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1.0 INTRODUCTION  
 
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (CEQA Guidelines) 
Section 15088, the City of Whittier, as the lead agency, has evaluated the comments received 
on the Lincoln Specific Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR).  
 
The Draft EIR for the proposed Lincoln Specific Plan (herein referenced as the Project) was 
distributed to responsible and trustee agencies, interested groups, and organizations.  The Draft 
EIR was made available for public review and comment for a period of 45 days.  The public 
review period for the Draft EIR (established by the CEQA Guidelines) commenced on October 
17, 2014 and ended December 1, 2014.   
 
The Final EIR consists of the following components: 
 

 Section 1 – Introduction  

 Section 2 – Comments and Responses  

 Section 3 – Errata 

 Section 4 – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program  

 
Due to its length, the text of the Draft EIR is not included with this document; however, it is 
included by reference in this Final EIR.  None of the corrections or clarifications to the Draft EIR 
identified in this document constitutes “significant new information” pursuant to Section 15088.5 
of the CEQA Guidelines.  As a result, a recirculation of the Draft EIR is not required. 
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3.0  ERRATA 
 
Changes to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) are noted below.  A double-
underline indicates additions to the text; strikeout indicates deletions to the text.  Changes have 
been analyzed and responded to in Section 2.0, Responses to Comments, of the Final EIR.  
The changes to the Draft EIR do not affect the overall conclusions of the environmental 
document.  Changes are listed by page and, where appropriate, by paragraph. 
 
SECTION 5.12, PUBLIC SERVICES AND RECREATION 
 
Page 5.12-1, 5th paragraph 
 

 Fire Station No. 28.  The fire station is located at 7733 Greenleaf Avenue, approximately 
0.66 miles from the Project site.  The fire station is the Battalion Headquarters for the 
area and second to respond to the Project site.  The station is equipped with one 3-
person engine company (one fire captain, one fire fighter specialist, and one fire 
fighter/Paramedic), a 2-Person paramedic squad (two fire fighter paramedics) and a 4-
Person quint (one fire captain, one fire fighter specialist, and two fire fighters). 

 
SECTION 5.13, UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
 
Page 5.13-5 through 5.13-6 
 
Page 5.13-5 and 5.13-6 were errantly omitted from hard copies of the Draft EIR during the 
reprographics process.  These pages are included at the end of this section as Attachment A, 
Page 5.13-5 and 5.13-6 of the Draft EIR.  It should be noted that each hard copy of the Draft 
EIR also included a compact disc with the entire Draft EIR in electronic format, including pages 
5.13-5 and 5.13-6.  Section 5.13, Utilities and Service Systems of the Draft EIR was also 
available in its entirety on the City’s website. 
 
Page 5.13-9, 1st paragraph 
 
Wastewater Treatment.  Wastewater originating from the Project site is treated by the LACSD’s 
Los Coyotes Water Reclamation Plan (LCWRP), located at16515 Piuma Avenue in the City of 
Cerritos Long Beach Water Reclamation Plant (LBWRP), located at 7400 E. Willow Street.  The 
facility provides primary, secondary and tertiary treatment for a design capacity of 37.5 25 mgd 
and currently processes an average flow of 22.1 17.5 mgd of wastewater. 
 
Page 5.13-28, 2nd paragraph 
 
Currently, the onsite wastewater collection system is proposed to convey wastewater off-site at 
three points of connection as shown in Exhibit 5.13-5, Proposed Wastewater Collection System: 
1) the existing local 8-inch sewer in Bexley Drive, which is an connects to a 10-inch LACSD 
facility in Sorensen Avenue; 2) the existing local 8-inch sewer in Townley Drive, which connects 
to an 18-inch is also an LACSD facility in Rose Hedge Drive; and 3) the existing 8-inch sewer in 
Barnum Drive, which is a City facility that ultimately discharges to an 15-inch LACSD facility in 
Washington Boulevard.  The sizing and alignment of all proposed sewers would be verified 
during the design phase of the Project to ensure adequate wastewater conveyance as part of 
the City’s and LACSD’s standard plan review process.   
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APPENDIX 11.6, CULTURAL RESOURCES REPORTS 
 
Lincoln Specific Plan Historical Resource Report 
 
The Errata Memorandum prepared by GPA Consulting notes a recurring typo listed in Table 1 
and Tables 5 through 12 in the Lincoln Specific Plan Historical Resource Report prepared by 
GPA Consulting, October 2014.  The same typo appears in Table C1 of Appendix C.  The tables 
include the code 3CL; which is a typo. The correct code is 3CS, which means the resource 
appears eligible for California Register as an individual property through survey evaluation.  The 
code 3CL should be replaced with 3CS throughout the report.  Further, the Errata Memorandum 
is also attached to the end of this section as Attachment B, Historical Resource Report Errata 
Memorandum. 
 
APPENDIX 11.10, URBAN DECAY STUDY 
 
Appendix A (Retail Demand Analysis – Whittier Retail Trade Area), Table A-2 
 
Table A-2 
Per Capita Average Household Income Projections 
Whittier Retail Trade Area 
In constant dollars 
 
APPENDIX 11.16, TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
During the Draft EIR public review period, a minor error in the Lincoln Specific Plan Traffic 
Impact Analysis (RBF Consulting, October 2014) was noted.  This error related to the trip 
generation rates utilized for one of the proposed Project land uses. Specifically, the trip 
generation rates for the Medical/Dental Office land use were incorrect as shown in Table 7 
(page 16) of the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA). Additionally, the pass-by trip reduction 
percentages for the Fast-Food Restaurant with Drive-Through land use as shown in Table 9 
(page 18) of the TIA were noted to be incorrect.  Correction of these two trip generation rates 
results in a revised total number of trips forecast to be generated by the proposed Project with a 
net difference of 28 more daily vehicle trips, including 140 less a.m. peak hour trips and 15 more 
p.m. peak hour trips, as compared to the proposed Project trip generation shown in Table 10 
(page 19) of the TIA.  
 
Based on the nominal increase in the number of daily and p.m. peak hour trips forecast to be 
generated by the proposed Project, corrections to the above noted trip generation calculations 
(Tables 7, 9 and 10 of the TIA) will have a nominal effect on the findings of the TIA.  
Furthermore, a sensitivity analysis of the p.m. peak hour intersection operations was performed 
to confirm that such corrections would result in no additional significant traffic impacts beyond 
those identified in the TIA attached to the Draft EIR for the proposed Project.  As such, these 
changes are incorporated by reference throughout the TIA and Draft EIR.  Since the City has 
confirmed that no changes would occur in relation to the significance conclusions for traffic 
impacts within the Draft EIR, recirculation of the Draft EIR is not required. 
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the 464 Zone.  All other pressure zones operated by the WUA are supplied directly from this 
zone either by pumping to higher zones or pressure-regulating to lower zones.  The Project site 
is within the 464 Zone as shown in Exhibit 5.13-2, Existing Whittier Utility Authority Domestic 
Water System. 
 
