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1. COMMENTS RECEIVED AT JANUARY 9, 2003 SCOPING
MEETING



ESA = MEMORANDUM

T0 . Sagar Raksit

FROM »  Leslie Moulton

DATE s January 14, 2003

SUBJECT = Lancaster WRP EIR Scoping Session. January 9, 2003

Following are summaries of the main issues raised during the scoping meeting held at the City of

Lancaster City Hall on January 9, 2003 that could affect the project description:

1) There were numerous commentors and a large audience contingent including Senator Pete Knight,
Assembly member Sharon Runner, and Mayor Frank Roberts opposing anty encroachment onto
EAFB.

2) There were numerous commentors and a large audience contingent supporting the creation of
additional wetlands. Senator Pete Knight and Mayor Frank Roberts support maintainmg Piute
Ponds.

3) There was considerable support for increasing tertiary treatment capacity for reuse. The tertiary-
treated water would improve agricultural operations and groundwater quality and generally support
additional reclamation, '

4) Numerous additional alternatives were offered imcluding:

a) Constructed wetlands on or off base;
by Increased tertiary treatment,

¢) Groundwater recharge;

d) Armagosa Creek discharge;

e) Forest; and

) EAFB reuse,

Attached is a copy of all the comments received during the meeting, for your review.



Oral Comments Received During Scoping Meeting:

January 9, 2003
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Avoid Edwards Air Force Base Encroachment

Project costs would be too high, obtain Prop. 13 funds
Recycle water as much as possible

Overflows degrade dry lake

Groundwater contamination could be caused by District

Construct Best Available Technology to prevent groundwater contamination

Conduct economic analysis of alternatives

Propose a joint project to increase reclamation in the Valley
Accelerate tertiary treatment

Consider wetlands

Consider trails and educational facility

Allow overflows in winter

Restore little Piute Ponds

Wetlands have economic benefits

Compare effects of each Alternative on sewerage rates
On and off base alternatives have BASH impacts
Eliminating overflows degrades lakebed surface
Project jeopardizes EAFB mission

Encroachment will close EAFB

Project increases BASH

Will NEPA process be necessary?

First objective is to comply with RWQCB order
Assess impacts to ground water

Groundwater contamination is a RWQCB concemn

Assess other flushing methods

Avoid Sundale Mutual property for Agriculture

Agriculture will impact Sundale Mutual water wells and lots
Provide tertiary treatment of agricultural water

Provide cost comparison

Project could pollute EAFB

Do not build agriculture

Develop parkland with trees

City of Lancaster is opposed to encroachment
Evaluate biological impacts including Mariposa lily
Mitigation lands have costs that need to be evaluated
City supports groundwater recharge potential
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Evaluate all alternatives

Use Piute Pond vicinity for wetlands

Assess air quality impact of overflows

Swamps breed disease, avoid stagnate water

Expand Piute Ponds

Allow for future expansion of treatment, not wetlands

Evaluate effects of project with West Mojave Plan
Incorporate NEPA

Alternatives are too limited

Other areas could support wetlands

Tertiary-plus treatment should be considered
Consider alternatives with less impact to community
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COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeleés County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
January 9, 2603
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Comments:

iqs—»/\r“\%ﬁmw coftess s To Ny OV rio
THRNT  e~nORACHE oD EA BS,

Mail to: LACSD, Plamming and Property Management Section, Attn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Worlanan Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (362) 695-1974

COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRT 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
/) January 9, 2003
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Name: A1 E MBLYME MBEL tHA¥ orV ANN
i .
Affiliation:

Address:

Do ynu wish to speak? Yes No

Comments:

Mail to: LA(.bD Planning and Property Management Section, Attn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90681
FAX: (562).695-1974



COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall

January 9, 2003
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Aitn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Worlonan Mill Read, Whittier, CA 90601
EAX: (562) 695-1974

COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall

January 9, 2003
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Do you wish to speak? V' Yes No

Comments:

. Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management bu,tmn, At Sagar desnt, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA. 90601
FAX: (562) 695-1974
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall

1 January 9, 2003
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Mail to: LACSD, Planming and Property Management Section, Atte: Sagar Raksn, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (562) 695-1974
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan

~ City of Lancaster City Hall

January 9, 2003
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Attn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workanan Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (562) 695-1974



County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
" Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
January 9, 2003
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Atn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
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COMMENT CARD
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January 9, 2063
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
Jamuary 9, 2003
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
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City of Lancaster City Hall

January 9, 2003
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Comments:

Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Preperty Management Section, Atin: Sagar Raksit, 1953 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (562) 695-1974 . ~



COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
- g . January 9, 2003
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COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Attn: Sagar Raksit, 1935 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 20601
FAX: (562) 695-1974 )



COMMENT CARD

County Sapitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
January 9, 2003
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
January 9, 2003
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Atin: ‘Sagﬁr Raksit, 1955 Workmah Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90661
FAX: (562) 695-1974 .
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Afin: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (562) 695-1974



COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall

\ January 9, 2003
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
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f . January 9, 2003
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COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
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Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Atin: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whitfier, CA 90641
FAX: (562) 695-1974
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hal}
January 9, 2063
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County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall
January 9, 2003

Name; AWQ /WKOO//(

Affiliation: / _ .
Address: 4/ 7 4\ 2’4’\ _5—,9?742/7»4‘0 AL & j@f 4

/ %’ W AL TE
Do you wish to speak? LS Yes e No

Comments: I;/VC[G‘M/VM’/*’ A E TIEShE T G/Q/%éx

5 TP LIETpDl D By Lirz, THees Jc anple (o]

/%*4/0 AN GE AMMé JIATEL T fwﬁm/y /ﬁ% _Qév’féwfzfyf

% = w/yq*ewﬁ ALEAC WISl T8 A7 Ser T T

Loirie Fore V7w ( AMEs or” 7T~ EDA L

Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Attn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Read, Whittier, CA 20601
FAX: {562) 695-1974

COMMENT CARD

County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, District 14
Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall

4 ' January 9, 2003
Name: \ [ ot 8 11 C?"“’““f _
3 ‘ o M
Affiliation: ZA‘-}\ Lo d~ wuf i 2 / AT / VN AR

7,
Address: Gl‘? / S ?@ ¢ . /.éﬁmuﬁ e gﬂ

el s Aewes o4 o203
,,}
Do you wish to speak? 1/ Yes / No

Comments:

Mail to: LACSD, Planning and Property Management Section, Attn: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (562} 695-1974



AARYEIYLIDIN G AN
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Environmental Impact Report CEQA Scoping Meeting
Lancaster WRP 2020 Facilities Plan
City of Lancaster City Hall

- | e January 9, 2003
Name: {gO% f 7{46’2: ’

Atfiliation: _ ()¢ EX/T KEKIWRDQ
- Address: L/L{ZCDO TPTHCDE

Do you wish to speak? Yes No

Comments:

Mail to: LACSD, Plannin

g and Property Management Section, Atin: Sagar Raksit, 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601
FAX: (562) 695-1974 )



. MO @%WJ o> V :
%&Wymnmster J A _ V
AANTELOPE VALLEY

2002 Chambers % Commierce

STATEMENT FOR SCOPING MEETING
January 9, 2003

The Antelope Valley Chambers of Commerce, representing over 900 business
members, is adamantly opposed to the leasing of 2,500 acres on the southwest
portion of Edwards AFB for the management of wastewater generated by the
Lancaster and Palmdale areas.

Our Chamber firmly believes the risk of allowing this project to go forward in its
current form could seriously jeopardize the future of the Air Force Flight Test
Center as we know it today. Encroachment of any type often leads to additional
encroachment issues. Once that occurs, we may never regain what was lost.

In addition, there are significant safety issues we must consider. To allow 2,500
acres of wastewater would certainly add a significant increase of water foul in this
area. We don’t believe we need to say much about how serious bird strike issues
can be in terms of potential loss in life and equipment.

