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CITY PLAN CASE NO. 2010-1495-CA CORRECTED DETERMINATION** 

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

On June 9, 2011, following a public hearing, the City Planning Commission approved the 
proposed ord inance (attached) and recommended its adoption by the City Council. Adopted the 
Findings; adopted the Negative Declaration (ENV-2010-1496-ND); and adopted the staff report 
as its report on the subject. 

This action was taken by the following vote: 

Moved: 
Seconded: 
Ayes: 
Absent: 

Vote: 

Roschen 
Burton 
Freer, Hovaguimian, Kim, Less in, Romero, Woo 
Cardoso , 

8-0 

. Williams, Comm iss ion Executive Assistant II 
City Planning Commiss ion 

Attachments: Proposed Ord inance, Findings 
City Planner: Tanner Blackman 
cc: Amy Brothers, Michael Bostrom, Deputy City Attorneys, Land Use Division 



APPENDIX A 

ORDINANCE NO.------

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

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

Section1. Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4 of Subsection C of Section 11.5.7 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal code is deleted: 

fe) Expiration. If a Project Permit Compliance is not utilize4 
within hvo years after its effective date, the Project Permit Comp!ia-RBe 
shall become null and void, unless the Director app~ 
time pursuant to an application filed by the applicant. An application for an 
extension may be filed in any public office of the Department of City 
Planning, accompanied by payment of a fee equal to that specified in 
~ection 19.01 M. The application shall set forth the reasons for the 
request and s!:Jal! be filed prior to the expiration date. Based on this 
request, the Director may grant an extension of theexpiration date for a 
fJBriod of up to one year if the Director decides that good aR.d-+easonable 
cause exist& 

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

5. Expiration. If a specific plan exception is not utilized within two 
:years after its effective date, the specific plaft-exception shall become null and 
void, unless the Director appr-:oves an-extension of time pursYant to the same 
procedures for extending the~xpiration date of a Project Permit Compliance, as 
set forth in Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4. of Subsection C. of this section. 

Sec. 3. 
deleted: 

Subsection S of Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 
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S. Termination. Any Certificate of Appropriateness, Gertificate of 
Compatibility, or Conforming \IIJork 'Nhich has been approved under the provisions of 
this section shall expire 24 months from the date of issuance if the v:ork authorized is 
not commenced within this time period. Further, the Certificate of /\ppropriateRBS-&;
Certificate of Compatibility, or Conforming VVork will expire if the '.'Vofk aldthorized is not 
completed V.'ithin five years of the date of issuance..,. 

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

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

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

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

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or 
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley 
from, or having a common corner with the subject 
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may 
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission 
pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section 
11 .5.7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with 
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(i). The appeal 
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B. 
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City 
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing, 
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class 
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the 
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and 
interested parties who have requested notice in 
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for 
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the first available meeting date of the City Planning 
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the 
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning 
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in 
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning 
Commission shall make the same findings required to 
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the 
record, and indicate why the Director erred making 
the determination. The appellate decision of the City 
Planning Commission shall be final and effective as 
provided in Charter Section 245. 

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

Sec. 6. Subsection J of Section 12.24 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code IS 

amended to read: 

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

1. /\ny use pe+mitted by the Zoning Administrator or by--an---Afea 
12-Janning Commission or the City Planning Commission as initial decision 
makers, pu-rsl!ant to the provisions of this section, is conditional on the privileges 
being utilized v;ithin tv.'o yeaffi after the effective date of the permit authorizing 
the use. Hmvever-, if the decision is made by the City Planning Comrr:Hssion, it 
may specify' another time in the graA-h 

2. In either case, if the pri¥Heges granted are not utilized or 
construction 'Nark is not begun Vlithin that time and can:ied on diligently '>Vithout 
substantial &H&p-e-FI-Sion or abandonment of work, then the decision authorizing 
t4e use shall become void. In addition, all the conditions of the approval must be 
~se can be establis-hed, unless the approval itself expressly 
provides othervlise. 

3 _ Prior to the ffi$4a,tt· eB---Bf----1:-Rf:}4;1ff+e----etmBB----'Io9--!.-:ii'H-' 

applicant may file a v.Jrilie n re-Hq-Hu-ee,s-Stlc---\\IY-I'lif-Hth+----~1:-Ht~H+Hd-1----HtfuH,;tY-J++Hi:::l-~~--+'df--clH 
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extension of the termination period. Pur&Yallt to the written request or on its 
o•.vn, the decision maker may extend the termination period for up to one 
aElditional year based on a finding that good and reasonable cause exists to 
grant the extension of time. 

EXCEPTION: VVhere-a lot or lots have been approved for use 
as a governmeffia!-enterprise, place of vvorship, hospital, educational 
institution or private school, including e!ementaFy- and high scl:lools, no 
time limit to utilize the privile§es shall apply provided that all of the 
follmtling conditions are meE 

fa) .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. 

f91 ~ 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 

fc1 3. The sign is maintained on the property and in good condition until 
the conditional use privileges are utilized. 

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

Sec. 8. 

(d) Expiration. The approval or conditional approval of-a 
vesting conditional use permit shall expire at the end of a thre-e ..year time 
period. However, if a vesting conditional use permit application is file€! 
simultaneously 'Nith a vesting zone change application and both are 
approved, then the-vesting conditional use permit shal~ 
a four year time period. Upon application to the Director of Planning and 
after recommendation of the Director, the City CouRGil shall have the 
authority to approve or disapprove the extension of the tem1ination date 
for the vesting conditional use permit for one year. The City Council may 
so extend the teFmination date one....y:eaF at a time, for tvvo extension&;-W}th
a life of the ~t not to exceed a total of six years. 

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

SEC. 12.25. EXTENSION AND SUSPENSION OF TIME LIMITATIONS. 

A. Preparation and Processing of Environmental Impact Reports -
Notwithstanding any provision contained in Articles 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 of Chapter 
1 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code,_ which establish time limits for certain actions to 
be taken the time limits so specified shall be extended for such a period of time, not to 
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exceed six months one year, as may be necessary to prepare and process an 
Environmental Impact Report required under Section 21151 of the Public Resources 
Code. If the required report cannot be completed before the expiration of the six month 
one-year extension, a request for additional time may be made to the City Council, and 
the applicable time limit may be further extended for such a period of time as the 
Council shall specify. 

B. Pian n in g a nd Zo 11 in g Matters i 11 U tl g a tio n-=- --t'-H+'f----afB-B-ffG(:ID+e-tlffH:;!--Hff'Hl: 

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

C. California Coastal Commission A~provals. 

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

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

D. Utilization of AJ?provals. 

1. Expiration. Any approval by the Zoning Administrator, Director of 
Planninq, 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 proiect requiring multiple 
approvals, the expiration periods set forth in Section 12.36 of this Code shall 
govern. 

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above: 

(a) the expiration period of any approval by the Zoning 
Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the 
City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers, pursuant to the 
provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to 
Chapter 1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 36 months if 
such approval has expired or may expire on or after July 15, 2008 and 
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before January 1, 2014 and if such approval had not previously qualified 
for a one-time extension of time pursuant to Ordinance Nos. 180,647 
and/or 181,269; and 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid 
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and 
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial 
~ension or abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be 
considered utilized when operations of the use authorized 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. 9. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 12.26 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

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

These rights shall end when a building permit is issued, or 18 months after 
the plan check fee is paid whichever comes first or if, after issuance, the building 
permit terminates pursuant to Section 98.0602. These rights shall end if 
subsequent changes are made to those plans which increase or decrease the 
height, floor area~ or occupant load of the proposed-structure by more than five 
percent or change the use or if changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code 
regulations in force on the date that the plan check fee is paid. These rights shall 
also end if the zone change or conditional use permit discretionary land use 
approval for which permitted the project terminates under the provisions of 
Sections 12.21 F.3.(b)(4), 12.32 G.i ., or 12.32 G.2 Chapter 1 of this Code or any 
ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code. 

Sec. 10. 
deleted: 

Subsection Q of Section 12.27 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code IS 

Q. Requirement for Ut~ation. of \larianc:c. Any var-iance grant-ed by the 
provisions of this seBtie.n--+s conditional upon the privileges being uti~ed 'Jvithif+-.two 
years after the effective date of the approval and, if the privileges granteEI--in the permit 
ar:e not utilized or construction work is not begun 'Nithin that timeand carried on 
diligently 'Nithout substantial suspension or abandonment of work, then the authorization 
to establish the use shall become void. In aGGition, all the conditions of the appfO.Va{ 
must be fulfilled before the---t!se can be -established, unless the -a~lf expressly 
provides othervvise. 

/\Zoning /\dmini&H:ater may extend any applicable termi-n-ation date for one additional 
f'leriod, not to exceeG-8-Re year, prior to the termination date of the period, if a writtoo 
request is ~ith the Office of Zoning i\dministmtion setting forth the ,-easons for the 
request and a Zoning Admini~nes that good and reasonable cause~ 
A public hearing sf:tall be held and notice given in the same---manner as described in 
Subsection G. 

A Zoning Administrator may.-Geterm+ne-tf:!.at the time limit for any varianc~ 
listed in this sestiBn, •.vhich is filed simultaneously v.'ith a veBting applicationas allowed 
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by Section 12.24T, may ~:lave the same time limit as the ~mnted puFsuant to 
~fum-:12.24T. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

W il,) if no physical development is necessary, but the 
property is being used for one or more of the purposes first 
permitted by the Q, then the Qualified classification and the 
authority contained there shall become null and void, the rezoning 
proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may 
only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings7; or 
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Sec. 13. 

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

ln addition, the Director may determine that the development has 
not been continuously and expeditiously carried on to completion, but that 
one or more usable units has been completed and that the partial 
development will meet the requirements for the utilization of the {Q) 
classification. The Director may impose conditions on the partial 
development to meet the intent of this subdivision. The Director shall 
advise the Department of Building and Safety of his or her decision. 
Thereafter, a Certificate of Occupancy may be issued after compliance 
with the Director's decision, and the temporary (0) classification shall be 
permanent on that portion of the property determined by the Director to be 
appropriate to the completed portion of the development. The Qualified 
classification and the authority contained there shall become null and void 
as to the remainder of the property. Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Code to the contrary, no public hearing need be held nor notice be 
given before terminating the (Q) Qualified classification and restricting the 
property to its previously permitted uses. 

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

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

A. Applications. If a project involves more thar:H:me discretionary land use 
approval, the appl+sant shall file applications for all of the-approvals the- applicant 
reasonably believes are necessaFy at the--same time. If the applicant does not file a 
single application form for all of the approvals, the applicant shall make reference on 
each application to each of the other app!" · · · 

B. Projects Requiring Multiple Quasi Judicial Approvals. If a projeGt 
requires more than one quasi judicial approval by the Zoni~or, the-Area 
Planning Commis&iefl-Br the City Planning Commission, those~pprovals that othervvise 
•Nould be considered by the Zoning Administrator shall be decided by either the Af:e.a 
Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission, whichever has jurisdiction over 
at least one of the approvals. If both the-Area Plarn:Ung Commission and the City 
Planning Commission have jurisdiction over approvals, all of the applications sha!-l-9e 
ronsideretl by the City Planning Commission< The procedures usetl-:fef-Gonsideration of 
initial decisions and any appeals of all of the-required approvals-s-hall be those set forth 
in Section 12.24 B through Q. If the ,l\rea--P+anning Commission is the initial decisfefl-.. 
maker, and there are not at least three memb · ission '.'Vho 
flave beeH appointed and taken the oath of office at the-time the applffiation is deeFA-8-Ei 
complete, the City Planning Comffiis&i.efl shall have in~aking al:ltA9f~1r. 
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C. Proje~iring Both Quasi· Judicial and Leg-islative Appr-oval& 

(1) Except as provided in Subdivision 2. belo•N, if a project requires at 
~al approval and at least one legislative approval, all of the 
applications shall be considered by the City Planning Commission. =The 
~ consideFation of initial decisions and-any appeal& of all of 
the required approvals vvil! be those set-f-erth in Section 12.32 B. throug!~ 
Hmvever, if the Commission fails to act on a quasi judicialapp-lk;ation or app-ea+, 
vvhich is a part of a multiple approval, then the qua&t judicial action shall be 
transfer-red to the City Council 'Nithout a recommeHdation for a decision. If a 
project requires a plan amendment, not 'Nithstanding the time limits set forth in 
Section 12.32 B. through D., the time limit in 'Nhich the Council must act on aU 
applications shall run from the time · · 
Fecommendation or the time for the mayor to act expires. 