The Project site is within the service area of the 464 Pressure Zone.  The 464 Zone is served by 
the PP2, which boosts the groundwater supply to storage tanks and end users within the 464 
Zone.  Storage for the zone is provided by Greenleaf No. 2 and 7A Reservoirs, and the Ocean 
View Reservoir.  An existing 14-inch diameter water pipeline is located in Whittier Boulevard to 
the east of the site.  A 12-inch diameter pipeline at the south end of the Project site loops from 
Washington Boulevard, Crowndale Avenue, and Barnum Drive, and through easements, 
connecting to an 8-inch diameter pipeline in the Whittier Boulevard frontage street.  An existing 
4-inch meter served the former youth correctional facility from the 12-inch pipeline.  A 3/4-inch 
meter serves the auto recycling business (Future Expansion Area) from the 8-inch pipeline 
adjacent to Whittier Boulevard.  Exhibit 5.13-3, Existing and Proposed Domestic Water 
Pipelines, illustrates the existing pipelines serving the Project site.   
 
WASTEWATER 
 
Wastewater Generation 
 
The Project site contains 52 institutional buildings, which were formerly a part of a youth 
correctional facility.  Since its closure in 2004, the facility has remained vacant.  Currently, the 
facility is used for filming activities.  An auto recycling business totaling 6,105 square feet is also 
located on the Project site.  As minimal activities occur on the Project site, the current 
wastewater generation is considered negligible.   
 
Wastewater Facilities 
 
COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
 
The Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (LACSD) operate ten water reclamation plants 
(WRPs) and one ocean discharge facility, which treat approximately 510 million gallons per day 
(mgd), 165 mgd of which are available for reuse.  The capacities at these facilities range from 
0.2 mgd (La Cañada WRP) to 400 mgd (Joint Water Pollution Control Plant); the San Jose 
Creek WRP is the largest of the water reclamation plants with a capacity of 100 mgd.7  The 
Project site is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 18.8 
 
Sewer System.  Wastewater flow originating from the Project site discharges to a local (City) 
sewer, before it is conveyed to the Districts’ South Plant Outfall Trunk Sewer, located in 
Washington Boulevard, at Rivera Road.  This 21-inch diameter trunk sewer has a design 
capacity of 3.6 mgd and conveyed a peak flow of 2.4 mgd, when last measured in 2013.9 

                                                
7 Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Wastewater Facilities, http://www.lacsd.org/wastewater 

wwfacilities/default.asp, Accessed May 12, 2014.  
8 Written Correspondence:  Raza, Adriana, Customer Service Specialist, County Sanitation Districts of Los 

Angeles County, February 26, 2014. 
9 Ibid. 
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Whittier Narrows Operable Unit and City Well Supply System
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Source:  RBF Consulting, Lincoln Specifi c Plan Water Supply Assessment, July 21, 2014.
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Errata Memorandum 

Date: October 30, 2014 
Project: Lincoln Specific Plan Historical Resource Report 
For: Alan Ashimine 
From: Laura O’Neill 
Subject: Errata – California Historical Resource Status Code Typo 

Mr. Ashimine, 

Please note that there is a recurring typo in the California Historical Resource Status Codes listed 
in Table 1 and Tables 5 through 12 in the historical resources technical study. The same typo 
appears in Table C1 of Appendix C. The tables include the code 3CL; however, this code does 
not exist. It is a typo. The correct code is 3CS, which means the resource appears eligible for 
California Register as an individual property through survey evaluation. Any mention of 3CL 
should be interpreted as 3CS.  The following table lists the codes for all historical resources 
correctly and should be referenced when reviewing the historical section of the EIR and the 
technical report: 

Correct Status Codes  
Count Map # Name Year Built Status Codes 
1 N/A Fred C. Nelles Youth Correctional Facility Various 1CL; 2S2; 5S3 
2 1 Superintendent’s Residence 1920 1CL; 2S2; 5S3 
3 2 Auditorium 1923 1CL; 3S; 3CS; 5S3 
4 3 Assistant Superintendent’s Residence 1926 1CL 
5 4 Administration Building 1929 1CL; 2S2; 5S3 
6 5 Old Infirmary 1929 1CL; 3S; 3CS; 5S3 
7 7 Athletic Track and Field c. 1930 1CL 
8 8 Maintenance Garage 1931 1CL 
9 9 Chapels Building 1933 1CL; 3S; 3CS; 5S3 
10 10 Gymnasium 1934 1CL; 3S; 3CS; 5S3 

Apologies for the error.  

Thank you, 

 

Laura O’Neill, Senior Architectural Historian 
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4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING  
AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that when a public agency completes 
an environmental document which includes measures to mitigate or avoid significant 
environmental effects, the public agency must adopt a reporting or monitoring program.  This 
requirement ensures that environmental impacts found to be significant will be mitigated.  The 
reporting or monitoring program must be designed to ensure compliance during project 
implementation (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6). 
 
In compliance with Public Resources Code Section 21081.6, Table 1, Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Checklist, has been prepared for the Lincoln Specific Plan (the Project).  This 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Checklist is intended to provide verification that all 
applicable mitigation measures relative to significant environmental impacts are monitored and 
reported.  Monitoring will include: 1) verification that each mitigation measure has been 
implemented; 2) recordation of the actions taken to implement each mitigation; and 3) retention 
of records in the project file. 
 
This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program delineates responsibilities for monitoring the 
Project, but also allows the City flexibility and discretion in determining how best to monitor 
implementation.  Monitoring procedures will vary according to the type of mitigation measure.  
Adequate monitoring consists of demonstrating that monitoring procedures took place and that 
mitigation measures were implemented. This includes the review of all monitoring reports, 
enforcement actions, and document disposition, unless otherwise noted in the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Checklist (Table 1).  If an adopted mitigation measure is not being 
properly implemented, the designated monitoring personnel shall require corrective actions to 
ensure adequate implementation.   
 
Reporting consists of establishing a record that a mitigation measure is being implemented, and 
generally involves the following steps: 

 
 The City distributes reporting forms to the appropriate entities for verification of 

compliance. 

