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DRAFT ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 
12.26, 12.27, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56 AND 18.08 OF 

THE LOS ANGELES MUNICIPAL CODE TO CREATE CONSISTENT PROCEDURES 
FOR REVIEW OF PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE APPROVALS, AND 

SYNCHRONIZE THE EXPIRATION PERIODS OF ENTITLEMENTS 

The Honorable City Council 
of the City of Los Angeles 

Room 395, City Hall 
200 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, California 90012 

Honorable Members: 
z, ,. 

Council File No. 11-1140 
CPC File No. 2010-1495-CA 

We eire transmitting to you for your consideration, approved as to form and 
legality, a draft ordinance that would amend Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 
12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56 and 18.08 of 
the Los Angeles Municipal Code. 

Summary of Ordinance Provisions 

The draft ordinance would create consistent procedures for the review of projects 
requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals 
granted to a single project, clarify language regarding the utilization of approvals, 
eliminate the redundancy of time extensions for quasi-judicial land use approvals, 
extend the life of previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in SB-1185 
(2008), AB-333 (2009), and AB-208 (2011) and make other technical corrections. 
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Charter Findings 

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, the Director of Planning has approved this 
revised draft ordinance on behalf of the City Planning Commission and recommended 
that you adopt it. Should you adopt this ordinance, you may comply with the provisions 
of Charter Section 558 by either adopting the findings of the Director of Planning as set 
forth in his revised report dated February 13, 2012, or by making your own findings. 

CEQA Determination 

Regarding the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), prior to or 
concurrent with your action on the ordinance, the Director of Planning recommends that 
you consider the second addendum that the Planning Department prepared to assess 
the changes to the proposed ordinance that were made during the City Attorney review, 
along with the first addendum dated December 23, 2010, and the Negative Declaration 
published on June 3, 201 0. 

Council Rule 38 Referral 

This draft ordinance does not require enforcement by an officer, board or 
commission of the City. As such, no Rule 38 referral was made. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Deputy City 
Attorney Michael Bostrom at (213) 978-8068. He or another member of this Office will 
be present when you consider this matter to answer any questions you may have. 

PBE/MJB:za 
Transmittal 

Very truly yours, 

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH, City Attorney 

By 
PEDRO B. ECHEVERRIA 

Chief Assistant City Attorney 

M:\Real Prop_Env_Land Use\land Use\Michael Bostrom\Ordinances\Multiple Entitlements\Report to CounciLdoc 



ORDINANCE NO. _____ _ 

An ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.26, 
12.27, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56 and 18.08 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring 
multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, clarify language regarding the utilization of approvals, eliminate the 
redundancy of time extensions for quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of 
previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in SB-1185 (2008), AB-333 
(2009), and AB-208 (2011) and make minor technical corrections. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4 of Subsection C of Section 11.5.7 of 
the Los Angeles Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 2. Subdivision 5 of Subsection F of Section 11.5.7 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 3. Subsection S of Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
deleted. 

Sec. 4. Subparagraph b of Section 12.22.A.25 (g)(2)(i) of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

b. Authority. The Director shall be the 
initial decision maker for applications seeking on 
Menu incentives. 

EXCEPTION: When the application is filed as 
part of a project requiring multiple approvals, the initial 
decision maker shall be as set forth in Section 12.36 
of this Code; and when the application is filed in 
conjunction with a subdivision and no other approval, 
the Advisory Agency shall be the initial decision
maker. 

Sec. 5. Subparagraph f of Section 12.22.A.25 (g)(2)(i) is amended to read as 
follows: 

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or 
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley 
from, or having a common corner with the subject 
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may 
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission 
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pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section 
11.5. 7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with 
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(i). The appeal 
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B. 
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City 
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing, 
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class 
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the 
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and 
the interested parties who have requested notice in 
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for 
the first available meeting date of the City Planning 
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the 
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning 
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in 
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning 
Commission shall make the same findings required to 
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the 
record, and indicate why the Director erred making 
the determination. 

EXCEPTION: When the application is filed as 
part of a project requiring multiple approvals, the 
appeals procedures set forth in Section 12.36 of this 
Code shall govern. When the application is filed in 
conjunction with a Parcel Map and no other approval, 
the appeals procedures set forth in Section 17.54 of 
this Code shall govern. When the application is filed 
in conjunction with a tentative map and no other 
approval, the appeals procedures set forth in Section 
17.06 A.3 of this Code shall govern, provided that 
such applications shall only be appealable to the 
Appeal Board, as defined in Section 17.02 of this 
Code, and shall not be subject to further appeal to the 
City's legislative body. 

Sec. 6. Section 12.24 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to delete 
Subsection J. 

Sec. 7. Section 12.24 T.3 is amended to delete paragraph (d). 

2 



Sec. 8. Section 12.25 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as 
follows: 

SEC. 12.25. TIME LIMITATIONS. 

A. Utilization of Approvals. 

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zoning Administrator, Director of 
Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the City Planning Commission as 
initial decision-makers, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter I of this Code or 
any ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter I of this Code, that has not been 
utilized within three years of its effective date shall become null and void. When 
approvals are granted as part of a project requiring multiple approvals, however, 
the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall govern. 

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid 
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and 
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial 
suspension or abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be 
considered utilized when operations of the use authorized by the approval have 
commenced. 

3. Exceptions. The following exceptions shall apply: 

a. Religious and Institutional Uses. Where a lot or lots have 
been approved for use as a governmental enterprise, religious use, 
hospital, educational institution or private school, including elementary and 
high schools, no time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided that 
all of the following conditions are met: 

( 1) The property involved is acquired or legal 
proceedings for its acquisition are commenced within one year of 
the effective date of the decision approving the conditional use. 

(2) A sign is immediately placed on the property 
indicating its ownership and the purpose to which it is to be 
developed, as soon as legally possible after the effective date of 
the decision approving the conditional use. This sign shall have a 
surface area of at least 20 square feet 

(3) The sign is maintained on the property and in good 
condition until the conditional use privileges are utilized. 

b. Approvals With Effective Dates Between July 15, 2005, 
and December 31, 2010. The expiration period of any approval by the 
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Zoning Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission, 
or the City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers (as well as any 
approval by a Deputy Advisory Agency acting in the capacity as a Zoning 
Administrator or as the Director of Planning's designee), pursuant to the 
provisions of Chapter I of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to 
Chapter I of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 60 months if 
the effective date of approval was July 15, 2005, through December 31, 
2007; by 48 months if the effective date of approval was January 1, 2008, 
through December 31, 2008; and 24 months if the effective date of 
approval was January 1, 2009, through December 31, 2010, provided that 
the Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approval 
and the required environmental review considered significant aspects of 
the approved project and that the existing environmental documentation 
under the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the 
issuance of the extension. This one-time extension of time supersedes 
any previous extensions of time granted pursuant to Ordinances Nos. 
180,647 and/or 181,269. 

B. Planning and Zoning Matters in litigation. The time limits set forth in 
Subsection A above shall not include any time period during which the approval or the 
environmental clearance for the approval is challenged in court. 

C. California Coastal Commission Approvals. The time limits set forth in 
Subsection A above shall not include any time period during which the subdivider or 
applicant is awaiting a land use approval from the California Coastal Commission. The 
subdivider or applicant shall submit a written request for a suspension of time and a 
copy of the submitted California Coastal Commission application for such approval to 
the Department of City Planning within ten days of filing the application with the 
California Coastal Commission. Suspensions of time shall be automatically granted 
until the California Coastal Commission has rendered a final decision on the application, 
including any appeal period. The subdivider or applicant shall submit a copy of the 
California Coastal Commission's final action to the Department of City Planning within 
ten days of the final decision. 

s~ ''", 
Sec. 9. The second unnumbered paragraph of Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of 

Section 12.26 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

These rights shall end: 

(a) 18 months after the plan check fee is paid, or if a permit is issued 
during that time, when the building permit terminates pursuant to Section · 
98 0602' . ' 

(b) when subsequent changes are made to those plans that increase 
or decrease the height, floor area, or occupant load of the proposed-structure by 
more than five percent; 
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(c) when the use of the property is changed; 

(d) when changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code regulations in 
force on the date the plan check fee was paid; or 

(e) when the discretionary land use approval for the project terminates 
under the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted 
pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code. 

Sec. 10. Subsection Q of Section 12.27 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
deleted. 

Sec. 11. Paragraph (h) of Subdivision 1 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

(h) Time Limit. Except as provided in Subdivision 2 of this 
subsection, as to those properties placed in the T classification 
subsequent to March 26, 1973, property shall not remain in aT Tentative 
classification for more than six years after the effective date of the 
ordinance creating it without the recording of a Final Tract Map or a Final 
Parcel Map, or a decision by the Department that all required dedications, 
payments and improvements have been made or assured to the 
satisfaction of the appropriate City agencies. 

EXCEPTIONS: Property may remain in aT Tentative classification 
for an additional 60 months if the ordinance creating the classification took 
effect between July 15, 2005, and December 31, 2007; an additional48 
months if the ordinance took effect between January 1, 2008, through 
December 31, 2008; and an additional 24 months if the ordinance took 
effect between January 1, 2009, and December 31, 2010, provided that 
the Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approval 
and the required environmental review considered significant aspects of 
the approved project and that the existing environmental documentation 

J unde'r the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the 
issuance of the extension. Property may also remain in aT Tentative 
classification for a longer period of time through operation of Section 
12.36.1 of the Code. 

When these time limitations expire, the T Tentative Zone 
classification and the zoning authorized thereby shall become null and 
void, the rezoning proceeding shall be terminated, and the property·· 
thereafter may only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings and shall be so 
redesignated. 
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Sec. 12. Paragraph (f) of Subdivision 2 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

(f) Time limit. Except as provided below and in Subsection L, 
property shall not remain in a 0 Qualified classification for more than six 
years unless during that time: 

(1) there is substantial physical development of the 
property to allow for one or more of the uses for which the 0 
Qualified classification was adopted; or 

(2) if no physical development is necessary, then the 
property is used for one or more of the purposes for which the Q 
Qualified classification was adopted. 

EXCEPTION: Property may remain in a Q Qualified classification 
for an additional 60 months if the ordinance creating the classification took 
effect between July 15, 2005, and December 31, 2007; an additional48 
months if the ordinance took effect between January 1, 2008, through 
December 31, 2008; and an additional 24 months if the ordinance took 
effect between January 1, 2009, and December 31, 2010, provided that 
the Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approval 
and the required environmental review considered significant aspects of 
the approved project and that the existing environmental documentation 
under the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the 
issuance of the extension. 

When these time limitations expire, the Q Qualified classification 
and the authority contained therein shall become null and void, the 
rezoning proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may 
only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the commencement 
of the rezoning proceedings. 

"·· In addition, the Director may determine that the development has 
not been continuously and expeditiously carried on to completion, but that 
one or more usable units has been completed and that the partial 
development will meet the requirements for the utilization of the (Q) 
classification. The Director may impose conditions on the partial 
development to meet the intent of this subdivision. The Director shall 
advise the Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision .. 
Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance 
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (Q) classification shall be 
permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be 
appropriate to the completed portion of the development The Qualified 
classification and the authority contained therein shall become null and 
void as to the remainder of the property. Notwithstanding any other 
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provision of this Code to the contrary, no public hearing need be held nor 
notice be given before terminating the (Q) Qualified classification and 
restricting the property to its previously permitted uses. 

Sec. 13. Section i 2.36 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended in its 
entirety to read as follows: 

SEC. 12.36. PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE APPROVALS. (CHARTER§ 564). 

A. Definitions. The following definitions shall apply to this Section: 

Legislative Approval. Any approval that requires an action by the City 
Council, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.6, 11.5.7 G, 12.20.3 F, and 
12.32 of this Code. 

Quasi-judicial Approval. Any approval for which the initial decision 
becomes final unless appealed, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C
F, H, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3.1-L, 12.21 A.2, 12.21 G.3, 12.22 A.25, 12.24, 
12.24.1, 12.26 K, 12.27, 12.28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H, 13.08 E, 14.00 B, 
16.05, 16.50, and Article 8 of this Code. 

Subdivision Approval. Any approval under the Division of Land 
Regulations set forth in Article 7 of this Code. 

B. Filing Requirement. If an applicant files for a project that requires 
multiple Legislative and/or Quasi-judicial Approvals, then the procedures set forth in this 
section shall govern. Applicants shall file applications at the same time for all approvals 
reasonably related and necessary to complete the project. The procedures and time 
limits set forth in this Section shall only apply to multiple applications filed concurrently, 
except that, prior to a public hearing, the Director may require an applicant to amend an 
application for a project requiring multiple approvals to ensure that all relevant approvals 
are reviewed concurrently. 

C. i' Decision-makers. Notwithstanding any provision of this Code to the 
contrary, the following shall apply for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

1. City Planning Commission. If a project requires any approval or 
recommendation separately decided by an Area Planning Commission, the 
Zoning Administrator, and/or the Director, as the initial decision-maker, and also 
requires any approval or recommendation by the City Planning Commission as 
the initial decision-maker, then the City Planning Commission shall have initial 
decision-making authority for all of the approvals and/or recommendations. 

(a) Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 D through Q of this 
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Code. However, if any Legislative Approval is included, then the 
procedures for consideration and appeal of all the applications shall be 
those set forth in Section 12.32 B through D of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the City Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as the 
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals. 

2. Area Planning Commission. If a project requires an approval 
separately decided by the Zoning Administrator and/or the Director, as the initial 
decision-maker, and also requires any approval or recommendation by an Area 
Planning Commission as the initial decision-maker, then the Area Planning 
Commission where the project is located shall have initial decision-making 
authority for all of the approvals and recommendations. 

(a) Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 0 through Q of this 
Code. If, however, any Legislative Approval is included, then the 
procedures for consideration and appeal of all the approvals shall be 
those set forth in Section 12.32 B through D of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the Area Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as 
initial decision-maker for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

3. Zoning Administrator. If a project requires approvals separately 
decided by the Zoning Administrator and the Director, as the initial decision
maker, then the Zoning Administrator shall have initial decision-making authority 
for all of the approvals. 

(a) Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
of all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Zoning 

j Admlhistrator as initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 
12.24 D through Q of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the 
project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Zoning 
Administrator as initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple 
approvals. If, however, regulations within Chapter I of this Code require 
any of the approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission oh 
appeal, the City Planning Commission shall decide all appeals of 
decisions of the Zoning Administrator as initial decision-maker. 

4. Director of Planning. If a project requires multiple approvals 
decided by the Director as the initial decision maker, the following shall apply. 
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(a) Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
of all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Director as 
initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 16.05 G through H 
of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the 
project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Director as 
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals. If, 
however, regulations within Chapter I of this Code require any of the 
approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission on appeal, the 
City Planning Commission shall decide all appeals of decisions of the 
Director as initial decision-maker. 

5. Advisory Agency. If a project requiring multiple approvals also 
requires a Subdivision Approval by the Advisory Agency, that Subdivision 
Approval and any appeals shall be decided and governed by the rules set forth in 
Article 7 of Chapter 1 of this Code. Hearings for and consideration of appeals of 
Subdivision Approvals by the Advisory Agency shall be scheduled for the same 
time as any hearing and decision by the Area Planning Commission or City 
Planning Commission, whichever has jurisdiction over the other approvals. Any 
time limit within which the Area Planning Commission or City Planning 
Commission must act on the applications before it shall be automatically 
extended as necessary to allow the Area Planning Commission or City Planning 
Commission to hear and decide appeals of Subdivision Approvals at the same 
time as it serves as the initial decision maker for the other approvals. 

D. Findings. When acting on multiple applications for a project, the initial 
decision-maker or appellate body shall separately make all required findings for each 
application. When appropriate, the initial decision-maker or appellate body may make 
findings by reference to findings made for another application involving the same 
project. 

E. No New Appeal Rights. This section does not create any additional 
appeal or 11:~'\tel of appeal in connection with any land use approval. This section also 
does not limit or expand who may file an appeal as identified in each discretionary land 
use application process. 

F. Extension Of Time To Act. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Code to the contrary, an extension of time to act on applications or initiations under the 
multiple approval provisions may be agreed upon between the applicant and the 
decision-maker or the appellate body. 

G. Expiration. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Code: 

1. Quasi-judicial Approvals granted in conjunction with Legislative 
Approvals pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall expire with the 
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Legislative Approval, not to exceed six years unless a greater time results from 
the application of Section 12.25. 

2. Quasi-judicial Approvals granted in conjunction with a Subdivision 
Approval pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall expire with the 
Subdivision Approval pursuant to Article 7 of this Code. If the expiration date on 
a Subdivision Approval is extended pursuant to Article 7 of this Code, or by 
amendment to the Subdivision Map Act, the Quasi-judicial Approval shall also be 
automatically extended for a commensurate period of time. 

3. Legislative Approvals granted in conjunction with a Subdivision 
Approval pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures may be extended for 
the full time limit of the Subdivision Approval, including time extensions pursuant 
to Article 7 of this Code, for the purpose of recordation of an approved map. 

Sec. 14. Subdivision 10 of Subsection B of Section 14.00 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 15. Subdivision 6 of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 16. Subdivision 4 of Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

4. Duration of Design Review Board Preliminary Review. A 
design review board's advice on an optional preliminary application shall be valid 
for 24 months. 

Sec. 17. The definition of Appeal Board in Section 17.02 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

Appeal Board 

s The Area Planning Commission where the map is located for any 
parcel map or tentative map that (a) creates or results in less than 
50,000 gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) creates 
or results in fewer than 50 dwelling units, guest rooms, or 
combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or (c) involves a lot 
with fewer than 65,000 square feet of lot area. Otherwise, the City 
Planning Commission. 

Sec. 18. Subsection A of Section 17.07 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read as follows: 

A. Time Limit. The following provisions establish the term of tentative map 
approvals: 
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1. Within 36 months after the approval or conditional approval of the 
Tentative Map, the subdivider shall cause the proposed subdivision to be 
accurately surveyed and a final map prepared and filed with the City Engineer. 
The failure of a subdivider to file a map with the City Engineer within that period 
and to have the map submitted by the City Engineer to the City Council within 
the specified time limit shall automatically terminate and void the proceedings 
unless the time is extended by the Advisory Agency, the Appeal Board, or the 
City Council upon appeal from a denial of the extension by the Advisory Agency. 
The appeal shall follow the time limits and procedures set forth in Subdivisions 3, 
4, and 5 of Subsection A of Section 17.06 of this Code. 

2. The time limit for filing the final map with the City Engineer and 
submittal by the City Engineer of the final map to the City Council may be 
extended for a period or periods not exceeding a total of 72 months. 

EXCEPTION. The term of a tentative map approval shall be automatically 
extended pursuant to the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections 
66452.21, 66452.22, and 66452.23, and any other current or future provision of 
the Subdivision Map Act that operates to extend the term of a tentative map 
approval. 

Sec. 19. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.07 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 20. Subsection A of Section 17.56 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read as follows: 

A. Time Limit. The following provisions establish the term of preliminary 
Parcel Map approvals and Tentative Map approvals under Section 17.50 C. of this 
Code: 

1. Within 36 months after the approval or conditional approval ofthe 
preli~inary .. Parcel Map or approval of a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 17.50 C of this Code, a final Parcel Map showing each 
new parcel shall be prepared and filed with the City Engineer and submitted by 
the City Engineer to the City Council. The failure of a person dividing land to file 
the map with the City Engineer within that period and to have the map corrected 
and presented by the City Engineer to the City Clerk within the specified time 
limit shall automatically terminate and void the proceedings unless the time is 
extended by the Advisory Agency or the Appeal Board, upon the appeal frdm a 
denial of the extension by the Advisory Agency. 

2. The time limit for the submittal of a corrected Parcel Map to the City 
Council may be extended for a period or periods not exceeding a total of 72 
months. 
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The provisions of this subsection shall apply to those maps described 
above and shall also apply to those maps that were approved or conditionally 
approved prior to the effective date of this subsection and that have not 
terminated prior to that date. 

EXCEPTION. The term of a preliminary Parcel Map approval or Tentative 
Map approval under Section 17.50 C of this Code shall be automatically 
extended pursuant to the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections 
66452.21, 66452.22, and 66452.23, and any other current or future provision of 
the Subdivision Map Act that operates to extend the term of such approvals. 

Sec. 21. Subsessssction D of Section 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code 
is amended to read as follows: 

D. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street. Notwithstanding Section 
12.25 to the contrary, the private street approval shall be void unless all conditions of 
approval are completed or fulfilled within six years from the date of approval, except that 
grading and improvement conditions shall be considered as fulfilled if the required work 
is begun during that time limit and diligently carried on to completion. 

Sec. 22. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this ordinance or its application to 
any person or circumstance is held to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any 
court of competent jurisdiction, the invalidity shall not affect other provisions, clauses or 
applications of this ordinance which can be implemented without the invalid provision, 
clause or application, and to this end the provisions and clauses of this ordinance are 
declared to be severable. 
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Sec. 23. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it 
published in accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated 
in the City of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places in the City of 
Los Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street entrance to the 
Los Angeles City Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street 
entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall East; and one copy on the bulletin board located 
at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of Records. 

I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of 
Los Angeles, at its meeting of _________ _ 

Approved -----------

Approved as to Form and Legality 
CARMEN A. TRUTANICH, City Attorney 

/ ) ,-? 

By$,~4fft2?¢7?.~ 
"MICHAE J. BOSTROM 

Deputy City Attorney 

Date 1-/0 - /Z.... 

File No(s). _________ _ 

j; •.. ,. 
' 

JUNE LAGMAY, City Clerk 

By ________________________ _ 

Deputy 

Mayor 

Pursuant to Charter Section 559. I approve 
th is ordinance on behalf of the City Plann ing 
Commission and recommend that it be 
adopted 

January / V . 2012 

~~·~ 
Michael LoGrande 

Director of Planning 

M:\Real Prop_Env_Land Use\Land Use\Michael Bostrom\Ordinances\Multiple Entitlements\Comments On Planning's 11-22-13 
Draft.docx 
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February 13, 2012 

CF No: 11-1140 
CPC No: 2010-1495-CA 

RE: Multiple Approvals Procedural Revisions Ordinance 

Dear Mr. Trutanich: 

Transmitted is the proposed draft ordinance prepared by your office that amends the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for the review of projects 
requiring multiple approvals and synchronize the expiration period of entit!ementq. 

1~- ""' 
The ordinance was prepared pursuant to the latest direction of the City Council at its 
meeting of July 27, 2011 and is substantially the same as that approved unanimously by 
the City Planning Commission (CPC) on June 9, 2011. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

A Negative Declaration, ENV-201 0-1496-ND, was published on this matter on ;June 3, 
2010 and jt was determined that this project will not have a significant effect on the 
environment. An addendum to the Negative Declaration, ENV-201 0-1496-REC, was 
published on December 23, 2010, to reflect a minor technical change to the project 
description; again, it was determined that this project will not have a significant effect on 
the environment. The Negative Declaration and its addendum were adopted by the City 
Council on July 27, 2011. A second addendum to the Negative Declaration has been 
prepared to assess any changes to the proposed ordinance language during the City 
Attorney review and will be presented to the City Council for adoption along with the 
attached ordinance. 



LAND USE FINDINGS 

Multiple Approvals Procedural ; ~visions Ordinance (CF 11-1140) 
February 13, 2012- Page 2 of 3 

1. In accordance with Charter Section 556, that the proposed ordinance (Appendix A) 
is in substantial conformance with the purposes, intent, and provisions of the 
General Plan in that it supports several of the Goals and Objectives outlined in the 
Economic Development chapter of the Framework Element of the General Plan, 
including: 

Goal 7A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A vibrant economically 
revitalized City" - Appendix A specifically addresses Framework Element 
Objective 7.1, "Focus available resources on a coordinated ... effort to promote 
economic activity in Los Angeles," through implementation of Policy 7 .1.1, which 
aims to "[r]eorganize local government as needed to coordinate economic 
development" by creating consistent procedures for the review of projects 
requiring multiple approvals; 

Goal 70 of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A City able to attract 
and maintain new land uses and businesses" - Appendix A addresses 
Framework Element Objective 7.3, "Improve the provision of governmental 
services, expedite the administrative processing of development applications, 
and minimize public and private development application costs," through 
implementation of Policy 7.4.1 which prompts the Department to "[d]evelop and 
maintain a streamlined development review process to assure the City's 
competitiveness within the Southern California region"; and 

Goal 7F of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A fiscally stable City" -
Appendix A further addresses, Framework Element Objective 7.1, "Maintain and 
improve municipal service levels throughout the City to ... enable Los Angeles to 
be competitive when attracting desirable new development," through 
implementation of Policy 7.8.2 by creating "proactive policies to attract 
development that enhances the City's fiscal balance" through the consolidation of 
pr9cesse~ and synchronization of the expiration of related entitlements. 

·J 

2. In <;lccordance with Charter Section 558 (b)(2), the proposed ordinance 
(Appendix A) will be in conformity with the public necessity, convenience, general 
welfare, and good zoning practice in that it supports: 

Goal 3A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A physically balanced 
distribution of land uses that contributes towards and facilitates the City's long
term fiscal and economic viability, revitalization of economically depressed areas, 
. . . and achievement of the vision for a more liveable city", by specifically 
addressing Objective 3.4, "Encourage new multi-family residential, retail 
commercial, and office development in the City's neighborhood districts, 
community, regional, and downtown centers as well as along primary transit 
corridors/boulevards," through implementation of Policy 3.4.3d, which instructs 
the Department to create "[s]treamlined development review processes"; and 



Multiple Approvals Procedural,' . ..::visions Ordinance (CF 11-1140) 
February 13, 2012- Page 3 of 3 

Goal 4A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "An equitable 
distribution of housing opportunities by type and cost accessible to all residents 
of the City," and Goal 1 of the Housing Element of the General Plan, "A City 
where housing production and preservation result in an adequate supply of 
ownership and rental housing" specifically addressing: 

• Framework Element Objective 4.4, "Reduce regulatory and procedural 
barriers to increase housing production and capacity in appropriate locations," 
through implementation of Policy 4.4.1 b by streamlining "procedures for 
securing building permits, inspections, and other clearances needed to 
construct housing," and 

• Housing Element Objective 1.5, "Reduce regulatory and procedural barriers 
to the production and preservation of housing at all income levels and needs" 
by effectuating Program E, Zoning Code Reform, identified under Policy 
1.5.1, "Streamline the land use entitlement, environmental review, and 
building permit processes." 

