


APPENDIX A

ORDINANCE NO,

A proposed ordinance amending Seciions 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 fo create consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple
approvals granted to a single project, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals,
eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for quasi-judiciai land use approvals,
extend the life of previcusly-granted approvals following the dates specified in the state
legislation SB-1185 and AB-333, and make minor technical corrections.

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

Section 1. Paragraph (&) 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 Seétion 1157 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 {o read:

b. Director's Authority. The Direclor
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 applicalion is filed as part of a
proiect requiring mutltiple approvals, the authority set
forth_in_ Section 12.36 of this Code shall govern.
When the application is filed in conjunction with a
subdivision and no other approval, the Advisory
Agency shall have the initial decision-making

authority.

Sec. 5. Sub-sub-subparagraph { 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 abuiiing, across the sireet or alley
from, or having a common cormer with the subject
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission
pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section
11.5.7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2){(i). The appeal
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B.
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing,
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and
interested parties who have reguested 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 680 days from the
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in
pari, a decision of the Director. The Cily Planning
Commission shall make the same findings required fo
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the
record, and indicate why the Director erred making
the determination. The appeliate decision of the City
Planning Commission shall be final and effective as
provided in Charier Section 245,

EXCEPTION; Notwithstanding the
above, when the application is filed as part of a
project requiring _muliiple approvals, the appeals
procedures set forth in Section 12.38 of this Code
shall govern. When the apolication is filed in
conjunciion with a subdivision and no other approval,
the appeals procedures set forth in Article 7 of
Chapter 1 of this Code shall govemn.

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

2 eme for Utilization—of—Approval: Exceptions to Time
Limitations {LAMEC ﬁ2 25} Where a Io‘t or lots have been approved for use as a
governmental enterprise. place of worship, hospital, educational institution or privaie
school, including elementary and high schools, no time limit to utilize the privileges shall
apply provided that all 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 sguare feet.

{e} 3. The sign is mainiained 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 Secfion 12.24 of the Los
Angeles Municipal Code is deleted:

Sec. 8.

SEGC. 12.25. EXTENSION-A

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




exceed six-renths 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 required report cannot be completed before the expiration of the sbemeonth
one-year extension, a request for additional fime may be made to the City Council, and
the applicable time limit may be further extended for such a period of fime as the
Council shall specify.

regulations-of-Chapler-1-of this—Code- Time limits_established by regulations within
Chapter 1 of this Code shall not include any time period during which a lawsuit in which
the City is named as a pairty has been filed and is pending in a court of competent
jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional approval pursuant to such requlations
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 lawsuil, 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 fo this notification letter. Suspensions of {ime for planning,
subdivision, and zoning maters 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 documeniation 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
complaini shall result in_a reduction of the folling period equal to the amount of time
such notification has been delayed.

C. California Coastal Commission Approvais.

1. Time limits established by regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code
for any approval or conditional approval pursuant fo such reqgulations shall not
include any time period during which the subdivider or applicant is awaiting a
land use approvai from the California Coastal Commission. The subdivider or
applicant shall submit a written reguest for a suspension of time and a copy of




the submitied California Coastal Commission application for such approval to the
Department of City Planning within 10 days of filing the application with the
California_Coastal Commission. Suspensions of time shall be automatically
granted until the California Coastal Commission has rendered 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 Depariment of City Planning within 10 days of
the final decision. :

2. Time limits established by regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code
shall not include any time period during which a lawsuit has been filed and is
pending in a court of competent jurisdiction involving any approval or conditional
approval pursuani to such regulations or certification of an environmental
document pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act involving any
approval or permit granted by the California Coastal Commission.  Within 10
business days of the service, if served, of the initial petition or complaint in such
a fawsuit, 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 compiaint to this notification letter. Suspensions of fime 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 shali submit a copy of documentation resolving the lawsuit to the
Department of City Planning. Failure of the subdivider or applicant to nofify 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 fo the amount of
fime such notification has been delayed.

. Utilization of Approvals.

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

qovern.

EXCEPTION: MNotwithstanding the above:

(a) the expiration period of any approval by the Zoning
Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the
City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers, pursuant to the
provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to
Chapter 1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 368 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 qualified
for a one-time extension of fime pursuant fo Ordinance MNos. 180,647
and/or 181,269: and

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

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

(2} conditional use permiis and other similar quasi-judicial
aporovals, as set forth in Section 12.24 of the Code:

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

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

(5) specific plan project permit compliance reviews,
adjusiments and exceptions, as set forth in Section 11.5.7 of the
Code; and

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

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid
permit_from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial
suspension or_abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for
consiruction or alieration from the Depariment 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 adopied pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code before an approved
use may be established, unless the approval itself expressly provides otherwise.

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

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




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

These rights shall end when a building permit is issued, or 18 months after
the plan check fee is paid whichever comes first or if, after issuance, the building
permit terminates pursuant fo Section 98.0602. These rights shall end if
subsequent changes are made to those plans which increase or decrease the
height, floor area, or occupant load of the proposed-structure by more than five
percent or change the use or if changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code
regulations in force on the date that the plan check fee is paid. These rights shall
also end if the zene : armit discretionary land use

ggrova! for wh—seh—pemmed the preject terminates under the provisions of
Chapter 1 of this Code or any
crdinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code

Sec. 10. Subsection Q of Section 12.27 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is
deleted:
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Sec. 11.

Paragraph (h) of Subdivision 1 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the

Los Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read:

Sec. 12.

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

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

Paragraph (f) of Subdivision 2 of Subsection G of Section 12.32 of the Los

Angeles Municipal Code is amended to read:

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

(i) (1) substantial physical development of the property for
one or more of the uses first permitied by the Q has taken place
within that time; or

{i) (2) if no physical development is necessary, but the
property is being used for one or more of the purposes first
permitted by the Q, then the Qualified classificaiion and the
authority contained there shall become null and void, the rezoning
proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may
only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the
commencement of the rezoning proceedings-; or




Sec. 13.

SEC.

APPRQVALS {CHARTER § 584}

(3) such a Q Qualified classification that has expired or may
expire on or afier 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 unifs has been completed and that the partial
development will meet the requirements for the utilization of the (Q)
classification. The Director may impose condilions on the partial
development to meet the intent of this subdivision. The Director shall
advise the Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision.
Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (Q) classification shall be
permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be
appropriate to the completed portion of the development. The Qualified
classification and the authority contained there shall become null and void
as to the remainder of the property. Notwithstanding any other provision
of this Code to the contrary, no public hearing need be held nor notice be
given before terminating the (Q) Qualified classification and restricting the
property to its previously permitted uses.

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

PROJECTS REQUIRING MULTIPLE
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A. Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to create clear, consistent

procedures for the review of projects reaquiring multiple, related approvals, including
appropriate hearing _and appeal routes, in order fo promoie efficiency in_ case
processing, provide cerlainty 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-udicial 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, 12.20.3.1-L, 12.21 A2, 1221 (.3, 12.22 A25 1224 12241, 12.26 K,
12.27.12.28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H, 12.32 R, 13.08 E, 14.00 B, 16.05, 16.50,
and Article 8 of this Code. '

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

C. Filing Reguirement. If an applicant files for a project that requires two or
more approvais, 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 {o complete the proiect. The
procedures _and time limits set forth in this section shall only apply to mulliple
applications filed concurrently for one project.

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

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

(a). Appeliate 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 muliiple 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 Legislaiive Approval is included, then the procedures for
consideration and appeal of all the applications shall be those set forth in
Section 12.32 B thiough D.

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

(). Appellate Body. The City Councll shall decide all appeals
of the Area Planning Commission’s decisions as initial decision-maker for
projecis requiring multiple approvals, inciuding a related Subdivision

Approval,

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

(). 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., 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
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Planning Commission or City Ceouncil, 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 mulliple approvals
decided by the Director, the following shall apply.

(). Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the
project is located shall decide all appeais of decisions of the Director as
initial decision-maker on projects requiring multiple approvals. However, if
requiations within Chapter 1 of this Code require any of the approvals to
be heard by the City Planning Comrmission or City Council on appeal,
including a retated Subdivision Approval, the City Planning Commission or
City Council, as appropriate, shall decide all appeals of decisions of the
Director as initial decision-maker.

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

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

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

G. Appeals No New Appeal Rights. This section is not intended to create
any additional appeal or level of appeal in connection with any application for a land use
approval under this Code. When regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code provide for
further appeal bevond the appellate body of any approval filed as part of a project
requiring mulliple aporovals, only that approval otherwise eligible for a secondary
appeal shall be subiect to further appeal. This section also does not limit who may file
an appeal as identified in each discretionary land use application process.

A-14



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

i Expirafion. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Code:

1. Any _ Quasi-udicial Approval granted in_conjunction with a

ieqgislative Approval shall expire with the Legislative Approval, not o exceed six
years.
2. Any Quasi-judicial Approval granted in_ conjunction with a

Subdivision Approval shall expire with the Subdivision Approval. The expiration
period of such Quasi-Judiciai Approvals may be extended with the Subdivision
Approval pursuant o Aricle 7 of this Code.

3. Anv | edqislative Approval aranied in conjunction with a Subdivision
Approval may be extended for the full time limit of the Subdivision Approval,
including time _exiensions 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:
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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:

Ap«peal A des;gn review board 5 adv;ce on an Op‘honai prehmmaryapphcatlon
shall be valid for 24 months.

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

Appeal Board

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

map or fenfative 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
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units, guest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms; or {(c)
invalves 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:

the PDireglor

Sec. 18. 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:

D, Reqguirements for Utilization of Private Streef. 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 shall be considered as fuffilled if the required work is begun during that time

fimit and dlElgentIy camed on to compietlon ih@-t;m&#m#f@&e@mpletmgmuﬁﬁmgﬂ}e
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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 {o current adverse
economic conditions impacting the Cily's budget and 1o streamline and create
predictability in the development review process for the benefit of economic
development during distressed times, it is necessary to immediately create consistent
procedures for review of projects requiring muliiple approvals, synchronize the
expiration periods of multiple approvals granted fo a single project, clarify language
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for
quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals
following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-1185 (CA Gov't Code Sections
66442.6, 66452.14, 6642515, 66452 .21, and 66463.5) and AB-333 (CA Gov't Code
Serctions 65961 and 66452.22), and make minor technical corrections. The Council,
therefore, with the Mayor's concurrence, adopts this ordinance to become effective
upon publication pursuant to Los Angeles City Charter Section 253.
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Section 22, The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance and have it
published in accordance with Council policy, either in a daily newspaper circulated in the
City of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places in the City of Los
Angeles: one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street entrance to the Los
Angeles City Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the Main Street entrance to the
l.os Angeles City Hall East; and one copy on the bulletin board located af 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 by a vote of not less than three-fourths of all of its members, at its meeting of

JUNE LAGMAY, City Clerk

By

Approved

Deputy

Pursuant to Section 558 of the City Charter,
the City Planning Commission on June 9, 2011,

recommended this ordinance be adopted by the City Council.

-

eg K. Williams, Commission Executive Assistant
I

Jam
ity Planning Commission

File No.

Mayor



LAND USE FINDINGS

The City Planning Department recommends that the City Planning Commission, in accordance
with Charter Sections 556 and 558, find:

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

Goal 7A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, “A vibrant econamically
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 multiple 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, “lmprove the provision of governmental services, expedite the
administrative processing of development applications, and minimize public and
private development application costs,” through implementation of Policy 7.4.1 which
prompts the Department to “[d]evelop and maintain a streamiined 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 Eiement Objective 7.1, “Maintain and
improve municipal service leveis throughout the City to ... enable Los Angeles to be
competitive when attracting desirable new development,” through implementation of
Policy 7.8.2 by creating “proactive policies to atiract development that enhances the
City’s fiscal balance” through the consolidation of processes 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 supports:

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

Goal 4A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, “An eguitable distribution of
housing opportunities by type and cost accessible o all residents of the City,” and
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Goal 1 of the Housing Element of the General Plan, “A City where housing
production and preservation result in an adequate supply of ownership and rental
housing” specifically addressing:
¢ Framework Element Objective 4.4, “‘Reduce regulatory and procedural barriers
to increase housing production and capacity in appropriate locations,” through
implementation of Policy 4.4.1b by streamlining “procedures for securing
building permits, insnections, and other clearances needed to construct
housing,” and
e Housing Element Objective 1.5, "Reduce regulatory and procedurat barriers to
the production and preservation of housing at all income levels and needs” by
effectuating Program E, Zoning Code Reform, identified under Policy 1.5.1,
“Streamline the land use entitlement, environmental review, and building permit
processes.”

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING

A Negative Declaration, ENV-2010-1496-ND, was published on this matier on June 17,
2010, and it was determined that this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment. Subsequent to the publication of ENV-2010-1496-ND, an Addendum
(Reconsideration), ENV-2010-1496-ND-REC1, was published to recirculate the revised
project description. Again, it was determined that this project will not have a significant
effect on the environment (see Attachment 3 for both documents).