 Departments/agencies with reporting responsibilities will review the EIR, which provides 
general background information on the reasons for including specified mitigation 
measures. 

 Problems or exceptions to compliance will be addressed to the City as appropriate. 

 Periodic meetings may be held during project implementation to report on compliance of 
mitigation measures. 

 Responsible parties provide the City with verification that monitoring has been 
conducted and ensure, as applicable, that mitigation measures have been implemented.  
Monitoring compliance may be documented through existing review and approval 
programs such as field inspection reports and plan review. 

 The City prepares a reporting form periodically during the construction phase and an 
annual report summarizing all project mitigation monitoring efforts. 

 Appropriate mitigation measures will be included in construction documents and/or 
conditions of permits/approvals. 
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Minor changes to the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, if required, would be made 
in accordance with CEQA and would be permitted after further review and approval by the City.  
No change will be permitted unless the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program continues 
to satisfy the requirements of Public Resources Code Section 21081.6. 
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Table 1 
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING CHECKLIST 

 
 

Mitigation 
Number 

Mitigation Measure 
Implementation 
Responsibility 

Implementation 
Timing 

Monitoring 
Responsibility 

Monitoring Timing 
VERIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE 

Initials Date Remarks 
AESTHETICS 

AES-1 Prior to the issuance of a Demolition or Grading 
Permit, the Project Applicant shall submit a 
Construction Management Plan for review and 
approval by the City of Whittier City Engineer.  
The Construction Management Plan shall, at a 
minimum, indicate the equipment and vehicle 
staging areas, stockpiling of materials, fencing 
(i.e., temporary security/screening fencing with 
opaque material), nighttime lighting (if proposed), 
and construction haul route(s).  Staging areas 
shall be screened from view from residential 
properties as feasible.  Construction worker 
parking may be located off-site with prior approval 
by the City; however on-street parking of 
construction worker vehicles on residential streets 
shall be prohibited.  Vehicles shall be kept clean 
and free of mud and dust before leaving the 
Project site.  Surrounding streets shall be swept 
as necessary such that they are maintained free 
of dirt and debris. 

Applicant/Contractor  Prior to the issuance 
of a Demolition or 
Grading Permit; 

During Construction 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Demolition or 
Grading Permit; 

During Construction 

   

AES-2 All trees to be removed from the Project site shall 
be replaced at a 2:1 ratio with a minimum 24-inch 
box container size.  The minimum brown trunk 
height for any palm trees shall be 12 feet.  The 
Applicant shall submit a Tree Removal Plan to the 
City of Whittier Community Development 
Department prior to commencement of demolition, 
earthwork, and/or grading activities.  The Tree 
Removal Plan shall display the location of trees to 
be removed, and the locations of new trees to be 
planted on the Project site.   

Applicant/Contractor  Prior to 
Commencement of 

Demolition, 
Earthwork, and/or 
Grading Activities;  

During Construction 

City of Whittier 
Community 

Development 
Department 

Prior to 
Commencement of 

Demolition, 
Earthwork, and/or 
Grading Activities; 

During Construction 

   

AES-3 All construction-related lighting shall include 
shielding in order to direct lighting down and away 

Applicant/Contractor  Concurrent With 
Grading Permit 

City of Whittier 
Community 

Concurrent with 
Grading Permit 
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from adjacent residential uses and consist of the 
minimal wattage necessary to provide safety at 
the construction site.  A construction safety 
lighting plan shall be submitted to the City of 
Whittier for review concurrent with the Grading 
Permit application. 

Application Development 
Department/City 
Building Official 

Application; During 
Construction 

AIR QUALITY 
AQ-1 Before issuance of a Grading Permit, the City 

Engineer and Chief Building Official shall confirm 
that the Grading Plan, Building Plans, and 
specifications stipulate that, in compliance with 
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 during 
daily construction activities, on as 
needed during wet weather, and when 
dust is observed migrating from the 
Project site to prevent excessive 
amounts of dust. 
 

 Pave or apply water every three times 
daily during daily construction activities 
or apply non-toxic soil stabilizers on all 
unpaved access roads, parking areas, 
and staging areas, during dry weather.  
More frequent watering shall occur if 
dust is observed migrating from the site 
during site disturbance. 
 

Applicant/Contractor Prior to Issuance of 
any Grading Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/ 
Chief Building 

Official 

Prior to Issuance of 
Grading Permit; 

During Construction 
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 During dry weather, any on-site 

stockpiles of debris, dirt, or other dusty 
material with five percent or greater silt 
contrast shall be enclosed, covered, 
watered twice daily, or non-toxic soil 
binders shall be applied. 
 

 All grading and excavation operations 
shall be suspended when wind speeds 
exceed 25 miles per hour. 
 

 Disturbed areas shall be replaced with 
ground cover or paved immediately 
after construction is completed in the 
affected area. 
 

 Track-out devices such as gravel bed 
track-out aprons (3 inches deep, 25 feet 
long, 12 feet wide per lane and edged 
by rock berm or row of stakes) shall be 
installed to reduce mud/dirt trackout 
from unpaved truck exit routes.  
Alternatively a wheel washer shall be 
used at truck exit routes. 
 

 On-site vehicle speed shall be limited to 
15 miles per hour. 
 

 All material transported off-site shall be 
either sufficiently watered or securely 
covered to prevent excessive amounts 
of dust before departing the job site. 
 

 Reroute construction trucks away from 
congested streets or sensitive receptor 
areas. 
 

 Trucks associated with soil-hauling 
activities shall avoid residential streets 
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and utilize City-designated truck routes 
to the extent feasible. 

AQ-2 During construction, all trucks that are to haul 
excavated or graded material on-site shall comply 
with State Vehicle Code Section 23114 (Spilling 
Loads on Highways), with special attention to 
Sections 23114(b)(F), (e)(4) as amended, 
regarding the prevention of such material spilling 
onto public streets and roads.  Before the 
issuance of Grading Permits, the Project Applicant 
shall demonstrate to the City Engineer how 
operations subject to that specification during 
hauling activities shall comply with the provisions 
set forth in Sections 23114(b)(F), (e)(4). 

Applicant/Contractor Prior to Issuance of a 
Grading Permit; 

During Construction 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Grading Permit; 

During Construction 

   

AQ-3 Before issuance of each Grading Permit, the 
construction contractor shall provide evidence to 
the City Engineer that the following measures 
would be implemented during construction:  
 

 Provide temporary traffic controls such 
as a flag person, during all phases of 
construction to maintain smooth traffic 
flow.  
 

