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2.0 Responses to Comments 

Impact Sciences, Inc.  Whole Foods and the Park Shopping Center Project Final EIR 
0592.003  May 2015 

Letter No. A-1: California Department of Transportation 

California Department of Transportation 
District 7 – Office of Regional Planning 
100 S. Main Street, MS 16 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Dianna Watson, IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 

Response A-1-1 

The commenter restates the general project description for the proposed project and mitigation measure. 

The commenter further states that the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is aware of the 

proposed improvements and will continue to work with the City to implement them in a timely manner. 

The comment does not raise a specific environmental issue within the meaning of CEQA, and therefore 

no further response is provided. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available 

to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. 

Response A-1-2 

Caltrans recommends signalization of the Civic Center and Webb Way intersection noting that traffic 

volumes justify a new signal at this intersection. The Traffic Impact Analysis prepared for the proposed 

project and included as Appendix 3.13 of the Draft EIR concludes the signal warrants were met at the 

Civic Center Way/Webb Way intersection as a result of cumulative growth forecast during 2017 and 2030. 

Mitigation Measure K-2 of the La Paz Final EIR requires that the La Paz developer install a new traffic 

signal and widen Webb Way to a six-lane cross section south of the intersection of Civic Center Way. The 

northbound approach and the eastbound approach would each be re-striped to include one left-turn lane, 

one through lane, and one right-turn lane. The southbound approach would be widened to provide one 

left-turn lane and one shared through/right lane. 
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Letter No. A-2: County of Los Angeles Fire Department 

County of Los Angeles Fire Department 
1320 North Eastern Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90063-3294 
Kevin T. Johnson, Acting Chief, Forestry Division 

Response A-2-1 

The commenter notes receipt of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) and states that the 

documents has been reviewed by Planning Division, Land Development Unit, Forestry Division, and 

Health Hazardous Materials Division of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department and that their 

comments are provided below. 

The comment does not raise a specific environmental issue within the meaning of CEQA, and therefore 

no further response is provided. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available 

to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. 

Response A-2-2 

The commenter requests that certain corrections and updates be made to the text. These changes have 

been made; refer to Section 3.0, Corrections and Additions, of this Final EIR. 

The comment does not raise a specific environmental issue within the meaning of CEQA, and therefore 

no further response is provided. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available 

to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. 

Response A-2-3 

The project has been designed to include and meet all County Fire Department requirements, codes, and 

ordinances; please refer to Section 2.0, Project Description, Figure 2.0-16, Fire Department Access Plan 

which includes information regarding required clearances and hydrant locations. 

The project has been designed to take into account all County of Los Angeles Fire Department 

requirements and conditions for fire and life safety. Prior to obtaining grading or building permits for the 

project, the City will obtain all required building and fire plan check approval from the County of Los 

Angeles Fire Department. 

The comment does not raise a specific environmental issue within the meaning of CEQA, and therefore 

no further response is provided. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available 

to the decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. 
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Response A-2-4 

The comment restates the statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department's 

Forestry Division, but does not raise an environmental issue within the meaning of CEQA, no further 

response is required. The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the 

decision makers prior to a final decision on the proposed project. 

Response A-2-5 

One groundwater monitoring well cover was observed by The Reynolds Group (TRG) at the south-center 

of the project site on parcel 4458-22-001, approximately 40 feet north of Civic Center Way during site 

reconnaissance on October 20, 2011. On October 21, 2011, TRG contacted Mr. Robert Schwartz of Cross 

Creek Ventures, LLC, the property owner from approximately 2006 to 2009. According to Mr. Schwartz, 

the well was installed in 2007 to measure depth and quality of groundwater related to potential 

development of a Whole Foods Market at the project site and to provide data for the design of a suitable 

on-site wastewater treatment system to be provided by Brown and Caldwell, an engineering and 

consulting firm. 

A file review request was made to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles 

Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) by TRG on October 21, 2011, in an effort to obtain 

information about the monitoring well on the Civic Center Way parcel. The LARWQCB responded by 

email stating that no files exist for project site. 

A Report of Hydrogeologic Investigation, dated June 4, 2008 (Hydrogeologic Report, included as Appendix 

3.7 of the Draft EIR), indicated that three monitoring wells were installed on the project site; one 

relatively deep pump test well (to a depth of approximately 110 feet) and two shallow monitoring wells 

(to a depth of approximately 20 feet) in the southeast portion of the site (well numbers TWl, TW2, and 

TW3). Two other wells, designated MWl and MW2, already existed on-site. As previously discussed, only 

one well (MW1) was observed by TRG during physical inspection of the project site in October 2011. 

