improvement of CIP
No. 805. The SWPPP, in conjunction with the LID, shall describe the structural and
nonstructural best management practices (BMPs) that will be implemented during
construction (short‐term) as well as BMPs for long‐term operation that address potential
impacts to surface waters.
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4.10

Land Use and Planning

The project site is located within the downtown area of El Monte. Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard
are arterials roadways that run east to west, and north to south respectively. The project site is bordered
by land uses including Citibank and Bank of America to the northwest, Columbia School to the south,
multi‐tenant retail building to the southeast, a small two building retail development to the northeast,
and the El Monte Courthouse Administration building to the southeast. A residential development is
located directly behind the retail buildings at 11105 Ramona Boulevard.
Threshold a)

Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact. As previously addressed, the proposed project would require three partial property
acquisitions and one full property acquisition totaling approximately 14,300 square feet (Table 2). The
proposed partial property acquisitions at APN 8579‐022‐028 (private property), APN 8579‐021‐909 (public
property), and APN 8567‐021‐013 (private property) would involve non‐structural areas of non‐residential
properties. The proposed full property acquisition at APN 8568‐032‐005 (private property: 11105 Ramona
Boulevard) would involve two commercial structures. These structures are unoccupied as of the date of
the release of the Initial Study for public review. Accordingly, implementation of the project would not
result in the displacement of businesses or home owners. The project would allow for roadway
improvements with related landscaping with the overall goal of enhancing vehicular and pedestrian traffic
operations through established urban areas. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold b)

Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but no limited to, the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact. The proposed project would improve existing vehicular and roadway operations. As previously
addressed, the project would require acquisition of approximately 14,300 square feet from four
properties. Pedestrian public sidewalks and new landscaping would enhance the existing character of the
site, and further establish entry statements to the downtown area, as noted in General Plan Policy CD 5.4.
Overall, the proposed project’s goals are consistent with General Plan Policy CD 2.6 by improving
pedestrian safety and comfort along major corridors through appropriate landscape buffers and wider
public sidewalks. In addition, the proposed project is a desired mobility improvement project, as identified
in Table C‐4 of the City’s General Plan and in Table 5‐1 of the Downtown Main Street Specific Plan.
Therefore, the project is consistent with current applicable land use plans, policies, and regulations. No
impact would occur.
Threshold c)

Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

No Impact. As previously addressed in this Initial Study, there are no Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural
Community Conservation Plans in the City of El Monte. Consequently, the project would not conflict with
a habitat or natural community conservation plan. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No additional standard conditions or requirements are applicable.
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Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.11

Mineral Resources

Threshold a)

Would the project 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?

Threshold b)

Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally‐important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan?

No Impact. The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA) is the primary State law concerning
mineral resources, including sand, gravel, and building stone which are important for commercial
purposes. Because of the economic importance of mineral resources, SMARA limits new development in
areas with significant mineral deposits. SMARA also requires State Geologists to classify specified areas
into Mineral Resource Zones (MRZs).
The project site and surrounding areas are fully developed. Neither the General Plan nor the General Plan
EIR identify significant mineral resources within the City inclusive of the project site. Consequently, the
project would not impact a known mineral resource or result in a loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.

72

Section 4 | Environmental Analysis

Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard
Intersection Improvements Project

4.12

Noise

The Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard Widening Project Noise Study was prepared by Entech
Consulting Group (Entech, 2017) for the proposed project. The Noise Technical Report is included in this
Initial Study as Appendix E and the results are summarized herein.
Threshold a)

Would the project result in the exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinances, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Threshold d)

Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise level in the project vicinity about levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impact. As shown in Table 10, City of El Monte Ambient Noise Standards, El Monte
regulates noise using the following standards under Municipal Code Section 8.36.040. It is unlawful for
any person to create any noise which would cause the noise level at the property line of any property to
exceed the ambient noise level by more than 5 decibels for a cumulation period of 15 minutes in any hour.
The Noise Ordinance specifies noise levels that cannot be exceeded for a specified period of time; these
requirements are not applicable to mobile noise sources when traveling on public roadways.
Table 10: City of El Monte Ambient Noise Standards
Time Zone

Day 7:00 AM to 10:00 PM

Night 10:00 PM to 7:00 AM

Single‐family

50 dBA

45 dBA

Multi‐family

55 dBA

50 dBA

Commercial

65 dBA

60 dBA

Industrial

70 dBA

70 dBA

Additional standards applicable to the project include Section 8.36.050.C.2, Construction of Building, and
Section 8.36.050.G.5, Exemptions. Section 8.36.050.C.2 states “…it is unlawful for any person within the
city to operate power construction tools or equipment in the performance of any outside construction or
repair work on buildings, structures, or projects in or adjacent to a residential area, except between the
hours of six a.m. and seven p.m. Monday through Friday or between the hours of eight a.m. and seven
p.m. on Saturday and Sunday. Section 8.36.050.G.5, Exemptions, states “the provisions of this regulation
shall not preclude the construction, operation, maintenance, and repairs of equipment, apparatus, or
facilities of park and recreation departments, public works projects, or essential public services and
facilities, including those of public utilities subject to the regulatory jurisdiction of the California Public
Utilities Commission.”
Short‐Term Construction Impacts
Short‐term noise impacts would occur during construction from construction crew commutes and
transport of construction equipment and materials to the project site. As a result, noise levels on access
roads leading to the site would be incrementally increased. Heavy equipment for grading and construction
activities would be moved onto the site or adjacent property and would remain for the duration of each
construction phase. Such project‐related construction equipment would therefore not contribute to daily
traffic volumes in the project vicinity.
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Construction noise and vibration levels vary from hour‐to‐hour and day‐to‐day, depending on the
equipment in use, the operations being performed, and the distance between the source and receptor.
Equipment that would be in operation during construction would include jack hammers, backhoes,
scrapers, rollers, dozers, tractors, loaders, graders, excavators, paving equipment, and haul trucks. The
average sound level of construction activity also depends on the amount of time that the equipment
operates and the intensity of the construction activities during that time.
According to the City’s Noise Ordinance, noise sources associated with construction are exempt from the
City’s Noise Ordinance standards between the hours of 6:00 AM and 7:00 PM Monday through Friday,
and between the hours of 8:00 AM and 7:00 PM on Saturday and Sunday. While the City exempts
construction noise from the dBA standard at the property line when construction occurs during these
hours, construction noise would have the potential to generate noise levels above the existing ambient
noise levels. Construction noise levels were estimated using FTA guidance (FTA, 2006), which provides a
method for calculating noise levels for the two noisiest pieces of equipment operating in each
construction phase using reference noise levels for individual pieces of equipment. Full power operation
for a time period of one hour was assumed because more construction equipment operates continuously
for periods of one hour or more at some point in the construction period. No ground effects were
considered. The closest receptor is the Columbia Elementary School. The noise levels associated with
equipment that may be used during the various construction phases are shown in Table 11, Construction
Equipment by Phase With Associated Maximum 1‐Hr Leq.
Table 11: Construction Equipment by Phase With Associated Maximum 1‐Hr Leq