ATTACHMENT 1-2
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DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING
RECOMMENDATION REPORT

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION Case No.: CPC 2010-1485-CA
CEQA No.: ENV-2010-1496-ND

Date: June 9, 2011 Location: Citywide

Thmne: After 8:30 am.” Council No.: All

Place: Room 350, City Hall Plan Area: All

200 North Spring Straet
Los Angeles, CA 90012

PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED

SUMMARY: The proposed ordinance (Appendix A} amends Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 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, 17.07, 17.56, and
18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) to create consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple
approvals granted o 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 staie legislation
SB-1185 and AB-333, and make minor technical corrections.

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS:

Adopt the staff report as its report on the subjec‘f

Adopt the findings in Attachment 1,

Adopt the Negative Declaration (ENV-2010—1496-ND) as the CEQA clearance on the subject; and
Approve the proposed ordinance (Appendix A) and recommend its adoption by the City Council.

ALAN BELL, AICP

Depu}: Dsrector
~f) / /
\\_f"(’i\f?l/i‘(;{/l TN, el ol

CHARLES J. RAUSCH, JR
Senior Clt anner {\

THOMAS ROTHMANN TANNER BLACKMAN

B

MICHAEL LOGRANDE. ..
Director of Planning

City Planner, Code Studies Section Proiect Planner, Code Studies Section
Telephone: (213} 978-1891 Telephone: {213) 978-1185

ADVICE TO PUBLIC: "The exact time this report will be considerad during the meeling is uncertain singe there may be several other itemns on the
agenda. Written communications may be mailed o the Commission Secretarial, 200 North Spring Street, Room 832, Los Angefes, CA 80012 (Phone
No. 213-978-1300}. Whie all wrilten communications are given to the Commission for consideration, the initiat packets are sent the week prior to the
Commission’s meefing date. If you challenge these agenda iterns in court, vou may be Hmited to raising only those issues vou or someone elfse raised at
the public hearing agendized herein, or in written correspondence onh these matiers delivered {o this agency at of prior to the public hearing. As a
covered entity under Title If of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of disability, and upon
request, will provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, senvices and aclivifies. Sign fanguage interpraters, assistive
UIstening devices, or other auxiliary aids andfor cther services may be provided upon request. To ensure availability of services, please make your
request not fater than three warking days (72 hours} prior to the meeting by calfing the Commission Secretariat at (213) 978-1300.
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SUMMARY

The proposed ordinance (Appendix A) updates Chapter 1 (the “Zoning Code”) of the
Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) with clear and consisteni procedures for the
processing of multiple discretionary land use approvals for a single development
project. It focuses on establishing uniform procedures for the consideration and appeal
of projects requiring multiple approvals. Further, it synchronizes the expiration periods
of such approvals, clarifies language regarding utilization and expiration of approvals,
and eliminates the redundancy of administrative extensions of time of approved
projects. These changes will free up case-processing staff time to better implement the
goals of the City's General Plan, the City Planning Commission's strategic directions,
DO REAL PLANNING, and the Planning Department’'s BLUEPRINT 2010-11. As such,
the changes will improve the qualily of development citywide by providing clear,
streamlined processes for analyzing the merits of proposed projects requiring mulipie
discretionary approvals.

The proposed changes will not substantively alter the review processes for development
projects. The proposed ordinance will not lessen the ability of siakeholders to
participate in the public process nor eliminate any criteria that protects the citizenry from
inappropriate land uses.
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STAFF REPORT

initiation

Pursuant to Charter Section 558 and Section 12.32 A of the Los Angeles Municipal
Code, the Director of Planning has initiated the development of six recommended
zoning code amendments intended to streamline and simplify the Department's case
processing functions. The attached Appendix A is the second of these six proposed
ordinances to be presenied to the City Planning Commission.

Background

In March 1948, the City of Los Angeles consolidated its various land use ordinances
into the City's first-ever complete Zoning Code. This slim volume of just 67 pages
contained provisions for only a handful of discretionary approval processes (conditional
use permits, variances, exceptions, zone changes, and code amendments) with simple
and clear decision-maker and appeal hierarchies. Over the years, state law has created
new regulatory processes (e.g. the Subdivision Map Act, density bonus, etc.) and added
new decision-making bodies (e.g. the California Coastal Commission and the Advisory
Agency) with specific requirements that the Planning Department must implement. In
addition, several new discretionary permit types have been created as new planning
tools carved the city up into an array of specific plans, historic preservation overlay
zones, and supplemental use districts, each requiring discretionary development
permits. The list of uses requiring a conditional use permit or public benefit permit has
expanded. New citywide entitlements, such as Site Plan Review, have also been
created. These planning tools and additional regulations have been continually added,
piecemeal, to an ever-expanding Zoning Cede that now contains nearly 600 pages.

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

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

In an effort to resolve such issues in Los Angeles’ Planning and Zoning Code,
establishing clear and consistent procedures for the processing and review of projecis
requiring multiple approvals is necessary. Further, a stable, predictable iand use
regulatory system, including clear review processes, simple decision-making
hierarchies, and synchronized expiration periods, is essential to creating both a
business-friendly environmeni and a project review process easily understood and
accessible to the general public.

Issues with the current provisions for projecis requiring multiple approvals

in reviewing the language and application of the Procedures for Multiple Approvals
section of the LAMC for this report, City Planning staff conducted an extensive program
of outreach and workshops to identify issues and solicit solutions. Such efforis include:

s a sefies of three Zoning Code Reform workshops in the fall of 2007 with resident
stakeholders, land use professionals, and community leaders;

e a series three of Mulftiple Approvals-specific focus groups in the fall of 2009,
comprised of land use consultants, attorneys, and business groups, to identify
problems with the construction and implementation of the Multiple Approvals
provisions of the LAMC from the private sector perspective;

s frequent updates throughout 2010 by Code Studies staff to community groups
and business organizations, including PlancheckNC, the Los Angeles
Neighborhood Councils Coalition, the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, and
the Valley Industrial and Commerce Association;

= two Director’'s Reports to the City Planning Commission, on September 11, 2008
and June 24, 2010, outlining the scope and direction of the Multiple Approvals
code amendment;

e exiensive internal review through a series of meetings with senior staff of the
Department of City Planning and the City Attorney’s Office;

s a series of four Zoning Code Simplification workshops held in locations
throughout the City in November 2010;

» a 60-day circulation period of the draft ordinance from February 15, 2011 until
Aprit 19, 2011; and

o a public hearing conducted by staff on March 23, 2011.

Attachment 2 of this report contains acknowledgements identifying the various
contributors to this proposed ordinance and report. The Multiple Approvals Procedural
Revisions project benefited from the committed efforts of a broad cross-section of
Angelenos who offered their knowledge and experience.

From this outreach, analysis, and research garnered from dozens of other
municipalities’ zoning codes, staff identified the following issues related to Multiple
Approvals (next pbage):
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e Does not account for ali possible combinations of case types

e Does not address all possible appeal routes (i.e. does not
expressly consolidate all appeal routes and authorities,
resulting in circular and bifurcated appeal rouies

e lack of clear procedural hierarchy of decision-making
authorities

Issues with the
Procedures for
Multipie Approvais
(LAMC 12.36):

Issues with other LAMC | © Vague or unclear decision-maker authority, not matching
other sections of LAMC

e Mo synchronization of life of related entitlements

= Opportunities to consolidate language repeated throughout
LAMC

Sections related to
Multiple Approvals:

o Opportunity to “Eliminate Department Bottlenecks” with clear
procedural language and cut redundancy by eliminating
administrative extensions of time for stand-alone approvals

= Clarifying utilization and tolling language provides an
oppoertunity to provide stability & predictability in development
review process

s Previously adopted SB-1185 and AB-333 implementation
ordinances {Ordinance Nos. 180,647 and 181,269) do not
benefit all development projects

Other related issues
in conitict with
DO REAL PLANNING:

Impact on development in the City of Los Anaeles

The numerous issues and opportunities identified above highlight the many
inconsisiencies within the Planning and Zoning Code, especially as it applies to
complex development projects requiring numerous separate approvals. Absent a clear,
simple set of procedures applicable to ali potential approval types and combinations,
procedures are devised ad hoc, on a case-by-case basis. The current processes create
an uncertain and challenging development climate for both applicants and stakeholders.

Proposed Ordinance

The proposed changes to existing language in the Planning and Zoning Code may be
organized info four primary categories. These are:

» ediis to the Mulliple Approvals Section (LAMC 12.36);

= clanfication of language regarding Utilization and Expiration;

e Density Bonus “fixes”; and

s a revision to the definition of the Advisory Agency “Appeal Board.”
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The following sections briefly summarize each of these changes, explaining the
potential impacts and benefils of the proposed revisions.

Multinle Approvals

A history of confusing and conflicting interpretations of the proper implementation of the
Multiple Approvals Section of the Planning & Zoning Code provide the basis for this
proposed code amendment. As documented above, extensive outreach efforis have
led to the language proposed in Attachment 1.’

The Los Angeles City Charter authorizes the Planning Department to combine the
hearings of related approvals required for a singie project. However, the Charter is
silent on how to combine the individual processes, time limits to act, appeal processes,
and requirements for utilization of muitiple related approvals. The current Multiple
Approvals Section attempts to account for various approval types, indicaling 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 entitlementis
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 appiication processes require
individualized procedures, and LAMC 12.36 as currently written does not account for all
possible approval types and combinations.

At times, due to the particular requirements of specific approvals, appeals of different
aspects of the same project must be spli between different appeal bodies. For
example, when a project applicant seeks both a density bonus and an adjustment for a
reduced side yard setback, one approval is appealable only to the City Planning
Commission while the other approval is appealable only o the relevant Area Planning
Commission, even though both applications are for the same development project.
Such peculiarities may also result in circuitous appeal routes, meaning that the City
Planning Commission or City Council must hear an appeal of one approval comprising a
project it had previously approved. Further, supplemental agendas must often be made
at the last minute to hear items separately at the same commission hearing. Appiicants
have even been known to “game the system” by purposefully lobbying for a preferred
appeal body, either APC or CPC, when the Multiples Approvals Section is vague or
silent. Such idiosyncrasies of the LAMC result in a system of development regulation
that is too often slow, confusing, and unpredictable. These deficiencies only worsen
Los Angeles’ economic progress during the current, prolonged recession.

The proposed ordinance completely rewrites much of the Mulliple Approvals Section in
order to reformat for clarity and ease of understanding as well as improve upon existing
language. The current format organizes provisions around both case type and decision-
maker, making it unclear which may apply in certain cases. The following paragraphs
outline recommended changes in the draft ordinance in order,

' Edits to the text of LAMC 12.36 begin with Section 14 of the draft ordinance, page A-10.
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The proposed ordinance adds an introductory “Purpose” subsection to clarify the intent
and applicability of the Multiple Approvals Section. The changes proposed in this draft
ordinance will help move siaff toward the “comprehensive review of project benefits and
impacts” of a whole project and beyond looking at development as simply a collection of
entitlements.

Next, the proposed ordinance introduces three definitions (“Legislative Approval,”
“‘Quasi-judicial Approval,” and "Subdivision Approval’) to avoid confusion by the
undefined use of such terms in other sections of Code. For example, the current
language refers to “Director Appravals” as a case type, although such cases are
technically quasi-judicial in nature. Because of special requirements in the State
Subdivision Map Act, staff defined “Subdivision Approval” as an independent case type.
These definitions clarify the use of these terms as they relate 1o the various approval
processes administered by the Department

Further, the proposed ordinance introduces a filing requirement, stipulating that all
applications must be filed concurrently for projects to benefit from Mulfiple Approvals
provisions. This language intends to stop applicants from “piecemealing” projects by
only granting the streamlined hearing, appeal, and expiration provisions to projects
when all applications are filed concurrently.

The largest subsection of the proposed Mulliple Approvals revision focuses on the
procedural language for specific combinations of approvals. it organizes the procedurai
language around decision-maker rather than case ftype ioc avoid confusion and
coordinates the expiration period of related approvals. The rewrite establishes a clear
hierarchy of decision-makers, accounts for all application types and combinations, and
clarifies appeal bodies and routes. It funnels all related approvals associated with a
project into one of a few, simple review processes existing in the LAMC, requires that
separate hearings be made for each application, and respecis the specified decision-
makers and appellate bodies established in other sections of the code. Most important,
the proposed language will be applicable across all discretionary permit case lypes
found in the Planning and Zoning Code, offering clear, consistent procedurai provisions.
The confusion, coniention, and case-by-case inlerpretation of vague language in the
current Mulfiple Approvals language will be over.