 Provide dedicated turn lanes for 
movement of construction trucks and 
equipment on- and off-site.  
 

 Improve traffic flow by signal 
synchronization, and ensure that all 
vehicles and equipment will be properly 
tuned and maintained according to 
manufacturers’ specifications.  
 

 Require the use of electricity from 
power poles rather than temporary 
diesel or gasoline powered generators, 
as feasible.  
 

Applicant/Contractor Prior to Issuance of a 
Grading Permit; 

During Construction 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Grading Permit; 

During Construction 
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 Require the use of 2010 and newer 

diesel haul trucks (e.g., material delivery 
trucks and soil import/export) and if the 
lead agency determines that 2010 
model year or newer diesel trucks 
cannot be obtained the lead agency 
shall use trucks that meet EPA 2007 
model year NOX emissions 
requirements.  

 
 During Project construction, all internal 

combustion engines/construction, 
equipment operating on the project site 
shall meet EPA-Certified Tier 3 
emissions standards, or higher 
according to the following:  

 
-  Project start, to December 31, 

2014: All off-road diesel-powered 
construction equipment greater 
than 50 horsepower shall meet 
Tier 3 off-road emissions 
standards.  In addition, all 
construction equipment shall be 
outfitted with BACT devices 
certified by CARB.  Any emissions 
control device used by the 
contractor shall achieve emissions 
reductions that are no less than 
what could be achieved by a Level 
3 diesel emissions control strategy 
for a similarly sized engine as 
defined by CARB regulations.  

 
- Post-January 1, 2015: All off-road 

diesel-powered construction 
equipment greater than 50 
horsepower shall meet the Tier 4 
emission standards, where 
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available.  In addition, all 
construction equipment shall be 
outfitted with BACT devices 
certified by CARB.  Any emissions 
control device used by the 
contractor shall achieve emissions 
reductions that are no less than 
what could be achieved by a Level 
3 diesel emissions control strategy 
for a similarly sized engine as 
defined by CARB regulations.  
 

- A copy of each unit’s certified tier 
specification, BACT 
documentation, and CARB or 
SCAQMD operating permit shall 
be provided at the time of 
mobilization of each applicable 
unit of equipment. 

AQ-4 
 

Prior to approval of final plans for onsite 
commercial development, the City Engineer and 
Chief Building Official shall confirm that proposed 
commercial facilities fall within the assumptions 
(e.g., commercial building location, proximity to 
residential uses, truck access points and internal 
circulation, loading dock locations) provided within 
the Health Risk Assessment prepared for the 
proposed Project (prepared by Urban Crossroads, 
dated September 30, 2014).  If substantial 
changes are proposed, the City shall require the 
Project Applicant to prepare a supplement or 
addendum to the Health Risk Assessment to 
ensure that health risks to surrounding sensitive 
receptors are minimized. 

Applicant Prior to Approval of 
Final Plans for 

Onsite Commercial 
Development 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/ 

Community 
Development 
Department 

Prior to Approval of 
Final Plans for 

Onsite Commercial 
Development 

   

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

BIO-1 Vegetation removal and structure demolition shall 
be conducted outside of the nesting bird season, 
which can begin as early as December for barn 
owls and extend to August 31 for most 

Applicant/Contractor Prior to Initiation of 
Construction; During 

Construction 

City of Whittier 
Community 

Development 
Department; 

Prior to Initiation of 
Construction; During 

Construction 
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passerines.  If this is not possible, then a qualified 
biologist shall conduct nesting bird surveys within 
three days of vegetation removal and structure 
demolition during the nesting season.  The 
biologist conducting the clearance survey shall 
document a negative survey with a brief letter 
report indicating that no impacts to active bird 
nests would occur.   
 
If an active avian nest is discovered during the 
nesting bird survey, construction activities shall 
stay outside of a 300-foot buffer around the active 
nest.  For raptor species, this buffer shall be 
expanded to 500 feet.  A biological monitor shall 
be present to delineate the boundaries of the 
buffer area and to monitor the active nest in order 
to ensure that nesting behavior is not adversely 
affected by construction activities.  Once the 
young have fledged, normal construction activities 
shall be allowed to occur.   

Project Biologist 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 
CUL-1 An archaeological monitor shall be present to 

observe grading operations in the top seven feet 
in depth from the current ground surface.  The 
monitor shall work under the direct supervision of 
a qualified archaeologist (Secretary of Interior 
Professional Qualification Standards - M.A. or 
M.S. in anthropology, or related discipline with an 
emphasis in archaeology and demonstrated 
experience and competence in archaeological 
research, fieldwork, reporting, and curation). 
 

 The qualified archaeologist shall be 
onsite at the pre-construction meeting to 
discuss monitoring protocols. 
 

 The archaeological monitor shall be 
present full-time during excavation 
within the top approximately seven feet 

Qualified 
Archaeologist; 

Applicant/ 
Contractor 

During Grading 
Operations in the 

Top Seven Feet in 
Depth From Current 

Ground Surface 

City of Whittier 
Community 

Development 
Department/City 

Inspectors 

During Construction    
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from the current surface.  If, after 
excavation begins, the qualified 
archaeologist determines that the 
sediments are not likely to produce 
historical archaeological resources, 
monitoring efforts shall be reduced. 
 

 The monitor shall be empowered to 
temporarily halt or redirect grading 
efforts if archaeological resources are 
discovered. 
 

 In the event of an archaeological 
discovery, the monitor shall flag the 
area and notify the construction crew 
immediately.  No further disturbance in 
the flagged area shall occur until the 
qualified archaeologist has cleared the 
area. 
 

 In consultation with the qualified 
archaeologist, the monitor shall quickly 
assess the nature and significance of 
the find.  If the discovery is not 
significant, it shall be quickly mapped, 
documented, removed and the area 
cleared. 
 

 If the discovery is significant, the 
qualified archaeologist shall notify the 
City of Whittier Community 
Development Director and Project 
Applicant immediately. 

 
 In consultation with the City of Whittier 

Community Development Director and 
Project Applicant, the qualified 
archaeologist shall develop a plan of 
mitigation which will likely include 
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salvage excavation, laboratory analysis 
and processing, research, curation of 
the find in a local museum or repository, 
and preparation of a report summarizing 
the find. 