Equipment Type

Number of
equipment

dBA at
50 feet

Predicted Noise Levels based on Two
Noisiest Pieces of Equipment (dBA) 1‐hr Leq
at Columbia Elementary School

Civil
Dump Trucks

1

76

Rubber Tired Dozer

1

85

Tractor/Loader/Backhoe

1

80

Hydraulic Excavator

2

85

70

Site Preparation
Grader

1

85

Rubber Tired Dozer

1

85

Tractor/Loader/Backhoe

1

85

70

Grading
Grader

1

85

Rubber Tired Dozer

1

85

70

Paving
Cement and Mortar Mixer

1

85

Pavers

1

89

Paving Equipment

1

89

Rollers

1

74

Tractor/Loader/Backhoe

1

85

74
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As shown in the table, each phase of construction would have the potential to exceed existing background
noise levels. Based on the City’s significance criteria, construction noise would result in less than
significant impacts. Mitigation identified in this Initial Study would further reduce nuisance noise
associated with project construction.
Long‐Term Operational Impacts
Transportation related noise impacts associated with the development of the project were evaluated.
Noise level increases and impacts attributable to the proposed project are estimated by comparing the
“with project” traffic volume to the “without project” traffic volume. For purposes of this study, roadway
noise impacts would be considered significant if the project increases noise levels for a noise sensitive
land use by 3 dBA and if the existing noise levels already exceed the 65 dBA CNEL residential standard, or
the project increase noise levels from below the 65 dBA CNEL standard to above 65 dBA CNEL.
The existing noise environment was characterized by collecting field noise measurements at sensitive
residential properties within the study area. One, 24‐hour measurements and three, short‐term
measurements were taken at locations. The noise measurements were performed on July 12 and
August 3, 2017. The results are shown in Table 12, Existing Short‐Term Noise Level Measurements, and
Table 13, Existing (Ambient) Long‐Term (24‐hour) Noise Level Measurements and Figure 5, Noise
Measurement Locations.
Table 12: Existing (Ambient) Short‐Term Noise Level Measurements
Noise
Monitoring
Location ID

Description

Time of
Measurement

Primary Noise
Source

Noise Levels
(Leq dBA)

Noise Levels
(Leq CNEL)

ST‐1

Columbia Elementary
School

2:07

Traffic

61.6

63.3

ST‐2

Citibank

2:34

Traffic

67.3

60.3

ST‐3

El Monte Union High
School District

3:06

Traffic

67.3

60.3

Notes: Noise measurement taken on July 13th, 2017. Taken with LxT Type 1 noise meter.
Source: Entech, 2017.

Table 13: Existing (Ambient) Long‐Term (24‐hour) Noise Level Measurements
Hourly Noise Levels (1hr‐Leq)
Noise
Monitoring
Location ID
LT‐1

Description
Columbia
Elementary School

Daytime
Minimum

Daytime
Maximum

Nighttime
Minimum

Nighttime
Maximum

24‐hour
Noise
Levels
(CNEL)

53.8

61.4

53.3

53.8

62

Notes: Noise measurement taken on July 13th, 2017. Taken with LxT Type 1 noise meter.
Source: Entech, 2017.
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Table 14, Existing and Future Traffic Noise Levels, identifies the existing and future noise levels. Changes
in noise levels between existing and completion of the project would be negligible (less than a one dBA
increase) and remain unnoticeable under 2035 future with project conditions. The proposed project
improvements would not add additional traffic and therefore no new exceedances in noise levels would
occur. Due to the negligible change in noise levels, operational noise impacts are less than significant.
Table 14: Existing and Future Traffic Noise Levels

Location

Existing Noise
Levels Leq (dBA)

2019 Project Noise
Levels Leq (dBA)

2035 Project
Noise Levels Leq
(dBA)

2019 Project
Increase over
Existing

2035 Project
Increase over
Existing

ST‐1

62.2

62.3

62.6

0.1

0.4

ST‐2

67.1

67.5

67.7

0.4

0.6

ST‐3

67.3

67.3

67.6

0

0.3

R1

58.6

58.6

59

0

0.4

R2

56.9

56.9

57.3

0

0.4

R3

58.8

58.9

59.2

0.1

0.4

R4

64.8

65

65.3

0.2

0.5

Source: Entech, 2017.

Threshold b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact.
Short‐Term Construction Impacts
Groundborne vibration is a small, rapidly fluctuating motion transmitted through the ground that
diminishes (attenuates) fairly rapidly over distance. The most significant source of groundborne vibrations
during construction are from drillers, excavators, and vibratory compactors. New or modern buildings can
safely be exposed to vibration levels up to 0.5 peak particle velocity in inches per second (in/sec) with
virtually no risk of damage. Older non‐historic structures (constructed prior to 1969) can be exposed to
vibration levels up to 0.30 in/sec, and historic structures have a recommended limit of 0.25 in/sec. At a
distance of approximately 60 feet, the vibration level from heavy construction machinery (such as a loaded
truck or a drilling rig) is typically between approximately 0.020 and 0.04 in/sec. The Federal Transportation
Agency (FTA) construction vibration assessment annoyance criteria for infrequent events, is provided in
Table 15, Groundborne Vibration Impact Criteria.
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Table 15: Groundborne Vibration Impact Criteria
Frequent
Events a

Occasional Events b

Infrequent Events c

Category 1: Buildings where vibration would
interfere with interior operations.