Our Chamber believes District 14 must seek alternative wastewater solutions that
have long range solutions to wastewater use and reuse. We believe that water
treatment and recycling is a prudent alternative to the proposal. It not only

~ addresses the current problems but also offers long term management of this
essential resource.

The City of Lancaster, through the Planning Commission and City Council have
established long range plans to prepare for anticipated growth in our area. District
14 ought to follow that lead and plan for future use of wastewater rather than
taking what appears to be cheapest route.

Indeed, what may appear to be economical today, may cost us dearly after we

recognize the failure to invest in our future use of a valuable resource — water. Let
us hope it isn’t too late.

Main Office: 554 Wess Lancaster Blvd. » Lancaster, CA 93634-2534 « Wehsite; www.lancastercharnber.or)



POTENIAL PATUTE POND PARASTITES

My name is Kendall Kahl T am a graduate student of
California State University Bakersfield and Antelope Valley
College., My field of expertise is history and that field covers
natural history as well.

In the old days swamps like Paiute Ponds were drained for
a very good reason: disease. Malaria, Cholera, Polio and a
host of other deadly plagues dwelt in stagnant swamps. We may
think those days are over but they are not.

People are still sickened and hospitalized by arthropod#
borne illness. Bubonic plague, Tuleremia, Saint Louis
encephalitis, Equine encephalitis, Babiosis, Erlichosis, Rocky
Mountain spotted fever and Hanta virus are just a few regional
diseases. All of those diseases require moisture and warmth
or have hosts that do. Only %gr beloved Valley Fever thrives
in hot arid conditions my wife Ehe lung scars to prove it.
Stagnant water creates optimum conditions to further infirmities
of all sorts. The most horrific local organism is an amoebae
that literally eats the brains of its victims. Without stale
water it cannot survive. As well as indigenous parasites there
is also the possibility of new ones from outside the area.

Among the disease that could head our way is malaria, the
deadliest disease on the planet, and another disease that I
am guite familiar with; Dengue fever. Dengue is also known as
break bone fever. I can tell you first hand it lives up to its
name. The second time a person gets Dengue fever it becomes
hemorrhagic like Ebola. Dengue fever and Ebola are not the
only hemorrhagic fevers. In the Mideast and North Africa are
two examples known as Crimean Congo-Crimean Hemorrhagic Fever
and Rift valley fever. The first is spread by ticks that infect
hares (Jack Rabbits remember are really hares not rabbits).

The second, Rift Valley Fever, is spread by mosquitoes. These
Ebola-like diseases could accidentally be brought over by
aircraft or worse they could be spread by terrorists and the
first place they would go locally would be Paiute Ponds for

a moist livable habitat.

If vou think the terrorist scenario is far fetched then you
have not been reading the newspapers. The Anthrax attack in
the East Coast, and the advancing West Nile Virus, are identical
to samples from the University of Irag.

If West Nile is an attack then it is one that is on its wav.
The Center for Disease Control and Environmental Protection
Agency are predicting that West Nile will be in the Western
Flyway this summer. The Western Flyway 1s the migration route
used by birds to make their way down the Pacific Coast. These
same birds are being infected with the West Nile Virus and
through mosguitoes they can pass it on to people. Paiute Ponds
is on the Western Flyway. I do not think anyone here wants
to contribute to a oncoming health crises by not dealing with
the creation of pestilence habitat.

Whatever mitigation measures that are proposed tonight we
must consider several factors:

1) There should be every effort to avoid stagnant water that



could breed the Culex mosquitoes that carry the West Nile virus.

Many species of Culex mosquitoes exist in California,

2) The health of Edwards Airforce Base must be paramount as

National Security is our greatest concern.

3) Municipal leaders must take into account the fact that

stagnant waste water threatens the whole Antelope Valley.
Stagnant water could be mitigated by one of only three general

plans that are economically feasible.

A) The water could be used to irrigate vegitation.

B) The water could be put into sealed storage.

