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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.

Proposed Runway 6L-24R and Runway 6R-24L Safety Area and Associated Improvements Project Sapphos Environmental, Inc.
January 24, 2014 Page 1



- — = — WM ST )
i — C o, 3 0 x 1
LEGEND i
Monte
%
*ri;
c
mm====c Argo Ditch
Los Angeles International Airport Boundary o
% 4
L
7 o ) 4
v v & B,
,\\%U RGE: SE'I\A.Rlcondo and Associates, ESRI
o -] % - 2
e h o Rodeo Rd i
Colissum S¢ vd
ng
e
g -
i T 3
¢ LA = E W Sdnd 81 - Tt
Abbey i © s % qJ‘l)" W54th St =
il L\“‘é\ = < 9 W 57th St 2
Venice Fgid o < ettt s 8 T
= z g WSla
a8 Marina 5 L]
Del Rey 90 § 3 -,
3} o 2 &
" ot o W.Gage Ave
2! g Hyde Par®
6\""\ = W Bt St
i - pre W Centinela Ave Centinela 4y, ‘“_9-‘“
4 De A . z ow 3 W Florence Ave|
3 o, "l T
%)’ (\.6\ / o o
% & ’ 2 s
% § B
o : \ T ¢
| = A
1w aard st % i
Playa Inglewood
Del Rey M s :
W Manchester Ave 42 W.Manchester Bivd W Manchester Ave
ot
Arbor Vitas St oW 82nd St 2
2
E _JHRLD | e
W._Century Bivd s < B ESE
o * p ; ;
> w th 51 3
< o B
3 £ winems
: f
e o n
ST o 3
b
a W Imperial Hwy
£
o

Main St

E Grand Ave

and Ave
e

W

Rosecrans Ave

5

%
S
%

[
Manhattan
Beach

£
%
%
-
%
2

S Sepulveda Bivd N Sepulveda Blvid

E El Segundo Blvd

Flagler Ln

A 120th By

H

Inglewood Ave

W Marine Ave

Lawndale ;’;

Hisw thorme . L

aw thorne
W El Segundo Blvd

Manhattan Besch BIV

1glewood Ave

Wi 13

- W 130th &
< >
W Rosecrans Ave & =
° s
5
E
]
= >
o L

; - b.‘_;ch Bivd
N
0 1 2 3
Miles
1:100,000
T -~ E e i

QA\1767\L AX\ArcPiojects\ID Report\RegionalVic.mxd

Ualiu

RICONDO’

& ASSCCIATES

FIGURE 1.1-1
Regional Vicinity Map




dey ANUDIA 207
1L WNOH

satwagmY Y
SaNoIIE

I

000'0Z:1

000'T

Atepunog Lodury [euoneussiu| saa8uy so7

sealy 8uige)s uo1PNISUOD
uonell[iqeyay JusWaAe] ABmIxe]
2INS0|D) SPeOY PDIAISS

a1en AJ1indag

UONel|IqeYDY 1UBLSARY ABMUNY
2uns0|) 107 Sunjied

ealy Alojes Aemuny

SpeOY 9DIAIBS Paysijowa
Paieno) aq 0} ealy ydnQ 081y
sieg ploH Aemixe]

PeOY 9DIAIDS POILd0[DY

20U4 pajedo|ay

syuawaroidw| ysy pasodoag
aNidI
Lol R

15 Dy H




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

. Cover a segment of the Argo Ditch

. Relocate security gate(s)

. Relocate Air Operations Area Fence

. LAWA equipment parking area closures

o 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*

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

o 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’

° 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.

2U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. 7 Jan. 1998. Letter to Mr. Driscoll regarding the Department of the Army
Nationwide Permit Authorization.
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January 24, 2014 Page 6



. 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 Il, California Department of Fish
and Game.

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

1> 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 6L-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.

21 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 6L-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.

2> 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.

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

?7 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 Il, California Department of Fish
and Game.

% 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.*?

2 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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APPENDIX A
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORMS
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

ProfecysSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch Gity/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ng 5’1 2ol >
pplicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: Q LANE
vestigator(s): Cﬂ'MPﬁfM /M/Lfﬁf/_f Secu n. Township, Range: 1 25, R14W SAuss. RépomsbO Grouy
&%rm (hillslope, terr; ,etc) ﬁm— Local rehef r@convex none): .ﬁ /’h’ﬂpn DI Slope (%) )~ ‘fvh
Subregion (LRR): @ 370 Long: __ 371 5' 15220/ f Datum: &C5 NAD P>
Soil Map Unit Name: Ne Doka NWI classification: EUSRB A —EwEesin
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _X_ No _%_ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _K,___ Soil _X_ or Hydrology significantly dlsiurbed'?v.éﬁ Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problemahc'—‘NG (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks) gﬁfd ﬁpg, (W
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, |mportantf tures, {f:.
Hydr?phyl_ic Vegeta;inn Present? Yes )f(\( No is the Sampled Area . .
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes )( No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No x

Remarks: L §CATION o)teE”E o ﬁb}ﬂ)g 'D?M)&PJ} fﬁw GM;
BK CHARONEL  Tp KN OPEN Sot BejoM Gmﬁz

RENRTRD /o 8o0ES  ~0.% inchs of nador prestht - o[pee Mm&f
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. . \70@@«\- ¥ C 'kqu""C’l\ ot (eaefation and surface Soi

le AANCOLT T s 4= 1

Absolute Domtnant Indlcator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) 9% Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ]
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
= Total Number of Dominant
3. : Species Across All Strata: 2 5 (B)
4 A

.Percent of Dominant Species | /| /
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /-~ b (A/B)
Sapimg;‘&hrub Stratum (F‘Iot size: )
1. - ey AN ' - | prevalencelIndex worksheet:
2 : Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3: 2 OBL species x1=
————

4 FACW species __ 23 x2=__ 10
5 FAC species F xaa_ IS

= Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot si 1€ f‘?% }S <« : UPL species [t x5=_% 2

y 22/ 7Y =N 1
1. E; 1, 2 .n na M1 eed S LQ/'- Dot €AC 2 Column Totals: Lo (A) 93 (8)
2, Pacpalpn g ledan S/ Euc 55
3 € Lptruy Efegruits Cje Facu Prevalence Index =BIA = 2.
4, / %’KQMMS J;(/." ED?E ﬂm U’p] Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. : ,ﬁ_ Dominance Test is »50%
8. X\Preuatence Index is £3.0'
T ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) 5= 3 T T Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
o= 30 e e (-0 __=Total Cover - il g L

Woody \fne Stratum (Plot size: )

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 Y No
Remarks:
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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: Eéfcg ( wl_?
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 0/D o
Investigator(s): (Amp LQ'\ /B‘[’,\( H;/ - Section, Township, Range: | 25, R 14 W fqm;éf !Q-é‘ofa/\.-f,\ f;wl.;fﬁ«,{
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc) \vﬁ’:ﬁ-&% — Local relienvex none): £ [ & bc#' lovn siope (%): O — [(;1-. ’
Subregion (LRR): S ¥l b e Lat: -379;6 1 O Long: 277 1%22 Lf(/ Datum: EC5 ’\aﬁ»i‘ &3
Soil Map Unit Name: _ N o Tt NWI classification: _ R4 SE A % - riwnac

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

Are Vegetanonl Soil _’~__, or Hydrology ﬁ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes -X

naturally problematic? N" (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) M Mnde J f‘: L)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

o %
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? j L1 No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes__ X No e X
7 within a Wetland? Yes \ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes }(’ No
Remarks: : " -
H - 2 b f R T , = I8 A A | =3
Tha ot (s G MO~ Ma (l g Q,r’ 5{ "z‘i_ﬁi‘;*; bt Vi85 fed2unsiiag L i C {:L'_ areqf f O
Y AP | ! H
vegedanovl G spe ('? ce ’
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ;
q That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: I (A)
> Total Number of Dominant /
3. Species Across All Strata: [ R ()|
4 "

Percent of Dominant Species y’. = }-;_

= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /_/ S B (B
Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species X1=

FACW species x2=

FAC species x3=

£ e g = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 1L b 9 17208 UPL species x5=
. 1 b4
1. 7% : 8
g —7 ‘.{Eui}?,- 7 B } Column Totals: A (8)
2. Fchingdlogs MariiaTy 207, 1ol ClA
3. Setrile e f o i</ Prevalence Index = B/A =
/ Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
4, y y
5 ___ Dominance Test is >50%
B. ___ Prevalence Index is <3.0'
A ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ Fr =, 1 O3 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain,
$ I LI rS 2= 11 "?_ (S/= Total Cover - ydropit 4 fpion)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
T "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? L Yes No
Remarks: X ‘\L ;
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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: 05 Vi {}
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles : State: CA Sampling Point: ‘,—p -
Investigator(s): _MCC, ECE” wac./iuﬁf\ / }'{ lﬂﬂ' Sectign, Townshsp‘ Range: T2S,R14W Savsar @2epotse ¢ e
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): f/ﬁ d /ff-’\ A Z"*’—"" /iocz relldef (Eonca@ convex, none): £ /‘!'77' ba 1 Slope (%): (0~ f“/z\
Subregion (LRR): Lat A TOHAE . i Long: 379771671 ,S10@  Datum: _ECSNAD §74
Soil Map Unit Name: _ N ¢ Do NWI classification: EHSBAx - (igenne
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _Xr No____ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation /€9 | Soil __\@2 or Hydrology _:{LL_ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No” E
Are Vegetation ,Soil ____, or Hydrology naturally problematic? No (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Men made J 1! ¢ ,(
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

bl - et SR

Wetland Hydrology 'Presem? Yes No R b No

Remarks: N

The ores 15 & Man- pad cz,&}%céa‘(;?qﬂf ot has recor Q»f n cQeared o f Vesetation

0&\& Sy {r e Son .
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
H . [} .
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: s (B
4
— Percent of Dominant Species
= lotal Lover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) o
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
4. il FACW species x2=
5, FAC species x3=
{ i *& = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: _ /150, eﬂ yme UPL species wE=
i 0« g : 40 Column Totals: (A) (B)
2. a0 _
3. Yo DO i Prevalence Index =B/A= __
4 74> 1 D7) €nr14) | Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
T ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
5250 . 2z O 00 = Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) . ‘
=B ' X 1Indir.';atc:rs 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:

W[’:{‘L;b ‘Lf@_/—?
L ot ALy Ve
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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: % 17 /3

ApplicantOwner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point; I i
Che 4 [ J 0. P57
Investigator(s): MEC,_EcC.. G ton / ﬂ*?-X Ui Township, Range: T2S,R14AW  Sowssl fedond, Load G
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): == 1; e D ’h_[\ r"‘ L I/rei!gf@@convex none): Ff“”‘ll' X’;‘H'\r"fl Slope (%): Lt & 65 \'r'~
Subregion (LRR): C . A0m603, (1o Long: 27571823 352 Datum: CS NAD S35
Soil Map Unit Name: _[\Jo Derten NWI dlassification: _ =S BAx - avening
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes é No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X‘ , Soil X , or Hydrology _I1€.S _ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No X
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? No (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) man tacls dicin
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes * No §>({ s the Sampled ATos .
. . " & K
Hydric Soil Present? Yes é No within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No %
Remarks: e Y i iAol b iy SHaey
e area 1S ayvwan-made ditch (AUA )-ta+ha g vewntiy heen cleartd ¢ sr( g etation and
YT fa 4 "3-»_13\'.\ )
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species 3
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ./ (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant f
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4 Percent of Dominant Species 7 ,{' G
=kotarGover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /= |} > (aB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ¥
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
4. FACW species x2=
B FAC species x3=
L | egduwtire = Total Cover FACUspecies ___ A0 x4=_ %)
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: __L/15wex o UPL species 5
1. A C 3 { a o — | Column Totals: A8 (A) 50 (B)
2. Zrigeripn  cafendinisy Zp Dol BRCIA L]
3, 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)
' S5z (0 2 = 20 =Total C ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
T R (2 | g | = Total Cover
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
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: ' ’
i
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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: M
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angehes state: CA Sampling Point: m <
' inuestlgamr(s) Meetee C’l/\ﬂa/‘l’}ﬁﬁm / ﬂQ/’( Se on T‘?wnship, Range T2S,R14W f‘-hf( ﬁ&!mn‘rf Lond fipd ,1_0-59 o
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): p{*'ﬁ'r'—kj 93 1L A / {"’ﬁ_ocal relief @convex none): )C / s+ botom Slope (%): = f
Subregion (LRR): < Lat: 271DHT2 Mo Long: 578 7923 .197] Datum: €CS INAD &3
Soil Map Unit Name: No Daka NWI classification: '(ZHS RAX " rivena
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes é No______ (lf no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _x\_ Soil __Q&_ or Hydrology ®significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes____ No

Are Vegetation ZE\ Soil 9‘\ , or Hydrology
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

naturally problematic? N ©  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) A’ﬂ_:q s J 2 (Z;)IL C L

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Is the Sampled Area

. . ? .
Hydric Soil Present? within a Wetland? Yes ﬁ No X

Wetland Hydrology Present? 5
Remarks:

( R A 3 %
“TVE Qi 1§ o, Man- ‘ 5 z‘%’-n(,{f, nag fC_(IZLrH-‘-_Ej i’}(’f‘p; Cleaied of UC Sation

1
and surface Soil

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:

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

Percent of Dominant Species - / <

i ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ~/{ = 0% (AB)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) T e
x Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
- - - 40
R . W = Total Cover FACU species 1O x4

Herb Stratum (Plot size: Vi VS v‘t\ 5}\) =

UPL species x5=

T ¢ a“.?,"-_l'am : — —=—— > | Column Totals: 0 ®» 40 (B)
2 g E LN garabnis o/ (004 FACU % ;
3. Prevalence Index = B/A= __ i = "!
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 AT Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
Had = a2 I 1) =Total Cover st {C Flydrophy g (Eprn)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) 3y
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
9 be présent, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation ><
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust ; Present? Yes No
Remarks:
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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: ?/?(7.6/}
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA__ Sampling Point: 5o o9
Investigator(s): Qmﬂ)&t”/ e ,'&,H- Sectio Jowns ip, Range: 1 25, R14 W Sewwgel Pedon fo bond U\Mj
Landform (hillslope, lerrace etc.): l/m&'ﬂé* //‘)LLL‘”* 2JLocaiC:allef c%)g':cavﬁ. convex, none): f/& \ixﬁ\o'ﬁ\ Slope (%): 0— f /o
Subregion (LRR): C at 32004 2] 7 Long: 37 5] 24, y; Datum: SCSNAD ¥4
Soil Map Unit Name: No Dade NWI classification: ?‘ ﬁf}._;, Y s - g
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes )K_ No____ (lf no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation A‘ Soil , or Hydrology Yes significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ____ No k
Are Vegetation _______, Soil ______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? N ()  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /'74(’7‘l é’/
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important featu[::! etc
:YgrQP;yF:cPVesg:l?:ion Present? :es );' No & {3 the Sampled Area »
i A ey wininaotnd? Yoo o X_
Remarks: : | 5 .4 r 1y U.ﬂ -—'-.;";-.Q el n Cieare 0."€

