Stakeholder Entity Receiving Grant Proposal Amount Funded
Funding
Los Angeles County Department of Public Health and the Built $350,000 Decision
Parks and Recreation/Watershed Environment (PLACE)
Council 01/08
City of Compton Wetland Recovery Project Small $25,000 Yes
Grant
UC Collaborative Extension Watershed “U” $30,000 Partial
($15,000)
Vermont Village Economic Environmental Affairs Division $24,000 No
Development Corporation Community Pollution Prevention
Total $658,000

Program Sustainability

The Watershed Council also sought out additional funding opportunities to sustain the program and

advance the goals of the Watershed Management Plan after completion of the RMC grant. The

Watershed Council has obtained three grants, to date, to continue working in the project area.

Table 5. Watershed Council Program Sustainability

Stakeholder Entity Receiving Grant Proposal Amount Funded
Funding

Watershed Council Annenberg Foundation: Project $125,000 Yes
Development Assistance

Watershed Council Supplemental Environmental $165,000 No funding
Program to date

Watershed Council Earthen Bottom Wetland $125,000 Yes
Restoration Feasibility Study

Watershed Council Compton Creek Daylighting Study $187,000 Yes

Watershed Council Wetland Recovery Project $275,000 No funding
Workplan to date

Watershed Council Bank of America Foundation $40, 000 Declined
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Stakeholder Entity Receiving Grant Proposal Amount Funded
Funding

Watershed Council Wells Fargo Foundation $10, 000 Declined

Total $437,000

Program Evaluation: Successful Case Studies

Alex Kenefick interviewed Claire Robinson, Amigos de los Rios, and Susan Zoske, formerly of the San
Pedro Bay Estuary Project, about their successful regional projects, the Emerald Necklace and Riverlink,
respectively, for comparison to our project.

Clair Robinson and Amigos de los Rios are planning and implementing the Emerald Necklace, a large-
scale multijurisdictional park project. The Emerald Necklace is an ongoing planning and construction
project to encircle the central San Gabriel Valley in a ring of new and existing parks and trails. The
completed Emerald Necklace project will be a 17-mile loop through the cities of Rosemead, Temple City,
Pico Rivera, South El Monte, El Monte, Arcadia, Irwindale, Baldwin Park, and Industry.

Though this part of the San Gabriel Valley has more distinct topography than the western lower Los
Angeles River, there are many similarities: both areas are densely populated and have less than half an
acre (<0.5 ac) of park space per 1,000 residents, they both have high rates of diabetes and obesity, and
they both have many industrial sites.

While the Compton Creek Watershed Management Plan stimulated most of the project development
efforts in the Compton Creek and Western Lower Los Angeles River Watersheds, the Emerald Necklace
plan flourished even though the Upper San Gabriel River Watershed Management Plan floundered.

Claire offered the following suggestions as to why the Emerald Necklace has been so successful:

e C(Claire used branding and language to build bridges, bind the community, connect people, and
impose an almost magical image in people’s minds.

e C(Claire plugged the Emerald Necklace project into other issues by using public health and
beautification as primary justifications for the project, instead of environmental restoration.

e C(Claire’s way of promoting the Emerald Necklace attracted elected officials because they would
be viewed as the builders of a legacy. Elected officials were not asked to agree to support the
vision, the idea was given to them. Claire allowed elected officials to ‘steal’ the Emerald
Necklace concept from Amigos de los Rios and thereby won the support of those officials.
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e (Claire made assumptions and took a leap; Amigos was careful to respect community concerns
and desires, but still suggested bold plans.

Susan Zoske and the San Pedro Bay Estuary project led the Riverlink effort to design a plan to connect
the City of Long Beach to its waterfront along the Los Angeles River. As with Claire Robinson, Susan
Zoske benefited from finding a project proponent who could benefit from the project. Riverlink also
represented a leap into design, which she did by hiring Landscape Architecture Students from Studio
606 at Cal Poly Pomona to present a detailed plan.

e Susan built strong relationships with the City of Long Beach.

e Susan took a bold step by using landscape architecture students to develop the design at a low
cost.

e Susan and the City of Long Beach integrated the resulting plan into the operations of the Long
Beach Parks Department. Since the release of Riverlink, the Parks Department has published
documents expanding on sections of the Riverlink plan.

