


 

 

ATTACHMENT A: 

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

The comment letters are included as Attachment B. Each individual comment is delineated and enumerated. 
Responses to the individual comments are included below. 

Responses to DTSC Comment Letter 

Response to DTSC Comment-1 

The commenter is referred to pages V-119 through V-122 and page V-126 in Section V (Environmental 
Impact Analysis) of the SCEA that includes an analysis of potential Project impacts related to hazards and 
hazardous materials. As indicated there, a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (Phase I ESA) and a 
Phase II Focused Site Investigation (Phase II FSI) were prepared for the Project and are included in 
Appendix I of the SCEA. As discussed in the Phase I ESA, a review of historic and current on- and off-site 
uses were reviewed to determine the potential for those uses to have resulted in a release of hazardous 
materials at the Project Site. As discussed on page V-120 of the SCEA, the Phase I ESA identified 
recognized environmental concerns (RECs) in connection with the Project Site, due to on- and off-site 
historic uses. 

Based on the results of the Phase I ESA, the Phase II FSI was prepared for the Project Site. As indicated on 
pages V-121 through V-123 of the SCEA, the Phase II FSI concluded the following: 

Historical on- and off-site drycleaner - The Phase II FSI revealed no detectable volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) in soil vapor or soil at the Project Site and no detectable concentrations of 
VOCs in groundwater typical of dry cleaning chemicals. Given this, the Phase II FSI revealed no 
evidence of releases related to the historical operation of the on- or off-site drycleaner. The previous 
investigation reported trace concentrations of tetrachloroethene (PCE) in soil vapor but elevated 
concentrations of leak detection compounds, which suggest improper seal on the vapor borings. 
Given that the Phase II FSI revealed no detectable VOCs in the 12 soil vapor samples collected 
throughout the Project Site and no evidence of leak check compound in the vapor borings, the past 
detections of PCE in soil vapor are nullified. 

Heating oil tank - The geophysical survey revealed no subsurface anomalies consistent with an 
in-place heating oil underground storage tank (UST) or a former UST excavation at the site. 

Unspecified Origins of Detected Compounds - The previous subsurface investigation identified 
isolated medium- and high-range hydrocarbons and elevated concentrations of lead, barium, and 
arsenic in soil. The Phase II FSI revealed only elevated concentrations of lead in soil. Specifically, 
the Phase II FSI found site-wide, elevated concentrations of lead limited to the upper 5 feet bgs; 
soil samples retrieved from greater than 7 feet bgs did not exceed screening thresholds. The 
observed distribution of lead in soil is consistent with contaminated fill and is not uncommon in 
this area of Los Angeles with greater than 100 years of developed history. The previous soil 



 
findings may be attributable to decontamination procedures from co-locating the environmental 
borings with geotechnical investigation. 

Groundwater condition - The previous investigation identified elevated concentrations of metals, 
notably lead, in groundwater. The Phase II FSI yielded no elevated concentrations of metals in 
groundwater, despite high turbidity and elevated concentrations of lead in soil. The previous 
elevated concentrations of metals in groundwater are likely attributable to particulates in unfiltered 
groundwater samples. The absence of elevated lead in groundwater as found from this Phase II FSI 
suggests the existing hardscape at the site restricts surface water infiltration and leaching of 
elevated concentrations of lead in soil to underlying groundwater. The Phase II FSI also identified 
a trace concentration of benzene at one groundwater sampling location that is considered 
representative of background groundwater conditions typical of poor quality, perched zone in the 
Project area. 