“The. AIea s oo Wan-nmaal. Qivch L

y oo r g Lk
N C‘CJ" tabion and Wwhrald SOl

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species Q_
B That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
B Total Number of Dominant s
3. Species Across All Strata: A (B)
4 Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. ’ZM Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species Xx1=
4, FACW species Xx2=
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 22 {1 'ltﬂ"\z tk‘j’ UPL species x5=
n I . : as [_“‘{\‘ &l
1 L2 Setapin _pam 19 LO N1 Totals: A B
Ll 7 - - psven 3 Column Totals: (A) (B)
2 g  persicant  kptidelie 9 COm Eicul
3. O Prevalence Index = B/A =
4 PG 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 I 7T Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
15 = .S 1+ = il £ _=Total Cover - Ll v (e
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 N
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes .'I N\ No

o l/-e?f ina Kf\azi\d}aﬂ”\)
1 g (Y

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
ApplicantOwner: City of Los Angeles, state: CA Sampling Point: @é@—’ﬁ
investigator(s): ___ Cewny LQ” /6“-"}4[0 /‘}' Se:jlllon,,Township, Range: 125, R14W Gy | Zedonds Lend GrsT
Landform (hillslope, terracef etc.): gf—:’é;:—'f:r iteh i ﬁ-lfgcaa{réﬁgmﬁgﬁcomex\ none): £ 47 \otiopn Slope (%):

Subregion (LRR): < Lat A TOUILTTI0%  Long: Z1RTIB2M. & BD  Datum: SCSAAD &3
Soil Map Unit Name: No Qeto NWI classification: _ - 4 S BAX - rlvering
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _&_ No___ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation , Soil Y , or Hydrology Y¢5 _ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No .X
, Soil naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ﬁ.dk‘d/
&
ures, etc.

Lé%
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important ert

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hiyilas ol Brasens el Na within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? ves_X__ No v 2 ¥ T

Remarks:

L,;'HU = C[Nf' [Oasfs 4 e cren s -f'}\r»_a,\»,jg-m’f~
6 Uy lef\ Wcu*wf;( C’/[“)’ Jﬂwoﬁlof‘ Mvulcn f#l‘ll ‘f{(’fg

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. atr 3 qba~ crefhin| I{M

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ;
_[)_“ (A)

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
= Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4,
Percent of Dominant Species /
) ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: __ 8 () £, (AB)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

L Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. 9 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3, OBL species x1=
4. FACW species Xx2=
5. FAC species 24 x3= __?'3}’ o

2L T A vndent —_______=Total Cover FACU species [ xa= _L??{{

Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) ) ) UPL species 33 3pxs= (& LS

=, /;("s My (0 3 i Do 2 column Totals: Uy (A) Lw(wuﬁ

O oo Erigerpe Copdeas’s 1Y P i l) s
46:-«-%- / Prevalence Index = B/A = ﬁ 5 9‘%

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

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

>§ 2220, =% ¥ : ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

X lr: = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1

O =y o o il B =

"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: s
24 H l-s(*’,}/f.'(_a{‘j"*"’!‘e[

71’?"\‘32 ot Z(# ’ '_2}‘;@0'% 2%
930 (T/‘ é-ﬁ' Py
&~/6Ft fue £ ~2250T = dead /nvarie Grsks

US Army Corps of Engineers ,l J ?V Lo ,i- Arid West -; Version 2.0
) e IR M\ 70 % Ale7mny,




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: 373/ B C"}@D
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: 92%‘
Investigator(s): MCEAFEC (Lcirf:-ah"‘ /FJJ( ection, Township, Range T25R14W 5"H5Af ﬁovj)" de L{A.«J&,ﬂm']"
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): V;ML i \L\;ﬁ/{ﬂ"‘]_jwﬁ‘li’-’euef {concave\convex none): ~ /51'!!' hottim Slope (%): __ O-1 %%
Subregion (LRR): C Lat 270282 53 __long: A16719725 133 Datum: &S N AV T3

Soil Map Unit Name: __ N0 Diata NWI classification: _ e SR A » -piyenad

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ’_l( No
Are Vegetation % Soil _<"_, or Hydrology "

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No X
naturally problematic?™).  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /] 4] — ~mede ImL

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes ﬁ —~ No Is the Sampled Area
e 5
Hydric Soil Present? Yes T No within a Wetleng? Yes &’ No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes __ No Gl

Remarks: The

0
e
Q
7S
L0
L
Q

OCCn 15 A Navi- Wi (c_‘x “hat-hag e font Y

been ceaed o Neaetaride and Soil

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 Z
3. Species Across All Strata: B
4 -
N Percent of Dominant Species j 2 -
___ =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _Z% AR
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) E
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4, FACW species X2=
D
5 FAC species {o x3=_3T
J£~ ‘ z’;fr ;;‘F —______=Total Cover FACU species ZE: X4= /0o
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) DI Frogech UPL species x5=
1. ColumnTotals: %S (a LSO (g
2. 3} > -\\
3. £r:%e~0n cantdead’s 2 < Dot eV Prevalence Index =B/IA= __ 2 3
4, F/—nﬂ ' czw “ Jene@o fq'fm y22 D F:-“,(’. t%irophytic 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 i (7.5 .2=z 77 2 5 oyEtal G ___ 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
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Strat}um % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:
A's;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: E§ ’5’{(?

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles _ state: CA Sampiing Point: % S(y
Investigator(s): ~MCC, EC€". . Cl\ﬁ'\f‘b{ iy / ‘2-5/1 Se?tlonr Townshm, Range T25,R14W Sﬁ wic- Ledon Ju Land & 7\ :
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _ﬁﬁr{f‘f f? ! ’f’c mm/‘{ocﬁ relné({concave convex, none): }(‘j/ ‘\‘f’ [ {r Slope (%): O-1%

Subregion (LRR): & Lat 37025071 Long: 37571925 . 37“1 Datum: _CX W AD 7

™ Ty I T I
Soil Map Unit Name: N Tyt NWI classification: &'{5 BAY ~Gvenne
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes —X. No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation <", Soil >, or Hydrology /) _significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No ><
[ I
naturally problematic? t-30  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) e - = qz,/ ! v;LQ }’-.

Are Vegetation Soil , or Hydrology

USSR |

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

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? © Yes M No g

N 190 Yok Wt w0 1 e
A IO T 0O N O U Ween
i

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Remarks: “TWwe afeon (S e
cleared of yweOctation

‘«J

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: 7y
£ 7 Total Number of Dominant 'L
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4 3
Percent of Dominant Species 5 D
: : — = 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 5 x2= (O
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species _ (O wh= 40O

Herb Stratum (Plot size: __ /' $ual C'j‘\i‘\’d‘:

UPL species xb=

1 E Pl“fq{ i Al CAne J\_‘): A ' 1O ﬁ ) S U Column Totals: E'j A) g; ®)
2. Vorsilecis /C’ﬁaﬂl [i 5 Jirm  Eacrs -
3. Prevalence Index = B/A = t )3
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)

: o » . . 1 .

- g—:_ ’7 S _f/a j E = Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) i
i 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Uydropliwtic
egetation

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

\
- wnel lhe

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: g 12
ApplicanvOwner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: %U febn
Investigator(s): MCC, ECC Chorl & gn /e x Secti nlownshsp, Rarige: T2S, R14W_ Saunge | Ledoniolond ﬁﬁ,%
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): L’g'ﬁ’“k f[' 'T{L i MLoca'Tszllef jconcafé““convex none): F f{* E;"‘!’iinf‘(‘ Slope (%): D‘ -| "‘I
Subregion (LRR): G Lat: 37032.0.294 Long: AT/ 78, 02 Y Datum: _(=CS NATD) voll
Soil Map Unit Name: __ [\ 0 D ata NWI classification: ‘Q.L! SRBAx -giveral

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

S i _A_
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical Wis time of year? Yes No

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

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

naturally problematic? 0,y (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /}'f@,q ﬂr\&h J )f-(’ L

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

[ ¥
: : 5 !
Hydr_ophyftcPVegeta;mn Present? Yes .{Jﬂ No } Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes - No __A_ within a Wetland? 3 Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? ?( No !

Remarks: T A it U lovbresh < gk i =
We oreais oo MOan- vn aicih LIRNG, }\“\Ch \!\ng reCevt {_f} %1:?;‘-?"{-*'.“1‘"‘,
) i

c\eared o vecletotioq CNG S

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: j# (A)
. Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2. (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species /
, ) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: g@ e (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:
1; m Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species Xibie
4. FACW species J x2=_[V
5. FAC species x3=
= \ - ', / }'ig_ ___ =Total Cover FACU species JA%] X4= _téb
Herb Stratum (Plot size: __ /5ol &5 7 UPL species x5=
1. = ry e rea Lunne dingy /[7 //}/’" /% Y v by
e 7 Column Totals: __{ (A) (B)
2. ,/f'qf 5 Capy f(—'«#)é‘ﬁ’h’?’b/! n__ & //f’) fos 3
3. Prevalence Index = B/A= tz’
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5. éﬁominance Test is >50%
6. __ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
% ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' iC= 7, 3 /‘ ! 2 P T ___ 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
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes _£ 1\ No
< -
Remarks:

2s
Witk =5

Lo

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: % g{ LS

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: @ M} Do

Investigator(s): MCCEEC f"Lﬁ:f &D / flox Secuo ov\mshap Range: T2S,R14W Gyl Aod w@! o Lond Grent
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): f/——g-&&d (9 ’iLCh 2 [ g%,e Lccal rellefuc;ave convex, none): A {a]” \')'» YO Slope (%): (or= ]
Subregion (LRR): L tat 4702 89.9%4 Long: 21 837826 . AR Datum: SN rAﬁ 214

Soil Map Unit Name: No Daosa NWI classification: - S T2 A v~ tiverin
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _)_(,_ No___ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation i Soil _‘X._ or Hydrology Mes significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes__ No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? 32 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Aen < /}’lﬁwlz_ ,Jﬁ"c k

SUMM#}RY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hyaropi;tic Vegetation Present? Yes X No A

) ' 7 Is the Sampled Area
Hydea S0l Rienane b 4 i vﬂ within a Wetland? Yes ¥ No XF
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes >( No \
Remarks: o A\

e, orea is o man-medg avton ({1 L.ia“*} ~that hWal cvelntiy ¥eln
aveared o eoptation and soil.
B R

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominﬁﬁce Test worksheet:

ize: ) ies? - )
Tree Stratum (Plot size % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
1- That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ;‘_' (A)
e Total Number of Dominant i
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: / @ ZD (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) :
3 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species X1=
; 5 _ 10
4, FACW species x2=_|
5. FAC species x3= ?
x k < JVW,E, = Total Cover FACU species f() x4= 10U
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 A } UPL species x5=
1. Column Totals: [ 5 (A) 5 0 (B)
2 Eri;ﬁfhf‘- CA ok, 10%  hm =y i
3. '/?qf- i<en e e 'p{ﬂ\;aﬁ, l;a s f,"/},—{f\ Tl o Prevalence Index = B/A = ?,J—
4. : Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. 7ﬁrDoominanr:.e Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
3 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
* - - .1 -
v-fl 3 , i ot Coor ___ 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 f '
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No Y\
Remarks:

\
@__-Lq p../».c(L.l:L"

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: 4 W 2
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: ge (|0
Investigator(s): ﬁ CMr’\f ‘1'31 / \F)'CI‘E Hl“ Section, Township, Range: T25 R14W Sevn f f:’ &.(l—éﬁ Ja Lem] @MA]
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.’): 1:'7(71‘%7*5’ DI’I'C, _Lu?[ /Z”U‘f igcgl‘?gif‘éf@a:ﬁ@;convex, none): \:/’{""}‘l'f otthon Slope (%): "3’ =19 ko

Subregion (LRR): i Lat 3 70259.3%3 Long: 3757 912"‘:‘ alf Datum: SCENAD F5
Soil Map Unit Name: _N & Ohytan NWI classification: _ 4 SBAx - riveriaf
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes lv No _fﬁ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil l or Hydrology Nes significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ______ No ;
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? y 1  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Wﬁ'&;_";\ r‘tﬂ‘s:—:%h
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
oo Voot Yot N0 | ot Sl e v
Wetland Hydrology ‘Present? Yes ?( No Wi R yveancs ves No
Remarks: , { . 7 Y \ i
The arca is o man ~Made, Aich (1Y) ot hat veerity peen clearco

<J

\ ) 1 L A R
ot Wleteion AN SO,

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

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

. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:
& Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: Z (B)
4,
Percent of Dominant Species
) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: i a (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 _#.5 x3= (D
2L fron el = Total Cover FACU species _A2 2o x4= 45 5b
Herb Stratum (Plot size: {( /{ﬂ"ﬁﬂf-l UPL species ﬁiz x5= zz 3 r
- il i 7 . K 744
% £ 'Jaffrf-‘h Catradk A s %"’ - /Q;J,M /:él CIJ ?olumn Totals: ‘7“;{ (A) MB)[(} {
2. Lrimes 2. Yy B 4 0|7
3. A< //lw.n Al ' Ceadiiru ¢ 7T s ! Prevalence Index = B/A= :3: s /ﬁ +&
[ B R 3 7 [7 - =
4 FTnFege  lepces|adn e €< ¢ | Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. £ ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
3 ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' = Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
wsj' Zz2 T % Y ‘1'—’] = Total Cover - it Hydrophyy 9 (Eexplain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
» be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation )<
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No

Pl et " R b, 7 Lméﬁﬁ |
T e o - ' ? Fal| 47
{;4; ﬂf,\r}.t - )sk Y P d@/b R (?)Q' ﬂ:\n%” {
US Army Corps ;fEngineersf’i{-,gf’!anj i\SU\' ';5‘ rl{l\ét‘ﬂ 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: 13 /-f
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: éﬂg Y&
Investigator(s): MCCEEE- C'ch(fdm [RARKX jon, Townshrp, Range T25, R14W  GCogal g&ﬂjﬁndﬂ f@g] @,ﬁ, }
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): W ﬁ ! "'L{"\ oA {e(/\'/ 4 1’ f‘f\ al reheﬁ(_oncave,‘conuex none): _{C- / 4 JI’ {J(‘" {71 Slope (%): Yo
Subregion (LRR): - Lat 2 70228.68 Long: 51979271, 36:C0 _ Datum: G:L.S:'ur‘n} &3
Soil Map Unit Name: _ Ny Oy ben NWI dlassification: _-H[ S A X - riye ey oy
Are climatic / hydrologic condatrons on the site typical fpr this time of year? Yes K_ No_____ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation ; Sml , or Hydrology ‘0§9n|f cantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes __ No L

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology

naturally problematic? 1) <& (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Aan M Jc J ﬁ[ /)
foy

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

Hydr.ophyFic Vegeta‘:ion Present? Yes & No Is the Sampled Area k
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No i A Wiell i Vs i )('
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes K No _ =47 ¥ g &

Remarks:.—n\CJ areo L_"}.

