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REPORT RE:

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

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

Honorable Members:

We gre 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 {o 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 Findinas

Pursuant to Charter Section 559, the Director of Planning has approved this
revised draft ordinance on behalf of the City Planning Commission and recommendead
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, 2010.

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.

Very truly yours,

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH, City Attorney
e
By &/“Qé’wxf/’/g KTl T

PEDRO B. ECHEVERRIA
Chief Assistant City Attorney

PBE/MJB:za
Transmittal
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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 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 approvails, eliminate the
redundancy of time extensions for quasi-judicial land use approvals, exiend the life of
previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in 5B-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



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
tast 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 muitiple approvals, the
appeais 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. 8. 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).



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 | of this Code or
any ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter | 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.

(2y 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 io the
provisions of Chapter | of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to
Chapter | 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 Direcior 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 approvat 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 Wlthin
ten days of the flnal 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{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
98.0802;

(b) when subsequent changes are made 1o 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

(€}  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 io 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 a T 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 a T Tentative classification
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 {ook
effect between January 1, 2009, and December 31, 2010, provided that
the Director makes a written finding that the prior discretionary approvat
and the required environmential review considered significant aspects of

~ the approved project and that the existing environmental documentation

i under the California Environmental Quality Act is adequate for the
issuance of the extension. Property may also remain in a T 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.



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:

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

(1}  there is substantial physical development of the
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 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.

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 {o 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 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 approvai that requires an action by the City
Council, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.6, 11.5.7 G, 12203 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 A2, 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 muliiple approvals to ensure that all relevant approvals
are reviewed concurrently.

C. : Decision-makers. Notwithstanding any provision of this Code to the
contrary, the following shall apply for projects requiring muliiple 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 shail 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 ( of this



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 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 approvais.

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 -
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 | of this Code require

. any of the approvals o 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.



(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) Appeilate 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 | of this Code require any of the
approvais to be heard by the City Planning Commission on appeal, the
City Planning Commission shall decide all appeals of decisions of the
Direcior as initial decision-maker.

5. Advisory Agency. If a project requiring muitiple 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 level 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 Legisiative
Approvals pursuant to these multiple entitlement procedures shall expire with the



Legislative Approval, not to exceed six years unless a greater time results from
the application of Section 12.25.

2. Quuasi-judicial Approvals granied 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 daie 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

! 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 (¢} 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 exiension by the Advisory Agency.
The appeal shali 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 Ahgefes
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 uniess 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 submiital of a corrected Parcel Map {o 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 Uiilization of Privaie Street. Notwithstanding Section
12.25 to the contrary, the private street approval shall be void unless all conditions of
approval are compieted or fulfilled within six years from the date of approval, except that
grading and improvement conditions shall be considered as fulfilied 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
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February 13, 2012
The Honorable Carmen A. Trutanich CF No: 11-1140
City Attorney CPC No: 2010-1495-CA

City Hall East, 7% Floor
200 North Main Strest
Los Angeles, CA 90012-4131

Attention; Michael Bostrom
Deputy City Attorney

RE: Multiple Approvals Procedural Revisions Ordinance

Dear Mr. Trutanich:

Transmiited 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 entitlements.

The orcﬁnénce was prepared pursuant io the latest direction of the City Council at its
meeting of July 27, 2011 and is substantially the same as that approved unanimousiy by
the City Planning Commission (CPC) on June 9, 2011.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

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



Muitiple Approvats Procedural . visions Ordinance {CF 11-1140)
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LAND USE FINDINGS

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 Pian, “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 ‘[rleorganize local government as needed to coordinate economic
development” by creating consistent procedures for the review of projects
requiring muitiple approvals;

Goal 7D 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 Depariment to “[djevelop and
maintain a sireamiined 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 atiracting 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
processas and synchronization of the expiration of related entitlements.

2. In accordance 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 supporis:

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 instrucls
the Department to create “[sltreamiined development review processes”; and
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEGA)
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
pericds 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 $B-1185
(2008), AB-333 {2009}, and AB-208 (2011}, and make minor technical corrections.

1.2. PROJECT BACKGROGUND

In March 1946, the City of Los Angeles consolidaied 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 ciear 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
naw 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 entitiements, such as Site Plan Review, have also been created.
These planning tools and additional regulations have been continually added to an ever- expandmg
Zoning Code that now contains nearly 600 pages.

At the turri of the 21St Century, the City of Los Angeles underwent Charter Reform. Prior to
esiablishment of the new Charter, each discretionary land use approval required its own separate
hearing. For example, a restaurant requesting a conditional use for aicohol 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 Planmng staff resources. :

The Charter revisions of 1999 changed this by allowing for concurrent hearings of “projects requiring
mudtiple 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 lavers of land use
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decision-makers and create delays in case processing and uncerfainty 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 muitiple
approvals while creating a stable, predictable land use regulatory system, including clear review
processes, simpie decision-making hierarchies, and synchronized expiration periods.

1.3 PROJECT PURPOSE

Issues with the interpretation and implemeniation 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 {anguage.

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 bundied 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, heginning in 2008, the State of California adopted a series of laws 10 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 approvais 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 exiensions of expiration periods to entitlements
related to the approved tentative tract and parcel maps. Often the related approvals are directly
reflected in the 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 {o codify this most recent
extension and grant extensions to relaied approvals. This proposed ordinance does so. Further,
Department of City Planning staff encountered issuas with implementing Ordinances No. 180,647 and
181,269 to guestions of “relatedness.” For example, if, halfway through the approval process, g 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 3 different case number. To correct such implemeniation problems resulting
from local compliance with State faw, 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
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extensions of time for all discretionary approvals effective within the dates specified in Government
Code Sections 66452.21, 66452.22, and 66452.23.

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 luly 7, 2016. During the comment period, staff received a total of three comment
letters. All comment letters stated objections to the environmental analysis f 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 effori. However, the 2010
Proposed Ordinance was a stand-alone legislative action under consideration by the City Council and,
therefore, an independent project per CEQA.

Subseguent to the original publication of the 2010 Negative Declaration, from angoing 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
letier. The comment letier 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
“L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide,” and were therefore appropriate under CEQA. :

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

* 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 {l.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 remaljing, 8271
discretionary approvals, 1686 of them are divisions of land that have already been extended by $8-1185, AB-333, AB-208, which
leaves 4585 d'i'scretionafy approvals granted between july 15, 2005 and December 31, 2010. However, through
implementation of the Ordinances Mos. 180,647 and 181,269, approvals related to subdivisions have bean granted the same
extensions given to subdivisions that were approved between July 15, 2005 and December 31, 2008. Therefore the actual
nurmber of approvals affected by the proposed ordinance may be much lower. The current proposed ordinance makes sure
that entitlements refated 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 mosily 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 Proposad 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 commitiee. On July 27, 2011, the full City Council
heid a public meeting and approved the recommendation of the PLUM committee (Exhibit 3).

2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PREVIOUSLY-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
luly 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 formai
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 redline atiached 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 L CATEGORY 2
Ordinance Section LAMC Section Ordinance Section LAMC Section

& 12.24) 4 12.25 A.25{g){2}{I)b
8 12.25 5 12.25 A.25(g)2)(i)F
11 12.32 G.1{h} 9 12.26 A3

12 12.32 G.2{f) 13 12.36

18 17.07 A

19 {new section in 2012 17.07 A3

Proposed Ordinance)
20 {previous 19) 18.08D
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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 repori {"EIR"), if none of the
following conditions pursuant to §15162 are 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 maojor revisions of
the previous FIR or negative declarotion due to the involvement of new significont
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects;

{2} Substantiol changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project
is undertaken which will require maojor revisions of the previous EIR or Negative
Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or o
suhstantial 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 difigence at the time the previous EIR
was certified s complete or the Negative Declaration wos 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 substantiolly reduce one or more significant effects of the project,
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

(D} Mitigation meoasures or olternatives 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 July 27, 2011, none of the conditions in §15162 have occurred with respect to the additional
information or 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 regquirements 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 CEGA. Any broader implementation of one-time extensions of time following the dates
specified In the California Government Code will similarly apply only to wpreviously-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 io further CEQA review and reviewed on a
case-by-case basis to determine whether or not the project has any impacis 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
coitaborative effort with the Department of Building and Safety, Planning 5taff 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 resulf, afier 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 substantia! changes with respect to the circumstances that would trigger the
requirement for an SND or EIR.

Finally, theré is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable difigence 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 12, 2010 (“2010 Negative Declaration”).
2. ENV-2010-1496-ND-REC (Addendum) (adopted July 27, 2011), dated December 09, 2010 (“2010
Addendum”).

3. luly 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, io be presentead to the City Council for formal adoption.

6. Redline showing changes to 2011 Proposed Ordinance by the 2012 Proposed Ordinance.
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ENV-2010-1496-ND (adopted July 27, 2011), dated June 11, 2010 {“2010 Negative Declaration”).



CITY OF LOS ANGELES
QFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 385, CITY HALL
LOB ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 80012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

. NEGATIVE DECLARATION
LEAD CITY ABGENCY COUNGIL DISTRICT
City of Los Angeles _ CITYW
PROJECT TITLE CASE NO.
ENV-20110-1496-ND CPC-2010-1495-CA
PROJECT LOCATION
N/A N/A
PROJECT DEBCRIPTION

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 of the Los Angeles Municlpai Code i create consistent procadires for review of projects requiring
multiple approvals, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of muitiple approvals granted
to a single project, extend the expiration petiods of quasi-judicial land use approvals, and establish clear proceduras for the review of
requests of extensions of time of approvals,

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

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY
City of Los Angeles, Depariment of City Planning

200 N. Spring Streat, Room 763

Los Angeles, CA 80012

FINDING:
The City Planining Department of the Cily of Los Angeles has Proposed that a negative declaration be adopted for this praject.
The Initial Study indicates that no significant impacts are apparent which might resul from this project’'s implemeniation. This
action Is based on the project descr;phen above

. Any written comments recelved clunng the public review pennd are attached iogether w1th the response cf tha Lead Clty o
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt this negative declarlation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR, Any
changes made should be supporied by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made,

B THE INITIAL STUD‘I’ PREPARED FORTHIST ROJECT 1S ATTACHED.

petcorT e — e

NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM [Tmie ITELEPHONE NUMBER
i N\!k} G- % p) 9: ' "
e Lg:m ey PlaOnIng Assistant  1(213)9784363
ADDRESS ' o o IDATE
| i
200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR j_
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012
) Q«@j o

ENV-2010-1496-ND Page 1 of 43



CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 385, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INETIAL STUDY
and CHECKLIST
{CEQA Guidelines Seclion 15083)
LEAD CITY AGENCY: COUNCH. DISTRICT: DATE:
City of Los Angeles CITYW 06/11/2010
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: Departmentof Gty Planning
ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: ~ IRELATED CASES:
EMNV-2010-1406-ND CPC-2010-14985-CA _
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: ™ Doas have significant changes from previous actions.
' _ Does NOT have significant changes from pravious actions
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
SINGLE AND MULTIPLE APPROVALS
ENV PROJEGCT DESCRIPTIOMN:

A proposed ordinance amending Seclions 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, 12.35, 14.00,
16.05, 16.50, 17.02, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projecis requiring
mutltiple approvals, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, synchroniza the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted
to a singls project, extend the explration perlads of quasi-judiclal land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of
requests of exiensions of time of approvals,

No development is proposed as past of the project. No change in land use, density, or infensity is proposed as part of this project.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS:

The Cily of Los Angeles is the second largest city in the United States by population with an estimated 4 million residents. The cify's
boundaries cover a total area of 408.3 square miles (1,291 kim?), comprising 469,71 square miles (1,214.8 km2) of land and 29.2
square milas (75.7 km?) of water, reflecting a diverse terrain of urbanized areas, beaches, mountaing, and valleys. The City of Los
Angeles is divided into 15 City Council districts and 35 Commiunity Plan Areas,

PROJECT LOCATION:
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: TAREA PLANNING COMMISSION: |CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD
CITYWIDE CITYWIDE COUNCIL:

STATUS: ' CITYWIDE

ES

£1 Does Conform o Plan
£1 Does NOT Conform to Plan

MAX. DENSITY/ANTENSITY
ALLOWED BY ZONING:
MN/A

MAX. DENSITY/ANTENSITY
ALLOWED BY PLAN
DESIGNATION:

N/A

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:
MNIA

EXISTING ZONING:

LA River Adjacenti:

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: NO

ENV-2010-1496-ND Page 2 of 43




cr®

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

o | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.
! find that although the proposed project could have 2 significant effect on the environment, there will notbe a

significant effect in this case bacause revisions on the project have been made by or agreed o by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECGLARATION will be prepared.

