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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Location

Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) is located in the southwestern portion of the County of Los
Angeles, adjacent to the Santa Monica Bay and 14 miles southwest of downtown Los Angeles
(Figure 1.1-1, Regional Vicinity Map). The LAX airfield is located entirely in the City of Los
Angeles, Los Angeles County, California, as depicted on the United States Geological Survey
(USGS) Venice Quadrangle, within the boundaries of Township 2 South and Township 3 South
and Range 14 West and Range 15 West. The airfield lies within the Sausal Redondo Land Grant
Boundary and is bordered to the north by Westchester Parkway, to the east by Aviation Boulevard,
to the south by Interstate 105, and to the west by Dockweiler Beach State Park. Cities surrounding
LAX include Los Angeles to the north, Inglewood to the east, and El Segundo to the south. LAX
encompasses approximately 3,350 acres with a field elevation of 126 feet above mean sea level.

The northern airfield complex at LAX incorporates Runway 6L-24R, the northernmost runway, and
Runway 6R-24L, the inboard runway. In addition, there are a number of taxiways and airfield
operations roadways located within the north airfield area. The Argo Ditch lies just north of the
eastern edge of Runway 6L-24R (see Figure 1.1-2, Local Vicinity Map).

1.2 Existing Conditions

The Argo Ditch was constructed in 1949 as a flood control structure. The primary source of Argo
Ditch’s water supply is from runoff. Several concrete culverts and drainage features exist
throughout the Argo Ditch. Surface water runoff enters a gated outlet structure where a concrete
box section transitions to an open ditch and a series of side drainages/culverts along the length of
the ditch (6 on the northern slope and 9 on the southern slope). Many of the plant species that
have been documented within the Argo Ditch are nonnative species, typically associated with
disturbed sites. The integrity of the Argo Ditch has also been significantly affected by maintenance
activities conducted along the flood control structure over the last 50 years, beginning in 1957.
These activities, which included the cleanout of vegetation and debris, have altered its original
design. Moreover, the continual development of the airport has resulted in the removal of native
upland plant communities and loss of habitat, meaning that any plant communities present within
the ditch are likewise degraded and have little wildlife value.

1.3 Project Description

The Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) is planning Runway Safety Area (RSA) improvements and
associated improvements of Runway 6L-24R and RSA improvements of Runway 6R-24L at LAX in
response to the requirements of The Transportation, Treasury, Housing and Urban Development,
the Judiciary, The District of Columbia, and Independent Agencies Appropriations Act (Public Law
109-115)." This act states that all RSAs at 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 certified
airports (such as LAX) must meet Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) design standards by
December 31, 2015. As the RSAs of Runways 6L-24R and 6R-24L do not meet current FAA
standards, LAWA is proposing to improve the Runway 6L-24R RSA to meet FAA design standards

! The Transportation, Treasury, Housing and Urban Development, the Judiciary, the District of Columbia, and
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act, 2006. Public Law [P.L. 109-115). 30 Nov. 2005.
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Regional Vicinity Map
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and is proposing to implement improvements to Runway 6R-24L that can be implemented by
December 31, 2015. LAWA is also evaluating additional RSA improvements to Runway 6R-24L
that would be implemented after December 31, 2015, which would be the subject of a separate
environmental evaluation. The components of the proposed undertaking related to Runways 6L-
24R and 6R-24L RSA improvements are:

o Implementation of declared distances on Runways 6L-24R and 6R-24L
. Service roads would be relocated, closed or realigned outside the RSA
. Relocate navaid service roads

o Pavement rehabilitation

o Cover a segment of the Argo Ditch

. Relocate security gate(s)

. Relocate Air Operations Area Fence

. LAWA equipment parking area closures

. Realignment of taxiway holdbars

. Construction staging areas

As a part of the improvements, an approximately 2,900-foot-long on-airport service road segment,
situated within the RSA and north of the Runway 61-24R, would be relocated north of the RSA.
Due to the proximity of Lincoln Boulevard in this area, a portion of this on-airport service road,
located north of the Runway 24R threshold, would be relocated over the Argo Ditch. As a result,
approximately 1.17 acres of the eastern portion of the ditch will be covered (see Figure 1.1-2).
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2.0 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
2.1 Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

"

Impacts on wetlands (including marsh, riparian, or vernal pools) or other “waters of the United
States” are defined in Section 404 of the Clean Water Act of 1977, as amended (40 CFR 230.10).
This section authorizes the Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, to exert
jurisdiction over wetlands. Section 404 requires the United States Army Corps of Engineers
(USACOE) to regulate discharges of dredge or fill material into “waters of the United States.”
Activities that result in the discharge of dredge or fill material into “waters of the United States” or
wetlands are subject to permit by USACOE. USACOE may issue permits for the discharge of
dredge or fill material under Section 404 in compliance with Section 404(b)(1) guidelines
established by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Section 404(b)(1) requires project
proponents to document measures in order to avoid or minimize negative effects on wetlands in a
stepwise manner. The guidelines require permits to be issued only in the absence of practical
alternatives to the proposed discharge that would have less adverse impacts on aquatic ecosystems.
USACOE requires an individual permit for any activity that will affect an area in excess of 10 acres
of “waters of the United States”.

On August 2, 2013, USACOE stated to LAWA that a permit may likely be required for the
proposed project based on USACOE records. Sapphos Environmental, Inc. and LAWA met with
USACOE for a pre-application meeting on August 13, 2013 to discuss the project history and
previous mitigation. In response, USACOE notified Sapphos Environmental, Inc. and LAWA that
the proposed project would qualify for Nationwide Permit No. 39 for Commercial and Institutional
Developments because the proposed project results in the permanent loss of 500 linear feet (0.093
acre) of aquatic resources. Normally, projects that result in impacts of less than 0.5 acre and 300
linear feet of streambed for “waters of the United States” can be conducted pursuant to Nationwide
Permit No. 39. Given that the proposed impacts result in the permanent loss of more than 300
linear feet, the district engineer (USACOE) will need to waive the linear foot requirement by
making a written determination concluding that the discharge will result in minimal adverse
effects. Further, the permittee must submit a pre-construction notification to the district engineer
prior to commencing the activity (General Condition 31) for USACOE to verify all proposed uses of
Nationwide Permit No. 39. Given that the proposed impacts would result in the permanent loss of
more than 300 linear feet, the permittee must also provide: (1) a narrative description of the stream;
(2) measures taken to avoid and minimize losses, including alternative methods of constructing the
proposed project; (3) an analysis of the proposed impacts to the water body in accordance with
General Condition 31 and Regional Condition 3; and (4) a compensatory mitigation plan
describing how the unavoidable losses are proposed to be compensated, in accordance with 33
CFR Part 332.

Proposed Runway 6L-24R and Runway 6R-24L Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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Nationwide Permit No. 39

The following information is required to be submitted to USACOE for review, pursuant to Regional
Condition #9 and to provide evidence of minimal adverse effects:

1.

Description of the waterway, which should include known information on:

a. Volume and duration of flow

b. Dimensions of the waterway (length, width, and depth), characters observed
associated with an Ordinary High Water Mark (e.g. bed and bank, wrack
line, or scour marks)

C. A description of the surrounding vegetation communities and land use

d. A statement regarding the wetland status of the associated vegetation
community (i.e. wetland, non-wetland)

e. Water quality

f. Cumulative impacts in the watershed and any other relevant information

Analysis of the proposed impacts to the waterway in accordance with General
Condition 31 and Regional Condition #3

Practices taken to minimize or avoid loss of wetlands, including other methods of
constructing the proposed project

A compensatory mitigation plan describing how the unavoidable losses are
proposed to be compensated or were compensated, in accordance with 33 CFR
Part 332

Under the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual (WDM),
Arid West Region (Version 2.0)?, hereafter “Regional Supplement WDM”, wetlands must have:

1.

Hydrophytic vegetation present: To consider the site as having wetland plants, the
location must pass either a Dominance Test or Prevalence Index, in which >50%
of the dominant species are wetland plants or the Prevalence Index of wetland
plants is <3.0.

Wetland hydrology present: Standing water, high water table, and saturation may
be present; however, hydrology indicators apart from observed water also may be
present, which may indicate the area has water pooling for more than 14 days, the
minimum number of days required to classify the area as a wetland.

Hydric soil present: Soils may exhibit physical and chemical characteristics that
indicate inundation or saturation by water; however, areas where soils are disturbed
may constitute an atypical situation and fall under a classification of “Problematic
hydric soils”.?

2 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2008. Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation
Manual: Arid West Region (Version 2.0), ed. J. S. Wakeley, R. W. Lichvar, and C. V. Noble. ERDC/EL TR-08-
28. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center.

3 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2008. “Chapter 5, Difficult Wetland Situations in the Arid West”, Regional
Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid West Region (Version 2.0), ed. J. S.
Wakeley, R. W. Lichvar, and C. V. Noble. ERDC/EL TR-08-28. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer Research
and Development Center.
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2.2 Section 1600 of the State Fish and Game Code

Activities in stream courses are subject to the jurisdiction of the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW; formerly California Department of Fish and Game [CDFG]) pursuant to Section
1600 of the State Fish and Game Code. This jurisdiction includes all diversions, obstructions, or
changes to the natural flow or bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream or lake in California that
supports fish or wildlife resources. Under the State Fish and Game Code, a stream is defined as a
body of water that flows at least periodically, or intermittently, through a bed or channel having
banks and supporting fish or other aquatic life. Included are watercourses with surface or
subsurface flows that support or have supported riparian vegetation. The jurisdiction of the CDFW
within altered or artificial waterways is based on the value of those waterways to fish and wildlife.
The CDFW must be contacted for a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) for any project that may
impact a streambed or wetland. The CDFW has maintained a "no net loss" policy regarding
potential impact and has required the replacement of lost wetlands on at least an acre-for-acre
ratio.

Proposed Runway 6L-24R and Runway 6R-24L Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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3.0 METHODS

3.1 Literature Review

In support of writing this jurisdictional delineation report, Sapphos Environmental, Inc. consulted
previous delineations and reports of the Argo Ditch, letters of correspondence with CDFW and
USACOE, and reports documenting the satisfactory completion of compensatory mitigation in the
form of habitat restoration and revegetation of wetlands at the Harbor Malloy Regional Park. These
documents included:

o FAA, Record of Decision: Proposed LAX Master Plan Improvements*

. The LAX Master Plan Final Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact
Statement (EIR/EIS)’

. Biological Assessment Technical Report for the LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS®

. Updated Biological Assessment Technical Report for the LAX Master Plan
Supplement to the EIR/EIS’

o Jurisdictional Delineation for the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study®

. Final EIR for the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study®

° Memorandum for the Record (MFR) regarding Preliminary Results of the 1997
delineation of the Argo Ditch™

. MEFR regarding Recommendations for Addressing Regulatory Compliance issues of
the ditch"

. USACOE Nationwide Permit Authorization'

* U.S. Department of Transportation. 20 May 2005. Federal Aviation Administration, Western—Pacific
Region. Record of Decision: Proposed LAX Master Plan Improvements (2005 Final EIS).

* Federal Aviation Administration. January 2005. Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed
Master Plan Improvements at LAX.

® Los Angeles World Airports. January 2001. LAX Master Plan EIS/EIR. Appendix J1. Biological Assessment
Technical Report. Prepared by: Sapphos Environmental, Inc.

7 Los Angeles World Airports. June 2003. LAX Master Plan Supplement to the Draft EIS/EIR. S-H. Updated
Biological Assessment Technical Report. Prepared by: Sapphos Environmental, Inc.

8 Los Angeles World Airports. July 2012. LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study. Appendix D-2. Jurisdictional
Delineation. Prepared by: Glenn Lukos Associates.

? Los Angeles World Airports. January 2013. LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study Final EIR.

19 Sapphos Environmental, Inc. Preliminary Results of Delineation of Areas Subject to the Jurisdiction of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the California Department of Fish and Game at Argo Ditch, Los Angeles
International Airport, City of Los Angeles, California.

" Sapphos Environmental, Inc. 4 Sept. 1997. Recommendations for Addressing Regulatory Compliance
Issues Related to Areas Subject to the Jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the California
Department of Fish and Game at Los Angeles International Airport, City of Los Angeles, California.

12.U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. 7 Jan. 1998. Letter to Mr. Driscoll regarding the Department of the Army
Nationwide Permit Authorization.

Proposed Runway 6L-24R and Runway 6R-24L Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
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. CDFG, Notification No. 5-480-97 (revision 2), Agreement Regarding Proposed
Alteration to Argo Ditch."

o CDFG, Amendment Regarding SAA™

. Cultural Resources Technical Report regarding potential impacts to sensitive
cultural resources”

o Biological Assessment regarding potential impacts to sensitive biological resources'®

. MFR regarding meetings and communications with USACOE and permit

application under Nationwide Permit 39

3.2 Historic Maps and Timeline Review

During the jurisdictional delineation of the Argo Ditch, a series of historic topographic maps'” of
the LAX airfield and immediate surrounding areas was reviewed, as was a series of historic aerial
photographs. This review served to document the history of the Argo Ditch as a man-made feature.
Historic aerial photographs and topographic maps were reviewed for the following years:

1923 USGS Topographic Map: The location of the current Argo Ditch and LAX consisted of vernal
pools (and native grasslands), with City Coast Boulevard traversing the pools southwest of the
present Argo Ditch. The Argo Ditch is not evident and there is no natural drainage at that location.

1924 USGS Topographic Map: Defiance Street (now Manchester Avenue) was constructed to
traverse the vernal pools (and native grasslands) in an east-west orientation north of the current
Argo Ditch location. The Argo Ditch is not evident and there is no natural drainage at that
location.

1928: Mines Field is chosen as the site for an airport for the City of Los Angeles.

1934 USGS Topographic Map: Defiance Street was renamed Manchester Avenue and residential
suburbs were developed on the northern side of Manchester Avenue. Lincoln Boulevard traversed
the vernal pools (and native grasslands) and the current Argo Ditch site in a diagonal northwest-
southeast orientation. The Argo Ditch is not evident and there is no natural drainage at that
location.

1942 USGS Topographic Map: Century Boulevard crossed the vernal pools (and native grasslands)
south of the current Argo Ditch location. Except for Lincoln and Century Boulevards, no

'3 California Department of Fish and Game. 9 Feb. 1998. Notification No. 5-480-97 (revision 2). Agreement
Regarding Proposed Alteration to Argo Ditch. Executed by Mr. John Driscoll, Executive Director, Los
Angeles World Airports, and Ms. Leslie McNair, Environmental Specialist I, California Department of Fish
and Game.

4 California Department of Fish and Game. 28 Jan. 1998. Amendment Regarding Proposed Stream or Lake
Agreement.

> Sapphos Environmental, Inc. 18 Oct. 2013. Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Runway 61-24R
Runway Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Cultural Resources Technical Report. Pasadena,
CA.

'® Sapphos Environmental, Inc. 18 Oct. 2013. Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Runway 6L-24R
Runway Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Biological Assessment. Pasadena, CA.

'7U.S. Geologic Survey. Accessed 22 August 2013. “USGS Topo and Historic Topographic Maps
Collection: Venice, California”. PDF from website. Available at: http://geonames.usgs.gov/pls/topomaps/
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topographic alterations had been made to the vernal pools between Manchester Avenue and Coast
Boulevard. The Argo Ditch is not evident and there is no natural drainage at that location.

1950 USGS Topographic Map: The Argo Ditch site location was dramatically transformed, with the
ditch acting as a northern boundary between the existing vernal pools and the re-graded airport
expansion area. Significant residential expansion to the northeast and south of the airport
expansion area reduced the vernal pool (and native grassland) territory to a zone north and west of
the Argo Ditch, with the land southwest of the airport expansion area being drilled for oil. The
Argo Ditch is now evident at the site location.

1964 USGS Topographic Map: The land immediately surrounding the airport to the north and
south had been developed for residential use, including the land directly north of the Argo Ditch.
The Argo Ditch is delineated as a dotted blue line. Imperial Highway had been constructed south
of the airport, and Coast Boulevard was renamed Pershing Drive.

1969: Runway 61-24R is constructed.

1972 USGS Topographic Map: The land directly south of Argo Ditch had been developed into an
additional runway for the airport. The Argo Ditch is delineated as a dotted blue line.

1981 USGS Topographic Map: A golf course was constructed north of the Argo Ditch site (north of
Lincoln Boulevard). The Argo Ditch is delineated as a dotted blue line.

Aerial Photographs from 1994-2002: Large shrubs growing in the Argo Ditch have been
removed. '®

2012 USGS Topographic Map: The Argo Ditch is delineated as a solid blue line. Between 1981
and 2012, Westchester Parkway and Northside Parkway were constructed as east-west oriented
roads directly north of Argo Ditch, shifting residences farther away from the airport.

Further, Sapphos Environmental, Inc. reviewed the historic maps and data included within the LAX
Master Plan EIR/EIS, which also included potential vernal ponds in the vicinity of the Argo Ditch.
In addition, Sapphos Environmental, Inc. reviewed soil data maps from the Natural Resources
Conservation Service and the National Wetland Inventory map for the LAX area.

3.3 Field Surveys

Sapphos Environmental, Inc. conducted a jurisdictional delineation within the ditch on August 8
and August 13, 2013, in conformance with the USACOE 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual'® and
the Regional Supplement WDM?. The delineation was supervised by a wetland delineator
certified by the Wetland Training Institute. The vegetation communities of the Argo Ditch had
been previously mapped on May 8, 2013; minor refinements were made to the boundaries of the

'8 This aerial photograph was obtained through Google Earth Imagery.