,:;“ ¥ v ‘}* e l.l'\l g‘ .-\ [? .‘"} """. ( r_ £

and Soil .

Lot Gl e Covtbn bee
- hes vecontly bee

cleared ¢ yaeteron
v

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

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
_J’_ (A)

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

2 i Total Number of Dominant i
3. Species Across All Strata: - (B).
4

— =Total Cover E;f;r’“e°égff‘gfg\§fg$§§é / &) ED (A/B)
Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1=
FACW species __ < x2= (P
FAC species x3=

) = i (o = -D
Herb Strat Plot size: \/«Jm! ﬁf’“}”‘rlﬁ  Total Cover ol e Han
erb Stratum (Plot size: UPL species x5=

Column Totals: s @®» 32 (B)
e a5 __ JmO : _
£ ”‘; 2ron Canaddnay § o it Fac Prevalence Index =B/A= _ 5.3
ﬁ’r' 10O & lepethe Bl e S Qm JFe. <~ | Hydyophytic Vegetation Indicators:
; _%ominance Test is >50%
___ Prevalence Index is 3.0

___ Morphological ;ﬂ'\dapt‘«:ﬂians1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

__ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

B e by

N OO RN

?5 = 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
Vegetation %\ .
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes ; No )(’
Remarks:

?\
SR w rall \N\

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: gﬁ/ 3 Do
Applicant/Owner; City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: U"ﬂ'r}
Investigator(s): MCE ECT CL\.C\!' l'hft /F\C«X Segction, Township, Range; T25 R14W JauiqT K&J_ ands L-‘ml Gm-}
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): \/—"H O"{'CL\ ,!«/?r/f {Lorcai re{ef\(com convex, none): f‘%&""‘ﬂ(‘“f}z’ﬂ Stope (%): {1 1" —{ %
Subregion (LRR): & Lat: $70(99- 412 Long:37576271.7150 Dailum (GO 15%3\ &3
Soil Map Unit Name: __ DN Voo NWI classification: KLUS B/ Av - Pivennt
Avre climatic / hydrologi¢ conditions. on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _,K_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation |,§_< Son , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ___ No _K

Are Vegetation _____, Soil ___ . orHydrology naturally problematic? 11>  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ﬂ’[cq ~ el cl fﬁ L

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

Hydr?phﬂic Vegeta‘:ion Present? Yes x\ No 3( Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes bic X within a Wetland? Yes No )(
Wetland Hydrology Present? ves _X__ No

RemakSne ouea 1S on man~made dten (laya) ot hal rece iy heen deared

& B ";’:‘L":““‘- W 0\"."{3’- 3 ’_‘E 1.

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species (j,
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: il (A)
< ) Total Number of Dominant 7.
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
e Percent of Dominant Speci &
ercent of Dominant Species
) , = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: | 4 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
T: Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4, FACW species f:@-'i"' x2= ( %
5. FAC species x3=
| edtime ke = Total Cover FACU species [o x4= 40
Herb Stratum (Plot size: W/inedd < AT —
erb Stratum (Plot size: UPL species _ x5 =
1St as  [2oD : — | column Totals: __LS @ _S5° ®)
2. C.’"‘)“"OF‘ o .r'\enf..r\j‘ /O/) gvrx Fee
3. P ST as {u 4&%’{'&1'} ) s T D [t Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. L \Pominance Testis >50%
6. __ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
v 8 ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
‘ o= 3 b— s Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: ) e
1. L3 "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:

7\ .
ﬂé——-"‘*‘—“‘——h /e ke ling

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: _-S4) Y Qe
Investigator(s): CLNJ’KI /ﬂl‘? Iﬂlf I+ Sec |on Wnshlp Range: T2S, R14W  Guel Ledends Lmn’ G rant
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.).._ W fR Lo ’i:elie corcave;convex none): rl“'} h‘,ﬁ T Slope (%) § n'rff
Subregion (LRR): (—‘, Lat: 370 ‘7 % Long: 37 5‘7 Yzy 117 Datum: (;‘C:S f*z ‘:” 2
Soil Map Unit Name: _nin Dierion NWI classification: i’? HSRBAw - fgriag
Are climatic!hydrologilc conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _K_ N°-b— (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _,K__ Soil L , or Hydrology e significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ___

naturally problematic? 13  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) mm AWJ_Q_ Jfk/l/
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important fga’cure?s, e{é“‘\ﬁth

Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No d Is the Sampled Area

SO 5
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No < within a Wetiand® Ves o .”><
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks: oy ¥z L T
v by CA AL~ 1 WAL
f&’-} d "\ 't_} \pen CAMOvL 6 '»,f }-—-L.'

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: et e (B
4
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1 o Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4 FACW species X2=
5 FAC species x3=
P 4 “-(_,C:f- = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 261 Treny UPL species S
'f . ,_, N I'e | )
Al /ASSheA ez Column Totals: A (B)

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

__ Prevalence Index is <3.0'

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

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

o N O i BN e

= 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
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No X
Remarks: / o

3 T—] 2
LA (o % ,,14{ agly y;l}r lv]_/ 1 Z;: T 4 ol "f]e/

- W Lt [/ lag Re ded IV ), g o LQM,Q

LS |
US Army Corps of Engineers W | 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: ?{/ %// >
Applicant/Owner: City of LOS Angeles State: CA Sampling Polnt / g/m (4 a)[ Sow
Investigator(s): MCC ECC 74 L.e.fjﬂ" (72 / ‘Q_})“ Sechon Township, Range: T25R14 W Seug c' Jeed_' ?zLJa Lead Grent
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). WHT d 'f Cl\ fl/():/' ( “Local re‘{ef@ﬁg":é}convex none): f:i'w O Slope (%): o (b
Subregion (LRR): . Lat: £ O/ /- 470 Long:_375 7525.59 {'f/ Datum: &CS NAD 83

Soil Map Unit Name: No Dot NWI classification: -t SRA x - fivecl
Are climatic / hydroinglc conditions on the site typlcal for this time of year? Yes X_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation Z , Soil _z; or Hydrology /<" _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes Nov":.
naturally problematic?v1© (I needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) e AN oel e J},LG;,\

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

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

1
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes £ No X

Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No S&X e Watlead? on. fio K P

Wetland Hydrology Present? ves X __ No : —_—

R rks: 4 % At [ f 11 ™ 1 Z i~ el A I‘-« P ey
emarks ~he oren 1S o man - de. dvcih L 19 L.gﬂ) o haf e ffj VIO )

cleared oF vegeiaion and soil.

Y

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species {’
i That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3; Species Across Al Strata: Z ®)
4
Percent of Dominant Species |

) ) — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 0y (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
) Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4, FACW species __[ < x2=___3¢®
5: FAC species x3=

U [ %‘ i) | = Total Cover c/ it\ FACU species __ =2 sdn. Yo
Herb Stratum  (Plot size;, g) ﬂ . UPL species 2B 2% x5= = 70/ 0D
1. - o “S iﬁ 267 "mﬂ Column Totals: ___3J (A }-:E B
2 S gicen | 5 - : ‘
3, lap Tl Prevalence Index = BIA= _ 1
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)
! = = Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain
w5 < /7»5 2= 7 55 = Total Cover e JRIRmR (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 O—X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers N 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: y %s’ '
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 77 5% ." /5’0 o

Investigator(s): M'W & OLU*J—E }f s / M Seqtlon Township, Range T2S5,R14W Gensa th 24y
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): ¥ %‘ tﬁ Q‘f‘t(‘;\ 4 /*’ UC/ Lochl relief (concave ‘convex, none); IZ} 5 %‘h’“’r%”‘e \_ Slope (%): O-| R Yo

Subregion (LRR): & lat_370106. T57_ Long: T 7S 7927.006  patm: LS NAD ??)
Soil Map Unit Name: No ‘(\(l oA NWI classification: -4 S SEBA X - duenae
Are climatic / hydrclogfc condpimns on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __/ ; No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

3 ¢/
Are Vegetation .\ Sc:i“‘* , or Hydrology __/ -7 significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

Are Vegetation Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? ™ (0 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 4 )‘?RJ_@ Q[ f" L

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

Jl s -
Hydrophytc Vegeta:ion Present? YesPZ F o No gi)( 5 86 Sisvipiod Aree |
Hydric Soil Present? Yes L No __=*% within a Wetland? Yes >{
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No ﬁ RSN
Remarks: “We area 1§ A mon -Wiad :_i i+ ( i G ay qJ +ha+ hay e { ( peen
i
cleared sF \eOejaion. and go‘. L
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
3. Species Across All Strata: iy (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) — =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _@ﬁﬁﬁ (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@ x2=_ 40
5 FAC species x3= ’
. - = L é:
= Total Cover FACU species Lo xa= Y
[ ————
Herb Stratum (Plot size: Af )M! “‘Cﬁ)"ﬁ“di UPL species x5=
7 # ‘-) e (‘:7 ,,wé- v h
b G Lot M , - CoumnTotals: __ 50 (a) _%D ®)
2 Ao s H!?,_ !.H”g),,__,f- . p{rn{\mS
a %m le/fiv 2o M Prevalence Index =B/A= ___ 2. f
4. Eord 3(/‘0 A Cane (Jzﬂ.{; /O b ,E:d { 1A Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is 3.0
7. Mcrphologlcal Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
) f:} / S- e b 3 Y ol 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
Vegetation X
% 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

Applicant/owner: City of Los Angeles

City/County: City of Los Angeles

Sampling Date: é/j/v

state: CA Sampling Point.__ 211 0D

Investigator(s):

(m l"'\ll l')@l\ / B\‘t”‘ﬁ , )l Section T?unshlp‘ Range: | 25 R14W S bq’»’ Pedendo [nd G 14'}‘

)Lg—f‘j;\'f f)/}’c_]« h /C[f%ca%re fﬁg}convex none): F{“”'Dﬁ\mr\ stope (%): O =\ %
Lat: 37007 37 ;1 {Zq 1107 Datum: IJCAN'IL‘D 23
USRAX -

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). L
Subregion (LRR): -
No T

Long:

r(a“

/’M}ﬂi J’ﬂ

‘5{/66«,»@ d

Soil Map Unit Name: oo NWI classification:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 5 No

Are Vegetation __ X, Soil _X__, or Hydrology N

€S significantly disturbed?
, Soil . or Hydrology

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation naturally problematic?™ @

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important featureg

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes
Yes

Yes X{ No %,

X

No

X

No

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes ><

T
e

Remarks:
cfler /4 cash

CI‘L‘/ ¥ ﬁL‘L_:""F

Y £t alont ‘J‘an’ The, areai s o

on Ndey P4 thoM- waw.f

¢ t(i-ri-,uﬁ“;; {1

Yayn- YR CL

hiftea ¢,

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Cri

is

dtcaty] CVEoNed oF WeFAGH DA

e

il -(,.r K L]

) Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
i That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
& Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species é?%
. = 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 -"(} x2=
5. FAC species x3=_24
@& 4 _ (:.} = Total Cover FACUspecies __ 4F8  x4= %
.Herb Stratum (Plo‘ Slze:‘ iy g 1%, ) 3; /‘ : UPL spec[ES ﬂ ]Q’ Xx5=
1. ﬂf 751 CAaryo /;, m 1120 A 127 j’/”\ el v Column Totals: 1Y ®» M (B)
2. J2ruiing S‘& i 3 Yin P %
3. - Sedarie ,ymn; SV im b ¢, Prevalence Index = B/A = &7 Q 3-7
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. _ Dominance Test is >50%
6. " Prevalence Index is s3.0'
s __ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' = = Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
I (7 e ﬂ.? EL’ = Total Cover I s L (Expiain)
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? X No %

Remaris-

=

L s b5 &

‘?ﬂ)l

ﬁ\,—.—-ﬁ‘ et

il atv shek i g gl
(0{/. f‘lflc}frdj {,& ? ! ’V:f.-f‘fe‘a. “‘k 15/‘ Al giradd
508 \ _ ang
A\, /carl_,%

US Army Corps of Engineers

Saple afees

b sel]o 5 M35

\____-"/
_lj{"} Y\q;[-t / ”f‘f
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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-/ 8\/ B
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles, state: CA Sampling Point: @El { E [y90
Investigator(s): (..«Mﬂ L"’“ / Kif/[hli B Secum Toyshlp Range: 1 25, R14W Sergal Ledonde  tLeond Gpat
Landform (hillslope, terrace etc.): L e‘ ’\C)’" Local refief (con%ha;; ‘convex, none): F7q+ uttom slope (%): 01 %
Subregion (LRR): - ] Lat 700 46&55 Long: 3757529776  paum: ECSNAD DS
Soil Map Unit Name: ___NoO 1G4 NWI classification: _ -1 SP Ay ~ Civerind
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ,L No___ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation L Soll MX’__ or Hydrology Ney significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes NOL

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

naturally problematic? 3O (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) ///?&W’MGJQ E/r}cl\
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

. . 5
:ydrf:nphylllc Vegeta;lon Present? :es \;)g No Is the Sampled Area
yanc Sod Fresent e g within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _ No 7
5 _ i i) i v L it S M T 7 ~ -
Rema’ks"ﬂ/\; 3 (‘;\{*(‘C;{ 1< C:\. A - A de didey (Gu4 ) ot is {.l.?r odicaliu cl\eared ot
\‘lx_\d e ion E \_}\O‘QA e, SO E
0 3 A[" o J el
VEGETATION - Use scientific names & plants. Phds 36
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet: i
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ,
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
~ Total Number of Dominant 7
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _ £72 (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

Prevalence Index worksheet:

1
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4 FACW species x2=
5; FAC species x3=
JD= = Total Cover FACU species Xx4=
Herb StrafG Plot size: /‘c‘ ﬂ ; j _'T = UPL species 6
f’ﬁ(" VTN IN I‘" 'L’J 14 ?'4\/" ‘ON\‘ Feuv Column Totals: (A) (B)
sefar. s e s / el
Flondt ﬂ?-h / /g_c,g o ix&,\ ‘; IE Fe Prevalence Index = BIA =

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

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

= ] e Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain

< . 2 ‘»—f—%’ 52 7.‘(”5 E{ﬁ = Total Cover — yropiiyto-veR (Expiain}

Woodx Vine Stratum (Plot size: - Y 1 9
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

be present, uniess disturbed or problematic.