Utilization and Expiration

While the revisions to the Section 12.36 are the most important changes to the LAMC
proposed in Appendix A, language addressing utilization and expiration of approvals
make up the bulk of the ordinance. However, the majority of these draft ordinance
sections are actually deletions, with the language on expiration and utilization
consolidated into one section. The following draft ordinance sections (next page) are all
deletions or partial deletions, and the revised LAMC Section 12.25 coniains provisions
applicable across all quasi-judicial case types:
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Delations
Draft Ordinance Section(s) LAMC Section(s) Noles
“Expiration” language for Specific Plan
1&2 11.5.7 C.4(e) & 11.5.7 F.5 | Project Permits and Exceptions consolidated
in LAMIC 12.25
“Termination” language for HPOZ permits
3 122038 consolidated in LAMC 12.25
“Expiration” language for vesiing CUPs
7 1224 T.3(d) consolidated in LAMC 12.25
“LHilization” language for variances
10 227 @ consolidated in LAMC 12.25
"Expiration” language for Public Benefits
14 14.00 B.10 Alternative Compliance permits consolidated
in LAMC 12.25
“Expiration” language for Site Plan Review
15 16.05G.6 consolidated in LAMC 12.25
S5B-1185 and AB-333 extension of time
language regarding quasi-judicial and
18 &19 17.07 A3 & 1756 A3 legisiative approvals consolidated in LAMC
12.25
Partial Deletions
Draft Ordinance Section(s) LAMC Seclion(s) Notfes
Exceptions for expiration period for
6 12.24 J conditional use permits maintained in this
section
16 16.50 E.4 DRB recon_ﬁmendai'lon language maintained
in this section
20 18.08 D Specific requirements of utilization pertinent

to private streets maintained in this section

The draft ordinance renames LAMC 12.25 (Section 8, page A-4 of Appendix A), simply,
“Time Limitations,” allowing the consclidation of all these sections into this one place in
the Code. This simplified, centralized approach ailso fixes differences in the expiration
periods granted to different approval types and various requirements for utilization of
approvals. However, whenever any specific approval type contained specialized
requirements or exceptions, such provisions remain while the general expiration and
utilization language are centralized.

In recent years, most quasi-judicial land use permiis have been granted for a period of
two years with an opportunity to extend the expiration period by one year. More recent
permits added to the LAMC have omitted the extension of time provision, notably Site
Plan Review permits are good for three years with no opportunity for an extension of
time. In order to remove an unnecessary bureaucratic burden and drain on staff time,
the proposed expiration language omits exiensions of time, granting a three-year
expiration period for stand-alone quasi-judicial permits. This revision contains a
transition provision that automatically grants one-year extensions of time to previously-
granted approvals that have not yet applied for an applicable extension of time.
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Also regarding expiration, the proposed revisions broadly implement state-mandated
extensions of time for subdivision approvals, granting a three-year exiension fo all
approvals with initial expiration dates between July 1, 2008 and January 1, 2014. The
City recently adopted ordinances that implemented Senate Bill 1185% and Assembly Bill
333% which allow up to a three-year extension for subdivision approvals with initial
expirations through January 1, 2012. The City’s ordinances also grant extensions to
approvals linked to subdivision maps. Currenily, Assembly Bill 208 has been proposed,
which would further extend the subdivisions valid through January 2014. The attached
proposals ensure that all previously-granted approvals valid within the specified dates
benefii from the broadest implementation of extensions of time. The draft ordinance
further offers this one-time extension of time to previously-approved iegislative actions.
Implementation of such extensions consistent with the intent of State law will position
the economy of Los Angeles to more quickly rebound from the recession.

Finally, the draft ordinance also simplifies language regarding “tolling” of approvals and
“vesting” of development plans. Currently, the LAMC allows for tolling of approvals (i.e.
pausing the expiration period) if the subject property is involved in a lawsuit involving
the City. The draft ordinance makes automatic the granting of requests for tolling. This
change will eliminate another unnecessary drain on staff time. A new subsection has
been added to allow the same sort of tolling for applicants awaiting approvals from the
California Coastal Commission. Further, Section 9 of the draft ordinance (page A-5)
offers a slight technical edit to LAMC 12.26, which clarifies that vesting of development
plans applies to all permit types administered by the Planning Department. These
changes will help give clarity and certainty to applicants on when exactly the clock is
ticking, again creating more stable and prediciable development review in the City of
Los Angeles.

Density Bonus “fixes”

Sections 4 and 5 of Appendix A (page A-2) offer two small exceptions to the decision-
maker authority and appeal language for Density Bonus cases. Since adoption of the
Density Bonus Ordinance in 2008, the authority and appeal language have caused
issues with how these cases bundle with other, related applications. The proposed
revisions maintain the current language but insert two exceptions. The first revision
explicitly allows the Advisory Agency {o be the initial decision-maker when a Density
Bonus application is filed in conjunction with a subdivision map. Second, essentially the
same exception is also inserted into the “Appeals” language for Density Bonus cases.
These two exceptions will allow Density Bonuses to be bundled and processed with
other applications under all circumstances without substantially altering the review
process for stand-alone Density Bonus cases.

’ CA Gov't Code Sections 66452 14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and 66483 5.
* CA Gov't Code Sections 65961 and 66452 .22.
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Advisory Agency “Appeal Board”

Another simple but impactful correction in Appendix A involves the definition of "Appeal
Board” as it relates io subdivision maps. The current wording attempis to mirror a
threshold established in other sections of the Zoning Code. This threshold differentiates
between projects creating or adding 50 or more units of residential, 50,000 or more
square feet of development, or taking place on a ot containing 65,000 or more square
feet of lot area. However, the current definition of “Appeal Board” in LAMC 17.02 uses
“or” where “and” might be intended, creating an ambiguous overlap, not consistent with
other sections of the Code. The rephrasing offers an easy fix of a problematic issue
that has ailowed applicants to influence the system by choosing their preferred
appellate body. The new wording ensures that subdivision maps will be processed In
similar course along with related entitlements.

Anticipated impact of draft chanages

At first glance, these numerous proposed revisions to the existing LAMC language may
seem disparate and confounding. However, taken together, the individual changes will
reign in the various unwieldy and incomprehensible processes throughout the Zoning
Code and guide projecis requiring multiple approvals into clear, defined decision-
making and appellate routes. These changes alone represent a strong step toward
simpiifying Los Angeles’ over-complicated Zoning Code, making it more accessible,
transparent, and sensible. The centralization of previously separate Sections creates a
precedent for future code simplification projects, wherein other procedural provisions
may be further consolidated. The new definitions and codified hierarchies align with the
Department’s recent re-organization and strategic changes in its BLUEPRINT 2010-11.
All effort has been made to coordinate case processing functions in line with the DO
REAL PLANNING directives that the Department’s re-organization promotes.

Additionally, several of the provisions remove unnecessary bureaucratic paperwork,
freeing up staff time to devote foward thorough review of projects and plans. Other
provisions clarify difficult vague or confusing language regarding “Utilization,”
“Expiration,” “Vesting,” and “Tolling,” all of which reinforce certainty and stability in the
development review process. Such efforts will make Los Angeles a more business-
friendly city where applicants are not afraid to invest in new development to better the
built environment and grow the local economy.
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CONCLUSION

The proposed ordinance provides the Zoning Code with clear and consistent
procedures far the processing of multiple discretionary land use approvals for a single
development project. It focuses on establishing uniform procedures for the
consideration and appeal of projects requiring multipie approvals.  Further, it
synchronizes the expiration period of such approvals, clarifies language regarding
utilization and expiration of approvals, and eliminates the redundancy of administrative
extensions of time of approved projects. These changes will free up case-processing
staff time to better implement the goals of the City’s General Plan and the Planning
Department’s and the City Planning Commission’s sirategic directions. As such, the
changes will improve the quality of development citywide by providing clear, streamlined
processes for analyzing the merits of proposed projects requiring multiple discretionary
approvals.






APPENDIX A

ORDINANCE NO.

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

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

Section1. 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. 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:

0. 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 pait of a
project reguiring multiple_approvals, the authority set
forth in Section 12.368 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 inifial decision-making

authority.

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

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley
from, or having a common corner with the subject
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission
pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section
11.5.7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(). 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 fo the meeting date to: the
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved, and
interested parties who have requested notice in
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for




the first available meeting date of the City Planning
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning
Commission shall make the same findings required to
be made by the Direcior, 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 Seclion 245.

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

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

J. Baduiromon Uiilization-of -Approval. Exceptions fo Time Limitations
{LAMC 12.25). Where a Iot or lots have been approved for use as a governmental
enterprise, place of worship, hospital, educational institution or private school, including
elementary and high schools, no time limit to ufilize the privileges shall apply provided
that all of the following conditions are met;




&y 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.

b}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.

{e} 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. EXTE = TIME LIMITATIONS.

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



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

regulations—of Chapter1-—-of-this-Cede- Time limits established by requlations within
Chanpter 1 of this Code shall not include any time period during which a lawsuif 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 o such regulations
or certification of an environmental document pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act. Within 10 davys 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 {awsuit has been filed. The subdivider or applicant shall attach a copy
of the petition or complaint to this notification letter. Suspensions of fime for planning,
subdivision, and zoning matters in litigation shall be auiomatically granted until final
resolution of the lawsuit, including the conclusion of all appeal periods. The subdivider
or applicant shali submit a copy of documentation resolving the lawsuit {o the
Department of CiHy Planning. Failure of the subdivider or applicant to notify the
Department of City Planning within 10 days of the service of the inifial petition or
complaint shall result in a reduction of the tolling period equal to the amouni of time
such notification has been delayed.

. Callifornia Coastal Commission Approvals.

1. Time lmits established by requlations within Chapter 1 of this Code
for any approval or conditional approval pursuant to such regulations shali 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 writlen request for a suspension of time and a copy of




the submitted California Coastal Commission application for such approval to the
Depariment of City Planning within 10 days of filing the application with the
California_Coasfal Commission. Suspensions of lime shall be automatically
granted untii 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 Coastai
Commissicn’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 to such regulations or certification of an environmenial
document pursuant to the California Environmenial Quality Act involving any
approval or permit granted by the California Coastal Commission. Within 10
business days of the service, if served, of the initial petition or complaint in such
a lawsuit, the subdivider or applicant shall inform the 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 noetification letter. Suspensions of time for
these matiers in litigation shall be automatically granied 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 fo notify the
Depariment of City Planning within 10 days of the seivice of the initial petition or
complaint shali result in a reduction of the tolling period equal to the amount of
time such notification has been delaved.

0. Utilization of Aporovals,

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zonina Administrator, Direclor 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 pursuani to Chapler 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 multiple
approvals, the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall

Jgovern.

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above:

(a) the expiration period of any approval by the Zoning
Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the
City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers, pursuant io the
provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopied pursuant to
Chapter 1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 36 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 qualified
for a one-time exension of fime pursuant to Ordinance MNos. 180,647
and/or 181,269; and

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

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

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

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

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

(5)  specific plan project permit compliance reviews,
adjusiments and exceptions, as set forth in Section 11.5.7 of the
Cade; and

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

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial
suspension or abandonment of work. An approval not reguiring permits for
construction or alieration 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 approval itself expressly provides otherwise,

Sec. 8. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 12.26 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code is amended to read:

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



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

These rights shall end when a building permit is issued, or 18 months after
the plan check fee is paid whichever comes first or if, after issuance, the building
permit terminates pursuant to Section 98.0602. These rights shall end if
subsequent changes are made to those plans which increase or decrease the
height, floor area, or occupant load of the proposed-siructure by more than five
percent or change the use or if changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code
regulations in force on the date that the plan check fee is paid. These rights shall
also end if the zet =¥, : se—permit discretionary land use

Qgrovai for wMeh—penﬂMed the pro;ec:i termmates 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.

Sec. 12.

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

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

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above, T Tentaiive
classification periods for previously-approved projects shall automatically
be increased by 36 months if such a T Tentaiive classification has expired
or may expire on or 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:

(N Time Limit. Except as provided below and in Subsection |,
no Q Qualified classification shall be granted for more than six years
untess:

&4y (1) substantial physical development of the property for
one or more of the uses first permitted by the Q has taken place
within that time; or

48 (2) if no physical development is necessary, bui the
property is being used for one or more of the purposes first
permitted by the Q, then the Qualified classification and the
authority contained there shall become null and void, the rezoning
proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may
only be utiized for those purposes permiited 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 qranted a 36-month increase in time.

In addition, the Director may determine that the development has
not been continuously and expeditiously cairied on to completion, but that
one or more usable units has been completed and that the partial
developmeni wili meet the requirements for the utilization of the (Q)
classification.  The Director may impose conditions on the partial
development to meet the infent of this subdivision. The Director shall
advise the Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision,
Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (Q) classification shall be
permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be
appropriate o the completed portion of the development. The Qualified
classification and the authority contained there shall become null and void
as to the remainder of the property. Nofwithstanding any other provision
of this Code to the confrary, 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 § 5684).
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A. Purpose. The purpose of this Section is io create clear, consistent

procedures for ihe review of projects requiring muliiple, related approvals, including
appropriate _hearing _and appeal routes, in _order to promote efficiency in _case
processing, provide certainty in the development review process, and esiablish
procedures for the comprehensive consideration of project benefits and impacts.