C} The water could be stored out in the open in deep water

basins favorable to fish and other creatures that prey on insects

parasites. .

For health and safety reasons letting fetid. polluted water
meander over Edwards Air Force is not an option. Evaporation
from shallow ponds likewise is an invitation to disaster.

Being a lover of wildlife and fishing my personal bias
would be toward habitat improvement and treating the water enough
so that it could be stored in deep lakes and ponds. From an
economic standpoint irrigation and fishing are the only ways
to put the water to work. The clock is ticking and next spring
the mosquitoes will be breeding. By the end of next summer
california will be counting the numbers of seniors and children
who have died from West Nile Virus. There will also be HIV
and Chemotherapy patients dead from swollen brains as well.

The authorities here hold some of those lives in their hands.
Action is needed at this point not more studies.

This paper does not deal with the option of deep injection.
While that option would eliminate pest habitat it could also
inject polluted water into the water table and chemical pollution
problems are beyond my expertise. Common sense however would
dictate that contaminated water should be cleaned up whether
above or below ground.

I could also talk of the effects on livestock and native
birds but I am not a biologist. My concern and focus is on the
past, present and future interaction of disease on human history.
Someday a future generation may ask why we didn not do the right
thing. I hope we can prevent that guestion from being asked.
Thank you for your time.

Sincerely Kendall Kahl B.A., A.A.



PUBLIC SCOPING FOR THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
PLANT EXPANSION PROJECT, LANCASTER TREATMENT FACILITY

9 Janwary 2003

I am Mike San Miguel and I represent Citizens for Piute Wetlands. More importantly I represent
a large number of the citizens of Los Angeles County and your users who see and understand an
opportunity for you to incorporate into your proposed facilities a number of features that will
improve their quality of life and to provide for them economic, educational, and wildlife viewing
opportunities. We urge the District to consider a number of features that would improve habitat
quality, add amenities that will allow wild life viewing and to evaluate them in the Environmental
Impact Report you are about to prepare. We also ask that you consider a few operational changes
and management practices that would compliment these objectives. We believe that this can be
done at little or no cost to the Districts and without compromising the mission of Edward’s Air
Force Base to maintain the Rosamond lakebed as an alternate emergency landing site.
Furthermore, these features and operational changes could be incorporated into plans you are now
developing for expansion of the Lancaster Water Reclamation facility.

Historically Rosamond Lake was a naturally occurring wetland that was utilized by migrating
waterfow! and shorebirds, However, massive manmade changes have all but destroyed the natural
ecosystem that was sustained by the natural seasonal flow from Amargosa Creek to the Lake.
Treated overflow from Piute ponds now is the only source of water for Rosamond Lake and
serves to replicate that natural system.

Piute Ponds is the only location in all of Los Angeles County where large numbers of ducks,
wading birds such as Cattle Egret, White Faced Ibis, and other wildlife breed. Increasing
wetlands habitat in conjunction with the proposed project would enhance what is already the most
important location in the County for many wildlife species. Portions of the Lake, especially the
delta of Amargosa Creek, remain a rich and important resource for thousands of shorebirds and
waterfowl. However, those impressive numbers of birds are there only when sufficient water and
mudflats are present. During spring migration tens-of -thousands of shorebirds utilize the
mudflats at the lake for staging, feeding and resting during their long and arduous migration.
Since 1978 when the first records of shorebirds occurring at Piute ponds were noted, an
astonishing 39 species of shorebirds have been observed there. During a single morning on 16
April 2000 I was birding with Kimball Garrett, Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County,
and we estimated in excess of 13,000 sandpipers alone feeding in the mudflats at Rosamond
Lake. The overflow from Piute Ponds is critical to the maintenance of the habitat on the lakebed
required by shorebirds and waterfowl]

The most critical time for migrating shorebirds during spring is from early April 10 mid-May and
in the fall from mid-July to mid-September. The amount of mudflats does not need io be
extensive to create and maintain the desired effect. Based on the many years of observations by
several capable observers only 100 acres of shallow water and exposed mud is required to
achieve the desired affect. We ask that you consider and evaluate in the EIR the following:

HABITAT AND FACILITY ENHANCEMENTS

*  Constructed wetlands are a proven low-cost and effective means for treating and greatly
improving water quality. Instead of the iraditional concrete evaporation and storage



ponds traditionally utilized we strongly encourage the use of ponds that are planted with
vegetation suitable to and compatible with the desert environment.