© N O ;s e N o

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation y(
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Ye No
Remarks: - v 4.‘\5'{' P R

o - e = T /“M

— 1 -
= oond -t SR e 16 1o e
k3§ . yiry 59’ gt

“y
US Army Corps of Engineers {Oﬁ! ] / , l b"cf‘/ 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 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 ;g
Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: 3 { / 5 [qo

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: e
Investigator(s): TWMEEEEE CAW‘{’*‘GH /fzﬂ.l/ Secijn Township, Range: T2S R14W féufq{ ﬂan(e.m‘/ L&'"J C—mcn
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): #—%F‘G /4 ’ILLL"” Z5-"‘({;3 Fraiief (concave‘xconvex none): Flat bottor " Slope (%): {9
Subregion (LRR): - t =2 7ools- YM long: Z /S5 7Y% & ?f Dalum F;f§h! AD a_))
Soil Map UnitName: __\Nm Vot o NWI classification: ZHSRA x - pvering
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _(X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are VVegetation X , Sail Do , or Hydrology NES significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No _X
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? M7 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks) " els Jrf J",\
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
- : 5
Hydr?phyTlc Vegeta;ron Present? Y ’Zf No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? es__ / No within a Wetland? Vi 5( No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes K
Remarks: P
— A el {)::' ot g
5 et i
. . {—1‘{/ ’.“a’\- . W‘G K‘rlﬁ']tLL‘ ""'\—5"“!"_"!‘ s B - t
e aeca i o Wan-vnade e 1AWa) | -4 hdeﬁ' (5 Fil Bl | ((r'i'\ w cle (‘i!" d of \!(’ (e 1010 C{l"id Sl SPt,
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: o (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
— = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: [PT ()
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot sze ) i
—u/j—*— iy
1, At e 574 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 - res S — Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4 FACW species X2=
5 FAC species Xx3=
o ofiu 7{ . o = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stra;t/u.:m (Eot size: [ aCuai CI7ANT - /) ( UPL Spadles &
1. Shor By : i 05 Column Totals: A) 8)
2 <Eih ot Yo L Cacre
3. Fasdoce Peclheals Prevalence Index = B/A =
4, ! Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
8. ___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
=) ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
e Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
D '2/‘7)( L2z J ,}' Sj = Total Cover S iy . (Apiain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Piot 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 gS No
Remarks: , Conige A= 2 ‘
t ATNE LYt T s E A
- Wi Q j M .
Q mh‘ WV 7 o

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: §,/ 4 _a'; [ E
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: __) 24— 322D
Investigator(s): MCC, FCC— CAGJ ] Aon / 1&9" Section, Township, Range: T2S,R14W S .5 c.{ ﬁ?ﬁf{hc}g Len ()l 20D
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Y—forzhs Y. ’f b il %'{%’?(rg?réf concave) convex, none): _ £ (et hatto v siope (%): (=190
Subregion (LRR): £ Lat _ DTS-/ 0  \ong 3757829 SFP patum: CCSNAD 73
Soil Map Unit Name: __ 0 \ada NWI classification: _£HSBAw ~tiverin€

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

Are Vegetation _ﬁ.’Soil i or Hydrology Me significantly disturbed? f#¢r ?re “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes __ No >/

Are Vegetation _____ Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematfcﬁf V{wcii"f?%é?ed. explain any answers in Remarks.) /2% - /7. '.j{ ¢ '/} ’rfi'c L

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

Hydr‘ophyfic Vegela;ion Present? Yes ):<>? :o Is the Sampled Area
Hybiio SUE S G Yes £ i within a Wetland? ves 25 o
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes __/{__ No
Remarks: —- . e e . . iy e "
e arca s o weg-1ngde diteh (1949a) Yhatis pedadicaly cloared o%
phAlSa mrd wna R J -
NEFIATT 1 anc Suftacg soil.
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 z
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species /("D
] ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1._ B g s S Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. [ 6Ty I g 25 5 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. B OBL species x1=
4. FACW species _ ¥ D x2=_%6
5, FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species _ <5 x4=_
Herb Stratum (Plot size: Lﬂ?/ 'y - UPL species f@2/o x5= JD
1.__Fohonse o ; Vi~ el ICoiumnTolals: a @ L 2\8)
2.___folumns [0V Drem
3, Prevalence Index = B/A = &b'@ 26‘
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)
" = 5 . . . 1 .
, <129 BE Il {1) Zo S ___ 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 ?
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:
2pt .
- ] S P o e - T ../_-—-—'_“_'—'__—H—- . % I .
T 2 et Ung
7
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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

ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: lﬁl E’ /kﬁ
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: __ 221010
Investigator(s): Camp hell / B¢ I‘FC 1 . _ Segtion, Township, Range: 125, R14W _ §.. A fz&({oﬂ.c{a Lond CeqﬂT
Landform (hillslope, terrace, értc,): ‘ et Jg’iL CL‘ sl :’fof’calérg?iref (concave, convex, none): T’(ﬁ\ )f bottoon  siope (%) O~19/
Subregion (LRR): o Lat 36995Y- 6357 Long: 2> /5 7524, YE2.  patum: LS NAD D3
Soil Map Unit Name: __ N o Deda NWI classification: _ 2\ S BA s« - i veri ot

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes zs No
Are Vegetation X . Soil x , or Hydrology ves significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes

No 461\
Are Vegetation Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?i™Q  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) m“ﬂ mﬂ_,}g A)

S

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes NDX Is the Sampled Area
ic Soi ?
EC SOk Pt e Mo within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No
Remarks: —— ;

_ e areanis oo pnan-made diie, CIAYRY “ra-s Qeriodvealiny cbared
ok \M-f-‘é{iﬂ%—gj.‘r_'r{‘:::p-_ ovd Sutta@ oy s

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

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species (9
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
£ Total Number of Dominant {
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species

, ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ) (A/B)
Saplina/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
o3 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species C x2= fl
5. FAC species x3=

. N = Total Cover FACU species =5 - k4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 3 ’{"} ey is‘e’c 5 3 UPL species ﬁ 3’? x5= %ﬁ) {1/ l{o
1. ;? Oy 2 ‘%: _Lﬂ L —mli Column Totals: ':[5 (A) ____Jézif (B)
; ol

: 7 AR :
2, /’){’Pf_l Cal]a, de‘rﬁ\;‘%}u:! s ;
3. erevalsnas oee s Bia=,_ SES TiSp %y
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)
‘ g — 7 ; Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain,
'i"’ [(5'3 lLf = Total Cover aadis yorophyt 9 {Explein)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
4 "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: L
= f f __'z‘-—-—-——-———-——' f (1
} # e
(Y. d “J’ \ ",,5 W’I lve Je
G anGress :
05 /U 7 J—'L 6! (Jo/e. sm, § 5M‘QD J(

Fer

“ Shrt i d mired B Ang To 58!
0

US Army Corps of Engineers f{% fﬂ/‘u’" /) iE:IWeét—Version
rmy Cor i 7 ‘\}—7‘# ‘o &ﬂ)m.&\q TLL h/ﬁvn
2 =z A



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ‘5’{ id
Applican/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 2 2~ 00
Investigator(s): i"’\ﬂl?”( / V.; t |‘£g [-f_ Township, Range: T25, R14W f-:. (PR .-1{ /erj.m [] igj_ém{;}l
Landform (hillslope, terrac& etc.): L/L—f:"fda 0 + chh {’{ﬁizlrélef’(concave}ponvex none): Flf» ot Slope (%): ‘”"\
Subregion (LRR): £ Lat 5 éf?l‘f Té}’ Long: 275 75249, 385 patum: & :3 NAD A4
Soil Map Unit Name: __ N O Tt NWI classification: _RU BSA % -dveriye

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 7& No____ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetahcn_ﬁ‘ Soil _A_ or Hydrology haal s:gnlfcantly dlsturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology

£l
naturally prc:bl?s.'r'natl::;‘5\1 ﬁg{]'{ needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) M"‘" N "{'C}]

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No Is the Sampled Area
i ?
Hydric Soil Present? Yes_______ No within a Wetland? v No ’Y
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No / X
Remarks: gy

"T}‘e ara 1S a o made dech {LQL;Q) WorHis pedo p{r,ﬂn.j clenred e
\}m(w‘ b\_\ f"‘ aro 3 '--J' ., i({}:r R \-"t.}: ' .

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: [ (B)
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=_J4&
5. FAC species x3=

: ; = Total Cover FACU species E X4=
Herb Strajum  (Plot size: __8 77 7renspCT p o R yw
;2 ). hm_Upt

Comn f s : S Column Totals: __ 2 £ (A) 45] __ ®
Cersicors~ | [agethtal, o (Y. B A
s ertoun, Solid)iqls g )71 Prevalence Index = B/A= __ 1 ]
= 5 i

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

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

R T i ; Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S Yy sz /A AL =Total Cover = S (Explaln)

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
{

bt L R

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

6»—

2.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation 7&
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: i 4
. v .uﬂv
(6 T o1t (f 7 by
ALRED gl Tparzd
vk i N ?GT [ 5
US Army Corps of Engineers ‘5 Arid West Version 2.0
5* o
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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 Cate: "2/ /% / 7 _:\1.
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: A300
Investigator(s): _MCGCAEEC Clar [+fon /I’Ze/( Se ion wnsh:p, Range: 1 25, R14W  Sauyal /ZCJMA Lang {rm.,j
Landform (hillslope, terrace, efc.): bH—@—Ae 7 Tehon % Efécai( llef (Goncave) convex, none): ___ /=t hoticin  siope (%y: O~ O/
Subregion (LRR): & Lat __S 62853 /2~ long: 27C 7825636 patum: CCSNANGR
Soil Map Unit Name: _ [Nio Do : NWI classification: _ZHS W A% - cwweing
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _L No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation __><, Soil _A. or Hydrology Nes significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes___ No 2}:__
Are Vegetation ______, Soil ______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? 3T (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Pon prode o "I‘Ldl
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No \f\ 5106 Sudiipiod e

e v ol e At

Remarks: e (;\f-({.L 1S oo man- made ditch (a4 qQ) oy i< periodicoiiy cleardd pf-

\eggiaion gnd surfa®@ S ot

9

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
) — =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _ 32 (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=_{ o
5. FAC species S0 x3=_L50
= FACU species X4=
} y f Total Cover
Herb Stratum (Plot size: Vl’"‘ "‘“‘/ ef{J Syt “";( f\s(.{-l_r -~ o UPL species oo X 5= Zoo
1. [ oo = Column Totals: Y _260 B)
2. ”a._m Vol o W I >—777
3. Cou ":rotrf'a Solstidia f:r Dom L/ﬂ ( Prevalence Index =BlA= £60 3.§
4. g ;Ci‘f Ls €6 Mﬂpﬁ e 2] ,ﬂdﬂ qu. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Pt ca nvie / Z ,gdi‘#« folia — = __ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
- data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' . S— = ¢ f7, S-. —.2 = /sz b, =T 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
Vegetation >(

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

S“?U k"u,l:"'ri"- (s

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point:
Investigator(s): _MEC, EEE& L rer 1’&64" 7 [Le Section, Township, Rarige:. T2S, R14W Sewsal
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): W&r—/a‘ '!}9,}/ CL 71 f%&b’é{@éﬁé @Fﬁ; convex, none): ‘A0t Dot Dvvy  Siope (%): O-=\%
Subregion (LRR): < Lat:_ 367563 3;)@ Long: 375 7826 .237~0 pawum: (S NAD B3
Soil Map Unit Name: _ (N O Dl ca NWI classification: R U S B A % - ciyen e
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _i No
Are Vegetation X, Soil __1 or Hydrology _ significantly disturbed?
. Sail

City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No X

Are Vegetation . or Hydrology naturally problematic? ™NT  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /A4, .. ,/ e C{ﬂL ) L

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

Hydr'ophﬂic Vegela;:on Present? Yes )( No Is the Sampled Area )
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No A i &’X b
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes K No 7

Remarks:

e
SHi\ .

o S i [ v Vel £ o
\f“?@{f o000 ana Sua §4
0

The areaisa Man-made diten (149 ~Maad 1S

e
¢

Poal

L cleartd 26

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute
Tree Stratum (Plot size: )
13

Dominant Indicator

% Cover Species? _Status

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
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, FACW, or FAC: g 00/, wm
Saplina/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 xX3=
y| :{ B0 {4 ——_ =Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Stratum _(Plot size: _L/j WL/ Sinamin “rangd %7’ UPL species x5= i3
L2 Column Totals: (A) (B)

LA0Y Do P

i ¥ g,'f-. &_C;_ ?Y}K

VA

Prevalence Index = B/A =

@ NGO A WM

1.