CHARTER SECTION 559 

For the foregoing reasons and as provided under the authority of Charter Section 559 
and City Plan Case No. 13505-A, I find that my action conforms with all applicable 
portions of the General Plan and with the June 9, 2011 action of the City Planning 
Commission, and I therefore approve this ordinance (attached) and recommend that it 
be adopted by the City Council. 

GeM 
Alan Bell, AICP 
Deputy ~jrector .. 

~ 

AB:TR:TB 
Attachment 
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CAliFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUAliTY ACT (CEQA) 

SECOND ADDENDUM TO NEGATIVE DECLARATION ENV-2010-1496-ND 

1. INTRODUCTION TO PROJECT 

1.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

An ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 12.36, 
14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create 
consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language regarding utilization of 
approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend 
the life of previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-1185 
(2008), AB-333 (2009), and AB-208 (2011), and make minor technical corrections. 

1.2. PROJECT BACKGROUND 

In March 1946, the City of Los Angeles consolidated its various land use ordinances into the City's first
ever complete Zoning Code. At just 67 pages, this document contained provisions for only a handful of 
discretionary approval processes (conditional use permits, variances, exceptions, zone changes, and 
code amendments) with simple and clear decision-maker and appeal hierarchies. Over the years, state 
law has created new regulatory processes (e.g. the Subdivision Map Act, density bonus, etc.) and added 
new decision-making bodies (e.g. the California Coastal Commission and the Advisory Agency) with 
specific requirements that the Planning Department must implement. In addition, several new 
discretionary permit types have been created as new planning tools carved the city up into an array of 
specific plans, historic preservation overlay zones, and supplemental use districts, each requiring 
discretionary development permits. The list of uses requiring a conditional use permit or public benefit 
permit has expanded. New citywide entitlements, such as Site Plan Review, have also been created. 
These planning tools and additional regulations have been continually added to an ever-expanding 
Zoning Code that now contains nearly 600 pages. 

§ 

At the tun{ of the 21 51 Century, the City of Los Angeles underwent Charter Reform. Prior to 
establishment of the new Charter, each discretionary land use approval required its own separate 
hearing. For example, a restaurant requesting a conditional use for alcohol sales that also happened to 
be in a Specific Plan would require separate hearings with the Zoning Administrator and the Director of 
Planning. This requirement for multiple, independent hearings created an unnecessarily protracted 
review process that affected project applicants and community stakeholders as well placing a burden on 
limited Planning staff resources. 

The Charter revisions of 1999 changed this by allowing for concurrent hearings of "projects requiring 
multiple approvals." LAMC Section 12.36 was added in the year 2000 to implement this charter 
provision. As currently written, LAMC Section 12.36 identifies the initial decision·maker for projects 
requiring multiple approvals but falls short of both coordinating the appeal routes for related approvals 
and synchronizing the expiration periods of those approvals. These omissions are the cause of frequent 
confusion concerning procedural provisions for appeal routes through several !ayers of land use 
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decision-makers and create delays in case processing and uncertainty regarding the expiration date of 
related approvals. 

In an effort to resolve such issues in Los Angeles' Planning and Zoning Code, the proposed ordinance 
establishes clear and consistent procedures for the processing and review of projects requiring multiple 
approvals while creating a stable, predictable land use regulatory system, including dear review 
processes, simple decision-making hierarchies, and synchronized expiration periods. 

1.3 PROJECT PURPOSE 

Issues with the interpretation and implementation of the Multiple Approvals Section of the Planning & 
Zoning Code provide the basis for this proposed code amendment. Extensive outreach efforts led to the 
proposed language. 

The Los Angeles City Charter authorizes the Planning Department to combine the hearings of related 
approvals required for a single project. However, the Charter is silent on how to combine the individual 
processes, time limits to act, appeal processes, and requirements for utilization of multiple related 
approvals. The current language within the Multiple Approvals Section attempts to account for various 
approval types, indicating the initial decision-maker for bundled cases and funneling the various 
approval processes found throughout the LAMC into just a few procedures. However, because new 
entitlements have been added to the LAMC in recent years, the Zoning Code lacks clear definitions of all 
approval types and simplified processes applicable across case types and decision-makers. Further, the 
provisions of numerous application processes require individualized procedures, and LAMC 12.36 as 
currently written does not account for all possible approval types and combinations. 

Also, beginning in 2008, the State of California adopted a series of laws to extend the expiration periods 
of approved tentative tract maps and parcel maps (SB-1185, 2008; AB-333, 2009; & AB-208, 2011) in 
response to the recessionary impacts on real estate and community development. The State 
Subdivision Map Act is implemented locally through the Advisory Agency of the Department of City 
Planning, one of several land use decision-making bodies. Applicants seeking subdivisions of property 
within the City of LA may also require additional approvals in order to complete record maps and 
complete development projects. In response to SB-1185 (2008) and AB-333 (2009), the City adopted 
Ordinances No. 180,647 and 181,269 to grant the extensions of expiration periods to entitlements 
related to tbe approved tentative tract and parcel maps. Often the related approvals are directly 
reflected in ~he physical layout of the site approved in the map. 

In July 2011, the State adopted AB-333, further extending the expiration period of approved tentative 
tract and parcel maps. The City has yet to adopt an implementing ordinance to codify this most recent 
extension and grant extensions to related approvals. This proposed ordinance does so. Further, 
Department of City Planning staff encountered issues with implementing Ordinances No. 180,647 and 
181,269 to questions of "relatedness." For example, if, halfway through the approval process, ~·project 
applicant discovers that a separate, additional case filing is required to complete the project approval, 
should the Planning Department consider that additional approval as "related" even when filed at a 
different time or under a different case number. To correct such implementation problems resulting 
from local compliance with State law, the proposed ordinance clarifies the procedures for granting these 
extensions of time for tract and parcel maps and related approvals while also granting similar one-time 



Second Addendum to Negative Declaration ENV-2010-1496-ND 
Page 3 of 7 

extensions of time for all discretionary approvals effective within the dates specified in Government 
Code Sections 66452.21, 66452.22, and 66452.23. 1 

1.4 PROJECT HISTORY 

In preparation of the first draft of the proposed ordinance ("2010 Proposed Ordinance") for review by 
the City Planning Commission, staff prepared an initial study checklist, which found that the proposed 
project will have no significant impact on any of the CEQA impact categories. Therefore, staff prepared 
a Negative Declaration (ENV-2010-1496-ND, dated 06/11/2010) {"2010 Negative Declaration") (Exhibit 
1) and an Addendum (ENV-2010-1496-ND-REC1, dated 12/09/2010) ("2010 Addendum") (Exhibit 2), 
which were included in the staff Recommendation Report (dated June 09, 2011) to the City Planning 
Commission. The public review period for the 2010 Negative Declaration commenced on June 16, 2010, 
and concluded on July 7, 2010. During the comment period, staff received a total of three comment 
letters. All comment letters stated objections to the environmental analysis of this project as a stand
alone project and contended that the proposed ordinance is part of larger Zoning Code Simplification 
efforts currently under development by the Planning Department. Two of the letters specifically stated 
that an EIR should be prepared for the entire Zoning Code Simplification effort. However, the 2010 
Proposed Ordinance was a stand-alone legislative action under consideration by the City Council and, 
therefore, an independent project per CEQA. 

Subsequent to the original publication of the 2010 Negative Declaration, from ongoing staff research 
and consultation with relevant stakeholders, staff from the Department of City Planning altered some 
provisions in the 2010 Proposed Ordinance originally assessed in the 2010 Negative Declaration. Staff 
re-analyzed these changes and issued the 2010 Addendum, which concluded that the changes were 
minor and technical and do not create any new substantial impacts beyond what had been previously 
analyzed. However, to be overly conservative, staff recirculated the revised project description, the 
2010 Negative Declaration, and 2010 Addendum for a period of 20 days, commencing on December 23, 
2010 and concluding on January 12, 2011. During the comment period, staff received one comment 
letter. The comment letter specifically stated that an EIR should be prepared to analyze potential 
impacts to each Community Plan, Specific Plan, and other special planning district. However, the 2010 
Negative Declaration and the 2010 Addendum specifically address each of the CEQA impact categories, 
finding a less than significant impact in each category based on thresholds of significance detailed in the 
"LA. CEQA Thresholds Guide," and were therefore appropriate under CEQA. 

.. ~: 

Subsequentlt, the City Planning Commission held a hearing on the 2010 Proposed Ordinance, as revised 
by staff, and CEQA clearance on June 9, 2011, and voted to recommend approval of the 2010 Proposed 

1 In November and December of 2011, staff from the Department of City Planning (DCP) and the Department of Building and 

Safety (DBS) conducted an analysis of all discretionary entitlement approvals impacted by the range of dates identified in the 

three State laws (i.e. July 15, 2005 - December 31, 2010). Staff found that out of 7965 total discretionary cases approved 

within the specified dates, 1683 have already received Certificates of Occupancy from DBS. Of the remaii)ing, 6271 

discretionary approvals, 1686 of them are divisions of land that have already been extended by SB-1185, AB-333, AB-208, which 

leaves 4585 discretionary approvals granted between July 15, 2005 and December 31, 2010. However, through 

implementation of the Ordinances Nos. 180,647 and 181,269, approvals related to subdivisions have been granted the same 

extensions given to subdivisions that were approved between July 15, 2005 and December 31, 2008. Therefore the actual 

number of approvals affected by the proposed ordinance may be much lower. The current proposed ordinance makes sure 

that entitlements related to subdivisions with effective dates of approval between December 31, 2008 and December 31, 2010 

enjoy the same while also extending the full benefit of extensions of time to all previously-approved project types. 
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Ordinance, findings, staff report, and environmental clearance. Following the comment period for the 
2010 Addendum but prior to the City Planning Commission hearing, staff received four additional 
comment letters that address CEQA. Though mostly addressing policy issues of the 2010 Proposed 
Ordinance, three of the comment letters state that an EIR should be prepared for the 2010 Proposed 
Ordinance and the related Zoning Code Simplification efforts. One of the comment letters expresses 
support for the 2010 Proposed Ordinance and its environmental analysis. 

On July 12, 2011, the Planning & land Use Management (PLUM) Committee of the los Angeles City 
Council held a public meeting and voted to recommend approval of the environmental clearance, the 
findings for the 2010 Proposed Ordinance and the 2010 Proposed Ordinance by requesting City Attorney 
and City Planning staff to prepare the formal ordinance and assess the feasibility of incorporating 
amendments to the 2010 Ordinance as presented in committee. On July 27, 2011, the full City Council 
held a public meeting and approved the recommendation of the PLUM committee {Exhibit 3). 

2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 PREVIOUS!. Y-APPROVED PROJECT 

As analyzed in the previously-adopted 2010 Negative Declaration and 2010 Addendum, the City Council 
approved the preparation of the 2010 Proposed Ordinance, as revised by staff, on July 27, 2011. The 
July 27, 2011, approval consisted of the proposed ordinance attached as Exhibit 4 (the "2011 Proposed 
Ordinance"). 

2.2 MODIFICATIONS TO THE JULY 27,2011, APPROVAL 

In its July 27, 2011, approval, the City Council requested staff to prepare and present the formal 
ordinance, including assessing the feasibility of incorporating amendments to the proposed ordinance as 
presented in committee. Based on this review, staff is presenting a new proposed ordinance (the "2012 
Proposed Ordinance"), which is attached as Exhibit 5. 

The changes arising from the 2012 Proposed Ordinance as compared to the 2010 Proposed Ordinance 
are reflected in the red line attached as Exhibit 6. Ten sections of the ordinance have been revised and a 
new section added to reflect City Council instruction on July 27,'2011. Such revisions fall under two 
general categories, which are detailed in the following section. 

" 

CATEGORY! 

Ordinance Section 

6 
8 

11 

12 
18 

19 (new section in 2012 
Proposed Ordinance) 

20 (previous 19) 

LAMC Section 
12.24 J 
12.25 

12.32 G.l(h) 
12.32 G.2(f) 

17.07 A 
17.07 A.3 

18.08 D 

CATEGORY2 

Ordinance Section 

4 
5 
9 
13 

LAMC Section 

12.25 A.25{g)(2)(1)b 
12.25 A.25(g)(2)(i)f 

12.26 A.3 
12.36 ... 
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3. ADDITIONAl ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW UNDER CEQA 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA} Guidelines §15164(a), per Public Resources Code §21166, 
allows a lead agency to prepare an addendum to a negative declaration, rather than a subsequent or 
supplemental negative declaration ("SND"} or environmental impact report ("EIR"), if none of the 
following conditions pursuant to §15162 ~re determined, on the basis of substantial evidence in the 
light of the whole record, to have occurred: 

"(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of 
the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects; 
(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project 
is undertaken which wiJ/ require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative 
Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or 
{3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not 
have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR 
was certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the 
following: 
(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR 
or negative declaration; 
(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown 
in the previous EIR; 
{C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact 
be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, 
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or 
{D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects 
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure 
or alternative." 

As set forth below, since adoption of the 2010 Negative Declaration and 2010 Addendum by the City 
Council on Jt,Jiy 27, 2011, none of the conditions in §15162 have occurred with respect to the additional 
information hr environmental analysis, to any project changes, to any changes in circumstances, and as 
to any new information of substantial importance. 

Category 1 changes consist of further clarification in the consolidation of the "expiration" and 
"utilization" sections into one place in the Code. This simplified, centralized approach further corrects 
differences in the expiration periods granted to different approval types and various requirements for 
utilization of approvals. However, whenever any specific approval type contained specialized 
requirements or exceptions, such provisions remain while the general expiration and utilization 
language are centralized. State-mandated extensions of time for subdivisions apply only to previously
approved maps and, per local ordinance, related discretionary projects that have been analyzed and 
mitigated under CEQA. Any broader implementation of one-time extensions of time following the dates 
specified in the California Government Code will similarly apply only to previously-approved 
discretionary projects that have been analyzed and mitigated under CEQA. 
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Future specific projects falling into Category 1 will be subject to further CEQA review and reviewed on a 
case-by-case basis to determine whether or not the project has any impacts on the environment in 
which the project is located. Until projects are filed on a specific site, it would be too speculative to 
determine who might utilize these provisions and whether or not any new environmental impacts would 
be created that were not already analyzed in the previous CEQA clearances. Because of this, Category 1 
changes essentially create a clarified process for further discretionary review, and therefore any 
environmental impact would be akin to (1} a continuing administrative activity that involves general 
policy and procedure making; and/or (2) organizational or administrative activities of governments that 
will not result in direct or indirect physical changes in the environment, both of which are exempt from 
CEQA under CEQA Guidelines 15060(c)(2), (3) and 15378(b)(2}, (5), because they do not have a potential 
for resulting in either a direct physical change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect 
physical change in the environment. As such, these changes would not constitute new information of 
substantial importance that would trigger the requirement for an SND or EIR. 

Category 2 changes consist of minor technical changes and conditions that do not constitute any 
substantive change in the 2010 Proposed Ordinance analyzed in the 2010 Negative Declaration and 
2010 Addendum. These would, therefore, not constitute new information of substantial importance 
that would trigger the requirement for an SND or EIR. 

In addition, there has been no change in circumstances or environmental conditions between July 2011, 
when the 2010 Negative Declaration and 2010 Addendum were adopted, and the present. Through a 
collaborative effort with the Department of Building and Safety, Planning Staff has analyzed the over 
4500 previously-approved applications that would be affected by the proposed ordinance. No new 
information that would cause increased impacts or previously unrecognized potential impacts have 
been identified. No new information regarding potential environmental impacts has surfaced since 
adoption of the 2010 Negative Declaration and 2010 Addendum in July 2011. 

Furthermore, any impact from changes in the 2012 Proposed Ordinance from the 2010 Proposed 
Ordinance is nil, negligible, or de minimis, so that any incremental effect from the proposed ordinance 
would not be cumulatively considerable. As a result, after adoption, the proposed ordinance does not 
result in any additional impacts after that have not already been analyzed under CEQA. Therefore, there 
would not be any substantial changes with respect to the circumstances that would trigger the 
requirement for an SND or EJR. 

~.-

Finally, there is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have 
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the 2010 Negative Declaration and 
2010 Addendum were adopted in July 2011. 

Attached: 
1. ENV-2010-1496-ND (adopted July 27, 2011), dated June 11, 2010 ("2010 Negative Declaration"). 
2. ENV-2010~1496-ND-REC1 (Addendum) (adopted July 27, 2011), dated December 09, 2010 ("2;010 
Addendum"~: 

3. July 27, 2011, Council Action with respect to 2010 Proposed Ordinance (Council File 11-1140). 
4. 2011 Proposed Ordinance, as approved by the City Council on July 27, 2011. 
5. 2012 Proposed Ordinance, to be presented to the City Council for formal adoption. 
6. Redline showing changes to 2011 Proposed Ordinance by the 2012 Proposed Ordinance. 
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PREPARED BY: 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES, DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING 
CHARLES J. RAUSCH, JR., SENIOR CITY PLANNER: TB 

DATE 

OFFICE OF ZON ING ADMINISTRATION 
Telephone: (213} 978-1306 



Second Addendum to Negative Declaration ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Attachment 1 

ENV-2010-1496-ND (adopted July 27, 2011), dated June 11, 2010 ("2010 Negative Declaration"). 



LEAD 
City of 

PROJECT TITLE 
ENV-201 0~1496-ND 

PROJECT LOCATION 
NIANIA 

DESCRIPTION 

CITY OF LOS ANG~LES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

CASE NO. 
CPC-201 0~1495-CA 

proposed ordinance amending Sections 115.7, 12.03, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.27, 12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 
16.05, 16.50, 17.02, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring 
multiple approvals, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted i 
to a single project, extend the expiration periods of quasi-judicial land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of 1 

requests of extensions of time of approvals. 

".v., .... _ AND ADDRESS OF APPliCANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY 
City of los Angeles, Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 763 
Los CA 90012 

FINDING; 
The City Planning Department of the City of los Angeles has Proposed that a negative declaration be adopted for this project. 
The Initial Study indicates that no significant impacts are apparent which might result from this project's implementation. This 
action is based on the description above. 

.. Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead City 
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt this negative declarlatlon, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR. Any 
r:n::!1nnF~J:: made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and findings made. 

N. SPRING STREET, 7th FlOOR 
ANGELES, CA. 90012: 

ENV-20 1 0-1496-ND 

. . ' 

978-1353 

DATE 

to(;; 

Page 1 of 43 



CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAl QUALITY ACT 

INITIAL STUDY 
and CHECKLIST 

(CEQA Guidelines Sec!ion 15063) 
----~· ~ - ,.,,.,_ .. ,., '"" ' ' ~ 'c>... _,... , • ~~· " . ~- .... ·~ ' I•• , .. ___ , -- . . ··~···--·~- ·--~ ,, ' .. -·~· .. ____ .. :·_ ·-.J~:,tt~;~_o ..... , .... ~:'A~~C:~~CY: - . - ·--·--- _ -··· ··--- - . . __ 

JCOUNCil DISTRICT: 

. --- ~l!'fY\1 .. ...... ' . . ... -..... 
c ....... ~ .. -··· 

~SPONSIBLE AGEN9!E~.:__D_ep~rtm~nt of .t?~ty P,tann!n_g_ .. - •••••T-r .. - '" > «•w•••• .. --- ......... .. " 
_, __ - - ·~ """"'" ~ .... 

NVIRONMENTAL CASE: 

,~~~:!:~~n;f.c;nt cha.;,;es frorn~ p~.;,iou~ a~t;;,;;:: . ~ . ~ NV-2010-1496-ND 
·- ' noo=••~'l'lli~-">-"-l'>j ''~o':'~'::.V"O'=~• "" • ,. 

ACTIONS CASE NO.: 
: 

~D Does NOT have Slgmficant changes from prev1ous actions 
' 

- ... - .) ·- ·-- .. . . ··- . . . -- ... '• ,,, . . . . - .... 

I PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
SINGLE AND MULTIPLE APPROVALS 

'-,-..---'•. 

........ 

... -·· . .... -- ' .. "; '•:OHa.'' ~ ~ 

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

. . 

A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.03, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.27, 12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 
16.05, 16.50, 17.02, and 18.08 ofthe Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring 

1 multiple approvals, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted 
to a single project, extend the expiration periods of quasi-judicial land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of 

; requests of extensions of time of approvals. 

i 

No development is proposed as part of the project. No change in land use, density, or intensity is p reposed as part of this project , 
' • • • • • ~~···~ '~ •vh'. ·-• • •·-" '" • - _., ·•" •~.,...., "~ -·- ·~ D ~· "' • "" '" • '-·' "' "' ·' ··r'l"l74't"' .,~r· '·•~,:;·rT''"'"'I'J~·~- .. ·~-· '"' "•' ·>-~ !l;'' 1 ·'.s6.t~·•·-.c· -·z.::v:•\;l':C"3T'"VIl' "''No ·~~""Jl"'~"~ ~\;."'' ~ .. y: IICtJ''' ~~··~~~ .. -~ J:"l~ ~ 

ENVIRONMENTAl SETTINGS: 
The City of Los Angeles is the second largest city in the United States by population with an estimated 4 million residents. The city's 

. boundaries cover a total area of 498.3 square miles (1,291 km'), comprising 469.1 square miles (1 ,214.9 km2) of land and 29.2 
square miles (75.7 km') of water, reflecting a diverse terrain of urbanized areas, beaches, mountains, and valleys. The City of Los 

: Angele_s is ~ivided into 15 City ~ouncll districts, t::~tld 35 Communl,ty ~Ia~ ArE3~s.: .... 
"'on "" .. "- "' .. ~ MO M 0 

PROJECT LOCATION; 
N/AN/A 

COMMUNITY PlAN AREA: AREA PlANNING COMMISSION: CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD 
CITYWIDE CITYWIDE COUNCIL: 
STATUS: CITYWIDE 

;;~ " 

0 
s 

Does Conform to Plan 

D Does NOT Conform to Plan 
... -- ~ ~ o~h ... o ··~l,l•orM ~-- o<o~H,.Yo ·~"~•"Orl.-''""~-~···~ •l"''~ o-.-o~-+j,._.,.---,/l,r-'~ " .,. __ , --- -~· ... ~ ' ... ·-~-· ... - - " -- -

EXISTING ZONING: 
MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
AllOWED BY ZONING: 

' N/A 
' I 

MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
LA River Adjacent: > AlLOWED BY PLAN 

, GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: 
DESIGNATION: 

NO 

" N/A 
~ ~~...,.,., ,.,. .. 

N/A 
l ... ~, ~"· h' ,...,_.__ '"'~-~ w ... ~ •• ., ..... ~ - .... .. - ..,..~·--~ .. - ... .. 

~-·· 
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.. ·-.;~ . 

Determination {To Be Completed By Lead Agency) 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

, I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there wl!! not be a 
significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project 
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DE CLARA T!ON will be prepared. 

D I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required. 

0 I find the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless mitigated" 
impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on earlier 
analysis as described on atlached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must 
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

0 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially 
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 
further is required. 

=- :::! = 

City Planning Assistant 

Signature Title Phone 
e .: " ;; ~ :: ;; 

Evaluation Of Environmental impacts: 
1. A brief explanation Is required for ali answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the information 

sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A ''No Impact" answer Is adequately supported If the 
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project 

· falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project~specific factors as 
well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants based on a project-specific 
screening analysis). 

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as 
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operatlonal impacts. 

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist. answers must indicate 
whether the impact is potentially significant, less that significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant 
Impact" is appropriate ifthere is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant If there are one or more "Potentially 
Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR Is required. 

4. "Negative Declaration: less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of a mitigation 
measure has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must 
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than signlficant level (mitigation 
measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-referenced), 

5. Eartter analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tlering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c)(3)(D). !n this case, a brief discussion should 
identify the fol.!owing: ' 
a. Earlier Amiillysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for revlew. 

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of ancl adequately 
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by 
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," describe the 
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address 
site.speclfic conditions for the project 
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6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g., 
general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, 
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7, Supporting Information Sources: A sources lfst should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be 
cited in the discussion. 

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should normally 
address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected, 

9. The explanation of each lssue should identifY: 

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance, 
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a 
"Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages, 

- -~......,, ...... ~~""' " r~'-"""' 

D AESTHETICS D GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 0 POPULATION AND HOUSING 

D AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 0 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS D PUBLIC SERVICES 
RESOURCES ! MATERIALS D RECREATION 

D AIR QUALITY ID HYDROLOGY AND WATER 0 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

D BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

0 
QUALITY D UTiliTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

0 CULTURAL RESOURCES LAND USE AND PLANNING 

D GEOLOGY AND SOILS 0 MINERAL RESOURCES 

0 NOISE 
"""~""'' ~~ ·~~""- ~" - ..,.,.,.-~~D~~ 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (To be completed by the Lead Cfty Agency} 

Background 

PROPONENT NAME: 

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 

APPLICANT ADDRESS: 

200 N, Spring Street, Room 763 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: 

Department of City Planning 

PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 

Single and Multple Approvals Ordinance 

ENV-2010~1496-ND 

D MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

....... ~~ 

PHONE NUMBER: 

(213) 978-1353 

DATE SUBMITTED: 

06/04/2010 

I 
...!~ 
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adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

~e~x~is~ti~ng~·~zo~.n~_ln~g~ro~~~a=gr~ic_u~lt=u~~-~~us~e~,~o-r_a~Vifl~!-lll~a~~~s~o~~--A~ct-c_o_n~tr~a-ct~?~~--~--~~~~~~~·~·~~~~-~~~"'~··~-~·=··~ 
· c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined vf' 

· in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 
. Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 
(a.sdefined b¥ s>ov:'lrnm19n~ <?o~e sectl~n 51104{g)}? 

· d. Result In the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non·forest use? 

1 e. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result In conversion of Fannland, to non-agricultural use or 

, conversion of forest land to non·forest use? 
Ill. AIR QUAUTY 

or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 
' . 

ir quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
quality v!olation? 

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat 
modifications, ori any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California De~~rtmen~~.f.fis~ ~~~arne_?!_ U.S:£ish an~ Wil~_lif:_~rv!c:=:? _______ ..... , . 
Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community Identified In local or regional plans, policies, regulations or 

· by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? · 

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 ofthe Clean Water Act (Including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
lnterruptio~, or other means? 

ordinances protecting biological resour 
policy,?::. ordlna~~? 