'Y Environmental Laboratory. 1987. "Corps of Engineers wetlands delineation manual," Technical Report Y-
87-1, U.S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, MS. NTIS No. AD A176 912 (Note:
Appendix C information is outdated and must be obtained from regional Wetlands offices).

20°U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2008. Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation
Manual: Arid West Region (Version 2.0), ed. J. S. Wakeley, R. W. Lichvar, and C. V. Noble. ERDC/EL TR-08-
28. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center.
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plant communities during delineation surveys. A biological and cultural assessment of potential
impacts to the Argo Ditch was conducted on May 8 and June 14, 2013 to assess potential impacts
to biological and cultural resources within the Argo Ditch.?"** Sampling was conducted from the
easternmost end of the Argo Ditch to the westernmost end. Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
established sampling points every 100 feet for the first 4,000 feet of the Argo Ditch, which includes
the area that is proposed to be directly altered by the RSA improvements. Downstream of the
affected project area, from 4,000 to 9,900 feet, sampling points were established in the middle of
each potential wetland and in the adjacent upland areas, within 100 feet of the visual boundary of
each potential wetland. There were a total of 53 sampling points along the Argo Ditch (Figure 3.3-
1, Sampling Location Map). Potential wetlands were determined by the presence of wetland plant
species. The geospatial coordinates for the wetland units mapped during the plant community
mapping were documented with a handheld Global Positioning System unit (Figure 3.3-1).

At each sampling location, two qualified biologists (one wetland delineator and one biologist)
recorded vegetation, soil, and hydrology data as outlined in the standard Wetland Determination
Data Form--Arid West (Appendix A, Wetland Determination Data Forms). Hydric soil and wetland
hydrology indicators were consistent with the methods and classifications outlined in the Regional
Supplement WDM. Hydrophytic vegetation classification was determined with quantitative
transects. Transects were positioned along the width of the channel to the edges of the continuous
plant community. Percent cover by species was determined by measuring the proportion of the
transect occupied and by visual estimation. Each sampling point was classified as wetland or non-
wetland based on the presence of hydrophytic plants, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology.

2! Sapphos Environmental, Inc. 18 Oct. 2013. Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Runway 6L-24R
Runway Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Cultural Resources Technical Report. Pasadena,
CA.

22 Sapphos Environmental, Inc. 18 Oct. 2013. Los Angeles International Airport Proposed Runway 61-24R
Runway Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Biological Assessment. Pasadena, CA.
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4.0 RESULTS

4.1 Literature Review
The Argo Ditch is a man-made flood control structure that was constructed circa 1949. The Argo

Ditch does not connect to any river, stream, or lake but has been determined to flow into the
Pacific Ocean through connections with the City of Los Angeles storm drain system.**

1997 Delineation

A jurisdictional delineation of the Argo Ditch was completed in support of emergency channel
maintenance activities in October 1997. Sampling occurred every 100 feet for wetland vegetation,
hydrology, and soil for a total of 99 locations. During the 1997 delineation of the Argo Ditch,
Sapphos Environmental, Inc. found “riparian and wetland habitat created in association with the
Argo Ditch”.?> Wetlands were found within the man-made ditch in limited areas (~ 1 acre in total),
mostly within the eastern portions of the Argo Ditch (Figure 4.1-1, 1997 Delineation of the Argo
Ditch). Sapphos Environmental, Inc. also documented riparian vegetation dominated by willows
but lacking wetlands in the mid-portions of the Argo Ditch.

USACOE exerted jurisdiction over isolated wetlands in the Argo Ditch that resulted from a lack of
routine operations and maintenance activities over an approximate 20-year period. LAWA and the
FAA consulted with USACOE and CDFW in order to perform annual clearing of vegetation and
mitigation for the loss of wetlands. USACOE authorized emergency operations and maintenance
activities pursuant to Nationwide Permit No. 31.?° Further, CDFW issued an agreement on
February 9, 1998 which stated that LAWA intended to remove vegetation on a regular basis and
continually maintain the Argo Ditch to be “clear of vegetation until a permanent solution can be
established”?”. This agreement also required mitigation for the loss of wetland vegetation. To
mitigate for the loss of 0.99 acre of wetlands delineated in 1997, a restoration site was created at
Ken Malloy Harbor Regional Park (KMHRP). USACOE determined that mitigation for this impact
was complete and successful on December 9, 2004.%

23 Federal Aviation Administration. January 2005. Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed
Master Plan Improvements at LAX.

2 Bapna, Victor. August 2000. County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. Personal
Communication.

%> Sapphos Environmental, Inc. Preliminary Results of Delineation of Areas Subject to the Jurisdiction of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the California Department of Fish and Game at Argo Ditch, Los Angeles
International Airport, City of Los Angeles, California.

% U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. 7 Jan. 1998. Letter to Mr. Driscoll regarding the Department of the Army
Nationwide Permit Authorization.

27 California Department of Fish and Game. 9 Feb. 1998. Notification No. 5-480-97 (revision 2). Agreement
Regarding Proposed Alteration to Argo Ditch. Executed by Mr. John Driscoll, Executive Director, Los
Angeles World Airports, and Ms. Leslie McNair, Environmental Specialist I, California Department of Fish
and Game.

2 U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. 9 Dec. 2004. Letter to Mr. Brown regarding the status of wetland mitigation.
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2011 Delineation

On July 7, 2011, a second delineation was conducted by Glenn Lukos Associates (GLA) at 15
locations along the Argo Ditch in support of the LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study. Wetlands
determined by GLA occurred primarily within the eastern portions of the Argo Ditch. This
delineation identified a total of 3.78 acres of wetlands, of which approximately 2.45 acres
consisted of non-wetland waters of the United States, and approximately 1.33 acres consisted of
jurisdictional wetlands (Figure 4.1-2, 2011 Delineation of the Argo Ditch). The delineation
concluded that water within the ditch originated from “storm discharge and nuisance flow” and
“the wettest areas are concentrated at the discharge points”.?® Further, potential areas subject to

CDFW jurisdiction was 3.97 acres, of which 1.52 acres consisted of riparian vegetation.
4.2 Historic Maps and Timeline Review

Pre-Argo Ditch

1923: The location of the current Argo Ditch and Los Angeles airport consisted of vernal pools
and native grasslands, with Coast Boulevard traversing the pools southwest of the present
Argo Ditch (Figure 4.2-1, 1923 Topographic Map of Future LAX).

1924: Defiance Street was constructed to traverse the vernal pools and native grasslands in an
east-west orientation north of the current Argo Ditch location (Figure 4.2-2, 1924
Topographic map of future LAX).

1928: An airport was built on 640 acres, called Mines Aviation Field, without a terminal
building.*°

1929: The first hangar was built on the Mines Aviation Field and faced north-south. The hangar
was located east of Arizona Avenue and the future site of the Argo Ditch.

1930: The airport was named the Los Angeles Municipal Airport.

1934: Defiance Street was renamed Manchester Avenue and residential suburbs were developed
on the northern side of Manchester Avenue. Lincoln Boulevard traversed the vernal pools
and native grasslands and the future Argo Ditch site in a diagonal northwest-southeast
orientation (Figure 4.2-3, 1934 Topographic Map of Municipal Airport).

1937: The City of Los Angeles purchased the municipal airport.*’

1942: Lincoln Boulevard was expanded and crossed the future site of the Argo Ditch. Except for
Pershing Drive and Lincoln and Century Boulevards, no topographic alterations had been
made to the vernal pools between Manchester Avenue and Coast Boulevard (Figure 4.2-4,
1942 Topographic Map of Municipal Airport).

1943: Development was put on hold from 1943-1945 during World War 11.*?

% Los Angeles World Airports. July 2012. LAX Specific Plan Amendment Study. Appendix D-2. Jurisdictional
Delineation. Prepared by: Glenn Lukos Associates.

3% Los Angeles International Airport. Accessed 22 August 2013. “History of Los Angeles International
Airport”. Website last updated 2012. Available at: http://losangelesinternationalairport.us/history-of-los-
zangeles-international-airport/

31 Los Angeles International Airport. Accessed 22 August 2013. “History of Los Angeles International
Airport”. Website last updated 2012. Available at: http://losangelesinternationalairport.us/history-of-los-
angeles-international-airport/

32 Los Angeles International Airport. Accessed 22 August 2013. “History of Los Angeles International
Airport”. Website last updated 2012. Available at: http://losangelesinternationalairport.us/history-of-los-
angeles-international-airport/
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1946:

After the war, five airlines had started their commercial operations from Los Angeles
Municipal Airport.

Post-Argo Ditch, Pre-mitigation

1949:

1950:

1952:
1964

1969:
1972:

1981:

1994:

1997:

1998:

1999:

The municipal airport was renamed the Los Angeles International Airport. This year is a
good estimate for the beginning of construction of the Argo Ditch.

The Argo Ditch site location was dramatically transformed, with the ditch acting as a
northern boundary between the existing undeveloped lands to the north and the airport
expansion area to the south. Coast Boulevard was renamed (in part) to Century Boulevard
and Pershing Street. Significant residential expansion to the northeast and south of the
airport expansion area and oil drilling southwest of the airport reduced the vernal pools and
native grasslands to areas north and west of the Argo Ditch (Figure 4.2-5, 1950
Topographic Map of LAX and the Argo Ditch).

International flights began.?’

Many of the runways existing at the airport today were operational. Land immediately
surrounding the airport to the north and south had been developed for residential use,
including previously undisturbed land directly north of the Argo Ditch. Residential
development occurred west of the Argo Ditch in the El Segundo Dunes. Imperial Highway
had been constructed south of the airport and Coast Boulevard was renamed Pershing
Drive along the entire stretch west of LAX (Figure 4.2-6, 1964 Topographic Map of LAX and
the Argo Ditch).

Construction of Runway 6L-24R.

By 1972, the land directly south of Argo Ditch had been developed into a runway for the
airport (Figure 4.2-7, 1972 Topographic Map of LAX and the Argo Ditch).

By 1981, a golf course was constructed north of the Argo Ditch site and north of Lincoln
Boulevard. Aerial photographs indicate that the eastern terminus of the Argo Ditch and the
associated retention basin were buried sometime between 1981 and 1997 (Figure 4.2-8,
1981 Topographic Map of LAX and the Argo Ditch).

From 1994-1997, large shrubs and vegetated areas can be seen growing within the Argo
Ditch.**

Technical studies in support of the LAX Master Plan EIR/EIS began. First delineation of the
Argo Ditch was conducted by Sapphos Environmental, Inc.

LAWA issued an agreement with CDFW, formerly CDFG, and Nationwide Permit No. 31
to perform emergency maintenance of the Argo Ditch.

Mitigation of the impacted wetland areas in the Argo Ditch began at KMHRP.

3 Los Angeles International Airport. Accessed 22 August 2013. “History of Los Angeles International
Airport”. Website last updated 2012. Available at: http://losangelesinternationalairport.us/history-of-los-
angeles-international-airport/

3 This aerial photograph was obtained through Google Earth Imagery.
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Post-Argo Ditch, Post-mitigation

2002: Aerial photographs document clearing of vegetation within the Argo Ditch.? Mitigation
occurring at KMHRP, but vandalism occurred within restoration sites.

2004: USACOE is satisfied with mitigation compliance for impacted wetlands in the Argo Ditch.

2011: Second delineation of the Argo Ditch by GLA.

2013: Third delineation of the Argo Ditch by Sapphos Environmental, Inc.

4.3 Field Surveys

Six plant communities were detected during the field surveys. Eighteen of the 53 sampled points
were classified as wetlands. Of these 18 points, only 2 had hydric soil indicators and the
remainder had indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils, such as standing water in August. Sixteen
of the wetland points were classified as wetlands based on the Problematic Hydric Soils section of
the Regional Supplement WDM.

Sapphos Environmental, Inc. delineated seven wetlands within the man-made Argo Ditch (Figure
4.3-1, Wetlands within the Man-Made Argo Ditch). Most of these wetlands were associated with
culverts or concrete areas within the Argo Ditch. All of these wetlands were within the man-made
ditch and subjected to periodic clearing of vegetation under current permits. Six plant
communities also were detected within the Argo Ditch (Figure 4.3-2, Plant Community Map).
Details on each wetland are as follows:

Wetland #1

Location Description: This wetland was located from 0-200 feet from the easternmost end
of the Argo Ditch, immediately adjacent to a grate that was approximately 7-8 feet high
and 16 feet wide. Most of this wetland had a concrete apron along the sides and bottom of
the Argo Ditch with some soil accumulation on top of the concrete apron. During the
1997 wetland delineation, a wetland was documented in this area, up to 734 feet from the
easternmost end of the Argo Ditch.

Hydrophytic Plants: The most dominant plant within this wetland was a nonnative variety
of barnyard grass (Echinochloa sp.). Other plants detected within this wetland included
native tall flat sedge (Cyperus eragrostis), dock-leaf smartweed (Persicaria lapathifolia),
nonnative golden-crown grass (Paspalum dilatum), perennial rye-grass (Festuca perrenis),
and yellow bristle grass (Setaria pumila). The area immediately within the boxed inlet was
dominated by native broad-leaf cattail (Typha latifolia).

Hydric Soil: Hydric soil indicators were not identified; however, the presence of surface
water in August, the dry season, would indicate that the area is inundated for at least 2
weeks during the growing season, which satisfies as an indicator for Problematic Hydric
Soils of seasonally ponded soils.

Wetland Hydrology: Standing water and saturation were present.

35 This aerial photograph was obtained through Google Earth Imagery.
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Notes: Vegetation within the wetland was cleared in 2013 and all growth has occurred
within 2 months. Trash noted within the channel.

Upland area between Wetlands #1 and #2: Some hydrophytic plants and/or wetland
hydrology were present; however, in most cases the hydrophytic vegetation was not
dominant and these areas lacked hydric soils. Much of this area showed positive indicators
for wetland hydrology, most likely due to periodic water overflow from the two adjacent
wetlands.

Wetland #2

Location Description: This wetland was located from 1,600 feet to 2,000 feet from the
eastern end of the Argo Ditch. A concrete apron and culvert was located on the north
slope of the channel between sampling points at 1,900 and 2,000 feet, where standing
water was observed. Runoff from this culvert was likely a driving factor in creating this
wetland. During the 1997 delineation, a wetland was documented from 1,565 to 1,994
feet from the easternmost end of the Argo Ditch.

Hydrophytic Plants: Nonnative perennial ryegrass, yellow bristle grass, and native dock-
leaf smartweed were present around the edges of the wetland. Duckweed was observed
within the open, standing water. Dominant plants observed within the wetter portions
included nonnative barnyard grasses and native tall flat sedge and California bulrush
(Schoenoplectus californicus).

Hydric Soil: Hydric soil indicators were not identified; however, the presence of surface
water in August, the dry season, would indicate that the area is inundated for at least 2
weeks during the growing season, which satisfies as an indicator for Problematic Hydric
Soils of seasonally ponded soils.

Wetland Hydrology: Standing water and saturation were present.

Notes: There was evidence that vegetation had been cleared on the eastern end of this
wetland, but the vegetation had grown back.

Upland area between Wetlands #2 and #3: Approximately 400 feet of the Argo Ditch
between Wetlands #2 and #3 were dominated by upland vegetation, including yellow
starthistle (Centaurea solstitialis) and species of brome (Bromus sp.). There was no
evidence of wetland hydrology or water flow between these two wetlands.

Wetland #3

Location Description: This wetland was located from 2,400 feet to 2,550 feet from the
eastern end of the Argo Ditch. There was a concrete apron on both slopes of the channel
on the western end of the wetland, which likely contributed to the presence of the wetland
at this location. During the 1997 delineation, a wetland was documented from 2,400 to
2,650 feet from the easternmost end of the Argo Ditch.

Hydrophytic Plants: Dock-leaf smartweed dominated most of this wetland, growing up to 5
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feet high. In addition, California bulrush and small patches of cattail (Typha sp.) were
observed growing within 25 feet of the concrete apron.

Hydric Soil: A depleted matrix was documented at one of the two soil pits within this
wetland.

Wetland Hydrology: The soil was saturated at sampling points 2,400 and 2,500.

Notes: Smartweed, which is an early successional wetland species, was dominant
throughout most of this wetland.

Upland area between Wetlands #3 and #4: Yellow star-thistle dominated the area
approximately 200 feet west of Wetland #3. Dock-leaf smartweed was present in varying
abundance throughout the area between Wetlands #3, #4, and #5. Evidence of riverine
hydrology in portions of the area between Wetlands #3 and #5 may indicate that flow and
pooling water between these wetlands resulted in the establishment of Wetland #4.

Wetland #4

Location Description: This wetland was located from 3,000 feet to 3,300 feet from the
eastern end of the Argo Ditch. Between sampling points 3,100 and 3,200, there was a
concrete drainage feature for runway runoff on the south side of the Argo Ditch.

Hydrophytic Plants: Native dock-leaf smartweed and nonnative perennial ryegrass were
the only two dominant wetland species, but nonnative English plantain (Plantego
lanceolata) also was present. The bottom of the Argo Ditch in this section was less
channelized near the bottom of the ditch and the slopes on the north and south side of the
wetland were a gentle grade with brome and yellow starthistle.

Hydric Soil: No hydric soil indicators were identified. This area was classified under
Problematic Hydric Soils as outlined in the Regional Supplement WDM.

Wetland Hydrology: Soil surface cracks were evident at three of the wetland sampling
points. The westernmost sampling point within this wetland had two secondary indicators.

Notes: Smartweed at this location was dying back; perennial ryegrass had already
completed its growth cycle.