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )

Yo = Total Cover

2.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
2 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 wetiand hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum

= Total Cover

% Cover of Biotic Crust

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

YBSA N e

Remarks:

— 13

ngk [1“'\&

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: _(é{ i/)%
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: @ 2509

investigator(s): Cémn J?Ln /[‘{ ‘ejféel '} S{ec i?‘\ wnship, Range: _I 2 5, R14W Bausal Redopdo Lave O‘f oy
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc) J“"H”‘ﬁ Ar’%’-‘-"\ A /iffeLocai reﬁf;(concavé"\convex none): i ’ﬁ-l Vetto o siope (%): U 0~

Subregion (LRR): C 7 Kqﬁﬁ: Z. ‘TLU‘ Long: ?7 ‘;7 ?2'7 L?U-r Datum: & <5 ﬁ,jﬁ B
Soil Map Unit Name: Mo “C':""C'\ NWI classification: ?\“ SHA e -riveqnl
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes A_ No___ (if no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation . Soil 4 or Hydrology Ye significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes i L
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? WD (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks,) ”"’” rw-‘!{: J~ "lLL
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
:yz:op;z:icp\fegetta;ion Present? :Zs )R :o Is the Sampled Area
\J’\:retl:;d Ijlydiifoegny }Jresent? Yez X\ Nz Wio. 3 Wi Yo ’5{ e
Remarks: e OHeQ 1S O fnat- pnode. arein(1g ] ’ﬁ) ot 6,1

oo o A Land sucfa@ ot

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 >N
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: p:@ (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) o
1 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4 FACW species x2=
5 FAC species i x3=

= Total Cover FACU species : x4=

Herb Stratum (Plot size: _, 23 $ & 5'(\"‘/&’(7 y UPL species x§=
, S < !\ 281 O'f [ ; C.C- {:. ﬁ) f‘f\. lad L/Z/ £ 0 b' Column Totals: (A) (B)
}?‘{/‘5 Y'ea m”ek I‘iﬂ‘d"t\t:{'ﬂ]r'ﬂ'\_ Ed {7 ﬁ M

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)

O N ; ok W N

SoHell. 236V Z L __=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
Vegetation ?/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Ye \ No
Remarks: (5~ ——-—.__I __ l T 7 5
~ 'sw o) T—_—_—-__'-_"-—_‘-—‘
- ol fpltn Y- Jimenle®t s ® oo~ 7,%1,

ek 8 2
Rt e e R o

le /a lu:] UQ _
US Army Corps of Engineers 14{ $u L [\/ Arid West - Version 2.0 76
-232.% At c;L(,,




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region
Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: / E /41»1: 7ol i

ApplicanyOwner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 2.6 &2

T
Investigator(s): ‘MGG"EEC“/I'/(— /ﬁ'//&' Gt fm‘-,/{fﬂ?e/fSe tion, Township, Range: T25R14W 5“*.»5-‘\ J@'fﬁn“da LminwﬁL
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): V’*'ils"rr*‘% IR Moca/ml[ef" concave, convex, none): __/¢at Loitony Siope (%) L1 e

Subregion (LRR): (&5 Lat 36 5FP02- ﬂ:»”? Long: 3785 7820 % 77 Datum: (:CS -!/)4;9 f’}
Soil Map Unit Name: ‘\Xr\ ?_\C‘.";& CA NWI classification: __ £~ -_\__i‘_ f-\\c ~rrering
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _L No_____ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _2§_ Soil \/’{ ; significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes____ No __>Z_

Are Vegetation ______, Soil ___, or Hydrology naturally problematic? Ne (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /#en - m.ai; gJ /(,[\

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_ X within a Wetland? Yes No >(
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No_X -

Remarks: —The oreon 1S &0 G- rs"”%& diton (Qug) et s petiodically clearcc
: §
ot Wegotoion oNd ueface sot

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

Tree Stratum  (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
= That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: () (A)
£ Total Number of Dominant ‘1
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
= Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: A (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=
A = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: {6—{4[@ sect ) [ UPL species £¢ xs=_27%
—Leataucig ol s sty Lo Y CoumnTotals: __ S (A _Z75 (8

Prevalence Index = B/A = 3§

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)

PO @) Oy o9 R s

€S =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
Vegetation A/
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No A
Remarks: :
p T Ay $7s et PO St *
/ /
' 357 g5 5 o
QL - Tl 1

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: *{)/“,r’; [ §
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles _ State: CA Sampling Point: ,’91 %{’ f
Investigator(s): -MEEECTC C har l4on / K,G,K’ Section, Township, Range: | 25, R 14 W Sau=;!l fedonda Lavd brant
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): /77@4 h ;fé:—r [el /g&ci Local relief @ convex, none): 104 0o 0o Stope (%): (D=1 9/
Subregion (LRR): Vil Lat 3697222.37/ ong B2S5S 75/7-3277  Datum: {;] 5 £1l_/?4' 083
Soil Map Unit Name: _™NO_Theit-on NWI classification: E-4S B A v - civerin®
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _& No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation AT Soil L or Hydrology __}/(;fsigniﬁcantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes __ No Y_

Are Vegetation _ Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? N9 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks) MO0 1Y \ade

rieny

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

Hydr.ophwlic Vegeta:ion Present? :es No ;é\ Is the Sampled Area _

Hydric Soil Present? es No \Q within a Wetland? b, ‘m No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No__  / :
Remarks:

e attA S o (non-made ditch (AU ~hak i< periodiclly Qeared of

%{%ﬁ’m’r‘: o0 ond Sutiae soil

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

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

Plot size: )

1. .|r lai s--i-h l"“’.’ Prevalence Index worksheet:

2. " (s A ; FOuLL e s® Mﬂ Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3.

OBL species x1=
4. FACW species ___ /12 x2=_ 20
5. FAC species x3=

. " {A € (;n‘d 2{’7‘ + _ = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum C(P!ot size: [Hjuct €Sl 3 {rrense s’ UPL species g x5= /54
: j% L

<4 rhfm oYty Sal ('f(jr'fsc;/l" i 32 j"r —a,—h { Column Totals: Yo (A) ! 7% (B)

1.
A . 3 17
2 Lersvert ~ Topd\ Blla (o) _fhm  Feli
3. ' Provalonce index =BiA= ' o, L
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
T ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' = TZs : Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
*‘(—"Z*’ Z 5/ 9 db = Total Cover e yaropit 9 (ERpialy
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) '
: Y 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Y% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: \ P
\ ek ~e/ ra
J\ }:\a’\/x _ Q&:’ i

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

74/

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

ApplicantOwner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: 4

Investigator(s): MEEEEE~ Char fon /2ox Section, Township, Range: | 25, R 14 W Cusal Zedoad o fand (Jrhf\'%'
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): 17"—-_%fo© Q#‘LL"T / @'rcﬁgcaﬁ {gl}g{@gg_&;vg\, convex, none): Ff:’d‘ eottoen Slope (%): e “l O/c»
Subregion (LRR): & Lat 367 742, 105~ Long: 22 7812.776 patum: _ (_ﬂ/}ﬁd& 53
Soil Map Unit Name: __ T\ © Nako NWI classification: _FHSTA w ~(ivenne
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _L No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation i , Sail \_%_ or Hydrology a' &5 significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes____ No _A

Are Vegetation , Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic? N’O (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) »4?;«{\-.. M_M\} J o t} ffc L

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes 3( No Is the Sampled Area
Hydri il P ? A
Ik S04 Frosent e No_ X’ within a Wetland? Yes no_ X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No _X
Remar_k_;;:

e areais o0 YWan-mod

" - : i
PR LT g i = :( 3 e )
N'(__-.‘;j'_ll gVo\ g SUMadl SOy
C

7 T ™ . o 3 f {
NLIAUG ) Yot 1S ped :&-o_'n.t‘_a‘\\_sj cleased. oF

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

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

=10 ver That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: AIB
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) i — VL (B
1.__ B0 Po —Srasa— \_w Prevalence Index worksheet:

4

2. |2 Ly Tt b Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. k. Lb_(b P S OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species Xx3=

- { Foeda of 2 YrandeilT = Total Cover FACU species x4=
iz i i i | E——
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: L/yjwet &7 UPL. epscies e

; .

Festu ;C,fa\ f‘(’ﬁ-&?ﬂ.ﬁ!} ‘ _EQfé_ ﬂ _@I— Column Totals: (A) (B)

Leptaursa  solsthzlfs 5. _p

A AR 5 74 Prevalence Index = B/IA=
: .

1
2

3

4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Dominance Test is >50%
6

7

8

___ Prevalence Index is 3.0

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

e E;J 2 - / ¢ b = Tow Covar ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) f
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
5 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation )<
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:

< De Lo s

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: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles . state: CA Sampling Point: .
Investigator(s): Lappbe | // f< e |1 ect:cn Township, Range: 1 25, R14 W 5& ui*( L dondp Lemd ('nm'\‘}
Landform (hillslope, terrace‘jeic,): [ dite kot ocaﬂ(er£ cc'on;a;e convex, none): 5 2l 1t’Jf“"f“’ { Slope (%): (=1~ N
Subregion (LRRY): & wt AT 839 long 215 5741 f']. 224 patam: L 5&;‘1/)?;
Soil Map Unit Name: __DND  Datan 5 NWI classnﬁcanon RUSHAx —nue

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _,5{_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _~ X L Soil /~/ or Hydrology (f by significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes ____ No L

naturally problematic? N2 (f needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) e Mgy

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes
Hydric Soil Present? Yes
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

Remarks: "—‘]—\r\v a {-GC! ‘;I E C}\ (\f_._ n

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? Yes No X

oy =thot- i pe ciodica\\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: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species D
: _ = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: __[ 0 (AIB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Flot size: )
1 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5, ~ FAC species x3=
[ 't, = Total Cover FACU species Xx4=
Herb Stratum . (Plot size: __uﬂ;!_t) C / UPL species x5=
Cracasion lg 19“4"“ Lol o H : 0‘,"”- .| cotymn Totals: A) B)

Prevalence Index = B/A=
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
Z\: 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)

il e

% = Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
"Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

1.
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic /
Vegetation X j
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No i
Remarks: 1 e afr ic r’*' o/ 14, |
.{ 7 AR — o
| r-..-.; £ or .;.' Yo . i J & i
- LB, (ks /57 | H ) e 2y, LE
\ /
US Army Corps of Engineers i¢ | {1’ s Arid West — Version 2.0
4 | ] i



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ( 4
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles , | state: CA Sampling Point: _—r 00 k o 9.
Investigator(s): wb{/ﬁ/‘g“ﬁ[’fc 7“ Section, Townsh:p, Range: 12 5 R14W _S‘J-.,u f"\t J&(JUAA!J Lenl C-f”‘d’
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). 77mEs ddch 4 baxl foé‘%i‘reﬁef f concavd) convex, none): ___£~ (&t otioen  siope (o). 0~ 1 °/e

Subregion (LRR): € Lat 269 64(1{ 373 Long: 275 7506 . 6 Z5_ patum: &L 5&/993'3
Soil Map Unit Name: __No_ Data NWI classification: SR A x —rivecint
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes é No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation 2*’; . Soil \/< , or Hydrology V€5 significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No_ - y

M o€ -‘L' e .

naturally problematic? [JO  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) V@7 N

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

Hydr‘ophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes 2< No il Watlsndo Vas >< N

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks: g, ogea 1S o man-wode diten ((ud) thect S 4 clearcd
0{ ‘M%{- -\.\u‘{‘s, g’ ‘;:(‘[r"-.:,,__ 'V.'\\, \. -

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)
- Total Number of Dominant \
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
g ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: [*D (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 Xx3=

__ =Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: f‘ 7 tﬁe’\) F’ ) _ UPL species %B=
? / i 2 it ' :
: ZCrsfcapie 'f" 1o / s Dn_ Facw Column Totals: A) ®)
Prevalence Index = B/A=
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
72 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)

G Ny oF b B

S = 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
' ) Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum N\ % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: " [ e —— o L
&
.flg o :(_'), ?

-
US Army Corps of Engmeers 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: Y/ Z /[ 3

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles : state: CA Sampling Point: S/ &
Investigator(s): MCC, ECE- Coin fefh?-"\ LII2 A section, Toynship, Range: T2 S, R14W  Gusal Lronds feond Grant

i —imorter DL in Vol i drm—ss: F 1T bhetto -\
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): ! 11 ""Local relief/{concave] convex, none): f_ b retiom Slope (%): O~-1Yc
Subregion (LRR): F 5 Lat: 36965/ 207~ Long: 275 2X03-1Z5" patum: (’,ij;’v@?ﬁ
Soil Map Unit Name: _ (™ © Dodon NWI classification: V*L’t% BAx -rianind
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _K: No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation ~ ; » Soil _\/", or Hydrology \{f'iﬂ:. significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No )(
M

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

naturally problematic?N ©  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) A m(e/ -e,Q/ } L\
e

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? : \/
within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? 7
Remarks: -1 o ; L f 1M al Ly s . S T i
Ve O8eoLiS A $aon-vno __.:\\1\ e lAuG ) Hegrt-1 $ periodd reth rj
cheaged of Wgetotion and suckad soil \

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)
¢ Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: f (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
— =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _(£2 D (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: Y e
1. 9:; il; ! té(_“_“‘“_“g e——— , 079 Prevalence Index worksheet:
3, UvreyS WG o Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
wr ’"-E‘:’ estimante of = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: et et frs¢et UPL species x5=
e =
1. F e f'fil'l.fﬂ:\ ’é)f/.:f\f 4;3 )’0) // ﬂﬁm [_M(— Column Tolals: (A} (B)
2. LenTaurde solstilielis (4.
3 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)
' s §o Y S F 2= (}_. J (f 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
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes ><' No
Remarks:

s

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Versic_m_?.-&




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

Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles

City/County: City of Los Angeles

Sampling Date: }

state: CA

Sampling Point: ,j <2)

Investigator(s): M-GC"'E“CC (g AM/ ffmf“

/Loy

Landfarm (hillslope, terrace, etc.):

e

Subregion (LRR):

Lat 2496210491

é‘(‘@mcave Convex, none):

long: 275 7 79F.5

No Darte

Soil Map Unit Name:

Jau 54 [ Reclan do Lw-";{ GJ’W’\FT

Sectrcir;/Towpshrp Range: T2S R14W

Vllades Ditch s B84

!"Cff‘ otom Slope (%): [ '"‘i /)

575 Datum: (£ j;’\fﬁf/}

NWI classification:

CUSRA Y - feri

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 2 f_‘ No

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

NGX

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.,) V\&w-raeds Aiten

Are Vegetation >< , Soil
Are Vegetation , Soil

, or Hydrology _M €Y _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

, or Hydrology naturally problematic? ) ©

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

C{af-(f.f{./d & ‘

(¥

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No ){/
Y Sy g ’ Y C Is the Sampled Area
» - P ? 1 - 4
Hydic 601 Eresent e bt within a Wetland? ves_ X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No 7
Remarks: . i i
The Grta is o wan- weade diden (g Ha) Hhatis peviatialte
vaxriotion ond spfa@ coil

VEGETA\TION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute
Tree Stratum (Plot size: )
1 19% Thitele

A Y

j<
7

% Cover

Dominant Indicator
Species? _Status

25

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

= Total Cover

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
Total Number of Dominant

Species Across All Strata: &

(B)

DY Y-

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species X1=

FACW species

Zs

xX2=

e

ok LN

Herb Stratum (Plot size: _(#) ¢ 5; vl ;S “Homsec]

f“rﬂ‘é Cenr: e

/g ﬂﬂ%r./(

= Total Cover

2_15 rZ} Lo ¥

all—

f
C et e

Col 7'l

i _Pam Ly

FAC species

x3=

FACU species

X4=

UPL species

15 x5= 75

Column Totals:

¥o oy _IZS (B)

Prevalence Index = B/A = 3. !