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state 
hab~!a!_c?nserva~ion_pla~? .. . .... ... . ··--- _ --··--···· .... ····-··· _ 

. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

ENV -201 0-1496-ND Page 6 of43 



b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 

resource pursuant to § 1t;;s~osf:4;.u5?~. ~~a~l;eo;;;n:rttdolbo~glr;;~·~~~~· ~:~s~· ~n-·u;';;rce~· ~o~-r~· ~iliit;·~~~~~'"' .. "" ... ~ . .,.-~r··~·-=· ,., .. ~~=,r~~="""'=t===== 

s, including those Interred outside of formal 

: VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, Injury, or death involving: Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map Issued by the State Geologist for1he area or based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

ose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, Including 
risk of loss, injury, or death lnvolying.: Strong sei_sm.ic ground shaking? 

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or death Involving: Seismic-related ground failure, 

, includl.ng Uquefaction~ 
'*="-~""'"':~~~~-:--"~~~~~~-""""':.:""":""""f+~-+~"'"'-~"""'*--=""--~~=~=" .... " 

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, fncludi ng 
. the risk. of loss, injury!.ordeath Involving: LandsHd~_s? 

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 
• - ~ • L • 0 

e located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become 
· unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 

.,. 
• r "~" ~~ •• '""' 

. , landslide, lateral sp~eadi.ng! s~bsldence, liqua!actlon or collapse? 
~-~~~~----~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~?---~~~~----~~~~·-~· ~~· ~~~~-~-=--~~~ on expansive soil, as defined In Table 18-1-B of the Uniform ~ 

de p 9~~),_ creating substantial. risks t?_l~fe o! property? 
incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or ..,r 
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
I of waste water? 

IONS 
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,.._,~,,..,_,.,_......,.,_w,• ~·~·~"- ~.·--.-~.' 

, 11. Expose people or structures to a significant rlsk of loss, injury or death 
. involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

~ -•" - •• • ~ rc ~-~~T- •~•~~•• 

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or Interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in <~quifer volume 

. or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rata of 
· preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support 

.. exl~ting_!a_!_ld us_e~ o~ P!~n_r~_~d u_s:'l_s f~: whi~~ _P~-~~~~ ~~_::e ~eefl gr~~~e:~)? ______ _ 
• Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
·through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which 
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless 
significant mitigation 

impact incorporated 

i 
'"'~~··-···-·-··· ···-··- -···-·.' 

~--.- .... ·=:u:·~ 

Less than 
significant 

impac! No impact 

[l=.J!-"""'"=" ~--,..,-~ ........ -~ .. ·=="='"='"'""'''";''"""''' =· ,...,..,. -~-~-.. -~ .. ·=" ~-... ·=· ""''"""":"''"="''=····;=· .. ,.,.=· ·=· ... .,-~ .. =·-=·-=·-·=·"-71'''="'-=!l=·"=" =-.. =-'"''="·=--==?==="""""~·d··l< -~---~---~--~-~---~-·"""")!===~=-""'-.. -=· "-'"''"'4' 
• Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including if 

through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
in_ flooding on~ or ~~-s.it~? 
Create or contribute runoff water wNch w;uld ex~~d th-;; ~p~dtY 'a't ~xi'~ting'
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sourcas of polluted runoff? 

• • • ·• ·-----· •·• '1:11'"' ···'' 'm ;~-,~n· ·-:~. -~:''""(""""""'--~·~'"'~'·"~·-~-.,-· -·--·.>.;•·---~·-,~,.~-·;oq-r·aJ..·~-"'"-~~~-~~~~=-=~4~~~,_=4"'-'~""""'":!l"~~ 

Othe~ise substantially degrade water quality? -~-

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal -t,/" 
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 

. delineation map? 
~-~~--~~~~==~--~==~=-~~~~~~==~~~~~~~r~=-~--~~~--~~~-~-~~-~--~~~J 
, h.: Place within a 100·year flood hazard area structures which would impede or " 

redirect Hood flaws? 
xpose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 

1ving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
darn? 

Inundation by seiche, t.sunaml, or mudf!ow? 
' - . ~ "' . " ... --~. ··-- '" -·· . -

0 USE AND PLANNING 

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
·with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose of ayoiding ~r mitigating an ~nVIr?!'lmen~al effe_ct?___ _ _ ... 

in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 
the region ~~d th~ Le.side_n~s o!_l_~_:__~t~t~}. . .. ___ _ ___ ... _ 
the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource 
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land 

? 
-~-~~~· ••-•• -~~-- -• •• • ,,,.-'., <--•••"'"..._._ •- - ~- • •• •o •• •co••c~ o --~ •-'-~ .................... , ~-~"""'"~~r~•~••-• ~-~ •" ~ '- , ..... ~ ••• -· ~- -~-~- ~ ~ ,-.,•••••-• '-•• -
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--~---~-·- ·--·· .,-~·-~··-~ ~·- ·-~-·- :;: = Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless 
; 

less than 
significant mitigation significant 

"~-·· ~p~_ct incorporated i'!lpact No impact 
H'-r _, ,~...,_ - , __ . . .... 

o--"1<-:::----:---:--:----;--:--;-::--;----:---:---:----:----:-----·--;---;----,--~----~---~·~-~-,---------..----::::----" 

ri
For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan y 
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing ·or working in the project 
area to excessive noise levels? 

_,_ - ,., 0 ~ 0 ~·· 0 U 0' "' ~ L + ~~- 0~ ~ WO ~ OU "U • 

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 
peopl~ re~l~lnQ ?r W?_rklng in_~~ pr_~?ject ar~~ to.~)(9ess!ve_n?i~e l(;l~~~~?-··-·~ ...... . 

·XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 
-~ ·~~· 

. a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, 
by proposing new homes and businesses) or Indirectly (for example, through 

· _e~enslon_,.~fn~a~s.9r?tf1_r:r_~nf~-~!rU~!ur~)~ ·- .. --·--····· ·-- _ ·-· -·-·-. ·····-. 
· b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

' 

l 
l 
; 

SERVICES 
--~~~~~~--~~~==~~~~--~~~~-~·~~··~··~·~~·=···=·· .. ~··===r·===--·~-~=~~~~--~-~--~~~~· 

Would the project result In substantial adverse physical impacts associated ,yr 
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for · ·. 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 

, service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
· public services:. Fir~ protectlo~? .. 

1 b. ; Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 

: : could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 

~J~pu_b_li_c_s~e_rv_!re __ s_:P~o-l~lce~p~ro_t~ec_tl~o~~-?~-~·----~--~~·~·~···-·~·*·---=----~~}~•~"~'·~· ~~~"'~'"~"'··~~-~~·~~--"-~----~~-~--·~--~~~-~ 
· c •. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated if 

. wlth the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
, , new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 

could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
, service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 

p~blic services: Schools? .. .. _ ... -· ... ... ... . _ .. 
, d. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated 

with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facillties, rieed for 
1 new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
: could cause significant enVironmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response tlmes or other performance objectives for any of the 

~~~~ubwli~c~s~~rv~ice~s:~ .. P~a~rk~~~.?~. ~-·~-~·~·~·=·=··~· ~~"~-~~~--==-=====~=====+~=====·=-·~==~--~~·~~~~-~-w··=---=···~··=~ 
e. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated V 

with the provision of ~ew or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically alt(;red governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response. times or other performance objectives for any of the 
public services: Other public facllttes? 

XV. RECREATION 

a. Would the project Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreatlpnal facilities which mfght have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment? 

~N wd-o ~• • '",._. ~ ..,.. ~~ • '"V'" • ·~••• ,.,_,T, .,_,__,,,,,_ r 'ho"'•"'' " ouu • • ~•~ ... •~u " 0 ~'/ • d 

XVI. TRANSPORTATIONITRAFFIC 

~a. 1 Conflict with an applicable plan, ordlna nee or policy establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking Into account 
all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to 

, Intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, 
and mass transit? 

c....- t....--·-~---"·~·~~-~~-,-·~-~··,"~'-··~~· ~---.--.~-~~" ·<-~~~"~<·---~- "'~~-~'""'-~·-~<- ""'--'~"'~-~-
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b.· Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but 
not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion management agency for 
designated r?a~s or h~ghways? 

~-~-·;-;:;;c·i·~-,~ .. ~-r;;:;; -··r··-~ ... ., .. ,,..-.... z..,··m··-······ ·- ""mtr· -··· ''!r'•'mn:,..-·ewrM" 

change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase In traffic 
change In location t)lat results in substantial safety risks? 

·~' 

Potentially 
significant 

impact 

--> .. -~. -
Potentially 

L"s than I significant 
unless 

mitigation significant 
incorporated impac~ ~ -· No impact 

ards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 't/" 
r lnc,ompatrb_le .~se~_(~~~h f~r~ ~~ulpm~~tE ... -·-· .. 

. ... .. ""-~=e""~c""y""'.a.;,.c=_:e="_=s~"".?~ .. = ... ~~.~ .. .,;" ""'.""'."", _"" .. "" ... ""_"" ... ""_.""--""'--~ .. ~~~--""-·""--~"_=-.}'' ""' __ =o.o=~o=..l}"~=~~ -~~~::~ .. -.~~~-"::== "-,~~::jw .... ,., · 
Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, yr 

· bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facllfties supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus 

~,j\" ;,.~u ... m.,.o""u'""t~.,.,..,...~ ... lc.;;~~c~ ... e.,..r~ac.,.. .. k,...~,;.t?.., .. .,..:"'.'="" . ., ....... .,..,"""'""""'" .. ~·~--~ .. =--•='"'-· .,...~ •. =··=·""= .. ·= .. ""-=--=···= .. -=-·=-·"'""""""""""~=====d.."""""'""""'''''""=""'"'~~""·""··=--~· ...... _ 
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

- L 0 -''' --- ' -~--- oO '00 0 Oo 

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water 
uality Control Board? 
equlre or result In the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 

aclllties or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could 

·' 

~~-u~se-=si~~~ni~fi~ca~n~t_e_nv~i-ro=n_m~e=n-ta_l~e=ff.e=c=·~~s?~-~~-=~~~~~-=~-----~¥-~~==~-~=======-==~==~~~~~=-~~ 
quire or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facllltles or V 

of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
environmental effec!s? 
~~~~~--~--~~--=-~------~--~~~~~··~~~~~~~~+··~·-··~·~ .. --~---·~-~"+· ---ater supplies available to serve the project from existing ¢ 

resources, or ~~e f!e~ or expanded entitlem.ents. needed? . 
------~--~~~--~----~--~~~==~~=-~~-4~=-~==-=~~~~=···~· ---~· ----~--~ 
a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves 
rva the project that it has adequate capacity to serve 1he project's 
demand In add~~or:~o th_e pr9vider's .e:<lstin.g ~o~':llilme~~? 

e served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 
_roj_ecf~ s~olld wast~ ~lspos~~-~~eds~ _ ... _ ... 
omply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
ste? 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-=-=·""~·=·=-~ .. ·~·-~-·=·---==6==~====~~---=-=~==---=~====----~ 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

r'~~~~~~~~--~-=~~~~~~~~-==~~~==~~~~~r======-===~r==~~~--:~~~~~~F-··~~ 
a. , Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, V 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wifdlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major 

~~pe_r~lo-.d~s~"o~.f~C~a~~i~~?~rn~i~~~i~~-o~~~o~r=p~re=h~~~t~o~~~?~. ~·~~~·~-~~~==~~~~-r~==~~==~~-=·~~~~<~·~·~·==~~~~~~~==~ 
b. Does the project ha~!'llmpacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively "" 

considerable? ("Curfjulatlvely considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when viewed ln connection with the 

' effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and !he effects of 
probable future projects)? 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083, 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080, 
21083.05, 21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cai.App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown 
Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cai.App.4th 656. 
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach adctillonal sheels If necessary) 

The Environmental Impact Assessment includes the use of official City of los Angeles and other government source reference 
materials related to various environmental impact categories (e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biology, Cultural Resources, etc.}. The State 
of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology~ Seismic Hazard Maps and reports, are used to identify 
potential future significant seismic events; including probable magnitudes, liquefaction, and landslide hazards. Based on applicant 
information provided in the Master Land Use Application and Environmental Assessment Form, impact evaluations were based on 
stated facts contained therein, including but not limited to, reference materials indicated above, field investigation of the project site, 
and any other reliable reference materials known at the time. 

Project specific impacts were evaluated based on all relevant facts indicated in the Environmental Assessment Form and expressed 
through the applicant's project description and supportive materials. Both the Initial Study Checklist and Checklist Explanations, in 
conjunction with the City of Los Angeles's Adopted Thresholds Guide and CEQA Guidelines, were used to reach reasonable 
conclusions on environmental impacts as mandated under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

The project as identified in the project description will not cause potentially significant impacts on the environment. Therefore, this 
environmental analysis concludes that a Negative Declaration shall be Issued for the environmental case file known as ENV~2010-'1496~N 
ENV~~W10-1496·NDand the associated case(s), CPC-2010~1495-CA. 

ADDliiONAL INFORMATION: 
All supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the 
EIR Unit, Room 763, City Hall. 
For Cit31: information, addresses and phgoe numbers: visit the City's website at http:/lwww.lacity.org ; City Planning· and Zoning 
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.ladty.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763. 
Seismic Hazard Maps - http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/ 
Eng ineerln g/lnfrastructurefT apograph ic Maps/Parcel Information " http://boemaps. eng .ci.la.ca.us/index01, htm or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: 
PREPARED BY: 

City Planning Assistant (2'13) 978~1353 

ENV~2010-1496-ND 

DATE: 

06/11/2010 
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impact? Explanation 

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

I. AESTHETICS 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasHudicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extenstons of time of approvals. The code 
amendment project itself does not include 
any specific physical development. The 
proposed code amendment would not 
change existing City regulations 
governing building heights, nor would it 
change allowed land uses or 
development intensity within the City of 
los Angeles. As this code amendment 
only alters zoning code language relevant 
to discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will requite CEQA review, 
Including an assessment of the project's 
visual Impacts upon existing · · 
neighborhood character. Implementation 
of the proposed regulations through future 
development projects would not represent 
any change in how future development 
would affect scenic vistas. No adverse 
impact would result. 

b. NO IMPACT 
{~ ''~. 

Scenic resources including trees j~ 

(Inclusive of street trees and other 
landscape trees) and historic buildings are 
found throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does not include any specific 
physical development that would affect 
these resources. The proposed 
regulations would not encourage tree 
removal, damage to historic structures, or 
any increase in development intensity or 
distribution in the project area. No 
adverse impact would result 

ENV-2010-1496~ND 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Explanation ~: I ~ : : : : : 
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c. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judiclalland use 
approvals, and establishing dear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals, The code 
amendment project itself does not include 
any specific physical development. The 
proposed code amendment would not 
change existing City regulations 
governing building heights, nor would it 
change allowed land uses or 
development intensity within the City of 
Los Angeles. As this code amendment 
only alters zoning code language relevant 
to discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed ordinance would 
apply will require CEQA review, which 
would include an assessment of the 
project's visual impacts. No adverse 
impact would result. 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Future development approved within the 
City of Los Angeles has the potential to 
create new sources of substantial light or 
glare that could adversely affect day or 
nighttime views. However, this proposed 
code amendment project does not include 
any specific development and does not 
encourage more lighting or 
glare~generating architectural features 
than are allowed under existing 

f~ '·, regulations. impacts would be less than ,, 
significant. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of ' 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi~Judlcialland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The 
proposed regulations themselves do not 
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include any specific development and do 
not encourage conversion of agricultural 
land to non~agrlcultura! uses or impacts to 
land under Williamson Act contract. No 
impacts to agricultural resources would 
occur. 

b. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The 
proposed regulations themselves do not 
include any specific development and do 
not encourage conversion of agricultural 
land to nan~agrlcurtural uses or impacts to 
land under Williamson Act contract. No 
impacts to agricultural resources would 
occur. 

c. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasHudiciallanci use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The 

;;: "·, proposed regulations themselves do not 
·' include any specific development and do 

not encourage conversion of agricultural 
land to non-agricultural uses or impacts to 
land under Williamson Act contract. No 
impacts to agricultural resources would 
occur, 

d. NO IMPACT Commercial and Industrial uses of the 
type that would result in substantial 
pollutant concentrations or objectionable 
odors would not be facilitated by the 
proposed code amendment project No 
changes in land use designations or 
allowed uses are proposed, and no 
development would be directly approved 
by the project No adverse impacts would 
occur. -

ENV~2010-1496-ND Page 14 of43 



" ~ 

e. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasHudicialland use 
approvals, and establishing dear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The 
proposed regulations themselves do not 
include any specific development and do 
not encourage conversion of agricultural 
fand to non-agricultural uses or impacts to 
land under Wl!Uamson Act contract. No 
impacts to agricultural resources would 
occur. 

Ill. AIR QUALITY 

a. NO IMPACT Implementation of the code amendment 
project would not increase population 
levels or net density in the City of Los 
Angeles. As the project would not 
contribute to population growth in excess 
of that forecasted in the AQMP, no impact 
would occur. 

b. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of or 
would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 

"'I 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. Thus, no impact is 
anticipated from new stationary sources 
of pollutants, such as generators or 
household uses {stoves, heaters, 
fireplaces etc). As no construction is 
proposed, impacts from construction 

>c emissions would not be increased. Thus, 
overall air quality would be unaffected by 
project implementation. The proposed 
code amendment would alter the 
regulations applied to future discretionary 
land use applications by creating 
consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration ' 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the revlew of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The code 
amendment project itself does not include 
any specific physical development. No 
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adverse impacts would occur. 

c. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of or 
would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. Thus, no impact is 
anticipated from new stationary sources 
of pollutants, such as generators or 
household uses {stoves, heaters, 
fireplaces etc). As no construction is 
proposed, impacts from construction 
emissions would not be increased. Thus, 
overall air quality would be unaffected by 
project implementation. The proposed 
code amendment would alter the 
regulations applied to future discretionary 
land use applications by creating 
consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The code 
amendment project itself does not include 
any specific physical development. No 
adverse impacts would occur. 

d. NO IMPACT and industrial uses of the type that would 
result in substantial poltutant 
concentrations or objectionable odors 

... ... . .. ·~ .. ~ 

would not be facilitated by the proposed 
code amendment project. No changes in 
land use designations or allowed uses 
are proposed, and no development would 
be directly approved by the project. No 
adverse impacts would occur. 

e. NO IMPACT ·~ "· Commercial and industrial uses of the 
type that would result in substantia! 
pollutant concentrations or objectionable 
odors would not be facilitated by the 
proposed code amendment project No 
changes in land use designations or 
allowed uses are proposed, and no 
development would be directly approved 
by the project. No adverse impacts would 
occur. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
a. NO IMPACT Biological resources may be found 

throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does not include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
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would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase in development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
zoning code language relevant to 
discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will require CEQA review, 
which would include an assessment of the 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 
identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment 

b. NO IMPACT Biological resources may be found 
throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does nat include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase In development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
zoning code language relevant to 
discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will require CEQA review, 
which would include an assessment of the 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 

.f-·: ,,,, identified species, riparian communities or 
·'' ~ sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 

protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment 

c. NO IMPACT Biologlcal resources may be found 
throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project Itself does not include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase in development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
.zoning code language relevant to 
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discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will require CEQA review, 
which would include an assessment of the 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 
identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communlties, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

d. NO IMPACT Biological resources may be found 
throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does not include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase in development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
zoning code language relevant to 
discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will require CEQA review, 
which would include an assessment of the 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 
identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

e. NO IMPACT Biological resources may be found 
throughout the City of los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does not include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase in development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
zoning code language relevant to 
discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will requlre CEQA review, 
which would include an assessment ofthe 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 
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identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

f. NO IMPACT Biological resources may be found 
throughout the City of los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does not include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase in development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
zoning code language relevant to 
discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which !he proposed code amendment 
would apply will require CEQA review, 
which would Include an assessment of the 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, Including 
identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed project involves regulatory 
changes and does not include any 
specific physical development. The 
proposed standards would not facilitate 
nor encourage new development projects, 
but would affect procedures for 
processing cases, expiration periods, and 

i;~- ''-, requirements for utilization. As this code ,, 
~ amendment only alters zoning code 

language relevant to discretional)~ 
approvals applicants may request, all 
future development projects to which the 
proposed code amendment would apply 
will require CEQA review, which would 
include an assessment of the project's' 
potential impacts to historic and cultural 
resources and would be subject to the 

' City's existing policies and procedures, 
designed to evaluate and protect such 
resources. Because no construction or 
physical changes to existing butldlngs is 
proposed as part of the project and 
because of the existing regulations and 
protections In place, including required 
CEQA review for projects with potential 
impacts to historic resources, adoption of 
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the proposed code amendment is not 
anticipated to have any adverse impacts 
to historic resources. 

b. NO IMPACT The proposed project involves regulatory 
changes and does not lnclude any 
specific physical development. As this 
code amendment only alters zoning code 
language relevant to discretionary 
approvals applicants may request, all 
future development projects to which the 
proposed code amendment would apply 
will require CEQA review, which would 
include an assessment of the project's 
potential Impacts to archaeological 
resources and would be subJect to the 
City's existing policies and procedures, 
designed to evaluate and protect such 
resources. In addition, California Health 
and Safety Code Section 7050.5 et seq. 
require that if human remains are 
discovered the Coroner shall be 
contacted and an investigation 
undertaken. If the coroner recognizes the 
human remains to be those of a Native 
American, or has reason to believe that 
they are those of a Native American, he 
or she must contact the Native American 
Heritage Commission. No adverse 
impacts to archaeological or 
paleontological resources associated with 
implementation of the proposed code 
amendment are anticipated. 

c. NO IMPACT The proposed project involves regulatory 
changes and does not include any 
specific physical development. As this 
code amendment only alters zoning code 
language relevant to discretionary 
approvals applicants may (equest, all 
future development projects to which the 

~~: proposed code amendment would apply 
' will require CEQA review, which would 

Include an assessment ofthe project's 
potential impacts to archaeological 
resources and would be subject to the 
City's existing policies and procedures, 
designed to evaluate and protect such 
resources. In addition, California Health 
and Safety Code Section 7050.5 et seq. 
require that if human remains are 
discovered the Coroner shall be 
contacted and an investigation 
undertaken. If the coroner recognizes the 
human remains to be those of a Native 
American, or has reason to belleve that 
they are those of a Native American, he 
or she must contact the Naiive American 
Heritage Commission. No adverse 
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impacts to archaeolog!ca! or 
paleontological resources associated with 
implementation ofthe proposed code 
amendment are anticipated. 

d. NO IMPACT. The proposed project involves regulatory 
changes and does not include any 
specific physical development. As this 
code amendment only alters zoning code 
language relevant to discretionary 
approvals applicants may request, all 
future development projects to which the 
proposed code amendment would apply 
will require CEQA review, which would 
include an assessment of the project's 
potential impacts to archaeological 
resources and would be subject to the 
City's existing policies and procedures, 
designed to evaluate and protect such 
resources, ln addition, California Health 
and Safety Code Section 7050.5 et seq. 
require that if human remains are 
discovered the Coroner shall be 
contacted and an investigation 
undertaken. lfthe coroner recognizes the 
human remains to be those of a Native 
American, or has reason to believe that 
they are those of a Native American, he 
or she must contact the Native American 
Heritage Commission. No adverse 
impacts to archaeological or 
paleontological resources associated with 
implementation of the proposed code 
amendment are anticipated. 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. NO IMPACT Los Angeles County, like most of 
Southern California, is a region of high 
selsmfc activity and is therefore subject to 
risk and hazards associated with 

~·;: 'c,, earthquakes. Several active faults within 
~ the region are considered capable of 

affecting property throughout the City of 
Los Angeles. The proposed project 
involves regulatory changes and does not 
Include any specific physical 
development. No Increases in land use 
denstty, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. No specific development is 
proposed and no development would be 
specifically approved by adoption of the 
project. Individual future development 
projects, to which the proposed 
regulations would be applicable, would be 
subject to the requirements of the 
International Building Code and the 
California Building Code, which would 
ensure that the design and construction of 
new structures are engineered to 
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withstand the expected ground 
acceleration, liquefaction, or other 
hazards that may occur on-slte. Because 
no new development is proposed and due 
to required compliance with applicable 
building codes, no impacts related to 
seismic hazards are anticipated. 

b. NO IMPACT Los Angeles County, like most of 
Southern California, is a region of high 
seismic activity and is therefore subject to 
risk and hazards associated wilh 
earthquakes. Several active faults within 
the region are considered capable of 
affecting property throughout the City of 
Los Angeles. The proposed project 
involves regulatory changes and does not 
include any specific physical 
development. No increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. No specific development is 
proposed and no development would be 
specifically approved by adoption of the 
project. Individual future development 
projects, to which the proposed 
regulations would be applicable, would be 
subject to the requirements of the 
International Building Code and the 
California Building Code, which would 
ensure that the design and construction of 
new structures are engineered to 
withstand the expected ground 
acceleration, liquefaction, or other 
hazards that may occur on~site. Because 
no new development is proposed and due 
to required compliance with applicable 
building codes, no impacts related to 
seismic hazards are anticipated. 

c. NO IMPACT Los Angeles County, like most of 
Southern California, is a region of high 

~;. ' seismic activity and is therefore subject to 
~ risk and hazards associated with 

earthquakes. Several active faults within 
the region are considered capable of 
affecting property throughout the City of 
Los Angeles, The proposed project 
involves regulatory changes and does not 
include any specific physical 
development No increases in !and use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. No specific development is 
proposed and no development would be 
speclftcally approved by adoption of the 
project Individual future development 
projects, to which the proposed 
regulations would be applicable, would be 
subject to the requirements of the 
International Building Code and the 
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California Building Code, which would 
ensure that the design and construction of 
new structures are engineered to 
withstand the expected ground 
acceleration, liquefaction, or other 
hazards that may occur on-site. Because 
no new development is proposed and due 
to required compliance with applicable 
building codes, no impacts related to 
seismic hazards are anticipated. 

d. NO IMPACT landslides are often triggered by 
earthquakes or torrential rainstorms. As 
noted throughout this document, no 
specific development is proposed as part 
of nor would any individual development 
be approved by the project, and no 
increases in land use density, Intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No landslide 
impacts are anticipated. 

e. NO IMPACT Erosion potential from site preparation for 
larger projects would be largely 
addressed through standard erosion 
control BMPs that are typically required 
during project construction; for example, 
projects with greater than one acre of 
ground disturbance require State Water 
Resources Control Soard Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plans. ln addition, no 
specific development is proposed as part 
of this code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No impacts 
resulting from soil erosion or loss of 
topsoil are anticipated. 

f. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as 
part ofthe code amendment project, no 

~:;_ 
lndividual development would be 

s approved by the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. In addition, 
compliance with California Building Code 
standards for safe construction generally 
ensures that no impacts related to 
expansive soils would occur. 

g. NO IMPACT No specific development ls proposed as 
part ofthe code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. In addition, 
compliance with California Building Code 
standards for safe construction generally 
ensures that no impacts related to 
expansive soils would occur. 