CUL-2 A paleontological monitor shall be present to 
observe grading operations below seven feet in 
depth from the current surface.  The monitor shall 
work under the direct supervision of a qualified 
paleontologist (B.S. or B.A. in geology, or related 
discipline with an emphasis in paleontology and 
demonstrated experience and competence in 
paleontological research, fieldwork, reporting, and 
curation). 
 

 The qualified paleontologist shall be 
onsite at the pre-construction meeting to 
discuss monitoring protocols. 
 

 Paleontological monitoring shall start at 
half-time.  If after two weeks of 
monitoring no paleontological resources 
are discovered, monitoring shall be 
reduced to spot-checking on a weekly 
basis.  If significant paleontological 
resources are identified, then monitoring 
shall be increased to full-time when 
working in Pleistocene-aged sediments, 
as determined by the paleontologist or 
project geologist. 
 

 The monitor shall be empowered to 
temporarily halt or redirect grading 
efforts if paleontological resources are 
discovered. 
 

 In the event of a paleontological 
discovery, the monitor shall flag the 
area and notify the construction crew 

Qualified 
Paleontologist; 

Applicant/ 
Contractor 

During Grading 
Operations Below 

Seven Feet in Depth 
From Current 

Ground Surface 

City of Whittier 
Community 

Development 
Department/City 

Inspectors 

During Construction    
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immediately.  No further disturbance in 
the flagged area shall occur until the 
qualified paleontologist has cleared the 
area. 
 

 In consultation with the qualified 
paleontologist, the monitor shall quickly 
assess the nature and significance of 
the find.  If the specimen is not 
significant it shall be quickly removed 
and the area cleared. 

 
 If the discovery is significant, the 

qualified paleontologist shall notify the 
City of Whittier Community 
Development Director and Project 
Applicant immediately. 

 In consultation with the City of Whittier 
Community Development Director and 
the Project Applicant, the qualified 
paleontologist shall develop a plan of 
mitigation which will likely include 
salvage excavation and removal of the 
find, removal of sediment from around 
the specimen (in the laboratory), 
research to identify and categorize the 
find, curation of the find in a local 
qualified repository, and preparation of 
a report summarizing the find. 

CUL-3 Due to the length of text associated with Mitigation 
Measure CUL-3, refer to Draft EIR Section 5.4.4, 
Impacts and Mitigation Measures on Historical 
Resources.   

Applicant Prior to Demolition 
Activities 

City of Whittier 
Community 

Development 
Department 

Prior to Demolition 
Activities 

   

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
GEO-1 Prior to Grading or Building Permit issuance, the 

Grading and Building Plans shall demonstrate 
compliance with the recommendations that pertain 
to seismic ground shaking set forth in the 
Geology, Soils, and Seismicity Report Lincoln 

Applicant/Contractor  Prior to Issuance of a 
Grading or Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/ City 

Building Official 

Prior to Grading 
Issuance of Building 

Permit 
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Specific Plan (D. Scott Magorien C.E.G., February 
28, 2014) and Preliminary Geotechnical 
Evaluation Report Proposed Development, Fred 
C. Nelles Site (LGC Geotechnical, Inc., April 26, 
2013).  These recommendations pertain to site 
earthwork recommendations, preliminary 
foundation design parameters, soil bearing and 
lateral resistance, lateral earth pressures for 
retaining walls, non-structural concrete flatwork, 
preliminary pavement design, geotechnical 
observation and testing.  The geotechnical reports 
are included in Appendix 11.7, Geology and Soils 
Reports of this EIR and are incorporated by 
reference into this mitigation measure. 

GEO-2 Prior to Grading or Building Permit issuance, a 40-
scale Geotechnical Review Report shall be 
prepared for the Grading Plan that addresses both 
the long-term surficial and gross stability of the 
slopes, and makes grading recommendations to 
provide an adequate factor of safety against both 
sloughing or caving of excavations and slope 
instability.  Recommendations are expected to 
pertain to site earthwork recommendations 
(including fill material, fill placement and 
compaction, trench and retaining wall backfill and 
compaction, and soil shrinkage), slab 
underlayment guidelines, and preliminary 
pavement design.  The geotechnical reports are 
included in Appendix 11.7, Geology and Soils 
Reports, of this EIR and are incorporated by 
reference into this mitigation measure. 

Applicant/Contractor Prior to Issuance of a 
Grading or Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/ City 

Building Official 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Grading or 

Building Permit 

   

GEO-3 Upon completion of rough grading, lot-specific 
Soils Investigations shall be conducted to 
evaluate the nature and extent of the onsite soil 
types.  Additionally, a corrosion specialist shall 
develop a Corrosion Mitigation Plan that, at a 
minimum, requires that buried metal piping be 
protected with suitable coatings, wrapping, or 
seals.  The geotechnical reports are included in 

Applicant/Contractor Upon Completion of 
Rough Grading 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/ City 

Building Official 

Upon Completion of 
Rough Grading 
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Appendix 11.7, Geology and Soils Reports, of this 
EIR and are incorporated by reference into this 
mitigation measure. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
GHG-1 The Project shall include, but not be limited to, the 

following improvements, which shall be 
incorporated into the Project plans or planning/bid 
documents to ensure consistency with adopted 
statewide plans and programs.  The Project 
Applicant shall demonstrate compliance with this 
measure, before issuance of Building or 
Certificate of Occupancy, as noted below. 
 
Transportation 
 

 Provide pedestrian connections to the 
off-site circulation network (Building 
Permit). 
   

 Implement a trip reduction program, for 
which all employees shall be eligible to 
participate (Certificate of Occupancy).  
This measure is not applicable to 
residential uses. 
 

 Provide a ride sharing program, for 
which all employees shall be eligible to 
participate (Certificate of Occupancy).  
This measure is not applicable to 
residential uses. 
 

Energy Efficiency 
 

 Design buildings to be energy efficient, 
15 percent above Title 24 requirements 
(Building permit). 
 
 
 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
Building Permit or 

Certificate of 
Occupancy 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official/ 

Community 
Development 
Department 

Prior to Issuance of 
Building Permit or 

Certificate of 
Occupancy 
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 Install high efficiency lighting, and 

energy efficient heating and cooling 
systems (Building permit). 
 

 Reduce unnecessary outdoor lighting 
(Building permit). 

 
Water Conservation and Efficiency 
 

 Compliance with WMC Chapter 13.42, 
Water Conservation in Landscaping 
(Building Permit). 
 

 Compliance with WMC Chapter 13.43, 
Water Efficient Landscaping (Building 
Permit).  
 