Based on the findings of the Phase II FSI, the following recommendations were made for the Project: 

Soil Management Plan (SMP) – Blackstone understands that the City of Los Angeles Building 
Department requires submittal and approval of a Soil Management Plan (SMP) prior to the issuance 
of grading permits for the proposed redevelopment as standard regulatory protocol. The 
information presented in the Phase II FSI can form the basis of the development of the SMP. The 
SMP shall detail the proposed management of soil during construction, monitoring, further waste 
characterization sampling and appropriate disposal; any exhumed soil that exceeds the Soluble 
Threshold Limit Concentrations (STLC) limit shall be managed as California hazardous waste, and 
any soil that exceeds the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) shall be managed as 
Federal hazardous waste. The SMP also shall detail the remaining waste sampling necessary to 
achieve the density typically required by a soil receiving facility. 

Groundwater quality – Given that the groundwater encountered at the Project Site is shallow and 
inconsistently present, first encountered groundwater beneath the site is likely a poor-quality 
perched zone that is not a drinking water source. The limited groundwater quality evaluation 
performed as part of this scope of work identified elevated settleable and total suspended solids in 
analyzed groundwater samples. Although low-flow field methods were used, this turbidity may be 
attributable to grab-groundwater sampling methodology. Regardless, the groundwater quality data 
obtained from this Phase II FSI, including the background trace benzene detection at SB-5, should 
be shared with the future construction dewatering contractor for incorporation into a dewatering 
program designed to account for elevated solids and trace VOCs. After demolition and removal of 
existing structures from the Project Site, wells would be installed to appropriate depths at the site 
to pump the perched groundwater from the site. This water would be stored in tanks on the Project 
Site, tested, and disposed of based on existing Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(LARWQCB) General NPDES Permit and General Waste Discharge requirements, which include 
provisions mandating notification, sampling and analysis, onsite treatment (if needed), and 
reporting of dewatering prior to discharge to the storm drain. No long-term dewatering would be 
required after Project buildout. 

Based on the above conclusions, the SCEA concluded that Project impacts related to hazards and hazardous 
materials could be potentially significant. For this reason, Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 (i.e., 



 
preparation/implementation of a SMP) was identified for the Project to ensure that Project impacts related 
to hazards and hazardous materials would be less than significant. 

Response to DTSC Comment-2 

The commenter is referred to Response to DTSC Comment-1. 

Response to DTSC Comment-3 

The commenter is referred to Response to DTSC Comment-1. 

Response to DTSC Comment-4 

The commenter is referred to Response to DTSC Comment-1. 

 

Responses to LASAN Comment Letter 

Response to LASAN Comment-1 

The commenter is referred to Table V-56 on page V-220 in Section V (Environmental Impact Analysis) of 
the SCEA that indicates the estimated amount of wastewater generation associated with the Project would 
be approximately 47,849 gallons per day (gpd), which is consistent with LASAN’s estimation of 47,783 
gpd identified in the comment letter. 

Response to LASAN Comment-2 

The existing sewer infrastructure that would serve the Project as identified by LASAN in the comment has 
also been confirmed by the Project’s Civil Engineer (KHR Associates) in the Sewer Capacity Availability 
Request (SCAR) included in Attachment C to CAJA’s letter. LASAN’s comment states that sewer system 
serving the Project Site “might be able to accommodate” the Project’s total wastewater flow. However, 
LASAN’s comment letter does not reflect ongoing coordination between KHR Associates and LASAN 
regarding the ability of the existing sewer system to accommodate Project flows. As indicated in the memo 
prepared by KHR Associates included as Attachment C, KHR Associates submitted a new SCAR, dated 
September 19, 2019, to the LASAN, and shortly thereafter, received a determination letter from the Bureau 
of Engineering, dated September 23, 2019, that clears the Project for the projected sewage generation – as 
stated, “it has been determined on 9/23/2019 that there is capacity available to handle the anticipated 
discharge from your proposed project(s) as indicated in the attached copy of the Sewer Capacity 
Availability Request (SCAR).” (Both documents are included in Appendix C.) Based on this and other 
information provided in the KHR Associated memo, the existing sewer infrastructure appears to have 
adequate capacity to accommodate the Project, and no upgrades to the system will be necessary as a result 
of the Project. KHR Associates will continue this coordination effort with LASAN and will comply with 
all applicable requirements for connect to and use of the City’s sewer system to ensure that Project impacts 
related to the sewer system would be less than significant. 