{ find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is requirad.
{ find the proposed project MAY have a "polentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated”

impact on the environment, bui at least one sffect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an sarlter 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 if must
analyze only the effects that remain {o be addressed.

i { find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, bacause all potentially
significant effecis (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant fo
applicable standards, and (b) have been avaolded or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
RECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nolhing
further is reguived.

M City Planning Assistant (213) 97813863

Signature Title Phone

Evaluation Of Environmental Iimpacts:

1. Abrief explanation Is required for all answers except "No impact” answers that are adequately supported by the Information
sources a lead agency ciies in the parentheses following each quastion. A "No Impact” answer Is adequately supported If the

referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply fo projects like the one involved (e.g., the project o

' falis 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.qg., the project will not expose sensitive receplors to poliutants based on a project-specific
screening analysis),

2. Al 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 consfruction as well as operational impacts.

3, Once the lsad agency has determined that a particular physical impact may ocour, then the checkiist answers must indicate
whather the lmpact is potentially significant, less that significant with mitigation, or Jess than significant. "Potentially Significant
Impact” is appropsiate if thers is substantial svidence that an effect may be significant. if there are one or more "Potentially
Significant Impact” enfries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

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

5. Eailler analyses may be used where, pursuard to the flering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequetely analvzed in an earlier EiR, or negative declaration. Section 15083 {©){3)(D). In this case, a brief da%cussnon should
identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. [dentify and state where they are available for review.

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

e, Milgation Measures, For effacts that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measures which were ihcorporated or refined from the earlier document and the exdent to which they address
site-spacific conditions for the project.
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6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporaie into the checklist references o information sources for potential impacts (e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances}, Reference to a previousiy preparad or oulside document should, where appropriate,
Inchude a reference to the page or pages whers the staterment is substantiated,

7. Supporting Information Sources: A sources list 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 fo use different formats; however, lead agenclas should normally
address the quastions from this checklist that are relevant fo a projec's emvironmental effects in whatever format is selected,

8. The explanation of each lssue should identify;
a. The slgnificance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each guestion; and
b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, 1o reduce the impact 1o less than significence.
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Environmental Factors P@ﬁ:ekntiaﬁéy Affected:

The snvironmental faciors checked below would be potentially affectad by this project, involving at lzast one impact that is a
"Potentially Sionificant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

] AESTHETICS ['] GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS |l POPULATION AND HOUSING
' AGRICULTURE AND FOREST HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS "1 PUBLIC SERVICES

RESOURCES MATERIALS "] RECREATION )
£ AIRQUALITY [ HYDROLOGY AND WATER £l TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
{1 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES QUALITY (7] UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
I'] CULTURAL RESOURCES [} LAND USE AND PLANNING 1 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
] GEOLOGY AND SOILS E MINERAL RESOURCES SIGNIFICANCE

NOISE

gNiTEAL STUQY GHEQKLEST {70 he completed by the Lead Clty Agency}

Background
PROPONENT NAME: PHONE NUMBER:
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning (213) 978-1353
APPLICANT ADDRESS:

200 N, Spring Straet, Room 783
Los Angeles, CA 90012

AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKELIST: DATE SUBMITTED:
Department of City Planning 06/04/2010
PROPOSAL NAME {if Applicable):

Single and Multple Approvals Ordinance
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Potantially
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
uniess
mifigation
incorporated

i s than
significant
impact

Mo impact

£

1 AESTHETICS

a,

Have a substantlal adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b.

Substaﬂtialiy damage scenic resources, including, but not limited fo, trees,
rock oufcroppings, and historic bulldings within 2 state scenic highway?

L8

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quallly of the sife and its
surroundings?

NN

d.

Create a new source of substantlal light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighftime views in the area?

. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESDURCES

&y

Converi Prime Farmiand, Unigue Farmiand, or Farmland of Stalewide
importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared purstiant fo the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Besources
Agency, 1o nonagricultural use?

. {Conflict with existing zohing for agricultural use, or a \Nslkiamson Act contract?

. i Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined

in Public Resources Code sechion 12220(g)), thwberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timbetland zoned Timberand Production
(as definad by Government Code section 51104(g))?

S

. |Result in the loss of forest Iand or conversion of forest land to nonnforest usa?

Involve other changes in the exlsting environment which, due o their focation
ar nature, could rasult In conversion of Farmland, to non-agricuiural use or

Jeanversion of forest land to non-forest use?

s

AIR QUALITY

Confllct with or Qbstfﬁct implemeniation of the applicable alr quality plan?

. 1 Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air qualily violation?

Rasult in @ cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteriz pollutant for
which the project region is non-afiainment under an applicable faderal or state
amblent alr quality standard (including releasing emissions whlc:h excesd
quaniitative thresholds for czone precursors)?

NS

N

Expose sensifive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

a

@

Create ohjectionable odors affecting & substantial number of people?

.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Have a substaniial adverse affect, either directly or through habiliat
modifications, or any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or spectal
status species in local of reglonal plans, poiicies, or regulations, or by the
California Deparimentof Fish add Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

.{Have a substantia) adverse effect on any fparian habitat or other sensitive

patural cormmunity identified in focal or regional plans, policles, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildiife
Sarvica?

NN NS

Hava a substantlal adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined
by Section 404 of the Clean Waier Act {including, but not limited to, marsh,
vamal pool, coastal, ele.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, er other means?

intarfare substaniaily with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wikdlife
corridors, or Impede the use of native wildlife nursery sltes?

Conflict with any local policles or ordinances protecting biclogical resources,
such as a free preservation policy or ordinance?

f.

Conflict with the provislons of an adepted Habitat Conservation Plan, Matural
Communlly Gonservation Plan, or ofher approved local, reglonal, or state

habitat conservation plan?

NN ONS

V. GULTURAL RESOQURCES

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Potentiaily
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unlass
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
slgnificant
impact

Mo lmpact

. {Cause a substantial adverse change in the sighificencs of a hisiorical

resource as defined In § 15064.57

Gause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to § 15064.57

Directly or indirectly desiroy a unique paleontological resoures or site or
unitgue geologlc feature?

.  Disturb any human remains, incfuding those interred outsida of formal

cemetarias?

Vi

amy
b

GEQLOGY AND 501LS

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, Injury, or death involving: Rupture of a known earthguake
fauli, as delineated on the most recent Alguist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the Stale Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
avidencs of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Speciat

Publication 42,

S EARI RS B

b

Expose people or siruciures to potential substantlaﬂl adverse effects, Enc!udihé T

the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Strong seismic ground shaking?

Exposa people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death Involving: Seismic-related ground failurs,
including liquafaction?

. {Expose people or structures o potenﬁéi substantial adverse effacts, Including

the risk of loss, injury, or death Involving: Landslides?

Result in substantial soll erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Be located an a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would becoi’ﬁe
unsiable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquafaction or collapse?

Be located on expansive soll, as defined in Table 18-1-8 of the Uniform
Buliding Code (1994), creating substential risks to fife or property?

Have sails incapable of adequately supporting the use of sapfic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers ara not available for
the disposal of waste water?

AN S AR

Vi

GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment?

. | Confiict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the pur;mse'

of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Vil

. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

A

Creals & significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use; or disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeabla Upsst and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materals Inta the environment?

Ermlt hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acuiely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-guarter mie of an existing or
proposed school?

d.

Be located on a sife which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Seclion 65862.5 and, as a result,
would | create a sighificant hazard to the public or the epvironment?

&,

For a project located within an alrport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of & public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for peaple residing or
working in the project ajea?

NN N NN YN

For a project within the vicinly of a private airstrip, would the project resull in
a safely hazard for people residing of working in the project area?

. {impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency

response plan or smergency evacuation plan?

K

ENVY-2010-1496-N1
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Potentially
significant
mpact

Potentially
signiflcant
unless
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

Mo npast

h.

Expose peopla of shuctures fo a significant risk of loss, Injury or death
involving wildiand fires, including where wildlands are adjaceni io urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

ey

I,

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

4.

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requiramanis?

b.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a nst defict in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater table level {e.g., the praduction rate of
preaxisting nearby wells would drop to & level which would not support
exlsting tend uses or planned uses for which perits have been granted)?

¥
Ll

Substantially alfer the existing dralnage pattern of the site or ares, including

ithraugh the alteration of the course of a straam of river, in & manner which

would result In substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

A

Substanttally alter the existing drainage pattern of the sile or area, including
thratgh the alteration of the course of a stream ar river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

<,

&,

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceead the capacity of exiéﬁﬁg
or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sourcas of poliuted runoff?

Otherwise substaniially degrade water guality?

. 1Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

e 1

. {Place within a 100- yéar flood hazard area struciures which would smpede or 4

redirect flood flows?

Expose psople or structures io a slgnlﬁcant risk of inss, injury or death
nvoiving flooding, including flooding as a result of the fallure of a leves or
dam?

Inundation by seiche, isunami, or mudfow?

X, LAND LISE AND PLANNING

. EPhysically divide an established community?

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not imited to the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, ar zohing ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating &n environmental effact?

=9

Confilct with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

XL

MINERAL RESOURGES

B

Result in the loss of availabllity of a known mineral resource that would be of
valua to the region and the residents of the state?

&

Result in the loss of availability of a locally importani mineral resource
racovery site delineated on a local genaral plan, specific plan or other land
use plan?

SN N ONS S NN

Y.

NOISE

2

4

Exposure of persons o or generation of noise levels In excess of standards
established In the local general plan or nolse ordinance, or appiicable
standards of other agencies?

Exposurs of personsio or gensration of excessive groundborng vibration or
groundbome noise lavels?

A substantial permanent Increase in ambient naise levels in the project
vicinity sbove levels existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or perlodic increase In ambiénf neisa levels in the

project Vichily above levels existing without the projact?

NN NS

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Potentially
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
uniess
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

e. iFor a project located within an alrport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public alrpert or public use
alrport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
ared o excessive noise levels?

v

£, 1For a projact within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or warking In the projact area to axcessive noise levels?

XL POPULATION AND HOUSING

a. { Induce substantial population growth in an area, either dilrectiy {for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) ar indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrasiructura)?