65 VdBd

65 VdBd

65 VdBd

Category 2: Residences and buildings where
people normally sleep.

72 VdB

75 VdB

80 VdB

Category 3: Institutional land uses with primarily
daytime use.

75 VdB

78 VdB

83 VdB

Land Use Category

a
b
c
d

Frequent Events” is defined as more than 70 vibration events of the same source per day.
Occasional Events” is defined as between 30 and 70 vibration events of the same source per day.
Infrequent Events” is defined as fewer than 30 vibration events of the same kind per day.
This criterion is based on levels that are acceptable for most moderately sensitive equipment such as optical microscopes.

Source: FTA, 2006

Groundborne vibration may occur from the use of heavy equipment during demolition, grading and
paving. Based on the reference vibration levels provided by the FTA, a large bulldozer represents the peak
source of vibration with a reference level of 0.089 (in/sec) at 25 feet. the proposed project site would not
include nor require equipment, facilities, or activities that would result in causing building damage or
perceptible human response (annoyance). Further, impacts to close sensitive receptors would be short
term and occur during times that heavy construction equipment is operating near the project site
perimeter.
Moreover, construction at the project site would be restricted to daytime hours consistent with City
requirements thereby eliminating potential vibration impact during the sensitive nighttime hours.
Therefore, the potential for the proposed project to result in exposure of persons to, or generation of,
excessive ground‐borne vibration is determined to be less than significant. The proposed project reduces
the number of travel lanes and does not add capacity to existing roadways. Groundborne vibration from
vehicular traffic rarely causes a disturbance within buildings located in urban environments unless the
pavement surface is uneven, or the receptor is highly sensitive (e.g., a scientific research establishment)
to groundborne vibration. Therefore, groundborne vibration levels within the project are not expected to
increase as a result of the implementation of the proposed project.
Threshold c)

Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impact. As previously addressed, changes in noise levels would be negligible (less
than a one dBA increase) and remain unnoticeable under 2035 future with project conditions. The
proposed project improvements would not add additional traffic; therefore, no new exceedances would
occur. Due to the negligible change in noise levels, operational noise impacts would be less than
significant.
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Threshold 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project area is outside of the San Gabriel Valley airport noise contour.
The proposed project would not generate operational noise levels that would increase the noise within
the existing environment. Therefore, the proposed project area would not exposure people working in
the project area to excessive noise levels associated with aircraft.
Threshold f)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no
impacts are associated with private airstrip noise would occur.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
MM N‐1

Ongoing during grading, demolition, and construction, the City of El Monte shall be
responsible for requiring contractors to implement the following measures to limit
construction‐related noise:
a. Compliance with the City of El Monte Noise Ordinance.
b. All internal combustion engines on all of the construction equipment shall be properly
outfitted with well‐maintained muffler systems.
c. Require project contractors to properly maintain and tune all construction equipment
to minimize noise emissions.
d. Locate all stationary noise sources (e.g., generators, compressors, staging areas) as
far from occupied noise‐sensitive receptors as is feasible.
e. Material delivery, soil haul trucks, and equipment servicing shall also be restricted to
the hours set forth in the Municipal Code.
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4.13

Population and Housing

SCAG reported that the City of El Monte had an existing population of 114,200 persons, 28,000 jobs,
27,800 dwelling units in 2012, and estimates 137,200 persons, 34,700 dwelling units, and 35,700 jobs by
2040.
Policy 1.3 of the 2014–2021 Housing Element of the General Plan requires the City of El Monte to provide
adequate provision of public services and facilities, infrastructure, open space, adequate parking and
traffic management, pedestrian and bicycle routes, and public safety to create highly desirable
neighborhoods.
Threshold a)

Would the project 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)?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would have no effect on population growth as it is a
roadway reconfiguration project to improve vehicular and pedestrian movement. Temporary
employment associated with the project would be limited to construction crews and no long‐term,
permanent jobs would be created. Therefore, impacts associated with substantial population growth
would be less than significant.
Threshold b)

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Threshold c)

Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. While right‐of‐way acquisition would occur as a result of the project, the acquisition would be
frontage areas and one property with two non‐residential structures. The project would not result in the
acquisition of residences and would not displace housing units. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.14

Public Services

Threshold a.i)

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 fire protection?

No Impact. The Los Angeles County Fire Department (Fire Department) provides fire protection and
emergency medical services for the City of El Monte as part of its Battalion 10. The nearest fire station to
the project site is Station 166 located at 3615 Santa Anita Avenue, approximately 0.9 mile west of the
intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard. This station has one fire engine/ladder truck, a
utility truck, and one paramedic squad, and a daily staff of six firefighters. Table 16, Fire Station Resources
identifies the locations, equipment, and personnel at fire stations within one mile of the City. In the event
of a large‐scale emergency Los Angeles County Fire Department stations in the cities of Rosemead, Temple
City, and South El Monte would assist. The Fire Department maintains a policy of responding to fires within
five minutes from notification.
Table 16: Fire Station Resources
Fire Station

Location

Daily Firefighter
Staffer

Equipment
a

166

3515 Santa Anita Avenue

1 quint , 1 paramedic squad, 1
battalion, and 1 utility truck

6

168

3207 Cogswell Road

1 engine

3

169

5112 N. Peck Road

1 engine

3

Stations Within One Mile of El Monte City Limits
42

9319 Valley Boulevard, City of
Rosemead

1 engine

3

90

10115 Rush Street, City of South El
Monte

1 engine and 1 paramedic squad

5

a. A quint is a combination fire engine and ladder truck.