Upland area between Wetlands #4 and #5: As stated above, evidence of riverine
hydrology in portions of the area between Wetlands #3 and #5 may indicate that flow and
pooling water between these wetlands resulted in the establishment of Wetland #4. As
such, upland areas are dominated by dock-leaf smartweed and yellow star-thistle.

Wetland #5

Location Description: This wetland was located from 3,800 feet to 4,100 feet from the
eastern end of the Argo Ditch. Downstream from 4,100 there was a concrete drainage
feature for runway runoff on the south side of the Argo Ditch. The channel was bifurcated
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in the upland area east of this wetland at 3,700 feet. The 1997 delineation documented
riparian vegetation at 3,800 to 4,000 feet with some standing water.

Hydrophytic Plants: This wetland had a larger diversity of wetland plant species than most
of the other wetlands. Native dock-leaf smartweed was present only at the eastern and
western boundary of this wetland. The most dominant plants within this wetland were
native California bulrush, broad-leaf cattail, tall flat sedge, common spikerush (Eleocharis
cf. macrostachya), nonnative golden-crown grass, yellow bristle grass, and Bermuda grass
(Cynodon dactylon). Narrow-leaf willow (Salix exigua cf. var. hindsiana) was common
around the edges, but a single arroyo willow (Salix lasiolepis) was also observed. Several
other plants were observed within this wetland including duckweed, barnyard grasses,
English plantain, and curly dock (Rumex crispss).

Hydric Soil: Hydric soil indicators were not identified; however, the presence of surface
water in August, the dry season, would indicate that the area is inundated for at least 2
weeks during the growing season, which satisfies as an indicator for Problematic Hydric
Soils of seasonally ponded soils.

Wetland Hydrology: Standing water and saturation were present. One pit dug on August
8, 2013 had been inundated with water by the August 13, 2013 visit.

Notes: Open water with duckweed was observed near sampling point 4,000.
Upland area between Wetlands #5 and #6: There was a culvert with dock-leaf smartweed

present. Sampling indicated that this was not a wetland. All areas sampled between
Wetlands #5 and #6 were classified as upland.

Wetland #6

Location Description: This wetland was located from 5,250 feet to 5,700 feet from the
eastern end of the Argo Ditch. Upstream was a bridge that crosses the Argo Ditch with
concrete tunnels. Downstream from Station 5,700 there was a concrete drainage feature
for runway runoff on the south side of the Argo Ditch. During the 1997 delineation, a
dense stand of riparian vegetation was documented at 5,000 to 5,534 feet from the
easternmost end of the Argo Ditch; however, willows were generally lacking from this
location in the 2013 delineation.

Hydrophytic Plants: There was dense vegetation within the center of the wetland and a
long shelf on the western end with wetland hydrology and scattered wetland plants. Native
California bulrush and dock-leaf smartweed were present only at the eastern and western
boundary of this wetland. The most dominant plants within this wetland were native
California bulrush with perennial ryegrass. Arroyo willow and English plantain were
present around the edges of the wetland.

Hydric Soil: A depleted matrix was documented at one of the two soil pits within this
wetland.

Wetland Hydrology: The soil was saturated. Surface soil cracks were evident around the
edges of the wetland.
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Notes: Surface soils cracks were evident up to the sampling point at 5,800, but this point
did not have enough hydrophytic vegetation for this point to be classified as a wetland.
Dense hydrophytic plants ended at around 5,600 feet.

Upland area between Wetlands #6 and #7: There was a narrow band of upland vegetation
with yellow starthistle that also lacked hydrology indicators.

Wetland #7

Location Description: This wetland was located from 6,000 feet to 6,450 feet from the
eastern end of the Argo Ditch. During the 1997 delineation, willows were documented at
6,154 to 6,250, but no wetlands were documented.

Hydrophytic Plants: This wetland had dense and tall southern cattail (Typha domingensis)
and California bulrush, with cattail being more dominant in the wettest areas. Narrow-leaf
willow surrounded the edges of this wetland. Nonnative golden-crown grass also was
present within the wetland and Bermuda grass and iceplant (Carpobrotus edulis) were
dominant in the understory in the upland areas around the edges of the wetland.

Hydric Soil: Hydric soil indicators were not identified; however, the presence of surface
water in August, the dry season, would indicate that the area is inundated for at least 2
weeks during the growing season, which satisfies as an indicator for Problematic Hydric
Soils of seasonally ponded soils.

Wetland Hydrology: The soil was saturated; there was standing water, and a high water
table within this wetland.

Upland area between Wetland #7 and the western end of the Argo Ditch (9900-foot
mark): No other wetlands were detected west of Wetland #7.
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5.0 CONCLUSIONS

The proposed project would result in impacts to 0.093 acre of jurisdictional wetlands that were
previously mitigated in conjunction with the channel clearing that was authorized by USACOE
pursuant to Nationwide Permit No. 31 in 1998.

The Argo Ditch is a man-made flood control structure that falls under the jurisdiction of USACOE
and CDFW. In 1998, USACOE had exerted jurisdiction over the Argo Ditch because it ultimately
discharges to the storm drainage system, which outfalls to the Pacific Ocean, a navigable water
body pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. USACOE and CDFW agreed to allow
LAWA to perform clearance of 0.99 acre of vegetation within the Argo Ditch and to maintain the
ditch clear of vegetation. Compensatory mitigation at 3:1 was required as a condition of approval,
but USACOE approved a roughly 2:1 restoration given vandalism at the site and significant
coverage of target species at the restoration sites in KMHRP.?** On August 13, 2009, USACOE
acknowledged the impacts had been mitigated for and no further mitigation was required.

Despite regular clearing outside of the breeding season for birds, vegetation periodically regrows.
Many of the wetland plants growing within the Argo Ditch are nonnative or weedy species or are
associated with early successional wetlands. Further, hydric soils were absent in all but two of the
seven wetlands; however, four additional wetlands had standing water, which satisfied
requirements as an indicator for Problematic Hydric Soils, and one wetland met classification
based on the Problematic Hydric Soils section of the Regional Supplement WDM.

The proposed project would convert the easternmost portion of the Argo Ditch from a partially
earthen-bottom ditch with a 720-foot long concrete apron to a concrete box channel. As a result of
the 2013 delineation, the proposed project would result in removal of 0.09 acre of wetland
vegetation within the area previously cleared for channel clearing (Table 5-1, Acres of Wetland in
the Argo Ditch and Project Area).

TABLE 5-1
Acres of Wetland in the Argo Ditch and Project Area

Total Acres of
Wetland 2013 in Wetlands within Project Previously Mitigated Acres in
Argo Ditch Impact Area the Argo Ditch
Argo Ditch 1.02 0.09 0.99

The proposed project would be an allowable activity pursuant to Nationwide Permit No 39.
Proceeding under Nationwide Permit No 39 would require a pre-construction notification to be
submitted to the USACOE, supported by a jurisdictional delineation and documentation that the
required mitigation was completed pursuant to the 1998 authorization to complete channel
clearing pursuant to Nationwide Permit No. 31.

3 U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. 9 Dec. 2004. Letter to Mr. Brown regarding the status of wetland mitigation.
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WETLAND DETERMINAT!ON DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Sampling Date: 6/[{( ,3
Samplmg Point: &EQ o/ D [)@

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch
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i i ? )
Hydric Soil Present? Yes \}/ No within a Wetland? Ves X No
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4, .
Percent of Dominant Species V- ;
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /{ ~ J 7 (AIB)
Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM ~ Arid West Region
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region
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2 Total Number of Dominant §'
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region
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VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Projec/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: <;[/ f/ 29)9
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Ang state: CA__ Sampling Point: W Qg)l}
Investigator(s): (C\_A\Dkﬁ”/ g*\e '{%H‘ Sectio Town>[\|p, Range: T2S5 R14W fl«wfc fzan’w JQ l'—émé md
Landform (hillslope, terrace etc.): (#fg‘?‘ﬁ#}? // ”}'[J"””‘ /focal/:ehef (concav; convex, none): }: / 7"‘33”’ tom Slope (%): O-—1 4
Subregion (LRR): C Lat 370 Wf % 776 Long: ?7f7 YZL{ ly; Datum: S MM DS

Soil Map Unit Name; _™i® E;E(—l}‘i’&ﬁ NWI classification: B4SBA w e

Avre climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes )\ ‘ No (if no, explain in Remarks.)

o .
Are Vegetation K , Soil }< . or Hydrology 7!‘“"*) significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No
&92‘006

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? N¢)  (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /’7‘71/7“"5&

. . . . . . Lef ttie [
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes }{’f No C‘&’
Hydric Soil Present? Yes
Wetland Hydrology Present?
Remarks:

Is the Sampled Area 7
within a Wetland? Yes No X

“TRE QIECULS, O

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species (9
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: e A)
2 Total Number of Dominant o
3. Species Across All Strata: o B
4
Percent of Dominant Species
, , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. 5%3 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species Xx2=
5. FAC species x3=
A . Y =Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 2L f ”/f" r‘bﬁ—d/ UPL species X5=
S0fcpin paml 4 £
1.0 2L Gy £~ L P | Column Totals: A (B)
2. Teal /jﬁi rh Cang, j,:;{[}d}{ P’I{»/f & 4 i“?‘\iﬁfx}
3O Prevalence Index =B/A=
4. ww Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. / _“ﬁ, Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) g; o ;o / 7 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
o *';/ F rs /‘ e 7 c./?{‘i; = Total Cover e t Y/ p yt g ( p )
Woody Vme Stratum (Plot size: )
1, YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic ;
Vegetation N
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes ,j S No

=
R ARIA (, ¥ o\
v |

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: M
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles , state: CA Sampling Point: mégﬁ
Investigator(s): Cmp'\ﬂ LQ I /5 6/4[6’ /‘]' Se tion, Township, Range: T25 R14W Censal Ledondo Lend (ﬂ“‘»’ﬁ
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): l%"f@“md c\f )f [ L i /{’ "Local réT‘Y(&Bncave Jconvex, none) 5{: l/ ""’i' Vi Slope (%):

Subregion (LRR): - Lat T CHLLTION Long: & 1 &TALM, £ B Datum:
Soil Map Unit Name: No Doton NWI classification; P S BA® -riv
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _&_ No ___ _ {(lfno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation __ 7, Soil _\L____ or Hydrology Vel significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes _______ No X
Are Vegetation ,Soil ______, or Hydrology naturally probiematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /Vlh'\ /Ae& I’t/}/
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important ertu%g, etc.
:Vcdi::?pg(y)::cPV:see:‘?;ion Present? :es :o g - Is the Sampled Area r)(
V\};t!a(;d Hyd;o!ogy ‘Present” Y: ) NZ = | within a Wetland? Yes No
Remarks:

Ly H(, - C{,\ of Oagl § < l'ee crom G LS f//\pwwg&ﬁn
b Yy indn sporatie (“7 o 080N mete ol on § do Wg
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. q T 3 H Cﬂ""'& d/thN,\ kmﬂ/\

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ;
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ¥ (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: Z (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species ’

, ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _ 8 £)'7__ (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) )
1. b Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. ° Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5.

FAC species _%__ x3= _m'__{
2L P bt = Total Cover FACU species 3] xa=_722 h{%
Herb Stratum (Plotsize: ) fUPL species 33 3> x§= f@ Lés
O /3? ey (0 ?; i- _fie UﬂLVﬂ Column Totals: uY A LM (Bﬁ'éz‘t\ﬁ

O o Broserpr Com deasts il Y. Do Fele {7 .
‘/51«9 / Prevalence Index = B/IA= %ﬁ E d/j ¥

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
___ Dominance Test is >50%
__ Prevalence Index is 3.0'

___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

7 T Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain

RS 447 = Totat Cover — Proble ydrophytic Veg (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

® N O oW

YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No .

Remarks: 7{0\% g;f 2/ F N l}_; '“2.4‘)(}' /«q!’Lc}ch@Hztj
: : 3),9/6 i k Lo ‘
&~/6 £t bhere /K”ZUH ~ Jood /nval —e,ﬁmfu‘ j

.. ‘ ) h!\ AridWest—;‘Version 2.0 .
5 (4] gj@/’ W? 5/02/ d’{Lbf» ,z;':;/

US Army Corps of Engineers




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch city/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: 373/’23 G0
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Anggles State: CA Sampling Point: @?—&5‘
Investigator(s): MEEFEC ¢, ﬂ‘g' en /, fax /gtlolx Townshlp, Range T2S5R14W 5‘”%‘%{ Loslse <J - Lﬁmo)é ranT

A
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): (/’M cét f xff\w“}%dcal relief{ concave“sconvex none): /’ /5
Subregion (LRR): 1o aBl LAY

tong: XTG9S 144

Soil Map Unit Name: WD NWI classification:
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes :k No
Are Vegetation X . Soil 2_3 , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , Soil

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No }_I

or Hydrology

———

;4
naturally problematic?f"vw (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /}'Z 4 _/MQ sj J§ '!*fi\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes ﬂ‘ ~No Is the Sampled Area
. . "

Hydric Soil Present? Yes : No within a Wettand?"

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes % No -

Remarks: «K-siﬂ{: &xi‘{’(‘fx.

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant 2z
3. Species Across All Strata: B8)
4 s
Percent of Dominant Species ﬁ 5’9 '
‘ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _/%_ (AB)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) ’ -
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=

B 7.
5, FAC species {fo x3=_3%

= Total Cover FACU species z2g xa= f00

Herb Stratum  (Plot size: ) 'é“'” LG {’) of A el gt UPL species x5= __

1. W’M _§7 e | Cobumin Totals: 3¢ A) ﬁ £) (B)
bl dena /o5

2 < DoM Fee Prevalence Index =BIA= __%; §

/’“‘/\ Er(A Cart dear §

3 3
4 teey  fone Colata (o Dwn  Feoa l%flrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. \ 4 “*Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7 ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
[ P i 8 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
25T 05 22 7Y }5 = Total Cover - yerophy getation (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. ) *indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation ﬁ ‘X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratfm % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes } No »
Remarks:
(o $¢A‘\¢

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West - Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: % /13 [
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Samphng Point: M OX)
Investigator(s): MCﬂC‘ Cj\"’\(‘%[ "f A M Sectlon,sTownsh;p, Range “T2 5 R14W  So t«/fc« %&flum} Lond é, 4 (
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): % /7@’[’( h fﬂm/ {_ocal feueﬁééﬁ?i}iié ‘convex, none): = 5"5\%

Siope (%): O~ f o
P&

Subregion (LRR): < Lat: 310350 Je Long: 3719571925 .34 Datum: _ (=1
Soil Map Unit Name: N ¢ 1 NWI classification: oA S 12 Ay~ <
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __A No______ (ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation <", Soil <~ , or Hydrology kS significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No , y
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? &32  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /”‘@/\ /Mk.n]? ;
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
HYdréphﬁic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes ,% No Q ﬂ Is the Sampled Area 1
Hydric Soil Present? Yes M No within a Wetland? - Yes M No X’
Wetland Hydrology Present? /( No N L

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: { A)
2 ; Total Number of Dominant ~
3. Species Across All Strata: T (B)
4 . N
Percent of Dominant Species 50
) . — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: @ (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) i
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species _ x1=
—
4. FACW species S x2= (O
5. FAC species x3=
P de ___ =Total Cover FACU species __{© x4=_T1o
Herb Stratum (Plot size: __\/ ! fua] EFTimAle P UPL species x5=
1. Qﬁa\&{r\ﬂf\ rm/\m fn"i 10 ) K s Co
7 Column Totals: i A) (B)
2. Veors{loci. Mé @i:s\ 5 Dirn  Faciw -
3. Prevalence Index =B/A= L )5
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ﬁ Dominance Test is >50%
6. . Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 . data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
: S , . i i jon’ lain)

. S'_L ? < f/' ) j { = Total Cover __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation’ (Expl
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: ) st
1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes @ No ﬁ
Remarks:

\
v nwinek lhe

US Army Corps of Engineers : ) Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: (o4 /)
AppicanyOuner. Clty of Los Angeles ____ state: CA Sampling Point; [T J
Investigator(s): MCC, ECC Cz’\wl t o~/ [Ll/”‘( Section, Township, Rapige: 1 2.5, R14W  Taonge | Ledongjolond ﬁ%

\/‘;’Z”?‘ ‘%‘ % 5 S PR B
mconvex, none): U1 Yorllnen  Slope (%) L e

' v 7 .