B. Definitions. Notwithstanding any provision of this Code to the conirary,
the following definitions shall apply to this Section:

Legisiafive Approval. Any approval thai 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<udicial Approval. Anv approval for which the initial decision
becomes final unless appealed, as set forth in Sections 11.5.7 C-F . H, 12.20.2,
12.20.2.1,12.203.0-L, 12.21 A2, 12.21 G.3, 1222 A25 12.24 12.241.12.26 K,
12.27, 12,28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H, 12.32 R, 13.08 E, 14.00 B, 16.05, 16.50,
and Article 8 of this Code.

Subdivision Approval. Anvy approval invoiving a Division of Land as set
forth in Article 7 of this Code.

C. Filirg Reguirement. If an applicant files for a proiect that requires two or
more approvals, then the procedures set forth in this section shall govern, subject to
Charier Section 245 regarding appeals. Applicants shall file appiications at the same
time for all approvals reasonably related and necessary o complete the project. The
procedures and time limits set forth in this section shall only apply to multiple
applications filed concurrenily for one project.

D. Decision-makers. Notwithstanding any provision _of this Code to the
contrary, the following shall app_lv for projects reguiring multiple approvals.

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

{2). _Appellate Body, The City Council shall decide all appeals_of
the City Planning Commission's decisions or _recommendafions as the
initial decision-maker on projects requiring muliiple approvals, including a
related Subdivision Approval.

{b). Procedures. |f all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial
Approvals, then the procedures ior consideration and appeal of all the
applications shail 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. |f 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 Cominission
where the project is located shall have initial decision-making authority for all of
the approvals.

{a). Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals of
the Area Planning Commission’s decisions as initial decision-maker for
projecis requiring mulliple approvals, including a related Subdivision

Approval.

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

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

(a). Appellate Body. The Area Planning Commission where the
proiect is located shall decide all appeals of decisions of the Zoning
Administrator as initial decision-maker on projects requiring mukliple
approvals. However, if requlations within Chapter 1 of this Code reduire
anv of the approvals to be heard by the City Pianning Commission or City
Council on appeal, including a related Subdivision Approval, the Cily
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Planning Commission or City Council, as appropriate, shall decide zll
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. |f a project reguires multinle apbrovals
decided by the Director, the following shall apply.

(2). 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 reguiring multiple approvals. However, if
regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code require any of the approvals to
be heard by the City Planning Commission or City Council on appeal,
including a related Subdivision Approval, the City Planning Commission or
City Council, as appropriate, shall decide all appeals of decisions of the
Director as intial decision-maker,

(b). Procedures. The procedures for consideration and appeal of
all related applications for Quasi-Judicial Approvals of the Director as
initial decision-maker shall be those set forth in Section 11.5.7 C.
However, when the City Planning Commission is the appeliaie 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 shail 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 Chapier 1 of this Code.

Separate-Decisions Findings. When acting on multiple applications for a
project, the mltlal dec;s;on maker or appellate body shall separately make ali required
findings for each application. When appropriate, the initial decision-maker or appellate
body may make findings by reference to findings made for another application involving
the same project.

G. Appeals No New Appeal Righis. This section is not intended to create any
additional appeal or level of appeal in connection with any application for a land use
approval under this Code. When regulations within Chapter 1 of this Code provide for
further appeal beyond the appellate body of any approval filed as part of a project
requiring_multiple approvals, only that approval otherwise eligible for a8 secondary
appeal shall be subject to further appeal, This section also does not limit who may file
an appeal as identified in each discretionary land use application process.

A—-14




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

I Expiration. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Code:

1. Any  Quasi-iudicial Approval granied in__conjunclion_with _a
Leqislative Approval shall expire with the Leqislative Approval, not o exceed six
years.

2. Any  Quasi-judicial Approval granted in  conjunction with a

Subdivision Approval shall expire with the Subdivision Approval. The expiration
period of such Quasi-Judicial Approvals may be extended with the Subdivision
Approval pursuant fo Article 7 of this Code.

3. Any Leqislative Approval granied in coniunction with a Subdivision
Approval may be extended for the full time limit of the Subdivision Approval,
including time extensions pursuant fo Ardicle 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:

A-15



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

4. E)uratlon of Dessgn Rewew Board Prehmmary Re\new and-the

desugn review board s advace on an opilonai prellmlnary apphcatlon sha!l be valid
for 24 months.

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

Appeal Board

The Area Planning Commission where the map is located for anv parcel

map or tenfative map that; () creates or resuits in less than 50,000 gross square
feet of nonresidential floor area; or {b) creates or results in fewer than 50 dwelling
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units, quest rooms, or combination of dwelling units and guest rooms: or (c)
involves a lot with fewer than 65,000 square feet of lof 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 fo read:

D. Regquirements 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 shall be
considered as fulfilled if the reqmred work is begun during that hme ilmlt and dl!igently
carried on o comple’cson ' H—GOMB : flling—the ditions
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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 o curreni adverse
economic conditions impacting the City's budget and 1o sireamline and create
predictability in the development review process for the benefit of economic
development during distressed times, it is necessary {0 immediately create consistent
procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the
expiration periods of multiple approvais granted to a single project, clarify language
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for
quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals
following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-1185 (CA Gov't Code Sections
66442.6, 66452.14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and 66463.5) and AB-333 (CA Gov't Code
Serctions 65961 and 66452.22) and make minor technical corrections. The Council,
therefore, with the Mayor's concurrence, adopts this ordinance io become effective
upon publication pursuant to Los Angeles City Charter Section 253.

Sec. 22. The City Clerk shall certify ...
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L.AND USE FINDINGS

The City Planning Department recommends that the City Planning Commission, in accordance
with Charter Sections 556 and 558, find:

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 Objeciives outlined in the Economic
Development chapter of the Framework Element of the General Plan, including:

Goal 7A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A vibrant economically
revitalized City” — Appendix A specifically addresses Framewaork 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
“Irlearganize local government as needed to coordinate economic development” by
creating consistent procedures for the review of projecis requiring multiple 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 Department to “[dlevelop and maintain a streamlined development
review process to assure the City's competitiveness within the Scuthern California
region”; and

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

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 supports:

Goal 3A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A physically balanced
distribution of tand 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
implemeniation of Policy 3.4.3d, which instructs the Departiment o creale
“[slireamlined development review processes”; and

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

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

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

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING

A Negative Declaration, ENV-2010-1496-ND, was published on this matter on June 17,
2010, and it was determined that this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment. Subsequent to the publication of ENV-2010-1496-ND, an Addendum
(Reconsideration), ENV-2010-1496-ND-REC1, was published to recirculate the revised
project description. Again, it was determined that this project will not have a significant
effect on the environment (see Attachment 3 for both documents).
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December 8, 2010

ATTN: James Williams

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

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Addendum to ENV-2010-1496-ND; Single and Multiple Approvals Grdinance;
Citywide

Commissioners,

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

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

“No deveiopmént is proposed as part of the project. No change in land use, density, or intensity is
proposed as part of this project.”

Subsequent fo the original publication of this ND, from ongeing staff research and consuitation
with relevant stakeholders, the Department of City Planning has altered some provisions in the
draft ordinance than those originally assessed in ENV-2010-1486-ND. These changes inciude
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 $B-1185
and AB-333, and dlarifying edits on language regaiding utiization and expiration of approvais.
Relevant documents are included in the administrative record and available for review in the
Environmental Case File,

As such, the project description has been changed to read:
“A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12203, 1222, 1224, 12,25, 12,26, 12.27,

12.28, 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 conmsistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals,




Reconsideration of ENV-2610-1486-ND
ATTN: James Williams, City Planning Commission
Page 2 of 2

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

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

Sincerely,

fﬁmwfﬁfé%@

Michael J. LoGrande
Birector
Department of City Planning

Tom Rothmann
City Planner
TRTB



CITY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT
City of Los Angeles CITYW

PROUJECT TTLE CASE NO.
ENV-2010-1486-ND CPC-2010-1495-CA
PROJECT LOCATION

N/A N/A

PROJECT DESCRIPTION ,

A proposed erdinance 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, 12.35, 14.00,
16.05, 16.50, 17.02, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring
multiple approvals, clarlfy language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration perlods of muitiple approvals granted
ta a single project, extand the expiration patiods of quasi-judicial land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of
requests of extensions of time of approvals.

Nao development is proposed as part of the project. No change in land use, density, of infensily is proposad as pari of this project.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning

204 N, Spring Street, Room 753

Los Angeles, CA 90012

FINDING:

The City Planning Department of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that a negative declaration be adopted for this project,
The Initial Study indicates that no significant impacts are apparent which mighi result from this project's implementation. This
action as based on ihe pro;ect descrlpt:on above

.. Any wrltten comments recewed durmg the pubhc review perlad are atiached together wnth the response of tha Lead Cuty
Agency. The project decision make may adopt this negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of ah EIR. Any
changes made shotdd be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made.

_ THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT 15 ATTACHED.

42 o i S AR T

NAME OF PERS{)N PREPARING THIS FORM ’BTLE

e s City Planning Assistant_ 1(213)9781368
ADDRESS SIGNATURE {Official) DATE
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 80012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY

and CHECKLIST
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15063)

LEAD CITY AGENCY: COUNCIL DISTRICT: ‘ DATE:

City of Los Angeles Cityw GBM12010
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: Depariment of City Planning

ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES:
ENV-2010-1496-ND ‘ CPC-2010-1495-CA ‘
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO. [ Does have significant changes from previous actions.
o i Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
SINGLE AND MULTIPLE APPROVALS
ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.03, 12,202, 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 projecis reqguiring
muitiple approvals, clarlfy language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted
to a single project, extend the explration perods of quasi-judickal land use approvals, and establish dlear procedures for the review of
requests of exdensions of time of approvals.

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

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS:

The Clty of Las Angeles is the second largest city in the United States by population with an estimated 4 million residents. The city's
boundaries cover a fotal area of 488,3 square miles (1,291 km?), comprising 468.1 square miles {1,214.9 km2) of land and 29.2
stjuare miles (75.7 km?) of water, reflecting a diverse terrain of whanized areas, beaches, mountains, and valleys. The City of Los
Angelas is divided into 15 City Council districts and 35 Community Plan Areas.

PROJECT LOCATION:

A A e e i R
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: AREA PLANNMING COMMISSION: JCERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOGD g
CITYWIDE CITYWIDE COUNCIL:

STATUS: CITYWIDE

E] Noes Conform to Plan
1 Does NOT Canform to Plan

MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY
ALLOWED BY ZONING:
N/A

MAX. DENSITYANTENSITY
ALLOWED BY PLAN
DESIGNATION:

N/A

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:
NIA

EXISTING ZONING:

.8 River Adjaceni:

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: NO

ENV-2010-1496-ND Page 2 of 43




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.

1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there wilt notbe a
significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be preparad.

Ffind the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL #MPACT
REPORT is required.

} find the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impaci” or “potentially significant unless mitigated”
impact on the environment, but af least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation meastres based on earlier
analysis as described on atiached shesfs. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is reguired, buf it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

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

M City Planning Assistant (213) 978-1353

%

i

HE R

&

Signature Title Phone

Evaluation Of Environmental limpacts:

1. Abrief explanation is required for all answers except "No lmpact” answers that are adequately supportad by the information
sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses follpwing each question. 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

" falls outside a fault nupture zone), A "Na impact” answar should be explained where it is hased on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (2.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to poliutants based on a project-specific
sereening 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 construciion as well as operational impacts.

3. Ongce the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checkiist answers must indicate
whether the impact is pofenfially significant, less that significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Pofentially Significant
Impact" is appropriate ¥ there is substantial evidence thal an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially
Significant Impact” entties when the determination is made, an EIR iz reguired. :

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

5. Earller analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or ather CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an sarfier EIR, or negative declaration, Section 15063 {c){3){D}. In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. ldenfify and slate where they are available for review.

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

c. Mitigation Measures, For effects that are "Less than Signfficant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earifer document and the extent fo which they address
site-specific condiions for the project.

ENV-2010-1496-ND Page 3 0of 43




6. Lead agencles are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference 1o a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate,
include a reference to the page or pages where the staternent is substantiated.

7. Supporting nformation Sources: A sources Hst should be attached, and other sources used or Individuals contacted should be
cited in the discussion.

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

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b, The mifigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a
"Potentially Significant lmpact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

{71 AESTHETICS [7] GREEN HQUSE GAS EMISSIONS 111 POPULATION AND HOUSING
[} AGRICULTURE AND FOREST HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS PUBLIC SERVICES
RESOURCES MATERIALS 7] RECREATION
F1 AR QUALITY HYDROLOGY AND WATER TRANSPORTATIONARAFFIC
] BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES QUALITY (7] UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
[T] CULTURAL RESOURCES (] LAND USE AND PLANNING WANDATORY FINDINGS OF
["] GEOLOGY AND SOILS [} MINERAL RESOURCES SIGNIFICANCE
Q NOISE
EN}THA{. STU DY GH EGKL!ST {To ba completed by the Lead City Agency)
Background
PROPONENT NAME: PHONE NUMBER:
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning (213) 9781353
APPLICANT ADDRESS:
200 N. Spring Straet, Room 763
Los Angeles, CA 80012
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: DATE SUBMITTED:
Department of City Planning 08/04/2010
PROPOSAL NAME {if Applicable):
Single and Muliple Approvals Ordinance
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Pofentially

significant
Potentially unless Less than
sigpificant riitigation significant
fmpaet incorporated impact Mo impact

I AESTHETICS

a.