AP

b. | Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessifating the
constiuction of replacement housing elsewhere?

€. { Displace substantial numbers of people, necessifaling the constructl(.}n'of )
repiacement housing alsewhere?

XY, PURLIC SERVICES

a. |Would the project result In substantial adverse physical Impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facliities, nead for
new or physically altered governmenial facilifies, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintaln acceptable
service ratlos, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services: Fire protection?

SN S NS

b. PWould the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts assoclated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental faclities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmeantal impacts, in order to maintain acceptabie
service ratlos, rasponge times or other parformance objeciives for any of the
public services; Polics protection?

%

Wotld the project result in substantial adverse physical impacis associated
with the provision of new or physically altered govsrnmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmeantal facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmentat impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
servics ratios, response times or othar performance ohjectives for any of the
public services: Schools?

[

H

. 1Would the project resulf in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, rieed for
niew or physically altered governmental facilifies, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in arder to maintain accaptable
servica ratios, response times or other performarnce objectives for any of the
public services: Parks?

&. §Wauld the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the pravislon of dew or physicslly altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically aliéred governmental facifilies, the construction of which
could cause significant environmantal impacts, in ordar fo mainiain acoeptable
service ratios, response imes or other performance objectives for any of the
public sarvices: Other public facllites?

XV, RECREATION

a. {Would the project Increase the use of existing nelghborhood and regional
parks or other recreational faciliies such that substentlal physical
deterioration of the facility would ocour or ba accelerated?

b. §Does the project include recreationat faciliies or require tha construction or
expansion of recreational facllifies which might have an adverse physical
effect on the anvironment?

AV, TRANSPORTATIONITRAFFIC

a. § Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinancs or policy establishing measures of
effectivensss for the performance of tha dreutation system, taking Into accotnt
afl modes of iransportation including mass transit and non-motorlzed travet
and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited o
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit?

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Page 9 of 43




Potentinly
significant
impact

Potentiaily
significant
unfess
mitlgation
incorporated

Less than
significant
fmpagt

Mo mpact

b. | Conflict with an applicable congestlon management pregram, including, but

standards established by the county eongestion manageinsni agency for
designated roads or highways?

not fimited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or othar

%

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increass In traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safsty risks?

&

4. | Substantlally increase hazards due to a design feature {e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e, §Rasult in inadequate emergency access?

£ 1 Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transi,
bicycls, or pedestrian facillfies, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities supporling alternative transportation {e.g., bus
urnotits, bicycle racks)?

NN NN

XVIL UTHILITIES AND SERVICE 8YSTEMS

Quality Control Board?

a. | Exceed wastewater freatment requirements of the applicable Regiohai Water

&, E Requilre or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facliities or expansion.of existing facliities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

£

. iRequire or result in the construction of hew storm water drainage facilities or
expanston of existing faciiities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effecls?

d

o, I Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expended entitlements needed?

N

2. {Result In a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serva the project that if has adequate capacity o serve the project’s
projected demand in addlfion to the provider's existing commiimenis?

f. {Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity o accommodats the
project’s solld waste disposal needs?

g, § Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solld
wasta?

AVHL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or

plant or animal community, reduce the number or restict the range of a rare
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
perlods of California history or prahistory?

a. | Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,

wildlifa population to drop below seifsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a

b. Daes the project have Impacts that are individually firnited, but cumulatively
considerabls’? (“Cumulatively Sonsiderable" means that the incremental
effacts of a project are considerable when viewed In connection with the

probable future projecis)?

effacts of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of

N

<, | Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human belngs, either directly or indirectly?

?Q"

Note; Authority cited: Sections 21083, 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Saction 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080,
21083.05, 21085, Pub. Resources Code; Eurska Cifizens for Responsible Govl. v. Cily of Eureka (2007} 147 Cal.App.4th 357, Protect
the Historic Amador Walerways v. Amador Waler Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholdisg the Downiown

Plan v, Cify and County of San Francisco (2002} 102 Cal App.4th 856,

ENV-2010-1496-NI
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheefs If necessary)

The Environmental lmpact Assessment includes the use of officiel City of Los Angeles and other govermnment source reference
materials related to varlous environmental impact categories {e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biology, Cultural Resources, efc.). 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 contalned therein, including but not fimited to, reference materials indicated above, field investigation of the project site,
and any other rellable reference materials known at the time,

Project specific impacts were evaluated basad on all relevant facts indicated in the Environmental Assessment Form and expressed
ihrough the applicant's project description and supportive materials. Both the Inifial Study Checklist and Checklist Explanaiions, in
conjunction with the Cify of Los Angeles's Adapted Thresholds Guide and CEQA Guidelines, were used to reach reasonable
conclusions on anvironmantal impacts as mandated under the California Environmantal Quality Act (CEQA).

The project as identified in tha project description will not cause potentially significant impacts on the anvironment. Therefore, this
environmental analysis concludes that a Negative Declaration shall be Issued for the environmental case file known as ENV-2040-1496-§
ENV-2010-1496-NDand the associated case(s), CPC-2010.1485-CA |

ARRITICNAL INFO 10N:

Al supporting documenis and references are contaiped in the Environmental Case Flle referenced above and may be viewed in the
EiR Unit, Room 763, Clty Hall.

For City information, addresses and phone ntrnbers: visit the City's website at hitpi/wsww.lacity.org ; City Planning - and Zoning
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.lacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763.
Seismic Hazard Maps - hitp:/fgmw.consrv.ca.govishmp/

Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel information - hitp:/fboemaps.ehg.cila.ca.usfindex01.him or

City's main websiie under the heading "Navigate LA".

TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: DATE:
PREPARED BY:

City Planning Assistant {213) 978-1353 06/11/2010
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impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
ffleasures

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE

. AESTHETICS

a.

NG PACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied fo future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent proceduwres for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multipie approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periads of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedurss for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals, The cade
amendment project itself does not Include
any specific physical development. The
proposed code amandment would not
change existing City regulations
governing buflding heights, nor would it
change allowed land uses or
development intensily within the Cily of
Los Angeles. As this code amendment
only alfers zoning code language relevant
to discretionary approvals applicanis may
reguest, all future davelopment projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
Including an assessment of the project's
visual impacts upon existing "
neighborhood character. Implementation
of the proposed regulations through Ruture
development projects would not represant
any change in how future development
would affect scenic vistas. No adverse
impact would result,

NO IMPACT

%2

Scenic resources including trees
(Inclusive of sireet trees and ather
landscaps frees) and historic buildings are
found throughout the Clty of Los Angelas.
However, the proposed code amendment
project itself does not include any specific
physical development that would affact
these resources. The proposed
regulations would not encourage tree
removal, damage to historic struciures, or
any increase in development intensity or
distribution in the project area. No
adverse impact would resulf,

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Impaci?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

NO IMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fulure
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent pracedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing tha expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
singla project, extending the expiration
ineriods of quasi-judiclal land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
axtenstons of time of approvals, The code
amendment project tself does not include
any specific physical development, The
proposed code amendment would not
change existing City regulations
govarning bullding heights, nor would it
change allowed land uses or
developmaent infensity within the City of
Los Angelas, As this code amendment
only alters zoning code language relevant
to discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projects to
which the proposad ordinance would
apply will require CEQA review, which
would include an assessment of the
project’s visual impacts. No adverse
Impact would resulk,

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Fulure develapment approved within the
Clly of Los Angeles has the polential to
create new sowrces of substantial light or
glare that could adversely affect day or
nighttima views, However, this proposed
code amendment project does not include
any specific development and does not
encourage more lighting or
glare-generating architectural features
then are allowed under existing
regulations. Impacts would be less than
slgnificant.

I, AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESQURCES

a,

NG IMPACT

ENV-2010-1456-ND

The proposed cods amendment would
alter the regulations applied fo fulure
discretionary land use appiications by
craating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding ulilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of muliipie approvals granted io a
single project, extending the expiration
pariods of guasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
proceduras for the review of requesis for
axtansions of tme of approvals, The
proposed regulstions thermselves do not
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Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

include any specific development and do
nol gncourage conversion of agricufiural
{and o nor-agrictlivral Uses or mpacts fo
land under Williamson Act contract, Mo
impacts to agricuitural resources would
aceur,

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations appiied to future
diserationary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects reguiring multiple appiovals,
clarifying language regarding utilfization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of mutiple approvals granted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
pericds of guasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests Jor
extensions of time of approvals, The
proposed regulations themselves do not
include any specific davelopment and do
not encourage conversion of agricuttural
land to non-agricultural uses or impacts fo
land under Willlamson Act contract. No
impacts {o agricultural resources would
QCCL.

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multipie approvals,
clanifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicisl land use
approvals, and esiablishing clear
proceduras for the review of rentiests for
extensions of time of approvals. The
proposed regiilations themselves do not

not encourage conversion of agricultural
tand fo non-agricultural uses or impacts fo
tand under Williamson Act conbracl. No
impacts to agricuiturat resources wotld
oCour,

include any specific development and do

Impant?
h. NO IMPACT
. INOIMPACT
d. [NO IMPACT

Commercial and Industrial uses of the
type that would result in substantisl
pollutant concentrations or objectionable
odors would not be facllitated by the
inroposed code amendment project, No
changes In land use designations or
allowed uses ar2 proposed, and no
development would be directly approved
by the project. No adverse impacts would
fslevilg

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Meoasures

The proposed code amendment would
alier the regulations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consisient procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple spprovals granted o a
single project, extending the expiration
pariods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and esteblishing clear
procedures for the review of reguests for
extansions of time of approvals. The
iproposed regulations themselves do not
include any specific deveiopment and do
not encourage conversion of agricultural
Jand to non-agriculiural uses or impacis to
land under Willamson Act contract, Ne
impacts to agricuifural resources would
QGoUr.

implementation of the code amendment
project would not increase population
levels or net densily in the City of Los
Angeles. As the project would not
contribute to population growth in excess
of that forecasted in the AQGMP, no impact
would occur,

e, (NOMPACT
. AIR QUALITY
a, |NO IMPACT
b, [NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

No development Is proposed as part of or
would be facilitated by the code
amendment project, and no increases in
land use densily, intensily, or distribution
are proposed. Thus, no Impact is
anticipated from new stationary sources
of pollutants, such as generators or
household uses {stoves, healers,
fireplaces alc). As no constructlon is
proposed, Impacts from constriction
amissions would not be increased. Thus,
overall alr guality would be unaffected by
project implementation. The propased
code amendment would alter the
regulations applied to future discrelionary
land use epplications 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 o a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasijudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procadures for the review of requests for
exiensions of tilme of approvals, The code
amendment project itself does not include

any specific physical development, No
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adverse impacis would occur.

c. |NO MPACT

No development is proposed as part of or
would ba facilitated by the coda
ameandment 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
hotsehold uses {stoves, heaters,
fireplaces atc). As no construction is
proposed, Impacts from construction
emissions would not be increased. Thus,
overall air quality would be unaffacted by
project implementation. The proposed
cods amendment would alter the
regulations applied to future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring muitiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding ulilization of
approvais, synchronizing the expiration
pericds of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
perinds of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extenslons of time of approvals. The code
amendment project itself does not include
any specific physical development. No
adverse impacts would oceur.

d. |NOQIMPACT

and industrial uses of the type that would
resuit in substantial polfutant
concentrations or objectionable odors™ ™
would not be facilitated by the proposed
code amendment project. No changes in
{and vse designations or allowed uses
are proposed, and no development would
be directly approved by the project. No
adverse Impacts would ocour.

e. [NOIMPACT

Commercial and Industrial uses of the
type that would resull in substaniial
pollutant concentrations or objectionable
odors would not be facilitated by the
ioroposed code amendment project. No
changes in land use designations or
aflowed uses are proposed, and no
development would be directly approved
by the project. No adverse impacts would
oceur.