Susan’s plan was different from the Emerald Necklace Coalition in that it only had one jurisdiction to
contend with (Long Beach) and was much more detailed—the level of illustration of the parks along the
Los Angeles River is much higher than the Emerald Necklace, which was basically a visioning effort, out
of which projects have subsequently grown.

Lessons for the Watershed Council

Outreach Approach

The Watershed Council’s outreach approach is based on the Compton Creek Watershed Management
Plan. Our review of two successful programs, Emerald Necklace Coalition and Long Beach RiverLink,
suggests that the Watershed Council should present itself as a stakeholder in the field looking for
partnerships to capture available funding and achieve shared goals. Focusing attention on the
Watershed Management Plan does not appear to be a necessary strategy for success.

Single Vision

By its nature, a vision is more appealing to stakeholders than an already-written plan. The Watershed
Council should focus more on linking all of the projects into one vision, which might inspire elected
officials to a stronger sense of ownership. When projects are not linked, support for them is
fragmented. One of the advantages of using the watershed approach to building parks and open space
in the western lower Los Angeles River Watershed is that the environment can unify an otherwise
balkanized system of jurisdictions.

Multi-Benefit Projects: Beyond Environmentalism

Public health, safety, jobs, and parks are tangible issues that resonate in the project area. The

Watershed Council’s approach has focused more on environmental goals, such as water quality and

habitat. Regardless of how many other benefits the projects have, the Watershed Council has tended to
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put the environmental aspects first as a way of clearly linking to the Watershed Management Plan and
available funding sources, such as the water bonds. Nevertheless, more focus on public health, safety,
jobs, and parks would probably be more attractive to elected officials and community leaders.

Cohorts and Partners

Claire Robinson focuses her efforts more on elected officials; the Watershed Council tends to interact
with municipal departmental heads. Both parties are important, but the Watershed Council should
develop stronger relationships with elected officials in the project area. Also, we should keep in mind
the need for elected officials to have tangible successes, and ensure our work provides them with those
successes.

Attitudes, Biases, and Desires

Pragmatic Engagement

The small cities in the western lower Los Angeles River Watershed do not have large budgets and are
usually short-staffed. Further, they have no multi-jurisdictional agreements concerning watershed and
open space issues. Therefore, these cities need appropriately-sized interventions that work within the
confines of the existing framework. Helping cities initiate projects or brainstorm project concepts is one
thing; initiating systemic change in these cities beyond the framework they already work in is an entirely
different situation. The Watershed Council is set up to do both of these things, but when engaging cities
on a local level, the Watershed Council should work within the existing framework.

During our Lywood project development meeting in May of 2007, for example, Lynwood expressed
knowledge and interest in multiple parcels that could be put to use as parks. However, Lynwood
staffers do not think of or manage their town as a system of natural processes. Later discussions with
the Lynwood Public Works Department revealed a disconnect. They were positive about building a park
that could be funded by the RMC, but they appeared to be inflexible about changing their designs. They
may have been somewhat inflexible because the weight of arduous, multi-year projects involving
imminent domain and political intrigue was bearing down on them. Lynwood needs funding, but when
precedents exist from years of difficult work conflict with RMC goals, it creates a situation where
effective communication is hampered.

It appears that RMC funding requires somewhat of a clean slate. The philosophy of RMC’s Common
Ground plan cannot be easily inserted into projects that were initiated long before the RMC existed.

On the other hand, finding a project the Watershed Council and the municipality can support is more
important than holding out for the perfect project. Building relationships with these cities will also build
their capacity to change when future regulatory and economic constraints or political leadership make
systemic change imperative.

Political Turmoil
An expensive new park in Maywood sits closed for more than a year after completion. Why? There is

local perception by some that the federal Environmental Protection Agency has not been dealing
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straightforwardly with the City of Maywood regarding an adjacent superfund site. The City of Maywood
does not trust the EPA, so why should they trust other agencies and organizations, even if they are not
regulatory agencies? A great deal of caution is required in Maywood and the rest of the western lower
Los Angeles River Watershed cities to ensure that local autonomy is respected. There is also a distrust
of outside entities in Watts, which has suffered through 40 years of efforts to rebuild and enhance its
economy, usually resulting in an on-paper success, while the real neighborhoods still suffer.