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

h

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited fo, irees,
rock oufcroppings, and historic bulldings within a state scenic highway?

G

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

R I

d.

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

il AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

a.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmband of Statewide
Importance (Farmiznd), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant o the
Farmiand Mapping and Menitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to nonagricultural use?

Confiict with exastmg zomng for agncu;turat use or @ Williamson Act coniraci’?

. 1Confiict wnth existing zoning for ofr callse rezonmg of forest land {as defi nad

in Public Resoltrces Code section 1 2220(x)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timbarland Production
{as defined hy Government Gode section 51104(g))?

&

. jResult in the loss of forest land or converslon of forest iand to ncn—forest use’?

Involve other changes in the existing environment whlch, due to their locatéon
or nature, couid result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agriculfural use or

i conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

R !

L AIR QUALITY

Conffict with or obstrﬁct implementation ‘of the appﬁcablé air quality pléﬁ;?

. §Violaie anSr air quality standard or confribute substaniizlly to an existing or

projected air quality violasion?

Result in a cumulatively considerable nei increase of any criteria poliutant for
which the project region is non-aftainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions whzch excead
quaniitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

. {Expose sensifive receptors to substantial poliutant concentrations?

[«r]
K

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial humber of people?

.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any specias identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in locat of regional plans, poficies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a subsiantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural communily identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulatiohs or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife
Service?

SRR S1 I Y 0

. fHave a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined

hy Section 484 of the Clean Water Act (Including, but not fimited to, marsh,
vemnal pool, coastal, ete.) through direct semoval, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

. fnterfere subsiantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory

fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wikdlife
cofridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

. Canflict with aty local policles or ordinances protecting biclogical resources,

such as a free preservation policy or ordinance?

. i Conflict with the provislons of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state

habitat conservation plan?

NN

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Potentiaily
significant
impasct

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigafion

i incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

Mo imipact

. iCause a subsianilal adverse change in the signfficance of a hisforical

resource as defined in § 15064.57

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeclogical
resource purstant to § 15064.57

. {Jirectly or indirectly desiroy a unigue ﬁgléoniologicat Tesource or site or

upiigue geejogic feature?

d.

Disturb ahy human remains, including those interred cutside of formal
cemeteres?

Vi

GEOLOGY AND SDILS

.

Expose paople o struciwres o potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of foss, injury, or death involving: Rupture of a known earthguake
fault, as delineated on the most recent Alguist-Pricle Earthguake Fault Zehing
Map Issued by the S{ale Geulogist for the area or based on other substantial
avidancs of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42,

NINNN S

Expose people ‘or structures fo potential substahtia.! adlvefse effects, including il
the tisk of foss, injury, or death invply{ng: Strong seismic ground shaking?

. | Expose people or sfructures to potential substantial adverse effects, including

the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Seilsmicrelated ground failure,
including liquefaction?

. | Expose people of struc’wf-e-s" to bbtenﬁal substantial adverseheffects, including

the risk of loss, injury, _f:r_deathinvolving: Landslides?

. IResult in substaptial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soif that is uﬁstable, of that -\-'Jé)'u‘l;:imi‘:\'écome
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liguefaction or eoflapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

. 1Have solls incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not avaifable for
the disposal of wasie water?

A EVEET I R Y

Vil

. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

ER

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, sither direclly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the enviropment?

h.

Caonflict with an applicable plan, policy or ragulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

%

vl

I HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

&

Create a significant hazard o the public or the enviranment through the
routine transpot, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b,

Create a significant hazard o the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the relsase of
hazardous materials into the environment?

. I Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous

materals, substances, or waste within one-guarter mile of an existing or
proposad school?

d.

Be located an a site which is included on a fist of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a resull,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

B

For a project located within an airport land use plan of, whera such a plan
has not been adopied, within two mifes of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for pecple residing or
working in the project area?

NN ON Y Y

o]

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in
a safely hazard for people §§§jding er working in the project area?

. Hmpalr implementation of or physically interfera with an adopted emergency

response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

I

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Peotentially
significant
impact

Potentiaily
significant
unless
raifigation
incorporated

L ess than
significant
impact

Mo impact

. 1 Expose people or structures o a significant risk of foss, injury or death

involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas of where residences are infermixed with wlidlands?

%g@’-‘

. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Violaie any water quality standards or waste -discharge reguirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater table level {e.g., the production rate of
preexisting nearby wells would drop {o a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granied)?

-
vy

. 1 Substantially alter the existing dralnage pattern of the site or area, including

through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would resulf in substantial erosion or siliation on- or off-site?

%

2
h

Subsiantiatly alter the existing drainage patiern of the site or area, including
through 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 ofisite?

K

. §Creafe or confribute runoff water which wolld exceed the capacity of exiéﬁng

or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sourees of polluted runoff?

. { Otherwise substantially degrade Water qua!ihf? ”

Place housing withln a 100-year fiood hazard ar@é a8 mapped on a federal
Fiood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
defineation map?

. I Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or

redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures fo a sigx;iﬁcant risk of loss, infury or death
invalving flooding, including flooding as a rasult of the failure of a levee or
dam?

R IR

—
0y

inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

>

LAND USE AND PLANNING

. iPhysically divide an established community?

of Wi

. IConlict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency

with jurisdiction over the projest (including, but not mited to the general plan,
specific plan, Jocal coastal program, or zening ordinance) adopted for the
purpese of avoiding or mifigating an environmental effect?

C.

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

XL

MINERAL RESOURCES

a

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

b.

Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery sffe delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other fand
use plan?

AR I IR AN R

Xi

. NOISE

a

¥

Exposure of persons to or generalion of noise levels In excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

. {Exposure of persons to or generalion of excessive groundborne vibration or

groundbome noise levels?

. 1A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the proiect

vicinity above levels exdsting witheut the project?

'd. {A substantial termporary of perodic increase in armbient noise fevels In the

project vicinity above levels axisting without the projfect?

SN A
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Potentially
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
uniess
mitigation
incorporated

less than
significant
impact

Ne Impact

. IFor a praject located within an alrport land use plan or, where such a plan

has not been adopted, within two miles of a public alrport or public use
alrport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
sreq {o excessive nolse levels?

¥

f

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose
pecple residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

XHL POPULATION AND HOUSING

d.

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either di.sectly (for example,
by propasing new homes and businesses) or Indirectly {for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b

by

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
canstruction of replacement housing slsewhere?

C.

Displace substantial numbers of pecple, necessiating the construction of
replacement housmg alsawhara? _

X, PUBLIC SERVICES

a.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically aliered governmental faciiities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilitias, the construction of which
could cause significant envirohmental impacts, in order fo Imalntain acceptable
senvice ratios, response times or other parformance objectives for any of the
public services: Fire protection?

AR R IRV RY

- {Would tha project result in substantial adverse phyléiléal irﬁpacis assoclated

with the provision of new or physically altered governmental faclliies, need for
new or physically aftered gavernmentat facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
senvice ratios, response fimes or other perfomance objectives for any of {he
publc services: Palice protection?

,

. 1Would the project resulf in substantial adverse phyéi;:al impé&ié associated

with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered govemrentat facllities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maibtain acceptable
service raflos, response fimes or other performance objectives for any of the
public services: Schocls?

. EWoLlld the project result in stibstantial adverse physical impacts associated

with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilifies, need for
new or physically aliered governmental facilities, the construction of which
could cause signifisant environmental inpacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services: Parks?

e,

Would the praject result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the praviston of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the copstruction of which
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service rafios, response fimes or other performance objectives for any of the
public services: Other public faclites?

XV.RECREATION

a. {Would the project Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional %f'
parks or other 1ecreational faciliies such that substantial physicat
deterlaration of the facility would occilr or be accelerated?

h. §Does the project include recreationat facilitles or require the construction or W

expansion of recreational faclliies which might have an adverse physical
effect on the envirenment?

HVL TRANSPORTATIONTRAFFIC

.

Conilict with an applicable plan, ordinance or pelicy establishing measures of
effectivenass for the performance of the circulation system, taking into accotnt
all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel
and relevant companents of the circulation systemn, including but not fimited o
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit?

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Potentially
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unfess
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

. i Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, buf

not mited to level of senvice standards and fravel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion mahagement agency for
designated roads or highways?

vl

. $Result in a change in air traffie patierns, including eifber an increase in traffic

levels or a change in location that results in substariial safety risks?

N Substantially increase hazards due to a deslgn feature (e.g., sharp curves or

dangerous Intersections) or Incompalible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

. i Result in inadeguate emergenty access?

. 1 Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public trensit,

hicycle, ar pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decreass the performance or
safety of such facilities supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

NN NS

XVIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEWMS

d.

Exceed wastewatsr treatment requirements cf tha a;)p[zcabie Rag:onal Waler T

Quallty Control Board?

. 1Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment

facilities or expansion of existing facilifies, the cons¥uction of which could
calise significant environmental ef‘fects?

N

Requma oF result in the consiruction of new storm water drainage Facillties or
expansion of existing facilifies, the construction of which couid cause
significant environmental effects?

K

Have sufficient water supplies available fo serve the prcuect from existing
entittements and resolirces, o are new or expanded entitlements needed?

o

Result in a defermination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the project that if has adequaie capacity to serve the project’s
prajected demand in addifion o the provider's existing commitments?

]

Be served by 2 landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the
project's solid waste disposal needs?

a.

Comply with faderal, state, and local statutes and regulations relatec‘l‘ o solid
waste?

XVIIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to efiminate a
plant or antmal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

. 1Daoes the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? ("Cumutatively cansidersble" means that the incrementad
effects of a project are congiderable when viewed it connection with the
effects of past projects, the sffects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

Daes the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

¥

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083, 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Saction 85088.4, Gov, Code; Sections 219680,

21083.05, 21085, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Cilizens for Responsibie Govi, v. City of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; Profect
the Historic Amador Walterways v. Amador Waler Agency (2004) 116 Cal. App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downfown
Plan v, Cify and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656,

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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DISCLSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALIJATION (Attach additions] sheets it necessary}

The Environmental Impact Assessment includes the use of official City of {.os Angeles and other government source reference
materials related to various environmental impact categeries (e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biclogy, Culiural Resources, etc.). The Siate
of California, Depariment of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology - Seismic Hazard Maps ahd reports, are used fo identify
potential future significant seismic events, including probable magnitudes, liquefaciion, and landslide hazards. Based on applicant
information provided in the Master Land Use Application and Environmental Assessment Form, impact evaluaticns were based on
stated facts contained therein, ncluding but not limited to, reference matearials indicated above, field investigation of the project site,
and any other refiable reference malerlais known at the time,

Project specific impacts were evalualted based on all relevant facts indicaled in the Environmental Assessment Form and expressed
threugh the applicant's project description and supportive matetials. Both the Initial Study Checklist and Checklist Explanations, in
conjfLinction with the City of Los Angeles's Adopled Thresholds Guide and CEQA Guidelines, were used to reach reasonable
conclusions on environmental impacts as mandated under the California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA).

The project as identified in the project description will not cause potentially significant impacts on e environment. Therefore, this
envirenmental analysis concludes that a Negative Declaration shall be issued for the environmental case file known as ENV-2010-1486-N
ENY-2010-1496-NDand the associated case{s), CPC-2010-1485-CA .

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

All supporiing documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the
EiR Unit, Room 763, City Hall,

For City information, addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's wabsite at hitp:/fwww . lacity.org ; City Planning - and Zoning
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.lacity.org! or EIR Liait, Gity Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763.
Seismic Hazard Maps - hitp:/lgmw.consnv.ca.gov/shmp/

Engineering/infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information - hitp:#hoemaps.eng.cila.ca.usfindaxd1.him or

City's main websiie under the heading "Navigafe LA"

THLE: TELEPHONE NO.: DATE:
PREPARED BY:

City Planaing Assistant (213) 978-1353 0611112010

ENV-2018-1496-ND Page 11 of 43



Impact?

Explanation

fditigation
Measures

APPENDIX A; ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring mutiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasHudicial land uss
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
axtansions of time of approvals, The code
amendment project Eself does not include
any specific physical development. The
proposed code amendment would not
change existing City regulations
governing building heights, nor would it
change allowed jand uses or
development intensity within the Ciiy of
Los Angeles, As this code amendment
only alters zoning code kanguage relevant
to discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all fulure develapment projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will reguire CEQA review,
including an assessment of the project’s
visual Impacts upon existing v
neighborhond character. Implementation
of the proposed regulations through future
development projects weuld not represent
any change in how future development
waould affect scenic vistas. No adverse
impact would result,

. AESTHETICS
a, INOIMPACT
b, |NCIMPACT

Scenic resources including rees
{inclusive of street trees and other
landscape treesg) and historic bulldings are
found throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
project itself does not include any specific
physical development that would affect
these resources. The proposed
regulations would not encourage tree
removal, damage to historic structures, or
any increase in development intensity or
distribution in the project area. Mo
adverse impact would resuit.