V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. [NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Biclogical resources may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
project itself does not include any physical
developmeant that would affect these
resources, and tha proposed regulations
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Explanation
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Measures

would nat encourage free removal,
damage {0 identified specles, riparian
communities, or sensitive natural

hahitats, or any increase in development
intensity or distribution in the project area.
As this code amendment only alters
zohing code language ralevant fo
digcretlonary approvais applicanis may
request, all futura development projects fo
which the proposed cade amendiment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project's’ biologlcal impacts. No adverse
impacts to biclogical resources, ihcluding
identified species, riparlan communitiss or
sensitive natural communities, wetlands,
protected treas, and habitals, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment,

b. [NO RPACT

Biological resources may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles,
Howaver, the proposed code amendment
project itsalf does nat include any physical
development that would affect these
resources, and the proposed regulations
would not encourage tree removad,
damage to identified species, riparian
communities, or sensifive natural

habitats, or any increase In developmant
intensity or distribution in the project area.
As this code amendment only alters
zoning code language relevant to
discrefionary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projects o
which the proposed code amendrent
waould apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project's’ bivlogical mpagis. No adverse
impacis to biological resources, including
identifled species, riparlan communitiss oy
sansitive natural communities, wetlands,
protected traes, and habitals, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment,

¢, (NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Biclogical resources may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
project ftseif doas not include any physical
davelopment that would affect these
resources, and the proposed regulations
would not encourage trae removal,
damage o identified specias, riparian
communitias, or sensitive natural
habitats, or any increase in development
intensity or distribution in the project area.
Ag this code amendment only aliers

zoning code language relevant to
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Explanation
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Measures

discrationary approvals applicanis may
reguest, all future development projects o
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessiment of the
project's’ bological impacts, No adverse
impacts to biological resources, including
identified species, riparian communities or
sensitive natural communities, wetlands,
protecied trees, and habitats, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment,

d. MO IMPACT

Biological resourcas 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
woulld not encourage tree removal,
damage to identlfied 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 fo
discretionary approvals applicants may
reguest, all fulure development projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project’s’ biclogical impacts. No adverse
impacts o biclogical resources, including
identified species, riparlan communities or
sensitive natural communities, wetlands,
protected frees, and habitats, are
anpticipated from the proposed code
amendment.

e. |NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Biological resources may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
project itself doas not includs any physical
developmant that would affect these
resources, and tha proposed regulations
would not encourage tree removal,
damage to identifled species, ripartan
communities, or sensitive natural

habitats, or any increase in developmaent
Intensily or distribution in the project area,
As this code amendment only alters
Zoning code language relevant io
discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will reguire CEGA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project's’ biological impacts, No adverse

impacts to binlogical resources, including
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identified species, riparian communities of
sensitive natural communlties, wetlands,
protected trees, and habltats, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment,

£ NGO IMPACT

Biological resources may ba found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendmeant
project itseif does not include any physical
development that would affect these
resources, and the proposed regulations
wonld not encourage tree removal,
damage o identified species, tiparian
communities, ar sensifive natural

habitats, or any increase in development
intensity or distribuiion in the project area.
As this code emendment only alters
zoning code language relevant to
discrationary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projects o
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will reguire CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project's’ biclogical impacis. No adverse
impacks to biclogical resources, including
identified species, riparian communities or
sengifive natural communities, wetlands,
protected trees, and habitats, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendmeant.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a. (NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-N

The proposed project involves regulsiory
changes and does not include any
specific physical development, The
proposed standards would not facilitate
nor encourage new development projecis,
but would affect procedures for
processing cases, expiration periods, and
requirements for utilization. As this code
amendment only alters zoning code
ianguage relevant o discretionary
approvals applicants may request, all
future development projects to which the
proposad cade amendment would apply
will require CEQA review, which wouid
include an assessment of the project’s’
potential impacts to historic and cultural
resourcas and would be subjact o the
City's existing policies and procedures,
designed o evaluaie and protect such
resources. Because no construction or
physical changes to existing bulldings is
proposed as pari of the project and
because of the existing regulations and
protections In place, including reguired
CEQA review for projects with polential

impacts to historic resources, adoption of
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the proposed code amendiment is not
anticipated to have any adverse impacts
o historic resources,

b, [NG IMPACT

The proposed project involves regulatory
changes and doas not Include any
specific physical development. As this
code amendment only aliers 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 raview, which would
include an assessment of the project’s
potential impacts to archasological
resources and would be subject to the
City's existing policles and procedures,
designed fo evaluale and protect such
resourcas. In addition, California Health
and Safely Code Section 7050.5 &f seq.
require that if human remains are
discovered the Coroner shall be
contactad and an investigation
undertaken. If the coroner recognizes the
hitman remains to be thosa of a Native
American, or has reason o believe thal
they are those of a Native American, he
or she must contact the Native American
Heritage Comimission. No advarse
impacts to archaeological or
paleontological resources associated with
implementation of the proposed code
amendment are anticipated,

o, [NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed project involves regulatory -
changes and doas not include any
specific physical development. As this
code amendment only alters zoning code
language relevant to discretionary
approvals applicants may reguest, all
fuiure developmeant projects fo which the
proposed code amendment would apply
wil] require CEQA review, which would
include an assessment of the project’s
potential impacts to arhaackgical
resources and would be subject to the
City's existing policies and procedures,
designed fo evaluate and protect such
resowces. In addition, California Health
and Safely Code Section 7050.5 &t seq.
require that if human remains are
discovered the Coroner shall be
contacted and an investigation
underiaken. If the coroner racognizes the
human remains to be thoss of a Native
American, of has reason o believe that
they are thosa of & Native American, he
or she must contact the Malive American
Heritage Commission, No advarse
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impacis fo archasologicsl or
paleontological resources associated with
implementation of the proposad code
amendment are anlicipated.

d. NO IMPACT

The proposead project involves regulatory
changes and doss not include any
specific physical development. As this
code amendment only alfers zoning code
language relevant fo discretionary
approvals applicants may reguest, all
future development projects to which the
proposad code amendment would apply
will require CEQA review, which would
include an assessment of the project's
potential impacts to archaeologleal
resources and would be subjact to the
Gily'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
discoverad the Coroner shall be
contacted and an investigation
undertaken. i the coroner recognizes the
human remains {0 be those of a Native
American, or hag reason to balieve that
thay are those of a Native American, he
of she must contact the Natlve American
Heritage Commission. No adverse
impacts to archaeological or
paleoniological resources associated with
implementation of the proposed code
amendment are anticipated.

¥i. GEGLOGY AND SOILS

a  (NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Los Angeles County, like most of
Southermn Califomia, Is a region of high
selemic activity and is therefore subject to
risk and hazards associated with
earthquakes. Several active faults within
the region are considered capable of
affacting properly throughout the Clty 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. Mo specific development is
proposed and no development would be
specifically approved by adoption of the
projact, Individual future development
prejects, to which the proposed
regulations would be applicable, would be
subject io the requirements of the
international Building Code and the
California Bullding Code, which would
ansura that the design and construction of

naw stiuciures are engineered to
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withstand the expeacted ground
accaleration, fiquefaction, or other
hazards that may ocowr on-site. Because
no new development is proposed and due
to required compliance with applicable
building codes, no impacts related io
selsmic hazards are anticipated.

b, NOIMPACT

i.os Angeles County, fike most of
Southern California, is 2 region of high
selsmic activity and is therefore subject o
visk and hazards associated with
earthquakes. Several active faults within
the region are considered capable of
affacting property throughout the City of
Los Angeles. The proposed project
invelves regulatory changes and does not
include any specific physical
development. No increases in fand use
density, intensity, or distribution are
proposed. No specific development is
proposad and no development wolld be
speciically approved by adoptlon of the
project. Individual fufure developmeant
projects, to which the proposed
regulations would be appiicable, would be
subject fo the requirements of the
International Building Code and the
California Building Code, which would
ensure that the design and construction of
new structures are enginesred 1o
withstand the expecied ground
acceleration, figquefaction, or other
hazards that may occur on-site. Bacause
no new development is proposed and due
to required compliance with applicable
building codes, no impacts related to
seismic hazards are anticipated.

e, INO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Los Angeles County, like most of
Southern California, is a region of high
seismic activity and is therefore subject fo
risk and hazards associated with
earthguakes. Several active faults within
the ragionh are considered capable of
affecting property throughout the City of
Los Angsies. The proposed project
involves regulaiory changes and does not
inciude any specific physical
development. No increases in land use
dansity, intensity, or distribution are
proposed, Mo specific development Is
proposed and no development would be
spesifically approved by adoption of the
project, Individual future development
projects, to which the proposed
reguiations would be applicable, would be
subject fo 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 enginesred fo
withstand the expected ground
acceteration, liquefaction, or other
hazards that may occur on-site. Because
no hew developmeant is proposed and due
o required compliance with applicabie
building codes, no Impacts related to
saismic hazards are anticipated.

Landslides are ofien riggered by
earthquakes or lorrential rainstorms. As
noted throughout this document, no
spacific development is proposed as pait
of nar would any individual development
be approved by the project, and no
Increasses in land usa denslty, intensity, or
disirlbution are proposed. No landslide
impacts are anticipated,

Erosion potential from site preparation for
targer projects would be largaly
addressed through standard erogion
cantrol BMPs that are typleally required
during profect construction; for example,
projects with greater than one acre of
ground disturbance require State Watar
Resources Control Board Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plans, In addition, no
specific development is proposed as pait
of this code amendmeant project, no
individual development would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
Increases in land use densily, intensity, or
distribution are proposad. No impacts
resulting from soit erosion or loss of
topsoil are anticipated.

Mo specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
ndividual devaelopment would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
increases in land use densily, intensily, or
distribution are proposed. In addilion,
sompliance with California Building Code
standards for safe construction generally
ensures that no Impacts related fo
axpansive soils would oceur,

Impaci?
d. NG BMPACT
& INO IMPACT
£ NG BAPACT
g. INOIMPACT

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individual development would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
increases in fand use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. In additfon,
compliance with California Building Code
standards for safs construction generally
ensures that no impacts related to
expansive soils would ooour,

BENV-2010-1496-ND
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h {NO IMPACT

Mo specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individual developmant would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
increases in land use density, Intensily, or
distribution are proposed. Mo impacis
would ocour related to seplic capability.