+ Incorpotate trails and interpretive/educational amenities into a portion of the constructed
wetlands that could be used for education and wildlife viewing, The 29-Palms Marine
Base has an award winning nature trail that serves as a good example for how the
proposed facilities could be designed and constructed. There are many other wetlands
project in California and the west that would also apply to the environment and seiting in
Antelope Valley.

OPERATIONAL AND MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS

*  With the concurrence of Edward’s Air Force Base we encourage the continued release of
water into Rosamond Lake during winter, The Lake is an important area for wintering
water fowl and shorebirds. That water and strong seasonal winds during the spring are
vital to maintaining a smooth lakebed surface for the Base to use as an emergency
janding site when waters evaporate.

»  Release sufficient water from Piute Ponds to maintain at least 100 acres of shallow water
and mudflats on Rosamond Lake at the delta of Amargosa Creek during spring and fall
shorebird migration. The water flowing in the creek also provides habitat for breeding
ducks including Gadwall, Mallard and Cinnamon Teal when enough water is available
for their nesting requirements. Such a small area shoutd not compromise the Base’s need
to maintain the lakebed as an emergency-landing site.

»  Drop the water level in the pond on the north side of “C” Avenue dike at Piute Ponds
from early April through early May and from mid-July to mid-September during
shorebirds migration when available habitat for feeding shorebirds is most crifical,
Historically the water level at the pond was a few inches lower than in recent times. The
lower water levels allowed for exposed mud and good habitat for shorebirds.

¢ Shorebirds also utilize the ponds built by Ducks Unlimited in 1988. However, when
water is no longer released into the ponds at the end of duck hunting season they dry up,
usually by late spring. We suggest that the Districts release enough flow to sustain
shallow water from mid-July to mid-September. This would provide additional shorebird
habitat during the critical fall migration period from July through September.

*  We encourage the Districts to restore” Little Piute” to its original grade. Restoration of
Little Piute would greatly increase the evaporative capacity of the Districts facilities thus
improving their operational flexibility. In the past it was flooded with shallow water that
was a rich resource for shorebirds and other wildlife. It is now dry, degraded and no
longer functions as suitable habitat. Restoration and periodic regrading or discing a small
amount of earth would restore thisarea to its original and intended purpose.

While we appreciate that the primary mission of the District is to maintain the efficient and
economic functioning of your water treatment facilities, there should be enough flexibility in the
system to plan for and to provide the habitat enhancements we have suggested. We also believe
there is strong public support throughout the County and in Antelope Valley for our suggestions.
One needs only to look at recent election results with approval of $100millions of bonds for
purchase of open lands to appreciate how broad based is the support for open space, outdoor
recreation and wildlife experience. The district has a golden opportunity to play to that support.



We wish to applaud General Pearson and the Edwards Air Force Base for its vision and spirit of
cooperation to consider leasing portions of its lands to the Sanitation Districts. The benefits to Air
Force Base personnel and to the public living in the Antelope Valley should be considerable if
our suggestions are made an integral part of the proposed facilities expansion project. It is with
this spirit of cooperation that we offer our ideas, which should benefit and enbance the Base’s
mission and provide benefits to the citizens of Los Angeles County. We would be happy to
discuss how these suggestions could best be implemented. We look forward to continuing our
discussions and involvement in your facilities expansion plan and to provide our input during
preparation of the FIR/EA, We believe there is a strong case to include constructed wetlands and
other habitat enhancements that should be integrated into your proposed project.

Mike San Miguel
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January 9, 2003

L os Angeles County Sanitation District
Lancaster Treatment Facility

To Whom it May Concern.