Add to this the legal challenges touching the governments of each city in the project area. When dealing
with fraud and foul play sometimes reaching as high as the mayoral level, there is no time to pursue
things outside of providing basic public services, such as environmental projects. The western lower Los
Angeles River Watershed is full of cities that are at the same time in need of and wary of outsiders.

This is where the Amigos de los Rios model of letting local elected officials become the primary leaders
fits into the formula. The environmental integration and restoration envisioned within the Compton
Creek Watershed Management Plan can only be exercised by someone the residents trust, an elected
official seeking a progressive environmental platform.

Industrial Characteristics
Vernon is the only solely industrial city in the western lower Los Angeles River Watershed project area,

but all of the remaining cities have significant industrial zones. These cities must strike a balance
between the needs of their industrial and residential community members. For the cities that make up
the rest of the project area, it should be noted that they are experiencing an economic transition from
manufacturing to distribution taking place in the Gateway Cities. Their reactions to this economic
transition range from Compton, which firmly embraces the new direction of commerce, to South Gate,
which is transitioning to more residential and commercial uses as its heavy industry base dries up. All of
these cities are keenly interested in attracting jobs—they are business and industry friendly.

Vernon, despite initial appearances, is also concerned with beautification and health, only in different
terms. Vernon is the only portion of the project area without a trail along either side of the Los Angeles
River, and it is also arguable that Vernon is the furthest from completing any successful habitat or
environmental park proposal because of constricting industrial and transportation land uses, no recent
high profile planning efforts, and the inability of non-regulatory environmental agencies and
organizations to mesh with the industrial culture of Vernon. Meanwhile, Vernon’s boosters regard it as
a jobs-machine, not an industrial eyesore. The self perception of Vernon’s boosters is important because
it indicates how the leaders of Vernon should be contacted—carefully, and without references to poor
environmental quality.

Overworked municipal staff
The Watershed Council’s interaction with most cities has been subject to the limitations of overworked

staff. When the Watershed Council contacted Bell and South Gate, for example, staffers promoted
projects already under development. Bell staff focused on their segment of the LARIO Trail and on a
general park upgrade program. When the Watershed Council tried to bring up a storm water supplied
irrigation system, or a daylighted creek feature in one of the unfunded portions of South Gate’s Cesar
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Chavez Park, South Gate personnel suggestions that the Watershed Council focus efforts on influencing
the Central Basin Municipal Water District to route a recycled water pipeline towards their project.

We experienced staff concerned about someone with project ideas coming in and diffusing or
interfering with work already in progress. Staff were not interested in new projects that would be
difficult to initiate. Staff in the cities appear worried about their investment in time and hard work up to
the present being discounted or discarded. Because of these (valid) concerns, Watershed Council, and
any other types of outside intervention is seen as potentially damaging. Nevertheless, these cities need
links to other entities and potential partners to jumpstart far-reaching projects.

There may be nothing wrong with dressing up the existing system instead of tearing down levy walls and
creating wetlands at this stage. The managers of our paved waterways are not ready to support these
activities yet, and we must operate in their system. Only regulatory agencies and economic incentives
can change the economic signals that would make these activities more appealing to cities. When
project area cities view large-scale change as preferable, when they see it as a path to prosperity, they
will commit and pursue the big changes. For now, our efforts may best be focused on small and
affordable changes to the built environment and building the relationships required for the bigger
changes in store when there is a major change in water policy.

Future Directions

Over the course of the RMC grant, the Watershed Council has had the opportunity to explore and
consider its future activities in the region. We have been successful in obtaining three grants; two of
these grants implement specific actions in the Compton Creek Watershed Management Plan. The third
grant, from the Annenberg Foundation, provides funding to continue and expand our work to provide
project development assistance in disadvantaged communities. With this grant, we are moving away
from implementation of specific actions and recommendations in the Watershed Management Plan and
moving towards project development that advances the goals and objectives of the Greater Los Angeles
County Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (adopted December 13, 2006).

