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STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

Subject: Mitigated Negative Declaration for Little Tujunga Canyon Road Over Buck 
Canyon Bridge Replacement, Los Angeles County 

Dear Ms. Voigt: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the above-referenced 
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for Little Tujunga Canyon Road over Buck Canyon 
Bridge Replacement Project (Project), prepared by Los Angeles County Public Works (County). 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those 
activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, we 
appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project that 
CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own 
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

CDFW's Role 

CDFW is California's Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources , and holds those resources 
in trust by statute for all the people of the State [Fish & Game Code, §§ 711. 7, subdivision (a) & 
1802; Public Resources Code, § 21070; California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Guidelines, § 15386, subdivision (a)]. CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the 
conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary 
for biologically sustainable populations ofthose species (Id., § 1802). Similarly, for purposes of 
CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public 
agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that 
have the potential to adversely affect state fish and wildlife resources. 

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Public Resources 
Code,§ 21069; CEQA Guidelines,§ 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise 
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code, including lake and streambed 
alteration regulatory authority (Fish & Game Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent 
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in ''take", as defined by state law, of any 
species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & Game Code, § 
2050 et seq.), or state-listed rare plant pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish 
& Game Code, §1900 et seq.) authorization as provided by the applicable Fish and Game Code 
will be required . 
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Project Description and Summary 

Objective: The proposed Project involves the replacement of the existing bridge and 
reconstruction of the adjacent roadway to improve operations and safety in the Project area. 
The new bridge is intended to be a 65-foot-long,, 42~foot-wide single~span structure on 
abutments on deep pile foundatio.hs across Buck Canyon Creek. The Proje:et would also include 
approximately 385 feet of roadway construction, including approximately 235 feet on the north 
side of the bridge .and 150 feet on the south side of the bridge. The reconstructed roadway width 
would expand from 26 feet to 34 feet to accommodate a new travel lane. and should~r on the 
bridge. 

LocatiQn: The proposed Project is located approximately 4 miles north of the Foothill Freeway 
(l-2t0), approximately 4.Tmiles northeast ofthePacoima neighborhood in the City of Los 
Angeles, and 3 miles east of the qommunity of Sylmar in the San Gabriel Mountains of the 
Angeles National Forest,. in.ah unincorporated portion of c.entral Los Angeles Courity. 

Comments and· Recommendations 

CDFW offers·the oomments.~nd recommendations belowto.assist the County in.adequately 
identifyi~g, avoiding, and/or mitigating the Project's significant; or potentially significant, direct 
and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) re5ources. GDFW recommends the 
measures or revislons below be>included in a science{)ased monitoring program that contains 

· adaptive management.strategies as partof the Project's GEQArnitigation, mohitoring·and 
reporting program (Public Resources Code, § 2108l.6 and CEQA GuideHnes, § t5097). 
Aoditional comments.or other suggestions rnayalso be. included toirnprove the document. 

Project·Descdption and Related lmpactShortcoming 

Comment #1: Impacts to Streams 

Issue: The Project location may support. streams subject to notification· under Fish and Game 
code .section 1500 et seq. According to the MND, 1'[p]rior to project constructionf mitigation to 
offset impacts must be agreed upon, and the foll.owing permits/authorization procured: 

.. CDFVV CFGC Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (or other approval such 
as an.Operation by Law letter orLetterofNon~Substantial Impact) for 
impacts/alterations to· streambe.d/bahks and associated riparian vegetation. 11 

Issue: The Project ls located in a significant .burn area that is likely to experience elevated 
stormwaterflows due to reduced groundcover and increased above ground flow in the 
.surrounding area: 

Specific impacts: The Project may result in the Joss of streams aod associated watersheH:, 
function and biological diversity; Grading and construction activities will Ukely alter the 
topography, and thus the hydrology, of the: flroJectsite. 

V\lhyin,pactswould oecur: The proposed Project site is located Within a burn areathat 
resulted from the recent Creek Fire.; Catastrophic events, such as fire, have potential to 
significantly alter local hydrology. Runoff increases are associated with the alteration of several 
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hydrologic processes, including (1Jreduc~d interception.and evapotranspjration,(2)reduced 
ground. cover, (3) reduced infiltration and :increased. overland now,. and (4) potentially increased 
snow accumulation (Neary et al, 2005). Increased runoff may result from the creation of 
hydro.phobic {waterrepellant) soils, but.the rnagnitud~of fire~indtJced repellencydepends on the 
fire $eVeri:ty1 type ot ve~etation present soil texture I and water cohtentofthe soil {DeBano 
2000). As a resuft:i peak flows in 'Natersheds burned at moderat~and high burn. severity rnc1.y 
increase by S,E!ver~I ord.ers of magnitude relative to flow in unburned watersheds. !h£1 
magnitude of augmented runoff increases with decreasing. recurrenc.e interval and with 
decreasing dfainage area (l=oftz et al., 2009). 

Ground disturbing. activities. from grading,, water diversions, and dewatering would physi9ally 
remove or otherwise q]ter existing streams or their function and associated riparian habitat Oh 
t~e ProJectsite. Downstream streamsandassoclated biological resources beyond theProJf/'ct 
development footprint. may al so be impacted by ProJect~related releases of sedtmentand altered 
watershed effects resulting front Ptojectactivities. 