The General Plan EIR, Section 5.11.1, identifies that build‐out of the General Plan could result in the need
for additional fire protection resources, and determines that future projects should be reviewed by the
City of El Monte individually and be required to comply with requirements in effect at the time building
permits are issued (i.e., payment of impact fees). The proposed project would improve circulation and
traffic conditions at the Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard and Ramona Boulevard at Valley Mall
intersections. The nature of this project would not increase fire response demand to the level requiring
additional or expanded facilities. No impacts are anticipated.
Threshold a.ii)

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 police protection?
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No Impact. Police service are provided through the El Monte Police Department (Police Department),
located 0.2 mile southeast of the project site at 11333 Valley Boulevard. There are two community
relations offices, at 10503 Valley Boulevard and 11204 Asher Street, and an air‐support unit office at the
El Monte Airport. The Police Department employs 127 police officers, 46 civilian staff, and 4 K‐9 units,
averaging 1.1 officers per 1,000 residents. The City’s average response time for Priority 1 calls, which are
conflicts in progress, is 4 minutes and 40 seconds, which exceeds the average response time of cities in
west San Gabriel Valley.
The General Plan EIR, Section 5.11.2, identifies that build‐out of the General Plan could result in the need
for additional police resources, and determines that future projects should be reviewed by the City and
be required to comply with requirements in effect at the time building permits are issued (i.e., payment
of impact fees). The proposed project would improve circulation and traffic conditions. The nature of this
project would not increase police response demand to the level requiring additional or expanded facilities.
Therefore, there would be no impact.
Threshold a.iii)

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 schools?

No Impact. There are three school districts that serve the City of El Monte: Mountain View School District,
El Monte City School District, and El Monte Union High School District, which, combined, provide 35 public
schools. There are also ten private schools in the City. The proposed project is a roadway improvement
project and does not propose any residential housing that would induce population growth. The nature
of this project would not require additional or expanded school facilities. Therefore, there would be no
impact.
Threshold a.iv)

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 parks?

No Impact. The City has 11 parks; the nearest park to the project site is Arceo Park, located at 3125 North
Tyler Ave, approximately 0.4 mile to the west. The proposed project is a roadway improvement project
and does not propose any residential housing that would induce population growth. The nature of this
project would not require additional or expanded park facilities. Therefore, there would be no impact.
Threshold a.v)

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 other public facilities?

No Impact. The proposed project is a roadway improvement project and does not propose any residential
housing that would induce population growth. The nature of this project would not increase acceptable
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service ratios to the level requiring additional or expanded public facilities. Therefore, there would be no
impact.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.15

Recreation

The City of El Monte’s Parks and Recreation Division is responsible for recreational services in the City.
There are 11 parks covering approximately 50 acres of land. Mountain View Park and Pioneer Park total
10 acres each while the remaining eight parks are less than five acres in size. According to the City’s
General Plan, the current parkland dedication is 0.37 acre per 1,000 residents, falling below the standard
of 2 acres of parkland per each 1,000 residents. The El Monte Community Services Departments also offers
a range of recreational programs for youth, adults, and seniors. The City’s community facilities include an
aquatic center, couple museums, and a cultural center.
The Quimby Act (California Government Code Sections 66475–66478) was approved by the California
Legislature to preserve open space and parkland in the State. This legislation was in response to
California’s increased rate of urbanization and the need to preserve open space and provide parks and
recreation facilities for California’s growing communities. Municipal Code, Chapter 16.34, Section 030 sets
parkland dedication and fees, consistent with the Quimby Act. Non‐residential development is not subject
to Quimby Act fees.
Threshold 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?

Threshold b)

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

No Impact. The proposed project is a roadway improvement project and does not propose any residential
housing that would induce population growth. The project does not include recreational facilities, nor
would it substantially increase the demand for recreational facilities. The nature of this project would not
require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.16

Transportation/Traffic

The following analysis is based, in part, on the Ramona‐Valley Boulevard Intersection Improvement
Project Traffic Memorandum (July 2017) prepared by Kimley‐Horn and included as Appendix F to this
Initial Study.

Methodology
The traffic analysis evaluated the following traffic scenarios:


Existing Conditions



Opening Year 9



Future Year 2035

Existing peak hour turning movement counts at the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard
and at the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Mall were collected in February 2017. Traffic counts
were collected in 15‐minute intervals between the hours of 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM and 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM.
In accordance with the City of El Monte and the County of Los Angeles Congestion Management Program
(CMP), intersection operation is evaluated using the Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) methodology,
which provides a comparison of the theoretical hourly vehicular capacity of an intersection to the number
of vehicles passing through that intersection during a given hour. The ICU calculations assume a per‐lane
capacity of 1,600 vehicles per hour (vph) with a clearance interval of 0.10. The capacity for dual left‐turn
lanes is 2,880 vph. The results of the evaluation are reported in terms of Level of Service, which is
represented by letter grades “A” (excellent, free‐flow conditions) through “F” (severely congested
conditions). Table 17 identifies each Level of Service category, and the corresponding intersection capacity
utilization.
Table 17: Level of Service Ranges
LOS

ICU (V/C Ratio)

HCM (Seconds of delay per
vehicle)

A

< 0.60

< 10

B

0.61 – 0.70

> 10 – 20

C

0.71 – 0.80

> 20 – 35

D

0.81 – 0.90

> 35 – 55

E

0.91 – 1.00

> 55 – 80

F

> 1.00

> 80

For the Opening Year and Future Year 2035 scenarios, the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley
Boulevard was additionally assessed using the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology, which
offers a more operations‐based evaluation of performance. The HCM establishes a system whereby
highway facilities are rated for their ability to accommodate traffic volumes. Using the HCM methodology,