·~ 
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h. NO IMPACT 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 

¥: 
'~ ·' 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

No specific development is proposed as 
part of I he code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, Intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No impacts 
would occur related to septic capability. 

No development is proposed as part of or 
would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no Increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. Thus, no impact is 
anticipated, directly or indirectly, 
regarding generation of greenhouse gas 
emissions. As no construction is 
proposed, impacts from construction 
emissions would not be Increased. The 
proposed code amendment would alter 
the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions oftime of approvals. The code 
amendment project itself does not Include 
any specific physical development. No 
adverse impacts would occur. 

No development is proposed as part of or 
would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. Thus, adoption of the code 
amendment is not anticipated to conflict 
with applicable plans, policies, or 
regulations adopted for the purpose of 
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. As 
no construction is proposed, impacts from 
construction emissions would not be 
increased. The proposed code 
amendment would alter the regulations 
applied to future discretionary land use 
applications by creating consistent 
procedures for review of projects 
requiring multiple approvals, clarifying 
language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The code 
amendment project itself does not indude 
any specific physical development No 
adverse impacts would occur. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

a. NOlMPACT Individual future development projects 
that may apply for discretionary land use 
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may 
be located on or near sites that could 
raise concerns regarding hazardous 
materials use, contamination, or other 
hazards. However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
proposed as part of the proposed code 
amendment. No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment, In addition, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future individual development proJects. 
These include the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1082 
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Services 
regulations, and Department of Housing 
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires 1hat a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for site remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded with the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 

: "· hazardous substance. 

b. NO IMPACT Individual future development projects 
that may apply for discretionary land use 
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may 
be located on or near sites that could 
raise concerns regarding hazardous 
materials use, contamination, or other 
hazards, However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
proposed as part of the proposed code 
amendment. No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment. In addition, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future lndivldua! development projects. 
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These include the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate BUI1082 
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Services 
regulations, and Department of Housing 
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for site remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded with the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

c. NO IMPACT Individual future development projects 
that may apply for discretionary land use 
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may 
be located on or near sites that could 
raise concerns regarding hazardous 
materials use, contamination, or other 
hazards. However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
proposed as part of the proposed code 
amendment No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment. In addition, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future individual development projects. 

"" -

These Include the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate Sill 1 082 
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Services 
regulations, and Department of Housing 
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for slte remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded with the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

d. NO IMPACT Individual future development projects 
that may apply for discretionary land use 
approvals in the City of los Angeles may 
be located on or near sites that could 
raise concerns regarding hazardous 
materials use, contamination, or other 
hazards. However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
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proposed as part ofthe proposed code 
amendment. No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment. ln addition, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future individual development projects. 
These include the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate Bi111082 
(FacUlties Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Servlces 
regulations, and Department of Housing 
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for site remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded with the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

e. NO IMPACT The City of Los Angeles contains the Los 
Angeles International Airport, the Van 
Nuys Airport, and Whiteman Airport, No 
safety hazard Impacts would occur 
because no new individual development 
or increases in land use density, intensity, 
or distribution are proposed as part of the 
proposed code amendment. No adverse 
impacts are anticipated. 

f. NO IMPACT The City of Los Angeles contains the Los 
Angeles International Airport, the Van 
Nuys Airport, and Whiteman Airport. No 
safety hazard impacts would occur 
because no new individual development 

?'::: "· or increases in land use density, intensity, J 
or distribution are proposed as part of the 
proposed code amendment. No adverse 
impacts are anticipated. 

g. NO IMPACT The circulation network woufd remain 
unchanged under the proposed 
regulations. Access to and from existing 
structures and to and through the project 
area would remain unchanged. Existing 
requirements for fire and other emergency 
access would continue to be applied to 
development as it is proposed and 
reviewed. No adverse impacts are 
anticipated. 
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h. NO IMPACT The City of Los Angeles is highly 
urbanized but contains large areas of 
undeveloped lands adjacent to urban 
areas, where the possibility of wildfires 
exist at the wildland-urban interface. 
However, no specific development is 
proposed by the code amendment 
project, and no increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. Individual future development 
projects that may apply for discretionary 
land use approvals in the City of Los 
Angeles will be subject to requirements of 
the International Building Code and the 
California Building Code. No impacts 
would occur. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

a. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development wit! be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Act require 
that a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects that 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction, Acquisition of a 
NPDES permit is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, including sediment, into the -
local sutface water drainages. For project 
operation, the City's Stormwater and 
Urban Runoff Poltution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater p·ollutants, including 

t: ''-, implementation of practices from the 
' "Development Best Management 

Practices Handbookn adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to Incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 
the type of project, either a Standard 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation 
Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that leaves the site. No impacts are 
anticipated. 
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b. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 

the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved as part of the code amendment, 
and no increases in land use density, 
intensity, or distribution are proposed. 
Adoption of the proposed code 
amendment would not result in a 
measurable increase in the demand for 
water. No impacts are anticipated. 

c. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development will be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases inland use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Act require 
that a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects that 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction. Acquisition of a 
NPDES permit is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, including sediment, into the 
local surface water drainages. For project 
operation, the City's Stormwater and 
Urban Runoff Pollution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater pollutants, including 
implementation of practices from the 
"Development Best Management 
Practices Handbook" adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 

~~:: " the type of project, either a Standard 
·'' ., 

Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation 
Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that leaves the site. No Impacts are 
anticipated. 

d. NO IMPACT No specific development Is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development will be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Act require 
that a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects that 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction. Acquisition of a 
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NPDES permit is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, Including sediment, into the 
local surface water drainages. For project 
operation, the City's Stonnwater and 
Urban Runoff Pollution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater pollutants, including 
implementation of practices from the 
"Development Best Management 
Practices Handbookn adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 
the type of project, either a Standard 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation 
Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that leaves the site. No impacts are 
anticipated. 

No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
indlvidual development will be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Act require 
that a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects that 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction. Acquisition of a 
NPDES permit is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, including sediment, into the 
local surface water drainages. For project 
operation, the Crty's Stormwater and 
Urban Runoff Pollution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater pollutants, including 
implementation of practices from the 
"Development Best Management 
Practices Handbook'' adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 
the type of project, either a Standard 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site SpecifiC Mitigation 
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Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that leaves the site. No impacts are 
anticipated. 

f. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development will be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Act require 
that a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects that 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction. Acquisition of a 
NPDES permit is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, including sediment, into the 
local sutface water drainages. For project 
operation, the City's Stormwater and 
Urban Runoff Polfution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater pollutants, including 
implementation of practices from the 
"Development Best Management 
Practices Handbook" adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 
the type of project, efthe~ a Standard 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation 
Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and Improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that !eaves the site. No impacts are 

~~ "· anticipated. 

g. NO IMPACT : No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved as part of the code amendment, 
and no increases in land use density, 
intensity, or distribution are proposed. 
Existing requirements for flood 
management and mitigation would 
continue to be applied to development as 
it is proposed and reviewed. No adverse 
impacts are anticipated. 

h. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved as part of the code amendment, 
and no increases in land use density, 
intensity, or distribution are proposed. 

Page 31 of43 



Existing requirements for flood 
management and mitigation would 
continue to be applied to development as 
it is proposed and reviewed. No adverse 
impacts are anticipated. 

i. NO IMPACT No development ls proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no 
Individual development would be 
approved as part of the code amendment, 
and no increases in land use density, 
intensity, or distribution are proposed. 
Existing requirements for flood 
management and mitigation would 
continue to be applied to development as 
it is proposed and reviewed. No adverse 
impacts are anticipated. 

j. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part the 
code amendment project, no individual 
development would be approved as part 
of the code amendment, and no increases 
in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Coastal areas 
of the City of los Angeles could 
potentially be subject to tsunami or 
seiche, and existing requirements for 
mitigation, including the Coastal 
Development Permitting process 
administered by the Coastal Development 
Commission, would continue to be 
applied to development as it is proposed 
and reviewed. No adverse impacts are 
anticipated. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating c~;msistent procedures for revlew 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 

~~-
clarifying language regarding utilization of 

oi' approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi~judidalland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No spectfic 
development is proposed, and no 
individual development would be 
approved by adoption of the code 
amendment. No changes in land use 
designations are proposed, and no major 
Infrastructure or other projects or 
changes that would divide existing 
communities are proposed or would be 
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directly facilitated. No impacts would 
occur. 

b. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasl~udicialland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
individual development would be 
approved by adoption of the code 
amendment. Implementation of the 
proposed changes to existing conditional 
use regulations through future requested 
projects within the City of Los Angeles 
would be consistent with the General 
Plan, applicable Community Plans, and 
Zoning Ordinance as amended by this 
code amendment project. No impacts 
would occur. 

c. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 

"· approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions oftime of approvals. No 
increases Inland use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the program. 
Therefore, No habitat conservation plans 
or natural community conservation plans 

.. · .. :· would be impacted . 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 
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a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 

alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of mulliple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, Intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the program. 
Therefore, no impacts to mineral 
resources would occur. 

b. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasl~judicialland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of tfme of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific. 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the program. 
Therefore, no impacts to mineral 

!,, "·· resources would occur. 

XII. NOISE 
a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 

alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
perlods of quasi-jud!clalland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions oftlme of approvals. No 
Increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
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b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

~;~ "· 

··' 
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~: 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption ofthe proposed 
code amendment Because the proposed 
project does not include any development 
proposals or entitlements, adoption of the 
proposed code amendment would not 
place sensitrve receptors in areas, subject 
to noise that exceeds noise standards. 

The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judlcfalland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the proposed 
code amendment. Because the proposed 
project does not include any development 
proposals or entitlements, adoption of the 
proposed code amendment would not 
place sensitive receptors in areas, subject 
to noise that exceeds noise standards. 

The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases In land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be speciffcalfy 
approved by adoption of the proposed 
code amendment. Because the proposed 
project does not include any development 
proposals or entitlements, adoption of the 
proposed code amendment would not 
place sensitive receptors in areas, subject 
to noise that exceeds noise standards. 
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d. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed and 
no development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the proposed 
code amendment. The proposed 
regulations do not involve any 
development proposals or entitlements. 
All future applications requesting 
discretionary approvals for development 
projects in the City of Los Angeles will 
comply with Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 
and 161,574, and any subsequent 
ordinances, which prohibit the emission or 
creation of noise beyond certain levels at 
adjacent uses unless technically 
infeasible. Therefore, no impacts related 
to temporary construction noise would 
occur. 

e. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasirijudicialland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
specific development Is proposed, and no 
individual development would be 

····''•"·"• ... ~ ' .... -... , __ ~ ........ -. approved by adoption of the program. If 
adopted, the proposed code amendment 
will not impact any existing or planned 
airport plans. Therefore, the project would 
not expose people to excessive noise 
levels associated with airport operations. 

f. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
., 

"·· alter the regulations applied to future J 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of tlme of approvals. No 
specific development is proposed, and no 
Individual development would be 
approved by adoptton of the program, If 
adopted, the proposed code amendment 
wlU not impact any existing or planned 
airport plans. Therefore, the project would 
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! Jnot expose people to excessive noise 
levels associated with airport operations. I 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

a. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the project, and no increases 
in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No housing is 
proposed for construction or removal, and 
no population inducing development or 
regulations are proposed. The propnsed 
code amendment would alter the 
regulations applied to future discretionary 
land use applications by creating 
consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
perlods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasHudlcialland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. However, 
these regulatory changes to discretionary 
approval processes will not allow any 
increase in net density above what has 
been planned, Therefore, no population 
and housing impacts would occur. 

b. NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the project, and no increases 
in land use density, Intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No housing is 
proposed for construction or removal, and 

· no population inducing development or 

~~ regulations are proposed. The proposed ,, 
code amendment would alter the ~ 

regulations applied to future discretionary 
tand use applications by creating 
consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 

I 

periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. However, 
these regulatory changes to discretionary 
approval processes will not allow any 
increase in net density above what has 
been planned. Therefore, no population 
and housing impacts would occur. 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 
a. NO IMPACT 

" 

b. NO IMPACT 
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No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the project, and no increases 
in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No housing Is 
proposed for construction or removal, and 
no population inducing development or 
regulations are proposed. The proposed 
code amendment would alter the 
regulations applied to future discretionary 
land use applications by creating 
consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing !he expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-Judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. However, 
these regulatory changes to discretionary 
approval processes will not allow any 
increase in net density above what has 
been planned. Therefore, no population 
and housing impacts would occur. 

Because no development is proposed as 
part of or would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed, the code amendment 
project would not increase the demand . 
for fire or police protection services, 
schools, parks, or other public services, 
No new facilities would be required, and 
no alterations to existing facilities would 
result from adoption of the proposed code 
amendment No adverse Impacts related 
to public services or public services 
facilities would occur from adoption of the 
proposed code amendment. 

Because no development is proposed as 
part of or would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no lncreases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed, the code amendment 
project would not increase the demand 
for fire or police protection services, 
schools, parks, or other public services. 
No new facilities would be required, and 
no alterations to existing facilities would 
result from adoption of the proposed code 
amendment. No adverse impacts related 
to public services or public services 
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facilities would occur from adop!ion ofthe 
proposed code amendment. 

c. NO IMPACT Because no development Is proposed as 
part of or would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed, the code amendment 
project would not increase the demand 
for fire or police protection services, 
schools, parks, or other public services. 
No new facilities would be required, and 
no alterations to existing facllfties would 
result from adoption of the proposed code 
amendment. No adverse impacts related 
to public services or public services 
facilities would occur from adoption of the 
proposed code amendment. 

d. NO IMPACT Because no development is proposed as 
part of or would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed, the code amendment 
project would not increase the demand 
for fire or police protection services, 
schools, parks, or other public services. 
No new facilities would be required, and 
no alterations to existing facilities would 
result from adoption of the proposed code 
amendment. No adverse impacts related 
to public services or public services 
facilities would occur from adoption of the 
proposed code amendment. 

e. NO IMPACT Because no development is proposed as 
part of or would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
rand use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed, the code amendment 
project would not increase the demand 
for fire or police protection services, 
schools, parks, or other public services, 
No new facilities would be required, and 
no alterations to existing facilities would 
result from adoption of the proposed code 
amendment. No adverse impacts related 
to public services or public services 
facilities would occur from adoption ofthe 
proposed code amendment 

XV. RECREATION 
a. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 

the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
code amendment, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. No housing or other uses 
are proposed or would be specifically 
approved that would result in increased 

ENV-2010-1496-ND Page39 of43 



- "" _ · -:· -_ ~ =Mitigation ·1 
_ .• Expla~atiol"! --~--················-=···········Me=asure~ ___ j 

demand for recreational facilities, and no 
population-inducing development or 
regulations are proposed, No adverse 
impacts related to recreation would occur. 

b. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
code amendment, and no increases in 
land use density, Intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. No housing or other uses 
are proposed or would be specifically 
approved that would result in increased 
demand for recreational facilities, and no 
population-inducing development or 
regulations are proposed. No adverse 
impacts related to recreation would occur. 

XVI. TRANSPORT A TIONITRAFFJC 

a. NO IMPACT No development is proposed nor would 
any specific development be approved by 
the proposed code amendment 
Implementation of the proposed code 
amendment, which would nat change the 
land use designations or density in the 
project area, would not be expected to 
affect traffic or circulation. Therefore, and 
because no specific development, 
changes in land use, or increases in 
allowed land use intensity are proposed 
as part ofthe proposed code amendment, 
project implementation would not 
increase traffic volumes within the City of 
Los Angeles. Jt should also be noted that 
future development projects would be 
subject to individual review for potential 
traffic impacts and those impacts would 
be addressed on a case-by~case basis. 
No adverse impacts would result 

b. NO IMPACT No development is proposed nor would 

~: "·, any specific development be approved by 
;~ the proposed code amendment. 

Implementation of the proposed code 
amendment, which would not change the 
land use designations or density in the 
project area, would not be expected to 
affect traffic or circulation. Therefore, and 
because no specific development, 
changes ln land use, or increases in 
allowed land use intensity are proposed 
as part of the proposed code amendment, 
project implementation would not 
increase traffic volumes within the City of 
los Angeles. It should also be noted that 
future development projects would be 
subject to individual review for potentia! 
traffic impacts and !hose impacts would 
be addressed on a case~by-case basis" 
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No adverse Impacts would result. 

c. NO IMPACT No development is proposed nor would 
any specific development be approved by 
the proposed code amendment 
Therefore, no change in alr traffic 
patterns, including either an increase in 
traffic levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks would 
result. Building heights would not be 
increased, nor would projects regulated 
by the proposed code amendment 
increase airport traffic levels. No adverse 
impacts would result 

d, NO IMPACT No sharp curves, dangerous intersections 
or other hazardous traffic or intersection 
configurations are proposed or would be 
facilitated by implementation of the code 
amendment project. Major changes in 
road engineering, alignment or 
intersection controls that could affect 
traffic safety are not proposed. Farm 
equipment and other incompatible 
vehicular or transportation uses would not 
be introduced or facilitated by the project. 
No adverse impacts would result. 

e. NO IMPACT The circulation network would remain 
unchanged under the proposed 
regulations. Access to and from existing 
structures and to and through the project 
area would remain unchanged. Existing 
requirements for fire and other emergency 
access would continue to be applied to 
development as it Is proposed arid 
reviewed. No adverse impacts are 
anticipated. 

f. NO IMPACT No development is proposed nor would 
any specific development be approved by 
the proposed code amendment 

t~ Therefore, no change in parking capacity 
~ is anticipated from adoption of the 

proposed project The project would not 
conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs supporting alternative 
transportation. No adverse impact would 
result 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
project, and no increases in land use 
density, intenslty, or distribution are 
proposed. The project would not result in 
a measurable increase In the demand for 
water nor in an increase in wastewater 
generation. No new or expanded facilities 
are proposed or would be required in 
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order to implement the proposed code 
amendment. Impacts would be less than 
significant 

b. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
project, and no increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. The project would not result in 
a measurable increase in the demand for 
water nor in an increase in wastewater 
generation. No new or expanded facilities 
are proposed or would be required in 
order to implement the proposed code 
amendment. No adverse Impacts are 
anticipated. 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT No new development or increases in 
potential development are proposed, and 
no wastewater facilities are proposed for 
alteration or expansion, New 
development built subject to the proposed 
regulations would be subject to various 
water conservatlon measures in the 
citywide landscape ordinance and other 
regulations. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
project, and no increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. The project would not result in 
a measurable increase In the demand for 
water nor in an increase in wastewater 
generation. No new or expanded facilities 
are proposed or would be required in 
order to implement the proposed code 
amendment Impacts would be less than 
significant . 