In the process of developing that plan, and coincident with the work on the RMC grant just ended, it
became obvious that smaller cities in the region, most of which have disadvantaged communities, can
use additional assistance in developing projects to the point of being competitive for state and federal
funding. As state funding opportunities are more and more emphasizing multi-benefit, multi-purpose
projects that improve water supply reliability and water quality while increasing open space, habitat,
and parks, there is a niche for the Watershed Council to provide this assistance.
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APPENDIX A: Political Dynamics

Following is a discussion of the political dynamics in the region, relative to recommendations found in
Realizing Change in the Compton Creek Watershed.

Create an entity as a successor to the Steering Committee that is capable of
taking the lead in promoting watershed restoration and providing a forum for
public participation

The Watershed Council has not convened the Steering Committee since June of 2006 as there was little
interest by the members in continuing. In Realizing Change in the Compton Creek Watershed, we
suggested that the Steering Committee change its role from a group that reviews and approves
documents, to a group that initiates change and actively promotes watershed restoration. Members of
the former Steering Committee, however, have made no inquiries about the status of the Steering
Committee since the last meeting. In light of the input from Amigos de los Rios, perhaps a committee
with equal representation from all concerned entities is not the right strategy. Perhaps the strategy
should be to engage a leader who can command the participation that has eluded the Watershed
Council in the past.

Expand partnerships with government and engage local businesses and
tradespersons

Relationships have been initiated or improved with the City of Lynwood, the City of Compton, the City of
Huntington Park, the City of South Gate, and with a business located in Vernon. So far, outreach has
been unsuccessful in Cudahy, Bell, and Maywood.

The Watershed Council has held three project development meetings with key staff from municipalities
and agencies in the Western Lower Los Angeles River Watershed.

e Huntington Park Parks, Water, and Public Works Departments met with the Watershed Council
in February of 2007 to discuss project opportunities in their city.

e Lynwood Parks, Public Works, and Quality of Life Services staff met with the Watershed Council,
a Lynwood resident familiar with watersheds, a staff member from the office of Congresswoman
Linda Sanchez, and an RMC Representative in May of 2007 to discuss open space and linkage
opportunity sites as well as community concerns and visions for Lynwood. The notes from this
meeting are posted on the web at
http://www.lasgrwc.org/ComptonCreek/MeetingMinutes/PrictDvlpmnt-
Municipal2007/May%2016,%202007.pdf.

e The Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation Development and Planning
Divisions met with the Watershed Council to discuss plans for future improvements to Carver
Park and a network of green linkages spanning the Willowbrook neighborhood and the entire
Los Angeles region.
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Implement the Compton Creek Watershed Monitoring Program

The Watershed Council has assisted Heal the Bay with this goal, upon request. Heal the Bay has

secured limited funding for a monitoring and community involvement and youth education program in
the Compton Creek from the State Coastal Conservancy. Since the Malibu Creek Stream Team has had
to curtail its activities to avoid spreading an invasive snail, Heal the Bay does have extra staff resources
to focus on expanding its program in Compton Creek. The key need of Heal the Bay is funding specific to
the Compton Creek.

Develop an identity for the Watershed

In our roughly six years of work in this area, we have concluded that developing an identity for the
Watershed is more difficult than originally supposed and perhaps not even necessary. Unlike the Santa
Monica Bay, the Compton Creek does not have a visible presence around which to build an identify. We
have therefore changed our strategy from getting local stakeholders to identify with the Watershed to
promoting development of multi-benefit integrated projects to tie into existing economic development,
beautification, recreation, public health, and quality-of-life concerns. This change is reflected in our
reluctance to reconvene and redefine the role of the Steering Committee. It is more likely that a
unifying need, such as the need for more equitable distribution of open space resources, or a Lower-Los
Angeles River revitalization plan, could be the foundation for inter-agency cooperation.

Short-Term Actions:

Seek funding for and conduct required studies and develop a specific plan to improve
wetland habitat near the Crystal Park Casino

We have secured funding from the Coastal Conservancy for an earthen bottom restoration feasibility
study to study the entire earthen-bottom portion of the Creek, including the portion adjacent to the
Crystal Park Casino. Meanwhile, the MRCA has continued to be active with both the Crystal Park Casino
and the nearby Gateway Center development; it is preparing to acquire land and to possibly orchestrate
a land swap to secure site control of the earthen-bottom portion of the creek near the Crystal Park
Casino.