(2) Notwithstanding Subdivision 1 above, if a project requires at lea-st one 
quasi judicial approval and at least one legislative-approval and the City Planning 
Commission has delegated consideration of those legislative -approvals to the 
Area Planning Comm1ssion pursuant to Charter Section 565, all of the 
applications shaH be considered by the Area Planning Commission. The 
procedures used for consideratien of initial decisions cmd any appeals of all of 
tho required approvals shall be those set forth in Section 12.32 SubsectieJ=I.&--@ 
through D. Hovvever, if the Commission fails to act on a quasi judicial application 
or appeal, V.'hich is a part of a multiple approval, then thG--EJ--Idasi judiC-ial action 
shall be traRsferred to the City Council 'Nithout a recommendation for a decision. 
If the Area Planning Commission is the initial decision maker, and there are not 
at !east three members of the.6rfea Planning Commission 'Nho have been 
appointed and taken the oath of office at the time the application is dee-moo 
GeFBptete, the Ci-ty P-lanning Commission shall have initial decision ma~ 
authority. 

D. Pr-ojects Requiring Multiple Approvals, Including Subdi'J-isi.eH 
Appro•;aL If a project suGject to Subsections B. or G. of this section also requires a 
tJ:a.G.t-.map or parcel map approval by the Advisory Agency, that subdivision approvakmG 
any appeals shall be decided and icable to subdivisie-n 
approvals as set forth in ,ll,rticle 7 of this chapter. HeaH-ngs for and consideration of 
appeals of subdivision approvals by the P .. dvisory Agency shall be scheduled for the 
same time-as the hearing and decision by the Area Planning Commission or City 
Planning Commission, 'Nhichever has jurisdiction over the other approva~iffle 
limit within which the /-\rea Planning Commission or City Planning Commf&sion must aGt 
on the applications-Gefore it are extended by the number of days required by this Code 
for hearings to be held and decisions made on ~subdivi-st~ppeal and other 
discretionary approvals at the same time. 

E. Projects ~pic Approvals, lm:::luding Dircetor Approvah 
~fa project requires more than ooe approval by the Zoning Administrator and the /\rea 
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Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission and also requires an approv-al 
by the Director, all the applications shall be decided by either ~Ianning 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, whichever Comm}ssion has jurisd4GH-e-n 
over at least one of the approvals, as provided ~n Subsec-Hons B., C. or D. of this 
section. The procedure used for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals of 
the required approvals shall be those set forth in Subsections B., C. or D. of this section. 
Flmvever, if a public bet-tefit approval is combined 'Nith a quasi judicial approval, but 
neither a legislative nor a subdivision approval is also required, then the initial~ 
maker shall be the City Planning Commission and the appellate body sh~ 
Council. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

(a). Appellate Body. The City Council shall decide all appeals 
of the Area Planning Commission's decisions as initial decision-maker for 
projects req1tiring multiple approvals, including a related Subdivision 
Approval. 

(b). Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-judicial 
Approvals, then the procedures for consideration and appeal of all the 
applications shall be those set forth in Section 12.24 B through Q. 

However, if any Legislative Approval is included, then the procedures for 
consideration and appeal of all the approvals shall be those set forth in 
Section 12.32 B through D. 

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

(a). 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 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 Cit'{ 
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Planning Commission or City Council, as appropriate, shall decide all 
appeals of decisions of the Zoning Administrator as initial decision-maker. 

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

4. Director of Planning. If a project reqUires multiple approvals 
decided by the Director, the following shall apply. 

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

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

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

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

G. Appeals No New Appeal Rights. This section 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 a secondary 
appeal shall be subject to further appeal. This section also does not limit who may file 
an appeal as identified in each discretionary land use application process. 
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H. Time to Act!. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Code to the 
contrary, an extension of time to act on applications or initiations under the multiple 
approval provisions may be agreed upon between the applicant and the decision-maker 
or the appellate body. 

I. Expiration. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Code: 

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

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

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

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

+G-o--Approval Expiration. AlternativB complianc&-measures approved 
pursuant to the provisions of this section are conditional o~'=le privileges being 
utilized 'Nithin hvo yBars after the effective date of the approval or other time 
S?ecffied in the gr~ 

+he alternative compliaRGe measut:e approval to permit establishment of the 
public benefit project shall become void if the privileges granted are not utilized 
rn: construction 'Nork is not begun witR-in that time and carried on d~Ht 
substantial SH&pension or abandonment of work. In addition, the conditions of 
the approval which guarantee compliance 'l.'ith the performance standards and 
any alternative methods of compliance shall be fufm!ed before the use can be 
established, unless the approval itself expressly provides otheRNise. 

Prior to the expiration of the t" 
with the Director for an exteR-sion of iRe-termination period 
Pursuant to the 'Nritten request or on his or her o•Nn, the Director may extend the 
t · · · · ~~ based on a finEliR§-t-!:tat gooEl and 
.rea-sonable cause exists to grant th8-e*tension of tim& 

Sec. 15. Subdivision 6 of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 
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6. Expiration. If an approva:Hs not utilized within thre~ 
this effectfv.e-date, i.e., if building permits are not issued and construction vvork is 
not 9e-gun 'Nithin such time, and carried on d-iligently so that building permits do 
not lapse, such an ap~l shall become void. 

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

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

,6, final decision of the Director or Area Planning Commission on appeal shall be 
valid for a period of tvvo years, so long as all necessary building permits aFe 
obtained 'Nithin that 1\vo years. In the event a b.Hilding permit is obtained in a 
~ut subsequently expires, the Director's decision o~ 
~n on appeal shall expire 'Nith the building peff=A4-

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

Appeal Board 

(a) The City Planning Commission, for the puFpGSB of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory Agency 
v.'ith respect to any parcel map or tentaf · · 
(a) 50,000 or more gross square feet of nonresidential f!oo~rea; or (b) 
65,000 or more gross square feet of lot area.;-gr (c) 50 or more dvv~ 
units or guest rooms or com9ination of dwelling units and gyest rooms; 

· , · ts-required in connection 
'Nith these actions. 

(b) The,l\rea Planning Commission, for the purpose--of hearing 
and making decisions-t!pon appeals from actions of the.A.dvisory Agency 
V.'ith respect to-any parcel map or tem-ative map which creates oF-Fe&~ 
(a) less t.J:tan 50,000 gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
~0 gross square feet of lot area; or (c) fe~ 
dwelling units or guest rooms or combination of d~;uelling L:.tFHts -and guest 
rooms; and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in 
conneGfi.o.R. · · · · 
Reaf:s the matter &hall be the Area Planning Cor-flfftission in the area in 
'Nhich the parcel map or tentative-~ 

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

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

3. Noi"'Nithstanding the provisions of 8~.5.7, 12.20.2, 12.24, 
12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 16.05, and 16.50 of this Code to the contrary, the initial 
expiration period for the follovving discretionary land use entitlements &hat! 
automatically be increased by 12 months if approved in conjunction V.'ith a 
+entative Tract Qf Vesting Tentative Tract Map that expires on or after Jul~ 
2008 and be:fore July 15, 2009, or by 36 months if approved in conjunction vvith a 
Tentative Tract or Vesting Tentative Tract that expires on or after July 15, 2009 
aRfl , , s if approved in conjunction w~tl+-a 
Tentative Tract or Vesting Tentative Tract that expires in 2011: 

(a) coastal deveffipm-e~rmits, as set forth in Section 12.20.2 
of this Code; 

(b) conditional use permits, plan approvals, and other similar 
qHasi-jtldicial approvals, ~.en12.24 of this Code; 

(c) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Section12.27 of 
this Cod9i 

(d) adjustments a-Rd-&ligf:H-moo.i#Ga~et forth in Section 
~ 

(f) ;ro.oo and height district changes, as~furth in Section 
-1-2.32 of this Code; 

(g) site plan review, as-set4ofti=Hn Section 16.05 of this Code; 

(h) other discretionary land use entitlements, as det~ 
the Director. 

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

3. Notvvithstant:iffi§r-too provisions of Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.2, 12.24, 
~2.27, 12.28, 12.32, 16.05, and 16.5Q-G-f-th.is Code to the contrary, the initial 
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expiration p00od for the f~sGFetienal)' !and use entitlements shall 
automatically be increa-sed by 12 months if approved in conjunction 'Nith a Parcel 
Map or a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the requirements of Section 17.50 C. of 
this Code that expires on or after July 15, 2008 and before July 15, 2009, or by 
36 months if approved in conjunction 'Nith a Parcet-Map or Tentative Map filed 
pursuant tG-the requiremeR.ts-t.rf-S.eBUoo 17.50 C. of this Code-that expires on or 
after July 15, 2009, and before January 1, 2011, or by 24 months if approved in 
conjunction vvith a Parcel Map or ~.entati~Ei----pHrsYant to the 
feqHirements of Section 17.50 C. of this Code that BXf*es in 2011: 

fa) coastal development permits, as set forth in Section 12.20.2 
~ 

' 

(b) conditional use permits, plan approvals, and other similar 
quasi jYdicial approvals, as-set forth in-Section12.24 of this COOe-; 

(d) adjustments and slight modlfications,-as set forth in Section 
12.28 of thi~ 

(e) specific plan project permit compliance revie'NS, adjustFHeflfs 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 of this Co~ 

~eight district changes, as set forth m Section 
12.32 of this Code; 

{g) site plan revievv, as-set-fuftfl in Section 16.05 of this Code; 

(h) other discretionary land us~~iHet!-Sy 
the Director. 

Sec. 20. Subsection 0 of Section 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code IS 

amended to read: 

D. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street. The private street 
approval shall be void unless all conditions of approval are completed or fulfilled within 
ffifee six years from the date of approval, except that grading and improvement 
condition shall be considered as fulfilled if the required work is begun during that time 
limit and diligently carried on to completion. +R~for completing or fulfilling the 
conditions of approval may be extended by the Director or, Ypon appeal, by.-the Board 
for a period not exceed~ 
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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 to current adverse 
economic conditions impacting the City's budget and to streamline and create 
predictability in the development review process for the benefit of economic 
development during distressed times, it is necessary to immediately create consistent 
procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the 
expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language 
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for 
quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals 
following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-1185 (CA Gov't Code Sections 
66442.6, 66452.14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and_ 66463.5) and AB-333 (CA Gov't Code 
Serctions 65961 and 66452.22), and make minor technical corrections. The Council, 
therefore, with the Mayor's concurrence, adopts this ordinance to become effective 
upon publication pursuant to Los Angeles City Charter Section 253. 
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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 
Los Angeles City Hal! East; and one copy on the bulletin board located at the Temple 
Street entrance to the Los Angeles County Hall of Records. 

I hereby certify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of Los 
Angeles by a vote of not less than three-fourths of all of its members, at its meeting of 

JUNE LAGMAY, City Clerk 

By~~~~-----------------------

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. 