Vi, GREEN HOLUSE GAS EMISSIONS

a. [NO IMPACT

No development is proposed as part of or
would ha facilitated by the code-
amendment project, and no increases in
land use denasity, intensily, or distribution
are proposed. Thus, no impaci is
anticipated, dirsctly or indirectly,
regarding generation of greenhouse gas
emissions. As no cahstruction is
proposed, impacts from construction
emissions would not be Increased. The
proposed code amendment would alter
the regulations applied fo future
discretionary land use applications by
cresting consistent procadures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying fanguage regarding ulitization of
approvals, synchrohizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the axpiration
periods of quasijudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
pracedures for the review of reguesis for
extensions of time of approvals. Tha code
amandment project itselil does not Include
any specific physical development, No
adverse impacts would occur.

b, INOIMPACT

BNV-2010-1456-ND

Mo development is proposad as partof oy
would be facilitated by the cods
amendmant project, and no increases in
land use density, intensity, or distribution
are proposed. Thus, adoption of the code
armendment is not anticipated to conflict
with applicable plans, policies, or
reguiations adopted for the pumose of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions, As
no construction is proposed, impacts from
construction emisslons would not ba
increased. The proposed code
amendmeant would alter the regulations
applied to future discretionary land use
applications by creating consistent
procedures for review of projects
requiting multiple approvals, clariiying
language regarding vlilization of
appraovals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted fo a
single project, exdending the expiration

pericds of quasi-judicial land use
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approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
gxdensions of time of approvals. The code
amsndment project itself does not include
any specific physical development. No
adverse impacis would occour,

Vill. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a, |NO IMPACT

Individual future development projects
that may apply for discretionary land use
approvals in the City of Los Angsles may
be located on or near sites that could
raise concerns regarding hazardous
materials use, contamination, or other
hazards, However, no increasss in land
use densily, intensiiy or distribution, are
proposed as part of the proposed cods
amendment. Mo speciflc development is
proposed, and no individual development
wolild be approved by adoption of the
code amendmeni, In addition, a number
of existing state and federal laws and
programs apply to hazards and hazardous
materials and would apply to subseqgueant
future individual development projecs.
These include the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act,
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1082
{Fadiiities Subject to Corrective Action),
Bepartment 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 {f
warrantad, 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
unautharized disposal or release of &
hazardous substance,

b, [NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

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

futtre individual development projects,
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These include the Resource
Congervation and Recovery Act,
California Fire Cades, Senate Bill 1082
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action),
Department of Heath Services
regulations, and Department of Housing
ragulations. Finally, Municipal Code
Section 54,05 requires that a hazardous
substance clearance repon, including
provisions for site rermediation if
warranted, be approved by the County
Health Deparimeant and recorded with the
County for sale or ansfer of any
property, upon which there has been an
unauthorized disposel or release of a
hazardous substance.

c. (NOIMPACT

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
ralse concemns regarding hazardous
materlals use, contamination, or other
hazards. Howsver, no increases in land
use densily, intensily or disiribution, 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 federat laws and
programs apply to hazards and hazardous
materlals and would apply fo subsequent
future individuat development projects.
These Include the Resource
Conservation and Recovary Act,
California Fire Codes, Senate Bilf 1082
{Facifities Subject to Corrective Action),
Department of Heath Services
reguiations, and Depardment of Housing
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code
Section 54.05 reguires that a hazardous
stibstance clearance rapord, including
proviglons for site remediation ¥
warrapied, be approved by the County
Health Departmeant and recorded with the
County for sale or transfer of any
iproperty, upon which there has been an
unauthorized disposal or release of a
hazardous substance.

d. NG IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Individual future development projects
that may apply for discretionary land use
approvais in the City of Los Angsles 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 parl of the proposed code
amendmeant. No specific development is
proposed, and no individuat development
would be approved by adoption of the
code ameandment. In addition, a number
of existing state and fedaral laws and
programs apply to hezards and hazardous
materials and would apply to subsequent
future individual developmant projects.
These inchide the Resourcea
Conservation and Recovery Act,
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1082
(Facilities Bubject 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 thera has been an
unauthorized disposal or release of a
hazardous substance,

a. {NOIMPACT

The City of Los Angeles confains the Los
Angeles International Airpori, the Van
Muys Airport, and Whiteman Alrport, No
safety hazard impacts would ocour
because no new individual development
or increases in land use density, intensity,
or dislribution are proposed as pari of the
proposed code amendment. No adverse
impacts are anticipated.

f. NG IMPACT

The City of Los Angeles contains the Los
Angeles International Airport, the Van
MNuys Airport, and Whiteman Airport. No
safely hazard impacts would ocour
because no new individual developmant
or increases in land use density, intensity,
or distribulion are proposed as part of the
proposed code amendment. No adverse
impacts are anticipated.

g. [NO IMPACT

The circulation natwork would remain
unchanged under the proposed
regulations. Access to and from existing
structures and to and through the projest
area would remain unchanged, Existing
reguiraments for fire and ather emergency
accass would confinus o be applied to
development as it iz proposed and
reviawed. No adverse impacis are
anticipated,

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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NO IMPACT

The City of Los Angsles is highly
urbanized but containg 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
proposad by the code amendment
project, and no increases in land use
densily, intensity, or distribution are
proposed. individual future development
projects that may apply for disoretionary
land use approvals in the Gity of Los
Angeles will be subject to reguiremenis of
the International Building Code and the
California Building Code. No impacts
would aoeur.

X, HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a,

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, infensity, or
distribution are proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act require
that a NPDES general construction storm
water permit be obtsined 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 containg

. 1BMPs to control the discharge of

pollutants, including sediment, into the'
local surface water drainages. For project
operation, the Clty'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” adopled by the
Board of Public Works. The Cily's NPDES
Parmit requires new development and
radevelopment projects to incorporats
water quality measures, Depending onh
tha type of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
{SUSMP) or a Site Speciflc Mitigation
Plan is regquired to reduce the quantiy
and improve the quality of rainfall runaif
that leaves the sile. No impacis are
anticipatad.

BNV-2010-1496-ND
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No development is proposad as part of
the code amendment project, nio
individual development would be
approved as part of the code amendment,
and no increases in land use densiy,
intensity, or distribution are proposed,
Adoption of the proposed code
amendment would notresultin a
measurable increase in the demand for
water. No impacts are anticipated.

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, Reguiations
under the federal Clean Water Act require
that a NPDES ganaral construction storm
watar 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 Poliution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains
BMPs to control the discharge of
pollutants, including sediment, info the
{ocal 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 conirol
stormwater pollutants, including
implementation of practices from the
“Development Best Management
Practices Handbook” adopled by the
Board of Public Works. The Gily's NPDES
Permit requires naw development and
redevelopment brojects o incorporate
water gquality measures. Depending on
the type of project, sither a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
{SUSMM) ar a Site Specific Mitigation
Plan is required fo reduce the quaniity
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff
that leaves the site. No fmpacis are
anticipaied,

Impact?
b, INO IMPACT
c. (NO IMPACT
d. INCIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

No specific development is proposed as
tpart of the code amendment project, no
individual devaloprment will be approved
ag part of the code amendment, and no
increases in land use densily, intensily, or
distribution are proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act requira
that & NPDES genaral construction storm
water permit be obtainad for projects that
would disturh greater than one acre
during construction. Acguisition of a
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NPDES permit is dependent on the
preparaiion of a Storm Waler Pollution
Pravention Plan (8WPPP) that conlains
BMPs to control the discharge of
poflutants, Including sediment, into the
Incal suface water drainages. For project
aperation, the City's Stormwater and
Livban Runoff Poliution Control
regulations {(Municipal Cods, Chapler Vi
Article 4.4} raquire measures io control
stormwater poffutanis, including
implementation of practices from the
“Development Best Management
Practices Handbook” adopted hy the
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES
Permit requires new development and
redevelopment projects to incorporate
water guality measures. Depending on
the type of praject, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
{SUSMP) or a Site Spacific Mitigation
Plan is required to reduce the quantity
and improva the quality of rainfall runoff
that leaves the site. No impacis are
anticipated.

8, {NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

No specific development is proposed as
patt 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 fedsral Clean Water Act require
that 2 NPDES genaral construction storm
water permit be obtained for projects that
would disturb greater then one acre
during construction, Acquisition of a
NPDES parmit is dependent on the
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that containg
BMPs to control the discharge of
pollutants, including sediment, into the
iocal surface water drainages. For projact
operation, the Cliy’s Stormwater and
Urban Runoff Pollution Contro}
regulations {Municipat Code, Chapter Vi
Article 4.4) reguire measures fo control
stormwater poliutants, including
implementation of practices from the
“Davelopment Best Management
Practices Handbook” adopted by the
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES
Permit requires new developmeant and
redavelopment projects fo incorporate
water quality measures. Depanding on
the fype of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan

{SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation
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Explanation

Mitigation
Measuraes

Plan is required to reduce the quantity
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff
that leaves the sile, No impacts are
anticipatad.

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendiment project, no
individual development will be approved
as part of the code amendment, and no
increases in fand use densily, infensity, or
distribution are proposed. Reguiations
under the federal Clean Waler Act require
that a NPDES general consiruction slorm
water permit be obtained for projects that
would disturh greater than one acre
during construction, Acquisition of a
NPDES permit is dependent on the
preparation of 4 Storm Water Pollution
Pravention Plan (SWPPP) that contains
BMPs to conirpl the discharge of
pollufants, including sediment, into the
local sutface water drainages, For prolect
operation, the City's Stormwater and
Urban Runsff Pollution Controf
regulations (Munlecipal Cods, Chapter Vi
Article 4.4) require measures to control
starmwater poliutants, including
implementation of practices from the
“Development Best Management
Practices Hendbook” adopied by the
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES
Parmit requires naw development and
redevelopment projacts to incorporate
water quality measures, Depending oh
the type of projact, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(BUSMP) or 2 Slie Specific Mitigation
Plan is required o reduce the quantity
and Improve the quality of rainfall runoff
that leaves the site. Mo impacts are
anticlpated.

No development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no
individuat development would be
approved as part of the code amendment,
and no increases in land use density,
intensity, or distribution are proposed.
Existing requiremants for flood
managemeni and mitigalion would
continue to be applied {o development as
it is proposed and reviewad. No adverse
impacts are anticipated.

Impaci?
£ INO IMPACT
a. |NOWPACT
h. INO IMPACT

ENV-2610-1496-ND

No davelopment is proposed as pari of
the cods amendment project, no
individual developmant would be
approvad as part of the code amendment,
and no increases in land use density,

intansity, or distribution are proposed.
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Impact?

Exuplanation

Mitigation
Beasures

Existing requirements for fiood
managemeant and mitigation would
continie to be applied to davelopmeant as
it is proposed and reviewed. No adverss
impacts are anticipated,

MO IMPACT

No development is proposed as pait 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 requiremants for flood
managament and miligation would
confinug fo be applied {o development as
it is proposed and reviewed, No adverse
impacts are anticipated,

NO IMPACT

No developmant is proposed as part the
code amendment project, no individual
development would be approved as patt
of the code amendment, and no increases
in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. Coastal areas
of the Cliy of Los Angeles could
potentially be subject to tsunami or
seiche, and exsting requirements for
mitigation, including the Coastal
Development Permiiting process
administared by the Coastal Development
Commission, would continue to ba
applied to development as it is proposed
and reviewad. No adverse impacis are
anticipatad.

K LAND USE AND PLANNING

a.