 
Response to LASAN Comment-3 

As indicated on pages V-126 and V-127 in Section V (Environmental Impact Analysis) of the SCEA, the 
Project will comply will all requirements of State and City water quality standards, compliance with which 
would ensure that the Project’s water quality impacts would be less than significant. 

Response to LASAN Comment-4 

As indicated on page V-128 in Section V (Environmental Impact Analysis) of the SCEA, the regional 
aquifer in the Los Angeles Basin that is a supply of drinking water for the region is located anywhere from 
300 to 1,000 feet below the surface of the Project Site. The Project includes excavation to approximately 
30 bgs, and perched groundwater could be encountered. Temporary dewatering would occur during the 
Project’s construction phase, but no long-term dewatering would be required for the Project. Thus, the 
Project will not include the extraction of groundwater, and the groundwater dewatering reuse options 
outlined by LASAN in the comment do not apply to the Project. 

Response to LASAN Comment-5 

In compliance with the City’s recycling requirements, as stated on page V-226 in Section V (Environmental 
Impact Analysis) of the SCEA, recycling bins shall be provided at appropriate locations to promote the 
recycling of paper, metal, glass, and other recyclable materials. 

 

Response to Gelfand Comment Letter 

This letter demonstrates support for the Project and does not include comments regarding the adequacy of 
the SCEA. No further response is required. 
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KHR ASSOCIATES MEMO 

 



 

CONSULTING ENGINEERS/SURVEYORS/PLANNERS  

17530 Von Karman Avenue - Suite 200 (949) 756-6440 
Irvine, California 92614  
 

 
October 28, 2019 
 
Ms. Kerrie Nicholson, Principal 
CAJA Environmental Services, LLC  
15350 Sherman Way - Suite 315 
Van Nuys, California 91406 
 
SUBJECT: SEWER CAPACITY AVAILABILITY FOR 4TH AND HILL MIXED-USE 

DEVELOPMENT, IN THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA – 
SENT VIA E-MAIL 

 
Dear Ms. Nicholson: 
 
In response to the October 2, 2019 Interdepartmental Correspondence from the 
Wastewater Engineering Services Division (WESD) regarding the subject project, KHR 
Associates, the Applicant’s Civil Engineer, offers the following comments: 
 

1) KHR Associates submitted a new Sewer Capacity Availability Request 
(SCAR), dated September 19, 2019, to the Bureau of Sanitation (BOS), and 
shortly thereafter received a determination letter from the Bureau of 
Engineering, dated September 23, 2019, that clears the Project for the 
projected sewage generation – as stated, “it has been determined on 9/23/2019 
that there is capacity available to handle the anticipated discharge from your 
proposed project(s) as indicated in the attached copy of the Sewer Capacity 
Availability Request (SCAR)”. Both documents are attached herewith. 

2) The Project is proposing to have 3 connections to the existing 12-inch sewer 
main in Hill Street, just upstream of the sewer main pipe size increasing to 18-
inch. 

3) As currently proposed, 60% of the sewage generated by the Project will go into 
the 12-inch main in Hill Street, and the other 40% will go into an existing 10-inch 
main in 4th Street. However, since the Hill Street sewer main has more capacity, 
a greater percentage of discharge may be directed to the proposed laterals on 
Hill Street. 

4) Based on the above percentages, and using WESD’s projected wastewater 
discharge number of 47,783 total GPD, 28,670 GPD will be added to the 12-
inch main in Hill Street, and the remaining 19,113 GPD will be added to the 10-
inch main in 4th Street. 

5) As stated by WESD, the d/D capacity, of the 12-inch main in Hill Street is 1.41 
MGD. 
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October 28, 2019 
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6) The calculated d/D capacity of the 10-inch main sloping at 0.0046 (or slightly 
less than 0.5%) in 4th Street is 0.41 MGD. (WESD did not provide a capacity 
flow.) 