J me K Williams, Commission Executive Assistant II 
ity Ianning Commission 

File No. 
--------------------------~ 

Deputy 

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 conformance with the purposes, intent, and provisions of the General Plan in 
that it supports several of the Goals and Objectives outlined in the Economic 
Development chapter of the Framework Element of the General Plan, including: 

Goal 7 A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A vibrant economically 
revitalized City" - Appendix A specifically addresses Framework Element Objective 
7.1, "Focus available resources on a coordinated ... effort to promote economic 
activity in Los Angeles," through implementation of Policy 7.1.1, which aims to 
"[r]eorganize local government as needed to coordinate economic development" by 
creating consistent procedures for the review of projects requiring multiple approvals; 

Goal 70 of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A City able to attract and 
maintain new land uses and businesses" - Appendix A addresses Framework 
Element Objective 7 .3, "Improve the provision of governmental services, expedite the 
administrative processing of development applications, and minimize public and 
private development application costs," through implementation of Policy 7.4.1 which 
prompts the Department to "[d]evelop and maintain a streamlined development 
review process to assure the City's competitiveness within the Southern California 
region"; and 

Goal 7F of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A fiscally stable City" -
Appendix A further addresses, Framework Element Objective 7.1, "Maintain and 
improve municipal service levels throughout the City to ... enable Los Angeles to be 
competitive when attracting desirable new development," through implementation of 
Policy 7.8.2 by creating "proactive policies to attract development that enhances the 
City's fiscal balance" through the consolidation of 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 liveable city", by specifically addressing 
Objective 3.4, "Encourage new multi-family residential, retail commercial, and office 
development in the City's neighborhood districts, community, regional, and 
downtown centers as well as along primary transit corridors/boulevards," through 
implementation of Policy 3.4.3d, which instructs the Department to create 
"[s]treamlined development review processes"; and 

Goal 4A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "An equitable distribution of 
housing opportunities by type and cost accessible to all residents of the City," and 
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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 4.4.1 b by streamlining "procedures for securing 
building permits, inspections, and other clearances needed to construct 
housing," and 

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

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING 

A Negative Declaration, ENV-2010-1496-ND, was published on this matter on June 17, 
201 0, and it was determined that this project will not have a significant effect on the 
environment. Subsequent to the publication of ENV-201 0-1496-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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ITE_ 12 

DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING 

RECOMMENDATION REPORT 

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION Case No,: CPC 2010-1495-CA 
ENV-201 0-1496-ND 
Citywide Date: 

Time: 
Place: 

June 9, 2011 
After 8:30a.m.* 
Room 350, City Hall 
200 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

CEQANo,: 
Location: 
Council No<: All 
Plan Area: All 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS: 

1. Adopt the staff report as its report on the subject; 
2. Adopt the findings in Attachment 1: 
3. Adopt the Negative Declaration (ENV-2010-1496-ND) as the CEQA clearance on the subject; and 
4. Approve the proposed ordinance (Appendix A) and recommend its adoption by the City Council. 

tag;v MICHAEL LOGRANOE,~---
Director of Planning 

THOMAS ROTHMANN 
City Planner, Code Studies Section 
Telephone: (213) 978-1891 

TANNER BLACKMAN 
Project Planner, Code Studies Section· 
Telephone: (213) 978-1195 

ADVICE TO PUBUC: 'The exact time !his report will be considered during the meeting is uncertain since there may be several other items on the 
agenda. Written communications may be mailed to the Commission Secretariat, 200 North Spring Street, Room 532, Los Angeles. CA 90012 (Phone 
No. 213·978-1300). Whlle all written communications are given to the Commission for consideration, the initial packets are sent the week prior to the 
Commission's mee~ng date. If you challenge these agenda items in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at 
the public hearing agendized herein, or in written correspondence on these matters delivered to this agency at or prior to the public hearing. As a 
covered entity under Title ll 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. services and activities. Sign language interpreters, assislive 
listening devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or other services may be provided upon request. To ensure availability of services. please make your 
request not later than three working days (72 hours) prior to the meeting by calling the Commission Secretariat at (21:3) 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 consistent 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 quality of development citywide by providing clear, 
streamlined processes for analyzing the merits of proposed projects requiring multiple 
discretionary approvals. 

The proposed changes will not substantively alter the review processes for development 
projects. The proposed ordinance will not lessen the ability of stakeholders 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 presented to the City Planning Commission. 

Background 

In March 1946, 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 Code that now contains nearly 600 pages. 

At the turn of the 21st 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 projects 
requiring multiple approvals is necessary. Further, a stable, predictable land use 
regulatory system, including clear review processes, simple decision-making 
hierarchies, and synchronized expiration periods, is essential to creating both a 
business-friendly environment and a project review process easily understood and 
accessible to the general public. 

Issues with the current provisions for projects 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 efforts include: 

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

• a series three of Multiple 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; 

• 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; 

• extensive internal review through a series of meetings with senior staff of the 
Department of City Planning and the City Attorney's Office; 

• a series of four Zoning Code Simplification workshops held in locations 
throughout the City in November 201 0; 

• a 60-day circulation period of the draft ordinance from February 15, 2011 until 
April19, 2011; and 

• 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 MuWple 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 page): 
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Issues with the 
Procedures for 

Multiple Approvals 
(LAMC 12.36): 

Issues with other LAMC 
Sections related to 
Multiple Approvals: 

" Does not account for all possible combinations of case types 
" Does not address all possible appeal routes (Le. does not 

expressly consolidate all appeal routes and authorities, 
resulting in circular and bifurcated appeal routes 

.. Lack of clear procedural hierarchy of decision-making 
authorities 

" Vague or unclear decision-maker authority, not matching 
other sections of LAMC 

.. No synchronization of life of related entitlements 
• Opportunities to consolidate language repeated throughout 

LAMC 

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

6 

Other related issues 
in conflict with 

DO REAL PLANNING: 

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

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

Impact on development in the City of Los Angeles 

The numerous issues and opportunities identified above highlight the many 
inconsistencies 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 all 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 into four primary categories. These are: 

• edits to the Multiple Approvals Section (LAMC 12.36); 
• clarification of language regarding Utilization and Expiration; 
• Density Bonus "fixes"; and 
e 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 benefits of the proposed revisions. 

Multiple 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 efforts have 
led to the language proposed in Attachment 1.1 

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

At times, due to the particular requirements of specific approvals, appeals of different 
aspects of the same project must be split 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 to 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. Applicants 
have even been known to ''game the system" by purposefully lobbying for a preferred 
appeal body, either APC or CPC, when the MuWples 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 Multiple 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. 

1 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 staff 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 Approvals" 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 to 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 Multiple 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 Multiple Approvals rev1s1on focuses on the 
procedural language for specific combinations of approvals. It organizes the procedural 
language around decision-maker rather than case type to 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 respects 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 types 
found in the Planning and Zoning Code, offering clear, consistent procedural provisions. 
The confusion, contention, and case-by-case interpretation of vague language in the 
current Multiple 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 contains provisions 
applicable across all quasi-judicial case types: 
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Deletions 
Draft Ordinance Section(s) LAMC Section(s) Notes 

"Expiration" language for Specific Plan 
1&2 11.5.7 C.4(e) & 11.5.7 F.5 Project Permits and Exceptions consolidated 

in LAMC 12.25 

3 12.20.3 s "Termination" language for HPOZ permits 
consolidated in LAMC 12.25 

7 12.24 T.3(d) 
"Expiration" language for vesting CUPs 
consolidated in LAMC 12.25 

10 12.27 Q 
"Utilization" language for variances 
consolidated in LAMC 12.25 
"Expiration" language for Public Benefits 

14 14.00 8.10 Alternative Compliance permits consolidated 
in LAMC 12.25 

15 16.05 G.6 
"Expiration" language for Site Plan Review 
consolidated in LAMC 12.25 
SB-1185 and AB-333 extension of time 

18 & 19 17.07 A.3 & 17.56 A.3 
language regarding quasi-judicial and 
legislative approvals consolidated in LAMC 
12.25 

Partial Deletions 
Draft Ordinance Section(s) LAMC Section(s) Notes 

Exceptions for expiration period for 
6 12.24 J conditional use permits maintained in this 

section 

16 16.50 E.4 
ORB recommendation 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 consolidation of all these sections into this one place in 
the Code. This simplified, centralized approach also 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 permits 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 extensions 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 rev1s1ons broadly implement state-mandated 
extensions of time for subdivision approvals, granting a three-year extension to all 
approvals with initial expiration dates between July 1, 2008 and January 1, 2014. The 
City recently adopted ordinances that implemented Senate Bill 11852 and Assembly Bill 
3333

, 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. Currently, 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 
benefit from the broadest implementation of extensions of time. The draft ordinance 
further offers this one-time extension of time to previously-approved legislative 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 predictable 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 to 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. 

2 CA Gov't Code Sections 66452.14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and 66463.5. 
3 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 to subdivision maps. The current wording attempts 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 lot 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 allowed 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 changes 

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 projects requiring multiple approvals into clear, defined decision
making and appellate routes. These changes alone represent a strong step toward 
simplifying 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 toward 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 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 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 strategic 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. 
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APPENDIX A 

ORDINANCE NO. _____ _ 

A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11 .5. 7, 12.20 .3, 12.22, 12 .24, 12 .25, 
12.26, 12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 
of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple 
approvals granted to a single project, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, 
eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for quasi-judicial land use approvals, 
extend the life of previously-granted approvals following the dates specified in the state 
legislation SB-1185 and AB-333, and make minor technical corrections. 

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

Section 1. Paragraph (e) of Subdivision 4 of Subsection C of Section 11.5. 7 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal code is deleted: 

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

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

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

Sec. 3. 
deleted: 

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

A-1 



S. Termination. 1\ny Certificate of Appropriateness, Certificate of 
Compatibility, or Conforming \'Vork ·.vhich has been af:Jproved under the provisions of 
this section shall expire 24 months from the date of issuance if the 'Hark authorized is 
not commenced 'Nithin this time period. Further, the Certificate of /\ppropriateness, 
Certificate of Compatibility, or Conforming VVork •.viii expire if the \'Jerk authorized is not 
completed within five years of the date of issuance. 

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

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

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

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

f. Appeals. An applicant or any owner or 
tenant of a property abutting, across the street or alley 
from, or having a common corner with the subject 
property aggrieved by the Director's decision may 
appeal the decision to the City Planning Commission 
pursuant to applicable procedures set forth in Section 
11.5.7 C.6. of this Code that are not in conflict with 
the provisions of this paragraph (g)(2)(i). The appeal 
shall include a filing fee pursuant to Section 19.01 B. 
of this Code. Before acting on any appeal, the City 
Planning Commission shall set the matter for hearing, 
with written notice of the hearing sent by First Class 
Mail at least ten days prior to the meeting date to: the 
applicant; the owner(s) of the property involved; and 
interested parties who have requested notice in 
writing. The appeal shall be placed on the agenda for 
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the first available meeting date of the City Planning 
Commission and acted upon within 60 days from the 
last day of the appeal period. The City Planning 
Commission may reverse or modify, in whole or in 
part, a decision of the Director. The City Planning 
Commission shall make the same findings required to 
be made by the Director, supported by facts in the 
record, and indicate why the Director erred making 
the determination. The appellate decision of the City 
Planning Commission shall be final and effective as 
provided in Charter Section 245. 

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

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

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

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

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

3, Prior to the expiration of the time !3€fiod to utilize the privileges, the 
applicant may file a v:ritten request 'Nith the initial decision maker for an 
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extension of the termination period. Pursuant to the •.vritten request or on its 
own, the decision maker may extend the termination period for up to one 
additional year based on a finding that good and reasonable cause exists to 
grant the extension of time. 

EXCEPTION: \lVhere a lot or lots have been approved for use 
as a governmental enterprise, plaee of •uorship, hospital, edueationa! 
institution or private sehool, including elementary and high schools, no 
time limit to utilize the privileges shall apply provided that all of the 
follmving conditions are met: 

fat.:L. The property involved is acquired or legal proceedings for its 
acquisition +s are commenced within one year of the effective date of the decision 
approving the conditional use. 

fb} 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. 