NO IMPAGT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations appiied to fulure
discretionasy land use applications by
craating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
perinds of multiple approvals granted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
pariods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for tha review of requests for
exiensions of time of approvals. No
increases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. Mo specific
development is proposed, and no
individual development would be
approvad by adoption of the code
amendment, Mo changes in land use
designations are proposed, and ho major
infrastructure or other projects or
changes thal would divide sxisting
communities ars proposed or would be
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Impaact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Beasures

directly faciliiated. No impacts would
QCCUY.

b, [NO IMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the reguiations appiied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating conslstent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utifization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of mulfiple approvals granted to a
gingle project, extending the expiration
perieds of quash-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of ime of approvals. No
increases in land use densily, inlensily, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
development is proposed, and no
individual development would be
approved by adoption of the code
ameandment. Implementation of the
proposed changes to existing conditional
use regulations through future requesied
projects within the City of Los Angsles
would be consistent with the Generat
Plan, applicable Community Plans, and
Zoning Ordinance as amended by this
code amendment project. Mo impacts
would oceur.

c. [NCIMPACT

The proposed code amendmeant 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 utiization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of mulliple approvels granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of gquashjudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of fime of approvals. Mo
increases In land use densily, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
development is proposed, and no
development would ba specifically
approved by adoption of the program.
Therefore, No habitel consarvation plans
or nafural community conservation plans

would be impacied,

A MINERAL RESOURCES

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Inpact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

The proposed code amendment would
alter the reguiations applied to fulure
discrationary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utiization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
petriods of mulliple approvels granfted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of guasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
axtensions 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.
Therafore, no Impacts to mineral
rasources would oceur,

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fulure
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects reguiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the explration
periods of multiple approvals granted to &
single project, extending the expiration
periods of gquasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
increases in tand use densily, intensity, or
distrioution are proposed. No specific.
developrment is proposed, and no
development would be specifically
approved by adoption of the program.
Therefore, no impacts to minaral
resources would oceur.

a. INO IMPACT
b, |NO IMPACT
A3 NOISE

a, |NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed code amendmeant would
alter the regulations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring muliinle approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
perinds of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
perlods of quasi-judiclal land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of reguests for
extensions of fime of approvals. No
Increases in land use density, intensity, or

distribulion are propossad. No specific
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impact?

Explanation

Hitigation
Measures

development s proposed, and no
developmeant would be spacifically
approved by adoption of the proposed
code amendment, Because the proposed
project does not include any developiment
proposals or entitlements, adoption of the
proposed code amendment would not
nlace sensitive receplors in areas, subject
to noise thal excesds noise standards.

b, NG IMPACT

The proposad tode amendment would
siter the reguiations applied to fulure
discretionary land use applications by
creafing conslstent procedures for review
of projects requiring multipie approvals,
clartifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
perlads of multiple approvals granted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judiclal land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
increases In land use density, infensity, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
development is proposed, and no
developmeant would be specifically
approvad by adoption of the proposed
code amendment. Because the proposed
project doss not include any development
proposals or entitlements, adoptlon of the
proposad code amendment would not
place sensitive receplors in areas, subject
to noise that exceeds noise standards,

c. [NO IMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applisd to fture
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring muitiple approvals,
clariiying language regarding utiization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted io a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
axtensions of time of approvals. Mo
increases In land use densily, infensily, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
daveiopment is proposerd, and no
development would be specifically
approved by adopiion of the proposed
coda amendment, Because the proposed
oroject does not include any development
proposais or entitlements, adobtion of the
proposed code amendment would not
place sensitive recaplors in areas, sublect
o noise that exceeds noise standards,

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Impaci?

Explanation

ifitigation
Measures

d. NG IMPACT

Mo specific development is proposed and
no development would be specifically
approvad by adoption of the proposed
code amendment. The proposed
requlations do not involve any
devalopment proposals or entilements.
All future applications raquasting
discretionary approvals for development
projects in the Cify 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 neise bayond cerlain levels at
adiacent uses unless technically
infeasible, Therefore, no impacls related
to temporary construction noise would
oocur,

a, |NO IMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
after the requiations appliad to future
discrefionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects reguiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvais granted to a
gingle project, extending the sxpiration
perinds of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of reguests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
specific develppment is proposed, and no
individual development wouid be

- {approved by adoplion of the program., if

adopied, the proposed cods amendment
will not impact any sxisting or planned
airport plans. Thersfore, the project would
not expose peaple {0 excessive noise
levels associated with alrport operations.

f. INO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fulure
discretionary land use applications by
creating consisient procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple appravals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the explration
petiods of multiple approvals granted to a
single prafect, exiending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land usea
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
approvad by adoption of the program, I
adopted, the proposed code amendment
will not impact any existing or plannad

airport plans. Therefors, the project would
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Explapation

Mitigation
Yeasures

not expose people fo exceasive noise
levels associated with airpon operations.,

Kl

Mo specific development Is proposed as
part of the code amendment prolect, no
individual development would be

approved by the project, and no increasas |

in land use density, intenslty, 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 fo future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarlfying language regarding utifization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
petiods of mulliple approvals granted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quaskjudiciat land use
approvals, and sstablishing clear
procadures 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 oceur.

Impact?
POPULATION AND HOUSING
NO IMPACT
NG IMPACT

ENV-2010-1486-ND

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment prolect, no
individual development would be
approved by the project, and no increases
in land use density, intensity, ot
distribution are proposed, Mo housing is
proposed for construction or removal, and

“Ino population indusing development or

ragulations are proposed. The proposed
code amendmeant would alter the
ragulations applied to future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent pracedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarilying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
pariods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
perinds of guasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of reguesis for
extensions of ime of approvals. Howeaver,
these regulatory changes io discrationary
approval processes will not allow any
increase in net density above what has
been planned. Therefore, no population

and housing impacts would coour,
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Explanation

Aitigation
Measures

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendmaent 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 amandment would alter the
regulations applied to future discretionary
land use applicaiions by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utiization of
approvals, synchronizing ihe expiration
periads of multiple approvals grantedto a
single project, extending the expiration
pericds of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and astablishing 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
incraase in net density above what has
bsen planned. Thersfore, no population
and housing impacts would ocour,

Xiv.

Because no development is proposed as
part of or would be facilitated by the code
amendment project, and no increases in
fand use density, intensity, or distribufion
are proposed, the code amendment
project would notincreass the demand
for fire or police protection services,
schools, parks, or other public services.
No new facilities would be required, and
no alterations fo existing facilities would
result from adoption of the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacls related
to public services or public services
facilities would accur from adoption of the
proposed code amendment,

hmpact?
NGO IMPACT
PUBLIC SERVICES
NO IMPACT
NO MPACT

ENY-2010-1496-ND

Becsuse no development is proposed as
part of or would be faclitated by the code
ameandment project, and no Increases in
land use densily, iniensity, or distribution
are proposed, the code amendment
oroject would not increase the demand
for fire or police protection services,
schools, parks, or other public services.
Mo new faciliies would be required, and
no alterations fo exisling facilities would
rasult from adoption of the proposed cade
amendment. No adverse impacis related

to public services or public sendces

Page 38 of 43




impact?

Explanafion

- Mitigation
Measures

faciiiies would ocour from adogtion of the
iproposed code amendment.

¢, {NCIMPACT

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 profection services,
schools, parks, or other public services,
Mo new facilities would be required, and
no alterations to existing facilities would
result from adaption of the proposed code
amendment. Mo adverse impacts related
to public services or public services
facilitles would occur from adoption of the
proposed code amendment.

d. NG IMPACT

Because ho 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 requirad, and
no alterations to existing facilities would
result from adoption of the proposed code
amendmant. No adverse impacis relaled
to public services or public services
faciities would accur from adoption of the
mepasad eodla amandment.

e, {NOIMPACT

Because no development is propased as
part of or would be facilitated by the cods
amendment project, and no increases in
fand use density, intensity, or distribution
arg 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 reqguired, and
no afferations to existing facilities would
rasulf from adoptioh of the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacis related
to public services or public services
facilities would occur from adoption of the
proposed code amendment,

XY, RECREATION

a. {NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

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
tand use density, intensily, or distribution
are proposed. Mo housing or other uses
are proposed or would be specifically
approved thal wotdd result in increased
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

demand for recraational facilities, and no
population-inducing developrant or
regulations are propased, No adverse
impacts related to recrestion would ocour,

b, [NC IMPACT

Mo development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no specific
developmeant would be approved by the
code amendment, and no increasas in
land use density, intensity, or distribution
are proposed. No housing or other uses
are proposed or wotlld 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 o recreation would ocour.

2

. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

a. [NOIMPACT

No development is proposed nor would
any specific development be approved by
the proposed code amendment.
Implementation of the proposad 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 In land use, or increases in
allowed land use intenslty are proposed
as pari of the proposed code amendment,
project implementation would not
incraase traffic volumes within the City of
Los Angeles. it should also be noted that
future development projects would he
subject to individual review for potential
traffic impacis and those impacts would
be addressed on a case-hy-vase hasis,
Mo adverse impacts would resuit.

b, MO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Mo daveloprent is proposed nor would
any specific develapment be approved by
the proposed code amendment.
implementation of the proposed code
amendment, which would not change the
iand use designalions or density in the
project arsa, would not be expected to
affect iraffic or circulation. Therefore, and
because no specific development,
changes in land use, or increases in
allowed fand uge intensity are proposed
as part of the proposed code amendment,
project implementation would not
increase traffic volurmes within the City of
Los Angeles. it should also be noted that
future development projects would be
subject to individual review for potential
traffic impacts and those impacts would

ba addressed on a case-by-case basis.
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lmpaci?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measurss

No adverse impacts would reseit,

NG IMPACT

No development is propesed nor would
any specific development be approved by
the proposed code amendment,
Tharefore, no change in alr traffic
patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that
rasults in substantial safety risks would
result, Building heighis would not be
increased, nor wouid projecis regulatad
by the proposed code amendment
increase airport traffic levels, No adverse
impacts waould result.

NO IMPACT

Na sharp cuyves, dangerous intersections
or other hazardous traffic or intersection
configurations are propased or would be
facilitated by implementation of the code
amendment praject. Major changes in
road engineering, elignment or
intersection confrola that could affect
traffic safely are not proposed. Farm
equipment and other incompatible
vahicular or transportation uses would nof
be infroduced or facilitated by the project,
No adverse impacts would result,

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 wolld remain unchanged. Exlsting
requiremeants for fire and other emergency
aceess would continua 1o be applied to
developrent as it Is proposed and
reviewed. No adverse impacts are
anticipated,

NO IMPACT

Mo development Is proposed nor would
any specific development be approved by
the proposed code amendment,
Therefore, no change in parking capacity
is apticipated from adoption of the
proposed praject. The project would not
conflict with adopted polictes, plans, or
programs stupporting alternative
transportation. No adverse impact would
result,

KV

 UTILITIES AND BERVICE SYSTENMS

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

No development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no specific
development would be approved by the
project, and ho Increases in land use
dansity, intensity, or disribution are
proposed. The project would not resuif in
a measurable increase in the demand for
water nor in an increase in waslewater
generation. No new or expanded facilities
ave proposed or would be requirad in
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npact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

arder to implament the proposad code
amendment. impacts would be less than
significant.

b, MO 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
densily, intensity, or distribution are
proposaed. 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 impacis are
anticipatad,

c. JLESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

No new davelopment or increases in
polentiai development are proposed, and
no wastewater facilities are proposed for
alteration or expansion, New
development built sublect to the proposed
regulations would be subject fo various
water conservation measures in the
citywide landscape ordinance and other
regulations. Impacts would be less than
significant.

d. [LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Mo 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
& measurable increase In the demand for
water not in an increase in wastewater
generation. No new or expanded facilities
are proposed or would be required in
order to implement the proposed code
amendmeant, impacis would be less than
significant. .

e. |NO IMPACT

No developmant is proposed as pari of
the code amendment project, no specific
devejopiment would be approved by the
project, and no Increases in land use
density, Intensity, or disiribution are
vroposed. 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 implerneant the proposed code
amendment, No adversa impacts are

anticipated.