O N DO & QN

y T2 20 L:rf
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
1.

] 0 = Total Cover

2.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
___ Dominance Testis >50% 2 L) 70 “\
___ Prevalence Index is s3.0' Za ; A

___ 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.

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum

= Total Cover

% Cover of Biotic Crust

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

Yes >( No ég

Remarks:

!/:’{

e ‘5*‘: A
SUrroin gt r‘ " p
US Army Corps of Engineers f Aﬂd 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 Datej g 14 o 20 !}
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles, state: CA Sampling Point: 0.0
Investigator(s)m g»‘t lﬂt@ H"/Guml“‘”\ﬁ-ﬂ@ctwn Township, Range: _I 2 S,R14W  Ssuyq [ /z‘—(luf\f}v" Lerd G/Mﬂ
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc} Ik.g.—u—'v? IQ ’}‘ Lo Gl”re ie ?(:t;;ave\convex none): fc\ ‘hncﬂ‘fw Slope (%): {0t 1 %
Subregion (LRR): Lat 2695 0 785" Long: 375 779609 G4 vatum: o L5 1Y ko3

Soil Map Unit Name: No f{\,- ok NWI classification: QH 'SE? /:‘*r‘*

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 3( No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation X, soil \r{ , or Hydrology Ve significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes _ No 2 X

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology

naturally pn:)blematlc"m‘3 (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) =g ,1{ (L( ;

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

Hydrfaphytlic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes X;{ No is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes _ No within a Wetland? Yot >{ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _ X No
Remarks: . ) CRr T i - e R L
o, ORI &0 Pvan- vwade attein UYYa ) Ao s ,\{‘\" ot col @
Gieart o fvi QL Hamon and Suefa sl
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: 2 (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species .
_ _ _____=Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: __ /P¥  (AB)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) ¥
1 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2, Total % Cover of: Muttiply by:
3 OBL species x1=
4 FACW species Xx2=
5 FAC species x3=
G = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: R 16,5 fyunst ; -
/ )g UPL species x5
1. /7(’-"‘_!‘; Bl oy [ }’r;%: 2 s Q&?m ol ;
Column Totals: (A) (B)
2 Festmea fesfear g [hn Fac
3 4 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)
i == 7. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S 7 J'Lf/-‘ ??1’ = Total Cover - yerophy 9 (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: )
"Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1.
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: < Foce ,
% - flers 6o .
%oy, STl ] ST cz‘rf'ﬂg/
oy D 7 /Zicx (6557

US Army Corps of Engineers 7 = 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 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

ProjectSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: L2 _Auy 20>
Applicant/Owner; C*TY of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: 35{0 22

Investigator(s): MCGEEE fﬁ,z:/a‘:’ /}L/ (ﬂf%«;((f)‘«zefrsgct n, Tewnship, Range: T25 R14W Sausal Redorgio Lang G’ic\” i
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): }“‘g"‘ﬂ Dl']": L. ff’ﬁf‘ﬁ)ca{?re!l?(c/on_g\?e, convex, none): /"’ (atottim Slope (%): ("\-“i °lo
Subregion (LRR): o Lat:ﬁé‘/fé&- 7z Long: 375 7772-7£0  Datum: CCSNAY NAD 23
Soil Map Unit Name: No 5 TN NWI classification; __ 2 LS A% - nyevind

(If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes __>< No
Are Vegetation Z , Soil % . or Hydrology Yes significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No 2{
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? I ©  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) #%¢ ,ey\,,mf o / ,ﬂ cL

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes '7(\ No 7( Is the Sampled Area
ic Soil ? 5
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No = within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No :
Remarks: —wo cirea \S o, MaN- maae e 1S fedindicediy
chedxedd o ed2ianoan f‘w\ suttadl shy
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
3. Species Across All Strata: § (B)
4,
Percent of Dominant Species )
_ ______=Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 0O s
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: ) UPL species X5=
: Lestuce. perren?, 20 [ _Fat | cormn Totls: (A) —
R ZT = 7 :
2 Persccevis legpthfo]i [ Lo Loten
5 (" Al 7~ t’f‘zp; rosts /Y Lin el Prevalence Index = B/A=
4. g ¢ Terie g.ﬂ /M, »”q § 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 separale sheet)
’ = = . Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
2% 5 22104 {7 = Total Cover = yfaropkylic:Vegeation: (Eaplavy
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 ;i
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes - No
Remarks m (_""‘\ 5 \ Frifec e ¢
¥ 2 oy I
‘/u}b / e’ /Zﬂ )/-' forl /;J/eﬁr ZoY. W_ﬁ.,,;e:éﬁ> ‘/?‘
e D '
IS ey et Sodfpen, | ol o st ala
e € —‘;—P\\\_— 0/- 51’2&&)}/. ]
=3 3L ' (0.5 5%,
z 2.5£2, 9LL. r /

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region
%7 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 :2& (&
Investigaior(s-)r“”‘feer_fee\ (i‘/tcf‘(*’h a fﬂ‘tx ;?\? Townshlp. Range 1 2 S R14 W y"U-L‘ al Qedrndn Land Eant
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etcy): _\ = ££o & N 4 fee Lc( al felief concave‘ convex, none): -\zet Ditlom siope (%):_O=1 /o
Subregion (LRR): & Lat 375 e, /5. Long: 275 27 5£7-425"  paum: CLS NAD 93
Soil Map Unit Name: __ I\ 0 ‘X‘)("T"\ NWI classification; _ -\ SE Ay - Clueding
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions\on the site typical for this time of year? Yes . No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation . Soil _7~~. | or Hydrology _!£-~ _ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No _7
Are Vegetation , Soil _ J|or Hydrology naturally problematic? [\j©»  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) pa (110 C8
SUMMARY OF FMGS Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
:ydr_op;y?:chegeta;ion Préseré Yes X No ){ Is the Sampled Area \
¥iio SoR Prosent’ sea Mo within a Wetland? Yes No /
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No
Remarks: __ - _ T - :
( Ve QER 1S o non-tnade devenlaug ) Hnadis period cet\y L@
OF MH9¢lanon and su rface ' <.
\ @) { VD SUMADE
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
i A .
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species (
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
& - Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: Z (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species /
_ _ = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (DD (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) D A
1 A1 io- "f 7 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 = Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3 = F7 B 10 OBL species x1=
--' L L4
4, FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
. ~! bengett = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: /15 ¢ i =
1 s, 5ciiite lascliotolin Yo forn e oF spectes ~
; ] L2 5“ 270/) Column Totals: (A) (B)
2. Festoce  pestn's L= fache
3. Ceata m:.\} S ol s a1 S 5 ( ;éz Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is €3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
" data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' 9(9 / &2 Zg >=/ / / s-f = Total Cover ___ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) S
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
Vegetation )(
% Bare Ground inHerb Stratum ___ % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks:
'10‘79 l ‘M
c.m *’ gh Uhd i

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

57 //3

Project/Site: LAX Ru nway Safety Area;’Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point:
!
Investigator(s): MCC ECcE. Clxc,r{rfu fi /Jze'ﬁf . i Sectijm. Township, Range: T25R14W gqu {-‘f e vf‘.»jfld s La.r\oj Qn_-‘ﬁ'k
- ta® B o, et ’: - = .
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): [/—fheotct D 4 L Lectlef (ocal relief;{concave) convex, none): 7ia 1 boteom Slope (%): (0 =1 %lo
Subregion (LRR): C Lat 267997. 599 Long: 275 72 56- 029  paum: CALS NAD S
Ty - s

Soil Map Unit Name: __{N®_\Jetven NWI classification: _RHSBAY - riverint
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 23 No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation >‘Z - Soil __/A__, or Hydrology Na) significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No K
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? o (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /7., /1-'1\!({}_ J,}A_
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrf;phyd.ic Vegeta;mn Present? Yes No )( Is the Sampled Area :

Hydric Soil Present? Yes . No within a Wetland? Yes No /(

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes }\ No 7

Remarks: R : : {7y 2 . R o e kY P 1

'ﬂ"‘a;‘, Ao 'S 4 PO ~ate avch Uc’\‘-i q\) “Snoy o POR0si catt : CMart O
o€ Ngeloon angd sucfa s oil .

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species ,3‘_ i
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: by=3 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
a |5 y) Prevalence Index worksheet:
v | q?n ey Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3 OBL species x1=
4. FACW species __ /S x2= 3¢
5. FAC species x3=
. S = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum {Ploffsize: Wi e/ eff O; X’ A rrse UPL species e x5= /0D
o LS A ( r :"}- L Zo 157 V; { *; - ;
1. en®orta  qlriifgals 1 2" | CoumnTotals: 35 (n) /(5€
2. /f./e:aa:f!'-: !(km"l'i\ﬁ)!p{ :’S //70«’\ /‘_C-(',.r,.
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)
’ S= /7S .2= 7 7. iz = 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
Vegetation ><
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No 2
Remarks: " 2% 5 (e
= .
: ¢ ! * ;
Ng— L

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: 0’3 a1a 13
Applicant/owner: City of Los Ange!e;s State: CA Sampling Point: __ &0 37 €%
Investigator(s): L /"' o K fl} L. !2’: ¢ |7 Sect}on Township, Range: T25 R14W Seesal Ko jJnJ.u Liiad Qa,(d
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): ol AN {fueLoce( Ire tef\(gzoncave convex, none), Ele e si0pe (s%y; _(0={ Ch
Subregion (LRR): Lo Lat__ 7 769 41TZ0- \ Long: Gk $2. . £2 paum GCS NAD 83
Soil Map Unit Name: __ [Nl Dexien NWI classification: __ Rl S A % ~clgeant
Are climatic / hydrologic condmons on the site typical for this time of year? Yes #/_ No ___ (lfno, explain in Remarks.) \
Are Vegetation 7L Soil _—* , or Hydrology _ 3>~ \*"A >_significantly disturbed? . Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No / \
|4

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology

naturally problematic? [ND  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /' Pt o

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area y
i ?
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yk No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No V/ e
Remarks: \‘-“r- Qe | S O PN - "‘{({:’ QJ C“ {-{ 12 Cj'(*,_tq x“l,\(tl'— 3 if‘( ﬂr\!fq\} V'l C\(’(’l‘ﬁr-\ r‘--\ \;-—Cf\ =Ty '-'"]"i ’\(r’%
Lod >
L {
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 O
) = 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= /2>
5. FAC species x3=
= Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: z2Z f‘b \"'] ﬂfﬂé# ¥ f UPL species (..'4 g x5= 210
A (97
i 2 (\’i’?*““"”\ HN""“ (2/ _Ln T .{),l ColumnTotals: _ ¥ 8 @ 222 (8
23 Ferebccula_ju % 1’1 PJ} % £ FALi 4
3. ' Prevalence Index = B/A= _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)
7 T ; Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
2 2Ug 22T ‘%,15/1, ) fg = Total Cover - yleophyt 9 (Expiain)
Woody |ne Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "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 No
Remarks: _______uﬁ__][_/g ﬁﬁh—%w—————,‘"—;ﬂh——:—-—m—#—-—--___-____ -3
R — . |0 - 2 ; £
’ r ok 2,{—‘,’ : 4.-I 2 \ AR %-;_ i} Yo ] ic ; S Fe / ao 'y i—\
5 BTk |oo -\, CHRT SRR (e R
Z K T s i 7__;,_\/
[ s "JA (,' ft'/ _,_j\’/
US Army Cbfps of Engineers AR f 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: 0 5% »
I nvestigator(s): Cpmﬂha[f / g “C!ft. H_ Zg_ Z;;Z?;‘ jow"smp' Range: T2S,R14W S| fe J“p W L’/\J Gr(_,]]
LA

L andform (hillslope, terrace, etc.). l')f ?; Ty p] l’dwh reIief(/conc;f}h convex, none): F/ﬁ botio Slope (%): = EUG

Subregion (LRR): o Lat: 4 s tong:__ {75777 . 41§ patum: LS NAD B3
Soil Map Unit Name: _ I\ 0 Dl NWI classification: _[21S, 12 IAN - cwetag
Are climatic / hydrologic condit:ons on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _:’i_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.) ‘
Avre Vegetation } , Soil ":s;' , or Hydrology _+C5 N¢s significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes Noqff_
Are Vegetation . Soil . or Hydrology naturally problematic? [N O (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) AN r‘"ﬂlvl 348

" o /’ ]

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

—

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes &\ No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes _X >(
within a Wetland? Yes \ No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes & Nc}fﬁ”‘j ._ 7
k e '~ sCinetizm bora "
Remarke: "\\r\(‘ oo 1€ A {"{f*: - (0 d¢ UCHO,J et 18 pefdGicail Y Clegviy
o WO o Sukface
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: 3 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 3 ®)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
—=Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: _ /()9 (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size; ) =
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
a: OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
/ : ‘f’ = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum {‘Plot size: U1 feergpe ({'D UPL species X5=
1. Setfqr « Jomiia, i ‘\'* Column Totals: (A) (8)
2. (s palun’ o {<tifim f
a: £;’e other.s é—p c;F oxrostechy 6,20 Z D i Prevalence Index = B/A =
4, Cy Lo dw‘\ Jo..:, fec v Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Sehotn nl e_(,/.,\g ik forples s ) Ob! 2 Dominance Test is >50%
6. . Prevalence Index is $3,0'
7. . Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
5 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
: - - " . : 1 s
el 2 ;2/? Jo.2m R4 2 qz = 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
Vegetation x
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
REMEIKS: v o e ] i r L 1 O
T s i o T 5P
Cpoe V. grass e / L o i [wwr
¥ i{ % ﬁ,/&zﬁ#a g 3.5 7&/5?@7&@" ;
Py oy o ) y R oo : 1ol s
3:} &f.‘{lbdm A o ,,ﬁ: i L f:"' N&M f‘Jp‘ . ;"Fé‘if" A >)/[:' | LI
20 /. fé"h . . \L%'f\o({‘(_‘ 1‘_ 5 .{',;'.1 W !/#,_’ I‘i_.‘ _‘
u Army Corps of%{g't'rl'lggs o b I',” { ——— 3 ‘| Arid West — Version'2.0
Yooy o Vi ; - 2s |