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

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

Sec. 8. 

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

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

SEC. 12.25. EXTENSION AND SUSPENSION OF TIME LIMITATIONS. 

A. Preparation and Processing of Environmental Impact Reports -
Notwithstanding any provision contained in Articles 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 of Chapter 
1 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code,_ which establish time limits for certain actions to 
be taken the time limits so specified shall be extended for such a period of time, not to 
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exceed six months one year, as may be necessary to prepare and process an 
Environmental Impact Report required under Section 21151 of the Public Resources 
Code. If the required report cannot be completed before the expiration of the six month 
one-year extension, a request for additional time may be made to the City Council, and 
the applicable time limit may be further extended for such a period of time as the 
Council shall specify. 

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

C. California Coastal Commission Approvals. 

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

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

D. Utilization of 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 
govern. 

EXCEPTION: Notwithstanding the above: 

(a) the expiration period of any approval by the Zoning 
Administrator, Director of Planning, an Area Planning Commission, or the 
City Planning Commission as initial decision-makers, pursuant to the 
provisions of Chapter 1 of this Code or any ordinance adopted pursuant to 
Chapter 1 of this Code, shall automatically be increased by 36 months if 
such approval has expired or may expire on or after July 15, 2008 and 
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before January 1, 2014 and if such approval had not previously qualified 
for a one-time extension of time pursuant to Ordinance Nos. 180,64 7 
and/or 181 ,269; and 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2. Utilization. An approval shall be considered utilized when a valid 
permit from the Department of Building and Safety has been issued and 
construction work has begun and been carried on diligently without substantial 
suspension or abandonment of work. An approval not requiring permits for 
construction or alteration from the Department of Building and Safety shall be 
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. 9. Subdivision 3 of Subsection A of Section 12.26 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is amended to read: 

3. Vesting of Development Plan. Whenever plans sufficient for a 
complete plan check are accepted by the Department of Building and Safety and 
a fee is paid, a vested right is granted to the project to proceed with its 
development in substantial compliance with the zoning, and development rules, 
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regulations, ordinances and adopted policies of the City of Los Angeles in force 
on the date that the pian 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 U. e., 
subdivision, zone variance, design review board review, etc.) and from 
subsequent changes in the Building and Safety and Fire regulations found 
necessary by the City Council to protect the public health and safety and which 
are applicable on a citywide basis, contained in Chapters V and IX of this Code 
and policies and standards relating to those chapters or from citywide programs 
enacted after the application is deemed complete to implement State or Federal 
mandates. 

These rights shall end when a building permit is issued, or 18 months after 
the plan check fee is paid whichever comes first or if, after issuance, the building 
permit terminates pursuant to Section 98.0602. These rights shall end if 
subsequent changes are made to those plans which increase or decrease the 
height, floor areal. or occupant load of the proposed-structure by more than five 
percent or change the use or if changes exceed or violate the Zoning Code 
regulations in force on the date that the plan check fee is paid. These rights shall 
also end if the zone change or conditional use permit discretionary land use 
ar;mroval for wRich permitted the project terminates under the provisions of 
Sections 12.21 F.3.(b)(4), 12.32 G.1., or 12.32 G.2 Chapter 1 of this Code or any 
ordinance adopted pursuant to Chapter 1 of this Code. 

Sec. 10. 
deleted: 

Subsection Q of Section 12.27 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code is 

Q. Requirement for Utilization of Variance. /\ny variance granted by the 
provisions of this section is conditional upon the privileges being utilized •.vithin i'.vo 
years after the effective date of the approval and, if the privileges granted in the permit 
are not utilized or construction vvork is not begun 'Nithin that time and carried on 
diligently without substantial suspension or abandonment of work, then the authorizatiGR 
to establish the use shall become void. In addition, all the conditions of the approval 
must be fulfilled before the use can be established, unless the approval itself expressly 
provides otherwise. 

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

A Zoning Administrator may determine that the time limit for any variance or exception 
listed in this section, •uhich is filed simultaneously wJ.t.h..-a-ve.sting application as allowed 
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by Section 12.24T, may have the same time limit as the approval granted purstmnt to 
Section 12.24T. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

W Q.) if no physical development is necessary, but the 
property is being used for one or more of the purposes first 
permitted by the Q, then' the Qualified classification and the 
authority contained there shall become null and void, the rezoning 
proceedings shall be terminated, and the property thereafter may 
only be utilized for those purposes permitted prior to the 
commencement of the rezoning proceedings,.; or 
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Sec. 13. 

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

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

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

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

A. •"•PPiications. If a pr-efect involves more than one discretionary land use 
approval, the applicant shall file applications for all of the approvals the applicant 
reasonably believes are necessal)' at the same time. If the applicant does not file a 
single application form for all of the approvals, the applicant shall make reference on 
each application to each of the other applications filed for the project. 

B. Projects Requiring Multiple Quasi Judicial Appro> .. <als. If a project requires 
more than one quasi judicial approval by the Zoning l\dministrator, the Area Planning 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, those approvals that othervvise would be 
considered by the Zoning Administrator shall be decided by either the /\rea Planning 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, VJhichever has jurisdiction over at least 
one of the approvals. If both the Area Planning Commission and the City Planning 
Commission have jurisdiction over approvals, all of the applications shall be considered 
by the City Planning Commission. The procedures used for consideration of initial 
decisions and any appeals of all of the required approvals shall be those set forth in 
Section 12.24 B through Q. If the Area Planning Commission is the initial decision 
maker, and there are not at least three members of the /\rea Planning Commission '#he 
have been appointed and taken the oath of office at the time the application is deemed 
complete, the City Planning Commission shall have initial deeision ma~Ftef.ity;-
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C. Projects Requiring Both Quasi Judicial and Legislative Approvals. 

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

(2) Notl.vithstanding Subdivision 1 above, if a project requires at least-e-Re 
quasi j~di_cial approval and at least one legislative approval and the City Planning 
Comm1ss1on has delegated consideration of those legislative approvals to the 
/\rea Planning Commission pursuant to Charter Section 565 all of the 
applications shall be considered by the /\rea Planning Commission. The 
procedures used for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals of all of 
the required approvals shall be those set forth in Section 12.32 Subsections B 
through D. Hmvever, if the Commission fails to act on a quasi judicial applicatieft 
or appeal, which is a part of a multiple approval, then the quasi judicial action 
shall be transferred to the City Council 'Nithout a recommendation for a decision. 
If the Area Planning Commission is the initial decision maker, and there are not 
at least three members of the /\rea Planning Commission 'Nho have been 
appointed and taken the oath of office at the time the application is deemed 
complete, the City Planning Commission shall have initial decision making 
authority . 

. D. ~rejects Requiring Multiple .a..pprov-als, Including Subdivisien Approval. lf 
a proJect subject to Subsections B. or C. of this section also requires a tract map or 
parcel map ~pproval by the Advisory Agency, that subdivision approval and any appeals 
shall be deCided and governed by the rules applicable to subdivision approvals as set 
forth . i~ . Article 7 of this chapter. Hearings for and consideration of appeals of 
subdiVISion approvals by the /\dvisory /\gency shall be scheduled for the same time as 
the h~ar!ng an? decision by the /\rea Planning Commission or City Planning 
Comm1sston, 'Nhlchever has jurisdiction over the other approvals. /\ny time limit within 
which the Area Planning Commission or City Planning Commission must act on the 
appli_cations before it aFO extended by the number of days required by this Code for 
heanngs to be held and decisions made on a subdivision appeal and other dlscFOtionary 
approvals at the same time. 

. E. . Projects Requiring Multiple Approvals, Including Directer Approval. If a 
proJect requ1res more than one approval by th~oning Administrator and the Are-a 
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Planning Commission or the City Planning Commission and also requires an approval 
by the Director, all the applications shall be decided by either the Area Planning 
Commission or the City Planning Commission, 'Nhichever Commission has jurisdiction 
over at least one of the approvals, as provided in Subsections B., C. or D. of this 
section. The procedure used for consideration of initial decisions and any appeals of 
the required approvals shall be those set forth in Subsections B., C. or D. of this section. 
However, if a public benefit approval is combined ·.vith a quasi judicial approval, but 
neither a legislative nor a subdivision approval is also required, then the initial decision 
maker shall be the City Planning Commission and the appellate body shall be the City 
CounciL 

A. Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to create clear, consistent 
grocedures for the review of projects requiring multiple, related aggrovals, including 
aggrogriate hearing and agpeal routes, in order to promote efficiency in case 
processing, provide certainty in the development review process, and establish 
procedures for the comprehensive consideration of project benefits and impacts. 

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

Legislative Approval. Any agQroval 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. 

QuasHudicial 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 A.2, 12.21 G.3, 12.22A.25, 12.24, 12.24.1, 12.26 K, 
12.27, 12,28, 12.30 H, 12.30 J, 12.32 H. 12.32 R, 13.08 E, 14.00 B, 16.05, 16.50, 
and Article 8 of this Code. 

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

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

D. Decision-makers. Notwithstanding any prov1s1on of this Code to the 
contrary, the following shall apply for projects requiring multiple approvals. 

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

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

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

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

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

(b). Procedures. If all of the applications are for Quasi-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 initial decision-making authority for all of 
the approvals. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

G. Appeals No New Appeal Rights. This section 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 a seconda[V 
appeal shall be subject to further appeaL This section also does not limit who may file 
an appeal as identified in each discretionary land use application process. 
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H. Time to Act. Notwithstanding any other provision of the Code to the 
contrary, an extension of time to act on applications or initiations under the multiple 
approval provisions may be agreed upon between the applicant and the decision-maker 
or the appellate body. 

I. Expiration. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Code: 

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

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

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

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

10. Approval Expiration. Alternative compliance measures approve€1-
pursuant to the provisions of this section are conditional on the privileges being 
utilized •.vithin tvJo years after the effective date of the approval or other time 
specified in the grant. 

The alternative compliance measure approval to permit establishment of the 
public benefit project shall become void if the privileges granted are not utilized 
or construction 'Nark is not begun within that time and carried on diligently •.vithout 
substantial suspension or abandonment of work. In addition, the conditions of 
tt:le approval 'Nhich guarantee compliance with the performance standards and 
any alternative methods of compliance shall be fulfilled before the use can be 
established, unless the approval itself expressly provides otherwise. 

Prior to the expiration of the time period, the applicant may me a •.vritten request 
with the Director for an extension of the termination period set forth above. 
Pursuant to the •.vritten request or on his or her ovJn, the Director may extend the 
termination time for a period up to one year based on a finding that good and 
reasonable cause exists to grant the extension of tim&. 

Sec. 15. Subdivision 6 of Subsection G of Section 16.05 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code is deleted: 
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6. Expiration. If an apprmlal is not utilized within three (3) years after 
tf:lis effective date, i.e., if building permits are not issued and construction \\'ork is 
not begun '1Nithin such time, and carried on diligently so that building permits do 
-not lapse, sucf:l an approval shall become void. 

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

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

A final decision of the Director or /\rea Planning Commission on appeal shall be 
valid for a period of tv1o years, so long as all necessary building permits are 
obtained 'Nitf:lin that tv.'o years. In the event a building permit is obtained in a 
timely manner but subsettuent!y expires, the Director's decision or /'.Fea Planning 
Gemmissioo's decision on apf)eal shall expire '.Nith the building permih 

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

Appeal Board 

(a) The City Planning Commission, for tf:le purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory ,A,gency 
'<Nith respect to any parcel map or tentative map ¥.'hich creates or results in 
(a) 50,000 or more gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
65,000 or more gross square feet of lot area; or (c) 50 or more dv.'elling 
tm1ts or guest rooms or combination of d·Nelling units and guest rooms; 
and/or the kind, nature and e:ldent of improvements required in connection 
\Nith these actions. 