NO IMPACT 
~~~ ... 

No development is proposed as part of e. ·' 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
project, and no increases ln land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. The project would not result in 
a measurable increase in the demand for 
water nor In an increase in wastewater 
generation. No new or expanded facilities 

'· 
are proposed or would be required in 
order to implement the proposed code 
amendment No adverse impacts are 
anticipated. 

ENV-2010-1496-ND Page42 of43 



Impact? 

--
f. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 

the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved, and no 
increases in land use density or intensity 
are proposed. Implementation of the 
proposed code amendment would not 
result in a measurable increase in solid 
waste generation. Impacts would be less 
than significant. 

g. NO IMPACT No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved, and no 
increases ln land use density or intensity 
are proposed. Implementation of the 
proposed code amendment would not 
result in a measurable increase In solid 
waste generation. No adverse impacts 
are anticipated. 

XVm. MANDA TORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The proposed code amendment project 

does not have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or 
wildlife species, or threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community. 

b. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The cumulative impacts associated with 
the proposed code amendment project 
will result in a less than significant impact 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The proposed code amendment project 
does not pose significant impacts to 

.' humans . 
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RE: Addendum to ENV-2010-1496~ND; Single and Multiple Approvals Ordinance; 
Citywide 

Commissioners, 

Pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Department of City Planning has 
issued an Addendum (Reconsideration) to the previously issued Negative Declaration (ENV-
2010-1496-ND), which supplements the City Planning Commission Case No. CPC-2010-1495-
CA, a proposed code amendment with the following project description: 

"A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.03, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3, 12.22, 
12.24~ 12.25, 12.27, 12.28,12.36, 14.00~ 16.05, 16.50, 17.02,and 18.08oftheLosAngeles 
Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple 
approvals, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods 
of multiple approvals granted to a single project, extend the expiration periods of quasi-judicial 
land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of requests for extensions of 
time of approvals. · 

'~o jjevelopment is proposed as part of the project. No change in land use, density, or intensity is 
proposed as part of this project." 

Subsequent to the original publication of this ND; from ongoing staff research and consultation 
with relevant stakeholders, the Department of City Planning has altered some provisions in the 
draft: ordinance than those originally assessed in ENV-2010~1496-ND. These changes include 
the elimination of extensions of time for quasHudicial land use permits from the los Angeles 
Municipal Codes, a one-time extension of time for all previously-granted approvals consistent 
with the da~s specified in extensions granted to subdivision maps by state law per SB~ 1185 
and AB-333, and clarifying edits on language regarding utilization and expiration of approvals. 
Relevant documents are included in the administrative record and available for review in the 
Environmental Case File. 

As such, the project description has been changed to read: 

"A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11S7, 12.203, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 
12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 1756, and 18.08 ofthe Los Angeles Municipal 
Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, 



Reconsideration or ENV"2010-1496-N! 
AnN: James Williams, City Planning Commission 
Page 2 of2 

synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify 
language regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for 
quasi-judicial ]and use approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals following the 
dates specified in the state legislation SB~ 1185 and AB-333, and make minor technical 
corrections. 

"No development is proposed as part of the project. No change in land use, density, or intensity is 
proposed as part ofthis project" 

Since the physical nature and scale of the project has not significantly changed from the original 
scope of the proposed code amendment, the Department of City Planning considers this 
request to be a minor technical change to the original ND for the proposed code amendment. 
The revision does not create any new substantial impacts beyond what has been previously 
analyzed in the original environmental clearance and does not represent any increase or 
substantial change to the originally proposed project. 

Pursuant to Section 15073.5 of CEQA, The Department of City Planning is recirculate the 
revised project description, the ND, and this Addendum (Reconsideration) for a period of 20 
days. 

Sincerely, 

J~wm~~1f~;;_~ 
Michael J. LoGrande 
Director 
Department of City Planning 

Tom Rathmann 
City Planner 
TR:TB 
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When making inquiries relative to 
this matter, please refer to the 

Council Flle No. 

July 29, 2011 

To All Interested Parties: 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
CALJFORNIA 

ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

City Attorney (w/blue sheet) 

Office of the 
CITY CLERK 

Council and Public Services 
Room 395, cny H~ll 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
General Information , (213) 978·1133 

fax: (213) 978·1 040 

www.cityc!ert<.lac\\y,org 

The City Council adopted the action(s), as attached, under Council File No. 11~1140, 

at its meeting held July 27 J 2011. 

City Clerk 
OS 

An Equal Employment Opportunity~ Affirmative Action Employer 



TO THE COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

Yom 

reports as follows: 

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT 

7 ·'}//- l( 

FILE NO, 11~1140 

Committee 

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT relative to a proposed ordinance amending 
the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple 
approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language 
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for quasi-judicia! land use 
approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-
1185 and AB-333, 

Recommendations for Council action: 

1. FIND that this project will not have a significant effect on the environment, pursuant to the City's 
Environmental Guidelines and is in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act; that the 
Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the lead agency in the City of Los Angeles; that 
the documents constituting the record of proceedings in this matter are located in Council File No. 11-1140 
in the custody of the City Clerk and in the files of the Department of City Planning in the custody of the 
Environmental Review Section; and ADOPT the Negative Declaration [ENV 2010-1496-NO]. 

2. ADOPT the FINDINGS of the City Planning Commission (CPC) as the Findings of the CounciL 

3. REQUEST the City Attorney to prepare and present an ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12,20.3, 
12.22, 1224, 12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 
ofthe LAMC to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize 
the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language regarding utilization 
of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for quasHudicial land use approvals, extend 
the life of previously-granted approvals following the dates specified ln the state legislation SB-1185 and 
AB~333, and make minor technical corrections. 

4. REQUEST that the City Attorney in cooperation with the Planning Department assess the feasibility of 
incorporating the amendments to the ordinance as presented in committee. · 

~ 

Fiscal Impact State~ent None submitted by the Planning Department Neither the City Administrative Officer nor 
the Chief Legislative Analyst has completed a financial analysis of this report 

Community Impact Statement: None submitted. 



§.!Jmmary: 

At the public hearing held on July 12, 2011, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Committee 
considered a CPC report and proposed ordinance relative to amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 
12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08ofthe LAMC to create 
consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of 
multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language regardlng utilization of approvals, eliminate the 
redundancy of extensions of time for quasi-judicia! land use approvals, extend the life of previousiy~granted 
approvals following the dates specified in the state legislation 88~1185 and AB-333, and make minor technical 
corrections. During the discussion of this matter, an overview of the proposed ordinance was provided by Planning 
Department staff and testimony was heard from the public. After an opportunity for public comment, the PLUM 
Committee recommended that Council request the City Attorney to prepare the final ordinance as recommended by 
the CPC and that the City Attorney in cooperation with the Planning Department assess the feasibility of 
incorporating the amendments to the ordinance as presented in committee. This matter is now forwarded to the 
Council for its consideration. 

MEMBER 
REYES: 
HUIZAR: 
KREKORIAN: 

MGE:cr 

VOTE 
YES 
YES 
YES 

1 i-1140_rpt_plumJ-12-11 

Respectfully submitted, 

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 

~pi)~ 
AD ED 

JUL 2 7 2011 

WS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL 

~Not Official Until Council Acts-

-2-
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2011 Proposed Ordinance, as approved by the City Council on July 27, 2011. 



APPENDIX A 

ORDINANCE NO.------

A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 
12.26, 12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 
of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple 
approvals granted to a single project, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, 
eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for quasi-judicial land use approvals, 
extend the life of previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in the state 
legislation SB-1185 and AB-333, and make minor technical corrections. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4 of Subsection C of Section 11.5.7 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal code is deleted: 

(e) Expiration. If a Project Permit Compliance is not utilized 
within hNo years after its effective date, the Project Permit Compliance 
shall become nul! and void, unless the Director approves an e~ension of 
time pYrsuant to an application filed by the applicant. An application for an 
extension maye be filed in any public office of the Department of City 
Planning, accompanied by payment of a fee equal to that specified in 
Section 19.01 M. The application shall set forth the reasons for the 
request and shall be filed prior to the expiration date. Based on this 
request, the Director may grant an extension of the expiration date for a 
period of up to one year if the Director decides that good and reasonable 

,, cauee exists. 
~ 

Sec. 2. Subdivision 5 of Subsection F of Section 11.5.7 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 

5. Expiration. If a specific plan exception is not utilized within twa 
years after its effective date, the specific plan exception shall become null and 
void, unless the Director approves an extension of time pursuant to the same 
prooedures for extending the expiration date of a Project Permit Compliance, as 
set forth in Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4. of Subsection C. of this section. 

Sec. 3. 
deleted: 

Subsection S of Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 



S. Termination. Any Certificate of /\ppropriateness, Certificate--of 
Compatibility, or Conforming 'Nork v·Jhich has been approved under the provisions of 
this section shall expire 24 months from the date of issuance if the vvork authorized is 
not commenced 'l'.'ithin this time period. Further, the Certificate of Appropriateness, 
Gertificate of Compatibility, or Conforming \Nork \"Jill expire if the vvork authorized is R-Ot 
completed 'Nithin five years of the date of issuance. 

Sec. 4. Sub-sub-subparagraph b of Sub-subparagraph (i) of Subparagraph (2) of 
Paragraph (g) of Subdivision 25 of Subsection A of Section 12.22 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

b. Director's Authority, The Director shall 
have the initial decision-making authority to determine 
whether an application for Density Bonus is consistent 
with this subdivision and the Affordable Housing 
Incentives Guidelines. 

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the 
above. when the application is filed as part of a 
project reguiring multiple approvals, the authority set 
forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall govern. 
When the application is filed in conjunction with a 
subdivision and no other approval. the Advisory 
Agency shall have the initial decision-making 
authority. 

Sec. 5. Sub-sub-subparagraph f of Sub-subparagraph (i) of Subparagraph (2) of 
Paragraph (g) of Subdivision 25 of Subsection A of Section 12.22 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or 
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley 
from, or having a common corner with the subject 
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may 
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission 
pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section 
11.5. 7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with 
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(i). The appeal 
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B. 
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City 
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing, 
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class 
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the 
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and 
interested parties who have requested notice in 
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for 

A-2 



the first available meeting date of the City Planning 
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the 
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning 
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in 
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning 
Commission shall make the same findings required to 
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the 
record, and indicate why the Director erred making 
the determination. The appellate decision of the City 
Planning Commission shall be final and effective as 
provided in Charter Section 245. 

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the 
above, when the application is filed as part of a 
project requiring multiple approvals, the appeals 
procedures set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code 
shall govern. When the application is filed in 
conjunction with a subdivision and no other approval. 
the appeals procedures set forth in Article 7 of 
Chapter 1 of this Code shall govern. 

Sec. 6. Subsection J of Section 12.24 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read: 

J. Requirement fur Utilization of Appru.n.al. Exceptions to Time Limitations 
(lAMC 12.25). Where a lot or lots have been approved for use as a governmental 
enterprise, place of worship, hospital, educational institution or private school, including 
elementary and high schools, no time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided 
that all of the following conditions are met 

1. Any use permitted by the Zoning Administrator or by an Area 
Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission as initial decision 
ma~rs, pu,rsuant to the provisions of this section, is conditional on the privileges 
beirlg utilized within t\.\10 years after the effective date of the ~ermit authorizing 
the use. Hov.'cver, if the decision is made by the City Planning Commission, it 
may specify another time in the grant 

2. In either case, if the privileges granted are not utilized or 
construction $Nork is not begun ..... ithin that time and carried on diligently •.vithout 
substantial suspension or abandonment of work, then the decision authorizing 
the use shall become \'oid. In addition, all the conditions of the appro'v'al must be 
fu~filled before the use can be established, unless th:e approval itself expressly 
provides other...,ise. 

3. Prior to the expiration of the time period to utilize the privileges, the 
applicant may file a written reEfuest V.'ith the initial decision maker fur an 



extension of the termination period. Pursuant to the written request or on its 
own, the decision maker may extend the termination period fur up to one 
additional year based on a finding that good and reasonable cause exists to 
g-rant the extension of time. 

EXCEPTION: VVhere a lot or lots have been approved for use 
as a go'Jernmental enterprise, place of worship, hospital, educational 
institution or private school, including elementary and high schools, no 
time limit to utilize the priv-i~eges shall apply provided that ali of the 
ful!o•.ving conditions are met 

W .1. The property involved is acquired or legal proceedings for its 
acquisition -is are commenced within one year of the effective date of the decision 
approving the conditional use. 

fbj2. A sign is immediately placed on the property indicating its 
ownership and the purpose to which it is to be developed, as soon as legally 
possible after the effective date of the decision approving the conditional use. 
This sign shall have a surface area of at least 20 square feet. 

fG1 3. The sign is maintained on the property and in good condition until 
the conditional use privileges are utilized. 

Sec. 7. Paragraph (d) of Subdivision 3 of Subsection T of Section 12.24 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code is deleted: 

Sec. 8. 

(d) Expiration. The approval or conditional approval of a vesting 
conditional use permit shall expire at the end of a three year time period. 
However, if a vesting conditional use permit application is filed 
simultaneously 'Nith a vesting zone change application and both are 
approved, then the vesting conditional use permit shall expire at the end of 
a four year time period. Upon application to the Director of Planning and 
after recommendation of the Director, the City Council shall have the 
authority to approve or disapprove the extension of the termination date 
for the vesting conditional use permit fur one year. The City Council may 
so extend the termination date one year at a time, fur P.vo extensions, 'Nith 
a life of the conditional use permit not to eXGeed a total of six years. 

Section 12.25 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read: 

SEC. 12.2!5. eXTeNSION AND SUSPENSION OF TIME LIMITATIONS. 

A. Preparation and Processing of Environmental Impact Reports -
Notwithstanding any provision contained in Articles 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 of Chapter 
1 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code ... which establish time limits for certain actions to 
be taken the time limits so specified shall be extended for such a period of time, not to 



exceed six months one year, as may be necessary to prepare and process an 
Environmental Impact Report required under Section 21151 of the Public Resources 
Code. If the required report cannot be completed before the expiration of the six month 
one-year extension, a request for additional time may be made to the City Council, and 
the applicable time limit may be further extended for such a period of time as the 
Council shall specify. 

B. Planning and Zoning Matters in litigation: /\ny applicable time l-im-it 
established by regulations contained within Chapter 1 of this Code shall not include any 
time period during which a lavvsuit in •.vhich the City is named as a party has been filed 
and is pending in a court of competent jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional 
approval pursuant to such regulations so long as within 10 days of the service of the 
initial petition or complaint in such a lawsuit upon the subdivider or applicant, such 
subdivider or applicant applies to the Department of City Planning for a suspension of 
time. Such application shall be filed in duplicate in a public office of the Department of 
City Planning on forms provided for such purpose and shall be accompanied 'l.'ith a fee 
as required in Section 19.01 M. of this Code. The decision making authority for 
suspension of time applications shall be the same authority that granted the original 
Department approval that is, either the Director of Planning or the Chief Zoning 
Administrator. 'Nithin 40 days of receipt of such an application, the Director of Planning 
or Chief Zoning Administrator shall either grant a Suspension of Time for up to five 
years or deny the application and make findings ·.vhich are not inconsistent with the 
regulations of Chapter 1 of this Code. Time limits established by regulations within 
Chapter 1 of this Code shall not include any time period during which a lawsuit in which 
the City is named as a party has been filed and is pending in a court of competent 
jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional approval pursuant to such regulations 
or certification of an environmental document pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act. Within 10 days of the service. if served, of the initial petition or complaint in 
such a lawsuit, the subdivider or applicant shall inform the Department of City Planning 
in writing that a lawsuit has been filed. The subdivider or applicant shall attach a copy 
of the petition or complaint to this notification letter. Suspensions of time for planning, 
subdivision, and zoning matters in litigation shall be automatically granted until final 
resolution ~::of theJawsuit, including the conclusion of all appeal periods. The subdivider 
or applicdnt shall submit a copy of documentation resolving the lawsuit to the 
Department of City Planning. Failure of the subdivider or applicant to notify the 
Department· of City Planning within 1 0 days of the service of the initial petition or 
complaint shall result in a reduction of the tolling period equal to the amount of time 
such notification has been delayed. 

C. California Coastal Commission Approvals. 

1. Time limits established by regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code 
for any aQproval or conditional aQproval pursuant to such regulations shall not 
include any time period during which the subdivider or applicant is awaiting a 
land use approval from the California Coastal Commission. The subdivider or 
applicant shall submit a written request for a suspension of !Lme and a copy of 
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the submitted California Coastal Commission application for such approval to the 
Department of City Planning within 1 0 days of filing the application with the 
California Coastal Commission. Suspensions of time shall be automatically 
granted until the California Coastal Commission has rendered a final decision on 
the application, including during the pendency of any appeal period. The 
subdivider or applicant shall submit a copy of the California Coastal 
Commission's final action to the Department of City Planning within 10 days of 
the final decision. 

2. Time limits established by regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code 
shall not include any time period during which a lawsuit has been filed and is 
pending in a court of competent jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional 
approval pursuant to such regulations or certification of an environmental 
document pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act involving any 
approval or Qermit granted by the California Coastal Commission. Within 10 
business days of the service, if served, of the initial petition or complaint in such 
a lawsuit, the subdivider or applicant shall inform the DeQartment of City Planning 
in writing that a lawsuit has been filed. The subdivider or agplicant shall attach a 
copy of the petition or complaint to this notification letter. Suspensions of time for 
these matters in litigation shall be automatically granted until final resolution of 
the lawsuit, including the conclusion of all appeal periods. The subdivider or 
applicant shall submit a copy of documentation resolving the lawsuit to the 
Department of City Planning. Failure of the subdivider or applicant to notify the 
Department of City Planning within 1 0 days of the service of the initial petition or 
complaint shall result in a reduction of the tolling period equal to the amount of 
time such notification has been delayed. 

D. Utilization of Approvals. 

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zoning Administrator. Director of 
Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the City Planning Commission as 
initial decision-makers, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or 
anyl'ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code, that has not been 
utiliZed within three years of its effective date shall become null and void. 
However, when agprovals are granted as part of a project requiring multiQ.Ie 
approvals, the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall 
govern. 

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above: 

(_a) the expiration period of any approval by the Zoning 
Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission! or the 
City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers, pursuant to the 
provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to 
Chapter 1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 36 months if 
such approval has expired or may exeire on or after~uly 15, 2008 and 



before January 1, 2014 and if such approval had not previously qualified 
for a one-time extension of time pursuant to Ordinance Nos. 180,647 
and/or 1 81,269; and 

{b) any previously-granted approval of any of the following for 
which the applicant had not been granted an applicable one-year 
extension of time at the date of adoption of this ordinance shall 
automatically be granted such extension of time. 

(1) coastal development permits, as set forth in Section 
12.20.2 of the Code; 

(2) conditional use permits and other similar quasi-judicial 
approvals! as set forth in Section 12.24 of the Code; 

(3) variances, as set forth in Section 12.27 of the Code; 

(4) adjustments and slight modifications! as set forth in 
Section 12.28 of the Code; 

(5) specific plan project permit compliance reviews. 
adjustments and exceptions. as set forth in Section 11.5. 7 of the 
Code; and 

(6) other discretionary land use entitlements, as 
determined by the Director. 

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid 
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and 
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial 
suspension or abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be 
con~idered utilized when operations of the use authorized have commenced. 

J 

3. Conditions of Approval. All conditions of approval must be fulfilled 
for approvals granted pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any 
ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code before an approved use 
may be established, unless the approval itself expressly provides otherwise. 

Sec. 9. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 12.26 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

3. Vesting of Development Plan. Whenever plans sufficient for a 
complete plan check are accepted by the Department of Building and Safety and 
a fee is paid, a vested right is granted to the project to proceed with its 
development in substantial compliance with the zoning, and development rules, 



regulations, ordinances and adopted policies of the City of Los Angeles in force 
on the date that the plan check fee is paid as indicated on a valid building permit 
application. These rights shall not include exemption from other applications or 
approvals that may be necessary to entitle the project to proceed (i.e., 
subdivision, zone variance, design review board review, etc.) and from 
subsequent changes in the Building and Safety and Fire regulations found 
necessary by the City Council to protect the public health and safety and which 
are applicable on a citywide basis, contained in Chapters V and IX of this Code 
and policies and standards relating to those chapters or from citywide programs 
enacted after the application is deemed complete to implement State or Federal 
mandates. 

These rights shall end when a building permit is issued, or 18 months after 
the plan check fee is paid whichever comes first or if, after issuance, the building 
permit terminates pursuant to Section 98.0602. These rights shall end if 
subsequent changes are made to those plans which increase or decrease the 
height, floor area.L or occupant load of the proposed-structure by more than five 
percent or change the use or if changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code 
regulations in force on the date that the plan check fee is paid. These rights shall 
also end if the zone ehange or eonditional use permit [ .discretionary land use 
approval fo2\vhieh permitted the project termina s under the provisions of 

· ' , . Cha ter 1 of this Code or an 
ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Co 

Sec. 10. 
deleted: 

Subsection Q of Section 12.27 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code 1s 

Q. Requirement for Utilization of Variance. /\ny varianee granted by the 
provisions of this seetion is conditional upon the privileges being utilized ·.vithin two 
years after the effeetive date of the approval and, if the privileges granted in the permit 
are not utilized or construction work is not begun within that time and earried on 
diligently without substantial suspension or abandonment of work, then the authorization 
to establisp the u.se shall become \'Oid. In addition, all the conditions of the approval 
must be fJifilled before the use can be established, unless the approval itself expressly 
provides othew1ise. 

A Zoning Administrator may extend any applieable termination date for one additional 
period, not to exeeed one year, prior to the termination date of the period, if a written 
request is filed 'Nith the Office of Zoning Administration setting forth the reasons for the 
request and a Zoning Administrator determines that good and reasonable cause. exists. 
A public hearing shall be held and notice gi)1en in the same manner as described in 
Subseetion C. 

/\ Zoning Administrator may determine that the time limit for any varianee or exception 
listed in this seetion, which is filed simultaneously 'Nith a vesting application as allowed 
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by Section 12.24T, may have the same time limit as the approval granted pursuant to 
Section 12.24T. 

Sec. 11. Paragraph (h) of Subdivision 1 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the 
los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read: 

(h) Expiration of T. Except as provided for in Subdivision 2 of 
this subsection, as to those properties placed in the T classification 
subsequent to March 26, 1973, whenever property remains in the T 
Tentative classification for a period of six years after the effective date of 
the ordinance creating it without the recording of a Final Tract Map or a 
Final Parcel Map, or a decision by the Department that all required 
dedications, payments and improvements have been made or assured to 
the satisfaction of the appropriate City agencies, the T Tentative Zone 
classification and the zoning authorized thereby shall become null and 
void, the rezoning proceeding shall be terminated, and the property 
thereafter may only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings and shall be so 
redesignated. 

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above, T Tentative 
classification periods for previously-approved projects shall automatically 
be increased by 36 months if such aT Tentative classification has expired 
or may expire on or after July 15, 2008 and before January 1, 2014. 

Sec. 12. Paragraph (f) of Subdivision 2 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the los 
Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read: 

(f) Time Limit Except as provided below and in Subsection I, 
no Q Qualified classification shall be granted for more than six years 
unless: 

fij ill substantial physical development of the property for 
one or more of the uses first permitted by the Q has taken place 
within that time; or 

W Q.) if no physical development is necessary, but the 
property is being used for one or more of the purposes first 
permitted by the Q, then the Qualified classification and the 
authority contained there shall become null and void, the rezoning 
proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may 
only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings.,.~ or 



Sec. 13. 

(3) such a Q Qualified classification that has expired or may 
expire on or after July 15, 2008 and before January 1, 2014 1 which 
shall automatically be granted a 36-month increase in time. 

In addition, the Director may determine that the development has 
not been continuously and expeditiously carried on to completion, but that 
one or more usable units has been completed and that the partial 
development will meet the requirements for the utilization of the (Q) 
classification. The Director may impose conditions on the partial 
development to meet the intent of this subdivision. The Director shall 
advise the· Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision. 
Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance 
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (Q) classification shall be 
permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be 
appropriate to the completed portion of the development. The Qualified 
classification and the authority contained there shall become null and void 
as to the remainder of the property. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Code to the contrary, no public hearing need be held nor notice be 
given before terminating the (Q) Qualified classification and restricting the 
property to its previously permitted uses. 

Section 12.36 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read: 

SEC. 12.36. PROCEDURES FOR PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE APPROVALS. 
(CHARTER § 564). 

A. Applications. If a project involves more than one discretionary land use 
approval, the applicant shall file applications for all of the approvals the applicant 
reasonably believes are necessary at the same time. If the applicant does not file a 
single application form for all of the approvals, the applicant shall make reference on 
each application to each of the other applications filed for the project 

8. \: Projects Requiring Multiple Quasi Judicial Appro•,;•als. If a project requires 
more than~ one quasi judicial approval by the Zoning /\dministrator, the Area Plannin§ 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, those approva~s that otherwise 'Nould -be 
considered by the Zoning Administrator shall be decided by either the Area Planning 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, '.vhichever has jurisdiction over at least 
one of the approvals. If both the /\rea Planning Commission and the City Planning 
Gommission have jurisdiction over approvals, all of the applications shall be considered 
by the City Planning Commission. The procedures used for consideration of initial 
decisions and any appeals of all of the required approvals shall be those set forth in 
Section 12.24B through Q. If the Area Planning Commission is the initial decision 
maker, and there are not at least three members of the Area Planning Commission \Nho 
have been appointed and taken the oath of office at the time the application is deemed 
complete, the City Planning Commission shall have initial decision making authority. 



C. Projects Requiring Both Quasi .Judicial and legislati-'le Apprcwals. 

(1) Except as provided in Subdivision 2. below, if a project requires at 
least one quasi judicial approval and at least one legislative approval, all of the 
applications shall be considered by the City Planning Commission. The 
procedures usee for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals of ali of 
the required approvals \'Viii be those set forth in Section 12.32 B. through D. 
However, if the Commission fails to act on a quasi judicial application or appeal, 
which is a part of a multiple approval, then the quasi judicial action shall be 
transferred to the City Council 'Nithout a recommendation for a decision. If a 
project requires a plan amendment, not vvithstanding the time limits set forth in 
Section 12.32 B. through D., the time limit in ·.vhich the Council must act on all 
applications shall run from the time the Council receives the Mayor's 
recommendation or the time for the mayor to act expires. 

(2) Notv.lithstanding Subdivision 1 above, if a project requires at least one 
quasi judicial approval and at least one legislative approval and the City Plannin§ 
Gommission has delegated consideration of those legislative approvals to the 
Area Planning Commission pursuant to Charter Section 565, all of the 
applications shall be considered by the Area Planning Cemmission. The 
procedures used for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals of all ef 
the required approvals shall be those set forth in Section 12.32 Subsections B 
through D. However, if the Comm•ssion fails to act on a quasi judicial application 
or appeal, which is a part of a multiple approval, then the quasi judicial action 
shall ee transferred to the City Council without a recommendation for a decision. 