9

The traffic analysis assumed 2019 as the Opening Year. Modeling an earlier construction start date and opening
year (i.e., delaying the construction start date and opening year) results in a conservative analysis.
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Level of Service is based on average vehicle delay, expressed in seconds of delay per vehicle, for all
movements at signalized and all‐way stop‐controlled intersections (Table 4.16‐1).
The following describes the roadways within the traffic study area for the proposed project.
Ramona Boulevard is an east‐west divided Secondary Arterial with two travel lanes in each direction.
There is a striped two‐way‐left‐turn lane to the west of Valley Boulevard, and a raised street median to
the east of Valley Boulevard. The posted speed limit is 30 miles per hour (mph) near the project site. It is
designated in the City of El Monte General Plan Circulation Element as a four‐lane Secondary Arterial
throughout its entire length. The cross‐section for a Secondary Arterial is 60 to 64 feet of curb‐to‐curb
width within 84 to 88 feet of right‐of‐way.
Valley Boulevard is a north‐south divided Major Arterial with two travel lanes in each direction separated
by a two‐way‐left‐turn lane. The posted speed limit is 35 mph near the project site. Valley Boulevard is
designated as a Major Arterial in the City of El Monte General Plan Circulation Element. The cross section
for a Major Arterial is 76 feet of curb‐to‐curb width within 100 feet of right‐of‐way. Valley Boulevard is
currently built to its ultimate width south of Ramona Boulevard.
Valley Mall is a local road that runs in a north‐south direction and parallel to Valley Boulevard until it
intersects with Valley Boulevard and Ramona Boulevard. Valley Mall serves as the fifth leg to the
intersection, and merges with Valley Boulevard to the south of Ramona Boulevard.

Significance Thresholds


According to the City’s General Plan, LOS D is the minimum threshold at all key intersections in an
urban area. The City’s traffic study policies and procedures require that traffic mitigation
measures be identified to provide for operations at the minimum threshold levels except that LOS
E may occur in the following circumstances: Intersections/roadways at, or adjacent to, freeway
ramps;



Intersections/roadways on major corridors and transit routes;



Intersections/roadways on truck routes; or,



Intersections/roadways in or adjacent to commercial districts.

The above standards may require, but are not intended to, mandate roadway and/or intersection
widening. They are a policy goal and shall be used to monitor traffic conditions to assess the impacts of
new development. Since LOS standards apply only to vehicles and do not account for walkability or other
modes of travel, they are not the sole criteria for judging transportation system performance.
Threshold a)

Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non‐motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?
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Less Than Significant Impact.
Existing Conditions
The intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Boulevard and Valley Boulevard currently operates as a five‐leg
intersection, with the southbound approach at Valley Mall operating on a separate signal phase. As
identified in Table 18, Existing Intersection Operations, the intersection is currently operating at an
acceptable level of service (LOS D or better) during both the morning and evening peak hours.
Table 18: Existing Intersection Operations
Intersection
Ramona Boulevard at
Valley Boulevard

ICU

HCM

Peak
Hour

V/C

LOS

sec/veh

LOS

AM

0.73

C

37.8

D

PM

0.82

D

50.2

D

ICU = intersection capacity utilization; HCM = Highway Capacity Methodology; LOS= Level of
Service; V/C= Volume/Capacity

Future Conditions
The future conditions analysis scenarios consist of Opening Year and Future Year 2035. The intersection
improvements are anticipated to be completed in 2019.
Opening Year Conditions. The intersection improvements are assumed to be in place during the Opening
Year scenario. As a result of project improvements, the intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Mall
would be converted into a T‐intersection with a raised street median along Ramona Boulevard. The
southbound approach at Valley Mall would be restricted to right‐in/right‐out movements, and eastbound
left‐turns would be eliminated due to the raised street median on Ramona Boulevard.
With the project improvements, traffic volumes to/from Valley Mall were redistributed to the Ramona
Boulevard at Valley Boulevard intersection. It was assumed that half of the southbound through and
southbound left‐turn volumes would be redistributed to the southbound movement along Valley
Boulevard with the other half rerouting to eastbound Ramona Boulevard from Tyler Avenue. The
eastbound left‐turn movement at Valley Mall would no longer exist. Instead, the eastbound left‐turn
movements are assumed to turn at Tyler Avenue.
Intersection turning movement volumes for the Opening Year scenario were obtained by growing the
redistributed traffic count volumes by the annual growth rates provided in Appendix D of the 2010 Los
Angeles County Congestion Management Program (CMP). The annual growth rates are based on regional
modeling efforts, and are used to estimate the effects of cumulative development and socioeconomic
changes in traffic within the region. A growth factor of 1.01620 was applied to existing counts to account
for two years of compounded growth in the El Monte area.
Opening Year intersection LOS for the AM and PM peak hours are summarized on Table 19. The intersection
would continue to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS C or better).
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Table 19: Summary of Intersection Operations
Opening Year
ICU
Intersection
Ramona Boulevard at
Valley Boulevard

Future Year 2035

HCM

ICU

HCM

Peak Hour

V/C

LOS

sec/veh

LOS

V/C

LOS

sec/veh

LOS

AM

0.58

A

22.7

C

0.60

B

24.1

C

PM

0.61

B

26.0

C

0.64

B

27.6

C

Future Year 2035 Conditions. The following summarizes the Future Year 2035 Conditions, which represent
the ultimate build‐out year for the area. Intersection turning movement volumes for the Future Year 2035
scenario were obtained by applying a 1.07542 growth factor to the redistributed traffic count volumes
based on the Los Angeles County CMP growth rates. Future Year 2035 intersection LOS for the AM and PM
peak hours are summarized on Table 4.16‐3. The intersection will operate at LOS C or better under Future
Year 2035 Conditions.
The traffic study finds that Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard intersection would continue to operate
at LOS C or better. Therefore, the proposed project would not cause a significant impact from a decrease
in the LOS level or increase in delay above the City’s thresholds. No conflicts with applicable transportation
plans, ordinances, or policies are expected. A less than significant impact would occur.
Threshold b)

Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to, level of service standards and travel demand measures, or
other standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