(b) The Area Planning Commission, for the purpose of hearing 
and making decisions upon appeals from actions of the Advisory i\gency 
'Nith respect to any parcel map or tentati·~·e map ·.vhich creates or results in 
(a) less than 50,000 gross square feet of nonresidential floor area; or (b) 
less than 65,000 gross square feet of lot area; or (c) fm,ver than 50 
d'J,mlling units or guest rooms or combination of dvvelling units and guest 
rooms; and/or the kind, nature and extent of improvements required in 
connection 'Nith these actions. The Area Planning Commission '<Nhich 
hears the matter shall be the Area Planning Commission in the area in 
which the parcel map or tentative map is located. 

The Area Planning Commission where the map is located for any parcel 
map or tentative map that: {a) creates or results in less than 50,000 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) 
involves a lot with fewer than 65,000 square feet of lot area. Otherwise, the City 
Planning Commission. 

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

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

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

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

(c) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Section12.27 of 
this Code; 

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

(e) specific plan project permit compliance revie\Ns, adjustments 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 of this Code; 

(f) zone and height district changes, as set forth 1n Section 
12.32 of this Code; 

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

(h) ether discretionary land use entitlements, as determined by 
the Director. 

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

3. Not\Nithstanding the provisions of Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.2, 12.24, 
12.27, 12.28, 12.32, 16.05, and 16.50 of this Code to the contrary, the initial 
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expiration period for the follm.ving discretionary land use entitlements shall 
automatically be increased by 12 months if approved in conjunction vv'ith a Parcel 
Map or a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the requirements of Section 17.50 C. of 
this Code that expires on or after July 15, 2008 and before July 15, 2009, or by 
36 months if approved in conjunction •:.rith a Parcel Map or Tentative Map filed 
pursuant to the requirements of Section 17.50 C. of this Code that expires on or 
after July 15, 2009, and before January 1, 2011, or by 24 months if approved in 
conjunction •;.rith a Parcel Map or a Tentative Map filed pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 17.50 G. of this Code that expires in 2011: 

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

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

(c) variances and plan approvals, as set forth in Section12.27 of 
this Code; 

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

(e) specific plan project permit compliance revie•JJs, adjustments 
and exceptions, as set forth in Section11.5.7 of this Code; 

(f) zone and height district changes, as set forth 1n Section 
12.32 of this Code; 

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

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

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

D. Requirements for Utilization of Private Street. The private street approval 
shall be void unless all conditions of approval are completed or fulfilled within #tree- six 
years from the date of approval, except that grading and improvement condition shall be 
considered as fulfilled if the required work is begun during that time limit and diligently 
carried on to completion. The time limit for completing or fulfilling the conditions of 
approval may be extended by the Director or, upon appeal, by the Board for a period 
not exceeding three years. 
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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 to current adverse 
economic conditions impacting the City's budget and to streamline and create 
predictability in the development review process for the benefit of economic 
development during distressed times, it is necessary to immediately create consistent 
procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, synchronize the 
expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify language 
regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for 
quasi-judicial land use approvals, extend the life of previously-granted approvals 
following the dates specified in the state legislation SB-1185 (CA Gov't Code Sections 
66442.6, 66452.14, 66425.15, 66452.21, and 66463.5) and AB-333 (CA Gov't Code 
Serctions 65961 and 66452.22), and make minor technical corrections. The Council, 
therefore, with the Mayor's concurrence, adopts this ordinance to become effective 
upon publication pursuant to Los Angeles City Charter Section 253. 

Sec. 22. The City Clerk shall certify ... 
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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 conformance with the purposes, intent, and provisions of the General Plan in 
that it supports several of the Goals and Objectives outlined in the Economic 
Development chapter of the Framework Element of the General Plan, including: 

Goal 7A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A vibrant economically 
revitalized City"- Appendix A specifically addresses Framework Element Objective 
7.1, "Focus available resources on a coordinated . ., effort to promote economic 
activity in Los Angeles," through implementation of Policy 7.1.1, which aims to 
"[r]eorganize local government as needed to coordinate economic development'' by 
creating consistent procedures for the review of projects requiring multiple approvals; 

Goal 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 "[d]evelop and maintain a streamlined development 
review process to assure the City's competitiveness within the Southern California 
region"; and 

Goal 7F of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "A fiscally stable City" -
Appendix A further addresses, Framework Element Objective 7.1, "Maintain and 
improve municipal service levels throughout the City to ... enable Los Angeles to be 
competitive when attracting desirable new development," through implementation of 
Policy 7.8.2 by creating "proactive policies to attract development that enhances the 
City's fiscal balance" through the consolidation of 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 liveable city", by specifically addressing 
Objective 3.4, "Encourage new multi-family residential, retail commercial, and office 
development in the City's neighborhood districts, community, regional, and 
downtown centers as well as along primary transit corridors/boulevards," through 
implementation of Policy 3.4.3d, which instructs the Department to create 
"[s]treamlined development review processes"; and 

Goal 4A of the Framework Element of the General Plan, "An equitable distribution of 
housing opportunities by type and cost accessible to all residents of the City," and 
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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 4.4.1 b by streamlining "procedures for securing 
building permits, inspections, and other clearances needed to construct 
housing," and 

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

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING 

A Negative Declaration, ENV-201 0-1496-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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CITY PlANNING 

200 N. SPRJNGSTRF£T, ROOM 525 
los ANCEI.E.S, CA 90012-4801 

AND 
6262 VAN NUYS BLVD., SUirE 351 

VAN Nurs, CA 91401 

CITY PlANNING COMMISSION 

WilliAM ROSCHEN 
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REGINA M. fREER 
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SEAN 0. BURTON 
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BARBARA ROMERO 
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OOMMI~SION EXI'OfllVEASSISfANT 

(213) 978·1300 

December 9, 201 o 

ATTN: James Williams 

CITY OF Los ANGELES 
CALlFORN!A 

ANTONIO R. VJLLARAIGOSA 
MAYOR 

Los Angeles City Planning Commission 
200 N. Spring St, Room 272 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

MICHAI'l). lOGRANDE 
omEaOR: 

1213) 978-1271 

AI.AN Bf.l.l., AICP 
AcnNG OO'IlTY I)JRECfOi< 

(213) 978-1272 

V!NaNT P. BERTONI, AICP 
DEPUTY DIR(CfOR 

1213] 978-1274 

EVA YUAN-MCDANIEl 
OfNJTI' DIRECfOR 
(213) 978·1271 

FAX: 1213) 97B-1275 

iNFORMATION 
wwwpl•mning.lad\y.org 

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

Commissioners, 

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

"A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.03, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3, 12.22, 
12.24, 12.25, 12.27, 12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 16.0\ 16.50, 17.02, and 18.08 ofthe Los Angeles 
Municipal Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple 
approvals, clarify language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods 
of multiple approvals granted to a single project, extend the expiration periods of quasi-judicial 
land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of requests for extensions of 
time of approvals. · 

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

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

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

"A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.26, 12.27, 
12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 16.05, 16.50, 17.02, 17.07, 17.56, and 18.08 ofthe Los Angeles Municipal 
Code to create consistent procedures for review of projects requiring multiple approvals, 



Reconsideration of ENV -201 0-1496-ND 
ATTN: James Williams, City Planning Commission 
Page 2 of2 

synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted to a single project, clarify 
language regarding utilization of approvals, eliminate the redundancy of extensions of time for 
quasi-judicial 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 ofthis project" 

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

Pursuant to Section 15073.5 of CEQA, The Department of City Planning is recirculate the 
revised project description, the NO, and this Addendum (Reconsideration) for a period of 20 
days. 

Sincerely, 

~~1(~~ 
Michael J. LoGrande 
Director 
Department of City Planning 

Tom Rathmann 
City Planner 
TR:TB 



LOCATION 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

1495-CA 

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

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY 
City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 763 
Los CA 90012 

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

• c Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead City 
Agency. The project decision~inake may adopt this negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EtR. Any 
..-n,tnn''" made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made. 

N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR 
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

. . . 

HONE NUMBER 

DATE 

to(; I 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
OFFICE OF THE CllY CLERK 

ROOM 395, CllY HALL 
LOS ANGELES, CAliFORNIA 90012 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

INITIAL STUDY 
and CHECKLIST 

, ... {C!=OA Gui_?~li_~e~ ?e,t,:~ion 15Q_?~) ··-- .. , .. _ .. ·- . ... __ _ 

ENVIRONMENTAl CASE: RELATED CASES: 
ENV~20 1 0-1496-ND CPC-20 1 0-1495-CA 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: 0 Does have significant changes from previous actions. 

0 Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions 
... ~' - ------- •h• ~ --~-- h~ -~ 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
SINGLE AND MULTIPLE APPROVALS 

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
A proposed ordinance amending Sections 11.5.7, 12.03, 12.20.2, 12.20.2.1, 12.20.3, 12.22, 12.24, 12.25, 12.27, 12.28, 12.36, 14.00, 
16.05, 16.50, 17.02, and 18.08 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code to create consistent procedures forreview of projects requiring 

• multiple approvals, darlfy language regarding utilization of approvals, synchronize the expiration periods of multiple approvals granted 
to a single project, extend the expiration periods of quasi-judicial land use approvals, and establish clear procedures for the review of 
requests of extensions of time of approvals. 

No dev~lopmen~ is pn;>p?_~e,~_<:~s_ p~rt~of the proJ:9t_f-:i_? ch_a_!lge }~_Ja~d ~se~ ~en_s~!. ?T lnte11_sity i~_pr_?posed as_P<:''! ~f th!~ proj_ect_ .. _ 

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

, boundaries cover a total area of 498.3 square miles (1,291 km,), comprising 469.1 square miles (1,214.9 km2) of land and 29.2 
lsq.uare.miles. (75.7 km2

) of wat.er, reflecting a diverse terrain of urbanize.d areas, bea.che. s, mountains, ahd valleys. The City of Los 
l,fo:nge!es is divided into 15 Citx Council district:?~n~ 35 Cornmun)_ty ~!ary An~as._.. .. __ ... . . . . .. .. ... . __ . .. 

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: 
CITYWIDE 
STATUS: 

0 Does Conform to Plan 

0 Does NOT Conform to Plan 

EXISTING ZONING: 

AREA PLANNING COMMISSION: CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD 
' CITYWIDE COUNCIL: 

CITYWIDE 

MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY 
ALLOWED BY ZONING: 

....... .. NIA I 
MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY LA River Adjacent: ~~ 
ALLOWED BY PLAN 

if":·~=-~=-~=~=-RA=,~·~~~-P=LA=·-~=-~=,~=·~=·~=~o=u=·~=E=·=-=-~·=·"=·-=···=----=···-=-·=·=·· .. ·==--.. -t~:a:;:o0;ROJccT DENSiTY, No I 
Ut-vA : I ''""''""="""=···~·"=·•=-=·="""'=-=·· =· =··=·=-=··==·· ·=• .. -=-·=·-=··=·-=~=-==·~<··=n=·=_!=l• =-=-=•=--·=·=· =·=--·=,-~-= -'~'•'-~ _ "~+- ... •• ·-··"'~'~'•-·• '"''"'-~·~·- .. ,,...,_,"S'-·~ ..... '") -----o··-~~-·- -·-··~···~ 
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Determination (To Be Completed By lead Agency) 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

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

D 1 ilnd that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a 
significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project 
proponent A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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

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

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

City Planning Assistant (213) 978-1353 

Signature Title Phone 

Evaluation Of Environmental Impacts: 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the information 

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

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

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

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

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

5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier ElR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should 
identify !he following: 

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state 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 earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by 
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

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

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

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

9. The explanation of each issue should identify: 
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

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

-~ -·· - ' "''"""'>-'-~ ~~ 

D AESTHETICS D GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

D AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 0 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
RESOURCES MATERIALS 

D AIR QUALITY 'D HYDROLOGY AND WATER 

D BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES QUALITY 

D CULTURAL RESOURCES 0 LAND USE AND PLANNING 

D MINERAL RESOURCES D GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

.J < 
0_ NOISE--· ... _ - ~~-_j 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (TobecompletedbytheLeadcrtyAgellcy> 

Background 

PROPONENT NAME: 

City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning 

APPLICANT ADDRESS: 

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

AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST: 

Department of City Planning 

PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable): 

Single and Multple Approvals Ordinance 

EtfV-2010-1496-fn) 

0 
D 
D 
0 
0 
D . 

" 

- ~ 

POPULATION AND HOUSING 

PUBLIC SERVICES 

RECREATION 

TRANSPORTATiON/TRAFFIC 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

~- ,_.,~.~ 

PHONE NUMBER: 

(213) 978-1353 

DATE SUBMITTED: 

06/04/2010 
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···--·········· --·=· =-=-~-· ·p===·=o=-·=·-··~r·=-··=--·=---=· =·=· ===r=====9 
Potentlalfy 

Potentially 
significant 

impact 

significant 
unless 

mitigation 
lnc~rp?r~ted 

Less than 
significant 
imp~c~ _ No impact , 

ETICS 
-t;::~· ~--~~--~r-~-· .. .,.. __ ,. ·---'~' ..... ···---·- .......... ,,_,, .,...._ ·····•····±-;;""'··=-'"=~ _,_.. ~-=··""• ·=--~"=======··=···=-=-·=··=--·=··=-=· =·==· =·=--=·=··====· ~-=··=-"'-~"""!!" 