The mission of Los Angeles Audubon Society is to promote education

~ and conservation of birds and other wildlife.

Piute Ponds have long been of interest to members of the Society.
The Society annually sponsors field trips for members and non-
members to the Ponds, and individual members of the Society enjoy
observing wildlife there throughout the year with the kind permission
of Edwards Air Force Base.

The importance of the ponds for migrating waterfow/ and shorebirds
is historic and of great conservation importance for the Society.

We support, encourage and look forward to participating in the
creation of public wetlands at Piute Ponds and an educational,
interpretive center there that will benefit all citizens of Los Angeles in
recreation, education and conservation.

Sincerely,

Los Angeles Audubon Society, Inc.



Educational Benefits Aspect of the Public Scoping For the Los Angeles County Sanitation
District’s Plant Expansion Project, Lancaster Treatment Facility

Kristie Grubb Educator Muroc Joint Unified School District Edwards AFB, CA

1.8.03

My name is Kristie Grubb and | represent the students throughout this region who profit from the rare
and unique educational experience that Piute Wetlands represents. My colleagues and | have used
Piute as a tremendous educational experience for the past 5 years and have conservatively sxposed
more than 500 students o this ecological jewel.

The Wetlands is a living laboratory where students of all ages conduct original science in the field and
witness the beauty of nature firsthand. These children are the scientists and leaders of the future and
we as a society we will profit immeasurably by the educational experience that Piute affords.

Through the use of Piute Wetlands, students have learned to conduct bird counts, monitor bird
populations, record weather data, compare desert and wetland ecosystems, and conduct plant
surveys. Without this unique habitat, many of these things would be impossible to learn firsthand.

The students have learned o be stewards of the environment as well. More than 50 frees have been
planted at Piute by students and several interpretive projects are underway. Additionally, an
interdisciplinary program to build, instail and monitor woad duck nesting boxes is in the planning stage.
This project will teach the students involved the value of planning, to work cooperatively, and to serve
the needs of other animals that share our worid. A rational decision to improve and expand this
Wetland will also serve as a powerful object lesson to students. They have already witnessed the
efforts of General Pearson and the Air Force {o protect ad preserve Piute Weltands and now they will
see the democratic process in action, hopefuily to the mutual benefit of citizens and naturs.

in closing, | would strongly urge you to consider the Citizens and Scientists of Tomorrow when you
decide upon the future of Piute and the associated Wetlands. it is an invaluable educational resource
that can be dramatically improved by your careful stewardship.

By expanding and enhancing Piute through state-of-the-art Wetlands management and cooperative
relationships between the Sanitation District, the Air Force, Ducks Unlimited, the Audubon Saciety,
and other interested parties, the educational opportunities provided by this jewsl of the desert can be
preserved and expanded to the benefit of all and especially to the benefit of the children who are our

future,



PUBLIC SCOPING FOR THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY SANITATION
DISTRICTS PLANT EXPANSION PROJECT, LANCASTER TREATMENT
FACILITY '

S January 2003

Economic Benefits of Using a Constructed Wetland

Good Evening, my name is Todd McGrath, and I am here tonight to speak about the
economic benefits of creating publicly accessible wetlands as part of your proposed
expansion project. 1 will begin by providing some information about the popularity of
wildlife watching, then move on to wildlife watching opportunities in the Lancaster area -
and end by citing two examples of constructed wetlands that have become major
destinations for wildlife watchers

Popularity of wildlife Watching

Wildlife watching (particularly bird-watching) has rapidly become a major leisure
activity for many people. The statistics from the 2001 National Survey of Fishing,
Hunting, and Wildlife-Associated Recreation illustrates my point.

In 2001, the survey determined there were 34.1 million anglers, 13 million hunters, and
21.8 million people who traveled away from their home to view wildlife. These trips
away from home resulted in expenditures of $23.5 billion for the purchase of equipment,
$8.2 billion for food and lodging, and $6.7 billion for other expenditures such as books
and magazine subscriptions. Bird-watching is by far the most popular wildlife watching
activity, representing 18 million of the 21.8 million wildlife watchers.