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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fmpact?

Explanation

Bitigation
Measures

NO IMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fulure
discretionary land use appfications hy
creating consistent procedures for review
of projecis requiring muitiple approvals,
darifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. The code
amendment project itself does not include
any specific physical development. The
proposed code amendment would not
change existing City regulations
governing building heights, nor would it
change allowed land uses or
development intensity within the City of
Los Angeles. As this code amendment
anly alters zoning code language relevant
fo discretionary approvals applicants may
request, alf future development projects to
which the proposed ordinance would
apply will require CEQA review, which
wotld Include an assessment of the
project’s visual impacts. No adverse
impact would result.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Future development approved within the
City of Los Angeles has the potential to
create new sources of substantial light or
giare that could adversely affect day or
nighttime views, However, this proposed
cade amendment project does not include
any specific development and does not
ehcourage more lighling or
glare-generating architectural features
than are allowed under existing
reguiations. Impacts would be less than
significant.

. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

da.

NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1456-ND

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fulure
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granled to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of guasijudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of ime of appravals. The

proposed regulations themselves do not
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impact?

Explanatfon

Mitigation
ieasures

include any specifiic development and do
not encourage conversion of agriculiural
{and 1o non-agrictdtural uses or Impacts io
land under Williammson Act contract, No
impacts {o agricultural resotrces would
QCCUr.

b, [NO BMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied o fulure
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple appravals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of mulfiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
pericds of quasi-udicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of reguests for
extensions of time of approvals. The
proposed regulations themselves do hot
include any specific development ahd do
not encourage conversion of agrlculfural
tand to non-agricultural uses or impacts to
fand under Williamson Act contract. No
impacts to agricultural resources waouid
seeUr,

¢ |NOIMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fufure
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projecis requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding ulilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted {o a
single project, extending the expiration -
pariods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and esiablishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. The
proposed regulations themselves do not

include any specific development and do -

not encourage conversion of agriculfural
land to non-agricultural uses or impacts to
land under Willlamson Act contract. No
impacts 1o agricultural resources would
oceur,

d. INO IMPACT

Commercial and industrial uses of the
type that would result in substantial
pollutant concentrations or objectionable
odors would not be facilitated by the
proposed code amendment project. No
changes in land use desighations or
allowed uses are proposed, and no
development would be directly approved
by the project. No adverse impacts wouid

QCeur,

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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jmpact?

Explanation

iitigation
Measures

e. [NOIMPACT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fiture
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects reguiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding ulilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of muitiple approvals granted o a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of guasiHudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. The
propased regulations themselves do not
include any specific development and do
not encourage conversion of agriculfural
land to non-agricultural uses or impacts to
land under Williamson Act contract. No
impacts to agriculfural resources would
QGCUT,

L AIR QUALITY

a. {NOIMPACT

Implementation of the code amendment
project would not increase population
levels or net density in the City of Los
Angeles. As the project would not
confribute o population growth in excess
of that forecasted in the AQMP, no impact
wotld ocour,

b, INOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

No development Is proposead as part of or
would be facilifated by the code
amendment project, and no increases in
land use densily, infensity, or distribution
are propoesed. Thus, ho impact is
anticipated from new stationary sources
of pollutants, such as generators or
household uses {stoves, heaters,
fireplaces etc). As no construction is
proposed, impacts from construction
amissions woutld not be increasad. Thus,
overall alr guality would be unaffected by
project implementation. The proposed
tode amendment would alter the
requiations applied to future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding ulilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
perieds of guasi-udicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvaks. The code
amendment project itself does not include

any spacific physical development, No
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impact?

Explanation

Bitigation
easures

adverse impacts would occur.

c.  (NO IMPACT

MNo development is proposed as part of or
would be facilitated by the code
amandment project, and no increases in
tand use density, intensity, or disteibution
are proposed. Thus, no fmpact is
anticipated from new stationary sources
of pollutants, such as generators or
household uses {sioves, healers,
fireplaces etc). As no construction is
proposed, impacts from construction
emissions would not be increased. Thus,
overall air quality would be unaffected by
project implementation. The proposed
code amendment would alter the
regufations applied to future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring muitiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utitization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granfed o a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial iand use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the raview of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. The code
amendmant project itself does nof include
any specific physical development. No
adverse impacts would ocour.

d. INO IMPACT

and industrial uses of the type that would
resulf in substantial poliutant
concentrations or objectionable odors™ "~
would not be facilitated by the proposed
cade amendment project. No changes in
land use designations or allowed uses
are proposed, and no development would
be directly approved by the project. No
adverse Impacts wouid oceur.

e. [NOCIMPACT

Commercial and industrial uses of the
type that would result in substantial
polhutant concentrations or objectionable
adors would not be facilitated by the
proposed code amendment project, No
changes in land use desighations or
aliowed uses ars proposed, and ne
devalopment would be directly approved
by the project. No adverse impacts would
QCGUT.

. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. {NO MPACT

ENV-2010-1496-N>

Biclogical resources may he found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
project itself does not include any physical
development that would affect these
resources, and the proposed regulations
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impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

wauld not encourage iree removal,
damage to identifled specles, riparien
communities, or sensifive natusal

habitats, or any increase in development
intensity or distribution in the project area.
As this code amendment only alters
zohing code language relevant {o
discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projects to
which fhe proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project’s’ biological impacts. No adverse
impacts te biological resources, including
identified species, riparian communities or
sensitive natural communities, wetlands,
protected trees, and habltats, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment,

b, [NOIMPACT

Biological rescurces may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
Howaver, the proposed code amendment
project itself does not include any physical
development that would affect these
resources, and ihe proposed regulations
wold not encourage free removal,
damage fo identified species, riparian
communifies, or sensitive natural

habitats, or any increase in developmant
intensity or distribution in the project area,
As this code amendment only alters
zaoning code lanhguaga relevant fo
discretionary approvals applicants may
raquest, ali future development projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
wehich would include an assessment of the
project's’ biological impacis. No adverse
impacts to biological resources, including
identified species, riparian communities or
sensitive natural cormmunities, wetlands,
protected trees, and habitats, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment,

c. [NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Biclogical resources may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles,
However, the proposed code amendment
projact itself doss not include any physlcal
development that would affect these
resources, and the proposed regulations
would nof encourage tree removal,
damage to identified species, riparian
communities, or sensitive natural
habitats, or any increase in developrment
intensity or distribution in the project area.
As this code amendment only alters
zoning code language relevant to
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project’s’ biological impacts, No adverse
impacts to biological resources, including
identified species, riparian communities or
sensitive natural communities, wellands,
protected trees, and habitats, are
anticipated from the proposed cods
amendmeant.

d. [NO IMPACT

Biological resources may be found
throughout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
project ifsell does not include any physicat
development that would affect these
resolirces, and the proposed regulations
would not encotrage trea removal,
damage to identified species, riparian
communifies, or sensitive natural

habitats, or any increase in development
intensity or distribution in tha project area.
As this code amendment only alters
zoning code language relevant fo
discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all future developmant projects to
which the proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project’s’ bivlogical impacts, Na adverse
impacts {o biological resources, including
identified spacies, riparian communities or
sensitive natural communities, wetlands,
protected tress, and habitals, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment.

e. |NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Biological resources may be found
throughout the Ciy 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
wolld not encourage tree remoaval,
damage to identified species, ripatlan
sommunities, or sensitive natural

habitats, or any increase in development
intensity or distribution in the project area,
As this code amendment anly alters
zoning code language relevant to
discretionary approvals applicants may
request, all future development projecis fo
which the proposed code armendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which woutd include an assessment of the
project’s’ biclogical impacts. No adverse

impacts to biological resources, including
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
fMeasures

identified speches, riparian cormunities or
sensitive natural communities, wettands,
protected frees, and habitats, are
anticipated from the proposad code
amendment.

£ INOIMPAGT

Biological resources may be found
throughiout the City of Los Angeles.
However, the proposed code amendment
praject itsell does not include any physical
development that would affect these
resources, and the proposed regulations
would not encourage free removal,
damage to identified species, riparian
cormmunities, 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 refevant to
discretiohary approvals applicants may
request, ali future development projects io
which the: proposed code amendment
would apply will require CEQA review,
which would include an assessment of the
project’s’ biclogical irpacts. Mo adverse
impacts to biological resources, including
identified species, riparian communities or
sensitive natural communities, wetlands,
protected trees, and habitals, are
anticipated from the proposed code
amendment.

V. CULTURAL RESDURCES

a. |NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed project involves regulatory
changes and does not include any
specifle physical development. The
proposed standards would not facilitate
nor encowrage new development projects,
but would affect procedures for
processing cases, expiration periods, and
requiremnents for utifization. As this code
amendment only alfers zoning code
language relevant to discretionary
approvals applicants may request, all
future development projects to which the
proposed code amendment would apply
will require CEQA review, which wouid
include an assessment of the project's’
potential impacis o historic and cultural
resources and would be subject fo the
Clty's existing policies and precedures,
designed fo evaluate and profect such
resources. Because no coastruction or
physical changes to existing buildings is
proposed as part of the project and
because of the existing regulations and
protections in place, including required
CEQA reviaw for projects with potential

impacts to historic resources, adoption of
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

the proposed code amendment is not
anticipated to have any adverse impacis
fo historic resources.

b, [NCIMPACT

The proposed profect involves regulatory
changes and does nof include any
specific physical development. As this
code amendment only alters zoning code
language relevant to discretionary
approvals applicants may request, all
future developmeni projects fo which the
proposed code amendment would apply
will require CEQA review, which would
include an assessment of the project’s
potential impacts fo archaeological
rasources and would be subject to the
City's existing policies and procedures,
designed to evaluate and profect such
rasources. in addition, California Health
and Safety Code Secfion 7050.5 et seq.
reguire that if human remains are
discovered the Coroner shall be
contacted and an investigation
undertaken. If the coroner recognizes the
human remains o be those of a Native
American, or has reason to believe that
they are those of a Native American, he
of she must contact the Native American
Heritage Commission. No adverse
impacts fo archaeological or
palsontological resources assoclated with
implementation of the proposed code
amendment are anticipated.

c. |NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed project involves regulatory -
changes and does not inciude any
specific physical development. As this
code amendment only alters zoxing code
language relevant to discretiohary
approvals applicants may request, all
future development projects fo which the
propased code amendment would apply
will reguire CEQA review, which would
include an assessment of the project’s
polential impacts to archasological
resourses and would be subject to the
City's existing policies and procedures,
designed to evaluate and profect such
rasources. In addition, Galifornia Health
and Safety Code Section 7050.5 et seq.
require that if human remains are
discovered the Coroner shall be
contacted and an investigation
undertaken. If the coroner recognizes the
humar remains to be those of a Native
American, or has reason {o believe that
they are those of o Native American, he
of she must contact the Native American
Heritage Commission. No adverse
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lmpact?

Explanation

ffitigation
Measures

impacts to archaeological or
paleontological resources associated with
implementation of the proposed code
amendment are ahticipated.

NO IMPACT

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

Vi GEOLOGY AND 50ILS

a.

NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1456-ND

Los Angeles County, like most of
Southem California, is a region of high
seismic activity and is therefore subject to
risk and hazards assoctated with
earthquakes. Several active faults within
the region are considered capable of
affecting property throughout the City of
Los Angeles. The proposed project
involves regulatory changes and does not
Include any specific physicat
development. No increases in fand use
density, intensity, or distribution are
proposed, Mo specific development is
proposed and no development would be
spedifically approved by adoption of the
project. Individual future developrent
projects, to which the proposed
regulations would be applicable, would be
subjact to the requirements of the
International Building Code and the
California Building Code, which wotid
ensure that the design and construction of
new sfructures are engineered to
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Impact?