· effec~ on a ~cenic vis~~? d 
ic resources, including, 

o~tcro~e_~ngs,_ and historic buildings within a state scenic highway 
==========}========~}= 

tantial!y degrade the existing visual character or qua li!y of the site and its 

a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect 
nig~ttimeyi~w~ in thearea?"'. __ .... ... .. .. _ ....... . 

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 
ou ~--· ----~- - ........ . 

!a.; Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on !he maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to nonagriculturai_U.se.? 

i b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

c. · Conflict wl!h existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined 
' in Public Resources Code section 1222D(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 

· : Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production 
_ (as defined by {3overnrnent Co~e sect~()n 5110~(g))?. 

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

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

_ ~conversion of forest land_ to non-forest use?. 

Ill. AIR QUALITY 

a. Conflict wlth or obstruct implementation of the appficable air quality plan? 

~ ~~l:~~~~~i~~~~J~~i~:~;;;d _ o~ co:~ribute -s~bsta-~tiallyt~- a_n ~xi~t-i~,g or 

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed 

, , quan!ftatlve thresholds for ozone precursors)? __ . ~ ~ "' 

~~se sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

EEe objec_l~?nable odors affec~ing a ~~b~tanti~_l ~u~ber ~!.~eop~~? _ ...... 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
~~~~~~~--~~~~-=-~--=··~---~·=·-.-~--·=··=-~--~ .. -~. ~~~-=~'====~=-·r-==-====r~====~~=-~···~ 
Ia. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat . y"' 

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, ·sensit!ve, or special 
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Departrne~! ~f_Fis~ a~d G.ame ~r-~·S.: ~ish ~!1~ 111/ild_lif~ ~~;vic;_e? ... 

' b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified ln toea! or regional plans, policies, regulations or 
by the Califomia Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

·c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (Including, but not limited to, marsh, 

; vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 

. . ~=l~ym;;;~~ m .. ovem~nt of ~~Y·~-~ti~e resid~nt or mig;~tory .. - ... .. .... .................... . .. -- ~ ........ . 
ecies or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
de the use of native wildlife nursery sites? . .... .......... ........ . .. ...... ~ ...... _ .. .. 
ocal policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, y 

_ .... --·-- __ •. _ ~~~IV!l!ion_polic:y o..r:. o::dirJ_::fl_~? ---" .. ___ . ... _ . , . -=-,~· =·--=···""--=-=,i===~===+==""~~-==1=='="""=='~ 
f.: Conflict '-0thCthe provist_lonsPol fan adothpted HabitatdC! onservation Pian, Natural vr 

. Community onserva ion an, oro er approve ocal, regional, or state 

~-~..!~h.~a~~=~~~-!~-~~~~n~se~rv~-~~~~o~n~-~pl~a=~~?==-~=-~=··=--= .. =~·=-·=-~-~--~-~--= .. ~--~-=···~~~~~~======~~==~~~~-.. =··=--~--=--·=-=·=··=·--·=··~-=·=·--~··---~··=·" ... = .. =··=··=--=-·~-~-~~==~~~~j 
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

~ ,~.......__,,.,.,~-.,._.__.,~,._.\~~~--·-~-><-'--•-· ~.:.. ..... _,_.____,.--.,,_... ... ~. ~..._,_.,,_.._ .. ,_,___.,~~ ........ ~··••'-"-""..:....01~•"-U-~'-'t+.;-.-n-..W,.._,o,.ym_-<_..,--r',hW""'<-'1>-.....,_'-N'...,_,,~+<.-+-.<,>--+>-,>..,_._,,...,_,.,..,_,..,,_..,.__,«,..._,•,.._h.._,~_,,_,.,_.,.._..,_..,...._,_._,,~.,_,_~..,_,,~......_..-c'O,...•,,~~·-.'-T..,__..o 
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a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in§ 15064.5? 
~- ~·"'' - q~ J • - •• • -·-· • -···· -~~ " ••• - -··-···· -·-- ·- .-~ ~ ·- ••• , -· 

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
_ resourC? p~_rs~~nt to § 150fi.4.5? _ _ ___ _ _. __ .. .. _ 

. c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 
. ~nlg~~ geologk_ feature~ .. _ _ _ _ ·- .. _ _ _ _ . ..... .. -· 

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

····-,.-·=··,.=~--- P:~t~~ii~liv--

signmcant 
' Potentially 

1 
unless 

' significant mitigation 
.... i~p~_ct _ , incorporated 

Less than 
significant 

impact 

~v~·,:&G~e~o~L~o~G~Y~·A~N~o~-~so~--~,L~s===···===-.. =·= .... =··=--=~=····=·===··===·=···-=-·~=···=···~··=·=··=-~~-=--~·==·=·=-·=··=-=-~-=··=····=-·=····=-=--·-=·=·--=---~-=·=---=--~···=···~··=··=·=·-~-==-=-=·=·==9 

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

~~~·~-~~~-~--·---··~·----~~=-=-=···=--·=-···=--~--.. ~~~~~~~--~~---·--~-~-~--=~~~~~==~~~~~·~-~~~·=--·=·--·~-~-~-F·=-~~~~--~ .. ~· 
b, Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including -./"' 

the risk of loss, i_njury, ?r d~~th inv?IVing: Strong seismic ground shaking? ~ __ _ _ _ ... . .... 

c. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including ~ 
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: Seismic-related ground failure, 
including lique~actlon? _ . _ ... _ 

; d. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injurx! .?r~eath involvi_ng: La~d~li~~~? _ ..... 

: e: Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoi I? .. . ___ .... 

f, Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result oflhe project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
tandslfde, lateral spre_ading_. subsidence, liquefaction ()~collapse? 

g, Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Bullding Code (:9~4),_ creating substantial_~isks_ to l~fe o_r pr()pel"o/? . _ .. _ .... ·--·· _ . ... .. __ _ 

e soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 
mative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
disposal of waste water? . . _ _ _ . , _ _ 

EEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

··- V:. 

. ~ . ·~ ~- ~ ~. ,___ -- • ·-· --····· -- ···- ,... u..,. -· --- -·- . vo • •••• ,. ~ 

~~:~fi:;a~~~~r;:s!~~~Jo~i~=.~~re~tly or indirectly, tha~ rna~.. . .J ·~~ .. ·~-,.,--~"""!'~=~·=--=--="=•!-'=·-""--=· ==·=··=--~· ·ir===---~vF"' __ ':::·~-=·~-~ 
h an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose ~ , y 
t~e emiss~ons ot.greenhouse gases? .. _ _ _ __ .... _ . J. . _ . _ _ _ .. _ .... _. ..... . ... ... . . ... _ _ .. __ 

reate a significant hazard to the public or the environment through y 
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involvmg the release of 
hazardous materials Into the environment? !=-+:---... - ..,. """"'=·· =--=-";"'"=-·=--~"'-:""'" =·"=:'"'="7."'-=:=·-=·-=--=-':"""'" =·=-·=·--=--"-'"='f·-=--;='==;=--=-=--=·===ll======.!!=="=='""""'""'" .. - ..... --- , .. " - ... , ... . .... ...... . ... 

· c. Emil hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutety hazardous , -/"' 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

~ocated on a ·:te which is included on a list of hazardous m·~te~ials site; 
: compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
..... ~ou~~ it create a_ si~-~-~~ca~t h~a~---~ .!~~ put:lfc ()!)h~ env_i!:~n.~e_~t? 
e. Fora project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan 

has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 

__ workfng In the project area? , _ _ _ .. _ . .. ....... = . . ...... .. .. _ ...... ~ ... 
e vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in "!/" 

azard for people residing or working in the project area? 
ple-me~t~tio-~ ·;f o; .physicaliy inte .. rf~r~- with -a~ .. ~d~pted e~ergen~y .. .. .. - .. · - "' "'" ' ., - - ... · " -o - .,.. .... yf" 

, plan or emergency evacuation plan? · - ~·~~~-~--------'---------.. --~·--·-~--~--...-...c ~-----~' -----·-'----~ ------~·- ... ~C.....------·-~-
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Potentially 
significant 

Potentially unless 
significant mitigation 

impa_:t _ _ -~l!corpo~,a~? 

less than 
significant 

impact No impact 

~~~------~--~~--~--~~--~~~--~~--~~~-------r---------~-----------~----------.-----~~--~ h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 1 y 
involving wildland fires, Including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized i 
~reas or y.r~em~esi~~nces ~r~ inte~ixed with _wl~dlan~s? _ _ __ ....... _ _ ~ __ ... _ __ _ __ .L _ ___ . _ 

~~~e0a~~~:~:~;:~T=:n~~~L~::a~te~i'i~~h~rg~ require;n~~t~?· --- ·~~--
tr.'fs-istantially 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 to a level which would not support 
existing land uses or plan_~~d u_s~s ~or_ ~hjch pel'!.fl~t: ~-~-\le __l?een_w~nted)? 

bstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, in 
rough the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner 
uld result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

• Subs!antially alter the existing drainage pattern ofthe site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a man[ler which would result 
in flooding on- or off-site? 

-·--! 

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing 
or planned stormwater drain age systems or provide substantial additional 

.. ,..v:_ ____ -
v 

~so~u~r~~~-o~f~p~-o~ll~um~d~r~un~.o~ff?~-:~·=·~-~~=-=-~--~-~--=-~·-=·--~~··=---~=·-~=-=,.~ .. ~·~-=-~~---~-~~~~~~~-=~==-= .. 4·=·~~----, ~ 
Otherwise substanti~IIY. degrade water qua!i~? _ _ _ ... .. . _ _ ~- ! 

1 
g. P.lace housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal y 

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
.... ... delineation map? ___ _ __ 

h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or 
redirect flood flows? 

-..(' 
~'~------------=-~-~-=-~~--~~--~~·---~~=·-··=··=-~=-----------r~-~--~~~~F~~~~-=---~--~ 

1. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 't/" 
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam? 

AND PLANNING 

ally divide an established community? 