[



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

Projec/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: 3/ /
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: o)
Investigator(s): MEGECC Sherldpn /@'U( Section, Township, Range: T2S, R14W Seuse] Pulnds tnd Yooz Jﬁ#)
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): L/_QJ—fktﬂ 0’}( hsnt /9“'“! w Loca#rei:ef conca\.fe , convex, none): [ —1 \rﬂwUM Slgpe {%): O"". Dg"'c.\
Subregion (LRR): & Lat 36T 375772 Long: 2757772 . 746 patum: SCS WATD 83
Soil Map Unit Name: _ N\ _Dyoven NWI classification: _ 8 S8 A ~cvvering
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _ﬁ_ No_______ (lf no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation L Soil _f}_(.u or Hydrology _\;}’iv\_ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes NDL

Are Vegetation ___, Soll . or Hydrology naturally problematic? ™ ©  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks,) - raa de 41T

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

. . -
Hyc_ir_ophy?lc Vegela’ilon Present? Yes No Is the Sampled Area {

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No 1

Remarks:

’ G LN . v ‘
e aren 1 S O nan-ade diteh (1AM SHaak e ca Wy ceared ot
vepia vl and Quetace s

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 .
, = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: [ T (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) .%-)
1. b)) g i Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Sl 11X EediGiag 30 poﬂ Total % Cover of: __ Multiplyby:
LY lrl' .
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
- -3
T3 B2 20 =Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Stratum (Plotysize: _ﬂ_iil_.‘m( es] ) UPL species wEm
1. Column Totals: (A) (B) ‘
2 PUE S L
3. T Prevalence Index = B/A=
~ v ) = = -
4, oyt AL g,‘,} I.'; 3 ?,_) [79.«»} Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. 5.14 u2nof] ey reltprions 30 /i Lom Z%\Dominance Test is >50%
& ___ Prevalence Index is £3.0'
7. __ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
' = 70 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
R 37 (0 = Total Cover - SE HSORRYAC YEgeiaton. (Explai
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1. "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
o be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover Hydrophytic
. Vegetation )(
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust ' - Present? Yes No

Remarks: 5@3 mepa, w!l\ﬁw‘: Chgam\'b | 24 %Mf‘r °€Hd;‘
ek e T & @ R 0T

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: 4 ) 4!‘ '
Investigator(s): _MCC, EEC [,L\ I‘ﬁﬂ n/l{ﬂzﬁ' on, Township, Range: 1 25, R14 W fwfﬁ [ eclinds /;‘U“‘I 6;,\% o
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): b"’.{l‘ﬁ_u‘f:; }r\ f} a[x« in / evt ! reltef (cor?ééi:; ‘convex, none): !g&‘}' 1:-:*1\-"1 0 Slope (%): 0= 1 “‘KP
Subregion (LRR): - tat _ 3 & :—"VXZ S22 long: 375 7723. 250 _ Datum: [’A;S Nf"" DR

Soil Map Unit Name: __ N & Deton NWI classification: _ 2L SRAY  -Ovennt
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site lypica! for this time of yéar'? Yes __X_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation f , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No 2
9

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? M O (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /e M mQLQ J ,{‘( A

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?

Wetland Hydrology Present?
Remarks: The, orear &

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? Yes No ><

Y

ey " . . -
AQHa) Hneetig pesiodically cleare
3 .

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

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Number of Dominant Species
g & That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant : .-2’
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species 5'0
, ) = 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 Je x3=_}J 5z
22{1‘ J = Tolal Cover FACU species X4=
— Plot size: m..—-ffM A9 UPLspecies _ “Jo  x5= g 207
L _lellpe, DV ST 7XT 3 — % ‘E—J# Column Totals: _S4 (A ?{D (=)
2. K) s Fild] v ’ﬂ " 3 .
3. Festca  permynis st e Fal ——
4, Cardlcnr oo ol sEF]S b Oy UfIl  [THydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5, ' __ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
§ data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
: = 5= 77 g Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explai
e &{5 .2=19) 6 e o atic 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
Vegetation
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No \/
Remarks: 5 £
7Y 3 LA\ [ ¢ (’ ; 1{:’; w4 i o { ;-. bt :';
Z_ Y/ WD {0‘-,-. -" B i y 7 A PO m it es -4 "

/ LI A 1
p A, ¢ | O 67c" 5P Ty T {Z/j ) 6§ boeed /

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0




o Vi

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region ! cl/g}/g;j

‘Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: Ao, 701 5
ApplicantOwner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point:

Investlgator{sm/gp/(pe/ ?L / Wlon Township, Range: T25 R14W

Landform (hillslope, terrace, efc.): -%‘!" / ‘\Local ellef ((t.:oh_(:av nvex, none): (\/&TL‘JI\“ 0% Slope (%): ‘“’[ ' fo
Subregion (LRR): r s {} s ?““k{at 36 9ASOF /ﬁpr_ong 375~ 776 fﬂ!”{oawm GCS NAD % 3
Soil Map Unit Name: __ [N Tharton NV classification: _ LA S BA « -tlvering
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typrca1 for this time of year? Yes i_ No___ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _ 2, Soil __X_ or Hydrology&_& significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes__ No

naturally problematic? N & (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) Man M‘/ 0(:, /’C/L
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area

i -
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No Ys within 2 Wetland? Yes No )(
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No Y A
Remarks:

The aree 1§ o W\o,r - made dtten (JAYa) “vhot- 1S f;‘-:-.’-"f“‘.-?}c_\'ﬂm\“j cifFared
o PRGN angd su ’

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover_ ecies? _Status Number of Dominant Species

% That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: { ) (A)

Total Number of Dominant

2
3. Species Across All Strata: F @ (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 Xx2=
5. FAC species x3=

= Total Cover FACU species X4=

Herb Stratum _(Plot size: _ 7 £ o) T o UPL species _ "2 x5=_[1o
1. Cenlourca  solgtites 24/ pPom Y &:’7 I Column Totals: __ 2 @ 4o B)
2.
3. Prevalence Index =B/A= D
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5, ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
" data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
22 = Total Cover - G Hydrophy 9 (EXpisin}

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
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No 7(\
Remarks: Y Stxr st / e
T r
” st Fhiste.
= — m—
16~ 7 / ey
SEE

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region 4/5{90’:’/
Projec/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date:/ 2 Avs 2013
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: £S5 505
Investigator(s): MCCEEE- 4!’&/4{’/}* /6&12% Segction, Township, Range: T2S,R14W  S¢ L,\Sq? ;&(}cnp}n [/Lr\n] (ér‘?ﬂ+
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): y 5?‘1‘1!?7" "///f 7"62 \ra) /i’%. ;é{ ré:ﬂé‘f (concave, convex, none). ﬂ’ /4'/7{ Slope (%): 0-/( 7
Subregion (LRR): i i Lat: ? 6 ql?‘q' 73(9 Long: ‘37 Sﬂ'?‘? 5‘(‘ (; l)l?t)alum: GC{ N’QQ(Q/B
Soil Map Unit Name: Af(l ﬁﬁ!’h‘h NWI classification: A 5‘5,4 X aning
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _i No____ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _b_ Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No TL
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks,}@ﬁ_f,m‘#e/ f-oéle,—kl

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

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

ic Soil Present? X >(
b s it e b within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No \7(
Remarks:

wide dbippng g From  culvgt abac Tle plonts

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: GEER (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: __2— (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species -~ / el
' _ __ =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:  2/2 = [(07sam)
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=
ﬁ g _‘_ = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: ' T 7 j!! m&ci VS . UPL species x5=
1. € 8§ 0nri o /& :.’;’Crflhq .ﬁa(:&‘. %L?/i OD.WI f«ﬂCW .
= - | Column Totals: (A) (B)
2. Schin oﬁf oy (et g ruddlezzy DM ER (W
3. Setoicin  pum e 47 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)
: =7 5 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
R Eme Ly ¢ &= H.[ﬂ 5% =Total Cover i atiydophytic Vegatadon™(Sxplein)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) ;
1. 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
2 be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
= Total Cover cydropi;ytic
egetation )<‘
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes ; No
Remarks: . perS ] :
/‘:.5:-‘ SetA / /T~ Se T~ ﬂe“X 4457{.2‘/ 5
3 o £) -
& €ch 2 | Lo /Brsy >
— . T -
OF S : / 1
5‘7‘ ] z / j{‘{’- ] q{c
3 & .
c_xfﬁé cte /(‘;/\ f‘?é’" /

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region L/jﬁj’@ '

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: f 2/41'-“£
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: ]&% CC?
Investigator(s): MCCHEC Lelle /7{ / & &(;}—Wq"\ Sectron Township, Range: T2S R14W Sawal Redordo | gad Eont
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): "5 /77((5 e «(MJ“'J Mccal rel:e{(conc convex, none): \«/-J/-?_ botoe  Slope (%): (-1 Yo
Subregion (LRR): C t 3692)0. 94 1’72 Long: 3757725 2 £ 2 patum: CCSNAD B3

Soil Map Unit Name: __ N Do NWI classification: {"’*-l"l.Sl:“x Ay ~twerinl

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _¥ No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation _X___, Soil

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

. or Hydrology 72\ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No )(‘
naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks. /"~ }"/ZaTégé 715/%
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X .

Is the Sampled Area
ic Soi ?
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No >( within a Wetland? Voo No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X !
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: A
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: I (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species ,
_ — = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: >, (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: i )
Prevalence Index worksheet:
2: Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5. FAC species x3=
’ s = Total Cover FACU species x4=
- o) —
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 6 7{. ﬂﬂ"ﬂ A ( P e ﬁ) U / ) UPL species 2 7 x5=_[ ?.5-
Coptancen ¢l RALAY 215 o / ColumnTotals: ___Z7 (A /39 8

Prevalence Index =BA= ___>
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

___ Dominance Test is >50%
Prevalence Index is s3.0'

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

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
Z 7 =Total Cover e ySCpiyt 9 (Expiren)

=i B R

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 NoJ
Remarks:
72/ . 70X
Oz - ST g

Ef £ I

US Army Corps of Engineers Gd~ Arid West — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region L H{é??‘r;‘\"

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: 3 )
Applicant/Owner: City of Los A"SE|95 state: CA Sampling Point. £ o S !‘1 ceu ‘ -
Investigator(s): MCCECe E"\‘»fi fon / #ﬂ"ﬁﬁ ection, Township, Range: 1 25, R 14 W Sounsel  Kedpnihe 1.8 O‘aw-} I.
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): L -—é?ﬁ‘h? ﬁ?ﬂ c/J A /fﬂd Z‘gcéﬁé/ lief (concave, convex, none): F le T Slope (%): o-lf
Subregion (LRR): Lat 26574/ L7774 7 _ Long: 3787224330 Datum: Go M g}
Soil Map Unit Name: '/?/’Z) ﬂdmL & NWI classification: RYS A v/ g
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes L(,_ No___ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation A , 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.) Aen r'if-.z.gze_ o/{ % ¢ Ll
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes x\ No Is the Sampled Area

HNR SOl E vesait b { b within a Wetland? Yes % No

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes /A No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status Nurmber of Dominant Species Z
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: A
2 Total Number of Dominant ae N
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species ;
= Total Cover_ That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (@ & (A/B)
agiing:‘ghrub Stratum (Plot size: ) j
1. £ _._.._._ln,_g__s, s 0, --/ 5»“«? 1 f Ce Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. fz W) S d) 0 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. 3l [ o OBL species x1=
4, H’\ vCr we 2 f 5_ ‘?f FACW species x2=
5. e FAC species x3=
/ i 3 1O D “4Total Cover FACU species x4 =
Herb Stratum (Plot size: Ly j e f’fl o g .| UPL species B
1. ‘S’% i‘\d\iﬂ D?§}€ C U‘} (—ﬁ, q(uf/'[,“,,}' Q 5 %M Qél Column Totals: (A) (B)
2. Festines | perreass Jo Dom  Froc
3. Ernlogeron ¢ n;v\({{,n_', 1 5 Prevalence Index = B/A=
4 4 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5, 2X’Dominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is $3.0'
T, ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ = R Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
’S-*—' ?5 y w225 {SD = Total Cover T ydeaphigtic Vugwlaion- (Sxplok)
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 A No
Remarks: s

_f
Ce «-i'i“-ﬁ‘s/ ot /g",’% ! fm)i

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM —

Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch

City/County: City of Los Angeles

Arid West Region

Sampling Date: 5 A4

Applicantowner: City of Los Angeles

state: CA Sampling Point:

Investigator(s): MCG-ECE Pyl il )‘/ (G ttZ o~

P Lat 26 5’5’;3;’6/{

Subregion (LRR):

Seqtion, Township, Range: T2S5 R14W
Landform (hillslope, terrace, efc.): I/IW ﬂ/ ; 7".{/ A h/(’f'l? c’a‘l{ T 'ief‘z’oncave, convex, none): 5Qacf-

Long: 775’-77 [ 5/;7 Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name:

NWI classification:

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes \>-/
Are Vegetation 5 . Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed?
Are Vegetation , Sail , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

Slope (%):

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

NoX

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)/«~ < W‘ﬂ-;é/ﬁ{ L

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

Yes i,' No )‘
Yes No X
Yes 7(_ No

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

v X

Yes

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status

1.