Explanation

Ritigation
Meoasures

withstand the expected ground
acceleration, liquefaction, or other
hazards that may occur on-site. Because
no new development is proposed and due
to required compliance with applicable
building codes, no knpacts related to
seismic hazards are anficipated,

b, NGO IMPACT

Los Angeles Counly, like most of
Southerp California, is a region of high
selsmic activity and is therefore subject to
risk and hazards associated with
earthquakes. Several active faults within
the region are considered capable of
affecting property throughout the City of
Los Angeles. The proposed project
involves reglilatory changes and does not
include any specific physical
development. No increases in lahd use
density, intensity, or distribution are
proposed. No specific development is
proposed and no development would be
spectically approved by adoptlon of the
project. individual future development
proiects, o which the proposed
regulations would be applicable, would be
subject to the requirements of the
International Building Code and the
California Building Code, which would
ensure that the design and construction of
new stictures are engineered to
withstand the expected ground
acceleration, liguefaction, or other
hazards that may oceur or-site. Because
no new development is proposed and due
to required compliance with applicable
building codes, no impacts related to
seismic hazards are antivipated.

c. [NO IMPACY

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Los Angeles County, like most of
Southarn California, is a region of high
seismic activity and is therefore subject fo
risk and hazards associated with
earthquakes. Several active faults within
the region are considered capable of
affecting propetty throughout the City of
Los Angeles. The proposed project
involves regulatory chahges and does not
include any specific physical
development. No increases in land use
densily, intensity, or distribution are
proposed. No specific development is
proposed and no development would be
speciitcally approved by adoption of the
project. Individual fulure development
projects, o which the proposed
regulations would be applicable, would be
subject to the requirements of the
Internationai Building Code and the
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Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

California Building Code, which would
ensure that the deslgn and econstruction of
new strictures are enginserad to
withstand the expecied ground
acceleration, iquefaction, or other
hazards that may occur on-site. Because
no new development is praoposed and due
te required compliance with applicable
building codes, no impacts related to
seismic hazards are anticipated.

d. NG IMPACT

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

e. [NOIMPAGT

Erosion potential from site preparation for
larger projects would be largely
addressed through standard erosion
control BMPs that are typically required
during project construction; for example,
projects with greater than one acre of
ground disturbance require State Water
Resources Control Board Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plans, In addition, no
specific developiment is proposed as part
of this code amendment project, no
individual development would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
increases in fand use densily, intensily, or
distribution are proposed. No impacts
resuiting from =oil erosion or loss of
topsoil are anticipated.

f. NG IMPACT

No specific devalopment is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individual development would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
tncreases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. In addition,
compliance with California Buliding Code
standards for safe construction generally
ensures that no impacts related to
expansive soils would occur.

g. [NO BMPACT

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individuat development would be
approved by the code amendment, and no
increases in land use dansity, intensity, or
distribution are proposed, fn addition,
compliance with California Building Code
siandards for safe construction generally
ensures that no impacls related to
expansive soils wauld oceur,

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

h. {NO WMPACT

Ne 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 land use density, intensily, or
distribution are proposed. No impacts
would coour related to septic capability.

Vi, GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

a. [NOIMPACT

Mo deveiopment is proposed as part of or
would be facilitated by the code
amendment project, and no increases in
fand use densily, intensily, or distibution
are proposed. Thus, no impact is
anticipated, directly or indirecty,
regarding generation of greenhouse gas
emissions. As no construction s
proposed, impacts from constriction
emissions would not be Increased. The
proposed code amendment would alter
the regulations applied to futurs
diserefionary fand use appiications by
creating consistent pracedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasijudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of fime of approvals, The code
ameandment project itsaif does not Include
any specific physical development. No
adverse impacts would coour.

b, {NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Mo development is proposed as part of or
would be facilitated by the code
amendment project, and ne increasas in
land use density, intensity, or distribution
are propased. Thus, adoption of the code
amendment is not anticipated to conflict
with applicable plans, policies, or
regulations adopted for the purpose of
reducing gresnhouse gas emissions. As
na construction is proposed, impacts from
construction emissions would hot be
increased. The proposed code
arrendraent would alter the regulations
applied fo fulure discrationary land use
applications by creating consistent
procedures for review of projects
requiring multiple approvals, clarifying
language regarding ulilization of
approvais, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted tc a
single project, exiending the expiration

periods of quasi-judicial land use
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Explanation

Mitigation
ieasures

approvals, and establishing clear
procadures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. The code
amendment project ifself does not include
any specific physical development. No
adverse impacts would ccour.

VIl HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. [NO IMPACT

individual future development projects
that may apply for discretionary land use
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may
be located on or near sites that could
raise concerns regarding hazardous
materials use, contamination, or other
hazarda. However, no increases in fand
use density, intensity or distribution, are
proposed as part of the proposed code
amendment. No specific development is
proposed, and no individual developmeni
would be approved by adoption of the
code amendment. [n addition, a number
of existing state and federal laws and
programs apply to hazards and hazardous
materlals and would apply to subsequent
future individual development projects.
These include the Resource
Canservation and Recovery Act,
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1082
{Faciiittes Subject to Corractive Action),
Depariment of Heath Services
regulations, and Department of Housing

fregulations. Finally, Municipal Code

Saction 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
propery, uponh which there has been an
unauthorized disposal or release of a
hazardous stbstance.

b. INO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Individua! future development projects
that may apply for discretionary land use
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may
he located on of near sites that could
raise concems regarding hazardous
materials use, contamination, or other
hazards, However, ho increases in land
use densily, intensity or distribution, are
proposed as part of the proposed code
amendment. No specific development is
proposed, and no individual development
would be approved by adoption of tha
code amendment, In addition, a number
of existing state and federal laws and
programs apply to hazards and hazardous
matetials and would apply to subsequan]

future individual development projects.
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These include the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act,
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1082
{Facilities Subject to Corrective Action),
Department of Heath Services
regulations, and Department of Housing
reguiations, Finally, Municipal Code
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous
substance clearance report, including
provisions for sile remediation if
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
unauthorized disposal or release of a
hazardous substance.

c. |[NOBMPACT

Individuatl future development projects
that may apply for discretionaty land use
appravals in the City of Los Angeles may
be located on or near sites that could
raise concerns regarding hazardous
matertals use, confamination, or other
hazards. However, no increases in land
use density, intensity or distribution, are
proposed as part of the proposed code
amendment. No specific development is
proposed, and no individual development
would be approved by adoption of the
code amendment. In addition, a number
of existing state ahd federal laws and
programs apply to hazards and hazardous
materials and would apply to subsequent
future individual development projects.
These inclids the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Adt,
California Fire Codes, Senata Bill 1082
{Facilittes Subject fo 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
provistons for site remediation if
warrapted, be approved by the County
Health Department and recorded with the
County for sale or transfer of any
property, upon which there has been an
unauthorized disposal or release of a
hazardous substance,

d. [NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Individual future development projects
that may apply for discretionary fand use
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may
he located on or near sites that could
raise concerns regarding hazardous
materials use, contamination, or other
hazards. However, no increases In lend
use densily, intensity or distribution, are
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Explanation
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Bicasures

proposed as part of the proposed code
amendment, No specific development is
proposed, and ne individual developrment
would be approved by adopfion of the
code amendment. In addition, a number
of existing state and federal laws and
programs apply 1o hazards and hazardous
materials and would apply to subsequent
future individual development projects.
These include the Resource
Conservalion and Recovery Act,
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1082
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action},
Depariment of Heath Services
regulations, and Deparfment of Housing
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous
substance clearance report, including
pravisions for site remediation if
warranted, be approved by the County
Health Department and recorded with the
County for sale or transfer of any
property, upon which there has been an
unautharized disposal or release of a
hazardous substance.

g NG IMPACT

The City of Los Angeles contains the Los
Angeles Infernational Airport, the Van
MNuvs Airport, and Whiteman Airport. No
safety hazard impacts would ovour

thecause no new individual development

or Increases in land use density, intensity,
or distribution are propesed as part of the
proposed code amendment. No adverse
impacts are anticipated.

f. INO IMPACT

The City of Los Arigeles contains the Los
Angeles Infernational Airport, the Van
Nuys Airport, and Whiteman Airport. No
safety hazard impacts would occur
because no new individual development
or increasas in land use density, intensity,
or digtribution are proposed as part of the
proposed code amendment. No adverse
impacts are anticipated.

g. [NO IMPACT

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

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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h. iNO IMPACT ‘The Cily of Los Angeles is highly
urhanized but contains large areas of
undeveloped lands adjacent to uthan
areas, where the possibility of wildfires
exist at the wildland-urban inferface.
However, no specific development is
propased by the code amendment
project, and no increases in land use
density, infensity, or distribution are
proposed. individual future development.
projects that may apply for discretionary
land use approvals in the Cily of Los
Angeles wili be subject to requirements of
the International Buiiding Code and the
California Building Code. No impacts
would octur,

K. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a. [NO IMPACT No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
Individual developrment will be approved
as part of the code amendment, and ne
increases in jand use densily, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act require
that a NPDES general construction storm
water permit be obiaihed for projects that
would disturb greater than one acre
during construction. Acquisition of a
NPDES permit Is dapendent on the
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains

~ |BMPs 1o control the dischiarge of
poflutants, including sediment, info the -
local surface waler drainages. For project
operation, the City's Stormwater and
Urban Runoff Pollution Control
regulations {(Municipal Code, Chapler VI
Article 4.4) require measures to control
stormwater poliutants, including '
implementation of practices from the
“Development Best Managermeni
Practices Handbook” adopted by the
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES
Parmit requires naw development and
redevelopment projects to incorporate
water quality measures. Depending on
the type of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation
Plan is required to reduce the guantity
and improve the quality of rainfall runof
that leaves the site. No impacts are
anticipated.
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Mitigaiion
Measures

b, |[NO MMPACT

" {No development is proposed as part of

the code amendment project, no
individuat developmant would be
approved as patt of the code amendment,
and no increases in land use density,
intensity, or distribution are proposed.
Adoplion of the proposed code
amendment would not result ina
measurable Increase in the demand far
water. No impacis are anticipated.

o. NG IMPACT

Mo 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 i land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clsan Water Act require
that a NPDES general construction storm
water permit be oblained for projects that
would distrb greater than one acre
during construction. Acquisition of a
NPDES permit is dependent on the
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains
BMPs to confrol the discharge of
poliutants, including sediment, inte the
local surface water drainages. For project
operation, the City's Stormwater and
Urban Runoff Pollution Control
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI
Arficte 4.4) require measures to control
stormwater pollutanis, including
implementation of practices from the
“Development Bast Management
Practices Handbook” adapted by the
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES
Permit requires new development and
redeveloprment projects fo incorporate
water quality measures. Depending on
the type of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mifigation
Plan is required fo reduce the quantity
and improve the quality of rainfali runoff
that leaves the site. Na impacis are
anticipated.

d. |NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Mo specific development is proposad as
part of the code amendment project, no
individuat development will be approved
as part of the code amendiment, and no
increases in land use densily, intensity, or
distribution ave proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act require
that & NPDES general construction storm
water permift be obtaihed for projects that
waould disturh greater than one acra

during construction. Asquisition of a
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Measures

NPDES permit is dependent on the
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains
BMPs fo control the discharge of
poflutants, including sediment, into the
local surface water drainages, For project
operation, tha City's Stormwaier and
Lithan Runoff Pollution Control
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter Vi
Asticle 4.4) require measures 1o confrol
stormwater pollutants, including
frmplementation of practices from the
*Development Best Management
Practices Handbook” adopted by the
Board of Public Works. The City's NFDES
Permit requires new development and
redevelopment projects to incorporate
water quality measures. Depending on -
the fype of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwatet Mitigation Plan
{SUSMM) or a Site Specific Mitigation
Plan is required fo reduce the quantity
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff
that leaves the site. No impacts are
anticipated,

e, |NOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individuat development will be approved
as part of the code amendment, and no
increases in land use densily, infensity, or
distribution are proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act require
that a NPDES geheral construction storm
water perinit be obtained for projects that
would disturh greater than one acre
during construction. Acquisition of a
NPDES permit is dependent on the
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains
BMPs to control the discharge of
pollutants, including sediment, inta the
local surface water drainages, For project
operation, the Clly's Stormwater and
Urban Runoff Poliution Control
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter V1
Article 4.4) reguire measures fo control
stormwater pollutants, including
implementation of practices from the
"Davelopment Best Management
Practices Handhook” adopied by the
Board of Public Works. The City’s NPDES
Permit requires new development and
redavelopment projeets to incorporale
water quality measures, Depending on
the type of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMF) or a Site Specific Mitigation
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Mitigation
Meaasures

Plan is required fo reduce the quantity
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff
that leaves the sile. 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, infensity, or
distribution are proposed. Regulations
under the federal Clean Water Act require
that a NPDES general construction storm
water permit be obtained for projects that
watid disturb greater than one acre
during construction. Acquisition of a
NPDES permit is dependent on the
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan {SWPPP) that contains
BMPs to control the discharge of
pofiutants, including sediment, info the
Incal surface water drainages. For project
operation, the City's Stormwater and
Urban Runoff Pollution Conirol
regulations {Municipat Code, Chapter Vi
Article 4.4) require measures to control
stormwater pollutants, including
implementation of practices from the
“Development Best Management
Practices Handbool(" adopted by the
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES
Permit requires new development and
redevelopment projects to incorporate
water aualify measures, Depending on
the type of project, either a Standard
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation
Plan is required to reduce the guantily
and Improve the qualify of rainfall runaff
that leaves the site. No impacts are
anticipated.

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

Impact?
£ INO WMPACT
g. |NOIMPACT
h. [NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Ne development is proposed as parf 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.
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Extsting requirements for fiood
management and mifigation would
continug to be applied fo development as
it is proposed and reviewed. No advarse
impacts are anticipated.