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
'with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 

.. V.. . .. " ... 

v 
ll-=4:.;P,;;U;,:;rp~o~s.;,.e=o,f=a,.,v=o!=d=ino::g~?;oor=m":'t":"-ti.;;;g,.at=lnC.:g;,...a""On=e=n=vi=~?"'~~m":"e=n=ta=:=l e=ffe=·c;=~?=···-=-~--,.-.~-~--"""-=-;"" --·~·~==""'"=~:F~·~=~!<'-~""'"'~-.. ---· '"'""' ___ ..,_ f--~..-"'1::""""" .. '"""*' 
c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community , ,.,.-

' conservation plan? 

Result in the loss of availabiH!y of a locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land 

~-se_p_lan?_ ___ __ ____ ·-·-· ·- _ . __ . --· _ ----·· ---·-··-···- _ --~-·-. __ ··--··- ......... ____ .... . 
'XII. NOISE 
'a. 

.. 
Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 
established In the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 

~tan:far~s of o~er agencf~~? ____ ··------·-- .. --- _ .. _ . ·-- __ ... 
Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 

groundborne noise ~~\l~l_s~ __ .. __ ·-- _ ........ ----·--····-- .. -·---"- . -·-- ........... w~······· .. 
A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 

\licinil}' a~_?ve"l~~_e]!S .. ~)(!s.~~g W.llh?.~t!tJe ~-r_o)e::~~- __ _ .. ___ ............ . 
A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels In the 

y 
_, ·-y 

; 
-·· ... 

i yr 
"'~!~o]_e~c~ v~i~ci_n~~-ov_e_l~els ~~~_!!_nj!~~~~~~~::J.?~oJe;.~l-~~-,.,_."''"~~---~~--~ , ---~~-~--A-~---·--~ -·~-------' -~~~J 
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r====~=r~p~"o~fe=n"':t~ia""n""y9=~"···,~-,~--=·=·-=~=r====='9~ 

~nco project locaU,d wl•lo '" ai'P"rt ''"' ~ p)oe oc, whece we~ o p),o -
as not been adopted, within two mites of a public airport or public use 
irport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project 
rea to excessive noise levels? - . 
or a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 
eople residinfj orwo!king_!n_th~ ~r-~ject ar~~ _t~~~cessive _noi:,;e Je:v':JI~? ---·-·· 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING - ... ·-- . ----·· ··---- . --- --- . .. ~ --· ... ~- . '·- <•OOTO -- ooc ~- ... '"'•" 

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, 
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
-~x_l!:ns!on_ofra_acl_s~r ot~_::r in!ra_s!rl!~tu.r~)~ . 

~~·~~,_._,..,.- ,_.._. c• •• .... .. 
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 

Potentially 
significant 

_ --~~r:np~ct 

' ...__-

significant 
unless 

mitigation 
i~~?rp_or~ted 

.... co-<.~ • ~- .... . '-~·~ 

~ -.,n-•- -•• ~,,. " ···~-- . ~' ~ ~- . > ·r-----~ . 

·- --- ···-

Less than 
significant 

imp<~_~t __ 

··-- .. 

L'~ o •• L -

0 L ... , 'L -~ -. ' 

¥"" 

·--· ~ .. ~ 

"" n••• -

.. 

v 
... .. 

v 
- co~str':lction ?.!. r~pla:emen_t_ h()_u_sing -~lse~h('l!e? 

-. -· ····--· ---~-- ·- ..... "'-. -. ~- -- --·--. ... =---w.-. " -· ·- . ····- • -.c••· ----~-.,. --- -- .. 
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of v 

repfa_~em~nt housing ~lsewhere? .. ... ····-·----· '"''' 0 L LOOO .. , . .. '' 
,_, ___ ,_. ··-·. 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 
... ---- ·--· ... ... ··- 00 _,_ L ·-- .. .. . . "" . ' ..... 

a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated " with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for i new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the ' 
public seNices: Fl_re protection? _ ' 

' . -~ 

b. ' Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated " with the provision of new or physically altered govemmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which ' 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in orderto maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
public services: Police protection? 

-·-- .. '" 

c. · Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated -,r 
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 

. new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response Urnes or other performance objectives for any of the 

~-J pubUc services: Schools? ... N-·~ " -- -- .. --" ... -~· -· coc---L "' -- - . ~ ,. , 
-~· 

d. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated -./ ~ 
with the provision of new or physicany altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 

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

public services: Parks? .... . _,_ -· -- - ...... '"" &'H''' 1'-<l'}"-;cc\1<'-1 ~ .. '~ .. .... '"" . ~· 

e. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated v 
; with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental Impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the 
pu~lic Sei_V!~s.: Q~~e~_publ~? !acl!it~s? 

~ . .,.,.~ ~ ~ ... ....,__.,,... 
" ,..,_. -~ __ .,, .. 

' .. ~ u~ ----- -· ~- -· - . -·. - ·~--· co -~ ~ . .. ........ ---- .. " 

XV. RECREATION . ' ... ~~ ..... ...,....,.~ • uu-~ u ~• 
.__ .. ~ ... ------- .. . •• u • " ·- ..... - .. __ , --·- ~ ' ..• --- -~ ••••c--~-h~r~u ~""'"-c~• .............. ~ ~-

___ ... ,_ . ···h··· ........... ·- ...... _ 
a. Would the project Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional y 

parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
dete~oration of !he fac!li~ would occur (Jr be a?celerated? .. . ----- ncr~n•• - - ... - ·-- ·-· 

the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or y i 
slon of recreational facllitles which might have an adverse physical 
on the environment? I -·- ........... .. ""'- ---·~------ ~--·· -- '" n c••~''''""""" • cor""'" ... ~,._, I ···-··-- ... - .. -~ _,.,_ •••• -~ ... ·~ , .......... ~~-- ''"""~"''~ • '., •• ~ ...... .O,c"o-' !h-.u-··~~ 

;:;:;;:,;r;!;~~~,~::~:~::~~~~~i:~~:~;~~,==~~,; ~-- ------cr ___ --1--·? -~ 
· all modes of transportation including mass transit and non~motorized travel · . 

and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to . · i 
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, · ' 
and mass transit? · - -·--·-•e _____ , ___ ,~ .. ~----~-~---"'·'~--~~-·•-'·~~~-----·---•-•-~ --~-·-,-~_.__,_ -·~---• "''~'--~-
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· b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but 
not limited to level of seNice standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards estabfished by the county congestion management agency for 

. _ desif!.~a~ed roa_ds or hlgh~ays? _ _ . ~ ·- ~ _ . _ .. 

Potentially 
significant 

impact 

Potentially 
significant 

unless 
mitigation 

incorporated 
··~~~~ . ~ . ·--

Less than 
significant 

impact 

, plans, or programs regarding public transit, y 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus , 

t~rnouts, ~icyc!e _rack~E . _ .. ______ ........................ _ ..... ...... . ................ _ 
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water 
QuaHty Control Board_? .. __ __ . . ... .... . _ _ __ _ _ __ 

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existlng facilities, the construction of which could 

¥"' 
'"'' 

' : 
i :!!->~' .. -~-us~e-s_,ig"-n_ifi~lc_a"':nt_e_n'""v':"'"ir~o~nm~e~nt~a~l e:':"ffi= __ e~c'"=~s:-7=--·=···=· ·""""---~--·=· """"~"'7"'·':'· __ ~---~--:~---=r~~==---~~-:!--'~· ~--~·""""'··~· -~--·~}=··--=· =-::o==~~J=--=""""=~~~1 

c. Require or result in the construction of new stonn water drainage facilities or y 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause 
sl_gnifi~nt ~nvlro~m~n~al __ effects?_ ___ ... --.,, ... . .. , _ .. . . . "'" 

g, Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

XVIII. 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 eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major 

· periods of California_ hi_story or pre~i~to~? _ _ _ _ 

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limlled, but cumulatively 
considerable? \'Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 

P!Obable fu~r~ pr?iec!s)? ___ -----·-- .. ., __________ --· ........... _ ----"---. _ .... . 
c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial 

_. <:?ve~~-effect~"?~ ~um~~- ~::_!~gs, -~~~e~-~-ire~~Lor indire~QY? .. "' .. __ 

.. ... 

.. - ·-

"" .. ---

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083,21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080, 
21083.05, 21095, Pub. Resources Code; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka {2007) 147 Cai.App.4th 357; Protect 
the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cai.App.4th at 11 09; San Franciscans Uphofding the Downtown 
Plan v, City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cai.App.4th 656. 
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DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Mach addi!ion<~l sheets if necessary} 

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

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

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

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 

Afl supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the 
EIR Unit, Room 763, City HaiL 

For City information. addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at http:/fwww.lacity.org; City Planning- and Zoning 
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.lacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763. 
Seismic Hazard Maps - http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/ 
Englneer!ngfl nfrastructurefT opog raph ic Maps/Parcel Information - http ://boemaps. eng.d .Ia. ca. us/in dex01. htm or 
City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA". 

TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: 
PREPARED BY: 

City Planning Assistant (213) 978-1353 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

DATE: 

06111/2010 
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Impact? Explanation 

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE 

I. AESTHETICS 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of 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 
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, 
including an assessment of the project's 
visual Impacts upon existing 
neighborhood character. Implementation 
of the proposed regulations through future 
development projects would not represent 
any change in how future development 
would affect scenic vistas. No adverse 
impact would result 

b, NO IMPACT Scenic resources including trees 
(inclusive of street trees and other 
landscape trees) and historic buildings are 
found throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does no1 include any specific 
physical development that would affect 
these resources. The proposed 
regulations would not encourage tree 
removal, damage to historic structures, or 
any increase in development intensity or 
distribution in the project area. No 
adverse impact would result. 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Mitigation 
Measures 
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Impact? Explanation 

-
C, NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 

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

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

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The 
proposed regulations themselves do not 
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b. NO IMPACT 

-

c. NO IMPACT 

d. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

include any specific development and do 
not encourage conversion of agricultural 
land to non~agricultural uses or Impacts to 
land under Williamson Act contract. No 
impacts to agricultural resources would 
occur. 

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

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

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

Ill. AIR QUALITY 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

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

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

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

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

adverse impacts would occur. 

No development is proposed as part of or 
would be facilitated by the code 
amendment project, and no increases in 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. Thus, no impact is 
anticipated from new stationary sources 
of pollutants, such as generators or 
household uses (stoves, heaters, 
fireplaces etc). As no construction is 
proposed, impacts from construction 
emissions would not be increased. Thus, 
overall air quality would be unaffected by 
project implementation. The proposed 
code amendment would alter the 
regulations applied to future discretionary 
land use applications by creating 
consistent procedures for review of 
projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing 1he expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasl-:judicialland use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. The code 
amendment project itself does not include 
any specific physical development. No 
adverse impacts would occur. 

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

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

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

... ~ l ~. '" ' • ·~ 
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b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

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

Biological resources may be found 
throughout the City of Los Angeles. 
However, the proposed code amendment 
project itself does not include any physical 
development that would affect these 
resources, and the proposed regulations 
would not encourage tree removal, 
damage to identified species, riparian 
communities, or sensitive natural 
habitats, or any increase in development 
intensity or distribution in the project area. 
As this code amendment only alters 
zoning code Ja11guage relevant to 
discretionary approvals applicants may 
request, all future development projects to 
which the proposed code amendment 
would apply will require CEQA review, 
which would include an assessment of the 
projecfs' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 
identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

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

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 ofthe 
project's' biological impacts. No adverse 
impacts to biological resources, including 
identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

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

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

V, CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

identified species, riparian communities or 
sensitive natural communities, wetlands, 
protected trees, and habitats, are 
anticipated from the proposed code 
amendment. 