7) WESD’s calculation of projected wastewater discharge (47,783 GPD, total) for 
the proposed Project includes questionable sources of wastewater, such as 
“open space,” “courtyards,” and “sky deck,” while not acknowledging that 
there’s an existing 1,000+ square foot restaurant (with grease trap interceptor) 
currently on the site generating wastewater to the Hill Street sewer main. 

8) Using WESD’s projected wastewater discharge figures, 28,670 GPD is 
calculated to be going into the Hill Street 12-inch sewer main represents 0.02 
(or 2%) of the d/D capacity of the pipe. 

9) The capacity of the main in Hill Street increases to 4.07 MGD immediately 
downstream, as the size of the sewer main increases to 18-inch at the next 
downstream manhole. 

10) The 19,113 GPD calculated to be going into the 4th Street 10-inch sewer main 
represents 0.047 (or approximately 4.7%) of the d/D capacity of the pipe. 

Based on the above facts, the existing sewer infrastructure that will be used by the 
Project appears to have more than adequate capacity to accommodate the Project. 
Therefore, no upgrades to the existing sewer infrastructure should be needed or 
required as a result of the Project. 

In Closing 
 
If you desire additional information, or if there are any questions regarding this 
narrative, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely yours, 

KHR Associates 

 
 
 
James H. Kawamura, P.E. 
President/CEO 
RCE30560/TR1110 
 
 
Cc: John Hrovat, EQR; Bradley Karvasek, EQR; Damon Mamalakis, AGD; Jim Ries, Craig Lawson & 
Co.  
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09/23/2019

KHR ASSOCIATES - C/O GABE URIBE
17530 VON KARMAN AVE, SUITE 200
LOS ANGELES, CA, 90013

Dear KHR ASSOCIATES - c/o GABE URIBE,

SEWER AVAILABILITY: 350 S HILL ST 

The Bureau of Sanitation has reviewed your request of 09/19/2019 for sewer availability at 350 S
HILL ST. Based on their analysis, it has been determined on 09/23/2019 that there is capacity
available to handle the anticipated discharge from your proposed project(s) as indicated in the
attached copy of the Sewer Capacity Availability Request (SCAR) . 

This determination is valid for 180 days from the date shown on the Sewer Capacity Availability
request (SCAR) approved by the Bureau of Sanitation. 

While there is hydraulic capacity available in the local sewer system at this time, availability of
sewer treatment capacity will be determined at the Bureau of Engineering Public Counter upon
presentation of this letter. A Sewer Connection Permit may also be obtained at the same counter
provided treatment capacity is available at the time of application. 

A Sewerage Facilities Charge is due on all new buildings constructed within the City. The amount
of this charge will be determined when application is made for your building permit and the Bureau
of Engineering has the opportunity to review the building plans. To facilitate this determination a
preliminary set of plans should be submitted to Bureau of Engineering District Office, Public
Counter. 

Provision for a clean out structure and/or a sewer trap satisfactory to the Department of Building
and Safety may be required as part of the sewer connection permit. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Lang

Central District, Bureau of Engineering

Scar Request Number: 3124



City of Los Angeles
Bureau of Engineering

SEWER CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REVIEW FEE (SCARF) - Frequently Asked Questions
 SCAR stands for Sewer Capacity Availability Review that is performed by the Department of
Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation. This review evaluates the existing sewer system to determine
if there is adequate capacity to safely convey sewage from proposed development projects,
proposed construction projects, proposed groundwater dewatering projects and proposed
increases of sewage from existing facilities. The SCAR Fee (SCARF) recovers the cost, incurred
by the City, in performing the review for any SCAR request that is expected to generate 10,000
gallons per day (gpd) of sewage. 