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measurss

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Mo developmant is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no specific
development would be approved, and no
incremses in land use denslity or intensity
are proposed. Implementation of the
proposed code amendment would not
resulf in & measurabie increase in solid
wasie generation. impacts would be less
than significant.

NO IMPACT

Mo development is proposed as part of
the cade amendment project, no specific
devalopment would be approved, and no
increases In land use densily or infensity
are proposed. implementation of the
proposed codes amendmeant would not
result in a measurable increase In solid
waste genaration. No adverse impacts
are anticipated.

XVl MANDATORY 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 sliminate a

" Inlant or animal community.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The cumulative impacts associated with
the proposed code amendment project

will result in a less than significant impact.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed code amendment project
does not pose significant impacts to
humans,

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

Attachment 2

ENV-2010-1496-ND-REC1 (Addendum) {adopted July 27, 2011),
dated December 09, 2010 (“2010 Addendum”).
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ATTN: James Williams

1.0s Angeles City Planning Commission
200 N. Spring St., Room 272

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Addendum to ENV-2010-1496-ND; S'ingie and Multiple Approvals Ordinance;
Citywide

Commigsioners,

Pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Depariment 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 18.08 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 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. )

“No ?eveloﬁmén‘i is proposed as part of the project. No change in land vse, density, or intensity is
proposed as part of this project.”

Subsequent to the original publication of this ND, from ongoing staff research and consuitation
with relevant stakeholders, the Department of Cily Planning has altered some provisions in the
draft ordinance than those originally assessed in ENV-2010-1486-ND. These changes include
the elimination of extensions of time for quasi-judicial land use permits from the Los Angeles
Municipal Codes, a one-time extension of time for all previously-granted approvals consistent
with the dates 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
Environmenial Case File.

As such, the project description has been changed {0 read:
“A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12,22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.26, 12.27,

12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.67, 17.56, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal
Code to create consistent procedures for review of projecis requiring multiple approvals,
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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.

“No development is proposed as part of the project. No change in land use, density, or intensity is
proposed as part of this 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 {o the originally proposed project.

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

Sincerely,

Michasl J. LoGrande
Director
Department of City Planning

Tom Rothmann
City Planner
TRIB
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TO THE COUNCIL OF THE ' FILE NO. 11-1140
CITY OF LOS ANGELES

Your PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT Commitiee

reports as follows:

PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT relative to a proposed ordinance amending
the Los Angsles Municipal Code (LAMC) fo create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple
approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted {o a single project, clarify language
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of fime 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.

Recommendations for Council action:

1. FIND that this project will not have a significant effect on the snvironment, 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 L.os Angeles; that
the documents constituting the record of proceedings in this matier are located in Coungcil File No, 11-1140
in the custody of the City Clerk and in the files of the Depariment of City Planning in the custody of the
Environmental Review Section; and ADOPT the Negative Declaration [ENV 2010-1496-ND.

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,
12,22,12.24,12.25,12.26,12.27, 12.28,12.32, 12.386, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17,02, 17.07,17.56, and 18.08
of the LAMC to creaie consistent procedures for review of projects requiring muitiple approvals, synchronize
the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted io 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-11835 and
AB-333, and make minor technical corrections,

4, REQUEST that the City Attorney in cooperation with the Planning Department assess the feasibility of
sncomoratmg the amandments to the ordinance as presented in commitiee.

Fiscal Impact Staten‘zent None submifted by the Planning Deparniment. Neither the City Administrative Officer nor

the Chief Legislative Analyst has completed a financial analysis of this report,

Community Impact Statement None submitted.




Summary.

At the public hearing held on July 12, 2011, the Planning and Land Use Management (PLUM) Commiltee
considered a CPC report and proposed ordinance relative 10 amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24,
12.25,12.26, 12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 12.38, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 ofthe LAMC {o create
consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of
multiple approvals granted o a single project, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, sliminate 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. During the discussion of this matier, 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 reguest the City Attorney to prepare the final ordinance as recommended by
the CPC and that the City Aftorney in cooperation with the Planning Department assess the feasibility of
incorporaling the amendments to the ordinance as presented in commitiee. This matter is now forwarded to the
Coungil for its consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
PLANNING AND LAND USE MANAGEMENT CQMM!TTEE

MEE\P}IEBER VOTE
R : ’
HozAR: vee JUL 27 201

KREKORIAN:  YES
108 ANGELES Ciy COUNGR

MGE:cr

14-1140_rpt_plum_7-12-11

- Mot Official Until Councll Acts -
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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, 17.58, 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 guasi-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:

Secfion1. 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. 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 requiring multiple approvais, 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 T 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

11.6.7 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 fo: the

applicant; the owner(s) of the property invoived; and

interested parties who have requested notice in

writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for



the first available meeling 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
Comimission 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
coniunction with a subdivision and no other approval,
the appeals procedures set forth in Ardicle 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:

eguirement for Utilization of Approval: Exceptions to Time Limitations
{LAMC ‘12.25). Where a Iot or Iots have been approved for use as a governmental
enterprise, place of worship, hospital, educational instifution or private schogol, including
elementary and high schools, no time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided
that ali of the following conditions are met; -




{a} 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.

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.

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

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

SEC. 12.25. EXTENSION-£

= TIME LIMITATIONS.

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



exceed six-months one year, as may be necessary o prepare and process an
Environmental Impact Report required under Section 21151 of the Public Resources
Code. If the reguired report cannoi be completed before the expiration of the sbementh
one-vear extension, a request for additional time may be made fo the City Council, and
the applicable time limit may be further extended for such a period of time as the
Council shall specify.

Chapter 1 of thls Code shali raot mclude.anv time pericd 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 fo 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 atiach a copy
of the petition or complaint to this notification letler. Suspensions of time for planning,
subdivision, and zoning matters in litigation shall be automatically granted until final
resolution of the fawsuit, including the conclusion of all appeal periods. The subdivider
or applicant_shall submit a copy of documentation resolving the lawsuit to the
Devartment _of City Planning. Failure of the subdivider or applicant to notify the
Department of City Planning within 10 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.

. - California Coastal Commission Approvals.

1. Time limits established by regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code
for any approval or conditional approval pursuant fo such regulations shall not
inciude 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 writien request for a2 suspension of time and a copy of




the submitied California Coastal Commission application for such approval io the
Department of City Planning within 10 days of filing the application with the
California_Coastal Commission.  Suspensions of time shall be automatically
granted uniil 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 requiations 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 fo such regulations or certification of an environmental
document pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act involving any
approval or permit granted by the California Coasial 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 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
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 10 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 Approvais.

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
any.ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code, that has not been
utilized within_three vears of its effective date shall become null and void.
However, when approvals are granted as part of a project requiring mulitiple
approvals, the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall

govern.

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above:

(a) the expiration pericd 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 fo
Chapter_1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 38 months if
such approval has expired or may expire on or after July 15, 2008 and




before January 1, 2014 and if such approval had not previously quaiified-
for a one-time extension of time pursuant to Ordinance Nos. 180,647
andlor 181.269: and

(b) any_previously-granted approval of any of the following for
which the applicant had not been grantied an applicable one-year
extension of time. at the date of adoplion 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 permiis and other similar guasi-judicial
approvais, as set forth in Section 12.24 of the Code;

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

(4) adiustments and slight modifications, as set forth in
Section 12,28 of the Code:

{5)  specific plan project permit complance reviews,
adiustments and exceptions, as set forth in Section 11.5.7 of the
Code:; and

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

2. Utilization. An_approval shall be considered uiilized when a valid
permit_from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and
construction work has begqun and been carried on diligently without substantial
suspension or_abandonment of work. An approval not reguiring permits for
construction or_alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be
considered utilized when operations of the use authorized have commenced.,

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 approvail itself expressly provides otherwise.

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

3. Vesfing of Development Plan. Whenever plans sufficient for a
complete plan check are accepted by the Depariment of Building and Safety and
a fee is paid, a vested right is granied io the project fo proceed with its
development in substantial compiiance with the zoning, and development rules,






Sec, 11.

Sec. 12.

Paragraph (h) of Subdivision 1 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the
L.os 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 io March 26, 1873, 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 o
the satisfaction of the appropriaie City agencies, the T Tentative Zone
classification and the zoning authorized thereby shall become nuii 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 proiects shall automatically
be increased by 36 months if such a T Tentative classification has expired
or may expire on of after July 15, 2008 and before January 1, 2014.

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 |,
no Q Qualified classification shall be granted for more than six years
uniess:

£ (1) substantial physical development of the propéﬂy for
one or more of the uses first permitted by the Q has taken place
within that time; or

) (2) if no physical development is necessary, but the
property is being used for one or more of the purposes first
nermitted 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 utlized for those purposes permitted prior to the
commencement of the rezoning proceedings-; or



{3) such a Q Qualified classification that has expired or may
expire on or after July 15, 2008 and before January 1, 2014, 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 Iimpose 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 () classification shali 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 nuli 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:
SEC. 12.36. PROCEDURES FOR PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE APPROVALS.
(CHARTER § 564).

A—10
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A, Purmpose. The purpose of this Section is to creale clear, consistent

procedures for the review of projects requiring multiple, rejated approvals, including
appropriate hearing and appeal routes, in order to promole efficiency in_ case
processing, provide certainty in _the development review process, and establish
procedures for the comprehensive consideration of project benefits and impacts.

B. Definitions. Notwithstanding any provision of this Code to the contrary,
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 appealed, as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C-F.H, 12.20.2,
12.20.2.1, 12.2034-L, 1221 A2 1221 G.3,12.22 A25 12.24 12.24.1, 1226 K,
12.27 12,28 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 1232H 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 Division of Land as set
forth in Article 7 of this Code.

C. * _Filing 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. 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.

D. . Decision-makers. _Notwithstanding any provision of this Code io the
contrary, the followinag shall apply for projects requiring multipie avprovals,

1. City Planning Commission. If a project requires any approval
separaiely decided by an Area Planning Commission, the Zoning Administrator,
or the Director, as the initial decision-maker, and also reguires 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 approvais.

(a). _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 reguiring muliiple approvails, including a
relaied Subdivision Aporoval.

(b).  Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judiciai
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. I a project 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 shali decide all appeals of
the Area Planning Commission’s decisions as initial decision-maker for
projects reauiring 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 Legisiative 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 approvais.

(a). Appeliate Bodv. The Area Planning Commission where the
oroiect is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Zoning
Administrator _as _initial _decision-maker _on projects requiring mubltiple
approvals. However, if requiations within Chapter 1 of this Code require
any of the approvals tc be heard by the City Planning Commission or City
Council on appeal, including a related Subdivision Approval, the City
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Planning Commission or City Council, as appropriate, shall decide all -
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 project requires multile approvals
decided by the Direcior, the following shall apply.

(a).  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. However, if
requlations 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-dudicial Approvais 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.

eparate-Decisions Findings. When acting on multiple apphcatlons for a
project, the mztzai demsmn 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.

Appeals No New Appeal Rights. This section is not intended to create any
addltlonal appeai or level of appeal in connection with any application for a land use
approval under this Code. When regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code provide for
further appeal beyond the appellate body of any approval filed as part of a project
requiring _muttiple 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 appeai 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 o act on applications or iniliations 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 this Code:

1. Any Quasi-ludicial Approval granted in conjunction with a
Legislative Approval shall expire with the Legislative Approval, not fo exceed six
years.