The numbers for the State of California are no less impressive. Wildlife watchers (again
primarily birdwatchers) in 2001 spent $.88 billion for travel and lodging, $1.2 billion in
equipment, and $.46 billion on other items such as books and magazine subscriptions.
Note that these were monies spent in CA, and that CA is the number one state for wildlife
watching expenditures.

The same survey also analyzed the types of habitats that visitors tended to visit. Lake and
stream sides were visited by 63% of those who took trips, while Marsh, wetland, and
swamp habitats were visited by 42%. That means that the type of habitats that would be
created by a constructed wetland would represent two of the top four favored wildlife
viewing habitats.



Wildlife viewing Opportunities in the Lancaster Area

The Antelope Valley Area is already a wildlife watching destination (particularly bird-
watchers). The agricultural fields and desert habitats are the winter home for a variety of
hawks, falcons and eagles. Many Audubon groups from around Southern California
schedule annual field trips in the region. Moreover, the Lancaster area is in close
proximity to many other important wildlife viewing locations. The desert oasis of
Eastern Kern County are also a major destination of birders during spring and fall
migrations, and are less than an hour away (also note that Eastern Kern has limited
accommodation and restaurant facilities). Finally, the important Montane habitat of the
San Gabriel Mountains are also just a short trip away, and provide yet another habitat
within a short drive of Lancaster.

The creation of publicly accessible wetlands and ponds combined with the other habitats
I described above gives Lancaster the potential to offer multi-day opportunities to visiting
wildlife watchers.

Finally, the presence of good facilities (hotels and restaurants), proximity to major travel
centers, and less urban environments than Los Angeles should allow Lancaster to
successfully compete for these travel dollars.

Successful Created Wetlands Projects: 2 examples of many

1 have selected two facilities to illustrate my point regarding created wetlands. Both these
facilities use wetlands associated with water treatment, and both have had tremendous
sucecess with their projects.

Arcata Marsh, Arcata California -

The Arcata marsh project first opened in 1981, and is now a 156 acre wetland/sanctuary.
It is visited by roughly 200,000 people per year, and is considered one of the areas top
tourist attractions. :

The town successfully raised money from various groups to build an interpretive center. I
have personally visited the marsh several times, and found it a wonderful place to bird-

watch, while others chose to walk, jog, or merely enjoy the open space.

This location is a major destination for birders from around California, as well as around
the country.

Wakodahatchee Wetlands, Palm Beach County, Fl



This project was completed in 1997 and has enjoyed tremendous support from the local
community. Nearly 750 people a day visit the marsh during peak season, and 250 people
per day visit during the Florida Summer. The marsh area is about 39 acres, and a mile
Jong boardwalk winds through the marsh. It is a major breeding area for wading birds,
‘and a number of endangered species are now resident. I rarely visit family in Florida
without & visit to this wonderful place.

Even though this location is relatively new, it has rapidly become a major birding area, 1n
a State that is loaded with marsh habitat (such as the Everglades, and Loxahatc;hee).

Both of these locations have been featured in national bird-watching magazines, and are
w1dely visited by out of state tourists as well as local residents. I believe that a wetlands
pI‘O_] ect in the Lancaster area could enjoy similar success. Many of the groups interested
in promoting such a wetland are willing to support the development of interpretive
facilities, as well as providing expertise to the local business community on how to
promote the wildlife watching opportunities of the local area.

In addition to the economic opportunities provided by wildlife watching, both facilities
are used extensively by local schools and universities, as well as providing an attractive
open space for the enjoyment of local citizens. Both have enjoyed support of local
community groups. 1 believe I have demonstrated that a constructed wetland can have a
beneficial economic impact on the local community, as well as providing substantial
“quality of life benefits™ that other speakers will more fully describe. I thank you for your
time and hope that you will give serious consideration to this wetlands creation project.