If the Area Planning Commission is the initial decision maker, and there are not 
at least three members of the /\rea Planning Commission ·~~vho have seen 
appointed and taken the oath of office at the time the application is deemed 
complete, the City Planning Commission shall have initial decision makiR§ 
authority. 

D. Projects Requiring Multiple Appn:wals, Jnsluding Subdivision Appro~,,al. If 
a project ~ub:jectto Subsections B. or C. of this section also requires a tract map or 
parcel rna~ approval by the Advisory Agency, that subdivision approval and any appeals 
shall be decided and governed by the rules applicable to subdivision approvals as set 
forth in Article 7 of this chapter. Hearings for and consideration of appeals of 
subdivision approvals by the Advisory Agenoy shall be scheduled for the same time as 
the hearing and decision by the /\rea Planning Commission or City Planning 
Commission, whichever has jurisdiction over the other approvals. Any time limit 'Nithin 
vvhich the Area Planning Commission or City Planning Commission must act 10n the 
applications before it are extended by the number of days required by this Code for 
hearings to be held and decisions made on a subdivisien appeal and other discretionary 
approvals at the same time. 

E. Projects Requiring Multiple Apprm:als, Including Director Appn:v.·al. If a 
project requires more than one approval by the Zoning Administrator and the Area 
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Planning Commission or the-City Planning Commission and also requires an approval 
by the Director, all the applications shall be decided by either the /\rea Planning 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, whichever Commission has jurisdiction 
over at least one of the approvals, as provided in Subsections R, C. or D. of this 
section. The procedure used for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals of 
the required approvals shall be those set forth in Subsections B., C. or D. of this section. 
Ho-wever, if a public benefit approval is combined with a quasi jwdicial approval, but 
-Reither a legislative nor a subdivision approval is also required, then the initial decision 
maker shall be the City Planning Commission and the appellate body shall be the City 
Council. 

A. Pumose. The purpose of this Section is to create clear1 consistent 
procedures for the review of projects requiring multiple, related approvals, including 
appropriate hearing and appeal routes, in order to promote efficiency in case 
processing, provide certainty in the development review grocess, and establish 
procedures for the comprehensive consideration of project benefits and impacts. 

B. Definitions. Notwithstanding any grovision of this Code to the contra[V.. 
the following definitions shall apply to this Section: 

Legislative Approval. Any approval that requires an action by the City 
Council, as set forth in Sections 11.5.6, 11.5.7 G, 12.20.3 E-F, and 12.32 of this 
Code. 

Quasi-judicial Approval. Any approval for which the initial decision 
becomes final unless a11pealed. as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C-F,H, 12.20.2, 
12.20.2.1, 12.20.3.1-l. 12.21 A.2, 12.21 G.3, 12.22 A.25, 12.24. 12.24.1, 12.26 K, 
12.27, 12,28. 12.30H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H1 12.32 R, 13.08 E, 14.00 B1 16.05, 16.50, 
and Article 8 of this Code. 

Subdivision Approval. Any approval involving a Division of land as set 
forth in Article 7 of this Code. 

C. ·~ Fili~g Requirement. If an applicant files for a project that requires two or 
more approvals, then the procedures set forth in this section shall govern, subject to 
Charter Section 245 regarding appeals. Agplicants shall file applications at the same 
time for all approvals reasonably related and necessary to complete the 11roiect. The 
procedures and time limits set forth in this section shall only apply to multiple 
applications filed concurrently for one project. 

.Q. Decision-makers. Notwithstanding any provts1on of this Code to the 
contrary, the following shall apply for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

1. City Planning Commission. If a project requires any approval 
separately decided by an Area Planning Commission, the Zoning Administrator, 
or the Director, as the initial decision-maker, and also requires any approval or 
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recommendation by the City Planning Commission as the initial decision-maker, 
then the City Planning Commission shall have initial decision-making authority for 
all of the approvals. 

(a). Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals of 
the City Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as th~ 
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals, including a 
related Subdivision Approval. 

(b). Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 B through Q. 
However, if any Legislative Approval is included, then the procedures for 
consideration and appeal of all the applications shall be those set forth in 
Section 12.32 B through D. 

2. Area Planning Commission. If a proiect requires any approval 
separately decided by the Zoning Administrator or the Director. as the initial 
decision-maker, and also requires any approval by an Area Planning 
Commission as the initial decision-maker, then the Area Planning Commission 
where the project is located shall have initial decision-making authority for all of 
the approvals. 

(a). Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals of 
the Area Planning Commission's decisions as initial decision-maker for 
projects requiring multiple approvals, including a related Subdivision 
Approval. 

(b). Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-iudicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 B through Q. 
However. if any Legislative Approval is included, then the procedures for 

, consideration and appeal of all the approvals shall be those set forth in 
" Section 12.32 B through D. 

3. Zoning Administrator. If a project requires approvals separately 
decided by the Zoning Administrator or the Director, as the initial decision-maker, 
then the Zoning Administrator shall have initial decision-making authority for all of 
the approvals. 

(a). A[?(!ellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the 
project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Zoning 
Administrator as initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple 
approvals. However, if regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code require 
any of the approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission or City 
Council on appeal, including a related Subdivision Approval, the City 



Planning Commission or City Council, as appropriate, shall decide ali 
appeals of decisions of the Zoning Administrator as initial decision-maker. 

{b). Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal of 
all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Zoning 
Administrator as initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 
12.24 B through Q. 

4. Director of Planning. if a oroiect requires multiple approvals 
decided by the Director, the following shall apply. 

(a). Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the 
Qroject is located shall decide all ap[2eals of decisions of the Director as 
initial decision-maker on [2rojects requiring multi[21e a[2provals. However, if 
regulations within Cha[2ter 1 of this Code require any of the ap[2rovals to 
be heard by the City Planning Commission or City Council on appeal, 
including a related Subdivision Approval. the City Planning Commission or 
City Council. as appropriate, shall decide all appeals of decisions of the 
Director as initial decision-maker. 

{b). Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal of 
all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Director as 
initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 11.5.7 C. 
However, when the City Planning Commission is the appellate body, the 
procedures for the approval that required appeal to the City Planning 
Commission shall govern for all applications. 

5. Advisory Agency. The Advisory Agency shall have separate initial 
decision-making authority for any Subdivision Approval filed concurrently with 
any Quasi-judicial Approval or Legislative Approval in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in Article 7 of Chapter 1 of this Code. 

F. 0 Separate Decisions Finding§. When acting on multiple applications for a 
project, th~ initial decision-maker or appellate body shall separately make all required 
findings for each application. When appropriate, the initial decision-maker or appellate 
body may make findings by reference to findings made for another application involving 
the same project 

G. Appeals No New Appeal Rights. This section is not intended to create any 
additional appeal or level of appeal in connection with any application for a land use 
approval under this Code. When regulations within Chap_ter 1 of this Code provide for 
further a[2peal beyond the appellate body of any approval filed as part of a project 
requiring multiple approvals, only that approval otherwise eligible for a secondary 
appeal shall be subject to further appeal. This section also does not limit who may file 
an appeal as identified in each discretionary land use application process. 
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H. Time to Act Notwithstanding any other provision of the Code to the 
contrary, an extension of time to act on applications or initiations under the multiple 
approval provisions may be agreed upon between the applicant and the decision-maker 
or the appellate body. 

I. Expiration. Notwithstanding any other Q_,rovisions of this Code: 

1. Any Quasi-judicial Approval granted in conjunction with a 
Legislative Approval shall expire with the Legislative ApprovaL not to exceed six 
years. 

2. Any Quasi-judicial Approval granted in conjunction with a 
Subdivision Approval shall expire with the Subdivision Approval. The expiration 
period of such Quasi-Judicial Approvals may be extended with the Subdivision 
Approval pursuant to Article 7 of this Code. 

3. Any Legislative Approval granted in conjunction with a Subdivision 
Approval may be extended for the full time limit of the Subdivision Approval, 
including time extensions pursuant to Article 7 of this Code. for the purpose of 
recordation of an approved map. 

Sec. 14. Subdivision 10 of Subsection 8 of Section 14.00 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 

10. Appru.u.al Expiration. Alternative compliance measures approved 
pursuant to the provisions of this section are conditional on the privileges being 
utilized ~vithin two years after the effective date of the approval or other time 
specified in the grant. 

+tie alternative compliance measure approval to permit establishment of the 
public benefit project shall become void if the privileges granted are not utilized 
or construction work is not begun 'Nithin that time and carried on diligently :'.\'ithout 
subf)tantiat suspension or abandonment of work. In addition, the conditions of 
theyappro\'al 'Nhich guarantee compliance with the performance standards and 
any alternative methods of compliance shall be fulfilled before the use can be 
established, unless the approval itself expressly provides otherwise. 

Prior to the expiration of the time period, the applicant may file a \Witten requesi 
with the Director for an extension of the termination period set forth above. 
Pursuant to the 'Nritten request or on his or her own, the Director may extend the 
termination time for a period up to one year based on a finding that good and 
reasonable cause exists to grant the extension of time. 

Sec. 15. Subdivision 6 of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 

A-15 



6. Expiration. If an approval is not utilized within three (3) years after 
this effective date, i.e., if building permits are not issued and construction 'Nork is 
not begun 'Nithin such time, and carried on diligently so that building permits do 
not lapse, such an approval shall become void. 

Sec.16. Subdivision 4 or Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

4. Duration of Design Review Board Preliminary Review and the 
Director's Decision or the Area Planning Commission's Decision on Appeal. A 
design review board's advice on an optional preliminary application shall be valid 
for 24 months. 

A final decision of the Director or /\rea Planning Commission on appeal shall be 
valid for a period of hvo years, so long as all necessary building permits are 
obtained within that ww years. in the event a building permit is obtained in a 
timely manner but subsequently expires, the Director's decision or Area Planning 
Commission's decision on appeal shall expire 'Nith the building permit. 

Sec. 17. Section 17.02 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read: 

Appeal Board 

(a) The City Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory Agency 
•nith respect to any parcel map or tentative map which creates or results in 
(a) 50,000 or more gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or ~ 
65,000 or more gross square feet of lot area; or (c) 50 or more d\Nelling 
units or guest rooms or combination of d•Nelling units and guest rooms; 
and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in connection 
with these actions. 

... (b) The Area Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory Agency 
vl>'ith respect to any parcel map or tentative map which creates or results in 

·. (a) less than 50,000 gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
less than 65,000 gross square feet of lot area; or (c) fewer than 50 
d';Nelling units or guest rooms or combination of dwelling units and guest 
rooms; and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in 
connection with these actions. The Area Planning Commission which 
hears the matter shall be the Area Planning Commission in the area in 
which the parcel map or tentative map is located. 

The Area Planning Commission where the map is located for any parcel 
map or tentative map that: (a) creates or results in less than 50 1000 gross square 
feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) creates or results in fewer than 50 dwelling 



6. Expiration. If an approval is not utilized 'Nittlin ttlree (3)--years after 
this effective date, i.e., if building permits are not issued and construction work is 
net begun within such time, and carried on diligently so that building permits do 
net lapse, such an approval stlall become void. 

Sec. 16. Subdivision 4 or Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

4. Duration of Design Review Board Preliminary Review and the 
Director's Decision or the Area Planning Commission's Decision on Appeal. A 
design review board's advice on an optional preliminary application shall be valid 
for 24 months. 

A final decision of the Director or Area Planning Commission on appeal shall be 
-vaHG--for a period of 1:\.vo years, so long as all necessary building permits are 
obtained within that t\No years. In the event a building permit is obtained in a 
timely manner but subsequently expires, the Director's decision or /\rea Planning 
Gommission's decision on appeal stlall expire with ttle building permit 

Sec. 17. Section 17.02 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read: 

Appeal Board 

{a) Ttle City Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actiens of the /\dvisory Agency 
'•'Vith respect to any parcel map or tentative map 'Nhich creates or results in 
(a) 50,000 or more gross square feet of nonresideRtial floor area; or (b) 
65,000 or more gross square feet of lot area; or (c) 50 or more d·Nelling 
units or guest rooms or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; 
and/or the kind, nature and exteRt of improvements required in connection 
v.·ith these actions. 

(b) The ,ll.~rea Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory Agency 
'Nith respect to any parcel map or tentative map ·.vhich creates or results in 
(a) less than 50,000 gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
less than 65,000 gross square feet of lot area; or (c) fewer than 50 
dwelling units or guest rooms or combination ef dvJel!ing units and guest 
rooms; and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in 
connection 'Nith these actions. The /\rea Planning Commissiorll which 
hears the matter shall be the /\rea Planning Commission in the area in 
·.vhicR the parcel map or tentative map is located. 

The Area Planning Commission where the maQ is located for any parcel 
map or tentative map that: (a) creates or results in less than 50,000 gross square 
feet of nonresidential floor area; or fbj creates or r~§ults in fewer than 50 dwelling 



units. guest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or (c) 
involves a lot with fewer than 65,000 sguare feet of lot area. Othe!Wise, the City 
Planning Commission. 

Sec. 18. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.07 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 

3. Notvvithstanding the provisions of Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.2, 12.24, 
12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 16.05, and 16.50 of this Code to the contrary, the initial 
expiration period for the foliov;ing discretionary land use entitlements shall 
automatically be increased by 12 months if approved in conjunction witR-a 
Tentative Tract or Vesting Tentative Tract Map that expires on or after July 15, 
2008 and before July 15, 2009, or by 36 months if approved in con:iunction with a 
+entative Tract or Vesting Tentative Tract that expires on or after July 15, 2009 
and before January 1, 2011, or by 24 months if approved in conjunction 'Nith a 
Tentative Tract or Vesting Tentative Tract that expires in 2011 : 

(a)· coastal development permits, as set forth in Section 12.20.2 
of this Code; 

(b) conditional use permits, plan approvals, and other similar 
quasi judicial approvals, as set forth in Section 12.24 of this Code; 

(c) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Seetion12.27 of 
this Code; 

(d) adjustments and slight modifications, as set forth in Section 
12.28 of this Code; 

(e) speeific plan projeet permit compliance reviev.·s, adjustments 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 of this Code; 

(f) zone and height distriet changes, as set forth in Section 
12.32 of this Code; 

(g) site plan revie'w\', as set forth in Section 16.05 of this Code; 

(h) other diseretionary land use entitlements, as determined by 
the Direetor. 

Sec. 19. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.56 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 

3. Noh"Jithstanding the provisions of Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.2, 12.24, 
12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 16.05, and 16.50 of this Code to the contrary, the initial 
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expiration period for the following discretionary land use entitlements shall 
automatically be increased by 12 months if approved in conjunction vvith a Parcel 
Maf) or a TeRtative Map filed pursuant to the requirements of Section 17.50 C. of 
this Code that expires on or after July 15, 2008 and before July 15, 2009, or 9y 
36 months if approved in conjunction \Nith a Parcel Map or Tentative Map filed 
pursuant to the requirements of Section 17.50--G-,--e.f this Code that expires on or 
after July 15, 2009, aRd before January 1, 2011, or by 24 months if approved in 
conjunction with a Parcel Map or a Tentative Map filed pursuant te-#\e 
requirements of Section 17.50 C. of this Code that expires in 2011: 

(a) coastal development permits, as set forth in Section 12.20.2 
of this Code; 

(b) coooitionai use permits, f)lan approvals, and other similar 
quasi judicial approvals, as set forth in Section12.24 of this Code; 

(c) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Sedion12.27 of 
this Code; 

(d) adjustments and slight modifications, as set forth in SectioR 
12.28 of this Cod,e; 

(e) specific plan project permit compliance revievJs, adjustmems 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 of this Code; 

{f) zone and height district ohanges, as set forth in Section 
12.32 of this Code; 

(g) site plan reviev.:, as set forth in Section 16.05 of this Code; 

(h) other discretionary land use entitlemeRts, as determined by 
,~ the, Director. 
j 

Sec. 20. . Subsection D of Section 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read: 

D. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street The private street approval 
shall be void unless all conditions of approval are completed or fulfilled within truee six 
years from the date of approval, except that grading and improvement condition shall be 
considered as fulfilled if the required work is begun during that time limit and diligently 
carried on to completion. The time limit for completing or fulfilling the conditions of 
approval may be exteRded by the Director or, upon apf)eal, by tl=le Board for a period 
not exceeding three years. 

A-18 



Sec. 21. Urgency Clause. The City Council finds and declares that this ordinance 
is required for the immediate protection of the public peace, health, and safety for the 
following reason: In order for the City of Los Angeles to preserve development 
applications that may expire or cannot be presently processed due to current adverse 
economic conditions impacting the City's budget and to streamline and create 
predictability in the development review process for the benefit of economic 
development during distressed times, it is necessary to immediately create consistent 
procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the 
expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language 
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for 
quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals 
following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-1185 (CA Gov't Code Sections 
66442.6, 66452.14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and 66463.5) and AB-333 (CA Gov't Code 
Serctions 65961 and 66452.22), and make minor technical corrections. The Council, 
therefore, with the Mayor's concurrence, adopts this ordinance to become effective 
upon publication pursuant to Los Angeles City Charter Section 253. 

Sec. 22. The City Clerk shall certify ... 
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City Hall East 
200 N. Main Street 
Room 800 
Los Angeles, CA 900 12 

(2 !3) 978-8! 00 Tel 
(213) 978·8312 fax 

crrmanich@lacity.org 
www.lacity.org/atty 

DIRECT DIAL: 213.978.8068 
FACSIMILE: 2!3.978.8214 

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH 
City Attorney 

January 10,2012 

The Honorable City Planning Commission 
Of the City of Los Angeles 

City Hall, Room 532 
200 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, California 90012 

Attention: Tanner Blackman, Planning Assistant 

Re: Draft of Ordinance Amending Sections 11.5. 7, 12.20.3, 1222, 12.24, 
12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 
17.56, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent 
procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, and 
synchronize the expiration periods of entitlements 

Honorable Members: 

(Council File No. 11-1140) 
(CPC File No. 2010-1495-CA) 

Pursuant to the July 27, 2011, request of the City Councilt this office has 
prepared and transmits for your action a draft ordinance pertaining to the above
described subject matter. 

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, the Director of Planning is authorized to 
approve or disapprove for the City Planning Commission any ordinance which is subject 
to the provisions of Charter Sections 555 or 558. In exercising that authority, the ; 
Director must make the same findings as would have been required for the City 
Planning Commission to act on the same matter. The City Planning Commission would 
have been required to make the appropriate findings and comply with the requirements 
of Charter Sections 556, 558(a) and 558(b)(2), and the California Environmental Quality 
Act 



The Honorable City Planmng Commission 
of the City of Los Angeles 

January 10, 2012 
Page 2 

Once you have acted on this matter, please transmit your action and the 
ordinance to this office at your earliest convenience so that we may transmit it to the 
City Council for its consideration. 

Sincerely, 

CARMEN A TRUTANICH, City Attorney 

By_~~~ ~8_ J. BOSTROM 
Deputy City Attorney 
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ORDINANCE NO.~-----

An ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3-, 12.22, 12.24,: 12.25, 12.26, 
12.27, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 ofthe Los 
Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring 
multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, clarify language regarding the utilization of approvals, eliminate the 
redundancy of time extensions for quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of 
previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in SB-1185 (2008), AB-333 
(2009), and AB-208 (2011 ), and make minor technical corrections. 

THE PEOPLE Of THE CITY Of LOS ANGELES 
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4 of Subsection C of Section 11 .5.7 of 
the Los Angeles Municipal code is deleted. 

Sec. 2. Subdivision 5 of Subsection F of Section 11.5.7 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 3. Subsection S of Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
deleted. 

Sec. 4. Subparagraph b. of Section 12.22.A.25.(g)(2)(i) of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

b. Authority. The Director shall be the 
initial decision maker for applications seeking on 
Menu incentives. 

EXCEPTION: When the application is filed as 
part of a project requiring multiple approvals, the initial 
decision maker shall be.as set forth in Section 12.36 
of this Code; and when the application is filed in 
conjunction with a subdivision and no other approval, 
the Advisory Agency shall be the initial decision
maker. 

Sec. 5. Subparagraph f. of Section 12.22.A.25.(g)(2)(i) is amended to read as 
follows: 

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or 
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley 
from~ or havi.ng a common comer with the subject 
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may 
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission 
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pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section 
11 .5. 7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with 
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(i). The appeal 
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B. 
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City 
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing, 
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class 
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the 
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and 
interested parties who have requested notice in 
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for 
the first available meeting date of the City Planning 
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the 
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning 
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in 
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning 
Commission shall make the same findings required to 
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the 
record, and indicate why the Director erred making 
the determination. 

EXCEPTION: When the application is filed as 
part of a project requiring multiple approvals, the 
appeals procedures set forth in Section 12.36 of this 
Code shall govern. When the application is filed in 
conjunction with a Parcel Map and no other approval, 
the appeals procedures set forth in Section 17.54 of 
this Code shall govern. When the application is filed 
in conjunction with a tentative map and no other 
approval, the appeals procedures set forth in Section 
17.06 A.3 of this Code shall govern, provided that 
such applications shall only be appealable to the 
Appeal Board, as defined in Section 17.02 ofthis 
Code, and shall not be subject to further appeal to the 
City's legislative body. 

Sec. 6. Section 12.24 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to delete 
Subsection J. 

Sec. 7. Section 12.24.1.3. is amended to delete paragraph (d). 

2 



Sec. 8. Section 12.25 of the los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as 
follows: 

SEC. 12.25. TIME LIMITATIONS. 

A. Utilization of Approvals. 

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zoning Administrator, Director of 
Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the City Planning Commission as 
initial decision-makers, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter I of this Code or 
any ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter I of this Code, that has not been 
utilized within three years of its effective date shall become null and void. When 
approvals are granted as part of a project requiring multiple approvals, however, 
the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall govern. 

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid 
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and 
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial 
suspension or abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be 
considered utilized when operations of the use authorized by the approval have 
commenced. 

3. Exceptions. The following exceptions shall apply: 

a. Religious and Institutional Uses. Where a lot or lots have 
been approved for use as a governmental enterprise, religious use, 
hospital, educational institution or private school, including elementary and 
high schools, no time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided that 
all of the following conditions are met 

(1) The property involved is acquired or legal proceedings 
for its acquisition are commenced within one year of the effective 
date of the decision approving the conditional use. 

(2) A sign is immediately placed on the property indicating 
its ownership and the purpose to which it is to be developed, as 
soon as legally possible after the effective date of the decision 
approving the conditional use. This sign shall have a surface area 
of at least 20 square feet. · 

(3) The sign is maintained on the property and in good 
condition until the conditional use privileges are utilized. 

b. Approvals With Effective Dates Between July 15,2005 
and December 31~ 2010. The expiration period of any approval by the 
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Zoning Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission, 
or the City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers (as well as any 
approval by a Deputy Advisory Agency acting in the capacity as a Zoning 
Administrator or as the Director of Planning's designee), pursuant to the 
provisions of Chapter I of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to 
Chapter I of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 60 months if 
the effective date of approval was July 15, 2005 through December 31, 
2007; by 48 months if the effective date of approval was January 1, 2008 
through December 31, 2008; and 24 months if the effective date of 
approval was January 1, 2009 through December 31, 2010, provided that 
the Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approval 
and the required environmental review considered significant aspects of 
the approved project and that the existing environmental documentation 
under the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the 
issuance of the extension. This one-time extension of time supersedes 
any previous extensions of time granted pursuant to Ordinance Nos. 
180,647 and/or 181 ,269. 

B. Planning and Zoning Matters in litigation. The time limits set forth in 
Subsection A above shall not include any time period during which the approval or the 
environmental clearance for the approval is challenged in court. 

C. California Coastal Commission Approvals. The time limits set forth in 
Subsection A above shall not include any time period during which the subdivider or 
applicant is awaiting a land use approval from tlie California Coastal Commission. The 
subdivider or applicant shall submit a written request for a suspension of time and a 
copy of the submitted California Coastal Commission application for such approval to 
the Department of City Planning within 1 0 days of filing the application with the 
California Coastal Commission. Suspensions of time shall be automatically granted 
until the California Coastal Commission has rendered a final decision on the application, 
including any appeal period. The subdivider or applicant shall submit a copy of the 
California Coastal Commission's final action to the Department of City Planning within 
10 days of ~e final decision. 

Sec. 9~ The second unnumbered paragraph of Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of 
Section 12.26 of the los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

These rights shall end: 

(a) 18 months after the plan check fee is paid, or if a permit is issued 
during that time~ when the building permit terminates pursuant to Section 
98.0602; 

(b) when subsequent changes are made to those plans that increase or 
decrease the height, floor area, or occupant load of the proposed-structure by 
more than five percent; 
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(c) when the use ofthe property is changed; 

(d) when changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code regulations in force 
on the date the plan check fee was paid; or 

(e) when the discretionary land use approval for the project terminates 
under the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted 
pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code. 

Sec. 10. Subsection Q of Section 12.27 ofthe Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
deleted. 

Sec. 11. Paragraph (h) of Subdivision 1 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

(h) Time Limit. Except as provided in Subdivision 2 of this 
subsection, as to those properties placed in the T classification 
subsequent to March 26, 1973, property shall not remain in aT Tentative 
classification for more than six years after the effective date of the 
ordinance creating it without the recording of a Final Tract Map or a Final 
Parcel Map, or a decision by the Department that all required dedications, 
payments and improvements have been made or assured to the 
satisfaction of the appropriate City agencies. 

EXCEPTIONS: Property may remain in aT Tentative classification 
for an additional 60 months if the ordinance creating the classification took 
effect between July 15, 2005 and December 31, 2007; an additional48 
months if the ordinance took effect between January 1, 2008 through 
December 31, 2008; and an additional 24 months if the ordinance took 
effect between January 1, 2009 and December 31,2010, provided that the 
Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approval and 

) the required environmental review considered significant aspects of the 
approved project and that the existing environmental documentation under 
.the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the issuance of 
the extension. Property may also remain in aT Tentative classification for 
a longer period of time through operation of Section 12.36. I. of the Code. 

When these time limitations expire, the T Tentative Zone 
classification and the zoning authorized .thereby shall become null arid 

· void, the rezoning proceeding shall be terminated, and the property 
thereafter may only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings and shall be so 
redesignated. · 
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Sec. 12. Paragraph (f) of Subdivision 2 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

(f) Time Limit. Except as provided below and in Subsection 1., 
property shall not remain in a Q Qualified classification for more than six 
years unless during that time: 

(1) there is substantial physical development ofthe 
property to allow for one or more of the uses for which the Q 
Qualified classification was adopted; or 

(2) if no physical development is necessary, then the 
property is used for one or more of the purposes for which the Q 
Qualified classification was adopted. 

EXCEPTION: Property may remain in a Q Qualified classification 
for an additional 60 months if the ordinance creating the classification took 
effect between July 15, 2005 and December 31, 2007; an additional48 
months if the ordinance took effect between January 1, 2008 through 
December 31, 2008; and an additional24 months if the ordinance took 
effect between January 1~ 2009 and December 31,2010, provided that the 
Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approval and 
the required environmental review considered significant aspects of the 
approved project and that the existing environmental documentation under 
the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the issuance of 
the extension. 

When these time limitations expire, the Q Qualified classification 
and the authority contained therein shall become null and void, the 
rezoning proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may 
only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the commencement 
of the rezoning proceedings. 

In addition, the Director may determine that the development has 
not been continuously and expeditiously carried on to completion, but that 
one or more usable units has been completed and that the partial 
development will meet the requirements for the utilization of the (Q) 
classification. The Director may impose conditions on the partial 
development to meet the intent of this subdivision. The Director shall 
advise the Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision.; 

, Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance 
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (Q) classification shall be 
permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be 
appropriate to the completed portion of the development The Qualified 

. classification and the authority contained therein shall become null and 