The SCARF is based on the effort required to perform data collection and engineering analysis in
completing a SCAR. A brief summary of that effort includes, but is not limited to, the following: 

Research and trace sewer flow levels upstream and downstream of the point of connection.1.
Conduct field surveys to observe and record flow levels. Coordinate with maintenance staff
to inspect sewer maintenance holes and conduct smoke and dye testing if necessary.

2.

Review recent gauging data and in some cases closed circuit TV inspection (CCTV) videos.3.
Perform gauging and CCTV inspection if recent data is not available.4.
Research the project location area for other recently approved SCARs to evaluate the
cumulated impact of all known SCARs on the sewer system.

5.

Calculate the impact of the proposed additional sewage discharge on the existing sewer
system as it will be impacted from the approved SCARs from Item 6 above. This includes
tracing the cumulative impacts of all known SCARs, along with the subject SCAR,
downstream to insure sufficient capacity exist throughout the system.

6.

Correspond with the applicant for additional information and project and clarification as
necessary.

7.

Work with the applicant to find alternative sewer connection points and solutions if sufficient
capacity does not exist at the desired point of connection.

8.

Questions and Answers: 
When is the SCARF applied, or charged?
It applies to all applicants seeking a Sewer Capacity Availability Review (SCAR). SCARs are generally
required for Sewer Facility Certificate applications exceeding 10,000 gpd, or request from a property owner
seeking to increase their discharge thru their existing connection by 10,000 gpd or more, or any groundwater
related project that discharges 10,000 gpd or more, or any proposed or future development for a project that
could result in a discharge of 10,000 gpd.

1.

Why is the SCARF being charged now when it has not been in the past?
The City has seen a dramatic increase in the number of SCARs over 10,000 gpd in the last few years and has
needed to increase its resources, i.e., staff and gauging efforts, to respond to them. The funds collected thru
SCARF will help the City pay for these additional resources and will be paid by developers and property
owners that receive the benefit from the SCAR effort.

2.

Where does the SCARF get paid?
The Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering (BOE) collects the fee at its public counters. Once
the fee is paid then BOE prepares a SCAR request and forwards it to the BOS where it is reviewed and then
returned to BOE. BOE then informs the applicant of the result. In some cases, BOS works directly with the
applicant during the review of the SCAR to seek additional information and work out alternative solutions

3.

Scar Request Number: 3124



City of Los Angeles
Bureau of Engineering

Sewer Capacity Availability Request (SCAR)
 

To: Bureau of Sanitation
The following request is submitted to you on behalf of the applicant requesting to connect to the public sewer system.
Please verify that the capacity exists at the requested location for the proposed developments shown below. The
results are good for 180 days from the date the sewer capacity approval from the Bureau of Sanitation.

 
Job Address: 350 S HILL ST Sanitation Scar ID: 64-4816-0919
Date Submitted 09/19/2019 Request Will Serve Letter? Yes
BOE District: Central District   

Applicant: KHR ASSOCIATES - c/o
GABE URIBE   

Address: 17530 VON KARMAN AVE,
SUITE 200 City : LOS ANGELES

State: CA Zip: 90013
Phone: 949.756.6440 Fax:
Email: GURIBE@KHRDESIGN.COM BPA No.
S-Map: S-516 Wye Map: 129A209-B

SIMM Map - Maintenance Hole Locations
No. Street Name U/S MH D/S MH Diam. (in) Approved Flow % Notes

1 S HILL ST 51607097 51607289 12 60.00 26,593 GPD 
2 4TH ST 51607098 51607343 10 40.00 17,728 GPD 

Proposed Facility Description

No. Proposed Use Description
Sewage

Generation
(GPD)

Unit Qty GPD

1 RESIDENTIAL: APT - BACHELOR 75  DU 226 16,950 
2 RESIDENTIAL: APT - 1 BDRM. *6 110  DU 75 8,250 
3 RESIDENTIAL: APT - 2 BDRMS *6 150  DU 127 19,050 
4 RETAIL AREA (LESS THAN 100,000 SF) 25  KGSF 2,827 71 

Proposed Total Flow (gpd): 44,321 
 

Remarks 1] This SCAR supersedes previous ID 57-3160-0616. 2] Approved maximum capacity of 44,231
GPD (30.71 gpm). 3] Discharge as indicated on SCAR letter.