Seek funding for and conduct required studies and develop design plan to implement at least
one stream naturalization project

In addition to the above mentioned earthen bottom restoration feasibility study, we worked with the
City of Compton to secure Southern California Wetlands Recovery Project funding for invasive plant
removal and trash removal in their earthen bottom portion of the Compton Creek and the Watershed
Council secured funding from the RMC for a storm drain daylighting feasibility study for one of the
significant catchments within the Compton Creek Watershed.
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Facilitate Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, US Army Corps of Engineers, and
Heal the Bay negotiations to install trash capture device at upstream end of earthen bottom
channel

The Watershed Council has talked with staff of both the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
and the Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority, and we have made limited progress on this
recommendation. The main problems with advocating for a trash net are:

1. Installing a trash net would not directly solve TMDL problems because it would catch trash after
it had entered the creek—which only proves that the zero-trash TMDL is not being
implemented, and

2. The ideal trash net site would be located in a part of the Creek with US Army Corps of Engineers
jurisdiction, and their sole emphasis is on flood management; if the trash net site was in the
part of the Creek with Los Angeles County jurisdiction, there would be more emphasis on
removing trash.

The Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority, which is negotiating to purchase land from the
developers and property owners near the City of Compton’s earthen-bottom portion of the Creek, is
incorporating trash net concepts in its acquisition proposals.

Partner with the University of California Cooperative Extension’s (UCCE) Watershed U to
develop a watershed course of study for stakeholders

The Watershed Council supported UCCE’s Watershed U application to the Metropolitan Water District
for funding. The Metropolitan Water District has elected to partially fund the Watershed U program. So
far, additional funding has not been secured and the UCCE is paring down their course of study to put
the funding to effective use.

Identify projects that meet Plan goals and connect them with funding

The Watershed Council identified projects along the Compton Creek and throughout the project area,
which are included in our comprehensive list of project identification sheets (Appendix A). We plan to
submit all projects with strong local support to the RMC grant program.

Connect Compton Creek Bike Path with South Compton Creek Bike Path
See below.
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Medium-Term Actions (Two to Five Years)

Complete bike path along Compton Creek through Willowbrook and the City of Los Angeles,
and South of Del Amo to the Los Angeles River

No work has been started to plan the portion of the bike path within the City of Los Angeles (between
the beginning of the Creek at Main and 108th Streets and the 105 Freeway).

We have discussed the portion of the bike path within Willowbrook (between the 105 Freeway and the
northern terminus of the City of Compton’s bike path at El Segundo Boulevard) with the Los Angeles
County Department of Parks and Recreation and it is featured in a proposal for funding from the Los
Angeles County Department of Health Services drafted by the Watershed Council in Partnership with the
Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation and other Los Angeles County departments.
The proposed project will study the construction of an addition to the Compton Creek Bike Trail through
Willowbrook.

The portion of the bike path through the City of Compton is complete, but safe street crossings have yet
to be developed and a conflict with a pipeline has left a small portion of the bike path unfinished.

The bike path connection between the southern terminus of the City of Compton’s bike path and the
northern terminus of Los Angeles County’s South Compton Creek Bike Trail has not been completed.
The MRCA staff have negotiated with the developer of the Gateway Center to include the bike trail in its
development; the development has been completed but the bike trail has not. The section of the bike
path planned to connect the Gateway Center portion with the northern terminus of the County’s South
Compton Creek Bike Trail did not succeed in securing funds from the MTA to match funding the
Watershed Council secured for the section in 2006. Currently, there is a $1.5 to 2 million shortfall in
funding for this section.

The bike path connection between Del Amo Boulevard and the LARIO trail along the Los Angeles River is
still being considered by the County, but no active study has been started.

Improve Cesar Chavez Park in South Gate and integrate storm water supplied irrigation if
feasible.

The Watershed Council has discussed this proposal with both Robert Dickey of the South Gate
Department of Public works and Paul Adams of the South Gate Department of Parks and Recreation but
the City has taken no action.

Initiate at least two wetland habitat projects in Compton Creek
The Watershed Council facilitated the City of Compton’s successful application to the Wetland Recovery
Project for a small grant to remove invasive plants and trash in the Compton Creek.