void as to the remainder of the property. Notwithstanding any other 
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provision of this Code to the contrary, no public hearing need be held nor 
notice be given before terminating the (Q) Qualified classification and 
restricting the property to its previously permitted uses. 

Sec. 13. Section 12.36 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read 
as follows: · 

SEC. 12.36. PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE APPROVALS. (CHARTER§ 564). 

A. Definitions. The following definitions shall apply to this Section: 

Legislative Approval. Any approval that requires an action by the City 
Council, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.6, 11.5.7 G, 12.20.3 F, and 
12.32 of this Code. 

QuasHudicial Approval. Any approval for which the initial decision 
becomes final unless appealed, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C
F,H, 12.20.2, 12.20.2. 1, 12.20.3.1~L, 12.21 A.2, 12.21 G.3, 12.22 A.25, 12.24, 
12.24.1, 12.26 K, 12.27, 12,28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H, 13.08 E, 14.00 B, 
16.05, 16.50, and Article 8 of this Code. 

Subdivision Approval. Any approval under the Division of Land 
Regulations set forth in Article 7 of this Code. 

C. Filing Requirement. If an applicant files for a project that requires 
multiple Legislative and/or Quasi-judicial Approvals, then the procedures set forth in this 
section shall govern. Applicants shall file ·applications at the same time for all approvals 
reasonably related and necessary to complete the project. The procedures and time 
limits set forth in this section shall only apply to multiple applications filed concurrently, 
except that, prior to a public hearing, the Director may require an applicant to amend an 
application for a project requiring multiple approvals to ensure that all relevant approvals 
are reviewed concurrently. 

D. ~' Decision~makers. Notwithstanding any provision of this Code to the 
contrary, the following shall apply for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

1. City Planning Commission. If a project requires any approval or 
recommendation separately decided by an Area Planning Commjssion, the 
Zoning Administratorj and/or the Director, as the initial decision.:maker, and also 
requires any approval or recommendation by the City Planning Commission as 
the il'!itial decision-maker, then the City Planning Commission shall have initial 
decision-making authority for all of the approvals and/or recommendations. 

(a) Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 D through Q of this 
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Code. However, if any Legislative Approval is Included, then the 
procedu.res for consideration and appeal of all the applications shall be 
those set forth in Section 12.32 B through D of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the City Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as the 
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals. 

2. Area Planning Commission. If a project requires an approval 
separately decided by the Zoning Administrator and/or the Director, as the initial 
decision-maker, and also requires any approval or recommendation by an Area 
Planning Commission as the initial decision-maker, then the Area Planning 
Commission where the project is located shall have initial decision~making 
authority for all of the approvals and recommendations. 

(a) Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 D through Q of this 
Code. If, however, any Legislative Approval is included, then the 
procedures for consideration and appeal of all the approvals shall be 
those set forth in Section 12.32 B through D of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the Area Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as 
initial decision-maker for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

3. Zoning Administrator. If a project requires approvals separately 
decided by the Zoning Administrator and the Director, as the initial decision
maker, then the Zoning Administrator shall have initial decision~making authority 
for all of the approvals. 

(a) Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
" of aU: related applications for Quasi-Judicia I Approvals of the Zoning 
J 

Administrator as initial decision~maker shall be those set forth in Section 
12.24 D through Q of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the 
project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Zoning 
Administrator as initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple 
approvals. If, however, regulations within Chapter I of this Code require 
any of the approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission on 
appeal, the City Planning Commission shall decide all appeals of 
decisions of the Zoning Administrator as initial decision-maker. 

4. Director of Planning. If a project requires multiple approvals 
decided by the Director as the initial decision maker, the following shall apply. 
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(a) Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
of all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Director as 
initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 16.05 G through H 
of this Code. 

(b) Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the 
project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Director as 
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals. If, 
however, regulations within Chapter i of this Code require any of the 
approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission on appeal, the 
City Planning Commission shall decide aU appeals of decisions of the 
Director as initial decision-maker. 

5. Advisory Agency. If a project requiring multiple approvals also 
requires a Subdivision Approval by the Advisory Agency, that Subdivision 
Approval and any appeals shall be decided and governed by the rules set forth in 
Article 7 of Chapter 1 of this Code. Hearings for and consideration of appeals of 
Subdivision Approvals by the Advisory Agency shall be scheduled for the same 
time as any hearing and decision by the Area Planning Commission or City 
Planning Commission, whichever has jurisdiction over the other approvals. Any 
time limit within which the Area Planning Commission or City Planning 
Commission must act on the applications before it shall be automatically 
extended as necessary to allow the Area Planning Commission or City Planning 
Commission to hear and decide appeals of Subdivision Approvals at the same 
time as it serves as the initial decision maker for the other approvals. 

F. Findings. When acting on multiple applications for a project, the initial 
decision-maker or appellate body shall separately make all required findings for each 
application. When appropriate, the initial decision-maker or appellate body may make 
findings by reference to findings made for another application involving the same 
project 

G. ~· No New Appeal Rights. This section does not create any additional 
appeal or level of appeal in connection with any land use approval. This section also 
does not limifor expand who may file an appeal as identified in each discretionary land 
use application process. 

H. Extension Of Time To Act. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Code to the contrary, an extension of time to act on applications or initiations under the 
multiple approval provisions may be agreed upon between the applicant and the 
decision-maker or the appellate body. 

I. Expiration. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Code: 



1. Quasi-judicial Approvals granted in conjunction with Legislative 
Approvals pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall expire with the 
Legislative Approvalt not to exceed six years unless a greater time results from 
the application of Section 12.25. 

2. Quasi-judicial Approvals granted in conjunction with a Subdivision 
Approval pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall expire with the 
Subdivision Approval pursuant to Article 7 of this Code. If the expiration date on 
a Subdivision Approval is extended pursuant to Article 7 of this Code, or by 
amendment to the Subdivision Map Act, the Quasi-judicial Approval shall also be 
automatically extended for a commensurate period of time. 

3. Legislative Approvals granted in conjunction with a Subdivision 
Approval pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures may be extended for 
the full time limit of the Subdivision Approval, including time extensions pursuant 
to Article 7 of this Code, for the purpose of recordation of an approved map. 

Sec. 14. Subdivision 10 of Subsection B of Section 14.00 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 15. Subdivision 6 of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 16. Subdivision 4 of Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

4. Duration of Design Review Board Preliminary Review. A 
design review board's advice on an optional preliminary application shall be valid 
for 24 months. 

Sec. 17. The definition of Appeal Board in Section 17.02 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

t ~., 

App~al Board 

The Area Planning Commission where the map is located for any parcel 
map or tentative map that (a) creates or results in less than 50,000 gross square 
feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) creates or results in fewer than 50 dwelling 
unitst guest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or (c) 
involves a lot with fewer than 65,000 square feet of lot area. Otherwise, th~ City 
Planning Commission. 

Sec. 18. Subsection A of Section 17.07 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read as follows: 
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A. Time Limit The following provisions establish the term of tentative map 
approvals: 

1. Within 36 months after the approval or conditional approval of the 
Tentative Map, the subdivider shall cause the proposed subdivision to be 
accurately surveyed and a final map prepared and filed with the City Engineer. 
The failure of a subdivider to file a map with the City Engineer within that period 
and to have the map submitted by the City Engineer to the City Council within 
the specified time limit shall automatically terminate and void the proceedings 
unless the time is extended by the Advisory Agency, the Appeal Board, or the 
City Council upon appeal from a denial of the extension by the Advisory Agency. 
The appeal shall follow the time limits and procedures set forth in Subdivisions 
3., 4., and 5. of Subsection A of Section 17.06 of this Code. 

2. The time limit for filing the final map with the City Engineer and 
submittal by the City Engineer of the final map to the City Council may be 
extended for a period or periods not exceeding a total of 72 months. 

EXCEPTION. The term of a tentative map approval shall be automatically 
extended pursuant to the provisions of California Governmental .Code Sections 
66452.21, 66452.22, and 66452.23, and any other current or future provision of 
the Subdivision Map Act that operates to extend the term of a tentative map 
approval. 

Sec. 19. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.07 ofthe Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted. 

Sec. 20. Subsection A of Section 17.56 of the los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read as follows: 

A. Time Limit. The following provisions establish the term of preliminary 
Parcel Map approvals and Tentative Map approvals under Section 17.50 C. of this. 
Code: ,; ,, 

' 
1. Within 36 months after the approval or conditional approval of the 

preliminary Parcel Map or approval of a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 17.50 C. of this Code, a final Parcel Map showing each 
new parcel shall be prepared and filed with the City Engineer and submitted by 
the City Engineer to the City Council. The failure of a person dividing land to file 
the map with the City Engineer within that period and to have the map corrected 
and presented by the City Engineer to the City Clerk within the specified time 
limit shall automatically terminate and void the proceedings unless the time is 
extended by the Advisory Agency or the Appeal Board, upon the appeal from a 
denial of the extension by the Advisory Agency. 
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2. The time limit for the submittal of a corrected Parcel Map to the City 
Council may be extended for a period or periods not exceeding a total of 72 
months. 

The provisions of this subsection shall apply to those maps described 
above and shall also apply to those maps that were approved or conditionally 
approved prior to the effective date of this subsection and that have not 
terminated prior to that date. 

EXCEPTION. The term of a preliminary Parcel Map approval or Tentative 
Map approval under Section 17.50 C of this Code shall be automatically 
extended pursuant to the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections 
66452.21, 66452.22, and 66452.23, and any other current or future provision of 
the Subdivision Map Act that operates to extend the term of such approvals. 

Sec. 21. Subsection D of Section 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended to read as follows: 

D. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street. Notwithstanding Section 
12.25 to the contrary, the private street approval shall be void unless all conditions of 
approval are completed or fulfilled within six years from the date of approval, except that 
grading and improvement conditions shall be considered as fulfilled if the required work 
is begun during that time limit and diligently carried on to completion. 

Sec. 22. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or its application to 
any person or circumstance is held to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any 
court of competent jurisdiction, the invalidity shall not affect other provisions, clauses or 
applications of this Ordinance which can be implemented without the invalid provision, 
clause or application, and to this end the provisions and clauses of this Ordinance are 
declared to be severable. 

12 



Sec. 23. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it 
published in accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated 
in the City of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places in the City of 
Los Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street entrance to the 
Los Angeles City Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street 
entrance to the Los Angeles City Hall East; and one copy on the bulletin board located 
at the Temple Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of Records. 

I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of 
Los Angeles, at its meeting of---~------

Approved-----------

Date 1-!0- /2_ 

File No(s). ----------

JUNE LAGMAY, City Clerk 

By ______________________ __ 

Deputy 

Mayor 

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, I approve 
this ordinance on behalf of the City Planning 
Commission and recommend that it be 
adopted . _ . _ . 

January_, 2012 
See attached report 

· Michael LoGrande 
Director of Planning 

M:\Rea! Prop~Env_Land Use\land Use\Mlchael Bostrom\Ordinances\Multiple Enlitlements\Commenis On Planning's 11-22:-13 
Draft.docx 
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Second Addendum to Negativt:: Declaration ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Attachment 6 

Redline showing changes to 2011 Proposed Ordinance by the 2012 Proposed Ordinance. 



Attachment 6 

Red line Draft of Ordinance Amending Sections 11.5. 7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 
12.26, 12.27, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects 
requiring multiple approvals and synchronize the expiration period of 
entitlements. 

How to read this document: 

Text that is black in color and is neither underlined nor struck-out shows language currently 
within the LAMC with no proposed changes. 

Text that is black in color and is underlined shows language proposed to be added to the 
LAMC in the "2011 Proposed Ordinance." 

Text that is black in color and is struck out sho·Ns language proposed to be deleted from the 
LAMC in the "2011 Proposed Ordinance." 

Text that is red in color and is underlined shows language proposed to be added to the LAMC 
in the "2012 Proposed Ordinance" that was not in the "2011 Proposed Ordinance." 
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THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4 of Subsection C of Section 11.5.7 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal code is deleted: 

··. (e) Expiration. If a Project Permit Compliance is not utilized 
'Nithin tv.(o years after its effective date, the Project Permit Compliance 
shall become null and void, unless the Director approves an extension of 
time pursuant to an application filed by the applicant. An application for an 
extension may be filed in any public office of the Department of City 
Planning, accompanied by payment of a fee equal to that specified in 
Section 19.01 M. The application shall set forth the reasons for the 
request and shall be filed prior to the expiration date. Based 'on this 
request, the Director may grant an extension of the expiration date for a 
period of up to one year if the Director decides that good and reasonable 
cause exists. 

Sec. 2. Subdivision 5 of Subsection F of Section 11.5.7 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 
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5. Expiration. If a specific plan exception is not utilized within r.vo 
years after its effective date, the specific plan exception shall become null and 
void, unless the Director approves an extension of time pursuant to the same 
procedures for extending the expiration date of a Project Permit Compliance, as 
set-foftA in Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4. of Subsection C. of this section. 

Sec. 3. 
deleted: 

Subsection S of Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 

S. Termination. Any Certificate of Appropriateness, Certificate of 
Compatibility, or Conforming \Nark 'A'hich has been approved under the provisions of 
this section shall expire 24 months from the date of issuance if the 'Nork authorized is 
not commenced within this time period. Further, the Certificate of Appropriateness, 
Certificate of Compatibility, or Conforming V"lork 'Nill expire if the work authorized is not 
completed 'Nithin five years of the date of issuance. 

Sec. 4. Sub-sub-subparagraph b of Sub-subparagraph (i) of Subparagraph (2) of 
Paragraph (g) of Subdivision 25 of Subsection A of Section 12.22 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

.. ,. 
~ 

b. ~ Authority. The Director 
shall 4ave be the initial 1e&J~r' -tt .;..J..ir-t~J 1 J ttl-,~ 
t.J -'f""l+fti-nb vVt~t~l 1 drt-. ppHBatien f-ef QensHy BerH,:~-s-fs 
eeHsistent w#A-tl:lis subdivision anG--tt-1e- Affordable 
Hou~HfJ Incentives Guidelines decision maker for 
applications seeking on Menu incentives. 

EXCEPTION: k:ttwith;t "I d~n'J- ~~1 ~ ~ 

When the application is filed as part of a project 
requiring multiple approvals, the llitA Ht.y initial 
decision maker shall be as set forth in Section 12.36 
of this Code~ s-A-a.U--§e~h~n and when the 
application is filed in conjunction with a subdivision 
and no other approval, the Advisory Agency shall 
have the initial decision: making authorrty maker. 

Sec. 5. Sub sub subparagraph f of Sub subparagraph (i) of Subparagraph (2) of 
Paragraph (g) of Subdivision 25 of Subsection A of Section 12.22 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read Subparagraph f. of Section 12.22.A.25.(g)(2)(i) is 
amended to read as follows: 

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or 
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley 
from, or having a common corner with the subject 
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may 
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appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission 
pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section 
11.5.7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with 
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(i). The appeal 
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B. 
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City 
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing, 
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class 
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the 
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and 
interested parties who have requested notice in 
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for 
the first available meeting date of the City Planning 
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the 
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning 
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in 
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning 
Commission shall make the same findings required to 
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the 
record, and indicate why the Director erred making 
the determination. The appellate deci~on of the City 
~anning Commission shall be final and effective as 

. provided in Charter Section 24&: 

EXCEPTION: Notv~ithstanding- the above, 
wWhen the application is filed as part of a project 
requiring multiple approvals, the appeals procedures 
set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall govern. 
When the application is filed in conjunction with a 
SHbaivisiGR Parcel Map and no other approval, the 
appeals procedures set forth in i\rticle 7 of Chapter 1 
Section 17.54 of this Code shall govern. When the 
application is filed in con1unction with a tentative map 
and no other approval. the appeals procedures set 
forth in Section 17.06 A.3 of this Code shall govern , 
provided that such applications shall only be 
appealable to the Appeal Board, as defined in Section 
17.02 of this Code, and shall not be subject to further 
appeal to the City's legislative body. 

Sec. 6. Su~seotion J of Section 12.24 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to 
r-eaG delete Subsection J. 

J. Requirement for Utilization of Appro•1al. Exceptions to Time Limitations 
(LAMC 12.25). \'\.'here a lot or lots have been approved fur use as a governmental 
enterprise, place of 'NOrship, hospital , educational institution or private school, including 
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elementary and high schools, no time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply proviaea 
that all of the following conditions ar-e met7 

1. Any use permitted by the Zoning Administrator or by an Area 
Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission as initial decision 
makers, pursuant to the provisions of this section, is conditional on the privileges 
being utilized 'Nithin tvt'o years after the effective date of the permit authorizing 
the use. Ho'tvever, if the decision is made by the City Planning Commission, it 
may specify another time in the grant. 

2. In either case, if the privileges granted are not utilized or 
construction work is not begun '*'>'ithin that time and carried on diligently without 
substantial suspension or abandonment of work, then the decision authorizing 
the use shall become void. In addition, all the conditions of the approval must be 
fulfilled before the use can be established, unless the approval itself expressly 
provides otherwise. 

3. Prior to the expiration of the time period to utilize the privileges, the 
ap.p.Hcant may file a written request •.vith the initial decision maker for an 
extension of the termination period. Pursuant to the 'Nritten request or on its 
own, the decision maker may extend the termination period for up to one 
additional year based on a finding that good and reasonable cause exists to 
grant the extension of time. 

EXCEPTION: V'lhere a lot or lots have been approved for use 
as a governmental enterprise, place of '•\(orship, hospital, educational 
institution or private school, including elementary and high schools, no 
time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided that all of the 
follo•Ning conditions are met: 

W .L The property invoi•Jed is acquir-ed or legal proceedings fof 4ts 
acquisition is~ commenced within one-year of the effective date of the-decision 
apPfoving .the conditional use . 

• 

tat a_ A sign is immediately placed on the property indicating 4ts 
ewAership and the purpose to which it is to be developed, as soon as legally 
possible after the effective date of the decision approving the conditional use. 
This sign shall have a surface area of at least 20 square feet. 

{et ~ The sign is maintained on the property and in good condition until 
the sonditional use privileges are utilized . 

Sec. 7. Paragraph (d) of Subdivision 3 of Subsection T of Section 12.24 of the Los 
AAgeles-Municipal Code is deleted: Section 12.24.T.3. is amended to delete paragraph 
(Q1. 
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(d) Expiration. The approval or oonditional approval of a 
vesting conditional use permit shall expire at the end of a three year time 
period. Hmuever, if a vesting conditional use permit applioation is filed 
simultaneously with a vesting zone ohange application and both are 
approved, then the vesting conditional use permit shall expire at the end of 
a four year time period . Upon application to the Direotor of Planning and 
after recommendation of the Director, the City Counoil shall have the 
authority to approve or disapprove the extension of the termination date 
for the vesting conditional use permit for one year. The City Counoil may 
so extend the termination date one year at a time, for two extensions, with 
a life of the conditional use permit not to exceed a total of six years. 

Sec. 8. Section 12.25 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as 
follows: 

SEC.12.25. EXTENSION AND SUSPENSION OF TIME LIMITATIONS. 

A. Preparation and Processing of -Ertvironmental Impact Reports -
Not•Nithstanding any provision contained-~n Articles 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and-8 of Chapter 
4---Gf- the Los Angeles MuniG~I Code~ which establish time limits for eertain actions to 
be tal<en the time--limits so specified shall be extended fer--sl:Jch a per-iod of time, not to 
exceed six months one year, as may be necessary to prepare and process an 
Environmental Impact Report required under Seotion 21151 of the Public Resources 
Code. If the required report-Gannet be oompleted before the expiration of the six month 
one year extension , a request for additional time may be made to the City Council, and 
the applisable time limit may be further extended for such a period of time aErt-he 
Council shall specify. 

A. Utilization of Approvals. 

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zoning Administrator, Director of 
Planning, an Area Planning Commission. or the City Planning Commission as 
initial decision-makers. pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or 
anl ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code. that has not been 
utilized within three years of its effective date shall become null and void . When 
approvals are granted as part of a project requiring multiple approvals. however 
the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall govern. 

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid 
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and 
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial 
suspension or abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be 
considered utilized when operations of the use authorized by the approval have 
commenced. 
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3. Exceptions. The following exceptions shall apply: 

a. Religious and Institutional Uses. Where a lot or lots have 
been approved for use as a governmental enterprise, religious use, hospital. 
educational institution or private school, including elementary and high schools, 
no time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided that all of the following 
conditions are met 

(1) The property involved is acquired or legal proceedings for 
its acquisition are commenced within one year of the effective date of the 
decision approving the conditional use. 

(2) A sign is immediately placed on the property indicating its 
ownership and the purpose to which it is to be developed, as soon as legally 
possible after the effective date of the decision approving the conditional use. 
This sign shall have a surface area of at least 20 square feet. 

(3) The sign is maintained on the property and in good 
condition until the conditional use privileges are utilized. 

b. Approvals With Effective Dates Between July 15. 2005 and 
December 31, 2010. The expiration period of any approval by the Zoning Administrator, 
Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission. or the City Planning Commission 
as initial decision-makers (as well as any approval by a Deputy Advisory Agency acting 
in the capacity as a Zoning Administrator or as the Director of Planning's designee), 
pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant 
to Chapter 1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 60 months if the effective 
date of approval was July 15, 2008 through December 31, 2007; by 48 months if the 
effective date of approval was January 1, 2008 through December 31. 2008; and 24 
months if the effective date of approval was January 1. 2009 through December 31, 
2010, provided that the Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary 
approval and the required environmental review considered significant aspects of the 
approved project and that the existing environmental documentation under the 
California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the issuance of the extension. This 
one-time extension of time supersedes any previous extensions of time granted 
pursuant to Ordinances Nos. 180,647 and/or 181,269. 

B. Planning and Zoning Matters in Litigation:. Any applicable time limit 
established by regulations contained within Chapter 1 of this Code shall not include any 
time period during which a lawsuit in which the City is named as a party has been filed 
and is pending in a court of competent jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional 
approval pursuant to such regulations so long as within 10 days of the service of the 
initial petition or complaint in such a la·Nsuit upon the subdivider or applicant, such 
subdivider or applicant applies to the Department of City Planning for a suspension of 
time. Such application shall be filed in duplicate in a public office of the Department of 
City Planning on forms pro•Jided for such purpose and shall be accompanied with a fee 
as required in Section 19.01 M. of this Code. The decision making authority for 
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suspension of time applications shall be the same authority that granted the original 
Department approval that is, either the Director of Planning or the Chief Zoning 
Administrator. VVithin 40 days of receipt of such an application, the Director of Planning 
or Chief Zoning Administrator shall either grant a Suspension of Time for up to five 
years or deny the application and make findings which are not inconsistent 'Nith the 
regulations of Chapter 1 of this Code. The T! ime limits set forth in Subsection A above 
established by regulations within Chaptef--t-o:f: this Code shall not include any time 
period during which a-lawStHt in v1hich the City is named as a party-tlas been filed and is 
pending in -a ceurt of competent jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional 
approval pursuant to such regulations or certification of an environmental document 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality l\ct the approval or the environmental 
clearance for the approval is challenged in court. VVithin 10 days of the service, if 
served , of the initial petitioA-Gr complaint in such a la'ovsuit, the suodwider or applicant 
shall inform the Department of City Planning in writing that a lawsu•t has been-Wee-:---=r-he 
subtlivider or applicant shall attach a copy of the petitioo or complaint to this notification 
letter. Suspensions of time for planning, subtlivision, and zoning matters in litigation 
shall be automatically granted until final resolution of the lawsuit, including---tRe 
conclusion of all appeal periods. The subdivider or applicant shall submit a copy of 
documentation resolving the la•,vsuit to the Department of City Planning. Failure of the 
subdivider or applicant to notify the Department-ef City Planning within 10 days of the 
service of the initial petition or complaint shall result in a retluction of the tollin9-P€fiea 
equal to the amount----Gf time such notification has been delayed. 

C. California Coastal Commission Approvals. -1-:- The +time limits established 
by regulations within Chapter 1 of--this Cotle for any approval or conditional approval 
pursuant to such r-egulations set forth in Subsection A above shall not include any time 
period during which the subdivider or applicant is awaiting a land use approval from the 
California Coastal Commission. The subdivider or applicant shall submit a written 
request for a suspension of time and a copy of the submitted California Coastal 
Commission application for such approval to the Department of City Planning within 10 
days of filing the application with the California Coastal Commission. Suspensions of 
time shall be automatically granted until the California Coastal Commission has 
rendered ~ finak decision on the application, including during the pendency of any 
appeal pefiod. The subdivider or applicant shall submit a copy of the California Coastal 
Commission's final action to the Department of City Planning within 10 days of the final 
decision. 

2. Time limits established by regulations •.vithin Chapter 1 of this Code 
shall not include any time period during which a la•Nsuit has been filed and is 
pending in~Uft-.e-kompetent jurisdiction irwo-lving any approval or conditional 
approval -ptHsuant to such regulations or certification of an environmental 
document pursuant to the California Environmental Quality l\ct invol'ling any 
approval or permit granted by the California Coastal Commission. \Alithin 10 
business days of the service, if serveG-, e-f---the initial petition-e-r complaint in such 
a lawsuit, the subdivider or applicant shall inform the Department of City Planning 
in writing that a lawsuit has been filed. The subtlivitler or applicant shall attach a 
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(4) acij~stments and slight modifications, as set forth in 
Se£tioo-'12.28 of the Code; 

(5) specific plan project permit compliance reviews, 
adjustments an<iexceptions, as set forth in Section 11.5.7 of the 
Code; and 

(6) other discretienary land use entitlemeflt-s,--as 
determined by the Directef.: 

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized \".'hen a valid 
permit from the- Department of Bu-Hdf.Ag and Safety has been issued and 
construet~on work has begun and been- Bar:ried on diligently without substant~al 
suspension or abandonment of wmk-. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from #le Department of Building and Safety shai.J.-be 
considered utilized 'tVAen operations of the use authorized-have commenced. 

3. Conditions of Appro¥al. All conditions of approval m~st be 
fulfilled for approvals granted pursuant to the provisions of Chapter t-ef this Code 
or any ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code before an approved 
use may be established, unless the approval itself-expressly provides otherwise. 

Sec. 9. The second unnumbered paragraph of Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 
12.26 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

3. Vesting of Development Plan. '.!Vhenever plans sufficient .fof-a 
complete plan check are accepted by the Department of Building and Safety and 
a fee is paid, a vested right is granted to the project to proceed with its 
development in substantial compliance with the zon~g. and development rules, 
regulatiens, ordinances and adopted policies of the City of Los Angeles in-fefCe 
on the date that the plan check fee is paid as indicated on a valid building permit 
application. These rights shall not inolude exemption from other applications or 
apPfovals .that may be necessary to entitle the project to proceed (i.e., 
suboivision, zone varianoe, design revie't"' board review, etc.) and from 
subsequent changes in the Building and Safety and Fire regulations found 
neoessary by the City Council to protect the public health and safety and which 
are applicable on a city'A'ide basis, oontained in Chapters V and IX of this Code 
and policies and standards relating to those chapters or from citywide programs 
enacted after the applioation is deemed complete to implement State or Federal 
mandates. 

These rights shall end '•Vhen a permit is issued, or 18 months after the 
plan check fee is paid '1.\'hiffiever oomes first or if, after issuanoe, the building 
permit terminates pursuant to Seotion 98.0602. These rights shall end if 
subsequent changes are made to those plans Vo'hich increase or decrease the 
height, floor area.L or occupant load of the proposed structure by more than five 
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percent or change the use or ikhanges exceed or violate the Zoning Code 
regulations in force on the date that the pla-R check fee is paid. These rights shaH 
also end if the discretionary laR€1 -use approval for the project term~ 
the provision& of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to 
Ghapter 1 of this Code. 

These rights shall end: 
(a) 18 months after the plan check fee is paid. or if permit is issued during that 

time, when the building permit terminated pursuant to Section 98.0602; 

(b) when subsequent changes are made to those plans that increase or decrease 
the height floor area or occupant load of the proposed-structure by more than five 
percent: 

(c) when the use of the property is changed: 

(d) when changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code regulations in force on the 
date the plan check fee was paid; or 

(e) when the discretionary land use approval for the project terminated 