 Install water-efficient fixtures (e.g., low-
flow faucets, toilets, showers) (Building 
Permit). 

 
Solid Waste  
 

 Reuse and recycle construction and 
demolition waste (including, but not 
limited to, soil, vegetation, concrete, 
lumber, metal, and cardboard) (Building 
Permit). 
 

 Provide interior and exterior storage 
areas for recyclables and adequate 
recycling containers located in public 
areas (Certificate of Occupancy). 

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
HAZ-1 The Project Applicant shall complete the following 

remedial activities, for the review and approval by 
DTSC:   
 
 

Applicant/Qualified 
Environmental 
Professional 

Prior to Demolition or 
Grading 

California 
Department of 

Toxic Substances 
Control 

Prior to Demolition 
or Grading; During 

Construction 
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 Enter into DTSC California Land Reuse 

and Revitalization Act (CLRRA) 
Program.  DTSC shall provide 
regulatory oversight of this Project 
through the state’s CLRRA program.  
The anticipated components of the 
program will include the following: 

 
- Supplemental Site Investigation 

Follow-up.  Pursuant to the 
requirements set forth in the 
CLRRA Agreement, a scope of 
work shall be prepared to further 
delineate the soil impacts 
identified in the Supplemental Site 
Investigation that exceeded 
screening thresholds (as defined 
below): arsenic-impacted soil in 
the former agricultural area 
exceeding the upper bound 
background range for Southern 
California soil; lead-impacted soil 
in the UST area; and lead/OCP-
impacted soil around the periphery 
of all buildings.  The Supplemental 
Site Investigation follow-up scope 
of work shall be reviewed and 
approved by DTSC prior to 
implementation. 

 
- Remedial Action Workplan 

(termed a “Response Plan” under 
CLRRA).  The findings of the 
Supplemental Site Investigation 
and Supplemental Site 
Investigation follow-up soil 
delineation shall be used to 
prepare a remedial Response 
Plan.  The Response Plan shall 
include a detailed engineering 
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plan for conducting the proposed 
removal/response action and shall 
include a discussion of the basis 
for selecting the proposed 
removal/response action.  The 
content of the Response Plan 
shall be subject to public 
participation and comment prior to 
DTSC’s approval.  The Response 
Plan will be approved by DTSC 
prior to the commencement of 
demolition or grading activities. 

  
 Response Plan Implementation.  The 

approved Response Plan shall be 
implemented under the oversight of 
DTSC.  Soil containing lead, arsenic 
and OCPs above cleanup goals for 
residential or commercial land uses, as 
applicable based on the anticipated land 
use for that portion of the Project, shall 
be addressed during the response 
actions.  Risk-based concentrations 
(RBCs) for future residential site 
occupants, future commercial site 
occupants, and construction workers 
shall be used as cleanup goals unless 
otherwise directed by DTSC.  
Confirmation sampling will be 
conducted during the response actions 
to verify that soil concentrations do not 
exceed the cleanup goals established in 
the Response Plan for the selected 
residential or commercial land use.   

 
 Prepare a Completion Report.  The 

results of the Response Plan 
implementation shall be summarized in 
a Completion Report that shall be 
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submitted to DTSC.  The Project 
applicant shall obtain DTSC’s 
certification of the successful 
completion of the Response Plan. 

 
 Prepare Soil Management and 

Contingency Plan.  Prior to demolition 
or grading, a Soil Management and 
Contingency Plan (SMCP) shall be 
prepared by a qualified environmental 
professional and approved by DTSC 
that sets forth protocols for responding 
to soil impacted by hazardous 
substances that may be encountered 
during demolition and grading activities.  
The approved SMCP shall be provided 
to the contractors responsible for 
demolition, grading and environmental 
oversight for the redevelopment. 

HAZ-2 Prior to demolition, the Project Applicant shall 
retain a consultant who holds the appropriate 
certifications from the California Division of 
Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA) 
required to survey building materials for the 
potential presence of lead-based paint (LBP).  
Any LBP in poor condition (peeling, flaking) shall 
be abated, including removal or stabilization by a 
state-licensed abatement contractor prior to 
demolition.  If paint is separated from building 
materials (chemically or physically) during 
demolition or renovation of the structures, the 
paint waste shall be evaluated independently from 
the building material by a qualified Environmental 
Professional to determine appropriate disposal 
procedures.  For any existing building proposed 
for adaptive reuse, abatement shall be completed 
prior to the City of Whittier’s issuance of a Building 
Permit for the affected structure.  LBP removal 
and disposal shall be performed in accordance 

Applicant/Qualified 
Environmental 
Professional 

Prior to Demolition City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official 

Prior to Demolition    
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with California Code of Regulation Title 8 Section 
1532.1, which specifies a permissible exposure 
limit of 50 micrograms per cubic meter, exposure 
monitoring and respiratory protection, and 
mandates good worker practices by workers 
exposed to lead.  Contractors performing LBP 
removal shall provide evidence of abatement 
activities to the City Engineer.   

HAZ-3 Before issuance of a Demolition Permit (or 
Building Permit for any building to be retained on-
site), an asbestos survey shall be conducted by 
an Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act 
(AHERA) and the Division of Occupational Safety 
and Health (Cal/OSHA) certified inspector to 
determine the presence or absence of asbestos 
containing-materials (ACMs) and asbestos-
containing construction materials (ACCMs).  If 
ACMs or ACCMs are identified, abatement of 
asbestos shall be completed before any activities 
that would disturb ACMs/ACCMs or create an 
airborne asbestos hazard.  For any existing 
building and associated underground utility 
components proposed for adaptive reuse, 
abatement shall be completed prior to the City of 
Whittier’s issuance of a Building Permit for the 
affected structure.  Asbestos removal shall be 
performed by a State certified asbestos 
abatement contractor in accordance with the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) Rule 1403. 

Applicant/Certified 
Inspector 

Prior to Issuance of a 
Demolition Permit (or 

Building Permit for 
any building to be 
retained on-site) 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Demolition Permit 
(or Building Permit 
for any building to 

be retained on-site) 

   

HAZ-4 Before issuance of a Demolition or Grading Permit 
at the M & S Auto Salvage property (Future 
Expansion Area of the Specific Plan), a Phase I 
ESA shall be conducted to determine the potential 
for hazardous materials on-site.  If the Phase I 
ESA identifies recognized environmental 
conditions requiring further investigation, a Phase 
II ESA shall be subsequently conducted for the M 
& S Auto Salvage property.  The Phase II ESA 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of a 
Demolition or 

Grading Permit at the 
M & S Auto Salvage 

property 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Demolition or 

Grading Permit at 
the M & S Auto 

Salvage property 
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shall identify recommendation for remedial 
activities, if necessary.  If recommended, remedial 
activities shall occur prior to site disturbance 
activities, as applicable.   