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): [A’Q‘T‘?}“U o i’% C«L 41 !//f?fflfLocécTLF‘élfei:gconcav
Subregion (LRR): - Lat: 271020.0.294 tong: AT IH M O Datum: (=05 hAS
Soil Map Unit Name: __ N C o

g s i . PR RN L g Ay £
L O NWI classification: __ ¥ “EJ g’iﬁ% s T eOA

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

« .
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical%is time of year? Yes No

Are Vegetation ;& Soil ZS, or Hydrology
Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

naturally problematic? iv3.%  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ﬂw\ ﬁ"«'ie Q}} »l?;( [
- in

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

g )
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes ﬁf No X Is the Sampled Area
. . ” - . :
Hydric Soil Present? Yes — No jk/ within a Wetland? . Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? 7

o -
e hay recont Y

s

Remarks: . I
\e oreats o

i S 5 { . .«
cieartd ok vecetortio
oY
S

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. .
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Stafus Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: % A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species /
) ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: %@ o (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:
1. S oOZEFe. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species J x2=_[V
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species &) x4= j{’b
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ! UPL species X 5=
' Ervaeran  aonedincly (o dim _Faco Y 33
- } — X /y . Column Totals: A) (B)
2. f%i’ Cards fagf?ﬁ%#o[m g M L % -
3. Prevalence Index = B/A= L
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5. é@ominanca Test is >50%
6. . Prevalence Index is 53.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ e ’ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation’ (Explain
TSR Y/ D = Total Cover — Pro ydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. *Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, uniess disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation A
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes £\ No
_ < <
Remarks:

zs
Wk |io——= 3

TSN

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: é %/4 LS

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: M fox

Investigator(s): M_/C,/EEG f"[nﬁf ;’,lfa A / ﬁ@( Sechon (}'Ownshtp Range T 25, R14W [ 0[ @J’u‘J [4) ,dmc) Crwf\“f”
Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.): V«g&&f ﬂ ﬁz Pl / 63:/‘” Local rel:ef@oncave fgonvex, none): ": / mf’ L, oo Slope (%): Q %
Subregion (LRR): C t 028997 { Long: 27 53781  t{gih Coangd

Soil Map Unit Name: ™ © Ooodre, NWI classification: -t

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _2_(____ No_______ (ifno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation ___)__C_ , Soil ﬂ}_((__ or Hydrology Mk significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ___ No _L_\_ k
Are Vegetation _____, Soil ______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? gx.zs‘} (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Aen - Wyl ,"LC A

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

:ygrf)pgy?:cPVegetta;ion Present? zes ,i ) :o ;i;v Is the Sampled Area ,
yaric Solt Fresents 68 sy 0 A within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X

Remarks:

e, orcan i o MAN- I
. %‘a*(&ff“\( mi AAAAA e : Ci;%{‘i,\gg

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominar;ce Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status

e ) — - —==2=2- | Number of Dominant Species

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ;: A)
2 Total Number of Dominant 2

3. Species Across All Strata: - 8)
4

Percent of Dominant Species

—_=Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /{ an 5 b )

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Mulitiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species 5 X2= i’ v
5. FAC species x3=
C/ \\ < ‘[ s ﬁ;\ = Total Cover FACU species __[ O X4= WCJ
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: ¥, UPL species 5=
1. W @& Y S0
- - Column Totals: {5 A _7 (B)
2. g 92700 Carmcbng, 5’ [0 F I el v A
3 ,9Q,~ e o s, |2 p{ﬁ'\ !/ﬁ 2 s ;,//};1;& Tl o Prevalence Index =B/IA= __ A/
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. :Dominance Test is >50%
[ — Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7 . Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 ) data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
-~ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
/53 ZS = Total Cover - e Hydrophyt getation” (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic g
Vegetation g( /
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No y\
Remarks:
\

< 2] 3 p»fkcﬁ.-ll'v'

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: 5/ W
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state; CA Sampling Point: oo (|Q0
Investigator(s):__@ sz'\r'\ﬂ\“z1 /\ﬁ) tl‘{t H!‘ Section, Townshxp Range: T25R 14 W Sonf c“z zéclm 1) L»m 6‘!“#\//}
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.’): 7‘71% DY*[/AM? /*?qu ﬁLocg felief! (concave‘yonvex none): "‘+ By Slope (%): ‘; % “ 'i‘*

12

Subregion (LRR): Lat 3 10259 33 Long: ?7;7 §2£.9.8 Daturm: &
T 0l e & 4
Soil Map Unit Name: _IN S 5 yten NWI classification: -4 B 5 A
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 2’5’ No ’ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil ES . or Hydrology _1 < _ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No 2 .
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? 5 1~ (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) d‘é}]
W [/L 'f(’AU"k

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS —~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydr.ophytlic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes No X . Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland?

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No

Remarks:

3
[P,

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: !2 (A)
2. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: Z. =)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: f ? (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of; Multiply by;
3. OBL species x1=
4, FACW species x2=
5. FAC species _#&.% x3=_J> (D
o /{ L = Total Cover FACU species L Ts x4= ‘%g' st
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 2§ cefyfedt ,? UPL species 749 x5=
1. & !‘\f‘]" e <: 21 f‘ﬂ,(\é‘ﬂ.‘}l § 2—1 rj A ‘}4}2"" /f:“r’z ij %olumn Totals: ‘fff (A St '
2, Loriames S J72. Y. Dy, BT G
3. /é..a; ;ﬁ”éw‘ ind .,m"s [T T 7 [/Iﬁ ] Prevalence Index = B/A = ﬂ_—;ﬁ ‘é Z
3 £3
4. FenFeae [u e ,f st 5‘} . [%Y3 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations‘ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ - o Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
VS‘-" ZZ V2T %’sy "ib’ = Total Cover — 0 yorophy 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Hindicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic X
Vegetation )<
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: =5 {.f° . 2D 13 ; P 4 o
ifg 4 ’V* {// 2.5 | i?MCJ6 CQ - [ ' 2 .
Sop, K fr o h- nAgpsS o §E 5P kb #lia
l-n 3 (DG AN qeu?’
YBY. fetdisn AN

US Army Corps of Engmeersf ~ f r['zf,(% p kU\J gh },lu,\t v Arid West — Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: g /-))

ApplicantOwner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: /ef 86 {J—@ﬁ»l

Investigator(s): MCCEEE [ A«af[{dm JRRAX Section, TOWﬂShIp Range T25,R14 W Seengal Ledpndl !ﬂm}_@, vl

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc) on 4 ocal re!ue{concave sconvex, none): 1 XV Slope (%) s
AT Dol o lotele] ({56 oot Goncave: £l bo

Lat: m?y!.a«»?»

5or
&} Al

Long: 575777 v Datum: &€
PRk NWI classification: ?w'ﬁ”‘?_ﬁ“s @w‘% Ko~y

Subregion (LRR):
Soil Map Unit Name: _ Ny

Are climatic / hydrologic condmons on the site typical fpr this time of year? Yes K No (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation ﬁ , Soﬂ , or Hydrology %?m‘ cantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No g§
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology

naturally problematic? wJ & (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) a0 ~21, ¢ /Ff /’

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?

Wetland Hydrology Present?
Remarks:mmE e,

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

e

.m-/?

af -3
L% . .
Ciebred 56 s‘f“‘m—

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: - A
2 — Total Number of Dominant -z

3. Species Across All Strata: - (B).
4

Percent of Dominant Species

@ ) T
) ) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: f 6 /U (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species __ <5 x2= (P
5. FAC species x3=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: Vurw\ < ﬁ}{@]q, = Total Cover FACU spf?cies = xa= {0
e : UPL species x5=
z Column Totals: s ®w 32 (B)
I a M ,
£ rigeron, ,,t Aedbn 55 o M Eacd Prevalence Index = B/A= __ 5.3
P COr VL the ] 5 // g~ e | Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Dominance Test is >50%
___ Prevalence Index is £3.0

__. Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

O N OO AN

fj‘ = Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic N
Vegetation %\ .
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust e Present? Yes 77 No )(
Remarks:
7 {
‘ 2 w el \Na

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: (/// (3 25
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: ME
Investigator(s): fee et Char H“Mx /f&!’i}( Segu n, Township, Range T25,R14W Sﬁui&? Ked ends MAA 6(*‘4/\'*
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): V”’g'ﬁﬁir% O %CL‘ &1/475/{ Local refefi(égm convex, none): fzcg&i"f‘%*’ 0y Slope (%) /
Subregion (LRR): O Lat: 7098 M1 iz Long:275162°71. 1180 Datum:

NWI classification: _ &

Soit Map Unit Name: __ 3 Ny

Are climatic / hydroloSIz condmon on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 4" No (if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

Are Vegetation , Soil , of Hydrology naturally problematic? 17 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ﬂ’lc,\ ~rHg e c/ ,{Q L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

. . £
Hydréphyfm Vegeta;uon Present? Yes %\ Nq )( Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soif Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No ){
Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yes X No
Remarks; clearr
at gm’wf} A eared
~f
ey
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) b Cover Species? Status |\ mber of Dominant Species ()1?
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: i (A)
2 T Total Number of Dominant -7
3. Species Across Al Strata: o (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species i & b}
) , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Y (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4, FACW species f”@‘? x2= {2
5. FAC species x3=

FACU species fo x4= 40

A Ao = Total Cover
A s i I
Herb Stratum (Plot size: M?“ﬁt{ 4 % UPL species x5=

R PN 1. (LoD , o : _ Column Totals: __ LS n _Jo (B)
2. Eri9erom oppedionds 10V, The Fus
3. Pt i oo pitn {m P A 9 D L/ Prevalence Index = B/IA=
4. Hydrophytnc Vegetation Indicators:
5. {Dommance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. ____ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' 2= 3 Ir — Total Cover . Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. X 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic

Vegetation 7% ?(
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes _Y No />
Remarks:

27\

Wk bine

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ?/ {//ZJ
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point; _~8.¢¢) H o0

Investigator(s): Cc«mo}od /IZN l'!{ H/ Se?mnﬁjwnshlp, Range: | 25, R14W Seaase: L ﬂé’cfﬁﬂ(‘?ax LmJ (»3 f‘ﬁfm‘jr
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.),; V—ﬂ\ .@{} W //%f Lo (?el:ef(corriglyg?convex none): r"v'} o UYL - Slope (%): & o =i
Subregion (LRR): Lat: 37 0/ 67 q Long: 37 5‘7 Yzy /X’] Datum w@% R

»"“ i
H H

Soil Map Unit Name: _n4e Liado NWI classification: 12t = (=4 Abse = 0
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes K No é (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation __X__, Soil X , or Hydrology _{-¢3

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

naturally problematic? 33 (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /hm A‘dc (} fk/)'/

Are Vegetation , Soil . or Hydrology
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important fgz;iure?s, et‘E.(M"WJ
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No A’ Is the Sampled Area 4
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No % . 3¢
P within a Wetland? Yes No e
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes ,.}“‘ No

Remarks:

/m‘{ 149 A doesh

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)

2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across Al Strata: (B)
4

Percent of Dominant Species

: ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1 & Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1=
FACW species X2=
FAC species x3=

IS

= Total Cover FACU species X4=

260 frepsest e
Herb StratuT (Plot §ize: x. ) UPL species Xx5=
Al 24?’ ey KE , Column Totals: A B8

Prevalence Index = B/A=
Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
___ Dominance Test is >50%

___ Prevalence Index is <3.0'

___ Morphological Adaptations‘ (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

© N o oA w N

= Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No X

Remarks: / o

— 3 i s : Z£$K
R ot gl ST L T 2 g el fle

UXN P : ’ "
[ \ ] dap | Reded W), e ol L

L4 H
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

“@f
Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch city/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: v/ /
Applicant/Owner: City of LOS Angeles State: CA Sampling Poxnt / :w?’/gig @5‘)

Investigator(s): MCC ECC Z L\efJ{Gf\ / Q)k)‘ S ctlon Township, Range: T25,R14W Seuiy ;@ec{ea do L«MdGmML

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). M“h mf ’}Ci\ <A @of"{/ CLocat re\{:ef@ﬁ?f\?é\convex none): @i‘%“é‘“’“ A Slope (%): g - j/F
% 834

Ve -
Subregion (LRR): > Lat: £ 700574 Long: 375 7425 L S5 é{ Datum: {’J{:‘; PR
Sail Map Unit Name: __ N0 YO NWI classification: 2715 12 A

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X _, Soil .Z , of Hydrology <% significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No\9<

i
naturally problematic? 1> (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Sen nﬂ@ﬂie Q/ H f‘%

i

Are Vegetation , Soif , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

7 X

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? %

Wetland Hydrology Present?
Remarks:

within a Wetland?

e oXeo
cleared of e

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ‘/ A)
2. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: Z 1))
4
Percent of Dominant Species
i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FAGW, or FAC: 5 U (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species [ Xx2= e
5. FAC species Xx3=
{v ‘ i{ ?m_&\},ﬂeﬂ = Total Coverc/, L FACU species k=2 X4= 9 ‘
Herb Stratum  (Plot s:ze 417) [0 { UPL species 2@ W x5= fll @/ oD
AT S e =N Beomws §p. 206 jf B Column Totals: __35__ (v __FP (Zv@)
2. O : %’rﬁ’{lxﬂ an | %’ ,_on kel '
3. {a /h"f f;‘D Prevalence Index =B/A= s 2
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5, ___ Dominance Test is >50%
5. Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
: PR TS ' Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S /7»5 ’2“7 ,ij = Total Cover - yaropny 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers : Arid West - Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region /. /

K‘T}’/ i j'f;w\;

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: /7 -
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles . state: CA Sampling Point, 777 B
Investigator(s): Meéffé—? ﬁ (/ »@}’M /M Section, Townshlp, Range T25R14W ;QMSL\ ?’ZC&’KU’?J

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Vﬁ%”%ﬁ QB\jml\ 4 U‘f/ LocaT(r]e/hef ( concave, *convex none): ¥y Slope (%): (’ | “}f@
Subregion (LRR): & Lat _S72/06. W Long: I 75~ 7?)2’?»5% Datum: ECS NAD &%
Soil Map Unit Name: MO @‘;YY; Lk NWI classification: -t S A w - :
Are climatic / hydrologlc condmons on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes __ﬁ_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.) P

Are Vegetation ___. .., Soil \ , or Hydrology k 7 significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes . No _:L

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? i} 7 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) e /i‘r'm,i(: !l/ f‘ L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showmg sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrf)phyFuc Vegeta;uon Present? Is the Sampled Area o
Hydric Soil Present? within a Wetland? Yes _ X
Wetland Hydrology Present? T
Remarks: . n G
W Gt 8 FiRATT
clealed 4+ ve
VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species N
, ) e = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _@Eﬁf (A/B)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
4, FACW species 7@ x2=_HY&
5. FAC species xX3= .
N f- — {y é‘;
= Total Cover FACU species Lo x4 = f
0 S —————
Herb Stratum (If}lot size: 14 FV“'L‘ ‘iéfﬁ )"A - UPL species x5=
1. & Lo 1y " CoumnTotals: ___ 50 () _%D ®
2 e nk — Perrgnds .
3. %mf‘“‘mwu = Mf*eﬂ'mcﬁ 2o ™ MCE@ Prevalence Index =BIA= __ Z.s
4. Erd 90008 can'e Aenc, ' /O ) F+# ¢ ( Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. . Prevalence index is $3.0'
7. . Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' — 1 ~ j ; Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
STS 2= e 3® - Total Cover — yarophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation ~/’)\/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
4
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape setting
of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or concentrate water. The
area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has positive indicators for wetland
hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ¥/ 5’/ 1%
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: __ %17 0D
Investigator(s): (n\ W\D ")@‘\ / 6\{”{ ) % Sec fon Tc:/yvnshtp, Range: T2S5, R14W gé b»xb; lgl?ﬂif’ﬂdf? /;mj waﬁ .

Landform (hillslope, 1‘3"303» etc.). U“"g'fd?( OME’C,} 4’%[ fgcafre ief fconcav(/convex none): F[W)'W"’r Slope (%): L3 — 1° O—\c fm

Subregion (LRR): __ U/ohprof—pdes 1o 31007 Long:_ 3 151%29 1107 Datum: m,,@ﬂ%ﬁ e

Soil Map Unit Name: _1N© . NWI classification: __ 2SS B Ax - civernd
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes K No (If no, explain in Remarks.) /«
Are Vegetation __ XX, Soil _XX___. or Hydrology __1£> significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes __ /£_ L
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?4 & (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /h"f\ /7}4 l/
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important featureg qf%ﬁecl
:ygr'opgy?:cPVeget?;lon Present? Yes ;‘{ No;%; Is the Sampled Area o
P
yric Soft Fresent: ves Lo No within a Wetland? ves > Noig;
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No 7
Remarks:
: on Niley 1P ff@ow JW\/»L’ Liftem >
54”({ /’]’(qg)\ ;.\/ 4] w»L:N ) Wiy“ .
’H’ aLW‘L cl\q:'}f\h) The reea b & fnan A dy w“;“ { PR
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. [ P
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ‘
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: :{_2 (A)
2. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
4,
Percent of Dominant Species
i = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
.Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species Xx1=
4. FACW species f} X2= ,Zé
5 FAC species be x3= 2({
___ =Total Cover FACU species @5 xa= &5 §-32
.Herb Stratum (Plot size: i fmﬁrgﬁ ‘3; /) UPLspecies __ &3 I3 x5= /@ a5
1. persic Y /h M?E lia 157 r//f’\ Fal "V’ Column Totals: 7Y ® 24 )
2. __AAroufng ffz@ i 35 Do ¢ ¢ Y .
3. - Sedert ﬂwﬁ": Sy i v '@&4\ Prevalence Index = B/A= @ 3*7
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. " Prevalence Index is 3.0’
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' 3= = Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
’e /7 2~ 1{'-%{ ilf = Total Cover — Problematic Fydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation ) %
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust? Present? Yes >*/ No \"‘
Remars- j T, - — [ £
‘ B S b G jé - L Lft 4
; - . WA g ey ! . ’ .
| c:ff\/ J;QJ( 30/ oo 7 5% l/}&ﬂ\
¢ d XA
A o N~ A s
' AN ag
Ve v

US Army Corps of Engineers -5MV 2(_ 4&#@1 \___,_.__/" Arid West — Version 2.0
b slle 5 30 A Y\q g / lfr



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: <€/ ﬁ{\ 13
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles, - State: CA Sampling Point; @Q‘ ! ﬂﬁ (?59 &
investigator(s): (.,.«Pﬂ qu /glfxl;f/( B Sech{)e? Togns ip, Range: T25R14W §6u<ag /gﬂldm&z Land QN\T
Landform (hillslope, terrace etc.): - rl ’\C% ’ i‘ Local reﬂef (conca\;e ‘convex, none)j: !C7 Cq}t ronttOet  Slope (%): £ £eft ?;{*i"
Subregion (LRR): C ] 3?@& qlfﬁ 7 Long: 375w7§42~(« ?éﬁg Datum: Cﬁv« 3 a}%ﬁf 23