under the provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted 
pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code. 

Sec. 10. Subsection Q of Section 12.27 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is deleted. 

Q. Requirement for Utilization of Varianoe. Any variance granted by the 
provisions of this section is conditional upon the privileges being utilized '+"Jithin two 
years after the effective date of the approval and, if the privileges granted in the permit 
are not utilized or construction work is not begun within that time and carried on 
diligently 'Nithout substantial suspension or abandonment of 'Nork, then the authorization 
to establish the use shall become void. In addition, all the conditions of the appro\(\)1 
must be flijfilled before the use can be established, unless the approval itself expressly 
provides otherwise. 

A Zoning Administrator may extend any applicable termination date for one additional 
period, not to exceed one year, prior to the termination date of the period, if a written 
request is filed with the Office of Zoning Administration setting forth the reasons for the 
request an~ a Zoning Administrator determines that good and reasonable cause exists. 
A public hearing shall be held and notice given in the same manner as desCFibed in 
Subsection C. 

A Zoning Administrator may determine that the time limit for any variance or exception 
listed in this section, which is filed simultaneously with a vesting application as allo·...-ed 
by Section 12.24T, may have the same time limit as the approval granted pursuant to 
Section 12.24T. 

A - 10 



Sec. 11. Paragraph (h) of Subdivision 1 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

(h) Expiration of T. Time Limit. Except as provided f{}F in 
Subdivision 2 of this subsection, as to those properties placed in the T 
classification subsequent to March 26, 1973, w-ReAever property shall not 
remains in tRe a T Tentative classification for a period of more than six 
years after the effective date of the ordinance creating it without the 
recording of a Final Tract Map or a Final Parcel Map, or a decision by the 
Department that all required dedications, payments and improvements 
have been made or assured to the satisfaction of the appropriate City 
agencies., the T Tentative Zone classification and the zoning authorized 
thereby shall become null and void , the rezoning proceeding shall be 
terminated, and the property thereafter may only be utilized for those 
purposes pemmted prior to the commencement of the rezoAffi9 
J}f"Oceedings and shall be so re designated. 

EXCEPTIONS: ~ding the above, Property may remain in 
.9. T Tentative classification periods for previously approved projects shall 
autematically be increased by 36 months if such a T Tentative 
classification has expired or may expire on or after July '15, 2008 and 
before January 1, 2014 for an additional 60 months if the ordinance 
creating the classification took effect between July 15, 2005 and 
December 31, 2007; an additional 48 months if the ordinance took effect 
between January 1, 2008 through December 31, 2008; and an additional 
24 months if the ordinance took effect between January 1, 2009 and 
December 31, 2010, provided that the Director makes a written finding 
that the prior discretionary approval and the required environmental review 
considered significant aspects of the approved project and that the 
existing environmental documentation under the California Environmental 
Quality Act is adequate for the issuance of the extension. Property may 

~< alse. remain in a T Tentative classification for a longer period of time s 
through operation of Section 12.36.1. of the Code. 

When these time limitations expire, the T Tentative Zone 
classification and the zoning authorized thereby shall become null and 
void, the rezoning proceeding shall be terminated. and the property 
thereafter may only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings and shall be .so re-

. designated. 

Sec. 12. Paragraph (f) of Subdivision 2 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 
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(f) Time Limit. Except as provided below and in Subsection 1.:., 
property shall not remain in a Re Q Qualified classification sA-all be granted 
for more than six years unless during that time: 

fit (1) there is substantial physical development of the 
property to allow for one or more of the uses for which #Fst 
permitted by the Q has taken place within that time Qualified 
classification was adopted ; or 

W (2) if no physical development is necessary, ~%it then the 
property is beffi9 used for one or more of the purposes fH:st 
permitted by for which the Q, -t-heA-tRe Qualified classification aAa 
the authority contained there shall become null and void, the 
~rung proceedings shall be terminated, and the property 
thereafter may only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to 
the commencement of the rezoning proceedings.; or was adopted. 

(-J)-slffih-a Q Qualified classification that has expired or may 
expire on or after July 15, 2008 and before January 1, 2014, \<Vhich 
sRaU---alliomatcally be granted a 36 month increase in time. 

EXCEPTION: Property may remain in a Q Qualified classification 
for an additional 60 months if the ordinance creating the classification took 
effect between July 15, 2005 and December 311 20071 an additional 48 
months if the ordinance took effect between January 1 I 2009 and 
December 31 I 2012. provided that the Director makes a written finding 
that the prior discretionary approval and the required environmental review 
considered significant aspects of the approved project and that the 
existing environmental documentation under the California Environmental 
Quality Act is adequate for the issuance of the extension. 

When these time limitations expire. the Q Qualified classification 
f. and .. the authority contained therein shall become null and void, the 
' rezoning proceeding shall be terminated. and the property thereafter may 

only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the commencement 
of the rezoning proceedings 

In addition, the Director may determine that the development has 
not been continuously and expeditiously carried on to completion, but that 
one or more usable units has been completed and that the , partial 
development will meet the requirements for the utilization of the (Q) 
classification. The Director may impose conditions on the partial 
development to meet the intent of this subdivision. The Director shall 
advise the Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision. 
Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance 
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (Q) classification shall be 
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permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be 
appropriate to the completed portion of the development. The Qualified 
classification and the authority contained therein shall become null and 
void as to the remainder of the property. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Code to the contrary, no public hearing need be held nor 
notice be given before terminating the (Q) Qualified classification and 
restricting the property to its previously permitted uses. 

Sec. 13. Section 12.36 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read as 
follows: 

SEC. 12.36. PROCEDURES FOR PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE 
APPROVALS. (CHARTER § 564). 

A. Applications. If a project involves more than one discretionary land use 
approval, the applicant shall file applications for all of the approvals the applicant 
reasonably believes are necessary at the same time. If the applicant does not file a 
single application form for all of the approvals, the applicant shall make reference on 
each application to each of the other applications filed for the projesh 

8. Projects Requiring Multiple Quasi Judicial ApproYals. If a project 
requires more than one quasi judicial approval by the Zoning Administrator, the Area 
Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission, those approvals that otherwise 
v;ould be considered by the Zoning l\dministrator shall be decided by either the Area 
Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission, whichever has jurisdiction over 
at least one of the approvals. If both the Area Planning Commission and the City 
Planning Commission have jurisdiction over approvals, all of the applications shall be 
considered by the City Planning Commission. The procedures used for consideration of 
initial decisions and any appeals of all of the required approvals shall be those set forth 
in Section 12.24B through Q. If the Area Planning Commission is the initial decision 
maker, and there are not at least three members of the Area Planning Commission who 
have been appointed and taken the oath of office at the time the application is deemed 
complete, ,the City Planning Commission shall have initial decision making authority. 

~ 

C. Projects Requiring Both Quasi Judicial and LegislatiYe Approyals. 

(1) Except as pmvided in Subdivision 2. belov:, if a project requires at 
least one quasi judicial approval and at least one legislative approval, all of the 
applications shall be considered by the City Planning Commission. The 
procedures used for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals sf all of 
the required appro'.<als 'Nill be those set forth in Section 12.32 B. through D. 
Ho·.ve•Jer, if the Commission fails to act on a quasi judicial application or appeal, 
which is a part of a multiple approval, then the quasi judicial action shall be 
transferred to the City Council without a recommendation for a decision. If a 
project requires a plan amendment, not withstanding the time limits set forth in 
Section 12.32 B. through D., the time limit in 'J.'hich the Council must act on all 
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applications shall run froFfl---t.Re--time +b C .1 reeo"""'Y\ ...~ +' tHe ounm- receives the M ' 
mmenuatlon OF the time for the mayor to ast expiFeS:-" ayor S 

(2) Notv:ithstanding Subdivision 1 13 " 'f . . ~i judicial approval and at least one I a~ov~, I a prOject requ;res at leas-t--oHe 
Commission has delegate€! considerati=~IS!~t~~e appro~al ~nd the City Planning 
Area Planning Commission pursuant t o Ch o:e leglsla_tlve approvals to the 
applications shall be considered by th o A a er S~Gt!on 565, all of the 
procedures use€! for consideration of . 't~ I ,~re~. Planmng Commission. The too - 1n1 1a- -ec1s1ons and a • 1 

requrred approvals shall be those set forth ·s ~ny appea s of all of 
through D Ho• .. e"er ;nRe Go . - _ lA ect1on 12.32 Subsestions o 

. nif ' ITt-- --mmiSSIOR fall t t . . . . E) 

or appeal, which is a part of a multi lso acr on a quasi JUdiCia! application 
shall be transferred to the City Goun~ :: •. ::proval, then the q~asi judicial actioR 
U tl=le Area Planning Commission is t~elf~l .t?~tda r~~ommendatlon for a decision. 
at least three members of the A ~~~ Ia . eclslon maker, and there are not 
appointed and taken the oath ot'~:-a anmng. Commission who have been 
complete, the City Planning Go~ '?e .at the time the .a~~lication is deemed 
authority. miSSion shall have 1R1t1al decision making 

Approval. If a project subject to Subsectro g ppr~. als, .lnclu~mg Subdivision 
tract map or parcel map appro"al bv th Ad •. ns . or - of this sestlon also requires a " ; e, ,tt:vtson· Agency that sd· . . 

0 · Projects Requiring Multi le A .. . 

any appeals shall be decided ana o"er r ·: ' su lVISion approval ana 
approvals as set forth in Article 7 ofgthis ::: ttz the ru!es applicable to _subcli~lision 
appeals of subdivision approvals by the 1\ a"_P . Heanngs for ant! consideration of 
same time as the hearing and d . . , b .. lsory Agency shall be scheduled for the 
n1~~ . ec1s1on --Y the AFea Plann· c · · 
F1l':tt"lnmg Commission Ulhl'cbe"eF has . . . . nlngommiSSIOn or City 

. . • ' .. H " --~ JUFISGIGi:IOR 0" tR th 
limit \"•'lthin 'Nhich the Area Planning G : ~"~re o ~er approvals. Any time th I' . ommtss1on or C1ty Plarmmg c · . 
one a~p !cations before it are extended b , thom_mlsslon must act 
for hearmgs to be hela and decisio 't de numl3er of €lays required by tl=lis Code 
discretionary approvals at the same tim:~ ma e on a subaivision appeal ana other 

E. t Projects Requiring Multiple A .. 1 . , 
If a p~ed requires more than oneQ appmval b~~:;a s, .lncl~dm_g_ Direetor Approval. 
Planmng Commission or the City Plannin Co~ . ~omng ndmiAIStrator ana the Area 
by the. D_irei:::tor, all the applications sh~l be ~~s~~on an? a_lso requires an approval 
Gommtsslon or the City Planning Com . . e?l ed by either the Area Planning 
oveF_ at least one of the approvals, a:':~~~~d~·:h~cl=l~v~ Go~mission has jurisdiction 
section. The procedure used for consideration ~~ .. u se~tl?ns B., C. or D. of this 
the requires approvals shall be those set f rth . ;f lnttlal_ t!ectstons and any appeals of 
However, if a public benefit appFo"al is Ol b~ ubs~ctlons B., C. or D. of this section. 

'th " ' com-mea '"'tth a q .. Ef . 
nel era legislative nor a subdivision appro" I ·I v..uasl JU ICial appmval, but 
maker shall be the Cit¥ Planning Com~ .~a IS a so reqwred, then the initial decision 
Council.:~ miSSIOn and the appellate boay shall 13e the City 



A. Purp.ose. The purpose of this Section is te create clear, consisteAt 
procedures for the revie•..v of projects requiring multiple, related approvals, including 
appropriate Rearing and appeal routes, in order to promote effie-iency in case 
t*Qcessing, provide certainty in the develepment revie'o\' process, and establisll 
f3FOCedures for the comprehensive coosideration of project benefits and impacts. 

8. A. Definitions. Notwithstanding any pr-evfsion of this Code to the contrafY, 
tihe following definitions shall apply to this Section: 

Legislative Approval. Any approval that requires an action by the City 
Council, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.6, 11.5.7 G, 12.20.3 E-F, and 
12.32 of this Code. 

Quasi-judicial Approval. Any approval for which the initial decision 
becomes final unless appealed, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C
F,H, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3.1-L, 12.21 A.2, 12.21 G.3, 12.22 A.25, 12.24, 
12.24.1, 12.26 K, 12.27, 12,28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H, 12.32 R 13.08 E, 
14.00 B, 16.05, 16.50, and Article 8 of this Code. 

Subdivision Approval. Any approval involving--a under the Division of 
Land as Regulations set forth in Article 7 of this Code. 

C. Filing Requirement. If an applicant files for a project that requires two or 
more approvals multiple Legislative and/or Quasi-judicial Approvals, then the 
procedures set forth in this section shall govern, subject to Charter Section 245 
regarding appeals. Applicants shall file applications at the same time for all approvals 
reasonably related and necessary to complete the project. The procedures and time 
limits set forth in this section shall only apply to multiple applications filed concurrently 
for one project, except that. prior to a public hearing, the Director may require an 
applicant to amend an application for a project requiring multiple approvals to ensure 
that all relevant approvals are reviewed concurrently. 

D. ,: DeGision-makers. Notwithstanding any prov1s1on of this Code to the 
contrary, tne following shall apply for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

1. City Planning Commission. If a project requires any approval or 
recommendation separately decided by an Area Planning Commission, the 
Zoning Administrator, and/or the Director, as the initial decision-maker, and also 
requires any approval or recommendation by the City Planning Commission as 
the initial decision-maker, then the City Planning Commission shall have initial 
decision-making authority for all of the approvals and/or recommendations . 

(a). Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals. then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 D through Q of this 
Code. However. if any Legislative Approval is included. then the 
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proc-edures for consideration and appeal of all the applications shall be 
those set forth in Section 12.32 B through D of this Code. 

fa~ .(Ql. Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the City Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as the 
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals_ includiR§-a 
related Subdivision Apprevah 

(&). Procedures. If all of the appUcations are for Quasi-jHdi£iat 
~provals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 B through Q. 
Hm·vever, if any Legislative Approval is included, then the procedures for 
consideration and appeal of all the applications st:lall be those set forth in 
Section 12.32 B through D. 

2. Area Planning Commission. If a project requires any approval 
separately decided by the Zoning Administrator and/or the Director, as the initial 
decision-maker, and also requires any approval or recommendation by an Area 
Planning Commission as the initial decision-maker, then the Area Planning 
Commission where the project is located shall have initial decision-making 
authority for all of the approvals and recommendations. 

(a). Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals. then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 D through Q of this 
Code. If, however, any Legislative Approval is included. then the 
procedures for consideration and appeal of all the approvals shall be 
those set forth in Section 12.32 B through D of this Code. 

fat-.(Ql.Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the Area Planning Commission's decisions or recommendations as 
initial decision-maker for projects requiring multiple approvals.!. including a 

!: related Subdivision Approvffi:. 
-

~ -Procedures. If all of the appliBations are for Quasi judicial 
/\pprovals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 B through Q. 
Ho·Never, if any Legislative Approval is included, then the procedures for 
consideration and appeal of all the approvals shall-be those set forth in 
Section 12.32 B through D. 

3. Zoning Administrator. If a project requires approvals separately 
decided by the Zoning Administrator or the Director, as the initial decision-maker, 
then the Zoning Administrator shall have initial decision-making authority for all of 
the approvals. 
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(b). Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
of all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Zoning 
Administrator as initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 
12.24 D through Q of this Code. 

fat--.(Ql. Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where 
the project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Zoning 
Administrator as initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple 
approvals. !t. t=lhowever, ff regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code 
require any of the approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission 
or-City Council on appeal, includin9 a related Subdivision Approval, the 
City Planning Commission er City Council, as appropriate, shall decide all 
appeals of decisions of the Zoning Administrator as initial decision-maker. 

(b). Prooedures. The procedures for consideration and apf)eat 
of all related applications for Quasi Judicial Approvals of the- Zoning 
,A,dministrator as initial-dee~sion maker shall be those set -forth in Section 
12.24 8 througll-Q. 

4. Director of Planning. If a project requires multiple approvals 
decided by the Director as the initial decision maker, the following shall apply. 

(a). Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
of all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Director as 
initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 16.05 G through H 
of this Code. 

fat--.(Q}. Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where 
the project is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Director 
as initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals. lf.. 
Hhowever, i.f regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code require any of the 
approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission or City Council on 
appeal, including a related Subdivision Approval, the City Planning 
Commission or City Council, as appropriate, shall decide all appeals of 
decisions of the Director as initial decision-maker. 

(b). Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal 
of all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Director as 
initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 11.5.7 C. 
However, when the City Planning Commission is the appellate body, the 

· procedures for the approval that required appeal to the City Planning 
Commission shall govern for all applications. 

5. Advisory Agency. If a project requiring multiple approvals also 
requires a Subdivision Approval by the +Ae Advisory Agency, that Subdivision 
Approval and any appeals shall Rave- separate initial decision making authority 
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for any Subdivisioo-Approval filed concurrently with any Quas+-judicial Approval 
oF-l-eg+slative Approval in accordance ·.vith the procedures be decided and 
governed by the rules set forth in Article 7 of Chapter 1 of this Code. Hearing for 
and consideration of appeals of Subdivision Approvals by the Advisory Agency 
shall be scheduled for the same time as any hearing and decision by the Area 
Planning Commission or City Planning Commission , whichever has jurisdiction 
over the other approvals. Any time limit within which the Area Planning 
Commission or City Planning Commission must act on the applications before it 
shall be automatically extended as necessary to allow the Area Planning 
Commission or City Planning Commission to hear and decisde appeals of 
Subdivision Approvals at the same time as it serves as the initial decision maker 
for the other approvals. 

F. Separate Deoisions Findings. When acting on multiple applications for 
a project, the initial decision-maker or appellate body shall separately make all required 
findings for each application. When appropriate, the initial decision-maker or appellate 
body may make findings by reference to findings made for another application involving 
the same project. 

G. Appeals No New Appeal Rights. This section does not is not intended 
to create any additional appeal or level of appeal in connection with any application for a 
land use approval.:. under this Code. VVhen regulations '1.\'ithin Chapter 1 of this Gede 
provide for further appeal beyond the appellate body of any approval fi led as part of a 
project requiring multiple approvals, only that approval otAerwise eligible for a 
secondafY-8-Ppeal shall be subject to further appeal. This section also does not limit or 
expand who may file an appeal as identified in each discretionary land use application 
process. 

H. Extension Of Time to To Act. Notwithstanding any other provision of the 
Code to the contrary, an extension of time to act on applications or initiations under the 
multiple approval provisions may be agreed upon between the applicant and the 
decision-maker or the appellate body. 

~: 

I. ~ Expiration. Notwithstanding any other provisions of tt=Hs the Code: 

1. ARy Quasi-judicial Approval§ granted in conjunction with a 
Legislative Approvals pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall 
expire with the Legislative Approval, not to exceed six years unless greater time 
results from the application of Section 12.25. 

2. Arty Quasi-judicial Approval§ granted in conjunction with a 
Subdivision Approval pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall 
expire with the Subd~The expiration period of such Quasi 
Judicial Approvals may be extended with the Subdivision Approval pursuant to 
Article 7 of this Code. If the expiration date on a Subdivision Approval is 
extended pursuan to Article 7 of this Code, or by amendment to the Subdivision 
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Map Act. the Quasi-judicial Approval shall also be automatically extended for a 
commensurate period of time. 

3. Arty Legislative Approval§. granted in conjunction with a Subdivision 
Approval pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures may be extended for 
the full time limit of the Subdivision Approval, including time extensions pursuant 
to Article 7 of this Code, for the purpose of recordation of an approved map. 

Sec. 14. Subdivision 10 of Subsection 8 of Section 14.00 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted.:.: 

10. Appro ... al Expiration. Alternative compliance measures approved 
pursuant to the provisions of this section are conditional on the privileges beffi§ 
utilized within t'IJO years after the effeetive date of the approval or other time 
specified in the grant. 

The alternative compliance measure approval to permit establishment of the 
public benefit project shall become void if the privileges granted are not utilized 
or construction work is not begun within that time and earried on diligently without 
substantial suspension or abandonment of work. In addition, the conditions of 
the approval which guarantee compliance with the performance standards and 
any alternative methods of compliance shall be fulfilled before the use can be 
established, unless the approval itself expressly provides othenNise. 

Prior to the expiration of the time period, the applieant may file a written request 
with the Director for an extension of the termination period set forth above. 
Pursuant to the written request or on his or her own, the Director may extend the 
termination time for a period up to one year based on a finding that good and 
reasonable cause exists to grant the extension of time. 

Sec. 15. Subdivision 6 of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted.:.: 

~ 6. Expiration. If an approval is not utilized within three (3) years after 
this effeotive date, i.e., if building permits are not issued and eonstruotion work is 
not begun within such time, and earried on diligently so that building permits do 
not lapse, such an approval shall become void. 

Sec. 16. Subdivision 4 or Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read as follows: 

4. Duration of Design Review Board Preliminary Review and the 
DireGtor's DeGision or the Area Planning Commission's DeGision on 
Appeal. A design review board's advice on an optional preliminary application 
shall be valid for 24 months. 
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,A, final decision of the Director or Area Planning Commission on appeal shall be 
valid for a period of two years, so long as all necessary building permits are 
obtained within that tv.<o years. In the event a building permit is obtained in a 
timely manner but subsequently expires, the Director's decision or Area Planning 
Commission's decision on appeal shall expire 't'Jith the building permit. 

Sec. 17. The definition of Appeal Board in Section 17.02 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code is amended to read as follows: 

Appeal Board 

(a) The City Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
ane making decisions upon appeals from actions of the /\<tvisory Ageooy 
with respect to any parcel map or tentative map which creates or results in 
(a) 50,000 or more gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
65,000 or more gross square feet of lot area; or (c) 50 or more dwelling 
units or guest rooms or combination of dvvelling units and guest rooms; 
and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in connection 
with these actions. 

(b) The Area Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory Agency 
with respect to any parcel map or tentative map 'lt'hich creates or results in 
(a) less than 50,000 gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
less than 65,000 gross square feet of lot area; or (c) fewer than 50 
d•Nelling units or guest rooms or combination of dwelling units and guest 
rooms; and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in 
connection with these actions. The Area Planning Commission 'Nhich 
hears the matter shall be the Area Planning Commission in the area in 
wh-ich the parcel map or tentative map is located. 

The Area Planning Commission where the map is located for any parcel 
maR or teRtative map that: (a) creates or results in less than 50,000 gross square 
feet~ of nonresidential floor area; or (b) creates or results in fewer than 50 dwelling 
units, guest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or (c) 
involves a lot with fewer than 65,000 square feet of lot area. Otherwise, the City 
Planning Commission. 

Sec. 18. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.07 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code is aeteteG-amended to read as follows: 

A. Time Limit. The following provisions establish the term of tentative map 
approvals: 

1. Within 36 months after the approval or conditional approval of the 
Tentative Map, the subdivider shall cause the proposed subdivision to be accurately 
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surveyed and a final map prepared and filed with the City Engineer. The failure of a 
subdivider to file a map with the City Engineer within that period and to have the map 
submitted by the City Engineer to the City Council within the specified time limit shall 
automatically terminate and void the proceedings unless the time is extended by the 
Advisory Agency, the Appeal Board, or the City Council upon appeal from a denial of 
the extension by the Advisory Agency. The appeal shall follow the time limits and 
procedures set forth in Subdivisions 3 .. 4., and 5. of Subsection A. of Section 17.06 of 
this Code. 

2. The time limit for the filing the final map with the City Engineer and 
submittal by the City Engineer of the final map to the City Council may be extended for 
a period or periods not exceeding a total of 72 months. 

EXCEPTION. The term of a tentative map approval shall be automatically 
extended pursuant to the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections 
66452.21. 66452.22. and 66452.23, and any other current or future provision of the 
Subdivision Map Act that operated to extend the term of a tentative map approval. 

Sec. 19. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.07 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code is deleted. 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of Sections 11.5.7, -12.20.2, 12.24, 
12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 16.05, -and 16.50 of this Code to the contrary, the initial 
expiration period fGf the following discretionary land use entitlements shall 
automabeally be increased by 12 months- # approved in conjunction witA-a 
+entative Tract or--Vest.ffi.g--+entative Tract Map that expires on or after July 15, 
2008 and before July 15, 2009, or by 36 months if approved in conjunction 'Nith a 
Tentative Tract or -Vesting Tentative Tract that expires on or after July 15, 2009 
and before January 1, 2011, or by 24 months if approved in conjunction wit~ 
+entatNe Tract or Vesting Tentative Tract that expires in 201'1: 

(a) coastal development permits, as set-forth in Section 12.20.2 
f. of tRis Code; 
~ 

(b) cond itional use permits , plan approvals, and other similar 
€JUaSi judicial approvals, as set forth in Section12.24 of this Code; 

(tr) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Section12.27 of 
#lis Code; 

(d) adjustments and slight modifications, as set ferth in Section 
-12.28 of this Code; 

(e) specific plan project permit compliance revie·Ns, adjustments 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 ef-.#Hs Code; 
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(f) zone and height -ffistrict changes, as set forth in-Seetiefl 
12.32 of this Code; 

(g) site plan review, as set forth in Sectffin 16.05 of this Code; 

(h) other diser-etionary land use entitlements, as determined by 
the Director. 

Sec. 20. 
Municipal Code is 

W:,lon ~ E Subsection A of Section 17.56 of the Los Angeles 
~d ,EI amended to read as follows: 

3. Notwithstanding the provisions of Sections 11.5.7, '12.20.2, 12.24, 
12.27, ·12.28, 12.32, 16.05, and 16.50 of Ulis Code to the contrary, the initial 
expiration period for the following discretionary land use entitlements sRai-1 
automatically be increased by-:12 months if approved in conjunction with a Parcel 
Map or a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the requirements of Section 17.50 C. of 
th-is Code that expires on or after July 15, 2008-and before July 15, 2009, or by 
36 months if approved in conjunctioA-With a Parcel Map or Tentative Map filed 
pursuant to the requirements of Section ·17.50 C. of this Code that-expires on or 
after July 15, 2009, and before January 1, 2011, or by 24 months if approved in 
ceRjunction with a Parcel Map or a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 17.50 C. of this Code that expires in 201·1: 

fat- -eoastal development permits, as set forth in Section 12.20.2 
of-this Code; 

(b) conditional u-se permits, plan approvals, and other similar 
quasi judieia~-approvals, as set forth in Section'l2.24 of this Code; 

(c) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Section12.27 of 
f. this .Code; 
~ 

(d) adjustments and slight modifications, as set forth in Section 
12.28 of this Code; 

(e) specific plan project permit compliance revie'.*ts, adjustments 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 of this Code; 

(f) zone and height district changes, as set forth in Section 
12-:-32 of this Code; 

(g) site plan review, as-set forth in Section 16.05 of this CeQ&, 
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(h) other discretionary lan€1 use entitlements, as Eletermined by 
the Director. 

A. Time Limit. The following provisions establish the term of preliminary 
Parcel Map approvals and Tentative Map approvals under Section 17.50 C. of this 
Code: 

1. Within 36 months after the approval or conditional approval of the 
preliminary Parcel Map or approval of a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 17.50 C. of this Code. a final Parcel Map showing each new 
parcel shall be prepared and filed with the City Engineer and submitted by the City 
Engineer to the City Council. The failure of a person dividing land to file the map with 
the City Engineer within that period and to have the map corrected and presented by 
the City Engineer to the City Clerk within the specified time limit shall automatically 
terminate and void the proceedings unless the time is extended by the Advisory Agency 
or the Appeal Board . upon the appeal from a denial of the extension by the Advisory 
Agency. 

2. The time limit for the submittal of a corrected Parcel Map to the City 
Council may be extended for a period or periods not exceeding a total of 72 months. 

The provisions of this subsection shall apply to those maps described above and 
shall also apply to those maps that were approved or conditionally approved prior to the 
effective date of this subsection and that have not terminated prior to that date. 

EXCEPTION. The term of a preliminary Parcel Map approval or Tentative Map 
approval under Section 17.50 C of this Code shall be automatically extended pursuant 
to the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections 66452.21 . 66452.22, and 
66452.23, and any other current or future provision of the Subdivision Map Act that 
operated to extend the term of such approvals. 

Sec. 21 . Subsection D of Section 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
amended ~o read.as follows : 

D. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street. Notwithstanding Section 12.25 
to the contrary, l !he private street approval shall be void unless all conditions of 
approval are completed or fulfilled within six years from the date of approval, except that 
grading and improvement condition shall be considered as fulfilled if the required work 
is begun during that time limit and diligently carried on to completion. The time limit for 
completing or fulfilling the conditions of appro·.•al may be extended by the Director or, 
upon appeal, by the Board for a period not exceeding three years. 

Sec. 21. Urgency Clause. The City Council finds and declares that this ordiMMe 
is required for the immediate protect-ien-of-the public peace, health, and safety for the 
follov.'ing reason: In order for the City of Los Angeles to preserve development 
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applications that may ext*re or cannot be presently processed due to -turrent adverse 
economic conditions impacting the City's budget and to streamline and create 
predictability in the development review process for the benefit of econorniB 
development during distressed times, it is necessary to immediately create censistent 
procedures for revievt' of projects-reqw-ring multiple apprmmls, synchronize the 
expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single prBject, clarify language 
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for 
quasi judicial land use approvals, extend the life of previously granted approvals 
fBIImving the dates specified in the state legis~tien SB 1185 (C/\ Gov't Code Sections 
66442.6, 66452.14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and 66463.5) and /\B 333 (C/\ Gov't Cocle 
Serctions 65961 and 66452.22), and make minor technical correctiens. The Council, 
therefore, with the Mayor's concurrenoe, adopts this ordinan<:B- te tlecome effective 
t~-pBA-pub l ioation pursuant to Los Angeles City Charter Section 253. 

i!:tSeeos. ..... 2u2!.. --t-THhee--tCrHitv-y -bCierk-shall certify ... 

Sec. 22. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or its application to any 
person or circumstance is held to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any court of 
competent jurisdiction, the invalidity shall not affect other provisions, clauses or 
applications of this Ordinance which can be implemented without the invalid provision, 
clause or application. and to this end the provisions and clauses of this Ordinances are 
declared to be severable. 

Sec. 23. The City Clerk shall certify ... 
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