Laboratory analytical results in the Hydrogeologic Report showed volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 

below laboratory detection limits in a groundwater sample collected from an on-site well on April 25, 

2008, and metals concentrations, where present, were within normal background ranges. Further, no 

other research conducted during the most recent Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (Phase 1 ESA, 

dated January 11, 2012 and included in Appendix 3.7 of the Draft EIR) suggests that groundwater 

beneath the project site is impacted. As such, the existing wells on the project site are not considered to be 

an issue of environmental concern. Further, it is the stated opinion of TRG that no further environmental 

investigation at the project site is warranted. 
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As requested by the LACFD, the remaining, locatable monitoring well (MW1) will be abandoned in 

accordance with the California Department of Water Resources, Division of Planning and Local 

Assistance “Monitoring Well Standards (Bulletin 74-90),” Section 19, “Requirements for Destroying 

Monitoring Wells and Exploration Holes,” State Water code, Division 7. Water Quality, Chapter 10, 

Water Wells, Cathodic Protection Wells, Monitoring Wells, and Geothermal Heat Exchange Wells, 

Sections 13700 through 13806, and State Health and Safety Code Division 104, Part 9.5, Section 115700, 

Abandoned Excavations, prior to initiation of construction activities on the project site. 

Response A-2-6 

TRG has been involved with providing environmental investigations at the project site since 1996. 

Summaries of previous environmental investigations performed at the project site were provided in 

TRG's Phase I ESA dated January 11, 2012, included as Appendix 3.7 to the Draft EIR. 

The results of the 2012 Phase I ESA showed no negative impacts from chemicals and considered the 

following previous environmental investigations at the project site: 

1. July 1995 Phase I ESA by ERM-West: In July 1995 a complete Phase I ESA was performed by ERM-

West Inc. The eastern portion of the project site off Cross Creek Road was, at the time of this Phase I 

ESA, leased to Coast Club Services, a towing company. Potentially hazardous materials observed on 

the project site during the investigation included small amounts of gasoline in sealed containers, 

motor oil, several automotive batteries sitting on the asphalt and small amounts of solvents and 

cleaners. Oil stains, some covered with absorbent sand, were noted. The northwest portion of project 

site Parcel 4458-22-022 was also included in the July 1995 Phase I ESA. No issues of environmental 

concern were noted on the northwest/undeveloped portion. 

2. August 1996 Subsurface Investigation by TRG: Based on findings of the July 1995 Phase I ESA and in an 

abundance of caution, TRG performed a subsurface investigation in July 1996 that included trenching 

with a backhoe to conduct soil matrix and soil vapor sampling at the project site. All eight soil matrix 

samples and 16 soil vapor samples were "non-detect" for gasoline and volatile organic compounds 

(VOCs). 

3. April 1997 UST Removal by Environmental Resolutions: On April 1, 1997, Environmental Resolutions 

removed one 500 gallon gasoline underground storage tank (UST) that was discovered during the 

aforementioned 1996 subsurface investigation near the northwest comer of the project site. The 

removal was performed showing ownership by GTE/Verizon according to Los Angeles County 

Department of Public Works (LADPW) records. Soil samples collected during the removal were 
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"non-detect" for all analytes tested and the UST case was issued closure in a letter from the LADPW 

dated February 13, 2003. 

4. September 2006 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment: TRG performed a complete Phase I ESA which 

included both the Civic Center Way parcel and the Cross Creek Road parcel in September 2006. No 

recognized environmental conditions (RECs) were identified on either parcel or in the vicinity of the 

project site. 

5. January 2010 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment: TRG performed a complete Phase I ESA which 

included both the Civic Center Way parcel and the Cross Creek Road parcel in January 2010. No 

RECs were identified at either parcel or in the vicinity of the project site. 

6. January 11, 2012 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, (Phase I ESA): In October and December 2011, a 

complete Phase I ESA, was performed by TRG at the project site. Based on historical research, the site 

reconnaissance, and interviews performed during the investigation, TRG stated that no further 

environmental investigation was warranted at the project site at that time. 

Based on the foregoing information, the City does not feel that any further soils testing is necessary. 
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Letter No. A-3: Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

Governor's Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 
1400 Tenth Street 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse 

Response A-3-1 

This comment acknowledges the receipt of the Draft EIR by the State of California Governor’s Office of 

Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit, and compliance with State Clearinghouse 

review requirements for draft environmental documents, in accordance with CEQA. 

The comment will be included as part of the record and made available to the decision makers prior to a 

final decision on the proposed project. 
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