Soil Map Unit Name: ___ N Tt NWI classification: ik

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ;)Z__ No_____ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _\_\L(___ Soit }5\ , or Hydrology ~es significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ______ No X__

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? 3O (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /7&4' ) arﬁ(g @/{ ;/,C L\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

. ) 2 )
:ygréphy?;cPVegeta:on Present? Yes ig i No Is the Sampled Area
ydric Soil Present? Yes AT No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes /V\\[ No 7
- % o f\%
Remarks: This owea 18 - feady ddew (Ada )
< d'g P
[« pj»[/) 3 Al"vvﬁ :( R
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. ,4 M‘o 36
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet: )
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species I
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant )
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
! i = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _| &7 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by;
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=
e M_.,,J e = Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Strafim (Plot size: [‘\ /f’ ; 5,\9 ,0 £ UPL species x5=
11 f’@'\{", Paltia e P’ 3L AN eav Column Totals: (Y ()]
2. y@féf\ : Zinps e §‘ / e g
3. Float ean ' [@Aaﬁia’f% < 7. Foug Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. ! Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. __ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

o 4 = - Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
LD ngx( .2 SZ 'ZY),{ \‘/‘3 = Total Cover - ydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vme Stratum (Plot size: 2 27 1 <[;

1, Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

be present, uniess disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation s/(
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Ye No
Remarks: % IOV/) ‘f/\\ﬁle 1:*\3) :
———————" o —_, i
- [ ’g (4 &

ms\)h@iyﬁ y é‘f* 50 o 16 120l ?"M h

doc ke

US Army Corps of Engineers / 0Pt [ ‘ / 2 f :;'c/‘/ Arid West — Version 2.0
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Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the flandscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: % ’f f qoo
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Samplmg Point: 0

Investigator(s); MEEHEEC— (AC«/*/ dan / ‘?(QX Sectxon Township, Range: T25,R14W Suigal Rodends f-&vf Ewﬂ'—sf‘
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): LPM ﬁ ’fLL*‘ 7 -"Locéf‘ folef (co h\jﬂé‘aconvex, none): £ / at S Slope (%) (]~ s
Subregion (LRR): - Lat. 2 Poots= 7 ﬁé’ Long: _Z7S" 7927 £7F Datum: BCSNAD 83
Soil Map Unit Name: Wa Dol NWI classification: : i o 2

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _/X ‘ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _i(i_ , Soil _i(__. , or Hydrology NS significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No_}__(i_

Are Vegetation , Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic? p= (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) e, r’”‘qf!@_ (~/ rf(‘/q

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrf)phy?ic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes No is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes \}\ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No
Remarks:
The Qe is o van ! and
VEGETATION Use scientific names of plants
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species Z
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant —~
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species :
— = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: [P (B
Saghng/Shrub Stratum (Plot s:ze )
’im o - 1% Prevalence index worksheet:

2. NGNS Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. X FAC species x3=

= Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: |, UPL speci =
L L - pecies x5

’ ; ; i
T im <k vy - !5 'Q”m Zy| Column Totals: A B
2 o o Yo fim  face
3. Faftoco  greleais Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. ! Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
8. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0
7. __ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
T -7 : Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S pyatd 2=l A S = Total Cover — ydrophytic Veg (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soit and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

= Total Cover Hydrophytic

Vegetation

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes j{; No
Remarks: ‘

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ?
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: [ Q@%ﬁ)
investigator(s): MCC, FCC— ( Aéf /’L"J !'\ / Secnon,,Townsmp Range: T25 R14W /( mm[ i’é’“] fﬂﬁia» /;?N{ G va Zev
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): ’ DY i %/fC L\ A ‘gﬁéal rehef concave] convex, none). __{~ (QTL h’s‘i‘ Dy Slope (%): @““ i“'.:s‘::
Subregion (LRR): - lat D EFES- Tﬁ Long: _ 2757 F2d. TFD patum: (U8 NAD ”?:it
Soil Map Unit Name: __ 1D mi‘ i ‘ NWI classification: £ HNH A+ ~vivenn€
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes _2(____ No______ (ifno, explainin Remarks.)
Are Vegetation i:’Sod \[ , or Hydrology _ &% ; significantly disturbed? féer ?re “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes__ No )/

20~

7}[J

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? o (i needed explain any answers in Remarks.) /2o /4 JQ . j ”/’C L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydr.ophy?ic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes );’ No Is the Sampled Area -
Hydric Soil Present? ves o No within a Wetland? Yes 2 No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes __/
Remarks: ~- 3
em 1 %«Q i‘f‘%
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species i
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant z
3 Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species 5D
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (AB)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. o 'N Fiton: Prevalence index worksheet:
2. la »’a«-——-—“‘-\% WS Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. v OBL species x1s=
4, FACW species _ £ T x2=_J%
5, FAC species X3 =
= Total Cover FACU species . x4=__ @
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) ‘y B UPL species @ /o x5= : D
1. Feh ase /a £y Lf / 4 Vi _fachy j:olumn Totals: U (A D 10YB)
2 folumas 9 (8Vs _Dre
3, / Prevalence Index = B/A= %‘@ 25
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. 2 § Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
: - e i tic Vi ion' (Explai
,Sres yo L {‘9 5D =Total Cover __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
5 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation 9
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:

G 7 E:v 5
Y, Ot SR E 4

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West - Version 2.0



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:
The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape

setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch cityiCounty: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: %/ 5”/ P
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Pomt @'92‘ ‘o
Investigator(s): (‘q N\D l;e/“ / B\C "FC T Seg tlon Townshlp, Range: T25 R14W imiz ’%(‘lc}"(jo [—M\r} é@ﬁfﬁ
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc) V“Q’T‘F‘{% ﬁ %C h s fi‘?”Local rﬁf ef((concave convex, none): l& \' ottom Slope (%): L f"“%g“'*
Subregion (LRR): - Lot B6FFSUE3T Long: 2 75 7225, 4 F2.  pawum S50 ;?*u b3
Soil Map Unit Name: __ o Dyedia ' NWI classification; _ 240 WA« - ¢ g
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __Z__ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation X_ Soil _X_ or Hydrology \“’9 5 significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes____ No

Are Vegetation , Soit . or Hydrology naturally problematic?™C  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) W\“O\ -'V\P»A/Q &‘%‘3}'\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

N
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No /Z: Is the Sampled Area
. . o
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No % within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No
Remarks:

[ f - e 4

o

.""’é‘“ge“{;s (‘ E

H2.

{4

ok

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) % Cover Species? Stalus . | nymper of Dominant Species O
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: A
2 Total Number of Dominant ’
3. Species Across All Strata: ! (B)
4

Percent of Dominant Species

i , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ( ) (A/B)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species Xx1=
4, FACW species 4 x2=_[7
5. FAC species x3=
e =Total Cover FACU species HF . X4= ‘
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 3 jzz@i’?f ) E » UPL species % JY x5= %} 5D Yo
;g (o) 7 —@/ﬁ —ﬁé—;i——-—-“ ——m Column Totals: 1 (A) ﬁ?gf(B)
2. /j(’ﬁﬁ(r«m’@, /L’-ﬁ“ﬁ\x’%fw:‘ e /s F el .
3. Y Prevalence index = B/A = ﬁ lwgf' % g
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. .. Dominance Test is >50%
8. ___ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
M N . " 1 .
-iw—- (%, ;? Lf =T ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
L~ 2 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
. Vegetation X

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:

. — 71
s ‘

i
o .
(o%. ; 06
fhr 2.5 /uo‘;u J&NL nnc[fc\u A 53/ zM p y —y 5 f)oé\

* Shart e d mired nr\q wese
0

US Army Corps of Engineers {’b f;{’}’ }/1/“ &qj ﬂ\d We t — Versmr;r?:I
/V\ el [
\r—fﬂJ >4l v



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM ~ Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ?( 2 !}
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: &3 Lwt’
Investigator(s): 4"’\019"( / VAf’ {446 [.f“ TOWI’lShIp, Range: T2S5,R14W Carng q( @(\/mcfu Zﬂ_é ~t~j
Landform (hillslope, terracg. etc.): L]L"'J?“""fcﬁ i/n %C ‘\ A 5%@ hef (concav ponvex, none): F 55}/ Po0en Slope (%):

Subregion (LRR): C Lat %6992 ’?r; f;g long: 275 7529, 285 patum: _EX

Soil Map Unit Name: _ PO Uik, NWI classification: _<H BSA % -dverive
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 7&_ No______ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _& Soil __,Zi__ or Mydrology &y N sngmﬁcanny d:sturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ______ No

o
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally probFémath'/? Q(f{ needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Men N "'{LL\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

ﬁ/‘

Hydr'opgyﬁc Vegeta;ion Present? Yes Is the Sampled Area ;
Hydric Soil Present: ves within a Wetland? Yes No f)(
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes ¥
Remarks: ., . o, -
The arta Ha) - e
Natoron ard Supfate ~
i\j - E T et
VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species 0
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: A
2. Total Number of Dominant ¢
3. Species Across All Strata: [ (8
4.
Percent of Dominant Species
: ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1= .
4. FACW species _7 2 x2=_F6
5. FAC species o x3=
) . = Total Cover FACU species eé“g 3 x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 1 4, ~epgp €L ~ / @ % UPL species ] '§/$ x5= ﬁ/(ﬁd’
£ y * ) { f
1. QZO)MMS i,ﬁ !5/ : ] ‘i’;f'j | coumnTotals: __ @ £ » _ 45 ®
2 Veriseorin U [ageinitaly g (/. B A g
3. e 'i'q U A 5{7 (g:!,a} o ( 18 g’ e /)ﬁ{ Prevalence Index = B/A= ____"E_z__
4. i ) ! Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. __ Dominance Test is >50%
8. ___ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' g T = G ; Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
R \{(‘%/f/ Lz /A 5{! = Total Cover - ydrophy 9 (Explain)
Wobdy Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1 *indicators of hydric scil and wetland hydrology must
2' be present, uniess disturbed or problematic.
e =Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation 7&
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: 4
(x ) /O ( {1 R/ S
{ L ’;{’t : | Frepre
6‘5‘1’ \ %\/o, r G l"w
pAPNS o rne Fé,pg \ ’,7 é‘}( 15
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region ;
D f"/// /s
/%

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Cate: _7/ © / / §
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point:
Investigator(s): MCGEEC ( el [ n’ / )Zﬁ/’( Secnon T9wnsh1p, Range: T25,R14W 5& Lagal /26 f/of\r . jﬂc\f foon j
Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.): . b‘*"g"r%& D”f | 1//\ Al /’3 ﬁocal rg%f (“concma_y,e convex, none): VE /ﬁ‘f " _ Slope (%) Q- o-1% %o
Subregion (LRR): - t S 6FFFT. MZ{ {  long: 2P TEAS {g‘j(; Datum: ot @g , “‘”‘“
Soil Map Unit Name: _ No Diarees » NW classification: _{213% & *‘ia, w -
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes }g No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Ve S F i
Are Vegetation __><Z. Soil 75 or Hydrology < significantly disturbed? Are “Normat Circumstances” present? Yes No X
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? 3T (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Pen prade é/’h"{{
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydr'ophyfic Vegeta;ion Present? Is the Sampled Area _ }(
Hydric Soil Present? within a Wetland? Yes_ 25 No_/ M\
Wetland Hydrology Present? ’
Remarks: 11, aresn | Seared pl
Nt
U
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species /
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _ 92 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevaience Index worksheet:
2. Totai % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species ¢ x2=_{ o
5, FAC species 55 x3=_L50
y{ %; P % = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: sl o o + (""{’\}{l‘:f & o UPL species YO  x5= 2ov
1. il z T Column Totals: N 2o B)
2. il {;;'f‘",f vk - M_?’/T
3. Scutures,  solrthalis : Lom Up( Prevalence Index =B/A= _£60 3.¥
4. L Aestiice Mfy"f/l e o ,&75;“ g;fch Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5. Lrrd)canda /e ﬁqv‘/, foli ¢ Fec __ Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) = < /~7 .‘; 2,2 /L? b, G Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Straturﬁ (Plot size: )
1. . 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation >/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No_ /"
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region . 7 .
il SF

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: %;f; ?’ ”j/""j
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: _¢ y‘“/f i/ )
Investigator(s): _MEC, ES6 [ Jrer "i(i i~ / ﬂe,f( Sectlon Township,, Range’ T25,R14W Sews al Zo :;E} LMJ Cm\}
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): (7{”%7"7"3' }9 ¢ CL TA ff"“?:ocal réfféf (’c‘énca\?é} convex, none): Tt oty Slope (%): { J- 1Y% &
Subregion (LRRY): c v _369563.3370 tong: 7S 7526 . 27€ Daum: E}‘L AN "‘s&y‘%m ko)
Soil Map Unit Name: __ (N o Db o NWI classification: .1 SR A x - ¢y ‘
Are climatic / hydrologic condmons on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes No_______ (ifno, explainin Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _)_{v Soil "7 or Hydrology _+& : significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances® present? Yes ______ No ____ ‘
Are Vegetation ______,Soil_____,or Hydrology naturally problematic? N(C (I needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Aaq fra ja C{',%L L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes )( No Is the Sampled Area .

i i ?
Hyaric Soil Present? Yes . No within a Wetland? Yes ﬁx No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes ->< No

Remarks: N

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Piot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: f (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. L Species Across All Strata: f (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species o b
i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:  _[ () O /. (aB)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species X3=

J’ i no L0 3L = Total Cover FACU species X 4=

H . 1 & Py

Herb Stratum _(Plot size: L/ §i~el £ifuvif e e ,«)9 g{ %7_ UPL species X5 = .
T el el % (0= — Lo - Column Totals: ) ®
2. W G LY [a g V\;é!:/;: Ljf Y Lom Facu ’
3. ! Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. 2. Dominance Test is >50%
6. . Prevalence Index is <3.0°
7. __ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explai
fc? = Total Cover — e 1c Fiydrophyt getation’ (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) g oo

1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation )<
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West - Version 2.0



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: _(6( 3/ / %
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles. State: CA Sampling Point; 250 9

aveﬁconvex none): l‘\"} etiom Slope (%): & % =~ ““

Investigator(s): QN\I\ );Kﬂ / ,4 ‘ej'éel ’} Sectio wnship, Range: 1 25, R 14 W 2ohsal Eeddordo ‘ixﬁ"“&* 5"”‘5 ey
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc) J"‘”‘Jﬁfdﬁ AY}C"\ A/ W{}Locaf Ff

f(c
Subregion (LRR): ' o Lat: 366{%2 Z. q{l{f Long: ?7 97 72/7 0(/5 Datum LSS ﬁgf% i’rﬂ
Soil Map Unit Name: Mo Dot NWI classification: St 5@ My
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _2‘__ No _____ (ifno, explainin Remarks.) )
Are Vegetation , Soil 4 or Hydrology et significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes; No L .
naturally problematic? ™% (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) perrile JV}OL

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes )i No is the § ampled Area

) . o
Hydric Soil Present? ves No within a Wetland? Yes_X_ _ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No TN :
Remarks: )

Tvie QPO 1S O
S s
Oleosedd o

A

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species )
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Z. A)
2 Total Number of Dominant 12\
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Z(@ (AIB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) C -
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL. species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
8. FAC species x3=
4 = Total Cover FACU species X4=
' e —
Herb Stratum (Plot size: § [’f § (i1 1 . ﬂ UPL species Xx5=
{ d N
1. 3 & £\ 0281 Df €y /hmg [ { F}f{\a gk L/é[ X4 Ob} Column Totals: 7y (B)
2. xriy ("«t‘/"%f\i"‘ﬁ\ fi(?l(f‘l\ rlam 347 ;ZV‘}"'\ gﬁ%a//
3. Prevalence Index = B/A=
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. e ___ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' . 7 =< i Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
= “ & - Z/“’[G V; 70 = Total Cover - ydropny 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation sy
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Ye \ No
Remarks: ‘\J - <7, 5

{O/ fMLQ (l] 4) »w[odib 'lﬁ 5 @f:‘f\b\ ‘P}/
5 - MJZL el*”‘ [o ML(-&HM $% A P , i - ﬂv 7 v
e z,fif‘ it o ey
US Army Corps of Engineers tf/ < VJL' L N g A(* CLJ\ I\/ Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM -~ Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles

city/County: City of Los Angeles

Sampling Date: / ;f‘ﬂ/ﬂ: ;5’0

Sampling Point: gé (f] &

State: CA

Investigator(s): “MEEEEC" i g’;ﬂ;zmu ;{(mgf 7 Segtion, Townsmp Range T25,R14W
V”’%?M fQ chan f{ Moca[réhef

SEGF0R- 27

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):
Subregion (LRR): 5::\

Lat:

Jeunsal

T Q/é\

2, Gonvex, none):

Long: 37722 0.

Slope (%): L 17

i\”\*\fﬁ

Soil Map Unit Name:

?7 Datum «"::.CSU}%O(?)
A P

[RENY

NWI classification:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __ 4. No

Are Vegetation _K_ Soil e , or Hydrology Net

Soil

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

JE———

significantly disturbed?