Evidence impacts would. be •Significant: The ProJect may substantially adversely affect the 
existing stream pattern of the Project5Jte through the alteration or di.version of a stream, which 
absent speqificr mitigation, coµld. result in substantial erosion or siltation on site or off site of the 
Project · 

Water diversions can impact flowregJmesi decreasing the frequency of high flows .. Prolonged 
low flows can cause streams to become graded and cause channels to become disqonnected 
from floo.¢Jptai~s (Poff et ~, .. 1997). !his p~o~ess decreases available habitat rot aquatic species 
including fish that utilize floodplains for nursery grounds .. Unde:rsized culverts and other stream 
crossings can algo qause dqwnstr.eam channel erosion and tributary head~c1.1tting, reduc;ed 
ma.Qtlitude and frequ~ncy of high flawsr channel narrowing, and reduced formation of secondary 
channels and oxbows· (Poff etal. 1997). Additionally; these; structures can degradew~ter quality 
at1d t:lSSOCiatEld .wil~Jife.Jiabitqt~ .(Santucci, Jr. et ~L. 2005). ·Streams with such structures can 
have, redoc~d abundance otanurans due to decreased availabHity of breeding. habitat {Eskew et 
aL 2012)1 Bc:lseq oq the f~regoJng, PrQjectin1pacts may suostantially adversely affectthe 
existing stream pattern and associated habitat of the Project site. 

Reeonunended Potentially Feasible Mitigation· Measure(s): 

Mitigation Mea.sure #1: CDFW has concluded that the Project may result in the alteration of 
streams. For any ~uch activitiesl the Project applioant{or"entity') mustprovidewritten 
notificationto CDFW p1.Jrsuantto section 1600 etse:q. of the Flsh and Game Code. aasecf on 
this notification and other information, CDr=VVdetermineswhether a Lake·and Stteambed 
Alteration Agreernent(LSA)with the appUcant i.s•requiredprior to conducting the proposed 
elytivitl.es .. A notification package for a LSA may be obtained by accessing CDPW's web site at · 
www~wildUfe.ca.gOvlhabcon/1·.eoo. 

CDFW's issuance ofan LSA for aProJect thatissubj;ecttoCE.QA will require CEQA compliance 
actions by ODFW as a Responsible Agency; As a Re~ponsible Agenoy, CDFW may consider 
the OEQAdocument of the lead Agency for the Project However, the MND does not meet 
CDFW's standard althistlme. To rninlmizeadditionaJrequirements.px cpFW pursuant to 
section 160O·et seq. and/or under CEQA, the Cl2QA documentshould fully identify the potential 
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impacts to the $tream or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, 
monitoring and reporting commitments for issuance ofthe LSA · 

Mitigation Measure #2: Any LSA Agreementlssuedfar the ProJecfby CDFW may include 
addi~iona.l measures prote9tive .of streambeds .Qnand downstreElm of the Project. The LSA may · 
include fy~her erosion and•• pollulioh ·Conttoi. m.ea$Ures. To compensate forany· on--site •and off
site ·impactsto riparian resources, a(iditional.mitigation.condltioned inanyL$A mayinclude·the 
following: avoidance· of resources, on-site or off-site creation, enhancement or restoration, 
and/or protection and managementof mitigation lands in perpetuity. 

Miti,ation Measure #3: CDFW tecommends a hy,dro9eomorphdlogy study be conducted to 
evaluate the impc1cts of elevated flows of water and· sediment through a stream within a recently 
burned watershed. 

J\llitigation Measure .#4: · Bridge construction specifications should· be included in the MND. To 
ens~re •that the new bridge adequately accommodates elevated ,storm flows expected through 
onsite features, the bridge ~butrnents should be placed outside at least t.5 tirnes bankfull-width 
ofthe stream. 

FiUng 'Fees 

The project, as proposedf.could have an in,pa.cto.n,fish and/or vvUdHfe, and '<;!$sessmentoffilrng 
fees is. necessary~ Fees plf'6 payable upon filing. of the Notice.ofDeterminatiori by the Leaa . . ... 
Agency and serve to help defray the cost qfenvironmt;)~tEll re~evV ~y CDFW •. Payment of the Jee 
iS required in order for the, un?erlying project approval to be operative} vested, and final {CaL 
Code Regs! tit. 14, § 75.3.5; Fish & Game Code;. § 711.4; Pub. Resources Gode1• § 21089). 

Conclll$i<m 

Weappreciatethe opportunity·to comment·on the·project to assist the County In.adequately 
analyzing; and minimizing/mitigating impacts to biological. resources. CDFW requests an 
opport4nlty to review am:t comment on any respons$ thatthe County has to our comments· and 
to receive. notification· of any forthcoming hearing date{s} for the project. If you. have any 
questions dr·comments regarding this letter, plea~econtact Andrew Vatand). Environmental 
Scientist.atAndrew~Valand@wHdHfe,ca.gov or (562) 342~2142. 

Erl-wil$0 
Environmental Program Manager I 

cc: COFW 
Victoria Tang - Los Alamitos 
Andrew Valand ·- Los Alamitos 
Audrey Kelly- Los Alamitos 
Kelly Schmoker .;._. Pasadena 

Scott Morgan (State Clearinghouse) 
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