HAZ-5 Before issuance of a Demolition or Grading 
Permit, a qualified environmental professional 
shall conduct aerially deposited lead (ADL) soil 
sampling on-site in the vicinity of Whittier 
Boulevard.  If ADL levels are above allowable 
thresholds for the ultimate use (80 mg/kg for 
residential land use or 320 mg/kg for commercial 
land use), as determined by the environmental 
professional, the soils shall be remediated, as 
necessary.  These activities shall be conducted in 
compliance with the California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) Standard Special 
Provision 14-11.03, which provides regulations for 
the safe remediation and disposal of ADL-affected 
soils. 

Applicant/Qualified 
Environmental 
Professional 

Prior to Issuance of a 
Demolition or 

Grading Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official 

Prior to Issuance of 
a Demolition or 
Grading Permit 

   

HAZ-6 An environmental professional shall be retained 
by the Project applicant to provide oversight 
during demolition and site development activities.  
Prior to commencement of site development 
activities, the environmental oversight consultant 
shall confer with the general contractor and 
earthwork contractor for the Project regarding the 
requirements of the SMCP.  If unknown wastes or 
suspect materials are discovered by site 
development contractors during demolition, 
earthwork or other activities that are believed to 
involve hazardous waste or materials, the 
contractor making the discovery shall comply with 
the following: 
 

 Immediately cease work in the vicinity of 
the suspected contaminant, and remove 
workers and the public from the area; 
 
 

Applicant/Qualified 
Environmental 
Professional 

Prior to 
Commencement of 
Site Development; 
During Demolition 

and Site 
Development 

Activities 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official 

During Demolition 
and Site 

Development 
Activities 
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 Notify the environmental oversight 

consultant; 
 

 Comply with the procedures in the 
SMCP; 
 

 Notify the appropriate regulatory 
authorities, as required, including the 
City Engineer of the City of Whittier, 
DTSC, or LACFD Hazardous Waste/ 
Materials Coordinator; and 
 

 Secure the area as directed by the 
environmental oversight consultant or 
any applicable government authority. 

HAZ-7 Prior to commencement of any off-site roadway 
construction activities, the Project Applicant shall 
prepare a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) to 
address temporary traffic impacts.  At a minimum, 
the TMP shall include plans clearly denoting any 
proposed lane closures, proposed 
vehicle/bicyclist/pedestrian rerouting plans, and a 
traffic signage plan to ensure adequate circulation 
during the short-term construction process.  The 
TMP shall be subject to review and approval by 
the City of Whittier City Engineer. 

Applicant Prior to 
Commencement of 

Any Off-Site 
Roadway 

Construction 
Activities 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer  

Prior to 
Commencement of 

Any Off-Site 
Roadway 

Construction 
Activities; During 

Construction 

   

HAZ-8 At least three business days before any off-site 
roadway improvements, the construction 
contractor shall notify the LACFD and Whittier 
Police Department of construction activities that 
could impede movement (such as lane closures) 
along roadways, to allow for uninterrupted 
emergency access. 

Applicant/Contractor At Least Three 
Business Days 

Before Any Off-Site 
Roadway 

Improvements 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

At Least Three 
Business Days 

Before Any Off-Site 
Roadway 

Improvements; 
During Roadway 

Construction 

   

NOISE 
N-1 Before Grading Permit issuance, the Project 

Applicant shall prepare a construction noise 
management plan that identifies measures to be 
taken to minimize construction noise on 
surrounding sensitive receptors (e.g., residential 

Applicant/Contractor Prior to Issuance of a 
Grading Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/ 

Community 
Development 
Department  

Prior to Issuance of 
a Grading Permit; 

During Construction 
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uses, church, and hospital) and includes specific 
noise management measures to be included into 
project plans and specifications subject to review 
and approval by the City.  The Project Applicant 
shall demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the City 
Engineer that the Project complies with the 
following:  
 

 All construction equipment shall be 
equipped with mufflers and sound 
control devices (e.g., intake silencers 
and noise shrouds) no less effective 
than those provided on the original 
equipment and no equipment shall have 
an un-muffled exhaust.  
 

 The City shall require that the contractor 
maintain and tune-up all construction 
equipment to minimize noise emissions. 
 

 Stationary equipment shall be placed so 
as to maintain the greatest possible 
distance to the sensitive receptors.  
 

 All cement crushing activities onsite and 
associated noise generating equipment 
to reuse existing pavement shall be 
performed such that emitted noise is 
directed the greatest possible distance 
away from the sensitive receptors. 
 

 All equipment servicing shall be 
performed so as to maintain the 
greatest possible distance to the 
sensitive receptors.  
 

 Impact tools (e.g., jack hammers, 
pavement breakers, and rock drills) 
used for project construction shall be 
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hydraulically or electronically powered 
wherever possible to avoid noise 
associated with compressed air exhaust 
from pneumatically powered tools.  
However, where use of pneumatic tools 
is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler shall 
be used; this muffler can lower noise 
levels from the exhaust by up to about 
10 dBA.  External jackets on the tools 
themselves shall be used where 
feasible, and this could achieve a 
reduction of 5 dBA.  Quieter procedures 
shall be used, such as drills rather than 
impact equipment, whenever feasible.   
 

 A qualified “Noise Disturbance 
Coordinator” will be retained amongst 
the construction crew who shall be 
responsible for responding to any local 
complaints about construction noise.  
When a complaint is received, the 
Disturbance Coordinator shall notify the 
City within 24 hours of the complaint 
and determine the cause of the noise 
complaint (e.g., starting too early, 
malfunctioning muffler, etc.) and shall 
implement reasonable measures to 
resolve the compliant, as deemed 
acceptable by the City of Whittier 
Community Development Department.   
 

 Construction activities shall not take 
place outside of the allowable hours 
specified by the WMC Section 
15.04.045 (7:00 AM and 8:00 PM, 
Monday through Saturday). 