Kedonde Lol Cront

£ 8 v a‘”{“& ¥

(I no, explain in Remarks.)

no A

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

naturally problematic? ®o (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) #ewn - /’N«A (/;/ cL\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
i i ? 2:
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No_ X within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No /\{
Remarks: e, C}&fﬁf}& Qo fron- odl diFon Uaual otk s
ot wes ; ’
VEGETATION —~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ] (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant {
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: O (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=
£ . = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: [6 1+ secd { UPL species CS  xs5=_27¢%
R i ‘£ H ’
1. Ceatancig olghital s sgy Lo D | oo 5.9 w _Z75___®
2.
3. Prevalence index = B/A= _A_f_____
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. __ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ r o~ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
¢S  =Total Cover - ydrophyt g (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation )/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No A
Remarks: } ) )
. For. St £ f’é‘ﬁf/hﬁ :}"*{}/‘}& 57/?? #
eSS —— 5,2-'0 e 5}'/,,;/ i J
b e f ~ i & ch ; f T ,

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West - Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region ; /
B o {

CityiCounty: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: /

State: CA Sampling Point: f}: gfv
Section, Township, Range: 1 25, R 14 W St fodonds Lant b
Slope (%): {31 91~
Datum: f/zé s éij Q§3
(SRA Y -clvenne

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles
Investigator(s): “MEE,ECC Charlion Eﬁ??’
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): /q 7}4 o/ //?,/f i N/ g&‘tf‘é/ Local relief @ﬂ{;% convex, none): = A
Subregion (LRR): Lat 3697 722.37F  Long 375 755/7"3”M
Soil Map Unit Name: No Ty NWI classification: -
Are climatic / hydrologlc condmons on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __zé_ No____

VA |
LAY

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation J\ , Soil \\‘» , or Hydrology e /fSIgnn’ icantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No _*x
Are Vegetation , Sail , or Hydrology naturally problematic? 40 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks) PG @‘; &; fi
~

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

-~ o,

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No _./™>
Hydric Soil Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Remarks:

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.

L

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: [ A)
2 Total Number of Dominant 7.
3. Species Across All Strata: : (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species g .
_ = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: g (A/B)
Sag!mg/Shr;m §;w (Plot size: )
4. { Ts f&J i g f?,f . Z i Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. 7 Commmers, ©~ H/F VI NNy ; Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
3 OBL species x1=
FACW species ___ 1D x2=_ 20
FAC species X3=
o (Hicl ¢ f,"%v e 6f yfth e = Total Cover FACU species X4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: [ f/fncl €50t g, DrensEE @ { UPL species 32 x5=_/54
1. eotincin  sulefifalls 30 2 L coumnToals __do @ _i7® @
2. /e b ~ »ﬁ#’f‘x Elia (ofy fhmn  Feli g
3 Prevalence Index =B/A= ___ f L
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. . Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0"
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) = TIE T Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain
RSy L2y Y /. = Total Cover —_ ydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) )
1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
) Vegetation ) ‘X/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:
;’v *tw& iV
‘wﬁwf
Vnk

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West ~ Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

s/s’// 3

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point:

Investigator(s): MEEEEE~ Char H‘D“ /ax Section Townshlp Range: 1 2S5, R14W Cousal  Ledoad o [ond 6!%'\/}
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc) 7“%7?@ ﬂ (fcg” 4 / & G)cgl rehef«(,gggmxa, convex, none): Fladvovioe Siope (%): [l m
Subregion (LRR): C Lat 269 744, |05 Long: 227542 . 776 Datum: _(G < j’) gE
Soil Map Unit Name: __ N0 Do, NWI classification: _FAHST3A w ~(ive

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _&_ No {If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation A Soil Kg?’{i , or Hydrology NS significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes____ No ﬁ&

Are Vegetation , Soil . or Hydrology

naturally problematic? N (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ”I&/h/nmiz A y/ d'.c (\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes 3( No is the Sampled Area

. . "
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No -
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes ”
Remarks:

e areciis oo YOO -

1) o i pec

L s
=
gl

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species /
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: / (8)
4

Percent of Dominant Species

A , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: __ [ 0D (wm)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. o ?u f——W ~\__§@ Prevalence Index worksheet:
¥
2. =2 Fag Lt—e S Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
3. Un.k. Lu‘(ln e SZe OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species X3=
{ f‘ g sl 2’ ?’%_’1_@__ = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: Wy Fj s , . UPL species x5=
1. Festuco perennss _EQLi _Don_ _@L Colurnn Totals: 7 ®)
2. Le pfaurea re»f;%ww/;’s S N
3 €y oo & aﬁ% Thital o g I Prevalence Index = B/A=
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ P 77 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S U‘) ““'/6 f?D = Total Cover - ic Hydrophyti getation” (Explain)
Woady Vine Stratum  (Plot size: ) i
1. Yindicaters of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic

Vegetation )<
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes - No
Remarks:

< D¢ L

W

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: b/ %
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles ) 7 State: CA Sampling Point =7
“ 18 ] fectton Toxynshxp Range: T25 R14 W Sae (P Vf&'im:io “"’“& c’qu\"}
4 botioen siope (o), (31572

o

investigator(s): o f?

Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.):

o ( e
Loc fre efq (concave‘ convex, none): _____/

Subregion (LRR): I Lat .- Long: 57 5141 7L Dpatum: (xﬁ id,ﬁﬁ 5*3
Soil Map Unit Name: __ DD {‘:\\fi i o Nwi classmcatcon CUSNA A=

Are climatic / hydrologcc condmons 9n the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes _E____ No ______ (If no, explain in Remarks.) ;

Are Vegetation _~ ", Soil ___7" . ., or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ______ No :_i__*

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? ™' (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) AREN T

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS —~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrf)phyfic Vegeta;xon Present? Yes /é’\ No is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No ; within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks: ‘““g v O N Y

‘n
Oy

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species /
1. That Are OBL., FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant f
3. Species Across All Strata: (8
4
Percent of Dominant Species o
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Z 0 (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species xi=
4. FACW species X2=
5. 5 FAC species x3=

/ B ,r = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum . (Plot size: L_me_i) “ at - UPL species X 5=

4 UheiSie /)Q{‘%“ "'{’&‘ e ;@!” pz)ﬁ'\ B (27| Column Totals: A (B

Prevalence Index = B/A=

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
K Dominance Test is >50%
. Prevalence index is 3.0'

. Morpho!ogu:al Adaptat:ons {Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetanon (Explain)

©® N O wh

4 = Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1 YIndicators of hydric soit and wetland hydrology must
) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: o 2 - T d s
y 5};‘ ‘ _— j - - .
)
; S
y Pt © ; ;
US Army Corps of Engineers ; ) ?? i ) /»/ J Arid West — Version 2.0
H " 4 B - ‘;




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles ,, State: CA Samphng Point: p OV
Investigator(s): Caﬁ/\ﬁ@é //é‘e/’(‘él’f\ Section, Townshsp, Range: 1 25 R14W S fé« (2?4{/9«'\0‘&0 /,»2/14 G f*’”’\}
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc) TS dde L\m Lef ef./océ’f*fehef (concav% convex, none), £~ (<1 hotrom  siope (): O~ 1 /e
Subregion (LRR): oo Lat 369681-573 long: 275 7808 . £ 25 Daum: &L sA/BD53

Soil Map Unit Name: No D ate NWI classification: s\L%S S o v nind

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ﬁ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation 2<,Soil >< , or Hydrology NS significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? NC* (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ¥

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS —~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes *5( No
Hydric Soil Present? ’
Wetland Hydrology Present?

is the Sampled Area .
within a Wetland? Yes X No

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Z (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant ‘
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
, , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: [*0 (B
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. ) Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
4, FACW species X2=
8. FAC species X3=
/ = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stra;um (Plot size: " @ 7 UPL species x5=
D ., > Sy
Sersic pple [in g M TACW | Column Totals: (A 8)

Prevaience Index =B/A=
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
. Dominance Test is >50%
___ Prevalence Index is 3.0'

__ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

® N O o wN =

S = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. ) 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
Y = Total Cover Hydrophytic
. T Vegetation ><
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum . % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: e W,_Tf

UsS Army Corp% of Edngineers Arid West — Version 2.0



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: S{/ 6// z 3
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 3 /0

Investigator(s): _MCC, ECE&~ Cop /6’&“ [ A Sect;on Township Range T2S,R14W f»w}fx{ Lo donds fond Gr ﬂm)&
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): ‘é’% y ’/fQ/\ 9 ’“ﬁ_oc(al réh f or e\, convex, none): F /5 Slope (%): iﬂ?’” | é"’fs.*

Subregion (LRR): [ tat_26G 654207 long B 7FOI-IZST Datum: [‘wﬂffi““if% 3
Soil Map Unit Name: W“"ﬁ" fu}’}sim NWI classification: ‘Q‘ui%{? ;i"f% : i
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _,2{__ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation 480:! _SK or Hydrology 5 ey significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ___ No ,7/ ]

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturatly problemanc?\\} & (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) s ,%(q/ J ,& L\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes __ X No , Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No %”- 7/ within 2 Wetland? Yes \/(/ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes 2 No_ 0 ' )
Remarks: Y .
e ogt PO YN0
(\/‘{féuﬁ“r\% (f;j& g 3 ‘
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test workshest:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ,
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: { A
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: f (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species )
—— = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _ (£ 12 ;)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) R
1. ﬁg 'ﬂM i&iﬁ T , D7u Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. (i v W“ Total % Cover of; Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
4. FACW species x2=
5 FAC species X3=
g ] C‘Yf, o f ke o = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: ¢Sl ) 147 71, s UPL speci -
L e . pecies x5=
1. Feffuce  Lorreals “‘w) /L. o< | o rotais o) ®
2. C{/’f/‘i '{E’/gé&f"i?iﬂ g&{€fﬁ§¢"§f2i{ {Q }{,
3. Prevalence index = B/A=
4. Hydrophyﬁc Vegetation Indicators:
5. .. Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is £3.0"
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) = s Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
R TR 70 __ =Total Cover — yorophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "indicators of hydric soit and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation -
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes Z No
Remarks:
/1!
% %w 6}1_ “

US Army Corps of Engmeers h : Arid West — Version 2.3



R,

Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

)3

Projec/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ;
Applicant’Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: ,3 Foo
investigator(s): MGC,‘ECC Che /}”“f\ /ﬂ-Q}{ Section, Townshlp Range: T25R14W j&i nSa / !ZCN 2N Ao /,W“'E Gmf‘\‘}"
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): u*[("‘ ;{"‘}‘ 0 f;' Cé" # Ig_oca{{r\ehe%oncave convex, none): f‘%“t‘# gottomn Slope (%) § 5 % f@»
Subregion (LRRY): &z Lat _“ELF62 O 2 tong: 375 7 79%.575 Datum: {mﬁ;

Soil Map Unit Name: No ?‘f e NWI classification: -4 8 1"\,?{% o~ DIV

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __Z_ No_______ (if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _\><_ Soil _____/3““__»;_ , or Hydrology _\a_i} significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_____ No __i

Are Vegetation _____, Soil ____, or Hydrology naturally problematic? [\}U (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) (Vi raedia f’%}f !

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes ;Ij i Is the Sampled Area
> - 7 £ kS
Hydric Soil Present? YOS i NO within a Wetland? Yes_ X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes __ X No 7w
| Remarks:

e
izf
[ W |
g4t /@ O%

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot §|ze: ) % ‘Ccover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species :
1.__ 19D Tl todot 1S— That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ] A
z 2 5 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4,
Percent of Dominant Species
! ) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: .S /) — (AB)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) L - o
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
4 FACW species 2S5 x2=_J}"
5. FAC species X3=

= Total Cover FACU species X4=

gs SNy p— :
Herb Stratum (Plot size: _{#3.€ ‘! gt UPL species s x5= /5
1. i Er gé Conr oa /53 p‘?ﬂ! 1'7[‘;7/ lq LA 37 ﬁ?“-f Column Totals: /‘LD (A) [25' (B)
20 Ceptnece Col ¢ R Sk Pam Ly ,
3. ! Prevalence Index =B/A= __ 3./
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: .
5. __ Dominance Test is >50% 3 () by
6. Prevalence Index is €3.0' %, é W
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' - - Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
=N s =f {D = Total Cover - yarophy 9 Exp ),

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. *Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

= Total Cover Hydrophytic ‘ o

Vegetation S\ %

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes /( No _“=»
Remarks:




Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch city/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date! Z /4 4

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Pomt 5 ”g oB
invesﬂgator(s)m gi‘i 4({’7 'i‘/()uvz, ?’*"“’V\/H"Hg‘ ction, Township, Range: | 25, R 14 W Scmlq /e Cllr«tlo j/(/\’ci G/M\
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): A.Kp—wf’ s l/ I *\”‘ L%Eéiglgre ie icc;;l:azzxconvex none): Fle hfmﬁmﬁ Siope (%): (2 ~4 Yo
Subregion (LRRY): < Lat BE9SH0 165 long: 2 7S 7754046 vaum: Lo %’i”

Soil Map Unit Name: No Tode NWI classification: 5 s f:*x’?’

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes ___X_ No_____ (ifno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation “5 . Soil \4 , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally pmblematic’?"‘zO (If needed, expiain any answers in Remarks.)  sen-/g l-{_ J m”c ]A

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrf)phyt.ic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes X ) No is the Sampled Area »
Hydric Soil Present? Yes _ \:./ No within a Wetland? Yes 4 No
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Remarks:

e aﬁ@a i C
Ceort s o} e

E s i N
% - T a 5
T s éa b

e

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species l
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (Ga]
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across Al Strata: P (8
4

Percent of Dominant Species ;o

i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (o0 (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species Xx2=
5. FAC species x3=
___ =Total Cover FACU species X4=

Herb Stratum (Plot size: TR (ij.’ f a1 7 UPL species x5=
1. fers cesa /%FA / 14 2y Lot Fecly )

Column Totals: A B)
2. Fe e ﬁt’//@ a1y ¥ J/)W\ fac
3. 4 Prevalence Index = B/A=
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ~>.Dominance Test is >50%
5. Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphotogical Adaptaﬁons1 (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

’ 72 [t 1/? 37/ = Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic

Vegetation x

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No

7
2

Rema%wu@fb“ 5 // .5:3%’&#5’1‘ % g[;/,ﬁm'}fjgg%m
(

/’O// )?‘Lﬁ-w = / ﬂ/yczﬁt
©OF ;/ MA% / Sogor 2]

Sz 7t 130 (6555

Arid West — Version 2.0

BT ax
US Army Corps of Engineers A



Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: /- % Au
Applicant/Owner; City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: ‘3{5@ 532

Investigator(s): _MGEEEE Aeldelt G &’?—ﬁﬂ%«f (f“*?f 1~ Sectxf wnship, Range: 1 2.5, R 14 W Sausal @ SR AL
Landform (hilislope, terrace, efc.): ﬁL“‘é"‘*ﬁ? p)/f - l"w"’i é?;-f"*{ocal rehef/(go‘ﬁcﬁ‘é, convex, noney: f/ {q.}.m I Slope (%): ilﬁ‘“ Lo

v
Subregion (LRRY): Lat 2695 60-7 7Z Long: 375" 7772 7£L  Datum: BCS NAL 24
Soil Map Unit Name: __ D0 arie NWI classification: __& L1 \
Avre climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes _,K__ No___ (i no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetauon_K Soil % , or Hydrology __T¢* e significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? ™4 (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)# e ,Woge j ,/ (_L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydr'ophyfic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes "7(\ No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present Yes No <7 within a Wetland? Yes no_ X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes . i

Remarks: ”g‘w o Oren

chetecd ot N

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ?
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: L (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species N
, , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 Jo (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=
Y =Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species X5=
1. festnce prrens, oy Zo [ £5C | Gotmn Totals: A (8)
2. /ffﬂw\//\ lepethito ]l [§ b Lo
3. Coptres tfzp; rostho ) e Fedd~ Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. g e Fer ) o ,/?m JA, f[d, 3 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. [><.Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. ____ Morphotogical Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) - — | Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
T Z%'j L2 //,L(j § 'Z = Total Cover - yaropny 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )]
1. YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation ) }i
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes ~ No
Remarks: Fin gy ] ot i ey DN .
ez S8 sy q iz
E0Y uk ’*?“‘45“/(' / /ﬁ//( 5'; 5 %/ ,v(/(' / /79‘*’)1 2o, MAfu??Zﬂﬁﬁ
' Zov. s 1M .
(Kprers ] Sedpe - / /’ 7o 4ot ?’

f -——»N 7oy, f edse.
{ . ; ;
34 5 S dry. o551 Iade s
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region
5/ /3

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point; ,E:é & (2
Investigator(s')t-’Meﬁ'Eee’\ (bierld en, / {Z“Q’JX Section TOWﬂShlp, Range T25,R14W quﬁ | dedends {
Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etcl): 3 . «“ e A /(*zf’i{_({cal relief co cave convex, none): ok ?&?} Slope (%): % 4 O
Subregion (LRR): Lat B&FSZonl S Long: 27 5 77 57 “f 25" Datum CLR “w&
Soil Map Unit Name: \}f R _ NWI classification: _#-15) ~ e
Are climatic / hydrologic conditionsion the site typical for this time of year? Yes _\”“f_\__ No______ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _X_ Soit _:Z_/é_ or Hydrology \”5{2 significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ___
Are Vegetation , Soil _____ or Hydrology naturally problematic? 17y (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) s ¥i-1vs
SUMMARY MGS Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

:ygr?pgyﬁcp\r/esge[:?;ion Présent/? :: X d :Z Is the Sampled Area y

V\Zaﬂnac;d (:Iydr:loegy }Dresent? Yes No - within a Wetland? Yes No =

Remarks:

T O OO~ (1

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species /
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2. - Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across Al Strata: ] (B)
4 )
Percent of Dominant Species
. , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (DD (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. /Y [fﬁ Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. [ A Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
It LA ¥ ¥ L) I O OBL species X1=
T 7
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=
,i (a 5’ bran y?,f’ Y =Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: _{/: g eyd, ¢ ; — UPL species x5=
1. Lors, cor g ]C'féﬂ[» A /79\ f/U f"\“’"\ [ G271 Golumn Totals: ()] (B)
2. Festoce pertials /v Focu
3. Cen /f&?u fcm S w()”%ﬁﬁ ol 5 (}/7/ Prevalence Index = B/A=
4. / Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. 2 “Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is <3.0°
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ % s &= 29,8 >/ /e ?)’ = Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) L
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
p bepresent, uniess disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydraphytic
Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:

A T T g e

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX RUnWay Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: Clty of Los Angeles Sampiling Date:
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point:
Investigator(s): MCC ECG. (L, £ A [Bex __ Section, Township, Range: T2S,R14W  Go, ¢l Kedom fj o Lert Cre At

Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.): [/ ﬁ"u';CIT 1) ?‘%4 L% !;15"{ {}g/ éﬁc;%g; re|ief§fag;ggv Lconvex, none): 7,:/"" 71“ g’;
Subregion (LRR): Lat 265497, 5 K’}?f long: 275 22 F6 - 0.5

Soil Map Unit Name: Ne NWI classification: @’“’% SE ;5% e
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes A‘_ No
Are Vegetation ___>___{ Soil _:‘g_ or Hydrology ~a significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes __ No :L

g . £
761 Slope (%): £ =1 %o

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation , Soil , of Hydrology naturally problematic? v  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks) /%« /;»Qfg ,J }CL
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
HYdr?phﬁic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes No 3;7 Is the Sampled Area .
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No y within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes \X No
Remarks: ..t . . L e s
TV area ig & paan -1 (1auay -yhoot

S\ Nege e

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ,ZL
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ? / (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant ;
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: = (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. M Y Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. 1S7a /’\UM& Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species __/ x2= 30
5, FAC species X3=
. ; stn) oy = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (P!offsize: Y el o(f Gf/" ), & A i ) UPL species e x5= /0T
1. Cen™arta  olr ’%f“ s /',D /2 %f J Column Totals: __ 35 w [5e (B)
2. Fe (el [e ?/'n\"éf'_/}f [ L Fecr
3. ! Prevalence Index = B/A= ‘ 7
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5. . Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ p — Prablematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S /s L2 T, S5 = Total Cover —_ ydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
) Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No !
Remarks:
P [ = s
E =~y
¢ ' * :
\pieeeni L 2
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

. . ’ /7 f: r i

. Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: B/ 62

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point. ___ 20 o
. 3 T T 7 q A

L 7 Sect;on Townshlp, Range T25,R14W ,901")‘»/ K Lm '[U Lw\cg C.’éh/"q

¥ siope (%) (0= Ol

757 V“ o ? 5L patum: f’{mﬁ NAD }Q:%

Investigator(s):

Landform (hilislope, terraée etc)
Subregion (LRR):

Soil Map Unit Name: __ Do Dt NWI classification: __ -t S B4 x —vieenint
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typ|cal fcr this time of year? Yes ™ / No (1 no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetatron 5 . Soil X . or Hydrology _ Y€ _significantly dlsturbed? ' Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes
Are Vegetat:on . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? MO (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
. . ”
Hydrfvphyyc Vegeta;mn Present? Yes No %5 ] Is the Sampled Area y
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No S within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydro!ogy Present? Yes No 5‘2 ’
Remarks: i : i
VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species :
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: : (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant 5
3. Species Across All Strata: . ®
4.
Percent of Dominant Species O
_ , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species Xx1=
4. FACW species & x2= /7
5. FAC species x3=
T . =Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: _Z % £F yren j)”‘: e UPL species 447> x5= 210
1. . Cepdenpen  sul ﬁL'&I%S Y2k _Am pl ColumnTotals: __ £ 8 (A >z, (8
b 77 - ——4— | Column Totals: (A) (B)
2 Perthciuin [n/ *ffz, bl £ A p
3. v Prevalence Index = B/A = [ {
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5, ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

p 7 : Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
<= 24/, PRESEYIA b z = Total Cover - ydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: ) ,

1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present?
Remarks: I I }
g b o7
Py
b ‘éf

\

US Army Cf)rps gmeers Arid West - Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM ~ Arid West Region

. . / - ° E
Projec/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: /571 {
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: ¥ $%0 p

ownshnp, Range T25R14AW  Sawse| elonds ferd 6 ~IL
Al oo siope %): O—\Y/ {“f

I rvestigator(s): wa\/lbd / g)‘ﬁ 1[ ¢
L.andform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): JO““’%'TKCS 0 i

Subregion (LRR): , t: ";” Long: ‘f’f;;‘} 15 4G Datum: LS '\“ifé'f %3
Sail Map Unit Name: _ N o D et NWI classification: _[ZHS T3 A% -~ i

Avre climatic / hydrologic condmons on the site typical for this time of year? Yes r’x No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
AN

*

Are Vegetation , Soil \";»i\ , or Hydrology “g“f 3 _ significantly disturbed? . Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturaily problematic? f £ (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?

Wetland Hydrology Present?
Remarks:

is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? Yes X No

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Z (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant 3
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) — .. = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: __ /4%, (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) -
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species Xx1=
4, FACW species X2=
5. FAC species Xx3=

% = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 26 /1 teergpc UPL species x5=

¢ : . Yo ﬁ s P
1. Scfar s pamila L i 5| Cotumn Totas: ) ®)
2., (Pespaliun’ o (5Tafinn 24 éZM Fag
3. £ fg c(!w Y g f ;ﬁo-{p{\; ?g‘,‘(}'\\f z0 (TN Wgﬁ Prevalence Index =B/A= ____
4. Cy L dsn J‘C,C;F /., 2 7 Fove s Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Sehota,nl u{*‘wg Cal, forniess Y bl __ | ,2 Dominance Testis >50%
5. ! . Prevalence Index is $3.0'
7. . Morphofogccal Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
. - d/?- 7 2= K.l }. qg Total Cover . Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
— » - - 8/, =
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) )
1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation K

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: . R

3;’{& - Cynudon
2o s &’,{f‘é‘“""
us Army Corps of%ﬁf;{r‘\gg\rs o




Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: g { / 5

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: U'{)
investigator(s): ME&C ECC (FCKMW\ /éz'U( __ Section, Township, Range: _1 25, R 14 W gan«f" .ﬂw& Lend . Yoo
Jbs.n
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): V’”@"ﬁd O ’[ A% &’”‘* o Localdrehefi{:oncaveyconvex none): f/ "d \(y’W;D«%‘”’\ Slope (%): O %if
Subregion (LRR): - lat _BET37H 7T long B2 77 IR THE Datum: GCS NATD 83
Soil Map Unit Name: _ D& Tyodves NWI classification: @5@ Bl
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes é No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
P ; 25 7
Are Vegetation ‘}ZL , Soil el , or Hydrology N significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No\F’\
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? %3¢  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ¢y~ WG de AIve "
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
quréphyfic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes V No Is the Sampled Area X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes § No within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No %
Remarks: . Aot ; s
“W\Q oo\ g o wade diten (1A4a) ) ot g Cgasrta AV

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover. Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
2 N Total Number of Dominant '}

3. - Species Across All Strata: (B)
4

Percent of Dominant Species .
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: __ [ ¥T  (amB)

Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size 30
1. b)) /[(-}‘ be

Prevalence Index worksheet:

2. Selik editian 30/ x 1 Total % Cover of: Muttiply by:
,. , X

3. OBL species xt=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=

{5j - ’} 5& = Total Cover | FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum Plotsize: Unm 5 2 UPL species x5 =
1. = ) ,

Column Totals: A) B8)
) eS| ! .
2. _Lallmy o 204,
3. r&. 41z // et Prevalence Index = B/A=
4 ;{ - N LA ﬂgm Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. é‘{zé 2En a/‘ [ & (/fm / ﬂ[’ aritnd 407, [}7{}5:4 #Z3 Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
N - - N - . 1 N
R 3 ) 2 ’fi o /.;_ Total Cover .. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
. i Vegetation )(

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Coverof Biotic Crust ____ - Present? : -No

Remarks: SQW‘:} Wl QWS CL*‘N\\? gu *’::6(/\4\7“!’ ﬁ/\-/‘of
V\ﬁ\-(i \‘u | ¥\ 6(' ~ L\,\'YL M/,ll()“""

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site; LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch . City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: e O

Investigator(s): MCCEeC (J/‘C b A/W ﬂ/ on, Township, Range: T25R14W 5;&«5‘« /ea‘ij.m\fa hmﬁ éf
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): V"?%Tj; D’ILL[A £ /xzvi/ Loz ‘convex, none): g/i&‘f’ bo b vn Slope (%): -1 “‘f{f

s“Frehef (conci

Subregion (LRR): Cov Lat _ 2&98 M;; % long: £ 757783, 250 Datum: @Cﬁ NAD B3

Soil Map Unit Name: __ [N & Dy etro, NWI classification: __ 144 ST RAY -dvering
Avre climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of yéar'i Yes _X__ No (if no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation <. '??4\/ , Soil __2__(__ or Hydrology _}{__s:gmf cantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ______ No __Zf___

Are Vegetation _____, Soil ______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? ™ () (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) S Pen /IQMQLQ y 4‘6 Z\

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydr{ophy?ic Vegeta;ion Present? ’ Is the Sampled Area '
Hydric Sil Present? ves No o2 within a Wetland? Yes no X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No 2

Remarks: j%,{ e i L

e
AL RTE

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

) Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status

Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata:
4
Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

1. Prevalence Index worksheet:

2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=

4, FACW species X2=

5 FAC species Je x3=_} S5»

= Total Cover FACU species X 4=

(Plot size: Z ’1@ ?‘/mg%/

P — ; UPL species Yo x5= G55 Lo
fallpe, St s Ll - Column Totals: _G& ) ?{ i )
PP ‘S—W 7

1.
2. :
T Lo rrpnis St [hn _Pac prevalence index =8iA= 5 3: §
4, o AT Gnc € 8ol § f‘\ :fw\ Yé Lrm Uﬁ i Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ' ___ Dominance Test is >50%
8. Prevalence index is £3.0"
7. ___ Morphoiogical Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

' c 7 5 L2 ] 2’ 3 6 = Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetaﬁon’ (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Yindicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, uniess disturbed or problematic.

= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation \

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No__ ¥
Remarks:

§
207 fsf:fé

——

227w M
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3 ' /’U‘%‘ﬁ”g &
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region 9’"}%7;@
% Ay, 7601
~ Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Pointy 277 LFED
!nvestlgator(sm &P/(ge/ 7” / // RN ection, Township, Range: T25R14W
Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.): i 47724 4&Locai()ehef (cgnc e,ﬁ,gonvex none): (\ /if i vé“ﬁ“‘ﬁ (s Slope (%): _g_lj_“_é__
e ;

Subregion (LRR): ( {‘}{}‘Qé * lf“%&(Lat «}753’ "7%5/ ”9 2 /j Long: «3’7-5/ “77\&;( er(/Datum

LN RN RN
Soil Map Unit Name: i\ﬁ’“’ Uy, NWI classification; __F= b w7

: %project]site' LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:

m\\

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes X_ No
Are Vegetation _ X, Soil _ % R‘ < , or Hydrolog %
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

naturally problematic? ?ﬁ & (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Moris Vi f(/ 7/ 7J‘5/L
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
. . "

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland?

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No \}/

Remarks: .

ok

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ( ) (A)

Total Number of Dominant

2.
3. Species Across All Strata: g @ B)
4.

Percent of Dominant Species

_ ] = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:  _ /) (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4, FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 74 T e ) T L ‘ l UPL species <z x5= /2o
( ("/t’féﬂfreq Sol€ £ el)'s 24/ Pon ‘/{’ i Column Totals: __ 25 @A o (B)
Prevalence Index = B/IA= /T”

Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:

___ Dominance Test is >50%

Prevalence Index is £3.0°

__ Morphological Adaptations‘ (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
__2_}_&__=Total Cover — yaropny g (Explain)

@ N oA LN

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. *Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, uniess disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Bictic Crust . Present? Yes No 7(
Remarks: /5/?,* 57%.{ %A{}*f/ ,

/ "’7‘7(?“ /""/ 57%/ .

e | 55, .
= 16+ 72 '} - 75y

f

Pl
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region e L/ k‘;’é}@ff/
Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:/ 2 /é  Joid
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: /= : 533@
Investigator(s): MCCEEE- é;’ef},ﬁef‘]’” /élazm Section, Township, Range: T2S, R14W  S¢ L«Sce? ﬂf?(%c%/\r\}’o L«;M} 61“?«"4iL
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Z/ Droter »“///f ‘/LCJ{L o /8%2%54 réﬁ"éf (concave. convex, none): (: Krj Slope (%): Q- 7
Subregion (LRR): »’fﬁ Lat: "'35 ‘722‘% ?/)‘f} Long: %77 §—77 (( é (/%atum: C*CK /\Jjgﬁ%
Soil Map Unit Name: Ao Date NWI classification: 1~ LIBA Y riuarine
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __'\Z_ No______ (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _Z‘ Soil _______, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No ,7[\_/___
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)ﬁapf,g,m%»ez /iﬁﬁyk‘

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes Y No e is the Sampled Area )
. . 0 ™
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No ra within a Wetland? Yes No >(/
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No 7“
Remarks: ; . ' , ;
Wf¢ef J}f\; W?m? A ;4‘@;20 C ey {W//* & Ld‘v& Tz& /’/wﬂ[j
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species Q
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: - (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata:
4
Percent of Dominant Species
! ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of; Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species xX2=
5. FAC species x3=
» ‘ ‘%_ = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: |9 74 frenced . N UPL species x5=
1. / € 8 o o /e 6/35{7%0[ blio 20y, (D M EACW Column Totals: (A (8)
7 ’ 2 . B Y p LY ) v A ’
2. Schine le/ Yat e s v - A o K2z DM EACW
3. Cetoicin g e ! £ FAC, Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' Py 5 7 y Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
N ¢ Haﬁg? 5% _=Total Cover - tc Hydrophy getation (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) .
1. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation >\/‘
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: =) S 7 R /
yj‘ i jor. SeTo /ﬂ@/x /45‘/@,/
je 7. St : .
s wch 2 | POy, Brs -
Lo " T o, o
O e . Rf( B ; ; { .
Fr 2 e A , GEe
. & .
< }ﬁl{ f./hv?/’y /f (g\ f‘?ﬁ’ /

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region é/ff@
Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:/. Z’r ;Qz,aﬁ 2075 ‘
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: PGl ‘7[5 5,67
Investigator(s): MCCHEC jj«é%//@«/?{ / é&é"" S, Section, Township, Range: T2S R14W Sqal Yeredo | gad erovil
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): M»‘/ Tleaen éwzf‘i»z{, éb"lfdéa! reluef;;onza;é convex, none): ;CJ/’N‘TL. botinet  Slope (%): €7§ Yo
Subregion (LRR): . Lat: /f;é‘i};z !(’),'Lﬂ{f'/ Long: _2 75" 735" 2 C € 2 patum: (5 NAD 2
Soil Map Unit Name: __™N© Tyeste NWI classification: £ S A v - Cvcrint
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __[z’f___ No ____ (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _‘_)_{f__ Soil ____, or Hydrology __ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_;_ o X

N
naturally problematic? {If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.m}‘w&d&
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No_ is the Sampled Area

ic Soi ? i
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No \/\/
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No >‘( :
Remarks:

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) % Cover Species? Status | Nyumber of Dominant Species
1. ) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: O A)
2. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: f ®)
4
Percent of Dominant Species ,
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: i (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

1. Prevalence index worksheet:

2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

3. OBL species x1=

4. FACW species Xx2=

5. FAC species x3=

Herb Stratum (Plot size: @f fre, {xﬁﬂ = Total Cover FACU spejcies — x4= _

Herb Stratum __________;_)/, - }///-zv U/} UPL species Z Xx5= /?}'
Contonren (olgtd 7005 21/ i / CoumnTotals: 27 o _13S @

Prevalence Index = B/A= F;
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

___ Dominance Test is >50%

___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'

___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

© N O O w2

. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
27 =Total Cover — ydrophytic Vegetation” (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:
;5 Hony .
/2o oY
e A
Og = Z e |

o1 7 [
[ £ .

US Army Corps of Engineers L Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM -~ Arid West Region

_ Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch

city/County: City of Los Angeles

B3~ 13

Sampling Date: [G 1~

ApplicantOwner: City of Los Angeles

ok
State: CA Sampling Point. < « 4 éﬁe}f%f z ¢

Investigator(s): MECECE C—L‘\QK{E»’? 20 / ;Qm,gﬁ

Subregion (LRR):

Seg:tipn,/Township, Range: T25 R14W ,.fcmff;; g{dm‘ﬂfé i
i ] o 3

Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): I/ % //’)/7‘ ‘6/ A /;”ii {I’_‘écé{l}’?glief (concave, convex, none): ff / i
Lat o2& SF4ELETT G

bz &
,\/:'} Q\Jm“}
Slope (%): &2~ 1A

Datum: G(j /4’/ "“5}

Long: > ¢S" 772 {330

A ﬂd&? A

Soil Map Unit Name:

LUS A oS Livomg

NWI classification:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ){ No

Are Vegetation _)_5 , Soil , or Hydrology
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

A ﬂv‘tze &/xf:( 2‘1

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Yes }% No

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?