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

The proposed project involves regulatoty 
changes and does not include any 
specific physical development. The 
proposed standards would not facilitate 
nor encourage new development projects, 
but would affect procedures for 
processing cases, expiration periods, and 
requirements for utilization. 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 
wUI require CEQA review, which would 
include an assessment of the project's' 
potential impacts to historic and cultural 
resources and would be subject to !he 
City's existing policies and procedures, 
designed !o evaluate and protect such 
resources. Because no construction or 
physical changes to existing buildings is 
proposed as part of the project and 
because of the existing regulations ahd 
protections in place, including required 
CEQA review for projects with potential 
impacts to historic resources, adoption of 
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b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

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

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

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

VJ. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

a. NO IMPACT 

Explanation 

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

The proposed project involves regulatory 
changes and does not include any 
specific physical development. As this 
code amendment only alters zoning code 
language relevant to discretionary 
approvals applicants may request, all 
future development projects to which the 
proposed code amendment would apply 
will require CEQA review, which would 
include an assessment of the project's 
potential impacts to archaeological 
resources and would be subject to the 
City's existing policies and procedures, 
designed to evaluate and protect such 
resources. In addition, California Healtl1 
and Safety Code Section 7050.5 et seq. 
require that if human remains are 
discovered the Coroner shall be 
contacted and an investigation 
undertaken. If the coroner recognizes the 
human remains to be those of a Native 
American, or has reason to believe that 
they are those of a Native American, he 
or she must contact the Native American 
Heritage Commission. No adverse 
impacts to archaeological or 
paleontological resources associated with 
implementation of the proposed code 
amendment are anticipated. 

Los Angeles County, like most of 
Southern California, is a region of high 
seismic activity and is therefore subject !o 
risk and hazards associated with 
earthquakes. Several active faults within 
the region are considered capable of 
affecting property throughout the City of 
Los Angeles. The proposed project 
involves regulatory changes and does not 
Include any specific physical 
development No increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. No specific development is 
proposed and no development would be 
specifically approved by adoption of the 
project. Individual future development 
projects, to which the proposed 
regulations would be applicable, would be 
subject to the requirements of the 
International Building Code and the 
California Building Code, which would 
ensure that the design and construc!ion of 
new structures are engineered to 
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b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 
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Ex lanation 

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

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

Los Angeles County, like most of 
Southern California, is a region of high 
seismic activity and is therefore subject to 
risk and hazards associated with 
earthquakes. Several active faults within 
the region are considered capable of 
affecting property throughout the City of 
Los Angeles. The proposed project 
involves regulatory changes and does not 
include any specific physical 
development. No increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. No specific development is 
proposed and no development would be 
specif!calfy approved by adoption ofthe 
project.lndividual future development 
projects, to which the proposed 
regutations would be applicable, would be 
subject to the requirements of the 
International Building Code and the 
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d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

g. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

California Building Code, which would 
ensure that the design and construction of 
new structures are engineered to 
withstand the expected ground 
acceleration, liquefaction, or other 
hazards that may occur on-site. Because 
no new development is proposed and due 
to required compliance with applicable 
building codes, no impacts related to 
seismic hazards are anticipated. 

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 hind use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No landslide 
impacts are anticipated. 

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 development is proposed as part 
of this code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No impacts 
resulting from soil erosion or loss of 
topsoil are anticipated. 

No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by 1he code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. In addition, 
compliance with California Building Code 
standards for safe construction generally 
ensures that no impacts related to 
expansive soils would occur. 

No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the code amendment, and no 
increases in rand use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. fn addition, 
compliance with California Buifdlng Code 
standards for safe construction generalfy 
ensures that no impacts related to 
expansive soils would occur. 
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h. NO IMPACT 

VII. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development would be 
approved by the code amendment, and no 
im-;reases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No impacts 
would occur related to septic capability. 

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

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

VIIL 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 
hazards. However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
proposed as part of the proposed code 
amendment. No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment. In addition, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future individual development projects. 
These include the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1 082 
(Facilitfes Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Services 
regulations, and Department of Housing 

. regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for site remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded wlth the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

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

Individual future development projects 
that may apply for discretionary land use 
approvals in the City of Los Angeles may 
be located on or near sites that could 
raise concerns regarding hazardous 
materials use, contamination, or other 
hazards. However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
proposed as part of the proposed code 
amendment No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment. In addition, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future individual development projects. 
These include the Resource 
ConseNation and. Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill1082 
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Services 
regulations, and Department of Housing 
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for site remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded with the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

Individual future development projects 
that may apply for discretionary land use 
approvals in the City of los Angeles may 
be located on or near sites that could 
raise concerns regarding hazardous 
materials use, contamination, or other 
hazards. However, no increases in land 
use density, intensity or distribution, are 
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proposed as part of the proposed code 
amendment. No specific development is 
proposed, and no individual development 
would be approved by adoption of the 
code amendment. ln addilion, a number 
of existing state and federal laws and 
programs apply to hazards and hazardous 
materials and would apply to subsequent 
future individual development projects. 
These include the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, 
California Fire Codes, Senate Bill 1 082 
(Facilities Subject to Corrective Action), 
Department of Heath Services 
regulations, and Department of Housing 
regulations. Finally, Municipal Code 
Section 54.05 requires that a hazardous 
substance clearance report, including 
provisions for site remediation if 
warranted, be approved by the County 
Health Department and recorded with the 
County for sale or transfer of any 
property, upon which there has been an 
unauthorized disposal or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

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

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

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

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

a. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

The City of Los Angeles is highly 
urbanized but contains large areas of 
undeveloped lands adjacent to urban 
areas, where the possibility of wildfires 
exist at the wildland-urban interface. 
However, no specific development is 
proposed by the code amendment 
project, and no increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribution are 
proposed. Individual future development 
projects that may apply for discretionary 
land use approvals in the City of Los 
Angeles will be subject to requirements of 
the International Building Code and the 
California Building Code. No impacts 
would occur. 

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

Mitigation 
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-
b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

d, NO IMPACT 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

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

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

No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development will be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Ad require 
thai a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects thai 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction. Acquisition of a 
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e. NOIMPACT 
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1~ Explanation 

NPOES permit is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water PoiMion 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, including sediment, into the 
local surface water drainages. For project 
operation, the City's Stormwater and 
Urban Runoff Pollution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter VI 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater pollutants, including 
implementation of practices from the 
"Development Best Management 
Practices Handbook" adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 
the type of project, either a Standard 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation 
Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that leaves the site. No impacts are 
anticipated. 

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

Mitigation 
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f. NO IMPACT 

g. NO IMPACT 

h. NO IMPACT 

Explanation 

Plan is required to reduce the quantity 
and improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that leaves the site. No impacts are 
anticipated. 

No specific development is proposed as 
part of the code amendment project, no 
individual development will be approved 
as part of the code amendment, and no 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. Regulations 
under the federal Clean Water Act require 
ihat a NPDES general construction storm 
water permit be obtained for projects that 
would disturb greater than one acre 
during construction. Acquisition of a 
NPDES pem1it is dependent on the 
preparation of a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that contains 
BMPs to control the discharge of 
pollutants, including sediment, lnlo the 
local surface water drainages. For project 
operation, the City's Stormwater and 
Urban Runoff Pollution Control 
regulations (Municipal Code, Chapter Vi 
Article 4.4) require measures to control 
stormwater pollutants, including 
implementation of practices from the 
"Development Best Management 
Practices Handbook" adopted by the 
Board of Public Works. The City's NPDES 
Permit requires new development and 
redevelopment projects to incorporate 
water quality measures. Depending on 
the type of project, either a Standard 
Urban Stonnwater Mitigation Plan 
(SUSMP) or a Site Specific Mitigation 
Plan is required to reduce the quantify 
and Improve the quality of rainfall runoff 
that !eaves the site. No impacts are 
anticipated. 

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

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

j. NO IMPACT 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

a. NOlMPACT 

ENV-20 10-1496-ND 

Ex !anation 

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

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

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

. ~ . ''' . 

The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating c~;~nsistent procedures for revlew 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
individual development would be 
approved by adoption of the code 
amendment. No changes in land use 
designations are proposed, and no major 
infrastructure or other projects or 
changes that would divide existing 
communities are proposed or would be 
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b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

ENV-20 10-1496-ND 

Explanation 

directly facilitated. No impacts would 
occur. 

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

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

b, NO IMPACT 

XU. NOISE 

a. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

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

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, 
clarif'ying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the program. 
Therefore, no impacts to mineral 
resources would occur. 

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, 
clarlf)ting 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 reques!s for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
increases in land use density, intensity, or 
distribution are proposed. No specific 
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b. NO IMPACT 

c. NO IMPACT 

ENV~2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

development is proposed, and no 
development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the proposed 
code amendment. Because the proposed 
project does not include any development 
proposals or entitlemen1s, adoption of the 
proposed code amendment would not 
place sensitive receptors in areas, subject 
to noise that exceeds noise standards. 

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

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

e. NO IMPACT 
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f. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

No specific development is proposed and 
no development would be specifically 
approved by adoption of the proposed 
code amendment. The proposed 
regulations do not involve any 
development proposals or entitlements. 
All future applications requesting 
discretionary approvals for development 
projects in the City of Los Angeles will 
comply with Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 
and 161,574, and any subsequent 
o~dinances, which prohibit the emission or 
creation of noise beyond certain levels at 
adjacent uses unless technically 
infeasible. Therefore, no impacts related 
to temporary construction noise would 
occur. 

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

The proposed code amendment would 
alter the regulations applied to future 
discretionary land use applications by 
creating consistent procedures for review 
of projects requiring multiple approvals, 
clarifying language regarding utilization of 
approvals, synchronizing the expiration 
periods of multiple approvals granted to a 
single project, extending the expiration 
periods of quasi-judicial land use 
approvals, and establishing clear 
procedures for the review of requests for 
extensions of time of approvals. No 
specific development is proposed, and no 
individual development would be 
approved by adoption of the program. If 
adopted, the proposed code amendment 
will not impact any existing or planned 
airport plans. Therefore, the project would 
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I 
XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 
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Explanation 

~~ot expose people to excessive noise 
levels associated with airport operattons. 

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

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

I 
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c. NO IMPACT 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

a. NO IMPACT 

b. NO IMPACT 
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Ex lanation 

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

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

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

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

XV. RECREATION 

a. NO IMPACT 

Explanation 

facilities would occur from adoption of the 
proposed code amendment 

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

Because no development is proposed as 
part of Of 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 pollee protection services, 
schools, parks, or other public services. 
No new fac~ities would be required, and 
no alterations to existing facillties would 
result from adoption of the proposed code 
amendment. No adverse impacts related 
to public services Of public services 
facilities would occur from adoption of the 
proposed code amendment. 

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

No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
code amendment, and no increases )n 
land use density, intensity, or distribution 
are proposed. No housing or other uses 
are proposed or would be specifically 
approved that would result in increased 
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demand for recreational fadti!ies, and no 
population-inducing development or 
regulations are proposed. No adverse 
impads related to recreation would occur. 

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

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

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 or circulation. Therefore, and 
because no specific development, 
changes ln land use, or increases in 
allowed land use intensity are proposed 
as part of the proposed code amendment, 
project Implementation would not 
increase traffic volumes within the City of 
Los Angeles. It should also be noted that 
future development projects would be 
subject to individual review for potential 
traffic impacts and those impacts would 
be addressed on a case-by-case basis. 
No adverse impacts would result. 

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

d. NO IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

f. NO IMPACT 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

No adverse impac!s would result. 

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

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

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

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 
result 

No development is proposed as part of 
the code amendment project, no specific 
development would be approved by the 
project, and no increases in land use 
density, intensity, or distribu!ion are 
proposed. The project would not result in 
a measurable increase in the demand for 
water nor in an increase in wastewater 
generation. No new or expanded facilities 
are proposed or would be required in 
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Impact? 

b. NO IMPACT 

c. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

e. NO IMPACT 

ENV-2010-1496-ND 

Explanation 

order to implement the proposed code 
amendment. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

XVIII, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The proposed code amendment project 
does not have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of fish or 
wildlife species, or threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community. 

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

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

.. 

' humans. 
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