N-2 Prior to issuance of building permits, a noise 
assessment shall be prepared for the commercial 
uses that would have nighttime deliveries, or 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
Building Permits for 
Commercial Uses 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer/City 
Building Official/ 

Prior to Issuance of 
Building Permits for 
Commercial Uses 
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deliveries by diesel trucks with a gross vehicle 
weight rating greater than 14,000 pounds 
(Classes 4 through 8).  The noise assessment 
shall ensure that commercial property loading 
docks are shielded from existing and proposed 
residences so that the City’s noise limits identified 
in the General Plan Noise Element are not 
exceeded.  The noise assessment shall identify 
any noise control measures (e.g., barriers, 
shielding, etc.) necessary to comply with the City’s 
Noise Regulations.  Individual future commercial 
users shall implement all noise control measures 
identified in the assessment. 

with Nighttime 
Deliveries 

Community 
Development 
Department  

with Nighttime 
Deliveries 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
USS-1 Prior to building permit issuance, the two 

proposed connection points shall be sized for full 
service within the Specific Plan.  In addition, the 
onsite water system shall be sized as a looped 
12-inch diameter system, which will be able to 
convey the maximum day demand plus the 
required fire flow. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
Building Permit  

City of Whittier 
City Engineer  

Prior to Issuance of 
Building Permit  

   

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC 
TRA-1 Intersection 1 – Rosemead Boulevard/Beverly 

Boulevard (Pico Rivera) – Before issuance of the 
first building permit for the Project, the Project 
Applicant shall make a proportionate fair share 
contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Add one additional northbound through 
lane. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-2 Intersection 8 – Norwalk Boulevard/Beverly 
Boulevard (Whittier) – Before issuance of the first 
building permit for the Project, the Project 
Applicant shall make a proportionate fair share 
contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Add one additional northbound left-turn 
lane. 
 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 
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TRA-3 Intersection 39 – Pioneer Boulevard/Washington 

Boulevard (Los Angeles County) – Before 
issuance of the first building permit for the Project, 
the Project Applicant shall make a proportionate 
fair share contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Restripe existing southbound shared 
through/right-turn lane to a dedicated 
right-turn lane with right-turn overlap 
signal phasing. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-4 Intersection 41 – Norwalk Boulevard/Washington 
Boulevard (Los Angeles County / Santa Fe 
Springs) – Before issuance of the first building 
permit for the Project, the Project Applicant shall 
make a proportionate fair share contribution to 
implement the following: 
 

a. Add one additional westbound through 
lane.  

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-5 Intersection 42 – Broadway/Washington 
Boulevard (Los Angeles County / Santa Fe 
Springs) – Before issuance of the first building 
permit for the Project, the Project Applicant shall 
make a proportionate fair share contribution to 
implement the following: 
 

a. Restripe the northbound approach to 
Add one shared through/left-turn lane 
and one shared through/right-turn lane; 
and 
 

b. Add one dedicated southbound right-
turn lane.  

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-6 Intersection 43 – Sorensen Avenue/Washington 
Boulevard (Los Angeles County / Santa Fe 
Springs) – Before issuance of the first building 
permit for the Project, the Project Applicant shall 
make a proportionate share contribution to 
implement the following: 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 
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a. Add one additional westbound through 

lane (modify receiving lanes as 
necessary). 

TRA-7 Intersection 22 – Whittier Boulevard (SR-72)/Penn 
Street (Caltrans) – Before issuance of the first 
building permit for the Project, the Project 
Applicant shall make a proportionate fair share 
contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Install a traffic signal.  

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-8 Intersection 25 – Pickering-Santa Fe Springs 
Road/Whittier Boulevard (SR-72) (Caltrans) – 
Before issuance of the first building permit for the 
Project, the Project Applicant shall make a 
proportionate fair share contribution to implement 
the following: 
 

a. Add one additional westbound through 
lane along Whittier Boulevard (SR-72). 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-9 Intersection 4 – San Gabriel River 
Parkway/Beverly Boulevard (Pico Rivera) – 
Before issuance of the first building permit for the 
Project, the Project Applicant shall make a 
proportionate fair share contribution to implement 
the following: 
 

a. Restripe northbound left-turn lane to a 
shared through/left-turn lane. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-10 Intersection 37 – Passons Boulevard/Washington 
Boulevard (Pico Rivera) – Before issuance of the 
first building permit for the Project, the Project 
Applicant shall make a proportionate fair share 
contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Restripe southbound approach to 
consist of one left-turn lane, one shared 
through/left-turn lane, and one shared 
through/right-turn lane; 
 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 
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b. Restripe northbound right-turn lane to a 

shared through/right-turn lane (modify 
receiving lanes as necessary); and 

 
c. Provide north-south split signal phasing. 

TRA-11 Intersection 55 – Santa Fe Springs/Lambert Road 
(Whittier) – Before issuance of the first building 
permit for the Project, the Project Applicant shall 
make a proportionate fair share contribution to 
implement the following: 
 

a. Restripe northbound dedicated right-
turn lane to a shared through/right-turn 
lane (modify receiving lanes as 
necessary). 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-12 Intersection 16 – Norwalk Boulevard/Whittier 
Boulevard (SR-72) (Caltrans) – Before issuance 
of the first building permit for the Project, the 
Project Applicant shall make a proportionate fair 
share contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Provide north-south protected/permitted 
signal phasing; 
 

b. Add one eastbound dedicated right-turn 
lane; and 
 

c. Add one westbound dedicated right-turn 
lane. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-13 Intersection 34 – Colima Road/Whittier Boulevard 
(SR-72) (Caltrans) – Before issuance of the first 
building permit for the Project, the Project 
Applicant shall make a proportionate fair share 
contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Add one additional northbound left-turn 
lane. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-14 Intersection 16 - Norwalk Boulevard/Whittier 
Boulevard (SR-72) (Caltrans) – Before issuance 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 
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of the first building permit for the Project, the 
Project Applicant shall make a proportionate fair 
share contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Add one eastbound dedicated right-turn 
lane. 

Permit Permit 

TRA-15 Intersection 16 – Norwalk Boulevard/Whittier 
Boulevard (SR-72) (Caltrans) – Before issuance 
of the first building permit for the Project, the 
Project Applicant shall make a proportionate fair 
share contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Add one dedicated westbound right-turn 
lane. 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

TRA-16 Intersection 27 – Painter Avenue/Whittier 
Boulevard (SR-72) (Caltrans) – Before issuance 
of the first building permit for the Project, the 
Project Applicant shall make a proportionate fair 
share contribution to implement the following: 
 

a. Add one additional eastbound through 
lane (modify receiving lanes as 
necessary). 

Applicant Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

City of Whittier 
City Engineer 

Prior to Issuance of 
the First Building 

Permit 

   

  