2. Anvy  Quasi-judicial Approval agranied in  conjunction with a

Subdivision Approval shall expire with the Subdivision Approval. The expiration
period of such Quasi-Judicial Approvals mayv be extended with the Subdivision
Approval pursuant to Articie 7 of this Code.

3. Any Leaqisiative Approval dranted 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 puipose 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 § of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code is delefed:
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Sec. 16. Subdivision 4 or Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code is amended {o read:

desagn review board s advace on an optiona! preilmmary appizcai;on shail be vahd
for 24 months.

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

Appeal Board

The Area Planning Commission where the map is iocated for any narcel

map or ientative map that; (g) creates or resuills in less than 50 000 gross sguare
feet of nonresidential floor area; or {b) creates or resulis in fewer than 50 dwelling
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Sec. 16. Subdivision 4 or Subsection E of Section 16.50 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code is amended to read:

Duration of
o § g B-BF-INe-AFe wtinls eyt cadlod

Design Review Board Preliminary Review
naE preliminary applicaion

- DS n: o054

design review board’s advice on an opti

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

Appeal Board

The Area Planning Commission where the maop is located for any parcel

map or tentative map that: (a) creates or resulls in less than 50,000 gross sguare
feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b} creates or results in fawer than 50 dwelling
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units, guest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or (¢)
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 deleted:

Sec.19.  Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 17.56 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code is deleted:
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Sec. 20.  Subsection D of Section 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is
amended to read:

. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street. The private street approval
shall be void unless all conditions of approval are completed or fulfilled within three six
years from the date of approval, except that grading and improvement condition shalt be
con31derec§ as fulfilled ;f the requwed work is begun durmg thai ’ume hmlt and d;hgent!y

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 cuirent adverse
economic conditions impacting the City's budget and io sfreamline 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 io 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 approvais
following the dates specified in the siate legisiation $B-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, adopis this ordinance to become effective
upon publication pursuant to Los Angeles City Charier Section 253.

Sec. 22. The City Clerk shall certify ...
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City Hall Bast
200 N, Main Street

(213) 978-8100 Tel
(213) 978-8312 Fax

Room 800 CTrutanich@lacity.org
Los Angeles, CA 90012 www lacity orgfaily

DIRECT DIAL: 213,978.8068
FACSIMILE: 213.978.8214

CARMEN A. TRUTANICEL
City Atlorney

January 10, 2012

The Honorable City Planning Commission
Of the City of Los Angeles

City Hall, Room 532

200 North Spring Street

L.os Angeles, California 90012

Attention: Tanner Blackman, Planning Assistant

Re:  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, 18.05, 16.580, 17.02, 17.07,
17.56, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code fo create consistent
procedures for review of projecis requiring multiple approvals, and
synchronize the expiration periods of entitlements

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

Honorabie Membam:

Pursi}ant to the July 27, 2011, request of the City Councii, this office has
prepared and fransmits 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
Pianning Commission to act on the same matter. The City Planning Commission would
have been required to make the appropriate findings and comply with the requiremenis
of Charter Sections 556, 558(a) and 558(b)(2), and the California Environmental Quality
Act.



The Honorable City Planning Commission
of the City of Los Angeles

January 10, 2012

Page 2

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

Sincerely,

CARMEN A. TRUTANICH, City Attorney

By ,;%///ﬁl«‘
AMCHAEL"). BOSTROM

Deputy Cily Attorney
MJIB:zra



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, 18.08, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 of the Los
Angeles Municipal Code 1o create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring
multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of mulliple approvals granted fo a
single project, clarify language regarding the utilization of approvals, eliminate the
redundancy of time extensions for quasijudicial land use approvais, 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 Aﬂgeies Municipal Code is
deleted.

Sec. 4. Subparagraph b. of Section 12.22.A.25. (g)(z)(a) of the Los Angeles
Mumcupa! Code is amended 1o read as foliows:

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. B, Bubparagraph f, of Section 12.22 A.25.(0){2)(i) is amended to reac:i as
foliows: ;

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 subiject
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission



pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section
11.8.7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2){(). The appeal
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 18.01 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
inierested 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 80 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 reguired 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 shafl only be appealable to the
Appeal Board, as defined in Section 17.02 of this
Code, and shall not be subject to further appeat to the
City’s legislative body.

Sec. 6. Seclion 12.24 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended 1o delele

Subsection J.

Sec._?, Section 12.24.7.3. is amendead to delete paragraph {d).



Sec. 8. Section 12.25 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended 10 read as
follows:

SEC. 12.25. TIME LIMITATIONS.
A, Utilization of Approvals.

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zoning Adminisirator, Director of
Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the City Planning Commission as
initial decision-makers, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter | of this Code or
any ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter | 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 Depariment of Building and Safety shall be
considered utilized when operations of the use authorized by the approval have
commenced.

3. Exceptions. The following exceptions shali 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 uiilize the privileges shall apply provided that
all of the following conditions are met:

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

{2) A sign is immediately piaced on the property indicating
its ownership and the purpose to which it is o 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 fest. i

(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 18, 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 | of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to
Chapter | of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 60 months if
the effective date of approvai was .july 15, 2005 through Decamber 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 exiension. This one-time exiension of time supersedes
any previous extensions of time granted pursuant to Ordinance Nos,
180,847 and/or 181,269.

B. Planning and Zoning Matiers in Litigation. The {ime 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 Commisslon. The
subdivider or applicant shall submit a written request for a suspension of time and a
copy of the submitied California Coastal Commission application for such approval fo
the Depariment of City Planning within 10 days of filing the application with the
California Coastal Commission. Suspensions of time shall be aulomatically 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 the final decision.

Sec. 8. 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 fime, when the building permit terminates pursuant {o Section
98.05802;

{b) when subsequent changes are made fo thoss plans that‘ increase or
decrease the height, floor area, or ocecupant load of the proposed-struciure by
more than five percent;



{¢} 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 providad 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 a T 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 {o the
satisfaction of the appropriate City agencies.

EXCEPTIONS: Property may remain in a T Tentative classification
for an additional 80 months if the ordinance creating the classification took
effact 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 betwaen January 1, 2009 and December 31, 2010, provided that the
Director makes a wriitten 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. Properly may also remain in a T Teniative classification for
a longer period of time through operation of Section 12.38. 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. '



8ec. 12. Paragraph (f) of Subdivision 2 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the
Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended {o read as follows:

H Time Limit. Except as provided below and in Subsection 1.,
property shail not remain in a2 Q 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 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
affect 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,

When these iime 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 {o the commencement
of the rezoning procesdings. ‘

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 Depariment of Building and Safety of his or her decision,

- Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance
with the Direcior'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



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 o this Section:

Legislative Approval. Any approval that requires an action by the City
Council, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.8, 11.5.7 G, 12203 F, and
12.32 of this Code.

Guasi-judicial Approval. Any approval for which the inifial decision
becomes final unless appealed, such as those as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C-
FH, 12.20.2,12.20.2.1, 12.20.3.1-L, 1221 A2, 12.21 G.3, 12.22 A.25, 12.24,
12.24.1, 1226 K, 12.27, 12,28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H, 13.08 E, 14.00 B,
16.05, 18.50, and Asticle B of this Code.

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

C. Filing Reguirement. 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 o complete the project. The procedures and fime
limits set forth in this section shall only apply to muitiple applications filed concurrently,
except that, prior to a public hearing, the Direclor may require an applicant to amend an
application for a project requiring multiple approvals io ensure that all relevant approvals
are reviewed concurrently. .

D. neciéion»makers, Notwithstanding any provision of this Code fo the
contrary, the foliowing shall apply for projects requiring multipie 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 aiso
reguires 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 G of this



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) Appeliate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals
of the City Planning Commnission’s decisions or recomimendations 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/for the Director, as the initial
decision-maker, and aiso 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. i, 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} Appeliate 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 approvais.

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 altrelated 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.

{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 muftiple
approvals, If, however, regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code require

- any of the approvals to be heard by the City Planning Commission on
appeal, the City Planning Commissicn 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.



() 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 16.08 G through H
of this Code.

() Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the
project is located shali 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
Direcior as initial decision-maker.

5, Advisory Agency. If a project requiring multipie 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
tirne limit within which the Area Planning Commission or City Planning
Commission must act on the applications before it shall be automaiically
extended as necessary {o allow the Area Planning Commission or City Planning
Commission io 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 limit or expand who may file an appeal as identified in each discretionary land
use application process.

H. Extension Of Time To Act. Notwithstanding any other grovision 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. Motwithstanding any other provision of the Code:



1. Quasi-judicial Approvals granted in conjunction with Legisiative
Approvals pursuant fo these multiple entitlement procedures shall expire with the
Legistative Approval, not {0 exceed six years unless a greater time resulls 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 {o the Subdivision Map Act, the Quasi-judicial Approval shall also be
automatically extended for a commensurate period of time.

3. Legislative Approvals granied in conjunction with a Subdivision
Approval pursuant to these multipie 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 Subsaction E of Section 16.80 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code is amended {o read as follows:

4. Duration of Design Review Board Prelfiminary 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: .

Apyga! Bo;rd

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 fioor area; or (b) creates or results in fewer than 50 dwslling
units, guest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or (¢)
involves a lot with fewer than 65,000 square fest 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:
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A, Time Limit. The foliowing provisions establish the term of tentative map
approvals:

1. Within 38 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 Enginesr.
The failure of a subdivider to file 2 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 fime 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 fime 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
axtended 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 o the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections
66452.21, 66452.22, and 86452.23, and any other current or future provision of
the Subdivision Map Act that operates fo extend the term of a tentative map
approval.

Sec. 18. 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 of the
preliminary Parcel Map or approval of a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the
reguirements 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 Enginser to the City Councill. The failure of a person dividing land to file
the map with the City Engineer within that pericd and to have the map corrected
and presented by the City Engineer fo the City Clerk within the specified time
limit shall autornatically 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
Councli may be exiended for a pericd or periods not exceeding a total of 72
months.

The provisions of this subsection shall apply to those maps describad
above and shall also apply to those maps that were approved or conditionaily
approved prior {o 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 17.80 C of this Code shall be automatically
extended pursuant to the provisions of California Governmental Code Sections
86452.21, 86452.22, and 66452.23, and any other current or fuiure provision of
the Subdivision Map Act that operates o 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 shali be considered as fulfilled if the reguired work
is begun during that time limit and diligently carried on o completion.

Sec. 22. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Ordinance or its application to
any person or circumsiance 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 shali 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,

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

JUNE LAGMAY, City Clerk
By

Deputy

Approved

Mayor

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

Pursuant to Charfer Section 559, | approve
this vrdinance on behalf of the City Planning
By fM 76 M Commission and recommend that it be

CHAEL J. BOSTROM adopted ... .,
Deputy City Attorney January __, 2012
See attached report.
Date / 'A/ 9 ﬂ /Z““ - Michael LoGrande

Direclor of Planning

File No(s).

MAReal Prop_Eny_Land Useiland UseWWlichas! Bostrom\Ordinances\®ultiple Entitlements\Commants On Planning's 11-22-13
Draft.doox
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Second Addendum to Negative Declaration ENV-2010-1496-ND

Attachment 6

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