The Watershed Council will manage an Earthen Bottom Wetland Restoration Feasibility Study funded by
the State Coastal Conservancy and conducted by Mia Lehrer and Associates and Restoration Design
Group.
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Establish remaining TMDLs for the Compton Creek Watershed
This action is outside of the scope of the Watershed Council. The trash TMDL was recently completed.

Adopt a watershed-based NPDES permit

This action is outside of the scope of the Watershed Council; however, the Watershed Council has been
working with the cities of Los Angeles, Glendale, and Burbank, along with additional stakeholders, to
develop a watershed-wide water quality monitoring plan for the Los Angeles River. The Watershed
Council manages a similar watershed-wide monitoring plan for the County Sanitation Districts for its San
Gabriel River NPDES permit.

Initiate new trail projects in the Compton Creek Watershed, including a trail along the East
Fork of the Compton Creek and a trail (along the 98t Street and Southern Avenue
transmission corridor) from Jesse Owens County Park to the Los Angeles River.

No action has taken place with regards to pursuing a trail along the East Fork of the Compton Creek.

The Watershed Council has discussed a trail along the Greenleaf Boulevard Southern California Edison
Transmission Corridor with Joe Lim of the Compton City Planning Department and Steve Bradford, a
Regional Manager of Public Affairs at Southern California Edison.

The Watershed Council is pursuing the participation of the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
in a project to enhance part of the 98™ Street transmission corridor and is tracking South Gate’s progress
on Cesar Chavez Park. Alina Bokde of RMC is bringing the 98" Street Transmission Corridor concept
before the Watershed Conservation Authority for planning study consideration.

Secure $100 million in funding for the Compton Creek Regional Garden Park Master Plan
One-hundred million dollars is an estimate of the cost for full implementation of the Master Plan. This
action is outside the scope of the Watershed Council. The Compton Creek Task Force is a forum for
participating organizations to share information and perhaps to partner on proposals to fund aspects of
the Master Plan. The funding that has been secured by the partnerships resulting from Task Force
meetings is approximately $2,525,000.

Project Amount Status
Compton Creek Bike Trail (municipal portion) unknown | completed
amount

Connector between municipal bike trail and South Compton | $500,000 | Awaiting further funding
Creek Bike Trail

Earthen Bottom Invasive Plant Removal program near Casino | $25,000 Funded--not initiated

Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority—suite of | $2 million | In-process
Prop A funded projects along the Compton Creek within the

City of Compton
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Expand enforcement of anti-dumping and littering laws and regulations
The Compton Creek Task Force has explored this issue but has not yet developed a policy document to
submit to elected officials.

Install in-line treatment systems in storm drains and/or channels, preferably with
daylighted stream features.

The Rivers and Mountains Conservancy is funding a Watershed Council study daylighting of a network of
storm drains in the Compton Creek Watershed. The Watershed Council continued work on 98th Street
transmission corridor and broached a concept with Los Angeles County Department of Parks and
Recreation to daylight a storm drain near George Washington Carver Park.

Initiate five projects that use native riparian vegetation consistent with the Los Angeles
River Master Plan within the Compton Creek Watershed

The Watershed Council has helped the MRCA begin three projects that will include riparian vegetation
consistent with the Los Angeles River Master Plan: The Gateway Center/Crystal Park Casino site, the
Compton High School Park (completed and landscaped with appropriate vegetation), and the
Washington Elementary Project.

The Watershed Council has helped Community and Neighbors for Ninth District Unity Neighborhood
Council develop the Gage/Avalon triangular median as a park in an upland area with appropriate
vegetation. The Watershed Council found a Landscape Architect with community organizing skills to
work with the neighborhood council and walked through the design process and two completed funding
proposals with the Neighborhood Council. The Watershed Council continues to advocate for including
vegetation consistent with the Los Angeles River Master Plan when it can influence a development
project.

Daylight two storm drains as a demonstration project
The Rivers and Mountains Conservancy is funding the Watershed Council to determine the feasibility of
daylighting a storm drain network in the Compton Creek Watershed.

Study additional opportunities to daylight and/or restore current or historic stream
channels

Outside of the planned Earthen Bottom Wetland Restoration Feasibility Study funded by the State
Coastal Conservancy and the storm drain daylighting feasibility study funded by the Rivers and
Mountains Conservancy, no proposals exist to restore current or former waterways in the Compton
Creek Watershed.