2.
3.
4

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species il
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: S ()

Total Number of Dominant %4
Species Across All Strata: (B)

Percent of Dominant Species

50; Sty (A/B)

, _ = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

Saplina/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 (2 x3=_3537

; = Total Cover FACU species 5 xd=z 2O
Herb Stratum (Plot size: A # Trenfy A UPL species 7 5= &
1 Contewres saishdinlls 727, Do el Column Totals: O S ()| ZY __®
2 Sefocla  pfgmn pum.[n 74 oM FAC. »
3. Fertecy ,.f)(ﬂ-p P ,ff {r/’ .DO M\ Fee. Prevalence Index = B/A= .2
4 £ _/-./j}{, r‘u{-\ Quné long)'s J 0 DI}M Focu E-Iy_drophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___ Dominance Testis >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is <3.0'
7. ___ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
8 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

‘ -~ Py Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
9= (2.5 VTS <5 =Total Cover T yskeophyliciVeg (Expiain)
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:
N

Oy 5t

US Army Corps of Engineers

Arid West —Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

roject/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch cjty;COQnty; City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: /5 42 70
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: : g = ﬁ @
Investigator(s): _MEGEEE— g;w/é;&/ﬁzﬁm ; S?ctior}, Township, Range: | 25, R14 W Sauta rr )eiffi‘-"“!“‘ 5"4"1: Gra ""f
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): ‘.[ / "IFFM /f fﬂi\_.‘n t:f Wlf-"{' ngéﬂelief (concave, convex, none): -C .’/’ f Slope (%): 0 ‘1/2

Subregion (LRR): C lat_J65503.-2856 Long:'3'7f“7f7 07 ./ 17 _ Datum: £2CS ﬂ/zﬁ*éfﬁ"

Soil Map Unit Name: F/L/U 10& ’!_d.\ NWI classification: A ¢ /J)’g A ﬂ:'lr-.’»..r‘-.'r,L
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes _)@ No_____ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.) )
Are Vegetation _K‘ Soil_____, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes NOZ____ 7
Are Vegetation ____, Soil______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /léz % zﬁ/‘ M%—J

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes -><\ No Is the Sampled Area
: ; -
Hydric Soil Present? Yes___ No 7<. within a Wetland? Yes No X
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
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 >
] ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: £ Y )
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: 4 t-"fm\&g fj UPL species xb=
1. 2/l 7‘”"? e /s A<2olate | %4,)". Fac Column Totals: *) 8
2. @@/??& rea Jof ot /s & Y vl
3. Feduea perfons é ﬂ; s !{far_ Prevalence Index = B/A=
- L
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ominance Test is >50%
6. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0'
7. . Morpha!pgica} Adaptations‘ (Provide supporting
5 data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
’ - - W Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
S QSL 2% Ty %3 = Total Cover T 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 )Q
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No
Remarks: ~
T 3 0/ N ﬂ( S sie
g fp% j@a,, / 3 06/
- f,. 2 5, : (.1 / .
VE2SN S PG
g P AR / 7 o= —
@r 7 2 5/ fg’,f: "‘é‘f "? 7 - 5-’ -:_-6'}'%!.“(;\ /!2'5.- / 6:;__,

us Arrﬁy Corps of Enginee;fr? Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DE'I&RMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Projec/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: | 5.4y Zof7
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: e e

Investigator(s): m-’y);ﬁ/ Mf{/&/ﬂm e{:}jon. Township, Range: 1 25, R14 W Sems al Rldaﬂ.n!a L-ewsj GM+
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): _{Zﬂé’-%ﬁ_é/ /}{,‘ YL(-’L"**’*- Lot '%c’al%e‘i% {concave, convex, none): £ | /ﬁj K Slope (%): 0"“‘

Subregion (LRR): (/“ Lat & & 72 ,f/"é.”} Long: g Z 5-7705:7?’2.“ Datum: _G s NéOQ
Soil Map UnitName: /U, Dadfe, NWI classification: £ 458K X _rharng

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

Are Vegetation 7< . Sail , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No y
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)/,,; yv /"ﬂ-;/c & /{,i ,Lgf Az
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
z . o
Hydrfaphy?ncp\!egeta;mn Present? Yes /k :o Is the Sampled Area
Hyddese Goil Presents b S v within a Wetland? Yes >( No
Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yes _ No
Remarks:
VEGETATIOIg;-‘._- 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: (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:  (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
4 OBL species X1=
4 FACW species x2=
5 FAC species x3=
r 4 _ZL ________=Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: L. & UPL species g
2K 254 Pem Uyl o
1. Copoptn  Su /el 2 L2 L | Column Totals: A ®)
2. Fegdunen  Ptrrents 7t 4‘21' r _Fae
3 Sedorta  pin zﬁfg. 6% Dy Fec Prevalence Index = B/A =
4. / Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. /_“Dominance Test is >50%
6. __ Prevalence Index is 3.0’
r ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
3 data in Remarks or on a separale sheet)
' SREE ik zg = 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
Vegetation S)Q
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Ye No
R 7 r Py
CMakS. g Yy SOV fierse e 57 5o JoY. St
/Wﬁ"‘*’f" ' P %—-—*’Wﬁr e
s s g
% gah,  EEH 95 3% &t (051 J3F.

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: / ,}AM/ = 2o/ j
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles )Ze ('-/tH*/ (24 state: CA Sampling Point: _& ¢/2 c)
Investigator(s): _MCC, E ECC L M& Section, T?—jtﬂp Range: 125, R14W  Sics.( Looondy Lernd C'n;,n?"
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): I/A—rfn‘%ﬂl@' D 4 CAM /fé’é{I relief (concave, convex, none): Yo / 4 7!" Slape (%): ._H‘j e
Subregion (LRR): Llat_36 % 65’? 151 Long: 37 =t YA $"73 patum:
Soil Map Unit Name: /‘/5 Dc'x'?z‘l' NWJ classification: K@f/?ﬁ’-" V;v#/“fm,
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. )K‘W )"/’7&, ,;/ / VLC
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydr‘ophy?ic Vegeta;ion Present? Yes 5;’ No Is the Sampled Area X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes .4 No within a Wetland? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Y 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)
& Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: z (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species fj
‘ _ _____ =Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /D (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub %galum (Plot size: )
1. = /e X CA A, =l . Obf Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 / § r Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
s/ OBL species x1=
4. / FACW species X2=
5. / FAC species x3=
> 7‘ 7( < 2 = Total Cover FACU species x4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 2 C AR C ﬁ UPL species % 5=
z oM
7;‘."“" 4)” Qﬁ""“f” €ASS jéé'—d Column Totals: (A (B)
: - /s
3. Qo pu b redus e d b((( ' s 4 7 ;-c«_(/ Prevalence Index = BJ/A =
4, (c; s Vo Wa.c'[&/ /o1 s FA cix I-l/y%;‘;phytic 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)
' TC39,. 2= I? > Z 7~ it s ___ 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
Vegetation (
‘| % Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes % No
Remarks
co/-  Fo07%lix (’S"/.%Cﬁj_ ?}/&ewwiﬁc 75’
Jef, 57 2wl S socat | Sx eklpe
%3 7.:——[——41”’.—'
i 28 157 M ?ﬁ
/2 M;

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 A c Fo1 )
‘Appli Owner: City of Los Angeles State: CA Sampling Point: /£ § & )
ator(s): Wﬂ;ﬁ/o@;/f' /éff?’-f'-ﬂm ction, Township, Range: 1 2S5, R14W £, o/ Redondy lerd ot
orm (hillslope, terrace, etc.): &LA—W‘L _// L /’ ¢L f/b/é.»c c:'c(aléféhef (concave, convex, none): ﬂC é‘ﬁ Slope (%): o~/
sregion (LRR): e Lat 36 & GA1.4(F / Long: 275  £5.28% Datum: GCs’M;(/ij

il Map Unit Name: et NWI éas:iﬁcalion: AL sgAxn W-"‘«‘;r
/Avre climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes 7)% No__ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation i Soil ____, or Hydrology d?

significantly disturbe Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes No

Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /"\-’\ \*"\5‘\‘-& 'i(f' 7. L

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

Hydrophytic VVegetation Present? Yes No >( Is the Sampled Area
. - \{
? 4
HyTHG BON Pacents e g 3 within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No _ >~ N
Remarks:

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

Tree Stratum (Plotsize: ) J Cover Species? Status | \\ mber of Dominant Species [
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
" Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: & (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species
. : = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: so (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 7 x3= 5/

(;, - = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: : f;ﬁa:,} C&?L‘ " UPL species 2L is= /2%
1. ConFewrln  Sefss 075 Fin VY | GoumnTotals: __ 43 /4] ®
2, /qffth&:, el !7 ﬁ(f W f hﬁ < :
3, ‘ Prevalence Index = B/A= 4
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)

' Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explai
f i 2= Tolal Gover — blematic Hydrophytic 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 K
Remarks:

(I gk | ST ke,

i } v, B0/ /}’y" / [

& Y L
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Arid West Region

Project/Site: LAX Ru nway Safety AreafArgo Ditch City/County: City of Los An geles Sampling Date:
Applicant/owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: _ 4 ';_J [ ‘nj;
Investigator(s): MC&-EGC [ Lar 1 e "/ léﬂ\&%’k Section Townshsp Range: 1 2S5, R14 W Sewnsal Redund v (e & 1
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): f/“gv%«lbf D—* }‘ o‘\ A L/g ellef (cc/ ncave, convex, nong): ﬁ !'ffflf Slope (%): G~ ] /s
Subregion (LRR): - Lat BET7 ST . T3S~ Long: 2 75 7&5‘/- /6 8& paum_£CMIG3
Soil Map Unit Name: v /;"LL’IL [ NWI classification: Ry SEA I flisr i
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes K No (If no, explain 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.) 124 Ma |Zv / "‘c
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
:Ydr?phyf:cPVege{a;ion Present? :es . :o - b _Sa’lﬁ'ple d Area
ysiic Sol Fresents 5 0= within a Wetland? Yes No \\c{
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)
* Total Number of Dominant @_
3. Species Across All Strata: (B)
4
Percent of Dominant Species
) ) = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: iﬂ (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=
= Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) _ UPL species Xx5=
1. __:“ pa s (Vﬁ“ﬂfff’“ Q'Q“L"’éﬂ Factt)| cotumn Totals: (A) ®)
2. ’r"“\ At //’M?lﬂé !’Afn. o fefn Fac
3. Prevalence Index = BIA=
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)
’ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explai
<ol 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 /
Vegetation :
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes X No
otk
Remarks: Ay 3 3 | R i A ~ Lt s i .
W ows \0 L3 ye Dosbuin ([l Qo i orosmk Uy
’ (} \_{:.!.:y 4!
E :
L —\t 9 et - -
US Army Corps of Engineers i Jﬂi- Arid West — Version 2.0

f_‘:



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region

ProjecSite: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: & {3~ (3 Fec
Applicant/Owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: 7 25"7 5 f_;; Lk
Investigator(s): MEEALCC & CC Tt i t\o\f é&'/)k/’d filon Township, Range: T2S,R14W (Ux‘u‘\i“} ﬁec’u’bj Lw"'\[ (rant
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): (;Cgliﬁut 2 %‘-A ,a belbts r/'f?ef (concave, convex, none): ~ (’17{“ Slope (%): _{>—1
Subregion (LRR): [ Lat BET7756- 697 Long 375 7603.09%  Datum: £CT NAD
Soil Map Unit Name: AL D NWI classification; ___ A5 BAY firinn
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ,A_ No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation ,Soil ______, or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes____ No A_
Are Vegelation ,Soil _______, or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) /o maq{{ { % A
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. ‘
:yg:)pgﬂ:cp\:eg:j;ion PrEesit :2 — :Z X,, Is the Sampled Area ),
V\?et!at;d ol-ilydr:fogy .Present? Yes __ No | within g Wetiandy T Ne 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,orFAC: ____ (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: (A/B)

Saghng!Shrub Stralum {F'lot size: e
; y il Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Muitiply by:
OBL species x1=
FACW species x2=
FAC species Xx3=

{ ! | f, ” = Total Cover FACU species X4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: [zt s -g.ﬂ;;“-‘« UPL species e

A// len TS’ <2/ Column Totals: (A) (8)

B3 B o

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 sheef)

® N ook

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' lai
= Total Cover — Fre ¢ Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

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

2.

§ A 1@ e = Total Cover Hydrophytic

Do~ A - Vegetation X
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum % Cover of Biotic Crust Present? Yes No :
Remarks: al

&z

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Arid West Region / " 47(;;

o
Project/Site: LAX Runway Safety Area/Argo Ditch City/County: City of Los Angeles Sampling Date: ] 2 gmj;'lf—_ﬁ 13
Applicant/owner: City of Los Angeles state: CA Sampling Point: _2 7 LTS s L
Investigator(s): _A1 AL 3 3 B b Section, Township, Range: 1 25, R 14 W ﬂgaa_f:r':
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.); __12\ 3( A\ wutfpn /L({/ﬁ"-‘" Local relief (concave, convex, none): _ T \o X Slope (%): _0 -1 7
Subregion (LRR): __( Lat:_ 2674 20157 Long: 275 7 5 &% 4%Y  Datum: _(¢ SIJ_} 73
Soil Map Unit Name: > 0..&”; =) NWI classification: 4 S’BA’ Al A e A

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes v No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation W , Soil significantly disturbed? ;) © Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes il No
Are Vegetation . Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? }! ¢ (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) A —q J‘? a/ 7’({ Z

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

, or Hydrology

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No ./ Is the Sampled Area
L B
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No .~ within a Wetland? o 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
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: f i (A)
& Total Number of Dominant L
3. Species Across All Strata: — (B)
4.
Percent of Dominant Species ;
i ; = Total Cover That Are OBL, FACW, or Fac: 9/2 = O% (m)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) B
1 Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multip!
3. OBL species x1=
4. FACW species x2=
5, FAC species ; x3=
__ =Total Cover FACU species Xx4=

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 10 m ‘ravgec i UPL species B

h-ﬁ i by ¢ A i
1. Avenn VDacbnfz- |2 _D0M _(UPL | coumn Totats: ® ®
2 -g*. codivva e ot s Dow _ oL
3. (ontaueea solahitighic 12— _Dow\ (APl Prevalence Index = BIA =
4. 1:?-’-.’}"{-‘\ (O VAU LY DS 2 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Tl eala —E"\’@EZ"/\,;Q 2 ___ Dominance Test is >50%
6. Porariurs, van diy Y inciz 1. ___ Prevalence Index is 3.0
7. Gyravamns A andvun | ___ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting

1 b ] ) data in Rem r arate sheet
8. HP&Q(D’.‘V\{;M& O mﬁ\v({-:}-ﬁkv- [ p b? ° mt_ H :rks: f:nva sef fr (e l)'

= { 2 roblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain

. = L L (z(D _=Total Cover e yiropyic Veg (Eepia)
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: ’

US Army Corps of Engineers Arid West — Version 2.0






	Appendix D  Jurisdictional Delineation