NO IMPACT

No development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no
individuai development would be
approved as part of the code amendment,
and no increases in land use density,
intensity, or distribulion are proposed.
Existing requirements for flood
management and mitigation would
condinue to be applied fo development as
it is praposed and reviewed. No adverse
impacts are anticipated.

NO IMPACT

No development is proposed as part the
code amendment project, no individual
development would be approved as part
of the code amendment, and ho increases
in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are propesed. Coastal areas
of the City of Los Angeles could
potentially be subject fo tsunami or
seiche, and existing reguirements for
mitigation, including the Coastal
Development Permitting process
adminisiered by the Coastal Development
Commissicn, would continue fo be
appflied o development as it is proposed
and reviewed. No adverse impacis are
anticipated.

X, LAND USE AND PLANNING

a.

NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed code amendment woulkd
alter the regulations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
perinds of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
increases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
development is propesed, and no
Individual development would be
approved by adoption of the code
amendment. No changes in Jand use
designations are proposed, and no major
infrastruciure or other projects or
changes that would divide existing

communities are proposad or would be
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Mitigation
Measures

directly facilitated. No impacts would
OLCUr.

b. [NOIMPAGT

The proposed code amendment would
alter the reguiations applied fo fulure
discredionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utifization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to &
single project, extending the explration
pericds of guasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
increases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
development is proposed, and ho
individual development would be
approved by adopiion of the code
amendment. Implementation of the
proposed changes fo existing conditional
use regulations through future requested
projects within the City of Los Angeles
would be conslstent with the General
Plan, applicable Community Plans, and
Zoning Ordinance as amended by this
code amendment project. No impacts
would oceur,

o, [NOIMPACT

The proposed code amendment wotild
alter the regulations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for revisw
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utifization of
approvals, synchronkzing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of ime of approvals. No
increases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are propased. No specific
development is proposed, and no
development would be specifically
approved by adoption of the program.
Therefore, No habitat conservation plans
or natural community conservation plans
would be impacted.

XL MINERAL RESOURCES

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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Measures

The proposed cede amendment would
alter the regulations applied fo future
discretionary land use applications by
craating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring muitiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasiHudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procadures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
increases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. No specific
development is proposed, and no
deveiopment would be specifically
approved by adoption of the program.
Therefore, no impacts to mineral
resources would accur.

The proposed code ameandment would
alter the regulations applied fo future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of mulfiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasidudicial land use
approvals, and esiablishing clear
proceduras for the review of reguests for
extensions of tme of approvals. No
increases in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are propesed. No specific
development is propesed, and no
development would be specifically
approved by adoption of the program.
Therefore, no impacts to mineral
resources would occur,

a  NO IMPACT
b, NG IMPACT
XL NOISE

a, [NO WMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed code amendment would
alter the reguiations applied to future
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding uiilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requesis for
extensions of time of approvals. No
Increases in land use density, intensity, or

distribution are proposed. No specific
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Explanation
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Measures

development is proposed, and no
development would be specifically
approved by adoption of the proposed
cade amendment. Because the proposed
project does nof include any development
proposals of entitlemnents, adoption of tha
proposed code amendment would hot
place sensitive receptors in areas, subject
fo noise that exceeds noiss standards.

b. [NOIMPACT

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

c. [NO IMPACT

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

ENV-2010-1496-IND
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d. |NOIMPACT

Mo specific daveloptnent is proposed and
no development would be specifically
approved by adoption of the proposed
code amendment. The proposed
reguiations do not involve any
development proposals or enfillermnents.
All future applications requesting
discretionary approvals for development
projects in the City of Los Angeles will
comply with Noise Ordinance No. 144,331
and 161,574, and any subsequent
ardinances, which prohibit the emission or
creation of noise beyond certain levels at
adjacent uses unless technically
infeasible. Therefore, no impacts related
ta lemporary constructian noise would
QCeur,

e, [NO IMPACT

The proposad code amendment would
altar the regulations applied to fulure
discrationary Jand use applications by
creating consistent procedures for raview
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
apurovals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasl-judicial Jand use
approvals, and establishing clear
proceduras for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals, No
specific development is proposed, and no
individual development would ba

~1approved by adoption of the pragram, if

adopted, the proposad code amendment
wii not impact ahy existing or planned
airpoit plans. Therefore, the project would
not expose people to excessive noiss
Javels associated with aimport operations.

£ INOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

The proposed code amendment would
alter the regulations applied to fuftre
discretionary land use applications by
creating consistent procedures for review
of projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the explration
periods of multiple approvals granted fo a
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasijudicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. No
specific development is propasad, and no
individual development would be
approved by adoption of the program. i
adopted, the proposed code amendment
will not impact any exdisting or planned
airport plans, Therefore, the project would
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not expose people o excessive noise
levels associated with aimort operations.

.

Mo specific developrmenti is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individual development would be
approved by the project, and no increases
in land use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. No housing is
proposed for construction or removal, and
no population inducing development or
regulations are proposed. The proposed
code amendment would alter the
regulations applied to future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring muliiple approvals,
clanfying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to a
sihgle project, extending the expiration
periods of quasijudicial land use
approvais, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
axtensions of time of approvals, Howsver,
these regulatory changes fo discrefionary
approval processes will not allow any
increase in net density above what has
been planned, Therefore, no population
and housing impacts would ooour,

Impact?
POPULATION AND HOUSING
NO IMPACT
NOQ IMPACT

ENV-2010-1456-ND

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individual development would be
approved by the project, and no increasas
int land use density, intensily, or
distribution are proposed. No housing is
proposed for ¢onstruction or removal, and

“|no papulation inducing development or

regulations are proposed. The proposed
code amendment would alter the
regulations applied to future discretionary
land use applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying languaga regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to &
single project, extending the expiration
periads of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
exiensions of time of approvals. However,
these regulatory changes o discretionary
approval processes will not allow any
increase in net density above what has
been planned. Tharefore, no population
and housing impacts would accur,
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c. |NOWMPACT

No specific development is proposed as
part of the code amendment project, no
individual development would be
approved by the project, and no increases
in fand use density, intensity, or
distribution are proposed. No housing is
proposed for construction or removal, and
no population inducing developrment or
reguiations are proposed. The proposed
cote amendment would alter the
reguiations applied to future discretionary
land usa applications by creating
consistent procedures for review of
projects requiring multiple approvals,
clarifying language regarding utilization of
approvals, synchronizing the expiration
periods of multiple approvals granted to &
single project, extending the expiration
periods of quasi-judicial land use
approvals, and establishing clear
procedures for the review of requests for
extensions of time of approvals. However,
these regulatory changes to discretionary
approval processes will not allow any
increase in net density above what has
heen plannad. Therefore, no population
and housing impacts would ocolr.

Xiv. PUBLIC SERVICES

a. [NOIMPACT

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,
No new facilities would be required, and
no alterations to existing facilities would
result from adoption of the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacis related
to public services or public services
faeilities would oceur from adoption of the
proposed code amendment,

b, {NO IMPACT

ENV-2010-1456-ND

Bezcause no development is proposed as
part of or would be faciiitated 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.
Mo new facilities would be required, and
no alterations to existing facilities would
result fror adoption of the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacts related

to public services or public services
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facilities would occur from adoption of the
praposed code amendment.

Because no development is proposed as
pari of or would be facifitated 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 setvices,
schools, parks, or other public services,
No new facifities would be required, and
no alterations to existing facilities would
resulf from adoption of the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacts related
to public services or public services
facitities would ocour from adoption of the
proposed code amendment,

Betause 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 wouild not Increase the demand
for fire or police protection services,
schools, parks, or other public services.
No new faclities would be required, and
no alterations fo existing faciliies would
resulf from adoption of the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacts relafed
io public services or public services
facilities would occur from adoption of the
proposed code amendment.

c. |[NOIMPACT
d. |NO IMPACT
e. |NOIMPACT

Because no development is proposed as
pert of or would be facilitated by the code
amendment project, and no increases in
land use density, intensity, or distiibution
are proposed, the code amendment
project would not increase the demand
for fire or police protection seivices,
schools, parks, or other public services.
No new facilities wouid be required, and
no alterations fo existing faciities would
resuft from adoption of the proposed code
amendment. No adverss impacis related
to public services or public services
facilities would occur from adoption of the
proposed code amendment.

XV, RECREATION

a. {NOIMPACT

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 ro increases in
land use density, intensity, or distribution
are proposed. Mo housing or other uses
are proposed or would be specifically

approved that would result in increased
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demand for recreational facilities, and no
population-inducing development or
regifations are proposed. No adverse
impacts related to recreation would occur.

b, [NO BMPACT

No development is proposed as part of
the code smendment project, no specific
development would be approved by the
code amendment, and no increases in
land use densily, intensily, or distribution
are proposed, No housing or other uses
are proposed or would be specifically
approved that would result in increased
demand for recreational facilities, and no
population-indueing development or
regulations are proposed. No adverse
impagcts related to recreation would oceur,

. TRANSPORTATIONITRAFFIC

2

a, |NO IMPACT

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

B JNOIMPACT

ENV-2010-1496-ND

Mo develapment Is proposed nor would
any specific development be approved by
the proposed code amendment.
fmplementation of the proposed code
amendment, which would not change the
land use designations or density in the
praject area, would not be expected to
affect traffic or circulation, Therefore, and
because no specific development,
changes in land use, or increases in
allowed land use intensity are proposed
as part of the proposed code amendment,
project implementation would not
increase traffic volumes within the City of
.05 Angeles. i should also ba noted that
future development projects would be
subject to individual review for petential
traffic impacts and those impacts would

be addressed on a case-by-case basis.
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Enpact?

Expianation

Mitigation
feasures

No adverse impacis would resuit.

NO IMPACT

No development is propesed nor would
any specific development be approved by
the proposed code amendment,
Therafore, no change in alr traffic
paiterns, including either an increase in
traffic lavels or a change in location that
resuits in substantial safety risks would
resudt, Building heighis would not be
increased, nor would projects regulated
by the proposed code amendment
increase airport traffic levels. No adverse
impacts would resulf.

NO IMPACT

No sharp curves, dangerous intersections
or other hazardous traffic or intersection
configurafions are proposed or would be
facilitated by implementation of the code
amendment project. Major changes in
road engineering, alignment ot
intersaction controls that could affect
traftic safety are not proposed. Farm
aquipment and other incompatible
vehiculer or transportation usas would not
be introduced or facilitated by the project.
No adverse impacts would result,

NC IMPACT

The circulation network would remain
unchanged under the proposed
regulations. Access to and from existing
structures and {o and through the project
area would remain unchanged, Existing
requirements for fire and other emergency
access would continue io be applied fo
development as it Is proposed and
reviewed. No adversa impacts are
antivipated.

NG IMPACT

No development is proposed nor would
any specific development be approved by
the proposed code amendment,
Therefore, no change in parking capacity
is anticipated from adoption of the
proposed project. The project would not
conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative
transportation, No adverse impact would
resuit.

XVl

. UTILITIES AND SERVICE BYSTEMS

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
density, intensity, or distribufion are
proposed. The project would not result in
a measurable increase in the demand for
water nor in an increase in wastewater
geheration. No new or expanded facilities
are proposad or would be required in
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

ordery to implement the proposed code
amendment. Impacts would ba less than
significant.

b, INO IMPACT

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

¢. |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

No new development or increases in
potential development are proposed, and
no wastewater facilities are proposed for
alteration or expansion, New
development built sublect to the proposed
regulations would be subject fo varicus
watar conservafion measures in the
citywide landscape ordinance and other
regulaiions. impacts would be less than
significant.

d. JLESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

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

e. [NO IMPACT

No development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no specific
developmient would be approved by the
project, and no Increases in land use
density, intensity, or disiribution are
propased. The project would not result in
a measirable increase in the demand for
water nor In an increase in wastewater
generafion. No new or expanded facilities
are proposed or would be required in
order fo implement the proposed code
amendment. No adverse impacts are

anticipated.

ENV-2010-1496-IND
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fmpact?

Explanation

Miflgation
Meastres

f.  |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

No development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no specific
development would be approved, and ho
increases in land use density or infensity
are proposed. Implementation of the
proeposed code amendment would not
resulf in a measurable increase in solid
wasie generation. Impacts would be Jess
than significant.

g. [NOIMPACT

No development is proposed as part of
the code amendment project, no specific
development would be approved, and no
increases in fand use density or infensity
are proposed. Implementation of the
proposed codes amendment would not
rasult in a measurable increase in solid
waste generation. No adverse impacts
are anticipated.

XV MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a. |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed code amendmaht project
does not have the potential to degrade
the guality of the environment,
stubstantially reduce the habitat of fish or
wildlife species, or threaten fo eliminate a
plant or animal community.

b. JLESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The cumulative impacts associated with
the proposed code amendment project
will result in a less than significant impact,

c. |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed cods amendment project
does not pose significant impacts to
humans.

ENV-2010-1496-ND
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