 
Note: Results are good for 180 days from the date of approval by the Bureau of Sanitation
Date Processed: 09/23/2019 Expires On: 03/21/2020

Processed by: Albert Lew   
Bureau of Sanitation
Phone: 323-342-6207 
Sanitation Status: Approved 
Reviewed by: Ricardo Avendano 
on 09/23/2019 

Submitted by: Thomas Lang   
Bureau of Engineering
Central District
Phone: 213-482-7041 

 
Fees Collected Yes SCAR FEE (W:37 / QC:704) $1,430.00

Scar Request Number: 3124























Date Collected 09/19/2019 SCAR Status: Completed

Scar Request Number: 3124



City of Los Angeles
Bureau of Engineering

SEWER CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REVIEW FEE (SCARF) - Frequently Asked Questions
 SCAR stands for Sewer Capacity Availability Review that is performed by the Department of Public Works, Bureau
of Sanitation. This review evaluates the existing sewer system to determine if there is adequate capacity to safely
convey sewage from proposed development projects, proposed construction projects, proposed groundwater
dewatering projects and proposed increases of sewage from existing facilities. The SCAR Fee (SCARF) recovers
the cost, incurred by the City, in performing the review for any SCAR request that is expected to generate 10,000
gallons per day (gpd) of sewage. 

The SCARF is based on the effort required to perform data collection and engineering analysis in completing a
SCAR. A brief summary of that effort includes, but is not limited to, the following: 

Research and trace sewer flow levels upstream and downstream of the point of connection.1.
Conduct field surveys to observe and record flow levels. Coordinate with maintenance staff to inspect sewer
maintenance holes and conduct smoke and dye testing if necessary.

2.

Review recent gauging data and in some cases closed circuit TV inspection (CCTV) videos.3.
Perform gauging and CCTV inspection if recent data is not available.4.
Research the project location area for other recently approved SCARs to evaluate the cumulated impact of all
known SCARs on the sewer system.

5.

Calculate the impact of the proposed additional sewage discharge on the existing sewer system as it will be
impacted from the approved SCARs from Item 6 above. This includes tracing the cumulative impacts of all
known SCARs, along with the subject SCAR, downstream to insure sufficient capacity exist throughout the
system.

6.

Correspond with the applicant for additional information and project and clarification as necessary.7.
Work with the applicant to find alternative sewer connection points and solutions if sufficient capacity does not
exist at the desired point of connection.

8.

Questions and Answers: 
When is the SCARF applied, or charged?
It applies to all applicants seeking a Sewer Capacity Availability Review (SCAR). SCARs are generally required for Sewer Facility
Certificate applications exceeding 10,000 gpd, or request from a property owner seeking to increase their discharge thru their
existing connection by 10,000 gpd or more, or any groundwater related project that discharges 10,000 gpd or more, or any proposed
or future development for a project that could result in a discharge of 10,000 gpd.

1.

Why is the SCARF being charged now when it has not been in the past?
The City has seen a dramatic increase in the number of SCARs over 10,000 gpd in the last few years and has needed to increase
its resources, i.e., staff and gauging efforts, to respond to them. The funds collected thru SCARF will help the City pay for these
additional resources and will be paid by developers and property owners that receive the benefit from the SCAR effort.

2.

Where does the SCARF get paid?
The Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering (BOE) collects the fee at its public counters. Once the fee is paid then BOE
prepares a SCAR request and forwards it to the BOS where it is reviewed and then returned to BOE. BOE then informs the applicant
of the result. In some cases, BOS works directly with the applicant during the review of the SCAR to seek additional information and
work out alternative solutions

3.
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