Create a multiple-benefit/multiple-use greenbelt along two power line transmission
corridors

A trail along the Greenleaf Boulevard Southern California Edison Transmission Corridor has been
discussed by Joe Lim of the Compton City Planning Department and Steve Bradford, a Regional Manager
of Public Affairs at Southern California Edison.
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The Watershed Council is pursuing the participation of the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
in a project to enhance part of the 98" Street transmission corridor and is tracking South Gate’s progress
on Cesar Chavez Park (beneath the same transmission corridor as it travels along Southern Avenue).

Implement the City of Los Angeles Integrated Resources Plan

This action is outside of the scope of the Watershed Council, although we are an active stakeholder.

Long-Term Actions (Five to Ten Years)

Study opportunities for acquisition of unused freight rail lines

Not initiated. Many freight lines in the watershed are lightly used (usage varies from once a year to
twice a day). A study resulting in policy change that allows multiple uses along the edges of rail
corridors would spur development of trail linkages and linear parks throughout the Western Lower Los
Angeles River Watershed, but such a study will likely need to happen at the national level.

Develop a comprehensive watershed water budget
Not initiated.

Expand distribution lines for recycled water

This action is outside of the scope of the Watershed Council, but is underway. The Central Basin
Municipal Water District is crossing the Compton Creek Watershed with a recycled water line that will
travel east to west under El Segundo Boulevard. This will be the first major waterline within the
Compton Creek Watershed.

Adopt requirements for use of native plants in all public projects

The City of Los Angeles has adopted the Los Angeles River Master Plan Landscaping Guidelines and Plant
Palettes.

Create incentives for re-use of vacant sites

The City of Compton has developed a program to turn vacant lots into temporary parks or green spaces.
The program is patterned after a successful program in Paramount. The Watershed Council connected
the City of Compton’s Grants Department to landscape architecture services to help establish a design
directive for the construction of these temporary green spaces.
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Study revenue generation options for maintenance of parks and open space.
Not initiated. This action is outside of the scope of the Watershed Council.
Develop educational curricula for schools specific to the Compton Creek Watershed.

Not initiated. However, Heal the Bay is engaging with schools within the Compton Creek Watershed for
their “Streamline” water quality monitoring program and the Watershed Council facilitated a visit from
the Common Vision Fruit Tree Tour to an elementary school in Compton.

Continue to promote water-use efficiency
The Watershed Council has no specific water-use efficiency program but supports water efficiency
generally though our sustainable landscape program.

Acquire additional open space, parkland, and community gardens in all communities

This specific action is outside of the scope of the Watershed Council, although many of our activities
promote acquisition of additional open space, parkland, and community gardens. The MRCA is working
to acquire parkland in partnership with the City of Compton and the Compton Unified School District.

Some of the South Central Farmers who were displaced have relocated beneath a transmission corridor
along Stanford Avenue in the City of Los Angeles, 15" Council District. The transmission corridor crosses
Compton Creek and the farm is on both sides of the Creek. The farmers are talking about bridging the
Compton creek at this point.

City of Los Angeles Councilwoman Jan Perry has secured funding to proceed with her wetland
demonstration project at Avalon and 53™. The area will be converted from an MTA yard to a park.

Heal the Bay has worked with four community groups to develop plans for green space in the Compton
Creek Watershed and has contracted with the State Coastal Conservancy to intervene in eight more
groups in the Compton Creek Watershed and in the Dominguez Channel Watershed.

Develop a sponsorship program for natural resources in the Watershed
Not initiated.

Incorporate one or more Watershed Plan goals into General Plans

As Compton’s General plan was being updated, the Watershed Council shared the Compton Creek
Regional Garden Park Master Plan and the Compton Creek Watershed Management Plan with Dion
Jackson, Ph. D. We do not know whether the City of Compton will incorporate goals from either the
Watershed Management Plan or the Compton Creek Regional Garden Park Master Plan in their General
Plan update.
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Adoption of sustainability program by all cities and County of Los Angeles

Not initiated.

Steering Committee Meetings (Quarterly)
The Watershed Council has stopped convening the Steering Committee in favor of locally focused
project development meetings inspired by regional watershed project opportunities.
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