“Hazardous Material(s)”
City of Fountain Valley’s Crossings Draft EIR: Issue(s) Known and Unreported
Draft EIR = Draft Environmental Impact Report
Esq. = Attorney; F.V. United’s Attorney of Record: link Ginetta Giovinco curriculum vitae
MM = Mitigation Measures
HRA = Health Risk Assessment

Air Quality Section of the Crossings Draft EIR: > City of F.V. Response in the Crossings
Draft EIR to CEQA Requirement below
Mitigation Measure MM AQ-5a requires a future Health Risk Assessment (HRA) be prepared to measure
risks associated with locating proposed sensitive land uses in close proximity to the I-405 or operations
such as distribution centers. (Draft EIR, p. 3.2-23.) This mitigation measure constitutes impermissible
deferred mitigation because it fails to provide benchmark standards. The mitigation measure states
that the HRA shall be “reviewed and approved” by the City, but based on what threshold?
If the HRA discloses that a proposed land use results in a pattern of exposure to hazardous materials
and creates health risks, what next? (Demand) G. Giovinco, Esq. p. 7
Does the City simply approve that report, or are certain measures required to be implemented?
(Demand) G. Giovinco, Esq. p. 7
Please revise this mitigation measure to explain the applicable standards for the HRAs and what will
happen if those thresholds are exceeded. (Demand) G. Giovinco, Esq. p.7

Former Fountain Valley Gun Range and City Yard Possible Severe
Hazardous Substance Issues
Former F.V. City Gun Range & Former City Yard approx. location: 18240 Ward Street; Fountain Valley
parcel # 156-152-02 & 156-152-03
Conspicuous by its absence is any mention of the City of F.V. former “gun range” and “city yard”.
I) To the reasonable person these questions are worthy of discussion:
1) “lead contamination”
2) “firearm associated contamination in the soil” ex. cleaning solvents and ballistic propellants,
etc ...
3) Link: City of H.B. experience & protracted misery with city’s “gun range”.
II) Also conspicuous by its absence is any mention of the “City of F.V. former city yard.
Another logical discussion regarding “hazardous substances” at the former yard would be:
1) Petroleum fuel tanks above or below ground, for fueling city vehicles
2) Insecticides ex. circa 1960’s DDT (mosquito control)
3) Liquids ex. oils, solvents, cleaning solutions, etc …

III) Another worthy discussion is: “Orange County Water District’s “Injection & Monitoring Wells” for
maintaining the aquafer (Potential Contamination of County Drinking Water): Well # M-13 is located
within the area of the old city yard. If the soil is disturbed by either the “F.V. Crossings Project” or I-405
FWY expansion starting in 2017 will this release lead and/or other chemicals into the aquafer/ O.C.
Drinking Water ?...
Orange County Water District Well #M13 Located Former Gun Range and City Yard

Orange County Water District:
Marsha Westropp 714-378-8248
MWestropp@ocwd.com
Michael Markus; General Manager Orange County Water District’s

IV) The “Fountain Valley Channel”:

Hydrology and Water Quality Section of the Crossings Draft EIR: > City of F.V.
Response in the Draft EIR to CEQA Requirement below
The Crossings Draft EIR admits that downstream from the Project area is the Santa Ana River Salt Marsh
which “is designated as critical habitat for the coastal California gnatcatcher and the San Diego fairy
shrimp.” (Draft EIR, p. 3.6-10.) Yet, inexplicably, Impact HYD-2 does not contain any discussion of
potential adverse impacts to this habitat. Given that storm drains on the Project site, including the
Fountain Valley Channel, “are designed to convey floodwater and surface runoff offsite before eventually
discharging to the Santa Ana River Salt Marsh and Pacific Ocean” (Draft EIR, p. 3.6-11), where is the
discussion of the potential impacts to habitat caused by altering the drainage patterns? (Demand) G.
Giovinco, Esq. p. 10

Note Surface Runoff though duct/drain into Fountain Valley Channel. ~ 3 miles later untreated surface
contaminants empty into critical wetland habit and then into the Pacific Ocean

Fountain Valley Channel Runs Through Former Gun Range and City Yard

Taken Behind: San Felipe, F.V. – Fish are easily observed here, in addition to birds
Note large hole/duct background left side; picture of surface street runoff duct from Falcon/San Felipe
streets into F.V. Channel

Hazard Material Section of the Crossings Draft EIR > > City of F.V. Response in the Draft
EIR to CEQA Requirement below
The Draft EIR notes that the Project area contains hazardous materials sites as listed in the EnviroStar database.
(Draft EIR, p. 3.-5.15.) The Draft EIR then concludes that because the Orange County Health Care Agency would
review all activities in and around sites in the Project area, the Project would have a less than significant impact.
This constitutes impermissible deferred analysis absent some benchmark standards and discussion of applicable
regulations. Please revise this discussion to explain how health and safety standards will be assured given the
presence of hazardous materials sites in the Project area. (Demand) G. Giovinco, Esq. p. 10

Conspicuous by its absence in F.V. Crossings Draft EIR:
Is omission of the former F.V. “gun range and city yard” permissible under CA CEQA statues ?
Or is the City of Fountain Valley and its environmental consultant who prepared the F.V. Crossing Draft EIR required
by CEQA statue to include the City of F.V. former gun range and city yard ?
Why isn’t City of F.V. former gun range and city yard in the State of CA Envirostor database ?
Link: Calif State official database Envirostor database - Fountain Valley

DTSC (CA) Dept. Toxic Substance Control
Regulatory Assistance Officer
Gloria Conti – “If you don’t see the site in our Envirostor list I can send this information up
to our Enforcement group”.
714-484-5400
Gloria.Conti@dtsc.ca.gov

F.V. Gun Range circa. 1960
approx. location: 18240 Ward Street & I-405 FWY; Fountain Valley

Huntington Beach gun range litigation -- Jan. 24, 2007 Updated Aug. 21, 2013 1:17 p.m.
Link: http://www.ocregister.com/articles/police-55092-city-association.html

Legal/Statuary Authority to Compel and Demand City of Fountain Valley provide
Written Responses to Questions & Comments
Fountain Valley United requests that written responses to each of the following comments be provided in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15088: (Demand) G. Giovinco, Esq. p. 1
15088. Evaluation of and Response to Comments
(a) The lead agency shall evaluate comments on environmental issues received from persons who
reviewed the draft EIR and shall prepare a written response. The Lead Agency shall respond to
comments received during the noticed comment period and any extensions and may respond to
late comments.
(b) The lead agency shall provide a written proposed response to a public agency on comments made
by that public agency at least 10 days prior to certifying an environmental impact report.

(c) The written response shall describe the disposition of significant environmental issues raised (e.g.,
revisions to the proposed project to mitigate anticipated impacts or objections). In particular, the
major environmental issues raised when the Lead Agency's position is at variance with
recommendations and objections raised in the comments must be addressed in detail giving
reasons why specific comments and suggestions were not accepted. There must be good faith,
reasoned analysis in response. Conclusory statements unsupported by factual information will not
suffice.
(d) The response to comments may take the form of a revision to the draft EIR or may be a separate
section in the final EIR. Where the response to comments makes important changes in the
information contained in the text of the draft EIR, the Lead Agency should either:

(1) Revise the text in the body of the EIR, or
(2) Include marginal notes showing that the information is revised in the response to comments.
Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21092.5, 21104, and 21153,
Public Resources Code; People v. County of Kern (1974) 39 Cal. App. 3d 830; Cleary v. County of
Stanislaus (1981) 118 Cal. App. 3d 348.