No Impact. The purpose of the Congestion Management Program (CMP) is to develop a coordinated
approach to managing and decreasing traffic congestion by linking the various transportation, land use,
and air quality planning programs throughout the County, consistent with that of SCAG. The CMP requires
review of substantial individual projects, which might on their own impact the CMP transportation system.
Within the City, there CMP highways: SR‐10, SR‐19, SR‐605. There are no CMP arterials within the City
limits. The proposed project would improve traffic conditions and alleviate congestion, therefore
enhancing LOS standards. Therefore, the proposed project would have not impact nearby CMP designated
highways. No impact would occur.
Threshold c)

Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The nearest airport to project site is El Monte Airport, located approximately 1.4 miles north
of the site. The project site is not located within the airport approach or departure zone. Due to the nature
and scope of the proposed project, project implementation would not result in a change in air traffic
patterns. Therefore, no impacts to air traffic patterns would occur and no mitigation is required.
Threshold d)

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Impact. The proposed improvements on Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard intersection consist
of roadway widening, pedestrian facility upgrades, and landscaping efforts. New walkways and wider
public sidewalks would enhance pedestrian safety and mobility throughout the project site. The additional
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turn lanes on Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard would further alleviate congestion and increase
vehicle capacity to reduce traffic delays. Furthermore, as a result of project improvements, the
intersection of Ramona Boulevard at Valley Mall would be converted into a T‐intersection with a raised
street median along Ramona Boulevard. This roadway reconfiguration is proposed to enhance traffic
operations and reduce congestion. Overall, the project would reduce several roadway hazards and would
not include any incompatible uses. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold e)

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. According to the General Plan, Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard serve as evacuation
routes. The proposed project would convert Ramona Boulevard at Valley Boulevard into a conventional
intersection with four approaches and increase turn pocket storage lengths and vehicular capacity to
reduce traffic delays. Construction of the proposed project would create the need for temporary lane
closures, potentially limiting emergency vehicle access along Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard
near the proposed project site. However, during construction, at minimum one through travel lane in each
direction along Ramona Boulevard and Valley Boulevard would be operational. Valley Mall will be
completely closed during realignment activities. Emergency access to the site would continue from
Ramona and Valley Boulevard. Overall, the proposed project would enhance traffic circulation and
improve emergency access. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
Threshold f)

Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance of safety
of such facilities?

Less Than Significant Impact. Several proposed project features would complement existing bicycle and
pedestrian infrastructure near the site and support the implementation of the Downtown Main Street
Specific Plan and the San Gabriel Valley Regional Bicycle Master Plan. Construction of new pedestrian
walkways and expanding public sidewalks along site frontages on Ramona Boulevard, Valley Mall, and
Valley Boulevard would further promote walking and pedestrian access. According to the El Monte General
Plan, there is a Class II bicycle lane located at Valley Mall and on the western leg of Ramona Boulevard.
Construction of the proposed project may temporary disrupt bicycle facilities, however these impacts are
short‐term. Foothill Transit serves the project site with three bus stops located on Ramona Boulevard. One
stop outside 11110 Ramona Blvd (Commercial Plaza) would remain, while two others would be relocated
near 11141 Valley Mall Boulevard (Citibank) and 11234 Valley Boulevard (Government building), shown in
Figure 3, Site Plan. Public mass transit would continue to operate with implementation of the project.
Therefore, performance of pedestrian, bicycle and public mass transit facilities would not decrease and
impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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4.17

Tribal Cultural Resources

Threshold (a)

Would the cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or
b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., Assembly Bill [AB] 52) requires that lead agencies evaluate a project’s
potential impact on “tribal cultural resources”. Such resources include “[s]ites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are
eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local register of
historical resources.” AB 52 also gives lead agencies the discretion to determine, based on substantial
evidence, whether a resource qualifies as a “tribal cultural resource”. There are no known Native
American cultural resources on or within the immediate project area. In compliance with PRC Section
21080.3.1(b), the City has provided formal notification to the California Native American tribal
representative previously requesting consultation: Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation.
Native American groups may have knowledge about cultural resources in the area and may have concerns
about adverse effects from development on tribal cultural resources as defined in PRC Section 21074.
Correspondence to and from the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation tribal representative
is included as Appendix G to this Initial Study.
The project site has been extensively altered by prior ground disturbance and development. However,
there is the potential for the project to affect previously unidentified Native American tribal cultural
resources. Construction activities would include excavation and grading. MM CR‐1 has been identified to
mitigate this potential impact to archaeological resources. Compliance with MM CR‐1 would mitigate
potential impacts to tribal cultural resources to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
Please refer to SC CUL‐1 under Cultural Resources.
Mitigation Measures
Please refer to MM CUL‐1 under Cultural Resources.
MM TCR‐1

Retain a Native American Monitor/Consultant. The City of El Monte shall be required to
retain and compensate for the services of a Tribal monitor/consultant who is both
approved by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians‐Kizh Nation Tribal Government and
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is listed under the NAHC's Tribal Contact list for the area of the project location. This list
is provided by the NAHC. The monitor/consultant will only be present on‐site during the
construction phases that involve ground disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities
are defined by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians‐Kizh Nation as activities that may
include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, pot‐holing or auguring, grubbing, tree
removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching, within the project area. The
Tribal Monitor/consultant will complete daily monitoring logs that will provide
descriptions of the day's activities, including construction activities, locations, soil, and
any cultural materials identified. The on‐site monitoring shall end when the project site
grading and excavation activities are completed, or when the Tribal Representatives and
monitor/consultant have indicated that the site has a low potential for impacting Tribal
Cultural Resources.
MM TCR‐2

Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural and Archaeological Resources. Upon
discovery of any archaeological resources, cease construction activities in the immediate
vicinity of the find until the find can be assessed. All archaeological resources unearthed
by project construction activities shall be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist and
tribal monitor/consultant approved by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians‐Kizh
Nation. If the resources are Native American in origin, the Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians‐Kizh Nation shall coordinate with the landowner regarding treatment and
curation of these resources. Typically, the Tribe will request reburial or preservation for
educational purposes. Work may continue on other parts of the project while evaluation
and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA Guidelines Section l5064.5 [f]). If a
resource is determined by the qualified archaeologist to constitute a "historical resource"
or "unique archaeological resource", time allotment and funding sufficient to allow for
implementation of avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be available. The
treatment plan established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources.