; i ) {{ Is the Sampled Area N
Hydric Soil Present? Yes 2 No within a Wetland? Yes 7~ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Pa No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Dominance Test worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species

_z

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
Total Number of Dominant 1
Species Across All Strata: B)
Percent of Dominant Species { o 2
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species X1=
FACW species x2=
FAC species X3=
FACU species X4=
UPL species x5=
Column Totals: (A) B)

Prevalence Index = B/A=

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status
1.
2.
3.
4
Soplina/Shiub S o = Totai Cover,
apli r ratum (Plot size: Y
e b e A8l mied
2 5 Vo
3. ) gf o
4. 5,
5.
\ L 1 O € “FTotal Cover
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 3//"{\1&1} ol :‘_’)"f‘f ] o
1. T i’wﬁ’m;?iﬁ (Twj Cﬁf;’ﬁm{xw QS Lo Lﬁfﬂj
2. Fe stnesy | germeass Sv B fr’;ﬁ
3. Erlgeron clasdensis 5
4, !
5.
6.
7.
8.

‘ST ¢, #2227,
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

/SO =Total Cover

2.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
_)_(_,?Dominance Test is >50%
___ Prevalence Index is <3.0'

___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

Yindicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

= Total Cover

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

Yes /{\ No

Remarks: .%

:
— 17 3

TP f: H B fg&,

¥R kS ) WY %

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

 ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch

City/County: City of Los Angeles

Sampling Date: :

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles

investigator(s): _MCC-ECE. ’5}"&’}&@/ %’/ i g~

Se
Landform (hilisiope, terrace, etc.): 4/ bt /ﬂ/ : f'z‘:/\ /1 Z@ cZ:La{'r{é%iEfzoncave, convex, none). d{:/;c‘i{e
Foa

Subregion (LRR): lat 36 &EFB YT

$aa,
state: CA Sampling Point: __ § J&rv>
ion, Township, Range: 1 25, R 14 W
Slope (%):

Long: 5?75w ?7 } ‘/27 Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name:

NWI classification:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes \></

Are Vegetation ‘ﬁj , Soil , or Hydrology
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

L NeX

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)/~<n- Wﬂy‘é/&{ ; FeiL

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes g« No ><\ Is the Sampled Area
- . ,) y e

Hydric Soif Present? Yes .- No within a Wetland?

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes ‘)Q No

v X

Yes

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant indicator

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
Total Number of Dominant

Species Across All Strata: B)

ARSI

Percent of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ~ [y &/ (ANB)

Herb Stratum (Plot size: /NZ' '4% T rengy L’,T

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status
1.
2.
3.
4

) = Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Piot size: )
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

= Total Cover

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1=
FACW species X2=
FAC species Iy x3=_37
FACU species - xd= O
UPL species ;? x5=__ 14
Column Totals: % ) Z2Y _ ®
Prevalence Index = B/A= ¥, 2

Centeur en  sslsidlall Jae
5S¢ fo iy ﬁ@e@ Lo, |z 7L,
i A Y i g‘; ;
Ferfres }/}(’fﬂ"’ﬁj s / [/ f
él/‘{gzamm Qenglens)'s ey

© N o O N

.6’»;' {2(4‘;”” ) /2 ,«:,6
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1.

7 = Total Cover

2.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
____ Dominance Test is >50%
___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'

Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetiand hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

= Total Cover

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

vo X

Yes _

Remarks: . ny>
;o {{07’5%5%/ ‘}'—‘42')}".
Coz 767 A

8 g
{0 JFleatpo 105 . a0,

(“

¢ ,
q9.590 it 18y

~US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

frojecus,(e LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch

City/County: City of Los Angeles

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles

state: CA Samplmg Point:

Investigator(s): MCEEEEE— /g;@/(;"//ﬁ/ foui2 SV
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): | /-f'//i( A 7’C’A

Subregion (LRR):

«wr Lat:

Section, Township, Range: T25R14W

el ngéf{relief (concave, convex, none):
Je5E0 3256 Long:

y ]
GLraad

T
S ate | ;fg-ef’“"”w Lantt

Lt Slope (%): I~/F
’_,5»’?;”?7&(} [ { €7  Datum: g;éiﬁﬁ%{?%’f

Soil Map Unit Name: /7./0 f’/m ’IE

NWI classification: _A ¥ 5 A8 Afcenos

Are climatic / hydrologic condmons on the site typlca! for this time of year? Yes 2{ No

Are Vegetation g — Soil , or Hydrology
, Soil

significantly disturbed?

Are Vegetation

, or Hydrology naturally problematic?

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. )ﬂé;mu@z@ ! V)’C/

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Yes ><\ No

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?

Is the Sampled Area

. N
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No _ 25 within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No A ~
Remarks:
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2, A

2.
3.
4

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata:

_Z ®

Percent of Dominant Species

. . = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: C7'p (e
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) -
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: / é {'?dmﬂ&?fj UPL species xb5=
Plenfeas fapeaslate 4 lbgﬁ o e _
7 - Column Totals: A) B)
@éﬂ’?ﬁu ree. Jfef rf’rﬁa/ ) & hm vl
Ff’{fwwi ,g’.?cpm; A ///f:; A ! oL Prevalence index = B/A=

® N O R N

G U 5 v L2T TEY %Z = Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
(. :

2.

= Total Cover

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
¢ _Dominance Test is >50%

___ Prevalence Index is £3.0°

__ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation’ (Exptlain)

"Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

Remarks: 3 o 7 .
SO,
o ) . ¥l /
J St %% -+ @WM% fa | Gt
- _—— - %
@f % ?Aj%’/; “ { - "‘?/ 7 - f »’:.Zfé'*}’;xﬂ(w ‘/‘3’5" ‘15‘)/ / 6;‘,

US Army Corps of Engmeé??
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WETLAND DE%RMINAT!ON DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Qs 20l
WA

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles

{
state: CA Samplmg Pomt

Investigator(s): m 72 /E“/ ,,C:sjf / C/(ZMJW

ectxon T?«nship, Range: T25,R14W

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): !/‘W /X ?LJ/A*"{’% Lot (G ocal elief-(concave, convex, none): f /ﬂsf

-V et
Sevsal Roelpnde f,ewt}&f“‘“i

_o-|

Slope (%}:
Subregion (LRR): - Lat 365 772,96 Long: 3257705992 paum: ¢S MEDT3
Soil Map Unit Name: M: 9‘1’%& NWI classification: zéy f-,l 55 X /\/Qw{f“"?/{

Are.climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No

Are Vegetation < , Soil
, Soil

, or Hydrology significantly disturbed?

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes
(f needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)‘gM A f’/zi«é; P ﬁ(f /7;/ L
< b

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Noy

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

. . 5
HydréphyfxcPVegeta:mn Present? zes f‘x 'l;lo Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? es 0 within a Wetland?
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No

Yes >/

No

Remarks:

VEGETATION.— Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: L A
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species f
] ] = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (AIB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species X3=
2 4 71 = Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: _ L3 71 Pﬁﬁ « UPL species «5=
1. @ﬂ'{%‘“’“{“ S o/ etiials PAY: ﬂ Ciid, U/? / Column Totals: (A B)
2. Fegtnen  Ploeents 7% A Fae
3. Setoria__puaile 6 Lim  Fac Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. / Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. £ _“Dominance Test is >50%
6. .. Prevalence Index is <3.0°
7. __ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) p Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
2T 8 28 =Total Cover — ydrophytic Veg (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation sﬁ
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Ye No
Remarks: oo >l , g O
%S far  SOX ferse Seffu <EF ff:&sf“ Jos 5 TIEW ;
YUl / . ;’;/w 7%5’
¥ o 7
e 7 Y ; - (
/ =.57 £ .—ng 3% &, /O 7 s
b Ly 2T 7 4 Lo 3

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West — Version 2.0




Hydric Soil Indicators Remarks:

The following is justification for a positive problematic hydric soil determination: the landscape
setting of this ditch is concave, which is a landscape position that is likely to collect or
concentrate water. The area is periodically disturbed to remove vegetation. The area has
positive indicators for wetland hydrology and hydrophytic vegetation.



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: / > »%‘1 i 0%
" applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles /?f e f"f‘//dz,@ﬁ“ﬂ state: CA Sampling Point: ,éfgf”’?c:?‘
Investigator(s): _MCC, E ECC L M?& Section, Io{v?flp Range: 125, R14W Sacsa! ﬂ«?n/gm Jy mcj émmf
Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): i 1 i ur{u D ”L CAM‘ ‘4%“63 i relief (cohcave, convex, none). /f:/ % “f" Slope (%): @"*{
Subregion (LRR): o Lat 36 26’7 5 ? Long: 37 ey {nf? N s ?3 patum: &, é % Aéyj’
Mo Det ‘ f 4
Soit Map Unit Name: ot arlg NWI classification: %f/fﬁ'«‘ V’VWM
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _X No ____ {If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _x__, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No . \
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (if needed, explain any answers in Remarks, )i Ao ﬂ/g& ﬁf /7% h
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes \,\/ No
Y ) p y‘ 9 ) ’ Is the Sampled Area X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes _ X No within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes }( No
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species “2\
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant ™
3. Species Across All Strata: < (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species [:)
) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FAGW, or FAG: _/ D (AIB)
Sapling/Shrub %gatum (Plot size: )
1. > <5 d/ k f’/(/ (e P &Zﬁfﬂ {}é;f Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. / { Total % Cover of: Muttiply by:
3. ,!j OBL species x1=
4. / FACW species x2=
5. / FAC species x3=
2 3 ¥ Z® _ =Total Cover FACU species x4=
rb Stratum (Zlot size: é PR ﬁg UPL species x5=
Casrs . L
b2 @M.g;? Z395) M b otumn Totals: *) ®)
; LT S . 2T A . -
3. (Lﬁ rpv b roh. s ed (1,( iy &5, f~ercls Prevalence Index =B/A=
4 < U Ao Q/l<7‘ 5 /g,m sy FA cib H/y%rophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Z_ ‘Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations‘ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' T3P /;; o= /?‘ z Z Z " Totol Cover ____ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: ¥
1. 4 YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydroiogy must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation n”
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum ’ % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes(/ . No
Remarks: ., ~ . Y : oy p
jeor P07l S HCAT Go't Peresda 7§” 7.
W&M Socat  Spx epe
_, Py TM’”
284, S%r Y A A Ca=ig)
/3 ALy |

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

/LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch

City/County: City of Los Angeles

Sampling Date: /2 4, Fol3

9]
Lome] oo

i:App!i owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: £ 56
ator(s): Wﬁﬁﬂ;f/ﬂ@,/’% /éél%‘m Section, Tewnship, Range: T2S5,R14W gtxuﬂkfl ‘Q{!‘/"‘(//é
Jorm (hillslope, terrace, etc.): 5%’% // . 7""55\ /gé’wﬂ dzéééf‘a{éf (concave, convex, none): g///’ Slope (%): o~/
’,f";sgion (LRR): tat D& & 641405/ Long: 275" 2 Ve G.28% Datum: &S /me

-
Vo et

NWI classification: _ #C 47 SEA X Aikping

il Map Unit Name:

j}ire climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

significantly disturbed? :

naturally problematic?

Are Vegetation __ X, Soil , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

No
Are "N

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /?\g\ \,"‘\f’”\{e’ ’iﬂL 2.

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

ormal Circumstances” present? Yes No

L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

, , X
?
HYdr.ophyflc Vegeta’:lon Present? Yes No (K Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No ad within a Wetland?
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No __»~

NOX

Yes

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species [
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: Zz (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species ;
) ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: So (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species X2= .
5. FAC species r7 x3=_35/
= Total Cover FACU species X4 =
e C(; J c‘<:74 . 72 & 5
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 2 B : ¥ - 24 f UPL species £ x5= /47
ConFewe s Sofs ) BAL/Y 1n _YY| coumn Totals: 3 W /1] ®)
“Ctea fmaff‘vuﬁ' (7 Py fee

Prevalence Index = B/A= “/; g

© N OO N~

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

lzf § = Total Cover

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
. Dominance Test is >50%
Prevalence Index is £3.0'

___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation .
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No X
Remarks: ) »
For STze £ S5 Tmr 7 Sy
- . S %, PSS o N :
/ oA ﬁf&’}mfj' ¢ T “:;{ 7 3o/ /fyﬂj:; Jutay ; {
. - - ,' - - -
IS, Usf 55 2=h 7 75"
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: AN ~
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Pomt éE :;;’é [ ‘r ii
investigator(s): MC&-E6C tfﬁ\&/‘ i‘f/ ééd\sﬁ”’% Sectlon Township, Range: T25R14W ; M/\}a ﬂe] of) rﬁ bed t’;"““) e f(*:
Landform (hilisiope, terrace, etc.): ”‘7‘;@\2& f}f 7‘“ d\ A LocaT eheff(%\cfncave convex, none): ﬁt’ &«\7L Siope (%); U~ %
Subregion (LRR): [/’:/ ; v e 7T FET Long: 3 75 ?é?’bﬁ /& & paum £ Qfﬂ/"?ﬁg’}
Soil Map Unit Name: 7 NWI classification: Y SEA X /iar s

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __2<_ No (If no, expiain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _},_;_)(; Soil ______, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes _____ No _}_/__

Are Vegetation______, Soil _______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /s e ;Zy z/ ,,\i

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

. . ")@ .
HYdrfaphy?uc Vegeta;xon Present? Yes ... No = Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No_ W&
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No 7
Remarks:

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree’ Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species %
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: A)
2 Total Number of Dominant @
3. Species Across All Strata: - B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: £ (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species X 4=
Herb St atum (flot size: ) ) | UPL species x5=
1. 2% Cygoden daelylon Eanl ity Cotumn Totals: @) ®
2. - //’1 /*a’f‘ t“w /-fm ¢ toletn Fac
3. Prevalence Index = B/A=
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5. .. Dominance Test is >50%
5. Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
= Total Cover - yarophy g (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Piot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be present, unless disturbed or-problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic /f’
Vegetation A
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes /.~ No
Remarks: 1yl ! W/
pallowd 30

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: -3~ ‘5‘
Applicant/owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 7 3§82
Investigator(s): MEEEEC™ [~ TH dxwé / tlon,,Toyvnsh:p, Range: T2S5 R14W ( L&MM} ﬁ?&’e&ﬁd ,m/‘"; (n wnt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): [ /“) l’ ¢ 'f‘iﬁo ’f‘f‘/ig;a‘! rér &f (concave, convex, none): __/— /«/’%; Slope (%): _{—1
Subregion (LRR): lat DEF7HC. 69F  \ong 3757603 09%  Datum: LS NED T3
Soil Map Unit Name: Ao //{)M‘m NWI classification: A9 5 BAY farins
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _)__Q__ No (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _____, Soil ______, orHydrology ______significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ______ No A__
Are Vegetation , Soit _______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ;""‘AMM{(; é 71 }'\
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. ‘

Hydrophytic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes ¥ No '}i Is the Sampled Area ){

mg\: ?-‘i‘y::zi)eg[: ’Present? 1: :2 i within a Wetland? Yes Ne

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) % Cover Species? _Status | \yumber of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL., FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: B)
4 i T
Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)

(Plot size:

and
=

Sapling/Shrub Stratum,
N Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
OBL species X1=
FACW species x2=
FAC species x3=

é z _ . =Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) i/ s{ "«f . UPL species (5=

A// Aienls 2 /e Column Totals: iy (B)

ey
53
{

%

S

Prevalence Index = B/IA=

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Dominance Test is >50%

___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'

___ Morphological Ad:—.\p’(ations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

i B

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

= Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

2.

L, i Ef‘ L Y _=Total Cover Hydrophytic

Seo—n UV Vegetation y,
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No _/»\
Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: _2
Investigator(s): _£1 AL % 7T & v A : Section, Township, Range: | 25, R 14 W
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc): __ 3% ¢ i ';ai!??‘if!au l/ Q(f{( (el Local relief (cqpcave convex, none): __ ¥ ven Slope (%) 2 -1 ¢
Subregion (LRR): __{ tat_2bF Lzl T €7 tong 2ICTTEY. HYY  Daum: gg(,,}f‘ftﬁfﬁ 73
Soil Map Unit Name: Mo {ds NWI classification: 1 S8 # fapioe,
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes o~ 4 No____ (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _ﬁ_ Soil ______, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? 1O Are “Normal Circumstances” present?  Yes / No
Are Vegetation _____, Soil ______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? 3\% ¢ (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Alen -y .J{g ﬂ/’ ’%c Z
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
:y::-opg?:cp\r/:sge::;ion Present? ‘;:s :o v Is the Sampled Area
V\Zatl;cnd !—Iiydroloegy 'Present? Yez Nz : pd within a Wetland? Yes No.
Remarks:

VEGETATION —~ Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species o
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: Lo (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant Tz
18 Species Across All Strata: s (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species !
, ] = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: &7/ < T2 L 3773 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. G Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X 1=
4. FACW species X2=
5. FAC species N Xx3=
= Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 10 m e aste gf'z‘“ UPL species x5=
, m otz [ _DoM _up
1. _Aona. Voo : s O ALl | Column Totals: A ®)
2. km/% L ot ot % _Dowm (1oL
3. (ontnuea colabitis\ic 172 Uow\ AP Prevalence Index = B/A=
4, 'gi/} =t ILCOL AL LAY A ?Ef Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Sulents  drotruc 2 __ Dominance Test is >50%
6. g/ CAOAAL W g L S AT A __ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. {473,/ W\Mf /ﬁ;fw A i,\ § ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 \ip"?&f) (}: %" TN Y& "’m £ § o P 2 P C:jta |nt.R:mzrks :l’ onva sei)at.rat(? s;eext).
- T roblematic rophytic Vegetation' (Explain
¢5¢ ..’7}53 ¢ e s ;ifZ» ggg‘} = Total Cover - ydrophyt g (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum {Plot size: )
1. *Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 g be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation >\/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No e
Remarks: 7

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West ~ Version 2.0
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