MM TCR‐3

Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological resources.
Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment. If
preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include implementation of
archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent
laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native
American in origin shall be curated at a public, non‐profit institution with a research
interest in the material, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or the
Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution
accepts the archaeological material, they shall be offered to a local school or historical
society in the area for educational purposes.

MM TCR‐4

Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains and Associated Funerary Objects. Native
American human remains are defined in PRC 5097.98 (d)(l) as an inhumation or
cremation, and in any state of decomposition or skeletal completeness. Funerary objects,
called associated grave goods in PRC 5097.98, are also to be treated according to this
statute. Health and Safety Code 7050.5 dictates that any discoveries of human skeletal
material shall be immediately reported to the County Coroner and excavation halted until
the coroner has determined the nature of the remains. If the coroner recognizes the
human remains to be those of a Native American or has reason to believe that they are
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those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and PRC 5097.98 shall be followed.
MM TCR‐5

Resource Assessment & Continuation of Work Protocol. Upon discovery, the tribal
and/or archaeological monitor/consultant will immediately divert work a minimum of 150
feet and place an exclusion zone around the burial. The monitor/consultant(s) will then
notify the Tribe, the qualified lead archaeologist, and the construction manager who will
call the coroner. Work will continue to be diverted while the coroner determines whether
the remains are Native American. The discovery is to be kept confidential and secure to
prevent any further disturbance. If the finds are determined to be Native American, the
coroner will notify the NAHC as mandated by State law who will then appoint a Most
Likely Descendent (MLD).

MM TCR‐6

Kizh‐Gabrieleno Procedures for burials and funerary remains. If the Gabrieleno Band of
Mission Indians ‐ Kizh Nation is designated MLD, the following treatment measures shall
be implemented. To the Tribe, the term “human remains" encompasses more than
human bones. In ancient as well as historic times, Tribal Traditions included, but were not
limited to, the burial of funerary objects with the deceased, and the ceremonial burning
of human remains. These remains are to be treated in the same manner as bone
fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as part of the
death rite or ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been placed with
individual human remains either at the time of death or later; other items made
exclusively for burial purposes or to contain human remains can also be considered as
associated funerary objects.

MM TCR‐7

Treatment Measures. Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing activities, the land
owner shall arrange a designated site location within the footprint of the project for the
respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case where
discovered human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on the same day,
the remains will be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate that can be moved by
heavy equipment placed over the excavation opening to protect the remains. If this type
of steel plate is not available, a 24‐hour guard should be posted outside of working hours.
The Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project and keeping the
remains in situ and protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be determined
that burials will be removed. The Tribe will work closely with the qualified archaeologist
lo ensure that the excavation is treated carefully, ethically and respectfully. If data
recovery is approved by the Tribe, documentation shall be taken which includes at a
minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches. Additional types of documentation
shall be approved by the Tribe for data recovery purposes. Cremations will either be
removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure completely recovery of all material.
If the discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the location is considered
a cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report
of all activities is to be submitted to the Tribe and the NAHC. The Tribe does NOT authorize
any scientific study or the utilization of any invasive diagnostics on human remains.
Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects will be stored using
opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects and objects of
cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on site if possible. These items
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should he retained and reburied within six months of recovery. The site of
reburial/repatriation shall be on the project site but at a location agreed upon between
the Tribe and the landowner at a site to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be no
publicity regarding any cultural materials recovered.
MM TCR‐8

Professional Standards. Archaeological and Native American monitoring and excavation
during construction projects will be consistent with current professional standards. All
feasible care to avoid any unnecessary disturbance, physical modification, or separation
of human remains and associated funerary objects shall be taken. Principal personnel
must meet the Secretary of Interior standards for archaeology and have a minimum of 10
years of experience as a principal investigator working with Native American
archaeological sites in Southern California. The Qualified Archaeologist shall ensure that
all other personnel are appropriately trained and qualified.
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4.18

Utilities and Service Systems

The City of El Monte’s water supply is primarily groundwater, extracted by production wells from the Main
San Gabriel Groundwater Basin. The City’s water system serves 20 percent of the City’s land area,
comprising 3,342 connections and 22,446 residents. The City’s Water Department does not import water,
nor is it connected to a transmission pipeline of any water wholesaler. Six deep wells, one 200,000‐gallon
elevated tank, and one million‐gallon ground‐level tank serve the water supply. Potable water is delivered
through 42 miles of pipeline, reservoirs, booster pumps, water wells, disinfection facilities, carbon filters,
and emergency connections with neighboring water purveyors. Total water supply use in 2015 totaled
696 million gallons.
Wastewater collection facilities that serve the City are owned, operated, and maintained by the City of El
Monte Public Works Department. The City’s current wastewater system includes a total of 135 miles of
pipeline, six pump stations, and 2,697 manholes. The City of El Monte is part of the Joint Outfall
Agreement, which provides a regional interconnected system of facilities and an inter‐jurisdictional
agreement to own, operate, and maintain sewers, pumping plants, treatment plants, and other facilities.
This network is known as the Joint Outfall System.
Wastewater treatment is provided to El Monte by the Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
(Sanitation Districts) at three treatment plants: San Jose Creek Reclamation Plant, Whittier Narrows Water
Reclamation Plant, and the Los Coyotes Reclamation Plant. The Whittier Narrows Water Reclamation
Plant, located at 301 N. Rosemead Boulevard, serves the project site and has a total treatment capacity
of 15 million gallons per day (mgd) and a residual capacity of approximately seven MGD. The Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board issues Waste Discharge Requirements and NPDES permit for the
Whittier Narrows Water Reclamation Plant.
Four waste haulers—American Reclamation, Phoenix Waste and Recycling, Valley Vista Services, and
Waste Management—provide waste collection and recycling services to the City of El Monte. The
Sanitation Districts uses the Mesquite Regional Landfill in Imperial County. Solid waste collected from the
City of El Monte goes to the Puente Hills Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) for processing
and transferring. The transfer station is permitted to accept 4,440 tons per day of solid waste. The
Mesquite Regional Landfill has a 100‐year capacity at 8,000 tons per day.10
The State of California has mandated a 50 percent waste diversion rate that must be met by all counties
and cities. The City continues to improve its waste diversion rate, through Curbside Residential Recycling
Program, Multifamily Residential Recycling Program, and the Green Waste Program. Methods for
reducing waste in El Monte include recycling of construction, consumer, green, and liquid waste and
utilizing these waste products to generate renewable energy that reduces impacts on landfills and
wastewater treatment facilities.
Threshold a)

Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

No Impact. The Whittier Narrows Water Reclamation Plant, located at 301 N. Rosemead Boulevard, serves
the project area and has a total treatment capacity of 15 million gallons per day (mgd) and a residual
capacity of approximately seven MGD. The project would adhere to the SWPPP discussed earlier under
10

California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle). 2017. SWIS Facility Site Search.
http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/swfacilities/directory/search.aspx. Accessed August 30, 2017.
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Section 4.9, Hydrology. The proposed project would not involve the construction of any facilities that
would generate wastewater and would not tie into the City’s sewer system. Therefore, no impacts
associated with wastewater treatment facilities and capacities would occur.
Threshold b)

Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

No Impact. The proposed project would not involve the construction of facilities that would require a
water supply except for landscaping. Preliminary landscaping plans feature low water use plants
throughout the project site, therefore reducing water usage. In addition, the proposed project would not
involve the construction of any facilities that would generate wastewater and would not tie into the City’s
sewer system. As such, the proposed project would not result in additional wastewater treatment
demand. The proposed roadway improvements and landscaping enhancements is not a land use that is
associated with generating wastewater. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold c)

Would the project 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The existing storm drain system would be modified to accommodate the
changes in horizontal roadway geometry for Valley Boulevard and Valley Mall. The modifications include
removal and replacement of existing catch basins. The number of catch basins would not change.
Furthermore, the project would reduce the amount of impervious surfaces through new landscaping and
bioretention areas. The bioretention areas would collect and treat storm water originating on the project
site, as well as any constituents contained within these surface flows, in accordance with NPDES
requirements. Implementation of the project BMPs and compliance with all applicable regulations would
result in a less than significant impact.
Threshold d)

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

No Impact. The proposed project is a road improvement project and therefore would not require water
supplies beyond water required for landscape irrigation. The preliminary landscaping plan features low
water use plants. New landscaping would adhere to Municipal Code 17.10.020, which requires
landscaping to be comply with the City’s goal for water efficient landscapes. The nature of the proposed
project does not demand for additional water supplies. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Threshold e)

Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

No Impact. The proposed project is a road improvement project and therefore would not require water
supplies beyond water required for landscape irrigation. Implementation of the project’s BMPs including
bioretention areas would reduce surface runoff and greatly reduce the opportunity for off‐site and
downstream water quality impacts. Furthermore, the nature of the project would not generate additional
wastewater which would exceed the capacity of local sewer systems. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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Threshold f)

Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Less Than Significant Impact. The City is served three landfills listed in Table 20.
Table 20: Landfill Capacities
Landfill

Maximum Permitted Throughput

Maximum Permitted Capacity

Sunshine Canyon

12,100 tons/day

149,900,000 CY

Olinda Alpha

8,000 tons/day

148,800,000 CY

El Sobrante

16,054 tons/day

184,930,000 Tons

The proposed would construct roadway improvements. Construction would result in construction debris.
In addition, workers may generate some waste (trash). However, there would be available landfill capacity
at the landfill system to accommodate the anticipated solid waste stream generated by implementation
of the project. Upon completion of construction, the proposed project would not generate solid waste.
Furthermore, the project would comply with the City’s Municipal Code 8.20.261‐ Construction and
Diversion Requirements. The C&D Ordinance requires at least 50 percent of C&D material generated from
projects be diverted from landfills. Therefore, impacts to landfills would be less than significant.
Threshold g)

Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related
to solid waste?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed above, the City is currently in compliance with the State of
California Waste Management Act (AB 939), and there is adequate landfill capacity to serve the project.
Consequently, project impacts relative to compliance with solid waste regulations would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Program
Standard Conditions and Requirements
No standard conditions or requirements are applicable to the project.
Mitigation Measures
None Required.
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4.19
a)

Mandatory Findings of Significance

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed and analyzed in this document, the proposed project would
not degrade the quality of the environment. Additionally, for the reasons discussed in Section 3.4,
Biological Resources, the project would not 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, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal.
Further, for the reasons identified in Section 3.5, Cultural Resources, the project site does not contain any
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory, and no impacts to such
resources would occur. Therefore, implementation of the project would not result significant impacts that
could not be fully mitigated.
b) Does the project have possible environmental effects which are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable. Incremental impacts resulting from development and operation of the
proposed project and other cumulative projects that would be under construction include the generation
of greenhouse gas, increased short‐term air quality emissions, and short‐term construction noise. The
analysis concluded that these incremental impacts are each less than significant or can be mitigated to a
less than significant level. When viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects, these impacts are not cumulatively
considerable. No cumulative impacts are anticipated in connection with this or other projects.
The proposed project complies with long‐term regional air quality plans, regional population forecasts,
and is within the service capabilities of utility purveyors. No significant adverse environmental impacts
have been identified. The analysis contained in this Initial Study evaluated existing conditions, potential
impacts associated with the development of the project, and possible environmental cumulative impacts.
The project does not have any impact on projected growth or planned projects for the City or neighboring
jurisdictions known as of the date of this analysis.
c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?
Less Than Significant Impact. There are no known substantial adverse effects on human beings that would
be caused by the proposed project. The environmental evaluation has concluded that no significant
environmental impacts will result from the project.
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